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On the occasion of this June 26 - the South Africa Freedom
Lay, the National Council of the Communist Party of India
sends you warmest fraternal greeting s of the Indian Commu-
nists. Ve request you also to convey our greetings and
regards to the leadership of the African National Congress
of Seuth Africa and througn them to the- ‘nundreds.-ef thou-
JEaﬂdE~Ef Fraa&um ighters of your, cauntry.;q

Indian peoplefand the Communist Party of India have always
closely followed and admired +thel heroic struggle of the
South African penple agdinst Apartheid, for 1liberation of
their countrj““frﬂmhthe ~fasoist .racialist ruling clique
supported by imperialism over several decades now. In this
difficult and long struggle +the peoples of South Africa
has forged the unity of Africa,Indian and Coloured peoples
and the cemocratic elements among the White population.

The South African people have embarked wupon a new course

since the middle of 1967 - that of armed struggle. This

year's freedom day is being commemorated in the midst of
the illegal Smith regime in Rhodesia which 1is beilng suppor-

ted by the South African racist regime with armed forces

and heavy weapons as tanks, helicopters, etc. There 1is no

doubt that this is a combined struggle of the Zimbabwe and

South African peoples 1o overthrow the racist regimes and

liberate the entire Southern African region.

Dear friend, in this sacred struggle of +the South African
peoples the Indian people and the entire progressive demo-
cratic forces of our country,wnich include the communists;

have been and will be with you.

On this Freedom Day, we declare that the Communist Party
will, continue to work persistently for mobilising our
-people in active support Df the cause of national 1libera-
tion in South Africa. :

With warm greetings and regards,
| (C. RAJESHWAR RAO)
General Secretary,
Natienal Council of the
Communist Party of India.
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Any society, where power is~held by a minority which monopolises
all the wealth, inevitably aboundes in contradictions. In fascist South
Africa where the racist .hite minority has usurped political power these
contradictions exist in their most extreme form. The major contradic-
tion is that between the white oppressor and the Black majority; all else
revolves around this.

And as the liberation struggle advances, other latent contradic-
tions are brouzht to the surface. A4t one time it was correct to speak of
the "monolithic™ Nationalist Party and of tae unity of the Afrikaners.
This is no longer true. Under pressure from thne iiberation forces and,
no doubt, on the advice of their imperialist allies the uvouth Aifrican
racists have been obliged to present a new “"image® to the outside world.
+@ thus see a sudden '"concern for indepencent African countries, offers
of technical and financial "assistance', the admitting of Black diplomats
(with due precaution), the offer of sending a “mixed" team to the Olympic
Games, etc. These gimmicks have brought about ng real changes in White
supremacist thinkingz nor have they brought a halt to the over-mounting
repression of the Black majority in South Africa.

But even this facade, this pretence has resulted in consiuerable
misgiving among a section of Nationalist Afrikaners. We have had
occasion, in the past, to refer to the split between the Verkramptes and
the Verligtes most recently in an .uditorial in wayibuye Hu.24(17/5/68).
The Verkramptes, who claim to be the "true" guardians of Afrikanerdom,
fear that the Verligte policies being purcued by Vorster may result in
diluting the Afrikaner "tradition'. G5o Vorster, the Nazi sympathiser
whom even Malan's Nationalist Party in 1948 regarded as too much of an
extremist, the architect of such draconian measures as the 90 day and 180
day detention laws, the father of the notorious Terrorist Act is attaocked
by the Verkramptes as being too "liberal®, a "pink"', a 'fellow traveller"
Not that Vorster is about to become any of these things.

"These splits show that in their attempt to cope with
the outside world, the opyressors get entangled in
the contradiction inherent in apartheid.' (layibuye No.24).

A recent incident illustrates very clearly tnat Vorster and his
Verliz;tes remain true to fascism and that the Verkramptes are but their
lunatic fringe. Hecently the latter ciroculated an unsi ned letter in
which they identified the Verligtes with persons like the late Senator
Robert Kennedy and lir. .arry Oppenheimer. We will not discuss Kennedy,
but Oppenheimer is notoriously well-known in Africa. He is boss of tae
vast Anzlo-American Company  whose empire reaches out from the Cape to
the' Con_o and beyond. By no stretch of the imagination could this mage
nate, whose happy hunting grounc is poverty-stricken Africa, be des-
cribed as even a mild liberal, let alone a leftist., Yet the purpose of
the anonymous letter was to saow that the Verlistes were becoming leftist?
Needless to say that section of the Afrikaans Press which supports Vorster
gave wide publiecity to this "scurrilous smear'". Several ocolumns were
devoted to attackin; the Verkramptes for this “scandalous" behaviour.
These are the Verligtes, the outward-looking ones, for waom even Oppen-

heimer is too "left".
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Part 1 . ‘ROBHERS IN ROBES
The Legal Cloak Oper Apartheid

This is tuae first. article in a series whica will trace the history
of oppressive legislation in South Africa since Union. One of the
features of tne South African situation has been the mask of legality
and parliamentary rule wiich has been erected to make less ugly the face
of racial and colonial exploitation. .ith Freedom Fighiers now penetra-
ting to the Republic's borders, tiie forum of struggle has moved out of
the debating chambers and courts of law. Yet although the mask has
slipped with the development of the Republic into an embattled, laager
State, the yrocess of oppression can usefully be traced by an exumina~
tion of the successive statutes of privilege.

Uther articles to follow will discuss the founaing law of the
Union, and the formation of the ifrican Fational Congress; labour laws
- a modern serfdom; the Land :ict - theft throu,h law; and the Native
Administration 4ct - rule by decree.

Part I Convention and Jonstitution

The South ifrica Aot of 1909 wes the founding law of th. Union,
proposec and ratified by the four colonies of tne Transvaal, Cape,Orange
_ Free State, and Natal. 4Although it was passed by the imperial govern-
ment in Britain, it was nonetheless a home-grown statute, the virtually
unamended result of discussions held by local .hite politicians. This
founding law not only, at the outset, established privileged White rule
at the expense of African, Coloured and Iindian rlghta. but hrnuéhc into
bein: a sovereign parliament which was over the years to Egln out a web
of oppressive laws into every corner of the nation.

oome historical background is important for an understanding of
how tais law came to be passed. The Gouth african (Anglo-Boer) .ar was
concluded in 1902 by the Treaty of Vereeni_in,. Thie was a war of
imperial expansion by Britain, in waiich tne indigenous people were regar-
ded-largely as pawns, significant mainly as units of labour for the farms
anc the mines of .hite South Africa. uwven before the war had ended,
however, tne question of African rights and colonial ™native polioy" was
to emerge as the orucial issue of the first decade of the new century.
The Boer Republics suspected Britain of wishin: to further African inter-
ests at their expense - a view which was based on the relatively liberal
franchise policies of the Cape colony, and the history of African Admini-
stration in Natal (Natal policy had at one stage been transferred bodily
to the old Louth ifrican .iepublic, to the dismay of the bur_:hers). Bri-
tain's concern at this stage was, however, to establish a stable dominion
in mineral-rich bouthern Africa, with the minimum of unrest caused by
friction between Afrikaners and inglishmen.

The Peace Treaty was a conciliatory gesture which heralded the
entrenchment of this policy; an explicit promise to shelve 'the native
question' was included in the treaty - '"the question of granting the
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franchise to the natives will not be decided until after the iniroduction
of self-government” (Clause 8). Ililner's kindergarten, as the British
Colonial officials were known, busied themselves with paving the way to a
closer union between the colonies, and sorting out the commercial inter-
ests involved. Customs conventions between the territories already exis-
ted, but important barriers to free trade remained. The railway was a
particular bone of contention, and jealous bickering over its revenue and
administration was hindering economic development. The memorancum on
closer union prepared by Selborne, the High Commissioner, which largely
persuaded Britain to push for some form of association, relied chiefly on
powerful economic arguments. These arguments, however, were concerned
solely with the welfare of the Whites and the interests of investors

abroad.

The Zulu rebellion in Natal, sparked off in 1906 after long years
of despotic misrule, gave added impetus to the desire for a uniform "native
policy", and a centrally-controlled army and police force to control further
outbreaks of resistance. No less than 4,000 Africans were killed before
the rebellion was crushed. The consolidation of the different types of
rule practised by the colonies was seen by ihite interests as highly der
sirable, and necessary for stability.

To the National Convention in Iurban, 1908, came 33 delegates from
the four colonies to disouss the founding of a single State. iWhile not a
single African was inviteu to this all-important conference (Africans in
the four colonies at tais stage outnumbered the Hnites by five to one),
three #hite delegates from far-away fhodesia were welcomed. The African
and Coloured people of the Cape and Natal had been playing a responsible
political role for many years, despite repeated attempts to cut down the
weight of their voting power. Under a qualified franchise based on pro-
perty and wages, 22,784 African and Coloured men - over 10/ of the electo-
rate — possessed the vote. In a number of Cape constituencies, the African
vote was decisive, ana many aspirant politicians learnt to treat it with
respect.

Discussion at tne Convention centred on the key question of the
native franchise. The poliocy of the Transvaal and Orange
Free State was uncompromising: ''the people will not permit equality between
Coloured persons and the White inhabitants, either in church or State" was
a basic policy of their constitutions. It was this view that prevailed, in
the face of the demands of Cape delegates for a country-wide extension of
their franchise laws. The idea of a universal franchise was rejected,since
not only would it imply equality, but would mean that many poor Whites
would lose the vote. The Cape was mollified by the entrenchment of their
franchise in the constitution. (Predictably, despite the entrenchment, it
was soon destroyed; the Africans were voted on to a separate roll by the
requisite majority in 1936, and rigat off in 1959. The Coloureds were
squeezed out by parliamentary juggling and legal trickery. A4 ainst this
background it is easy to understand why Africans in Rhodesia Zimbabwe)
today have absolutely no faith in so-called constitutional guarantees while
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a majority of Whites have all effective political power ).

When confronted with tuis attitude towards the rights of Africans,
tie British Secretar, of State for the Colonies commented that it was "a
delicately balanced coapromise'’ betweea the Jhite groups, and "any otaer
course would wreck the chances of union™.

The South Africa Act itself largely embodies the draft resolutions
o she Convention, with minfmum amendments by the .hitehall draftsmen. Its
Ylatantly racialist character is soon made clear. Only persons of European
degscent mey sit in parliament (Sections 24 and 26). TFor the record it may
be stated that the main body of the Act laid down the structure of a two-
House (bicameral) legislature, of the judiciary, the provincial governments,
and the sitting cof tae capitals, and voting procedure. As far as Africans,
Indians and Jolcureds werc concerned, the role they were to play in govern-—
ment, either by vote or representation, was merely a relic of an earlier
period in the Capaz. Even the delimitation of the constituencies showed a
racial bizg, being based on the total number of European mmle voters; as a
result the Cape lost the equivalent of seven seats due to its African and
Coloured voters. The only concessions made to the advocates of a more
liberal ccolour opolicy were the entrenched franchise, and the right on non-
Waites to sit in the provincial counciles of the Cape and Natal.

Generally as far as the African people were concerned ithe Governor-
Ganeral was invested with overall control and administration, and the special
pousrs of ths colonial governors. +i1his was the enabling measure. for the
eventual unification of differing policies, and the basis for a system of
arbitrary rule without representation which will be aiscussed in a subse-
gqueat article,

An intersstin_ section of the South Africa Act contemplated the
handing over of what were then the High Commission ferritories, held as
’rotectorates by Britain, to South Africa. Britain's hopes for peaceful
racial co-operation implicii in tiiis section were sadly at variance with
har acceptance of a constitution which denied so many rights, and which was
compiled without reference to the majority of the people it purported to
zovern. The attitudes of the British revealed an ill-conceived belief that
Afrikaner and Englishman would settle their differences, and make the Union
a powerful, imperial dominion. However, the handing over of sovereign
powar to an exploiting, White group ensured that the new State would hand-
somely repay its capital investors. Seen in this light, the National Con-
vention was no more than a congress of minority White interests; the South
Africa Act served as =n enirenchment of White privilege.

The idea of national unity was a worthy one, but in 1901 it repre-
sented little more than a dirty deal between two White groups intent on
exptoitations The call for a truly representative National Convention by
the African National Congress in 1961 was, significantly, its last legal
acte The response of the Nationalist government to this peaceful demand
was to call out its Saracens, and crush with police violence the stay-at-
home strike designed to bring home to White South Africans the justice of

the people's demands. The spirit of the 1908 convention lived on in these
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repressive actions. The Souti africa Act it produced will be the first
law to be rewritten when power is taken from the hands of a minority and
placed in the hands of the majority. The new South African constitution
will ouilaw racialism rather than enshrine it and declare that the “overn-
ment of the country will be entrusted to representatives of all the people
and not merely to the spokesmen of a simall, racialistic and exploiting
minority.

(The next article will discuss the African reaction to Union,
and the foun._.ing of South Africa's first national political
party - the African National Congress).

* % * ¥

STRATEGIC SEAWAYS
_ - By Veteran

The sea route along Loutu Africa's coast line is one of he world's
great commercial and strategic seaways. How that the Suez Canal has been
closed, the Cape is a vital link between the Indian Ocean and the Atlantic
seaboard. Underlinin: the route's importance, leading o0il companies have
decided never again to use t.ie Canal. These factors are being given a pro-
minent place in the diplomitic and strategic plans of White supremacists in
the South. :

They argue that Western Europe cannot survive economically without
eil from the Near East. OSince tie 0il tankers must steaum round the Cape, it
is in the supreme interest of the North At_.antic powers to safeguard the
route and to obtain access at all times, in peace and war, to friendly har-
bours. Jhite South Africa offers herself as a faithful custodian and loyal
ally of the .est.

Addressing the Nationalist Party's central congress at Parow last
Hay, the Prime liinister B.J. Vorster saicd that he was amazed at the blind-
ness of the North Atlantic powere. They would not recognise South Africa's
importance to them, and even refused to sell her arms. Tet, inspite of
rebuffs, insults anu isolation, South Africa would continue to fulfil her
responsibilities as guardian of the Cape rcute, both for her own sake and
for the sake of the West. 'This we must do', he urged, 'no matter what
saorifices are reguired of us individually and as a people'.,

P.d. Botha, the Hinister of Defence, recently reported that discuss—
ions were taking place with 'friendly powers' in tne Southern hemisphere
about the possibility of a military alliance, similar to the Northern Atlan-
tic Treaty Organisation (lidTO) in the Northern hemisphere. Australia and
New Zealand in the East, Argentine, Brazil and Uruguay in the West, have
been mentioned as possible allies. Conditions were forcing them, it is
said, to co-operate closely.

One of the alleged conditions is the withdrawal of Britain, who
for mere than half a century has dominated the seas of the Southern hemi-
sphere from Australia to Jouth America. Her decision to scale down mili-
tary commitments East or Suez has created a vacuum which, Hhite Ht;gtagista
iﬂ thﬂ [ N
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in-the South argue, is--being filled by the Soviet Union. Her activities ir
the Northerm region of the Indian Ocean have opened a new phase in world
politics and in the position of .hites in Southern Africa. It is possible
that their safety may be threatened one day from the sea. GSouth Africa must
in her own interest assume the burden of protecting the sea poutes along

her coast, but she would welcome allies.

The Cape route, said Botha, was a 'two edged sword'. Decause of iis
importance, the West would yet be compelled to abandon its vendetta against
South Africa, and to give it both material and moral support in her struggle
against communism. On the other hand, South Africa was bounu to be a target
of the highest priority in a general conflict.

According to some commentators in the government press, the national
liberation war in Rhodesia, flozambique and Angola i1s part of a great design,
a preliminary battle in a grand strategic move against the entire Western
security system, which is anchored in the Southern part of the continent.
Tke ultimate target is South Africa. If the White supremacy regime is over-
thrown, a pro-communist government will take power, and the Cape sea route
will be closed to the llest.

Much of this kinu of argument can be dismissed as party propaganda.
The Nationalist government hopes to counterast internal cleavages and a
growing dissatisfaction amongst its supporters by crying wolf, and by appeal-
ing for the utmost sclicarity against external dangers. DBut there is also
a genuine .note of alarm, arising from the realisation that the balance of
forces in Africa and the world at large is moving against racial disorimina~
tion and wWhite supremacy rule,

Leader writers in the government press express this fear by warning
readers that universal White domination, which alone made it possible for
Whites to establish a colony at the Cape, has disappeared for all time. With
it has gone the guarantee that White supremacy will continue to exist. Other
guarantees must be found: on the one hand by cementing an anti=communist
alliance with the great capitalist powers; on the other hand by establishing
'good neighbourly relations' with utates on Louth Africa's borders.

'A tough, persistent war is being fought close to our frontiers',
wrote_llie Burger on kMay 30th. ‘'Armies totalling more than 100,000 men are
locked in battle. in neighbouring States, or are in the field to ward off a
never-ending threat. We have no reason to doubt the vigour of their efforts
but as little must we question the strength of the forces they have to face.
Since Algeria and Vietnam sensible people no longer talk of revolutionary
war with contempt. Were it not for the resistance put up by our neighbours,
the battlefront would today be along the Kunene and Limpopo'.

The war against tne Freedom Fighters of An.ola, Mozambique and Rhode-
sia is beinz fought to perpetuate White minority rule throughout Soutiern
Africa. white South Africans regard it as their war. According to Die
Transvaler of May 16th, the concentrated attacks in the North are being
aimed, first at Portuguese territory and Rhodesia, and ultimately a; South
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Africa. She was not afraid of the attacks - we are told - though she would
do her best to discourage them. 'But they will not be readily stopped,
because those responsible say they will desist only if South Africva is pre-
pared to let the State pass out of the hands of the White man. That we are
not prepared to doj; and we have repeatedly made our position clear, not
only to the African States concerned, but to the rest of tne world'.

It is a central aim of White supremacists tu involve the udest on
their side in this war. For the purpose, they are staking their hopes on
the Cape's strategic importance. The capitalist bloc must be persuaded
that it will be in mortal danger if hostile forces obtain control of the
seaways; and that the best way of warding off the threat is to enter into
an alliance with South Africa in a kind of SATU - a Southern Alliance Treaty
Organisation.

Once committed in this way, the West will be obliged to guarantee
South Africa's frontiers also to the North against an invasion by land. Or
so the White supremacists argue. Not only the minority regime, but the con-
trol of the sea route will be threatened if the Freedom Fighters succeed 1in
converging on South Africa; there the West must assist the minority regimes
to defeat the Freedom Fighters.

One should not jump to the conclusion that the hopes and fears of
South African Whites are a true mirror of policies or attitudes elsewhere.
The Western powers must balance the arguments here examined against ,other
presgures, such as the weight of international opinion against colour dis-
crimination and racial oppression, the growing strength of the Afro-Asian
countries, and the influence of socialist States in world affairs. Inspite
of South Africa's claims, the Cape sea route is not so important that it
should be made an overriding consideration. lioreover, it is not a bargain-
ing counter. South Africa has no choice in the matter: she must keep it
open to the West, or for that matter to the rest of the wuorld, in the
interests of her own security.

Nonetheless, we cannot affard to ignore South Africa's attempts to
woo the West. Her propaganda will make headway in reactionary circles, as
among the British Tories, who have increasingly axprassad sympatiny with
her insistence on White supremacy rule.

The national liberation movement must combat the propaganda by expo-
sing the real nature of South Africa's policy. This is to maintain White
minority governments in Southern Africa by using the techniques of fascism.
Any support given to the regime will prove to be a bad investment, and
recoil on countries that are prepared to sacrifice principles and friends
for the sake of material zain and strategic expediencies.
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NEWS_ITEH; PRESS RELEASE

THE. SECRETARIAT OF THE INTERNATIOWAL CUMMITTAE FOR
SOLIPARITY J4ITH THE wWOR.LRS AND PEOPLE
OF LOUTH AFRICA

With the resence of the majority of its members and under the
Chairmanship of iir. KaikaLIZA, General Secretary of the liational Union of
Tanganyika 4Yorkers and Vice-President of tne 4ll-ifrican Trade Union Fede-
ration, the Secretariat of the International Trade Union Committee for
Solidarity with the workers and people of wouth africa, which regroups in
its ranks trade union organisations of different centres anc affiliations,
together with the HWorld Federation of Trade Unions and the All-African
Trade Union Federation met on the 25th - 26th .pril, 1968 in lar Es Salaam.
In their two days session the members reviewed the past activities of the
Committee and examined the present developments in the situation in South
Africa and t e regions surrounding it. They noted with great indignation
that the racist regime in South africa is intensifying its fascisi measures
against the African population of that country. They also noted that the
regimes in South Africa, Zimbabwe and Portugal are building an unholy
. Alliance to face the vast national and international movements which are
working and calling for their downfall.

Th: members of the Secretariat gzreeted with admiration the pauplés
of South Africa, Zimbabwe, Angola, Mozambique, Guinea (Bissau) and other
African countries who are engaged in armed struggle to liberate their goun-
tries, :

The members further noted that despite the ever growing sirengtn
of the liberation movements in these countries and the development of a
vast international movement in their support, the racist and oppressor re-
gimes are still in power in these countries because of the direct and in-
diregct support that they receive from the big imperialist powers, especially
those of the U.S5.4., Britain, France and Federal Germany. The MNeeting call-
ed upon the workers of these countries to put pressure upon their imperial-
ist powers to respect tae decisions of tie UNO and refrain from supporting
those who are practicing the policy of apartheid, racial and colonial oppre-
esion in Africa.

The Meeting took necessary measures to mobilize still further the
forces of the International Trade Union Movement to support the just and
legitimate struggle of the oppressed people in Africa. It launched an appeal
to the workers and trade union organisatjions and adopted two memoranda, one
to the Organisation of African Unity and the other tv the United Nations
Organisation.

To strengthen even further the activities of the Commiitee, the
Meeting decided to enlarge the Secretariat. HNew trade union organisations
have been added: 4 from Africa, 2 from Lurope, one from Asia and one from
Latin America., The Secretariat furthermore decided to enlarge the scope of
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its activities to include Zimbabwe, South West Africa, the Portuguese Colon-
jes and all the other countries and regions of Africa still under racial and
colonial oppression.

Since the question of racial discrimination was the essence of the
discussion of the Secretariat, the Meeting could not overlook what is going
on now in the U.S.A. In this respect, the Meeting passed a resolution con-
demning the assassination of the great Afro-American freedom fighter and
leader, Reverend Dr. Martin Luther King.

Thanks to the zood conditions created by the National Union of Tanga-
nyika Workers, the deliberations of the Secretariat were carried out in a
friendly and fraternal atmosphere.

DAR ES SALAAM,
2]TH APRIL, 1968.
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THE BRITISH HOUSE OF LORDS
- By Mbokodwebomvu

The United Nations has passed comprehensive sanctions against the
illegal government of Ian Smith. Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II has issued
an order in Council to make this U.N. Resolution into a law. Acocording to
the B.B.C. Report on June 14, 1968 the House of Lords is goimg to revolt
and vote against the Queen's order in Council and this acoording to the
repert is going to create a constitutional crisis.

Who are these gentlemen in the British House of Lords? How can we
explain their behaviour? How did they come to be Lords? How ocan gentlemen
of such breeding behave in such an irresponsible manner? Don't they know
that Smith has disgraced their Queen? These gentlemen form the cream of the
British Bourgeoisie. To us their behawiour towards the illegal Smith regime
is not surprising. It is very similar to the attitude of their forefathers
towards the British workers in the 19th century. In their attitudes to the
Smith regime the British Lords seem not to have changed one iota from their
forebears and they fit this description of theirs written by Engeles in

1845.

"] have never seen a class", En_eles then wrote, "so deeply demoralized,
80 incurably debased by selfishness, so corroded within, so incapable of
progress, as the English bourgeoisie...for it nothing exists in this world, .
except for the sake of meney, itself not excluded. It knows no bliss save
that of rapid gain, no pain save that of losing gold. In the presence of this
avarioe and lust of gain, it is not possible for a single human sentiment or
opinion to romain untainted. True, these English bourgsois are good husbands
and familymen, and have all other sorts of.other private virtues, and appear
in ordinary intercourse, as decent and respectable as all other bourgeois...
I once went into Manchester with such a bourgeois, and spoke to him about
the condition of the working people's quarters, and asserted that I
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had never seen so ill-built a city. The man listened quietly to the end,
and said at the corner where we parted, 'and yet there is a great deal of
money made here, good morning sir". The English gentlemen was utterly in-
different as to whether the working men were starving or not, all that
mattered to him was money. A1l conditions are measured by money, and what
brings no money is nonsense, unpractical, idealistic bosh."

With the collapse of the Empire, these decaying English gentlemen
have been exposed. For these gentlemen constitutional niceties, the prero-
gative of their Crown are reduced to mere inconveniences if they interfere
with one thing supreme in their life — MUNEY. They have told us that sanc-
tions against Rhodesia won't work, but they wouldn*% say that because they
refused to make them work. One of their ilk Sir Alex louglas Home goes to
Rhodesia and finds Smith a reasonable man and the former Governor of Uganda
Crawford, another British'Sir''chose to lose his British pass—port than
denounce Smith, all because he is a director of companies that are based in
Rhodesia. His counter-parts in the British House of Lords would rather
create a constitutional crisis than have the British Government pass the
Queen's Order in Council that 'might bring down'Smith's illegal regime. This,
Just because Smith is their surest safe-guard for their vested interest in
Southern Africa. For these gentlemen White people have a right to live on
the sweat; labour and property of Black peoples Yes we saw their hypocricy
before when America, Britain and Belgium staged the Congo air-1lift to mass-
acre innocent Africans. They were the first ones to vote for the air-1ift.

The English gentlemen occupy their positions in the British House
of Lords because of well breeding; Knightly sportsmanship, and invincible
courage even in the face of death, but when it comes to making money and in
their attitude to Black people they have never hesitated to use machineguns;
they have indulged in lying, murder, theft, rape, deception and degradations.
These are some of the gentlemen who got their titles by serving in the form—
er colonies and who after bleeding these territories Whites were given titles
to honour them for their theft. But even in such high office, which should
make them exemplary they still behave true . to their past. Never before
has an incident exposed the rapacity of the so-called gentlemen of culture
and service so much. When a people representing what is theoretically the
best in a country consent to any economic result, no matter how monstrous itc
cause, rather than destroy the system, that is an indication of decay. The
British Lords know that Smith is a racist, that Southern Africa is a powder
keg ready to explode anytime, but these gentlemen do not care as long as
they clip coupons made from the fortunes of exploited Black labour in South-
ern Africa. '

¥* * * *

WIT: SOUTH AFRICA FRuSDOM LAY - JUkd 26 — STILL FRESH IN OUx HINUS, HO.
ABOUT DOING US AND YOURSELVES 4 NATIONAL SERVICE BY SENLING IN YOUR SUB-
SCRIPTIONS/DCNATIONS TO MAYIBUYE.
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TGHTING TALK:

S.A.—~ PAPER TIGuUR WITH HUCLEAR TEETH?
— By Chibusa Vandi

Recently, the United llations General Assembly adopted the Nuclear Non-
rliferation Treaty sponsored By the USSR,. Great Britain and the United States
o. America, However, the heated debate on this issue is by no means over, Four
countries voted against the Treaty and as many as twenty-four abstained: 1In a
couple of months' time the non-nuolear Powers are scheduled to meet to canvas
this issue further,

However, we were most intrigued by South Africa's stand in the current
debate on the Nuclear llon-poliferation Treaty. South Africa, finding itself in
respectable company when several Afro-Asian States showed reluctance to support
the Treaty, hedged around and kept her cards close to her chest. At first she
opposed, Said the South African magazine, Newscheck (24/5/68):

"South African opposition to the Treaty carries much weight
ssssesAt the moment, though, it looks as if the government
has a keen desire to keep its nuclear options open for a
while to come."

iihen voting time came however, South Africa voted with the majority and
endorsed the Treaty. What caused this sudden about face? '

Some observers claim that the United States persuaded South Afriea to
drop its opposition, For certain tactical reasons South Africa might have
acquiesoed, Indeed, a Dr. P. van der Merwe, the Chairman of the regimes foreign
affairs group has used the current situation to call for closer relations betweer
south Africa and the United States. He is reported to have said recently:

"It was time to lay greater emphasis on the similarities
between the two countries. both were relatively young,
both had race relations problems which each was trying to
solve in its own way, they had been allies in two world
wars and in Korea....both were producers of nuclear power,
(Owr emphasis)  JOHANWLSBURG STAR, (1/%73.5-)-

For some time now South Africa has been secretly trying to lay her hands
"n the nuclear know-how., The Times of Zambia of May 24th,1968 reported that
‘ambia and Sierra Leone had warned the U.N. that South Africa was moving towards
ecoming a nuclear power, Chief Mpanza, a Zambian Ambassador in Cairo, charged
't the U.N. that certain Western powers including West Germany, were assisting
uth Africa in its nuclear designs (Times of Zambia, 24/5/68).

For some years now, the strategy of the S.A. racist regime in its efforts
H?IFEh the national liberation movement in the country has been talzing a
-Iinite pattern. S,.A. spends annually some 110 million pounds for defence. This
'fnt 1s more than the national budgets of many African States, Moreover, many
-he new weapons she has acquired are clearly not defensive but offensive.
Therefore/...
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Thercfore, 5. Africa's grand design iz to build up an armoury capable not only of
suppressing internal uprising but also ready to unleash aggression against those
militant African States that help the freedom movement, The launching of the
guerrilla movement in Zimbabwe has thrown to the surface some of the plans S5.A.
has been operating in secret. In a brazen fashion, S.A. has stepped up its mili-
tary intervention in Rhodesia and quietly doing the same in liozambigque and Angola,
she ig digging-in in South West Africa.

Se Africal's next logical step was one of imposing open political pressure
againgt independsent African States which support the guerrillas and the liberatior
movenent, In order to maintain a position of military superiority S.A. is now
feverichly seeking to acquire nuclear weapons.

It is therefore obvious that it is in the interests of free Africa to pre-—
vent her from doing so, But Africa cannot possibly tolerate any form of nuclear
blackmail from 35.,A. and if S,A. did acquire nuclear weapcns, Africa might be
forced into a nuclear race that might be disastrous for her economic progress.

How sincere was S.,A, in voting for -the Wuclear Non-poliferation Treaty?
Quite clearly no serious revolutionary can take the word of honour of fascism at

face value. The history of Nazism showed that those who did so paid a2 very high
price indeed.

S« Africa has already shamelessly betrayed the smacred International trust
given to her by the Intermational Community on the question of S5.W.A.

At the U,N., the African States ocorrectly insisted that U,N. must first ~f
all compel S.A. to honour the various resolutions taken by the world body on
policies, before the question of the Non-poliferation Treaty was finalised.

If S.A. defies the U.N. with impunity, the argument goes, what guarantee
ig there that she will respect the Nuclear pon-poliferation Treaty?

Since Africa holds dear both the cause of her total freedom as well as -
the cause of disarmament and non-poliferation of nuclear weapons, the present

treaty has stressed once more that the freedom struggle and the struggle for dis
armament are two sides of the same coin.
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"Please convey my fraternal greetings and solidarity to militant
fighters of Southern Africa for freedom and independence STOP uncondi-
tional support of OAU to struggle waged against colonialism and racia-
lism in Southern Africa and solidarity with observance Week of Solida~
rity with BSouth Africa national liberation struggle from June 23 to
June 29 STOP FRATERNAL GREETINGS."

Brother Diallo Telli,
Secretary General of
the 0.A.U.
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