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INTRODUCTION

In this study we shall analyse two subjects: one is
the system of apartheid, in which a white minority
subjugates, and oppressively rules over the native Black
population in South Africa on the basis of an ideology that
explicitly arrogates +to +this white bminority a superior
civilizational status and assigns to blacks an inferior ome;
the second subject is the Non-Aligned Movement (NAM), which
is the product of the anti-colonial revelution which saw in
the middle decades of this centurythe liberation of a great
number of colonized countries. NAM composed to a
significant extent of such ex-colonial countries represents
and tries to realize +their hopes and aspirations in
opposition to.an international order which is dominated by
the traditionally dominant powers of the Western World.
Tﬁese two subjects will be studied b&th on their own terms,
that 15 to say, we shall attempt to explicate the system of
apartheid and the Non-Aligned Movement for what they are in
themselves; laté} we shall try to focus on the reasons for
and the p;oéesses by which aparthied and NAM are

inextricably 1linked to eagh other in an as yet wunresolved

struggle,
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Let us first make a few introductory observations on
apartheid in an attempt to delineate the issues that are

central to this analysis before going on to axamining NAM

and the contradiction between the tﬁo. Apartheid is an
_apart

extreme statement of a racial and socio-evolutionary

e

doctrine that has a pedigree stretching _baok to tbg_

‘ — T T :
nineteenth century, in the second half of which <century
N < } e ——— oo

‘self-conscious ideologists of British imperialism created
w/__,_—w-- s C e e - . o e —r——————

the building blocks of explicitly racial doctrines _that
[ o —t—— . T—— ’

denied civilizational adulthood to Asian and Afrlcan peoples__

s rm — —— - —

and plaoed upon the fully civilized white races the so-
‘\"\ .

e et —— .. —

called and putatively onarous "white Man’s Burden”. This
e et A i T e -

ideology became the clock which was supposed to dress up the
ruthless exploitation of the colonized countries and their
native peoples. In South Africa a similar but more perverse
doctrine of "exclusive white superiority"” was distinguished
in that it came to be institutionalized in all its maturity
as the system of apatheid. And, quite anachronistically,
this occured at a time when the world was seeing the first

stirrings of the tide of decolonization that was eventually

r

to flood the gates of colonization.

First of all in Chapter I, we shall try to see as to
how the ideology of apartheid developed. We shall make a

short survey of a number of analysis of this development in
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which the most convincing one will.be elaborated. Broadly
the attempt would be to see how the ideology of apartheid
and the system it underpinned related to the articulation of
the socio-economic interests of its proponents and the kind
of a class base it derived support from. This question 1is
somewhat problematic - it is problematic in the sense that
such a question relates fundamentally to a. project which
seeks to link together +things in a manner that poses
important theoretical problems. Thus for instance in +trying
to link together the politics of apartheid, the ideology of
" apatheid and the socio-economic interests of those ﬁho built
the. system and forged +the ideology, the problem of
"determiniiz;n" cannot be wished away. Afterall, we,
sometimes, do come across the type of analysis which in
order to emphasise a particular set of facts tends to
overlook others. It will be our modest attempt when we

- discuss the subject, to be balanced in our conclusions.

After discussing the development of the ideology of
apartheid and delineating some of the basic features of the
system, in chapter II we shall identify and study the forces
of change that Have developed within South Africa.

howevey
Apartheid,A rigid its construction might be, cannot escape a

basic fact - that a society can never be static, at least in

the long-run. Pressures for change, as we will see, are not
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only exerted by an ever-intensifying liberation struggle of
the non—whites'but change is also sought by a section of the
whites. Without going into the details of the movements we
will first examine the various shades of African Nationalism
in what they stand for and secondly find out why and to what
extent some whites aré advocating a relaxation of apartheid.
The study will also see as to why such presgqres for change
are being resisted and as to how the Government of South
Africa has responded to them.

Chapter II1 shall study the ideology of NAM, which is
the basis of 1its opposition of apartheid. NAM,is the
repregentative principal}y of those ex-colonial countries
which gained independence in the middle decades of this
century, seeks primarily to work towards an dinternational
order that would permit the development of the Third World
both in economic terms as well as their political status in
the international community. For this to be achieved it 1is
necessary for NAM countries to break the domiance of the
powerful states - primarily the western powers - which has
oonsténtly sought to perpetuate this dominance by
perpetuating and strengthening the world capitalist system
and an international political system the control organizing
principle of which is the unbridled exercise of power in

various forms. What the NAM countries are aiming at
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essentially 1is the substantiatioh of the independence they
had gaiﬁed formally in real tefms. In analysing the
collective world-view of these countries, however; we shall
have to come to terms with a number of complexities. The
central problem is that, given the diversity of politico-
economic systems that NAM encompasses - from capitalist
Kuwait +to the communist-Cuba - how does it ﬁanage to reach
consensus b§th on general principles as' well as on
particular 1issues. And even if it does manage to achieve
consensus formally, do +the NAM countries honour +the
consensus in their policies and actions in international
relétions? Some of the other important questions are -
what 1is NAM’s position vis-a-vis the two blocs - east and
west; to what extent have NAM countries been able to
distance themselves from the power politics of blocs; and
what is the nature of NAM’s neutrality - if we can strictly
call it neutral. As far as evaluating NAM’s effectiveness
is concerned we would restrict it to the examination of
NAM’s efforts against apatheid and not the other important
issues +that preoccupy it. However, before going into +that

we would first establish the connexion between NAM and

apartheid.

Thus in +the final chapter we shall first try to

establish this link - by justifying "external interference"
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by NAM in the "internal affairs” of South Africa. We do this
by emphasising the fact that South Africa seeks to protect
this last bastion of direct colonisation in an age where it
has become utterly anachronistic. Moreover the world view
that apartheid represents in the most cru&e and brutal from
is one which is homologous to the one which dominates the
- west’s outlook in the international sphere.. The homology
with the west lies, in the fact that the west equally is
trying its level best to perpetuate the dominance of the
western world in the sphere of international relations that
arises both from considerations of tangible interest and
perhaps also from the same age - old belief in the social
superiority of "the whites. The correspondence of +the
interests on South Africa and the hegemonistic west |is
exposed by the fact that the latter has constantly protected

the former from effectively adverse international action.

As we will see it is this impediment that hinders NAM’s

spirited efforts against apartheid.

We must - submit +that this disseration has been

undertaken under certain constraints.

First of all there is a certain ambiguity in the
expression used in interna@ional relations which +to begin

. ave. . .. . Ly
with hewe problematic underpinnings in political philosophy.
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For example the world ’Ideclogy’ which have been used in the
context of Afrikesanelr nationalism, African nationglism and
NAM, is used differently in different paraégﬁgéﬁ and
sometimes even within the same paradigms. We'have however
not gewe into such debates and the broad nation of an
ideology with which we proceed is that it is a conscious
world view that guides the actions of those ého subscribe to

it.

Secondly, where the .ideology of NAM is cochrngd the

researchesy fails to came across any-iﬂgﬁgg;,ff»=Q§§A§ﬁ%@%ﬁp

et o et e

T There are liberation theoi;éies, there are
treaties on national liberation and revolution but one does
not came across a treatise on NAM’s liberation ideology
particularly with reference to apartheid. Such an exercise
woyldv require the »endeavor of ‘& researcher hiving a
- familiarity with philosophical and political world views of
the pioneers of NAM and the felicity with'their respective
languages. Only where the two are combined it is possible to
take the aid of content.anélysis of NAM documents and
speeches on an informed basis, %uch a detailed exercise has
not been possible in this study which is pfimarily based a
secondary sources. However, whenever it has been possible
we have availed of statements of the pioneers of the NAM in

the english version. We are aware of the fact that in some
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parts of the text more detailed analysis would definitely be
more revealing. However given the expense of the project

such omissions could perhaps be excused,.

Before we end it might be interesting to point out that
there is an ironic coincidence in the type of criticism that
radical critics (like Vyrenanl) level agéinst the +third
world regimes and collectivities and the opinion that the
western establishment hold of NAM. The dependency theorists
would argue that most.regimes of the Third could being
structurally dominated by the west cannot take any genuine
steps towards such progressive goals as socialism. From the
other side, as Jecksenz does, the west would say that Third
world wunity is a farce because most of such countries have

informal ’alliances’ with great powers belonging to

different blocks.

In a very different context Baldev Raj Nayar3 has
written about this same coincidence. We have however taken.a

more optimistic view of NAM which will unfold in the

following text.
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CHAPTER - 1

THE IDEOLOGY OF APARTHIED

It 1is a well known fact that in South Africa a white
minority is unjustly ruling over a vast Africanl majority
through a system of institutionalised racialism called _

et P - - . R T, st

isw_an Afrikaggsz

~ ——————— - - —— ———

apartheid. Apartheid
Q_——-___._// | P,

* APARTHOOD’ . It denotes the policy of racial segregation as

e et it

practised by the National Party in South Africa siqgg_,lgig;
e e -~ —
Officially it is a policy of ’seperate but equal
development’ but in effect it is a .viciods form of
colonialism. Apartheid involves legislation controlling
places of residence, shcools, universities and recreational
facilities as well as laws prohibiting mixed marriages and
controlling voluntry associations. The major intesion is to
allow political power only to the white population, and to
deny to the remainder all rights that would be tantamount‘to
political access, including the right to vote at an
election. Blacks are confined to certain autonomous

’homelands’ alleged to be their ’true’ historical places of

residence, leaving the remaining areas to be enjoyed by

whites in untroubled sovereignty.3

The differences in natural assets and infrastructure

between the ’'homelands’ and the ’white’ areas are stark.




Moreover due to this deliberate policy of separation a vast
army of unemployed blacks are exploited at a very cheap

cost. Some indices can be quoted to highlight the extent of

discrimination and exploitation.4

- Africans comprising 72.7%5 of the population has '13%6

of the land of the country. .

- Whites comprising 15% of the population cornered 64% of

the incomes in 1977 while the Africans got merely 26%.

~ Old age pension for whites (1982) was 140 Rends per

month while Africans got 38 Rands per month.

Per capita expenditure on education in 1980-81 for the
whites was 1000 Rands per month while for the Africans

it was 180 Rands per month.

During the period of 1961 to 1984 over 17,745,000
Africans have been arrested or persecuted under a

battery of pass~laws and other influx control

regulation in South Africa.

However, racialism did not suddenly appear in 1948 in
South Africa. That the non-white human beings, especially
the Blacks of Africa are intrinsically ’inferior’ had been a
general opinion of all the white colonizers of the

world.

Ip fact this belief was the basis of the ideology which
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justified colonialism. Generally the rationale was that it
is the onerous destiny of the whites to civilize +the non-
white peoples of the world. This belief had been reflected
in social attitudes and the political system through out the

colonial world in various forms.

The British, who were the most successful colonizers
were in most cases ’paternalistic’g. Though they did
relegate the ’natives’ to an inferior status socially,
economically and politically, they did not seek to
“marginalise +the local population totally or wutilize them
solely as a cheap labour force. This was to a great extent
because the British, in most instances, did not go +to the
colonies as settlers, but only to rule and exploit them.
This kind of colonization necessitated the developing -
albiet restrictedly - of the local populations in order to
utilise them efficiently in the process of exploitation.lo
Thus, for instance, in the case of India, education was
disemminated to thé Indian elite so that they might help the

British in the administration of the colony.

The colonisation of South Africa by the Afrikaners was
of a different nature. They had come in large numbers as
migrants and had settled on the land driving out the local
population from the most fertile tracts. The only purpose

for which they needed the blacks was for labouring in +their
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farms and planpations and later on in the mines and
industries. But given the pervasive nature of ’settler’
exploitation 1its perpetuation requires total denial of
assimilation and development of the blacks, which if done
would pose as a challenge to the permanence of white
hegemony. It is for th;breason that we find such an

elaborate and oppressive system to have been instituted in

South Africa.

However, this system did not develop overnight but was
the product of a specific historical process, The
specificity of this historical process is vindicated by the
fact that it ran counter to another historical process that
was global. In the middle of the twentieth century
colonialism started crumbling almost throughout the world
and most non-white peoples not only gained independence but
were (as least formally) also accepted as equal hﬁman beings
by the whites. However{ in South Africa white racial
domination going quite against the tide, crystallized into.
institutionalized segregation and political and economic
domination. The Nationalist Party which won the South
African election in 1948 on the principle of apartheid
declared it a victory of "Afrikaner Nationalism". What 1is

this brand of nationalism and how did it develop?
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The Afrikaners pfoudly claim that Afrikanerdom (the
national identity of the Afrikaner people) was shaped by its
three hundred year struggled to implant itself on the
hostile South African soil, its roots constantly under
attack from both primitive inhabitants of the region and the
relentless enemity of British imperialism. Before we
proceed with the statement of ’Afrikaners‘nationalism’ let
us briefly review the bare facts of this three hundred year

struggle of the Afrikaners.

The first white setters in South Africa were Dutch
(1652)1 These settlers joined later by some French and
German migrants developed into a farming comﬁunity which
concommitantly developed their language Afrikanner and a
certain culture of their own. They overcame the resistance
of the native tribes of Khoi-Khoins (Hottentots) and
imported slaves from other parts of Africa. With fresh
migrations and increase in local population these
colonialists started spreading into the interior of the
country. This brough them into conflict with the Bantu-
speaking tribes - the Zulus, the Xhosas and others - over
_the possession of 1and.12 The Boers were to large extent

successful in pushing back these tribes, often after bitter

struggles.
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At the end of the eighteenth century the British came
and with the discovery of gold and diamond deposits in the
land a struggle for sovereignty between the two colonizers
was inevitable. Thé struggle made the Boers retreat and
embark on their famous ’Voortrek’ (Great Trek), which took
them even deeper into the country where they set up two
republics - the Orange Free State and the Transvaal. But
the British too expanded their territories northwards and
after the bitter Angole-Boer war of 1899-1902 these
republics were brought under British domination. The
country was given independence as a dominion in 1910 though
the Anglo-Boer struggle was still unresolved. The Boer by
now had défined, their national identity was ’Afrikanerdom’
(which would be later redefined again in more reactionary
terms) .13 However, the Boer were still divided-part of
them supporting a coalition with the English to rule the
country and the rest clinging to a ’purer’ version of ethnic

exclusivity end therefore opposing the coalition.

The second World War éxecerbated divisions among the
‘Afrikaners but involved the cod;try in the war on the side
of the Allies which enabled the then Prime Minister of South
Africa, Jan Smuts to play the role of a world statesman.v
But an overwhelming majorify of Afrikaners perceived the

involvement, of South Africa in the 'imperialistic war’ as a
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sacrifice of interests.l4 Moreover this section was
critical of Smuts’ relatively liberal domestic policies.
This section triumphed in 1948 when the Nationalist party of
Dr. D.F. Malan the vehicle of radical Afrikaner Nationalism
was voted to power and instituted apértheid the same year in

which South Africxa became a republicls.

Thus the genesis of Afrikaner nationalism had
supposedly occured in the early times of the history of the
Afrikaners. Far removed from the eroding effects of
industrialisation, the volk (people) is presumed +to have
developed for 1itself an exclusive, but democratic and
classless froﬁ of racially pure social organisation guided
by an austere Calvinist faith. This organisation heroically
withstood the assults of ’British greed’ and 'Black
competition’ and fiﬁally overcame all odds in '1948. when
apartheid was established, instituting the separatehood of

the Afrikaners in clear terms.

The Afrikaner volk and their glorious history is

putatively a product of God’s will. To quote Dr. D.F. Malan

"The history of the Afrikaner reveals a determination
and a definiteness of purpose which make one feel +that
Afrikanerdom is not the working of man but a creation
of God. We have a divine rights to be Afrikaners. Our

history is the ?éghest work of art of the Architect of
the centuries.”
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It is the divine will that fofged the Boers in an
organic unity. This particular God..... " Wills the
difference between nation and nation. He wills this becgusé
he has placed before each people a unique destiny # unique

o 17

calling....... . Therefore +the races must ’develop

separately’.

Nation is the primary social unit from which all
individuals 'draw their identif&. The devleopment of +the
’nantional culture’ and the promotion of its unique,
exclusive values is thus a diviﬁely ordeined duty of the
individual. Moreover borrowing from Darwinism, Afrikaner
Nationlism claimed that its cuiture was far more evolved
~then that of the Blacks and therefore deserved to call the
shorts in South Africa. However, this <c¢laim was later
-officially withdrawn when the Nationlist Party granted the
-Blacks the ’'right’ +to their own nationalism in their

’independent’ homelands. We shall come to this later.

A large number of analysts have written on South Africa
and have analysed this ideoclogy variously. Some liberalx
writers like de VillierslS take the existence of a
monclithic, <class-less, Afri%aner identity for granted.
They criticise it on the ground that because of its
development in backward isolation followed by its prolonged

confrontation with blacks and the British and because of the
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influence of a narrow calvinist dogma, the Afrikaners have
developed into ‘paranoid simpletons’, ‘out of +touch with
reality’, suffering from an *inferiority complex’ and are

therefore gullible tools of manipulating leaders’.

According to some ‘subjectivist’lg liberals, theré is
nofhing objective in race or ethnicity. A racjal or ethnic
group is whatever it says it is. They are simply rhetorical
idioms manipulated to organise collectivities for political

ends in the competitive scramble for resources.

Another 1liberal view held according to Berghe by the
‘primodialists’, contradicts the above analysis by
maintaining that there is something fundamental given in the
nature of ethnicity and race which antecedates transcends
and imposes limits on the subjective views that people may
have of these groups in any given situation. However, this
view too rejécts the notion of rﬁcial classification and

puts the emphasis on ethnicity.zo

Berghe himself attempting to take a balanced and
scientific view takes a middle position. He says that for a
racial group to exist it needs the conjunction of objective
and subjective conditions. It is subjective to the extent
that there is a consciousness of a distinction between

'them’ and ’us’. However, these subjective perceptions do
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not develop at random or just because a group suddenly

<laims to have a common identity. They crystallise around

clusters of objective chgracteristics that becomé ’badges’
of -incluéion and exclusion. Nor are the charae?eristics
seized upon a matter of capricious cho%ce. Making use of
sociobiology Berghe claims that the ’genetic affinity’ of

the members of a particular race imparts in them a natural

tendency to rally together into a sociological group.

A large number ofvlibera1321 argue that ’backward’
Afrikaner nationlism by establishing the system of strict
racial separation actually handicapped the country from

developing its economic potential to the full. Black labour

was not allowed to develop its potential in skills nor was

it allowed access +to many jobs that were maintained as
preserves of white labour. Therefore - an uncompetitive
labour market developed -in South Africa tha£ was against the
rationalising téndency of capitalism.v

This argument is not totally without merit. As we
shall see later, a section of the"bapitalists of South_
Africa have been expreséing the ;ecessity of reducing the
restriction$ imposed on black Llabour’s horizontal and
vertical mobility. -But this.analysis does.not take into‘

account the fact that a variety of economic interests stood
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to gain from the policy of segregation and that this was a
major driving force behind the development of the ideology

of Afrikaner nationalism.

Some later day liberal analysts like Merle Liptonzz do
make a class analysis of the ideology and even trace the
forces of economic interest that prevailed ove; other in the
creation of Apartheid. However, a problem that remains with
most of these studies is that they take the existence of
Afrikanerdom to be given -- in the sence that the ideology
more or less existed and it only needed to be manipulted by

those who wanted to utilise it to further their economic

interest.

It was left fo marxist analysts like O’Meare’z3 and No
Sizwe®? to show in a detailede manner how, inspite of the
existence of &a feeling of racial suberiority and racial
exclusiveness, the Afrikaners did not really have such a
cohesive and conscious ideology before the beginning of this
citntury. Dan O’Meare argues that due to their predominantly
aispersed and rural existence in the earlier years neither

their cultural bond nor their language were fully developed.

Let us attempt a broad outline of the analyses that

QO’Meare, Swize and others have done in tracing the
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development of - the full-blown racist n&tiopalism of the

Afrikaners.

In the 1last quarter of nineteenth century the South
African socieity was broadly composed of the following
significant classes. The two Afrikaner republics in +the
north (Orange Free State and Transvaal) had a Elass of big
Afrikaner farmers who were in the process of undertaking
capitilist production, though they were still having African
tenants (a feudal method) on their farms. There were also
small Afrikaner farmers having a few African tenants per
farm or as in many cases none at all. A class of Afrikaner
petty bourgeoisie comprising of small traders, teachers and
other professionals had started developing. In the British
ruled southern provinces (Cape and Natal) there was a class
of Afrikaner landed - bourgeois in the_cape with large farms
producing wine and rearing sheep. In Natal the economically
dominant claés‘comprised of British Sugar plantation owners.
British capital had also come to control a modest industrial
set up in these two provinces. And of course'there were the

Africans on whose exploited backs the whole system rested.ze

A new factor was suddehly introduced in the situation
when diamond and gold were discovered in Kimberly (Orange

Free State) andYWitwatersrand respectively. An inevitable
FTT T biss T “
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struggle ensued between Afrikaner agricultural capital and
British imperialiém to exploit these sources of fabulous

profits.

The agrarian Afrikaner capital and the petty-bourgoeis
(in the northern provinces) coalesed with an Afrikaner
langauage novement 2’ to found the Afrikaner Bond (1988)
which was intended to become the ’vanguard organisation’ of
'Afrikaner nationalism.?® The aim of the Afrikaner Bond was
to stop the profits of the land to migrate to England and to
make enterprise more dependent on Afrikaner capital than

English banks.

However, within this movement there was a contradiction
"which, broadly speaking drew a line of demarkation between
the attitudes and aspirations of the landed bourgeoisie and
of the petty-~bourgeoisie. Where as the former was content
to. settle for a sharing of power with imperialism on the
basis of joint exploitation of the ’native masses’ and
would, therefore, accept equality of language and aconomic
opportunity on the existing foundations, the latter wers
concerned +to gain exclusive power and to sever the 'British
connection, thus making it poaéible for national capital to
become dominant in the whole of South Africa”.28 Since the
interests of the former were more in line with the realities

of the situation and because it is they who really lead
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Afrikaner Bond (J.H. Hofmeyer and Company) a politics of
conciliation and power sharing as junior parterns, with the

British continued.

But the British wanted more and the Anglo-Boer war took
place in 1899-1901 leading to the annexation of the two
northern republics of the Afrikaners by the éritish. This
further blocked the aspirations of the petty bourgeoisie.
The agrarian capitalists however, were quick to compromise
with the imperial finance capital (mining) the ‘political
expression of which was The South African Party led by
Generals R Botha and Smuts. “"The episodic differences
between General Smuts and General Hertzog (who almost
immediately after the grﬁnting of independence in (1910) -
broke away from the South African Party to form the National
Party should not obsure the fact that both accepted the
~pre¥ises of the compromise of 1910, a fact that was again

proved in 1934 when their parties merged to form the United

South African National Party".zg

But the fundamentalist petty-bourgeoisie did not give
up its struggle. In 1918 a small group of them formed the
Afrikaner Broaderbond (A.B.). "It was founded by fourteen
railway clerks, policemen and clergymen.“30 A number of

teachers joined the organisation from 1921 onwards and gave
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it lemdership. Later Calvinist academics 1like L.J. du
Plessis joined and the leadership shifted to this group. In
the initial years it was ’little more than a religious

organisation".31

Moreover it was wracked by dissention and
several purges took place,. To enforce descipline the
organisation went undergound in 1921. It decided to take up

the role of the ’vanguard organisation’ of the northern

"Afrikaner nationalism” in 1927 when General Hertzog

abondoned republicianism following the 1926 Balfour

Declaration that granted South Africa dominion Status. In
1926 A.B. set up its ’public frént’ - the Federation of
Afrikaner Culutural Association’ (F.A.K.) to develop and
organise the cultural life of the Afrikaners. In 1934 it
decided to infiltrate members into ’key positions’ in all
leading instituti&ns and began to recruit political leaders

for the Afrikaner nation. Dr. D.F. Malan was one of +the

earliest recruits.

Throughout however the A.B. membership remained
predominently petty bourgeocis. In 1944, the first year for
which a reasonably reliable breakdown of members’ occupation
list exists, teachers academics, clergymen and civil
servants accounted for over fifty percent of members, with
lawyers, journalists, politicians, . farmers and assorted

businessmen the other large occupational groupj.ng.32
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The A.B. was a policy-making and coordinating body
planning the activities of its public organisations and
individuals. Its organisational set up was very much in the
line of Nazi and the Facist parties from which it had drawn

a lot of inspiration.33

But how did this essentially an urban petty-bourgeois
organisation bring an overwhelming majority of Afrikansers,
economically in diverse class categories -- within a single
ideological fold to vote the Nationalist Party of Dr.D.F.
Malan +to power in 19487 And first of all what was this

classes’ own interest?

The petty-bourgoles was interestgd in a system where
they would be able to build up an ’Afrikaner Capital’ +that
' wonld be able to replace ’British Capital’ which dominated
the financing of South African mining and industrial economy
and took away large profits back to England. They
therefore wanted a government thrbugh which the Afrikaners
alone will be able to call the shots and would have an
exclusive hold over the economy. For this purpose however

it was important to bring the two other important classes

within the scope of their plan.

First 1let us take the case of the white workers. A

large white working class had developed over time. It

AN
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started with the Anglo-Boer war when many Afrikaner small
farmers lost all. A couple of droughts and a steep rise in
population were also important factors that proletarized
them. Then came the Great Depression (late 1920s) which
again drove many rural Afrikaners to the cities looking for
work. This class very singificantly, was in the process of

developing a class consciousness too, under a number of

organisations.34

However, the A.B. was able to bring them
within its ideclogical fold due to two reasons. First of
all white workers were having tough competition form +the
African workers who were used to working cheaper. Secondly,
the white workers had caste-consciousness against the
African workers, based on colour. So the A.B. through its
own labour unions championed the cause of white workers by

demanding reservation of Jjobs for them (colour bar) at least

in skilled work and also higher pay than the Africans.

The other class was that of the Capitalist farmers, one
group of which belonged to the Cape and the other to the
northern provinces, To begin with they were the support
base of the South African Party and subsequently the United
Party of Jan Smuts. They were finally brought intoc the fold

of A.B., with the II World War. Jan Smut’s decided to join

the war effort for the British which was contrary to the

interests of +the farmers. First of all they did not see
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what interest South Africa had in the ’War of imperialists’.
Secondly it affected their market where Germany was an
important buyer of their exports. Moreover they found the
domestic policies of the United Party to be softeng towards
the Africans which was contrary to their interest. The
Capitalist farmers were not only interested in effecting
'legal’ take-over of most of the agriculturgl land that
blacks still hald as tenants but also such a system that
would provide cheap labour for their capitalist farming.
These interests were not being fully met becuase of thee
fpersisting’ hegemony of British Imperialism’. Therefore, a
majority of these farmers turned to Afrikaner nationalism of

the A.B., Dr. Malan and his Nationalist Party.

And where would the capital came from to create the
Afrikaner capital’ for the petty-borugoies? It was supposed
to come from the accumulated capital that the Agricultural
bourgeois was either hoarding or spending in real estatesi

and also from the funds that could be collected through

union funds of the white workers.

Politically the culmination of A.B.’s success was the
securing of complete independence for South Africa in 1948
with the establishment of the republic and the victory of

the Nationalist Party which set up the institutionalised
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system of aparthied that segregates and exploits the blacks.
As far as it$ professed economic goal to establishing the
hegemony of Afrikaner capital was concerned there was some
success as indicated in the table below, +though English
capital and that of the Multinationals (Table III - Chapter
IV) still outweigh Afrikaner Capital in most sectors except
agriculture. ‘
TABLE 1
English/Africans Differentials35

Affrikaans/Share of Ownership of Private Sector

Sectors 1938/39 1954/55 1975/76
Mining 1 1 30
Manufacturing

Construction 3 6 156
Commerce 8 26 16
Transportation N.A. . 14 156
Liquour & Catering N.A 30 35
Finance 5 10 25
Agriculture 87 84 82

However, this pejisting preponderence of outside

capital in the South African economy is not resented any
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more becuase foreign capital is politically weak and cannot
challenge the Afrikaners in national policy. Moreover this
capital 1is necessary because Afrikaners simply do not have
enough capital to invest in their economy. Morover the
interests of British capital to a great extent is served by
the apartheid laws which keeps black labour cheap. But now
that some of the capitalist section - especially the non-
Africanefs capital -- are wanting a loosening of the system
thgir suggestions are facing firm rejection by an
o#érwhelming majority of Afrikanners and their government

which proves that A.B.’s goal of making Africandom the pre-

eminent will in South Africa is realised.

THE ENTRENCHING OF APARTHEID :

We will make a brief survey of the Acts that were

enacted to entrench Aparthied.

As far back as 1903 the Legden Commission, appointed by
Loxd Milner, in which a majority were, quite interestingly,
British members, had made proposals for the separation of
blacks and whites politically and territorially, planning to
leave the substance of political poﬁer in the hands of while

legislators, and to have the land demarcated into black and

white areas with a view of finality. To a very great extent

subsequent South African legislators looked up to the Legden
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Commission as the inspiration behind the segregation policy.
Between 1910 and 1938 +there had been a number of
iegislations passed which were later reinforced after 1948

to instituionalise Aparthied. Some of them are as follows

. 1}
1927 - Inmorality Act forbidding extra-marital sex

[o

between Africans and Whites. .

2. 1923 - Urban Areas Act confining Africans of segregated

townships or locations

3. 1913 apd 1936 - Land Acts reserved 13% of Land for
Africans constituting 73.7% of the population. Outside
this land, Africans could neither buy nor (in most

cases) rent property or business.

4. 1922 -~ The Stallerd Commission suggested that Africans’
should only be in the towns to ’minister to the needs
of +the white man and should depart therefrom when he
ceases to minister’. All African men over sixteen
years of age had to carry a ’pass’ or reference book
which recorded their permission to work and live in a

particular white area.

5. Mines and Works Acts 1911 and 1926 barred Africans from

more skilled jobs at least in the State sector.
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6. Industrial conciliation Act - ’Pass bearers’ would mno
longer have employee status in the unions which will be

registered from henceforth.

Between 1939 and 1948 there were some stepa. taken to
halt and even revert this process of segregationf However,
they were abortive and cost the United party. its defeat.
With the coming of hte Nationlist Party to power this short
relaxation process was completely reversed. The Nationlist
Party undertook to set up a system where the economy would
develop with the traditional heirarchical race structure
which would ensure the preservation of the white edentity

and its superior position vis-a-vis other colours.

Following is the sequence of the important legislations

undertaken to achieve this goal (1948 -~ 1970).

POLITICAL

1. 1950 - Porpulation Registration Act - it provided
for the compilation of a register of the
population and +the issuing of racial identity
cards. It also laid down definitions of each
race. Further it catergofised the Afriéans into
ten groups on the basis of language. However, the
whites (with British and Africaaners) were now in

one single racial group by'law.37
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1951 - at38 - Aparthied divides
the African population into ten groups declared to
be ’'mational units’ or even ’Nations’. The 13% of
the land is distributed among these groups
consisting of 73.7% of South Africa’s population.
However, only half of the Afficén population stays

in the Bantustans while the other half is working

as labour in the white farms or are residing in

the Urban areas mostly undér temporary residence
rights. Under this Act Tribal Authorities were
set up in Bantustan areas to revive +traditional
structures and at the same time make the chiefs
dependent on thee white regime.. These homelands

are gradually progressing towards ’Independence’

through stages. Four of them are already

*indepenent’ (like Trankie).

1959 - Promotion of Bantu Self Government Act.
lgﬁg _<nghjhj$59n on EQI].&;’IQQI [nigrjgzgngg AC&

banned racially mixed political parties.

SOCIAL :

counter the decision of the courts in 1952 +that

separate_facilities must be equal.
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2. - e C - compulsory
segregation in churches, places of entertainment,

clubs, buses,‘sports etc.

ECONOMIC

1. 1950 - Group Areas Act - restricting, trading and

residential rights of non-whites,.

Vertical and horizontal controls of black labour
movement were brought under stiffer controls.

Total preference of whites in the state sector was

establish.

2. 1953 - Bantu Education Act - to deliberately give
inferior education to Blacks so that they are

unable to compete with white job seekers.

3. a7 - - Most far
reaching measure of Jjob reservation for white

labour.
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CHAPTER I1I

PERCEPTIONS OF CHANGE

A social system is dynamic and even apartheid with all
its rigidity does not escape this fact. Thus, even before
racialism was formally instituted with the.establishment of
apartheid in 1948, pressures for change in .the opposite
direction had already started gathering. The non-whites
through various organisations and protest movement of
increasing intensity made more and more strident demands for
equality and justice; In the 1960s and 60s they attained
the quality of a liberatién sltruggle and inspite of heavy-

handed oppression the struggle has continued‘

i

No country is immune to the influence of the
international community - not even if it wants +to, which
South Africa’s white. regime does in certain matters
especially its ’internal affairs’. The world community
stands againsk apartheid because it is ‘a crime against
humanity’, and ‘a threat to international peace and
security’ (we shall elaborate on this in Chapters III & 1IV).
The World Community has accepted African nationalism, the
ideology of 1liberation struggle of the havenots of South

Africa as a legitimate force.
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Even the white minority of South Africa has not been a
reactionary and racist monolith. Not only has there been a
secﬁion (though relatively a minority) of white <civilians
which favours a fairer deal for the non-whites on moral,
progeramatic or economic grounds but even the government has
from time to time paid lip-service to or introduced changes
(though hollow) for delivering justice to tﬂé non-whites.

But first let us examine African nationalism.

(1) AFRICAN NATIONALISM

The movement of non-white resistance to Apartheid was
initiated by a distinguished group of African chiefs and
educated leaders who founded the African National Congress
(ANC) in 1912. An Inter-ethnic association, it pledged to
defend the rights and represent the interests of non-whites
as a whole to the Union Govermment. Initially it was not

‘truly nétionalist’ because it merely demanded political

Justice from the Government.

Steven F. MacDonald ('The Black Community)1 lists
seven "all-in" efforts to forge an unity of all individuals
And organizations resisting Apartheid in the form of a
variety of conferences from 1909 to 1970s through which

black nationalism has developed. The theme of the
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conferences broadly represént the progression of | African
nationalism from the South African Native Convention (1908)
asking for "equitable Justice” to the "Black Renalssance
convention" (1974) demanding "a society in which all people
participate fully in the Government of the country through
the medium of one man one vote”. It 1is a hiétory of

increasing radicalism.

The ANC remained the chief organisation opposing
Apartheid till 1959 and is still considered at least by the
international community at large, as the foremost
organisation representing African nationalism.® ANC adopted
the FREEDOM CHAPTER in 1955 which proposes a system based on
universal adult franchise. It also proposed a socialistic
kind of set up where the major resources of <the country
would be managed by the state (belong to the people)
although private enterprise and professions of the non-
monopolistic kind ﬁould be legal. Actually ANC has got both
liberal and socialist elements in it with the South African
Communist Party being its affiliated organization. It has
dlso  got strong 1links with +the USSR which gives its

commondos millitary +training and arms to fight the South

Africa forces.3

In 1959 there was a rift within the ANC and a

group broke away to form the Pan-Africanist-Congress of
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Azania (PAC) under Subukwe. It guestioned the nationalist
position of ANC which was based on ethnic plurality
including within its fold the coloured, the Indians and the
sympathetic whites. It was therefore, according to PAC, not
‘truly’ nationalist in the strict sense of the .word. PAC
championed an 'African Nation State; a government by and for
Africans - on the lines of Algeria or Tanzania.4 PAC
denounced both US and the QSSR as imperialist powers and

preferred to develop relations with China,

The ANC is cricised by some for +the +type of
revolutionary politics it conducts. No Sizwe criticises the
ANC for not really attempting to creat a class based
nationalism which it otherwise formulates.? To make this
point he quotes Mandela’s replies to the prosecuting council
at the Treason Trial where Mandela Stétes his preparedneaess
to advocate refraining from civil disobedience etc. in
return for gradual extension of black 'representation in
Parliament.® éob Petersen an erstwhile editor of ‘Workers
Unity’ the official journal of South African Conggess of
Trade Union (SACTU) - an ANC led organization, criticised
the leadership for not letting SACTU develop into a genuine,

independent underground trade union organisation because of

itts class character.
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Till 1960 the ANC and the PAC (after it was
formed), led peaceful movements but with gathering mass
participationv against the South African regime. After the
Sharpville massacre (of peaceful agitators led by PAC) in
1960, both these 6rganisations were declared illegal and
many of their leaders were detained. The Freedom Charter
(ANC) was declared a treasonable document and. the famous
Treason trial took place between 1958 and 1961.7 Henceforth
both organizations went underground and many of the leaders .
went into exile. They were forced to take to revolutionary
struggle. The ANCs pluralist (ethnically) ideology helped
it get wide recognition abroad. Armed struggles especially
by ANC soldiers are ‘firmly integrated’ affairs, well
planned and coordinated with civilian support and has been
acknowledged by the white regime’s security forces as a
serious challenge, even in the absence of major direct
confrontations of a conventional kindﬂa Especially since

the beginning of 1981 there has been a big increase in the

number of 'incedents’.

Within South Africa, after Sharville, there was
widespread repression with all important leaders jailed,
Bgnned or in exile. The rest of the sixties was a period of
lull but resistence and the liberation struggle begun to

acquirev mass proportions again under the leadership of "a
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new layer of’legal, organised opposition loosely united by
their varying adherence to a set of ideas described as

“Black Consciousness".9

Significantly influence by Frantz Fanon,10 the

manifesto of the South African Student’s Association (SASO -

-1969 - of Steve Bikofame), which as the leading organization

of this movement, read:

"Black Consciousness is an attitude of mind - a way of

life.

“The basic tenet of Black Consciousness is that
the Black man must reject all value systems that to make him
a foreigner in the country of his birth and reduce his basic
human dignity .......... The Black Man must build up its

own value system ....... see himself as self defined and not

defined by others.

"The concept of Black Consciousness implies the
awareness of -the black people of the power they weild as a
group, both economically and politically and hence group
cohesion and solidarity are important facets of Black
consciousness. Black consciousness will always be enhanced

by yhe totality of involvement of the oppressed people;
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hence the message of Black Consciousness has to be spread to

reach all sections of the Black Community.“11

The SASO, the Black Peoples Convention and other
organiaatioﬁ within the fold of +this ideology mobilised
large mass movements to oppose Apartheid from the
Seventies. In 1976 after the Soweto messacée of school
children the movement became widespfead and had to be
suppressed with new security laws, banni;g of these
organizations and great amount of repression. However new
legal organizations proliferated to carry on the struggle.
At the moment discontent is so widespread that the South
African Government = is clamping down even on
liberal/religious legal organization like the South African
Council of Churches, the Anglican Church (Bishop Desmondl

Tutu) etec. to control their activities.lz

Finally one should take a 1ook at the Ink&tha
Movement of the Zulu Chief Gatsha Buthelezi of Kwazulu
Bantustan. He claims that he commands a support'base that
has growth greater than that of ANC. Championing the
aspirations of the Zulus he says that_he is fighting white
supremacy from ‘within the system’. Though this movement is
g€iven importance by some authors, most commentators find his

claims to be considerably hollow.13 First of all his
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supporters are limited to Natal and Kwajulu. Secondly being
a legal organization membership of Inkatha 1is an overt
affair. On the other hand many supporters of ANC would not
take formal membership due to fear of répraisals. Therefore
the strength of the followings of the +two organizatiaons
cannot be calculated on the basis of number of registered
members. Thirdly, quite appearently, Buth;lezi either
attracts supporters because of the jobs and facilities he
controls, being the chief of a Bantustan, and/or through his
ioompens coerces people into supporting him. In fact a
number of opinion polls have shown that even in Natal, a
supposedly Quthelezi stronghold, Mandela has double the
number of followers than Buthelezi.lsk In fact Buthelezi is
considered by genuine African Nationalist Organisations like
the ANC and the PAC to be an enemy of the South African
Blacks for helping the Whites to divide their ranks on

ethnic lines and mislead a section into wrong kind of

_politics.

From the above account we can delineaée three

debates among the Africans themselves on the nature of

African nationalism. The first one (as reflected by the PAC

gplitting away from ANC) is whether it is a nationalism
solely of <the Africans symbolised by an exclusive Black

Culture and its destiny or is it a pluralistic nationalism
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‘incorporating members of all races who believe in equality

of races and in the system of one man one vote. ANC <takes

the latter view.

The second issue is whether African nationalism
would be based on class consciousness or race consciousness.
Aithough ANC, being an inter-ethnic organiz;tion and having
the South African Comenist Party within its fold, is
formally committed té a class-based nationalism, it has been
criticised for not practicing its ideclogy in a8  pure form
(as discussed earlier). Gerhar'® points out that in 1978,
of the 28 executives of ANC and PAC, except two +the rest
were all university educated. This to an extent reveals

that +the leadership hardly has any proletarian background.

In fact Brewer17 argues that thouéh the Black Labour Unions

(since 1982 when they were legalised) play an important role
in opposing apartheid, it is the educated professional and
éemi-professional Africans (nurses, social workers,v
teachers, solicitors, doctors etc.) and students who play a
crucial role in leading and supporting the movement. Since
these people are not strictly proletarian and are motivated
more by moral persuation than by economic oppression,
African nationalism stands on a broader base than a single

economically exploited class.



41

47

Finally the third debate is whether African
nationalism has any bage at all. Buthelzi would go along
with the White regime to claim that the Africans consist of
several unique tribes with their unique cultures and
therefore separate nationalisms. This argument is of course
widely rejected because it is an obvious‘fact that whatever
might had been the case before the whiies ca;e, in the past
one hundred and fifty years tribal exclusivity has been
broken down under the impact of colonialism and Africans
have generally merged into one broad people of havenots.
Tribal identities are not significant for a majority of +the

Africans any more.

It is difficult +to aséertain as to  which
organisation or group of organisations leads the Africans in
their struggle. The inter-ethnic ANC perhaps still retains
the 1leading role though after 19695 Black Consciousness
organisations have been more in the public eye. Gerhartle
has called this movement a successor, of the ANC and the PAC.
The question of support of the African masses to the various
organisations with different ideological positions would
become impbrtant if and when the Whites are finally
overthrown. However it was heartening to see most of +the
organisations coming together to found the United Democratic

Front in 1983 to coordinate their opposition to Apartheid.
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(except for Inkatha which is an outcase among truly
nationalist organisations). They have continued to remained

united in their struggle.

- (2) WHITE PERCEPTIONS

Even from within thq white minority of South
Africa pressures of change emerged. First of all there were
the liberals who seek a gradual evolution of the system into
a Jjust and democratic set up to be achieved without
violence. According to Christophser Hill, “though liberal
forces have not really been able to do anything to improve
the system +they have helped to ensure that it has been
administered fairly within the rules 1laid down by the
Nationalist Party Government. Ideas of ‘human rights’ have
been maintained in Parliament by such courageous individuals
as Mrs. Suzmen and outside by the such bodies as the

I%stitute of Race Relation“.19

However the most significant call for change comes
from some of the manufacturing capitalist sections of South
Africa. Merle Lipton20 analyses the economic dynamics of
the situation as follows: Capital in South Africa was never
unanimously in favour of Apartheid. During the first half
of the century Agricultural and Mining Capital were

predominant economically and apartheid served their



interests by assuring a supply of cheap and abundant Black
labour. Manufacturing capital at that time would not mind
it either way because it depended more on skilled 1labour
which was available in plenty amaong the whites vthemselves.
But with the passage of time the manufacturing sector grew
and became technolpgically more sophisticated. Table 1

below indicates the increased weitht of the manufacturing

sector.

Table - 1

Sectoral Contribution of GDP (%)%l
1911-1980
1911 1951 1960 1970 1980

Agriculture 21 19 11 8 T
Mining 28 13 14 10 _ 23
Manufacturing '
& construction 5 22 24 27 .. 28
Service 46 46 51 65 © 44
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Even the mining and agricultural sectors introduced

superior technology.

. All this led to an increased demand for skilled
labour, who further enjoy market advantages because of the
colour bar which prohibits black labour from securing jobs

above certain levels. More over the blacks afe mostly
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~uneducated and cannot acquire skills easily. This has led

to a short supply of skilled labour. For example in 1976
there were unfilled vacancies of‘79;6 white posts in the
metal and engineering, electrical, motor building -and
priority sectors.22 This artifically high demand for their
skills made the white workers-demand and get very high wages
which goes against the rational of capitaii;m. Moreover
this affected the prices of manufactured goods which becomes
uncompetitive in the éxport market. As it is, their export
market was at least partially affected due +to Apartheid
earning an international status of an outcast. Again, fresh
finances and loans from abroad were reluctant to venture
into_South Africa due to the perceived instability of South
Africa after Sharpville and other disturbances, There was
even some flight of capital from South Africa.23 Finally
tpe capitalist felt that a larger market for their goods
could be created within the country by giving the " African

some buying capacity instead of keeping them at a total

subsistance level.

Thus a variety of business group interest,24
basically in the manufacturing sector, exerted pressure upon
the South African government to remove some of the social
and economic discriminations. Their objectives included the

removal of job reservation - statutofy administrative and
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cpstomary;”movement towards the elimination of the wage gap
between black and white; examination of a wide range of
ligislations which had the effect of inhibiting the labour
supply in the hope that much would be jettisoned; practical
measures to improve the quality of life of African in urban
areas; the inclusion of blacks in employee status in the
Industrial Conciliation Act; improving or eveh abolishing
‘*Bantu Education’ etc. Arguments commonly used to persuade
white public opinion-that 6hange must come-were that of

'enlightened self interest’ and that there were enocugh Jjobs

to satisfy the needs of the white labour force.

These pressures were not ignored by the South
African Government. Vorster (1966-78) and P.W. Botha (1978~
1889), who succeeded him as the Prime Minister, realised the
necessity of introducing a pragmatic approach. Vorster
formally conceded that ‘one does not have the right to
belittle and redicule the human dignity of others
that blacks must be treated not a labour units but as ‘human
beings with souls“ls. Botha agreed that in a changing world

adaptation was necessary. He said that people should not be

-too emotional about African identify. Even if these were

basically rhetorical utterences, from around 1870 onwards

these was a perceptible relaxation of apartheid at least in

the socio-economic sphere:



Racial segragation in sports was relaxed to some

extent from 1977.

The Mixed Marriages Act was relaxed vis-a-vis

coloured people,

In the economic sphere ‘the verticai colour bar’
and 'job bar’ were relaxed partially.' The Rickert
Commission and the Wiehahn Commission made a
number of suggestions to relax control on African
labour and allow them to from various.26 Many of
these suggestions were at least partly implemented
which showed positive effects (though very
limited) on the wage gap between white and African
labour, and the nature of occupational structure -

as indicated in Tables II & III below.

Table II
Racial Shares of Total Personal Income(%)z7

e s = T . ——— - — S = . — e TN e e Smh m . S s St . G—. S W s e

1924/5 1946/7 1960 1970 .1980

S e e e e e e v R e . . T =~ Ham S e Gie = e e e S e -t S e = e - - o -

Whites 75 71.3 71.2 T1.9 6569.9
Africans 18 22.2 21.4 19.3 29.1
Coloured ) 4.5 5.3 2.3 3.4
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Table III

RACIAL OCCUPATIONAL STRUCTURE (100s) 1960 & 198028

m e b e = e N G W= P R e e = A B e e A . e T e S e M e S . - ——

Occupation Year Whites Coloured Indians Africans Total
Professional 1960 138 14 5 48 206
Technical 1980 371 51 23 2056 650
Administrative 1960 59 1 : 2 . 6 68
Managerial 1980 126 .3 4 5 138_
Clerical 1960 276 9 8 19% 313
1980 3956 70 63 211 839

Sales 1960 87 10 23 29% 160
Workers 1980 196 38 37 180 541
Service 1960 59 118 15 T11% 802
Workers 1980 156 153 17 1174 1499
. Agricultural 1960 117 128 12 1475 1731
Workers 1980 89 155 6 1734 1992

Production &

Related 1960 176 214 43 1316 1949
Workers 1980 434 387 104 2304 3230
Unclassified & 1960 28 59 17 286 391
Unemployed 1880 28 .71 12 702 813
Total 1960 1150 554 126 3890 5720
Economically

Active . 1980 1905 928 226 6524 9613

T T o o T T e o e T o e T e e = - - - — ——— - = — -~ — - -

x Stars highlight the occupations in which blacks
rerceplible inrocads.

Education of the African was partially improved.

Whereas in 1970 expenditure on Bantu education was

made

50 . million Rands, in 1983, it was 1168 million

Rands. While in 1961 there were only 2200
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University Degree holding Africans in 1980 there
were 25000 of them.

However given the enormity of the discrimination
(as we saw in Chapter I) such changes have been negligible
and the average African in South Africa still leads a

humiliating and poor life. .

Hill identifies two broad opinions among the non-
liberal whites both of which want to enjoy superiority over
“the Africans but one of them taking a less conservative and,
according to it, a more pragmatic stand. This less
conservative section which is known as the ‘Verligte’,
believes that it is better to improve the lot of the
Africans socio-economically and give them some sort of
political expression within the system (They are however
unable to suggest viable changes). Otherwise they fear that
in the case of a civil war the whites might be totally
dispossessed. The other section known as the 'Verkrapte’ is
Figidly. against giving away even an inch. It is the
‘Verkrapte’ opinion that is dominating the political arena
of South Africa while the 'Verligte; form a minority
‘opposition. The latter group broadly consists of the
manufacturing sections among capitalists (we have seen why)

and a minority of the professionsls, academics, students and

Journalists.



The basic reason why the Govermment of South
Africa shies away from introducing really significant sccio-
economic measures is because the verkrapte are in majority
both in society and in the administration.2® According to
Lipton, within the ‘White oligarchy’ +the <classes which
dominate are +the white farmers and the white 1labour who
perceive a threat (both economic and culturalf in bettering
the socio-economic conditions of the African. Hill points
out that one can argue (like Dan O’Meare) that, ‘Afrikaner
identity’ had not been innate in its coherence but had been
an ideology developed by interested classes ta furthey
economic goals, But it cannot be denied that such as
ideology has taken deep roots in the Afrikaner psyche and an
ordinary Afrikaner might be genuinely paranoid to protect it
from the perceived on-slaught of another culture. Thus to
analysev the situation in South Africa one has to see the

interplay of both the catagories - race and class.30

Another reason why the white rulers of South
Africa are reluctant to introduce wide-ranging soclio-
economic measures in favour of the Africans is because they
fear that it would only strengthen the liberation struggle
instead of placating the Africans. For instance if Africans
are allowed more spatial mobility in the ‘Whites-only’ areas
it would give them the scope of carrying out ‘terroristic’

activities more effectively.
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As far as giving the Africans equal political

rights is concefned, the éossibilitylis simply ruled out

_ because that would inevitably end the hegemony of the Whites

who form a minority. Therefore except for & handful of
‘liberals’ - the rest of +the whites do not give it any
consideration. Not only are political rights denied to the
Blocks, but even their permanent presencé or direct
ownership of significant assets in white areas is dis-
allowed because of the cultural, economic and political
threat that would exist if it were otherwise. However such
a policy face a delemma because economically the whites

cannot do without black labour.

As a solution to this complex problem the system
of ‘'separate development’ on ethnic lines was developed.
(refer to Bantusthan Acts in Chapter I) It was deemed to

solve a number of problems:

a) It recognised that Africans.also have a right +to
political freedom &and the development ‘to their
independent culture. Therefgre provision was made
to give them the scope to develop 'independently’.
Thus the 'homelands’ or ‘Bantustans’ were created
as autonomous African territories which would
become progressively independent. However it was

'hisiorically’ Justified that Africans are
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entitled to only 13% of the land and that too the
infertile tracts while the rest ‘rightfully’

belong to the Whites.

b) The Blacks were forcible devided into several
separate ethnic entities based on tribe and
culture and all were given separaté\-homeland on
the basis of the belief of racially pure
develqpmeni. This was quite probably a meaéure
ihat sought to devide the Africans into disperate
groups ideologically and spﬁtially in order to
distintegrate their mass strength. About half of
the Black population was forcible removed to these
Bantustans while the rest remained the urban areas
but with virtually no political or other rights

and privileged and under extreme segregation’

c) Most importantly the homeland policy
‘proleterized’ the African tenants of white lands
who were forced to leave for the Banntustans their
~adding them to an already swollem black labour
force. The system moreover divided the Africans
on the linels of ethnicity.

31

Bromberger points out that the whole plan wasban

attempt to extrenalize the ‘III world’ problems of poverty,
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population explosion andArising expectation exacerbated by
colour conflict, with 1which the white’ oligarchy’, an
outpost of the first world, found itself confronted within
its body politic. Moreover to gef over the problem of
increase of black population in white areas due to growth of
;ndustries a policy (Physical planning Act etc.) was
implemented which was to decentralise indusirial growth.
New industries were to, come up in the bordering areas of
Bantustans which would stop African labourers from migrating

to white areas.

P.W. Botha who became prime minister in 1978 took
some of the following steps to control growing black
discontent and to respond to international pressures. He
increased expenditure on Bantustans {(though
insignificantly), introduced the ninety-nine yegr lease
system for property held by blacks in white urban areas;
introduced the “Three house legislature” system where
coloureds and Indians would get a nominal political
representation in the system (1983); relaxed mixed Marriages

Act vis-a-vis <coloureds; made provision for middle class

Africans to own property in Afiican when locations etc.

Botha’s aim was to create division between +the non-whites
and also within the Africans. His government believes that

a growing middle class could counter the growing discontent
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among the Africans from within. However that his policy has
failed is evident from the fact that from 1984 onwards South
Africa has been kept more or less under emergency and at
present the South African Government is clamping down even

on legal organisations and their activities.az

Botha is finally retiring after being‘a President
for more than ten vears. These ten years were not easy.
The freedom struggle has been constantly alive. The
international community, in spite of the West continuing to
support Apartheid, has been constantly pressurizing for
reforms if not total change (we will go into the details in
the last chapter). The South African economy has not been
doing very well, "Economic sanctions and falling gold
pPrices have put South Africa in a financial squeeze. An
estimated 8 50 million deficit surfaced in South Africa’s
balance of payments ... current accounp in January due +to

falling gold price which have been hovering around ¢ 480 a

- gram .. -pointing out that this Signalled threat to its

ability to keep up heavy repayments of its massive foreign

debt - one billion dollars of which are due this year."33

"In recent years South Africa has been pledged by
double digit inflation, exorbitant interest rates, a
rerennial draught in much of thg country ... and
sharply increasing labour cost. 4
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However the mood of a majority of Afrikaners is
not very condusive to change. Patrick O’Meare reports as to
how there has been a general shift to the ‘right’ in white
politics in South Africa - as evident from byelections held

in recent months.

. Some hopes have been raised with thé coming in of
Frederik. W. Deklerk as the new leader who will replace
Botha shortly. He is supposed to be, according to many, a
pragmatic leader: "It is a reflection of these hopes that .
De Klerk is the first leader of South Africa’s ruling party
since world War II +to be invited to both London and
Washington to meet Prime Minister Thacher and Secretary of
State James Baker III and possibly President Bush".3% Helen
Suzmnaﬁ, a veterén civil rights legislator testified to the
changed atmosphere but warned that it would be a mistake to

expect more than "incremental change"”, in the framework of

De Klerks’ ideological vision. 36

fﬁg} Klerk’s problem as was Mr. Botha’s is the
confusion caused by the ambiguous rhetoric of referm that
the Pretoria Government has developed over the years as it
has tried to convince the world it is abandoning apartheid

while at the same time reassuring white voters at home that

is is not.
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The statements made by Klerk made it seem that he
“envisions a system in which the racial groups will function

as constitutionally defined political blocs which equal

voices regardless of their size. No group muslt be in a

position to dominate the others ... that is why he will not

~congider majority rule a system that would allow the black

majority to dominate .... Decisions will have to be reached
by consensus among racial groups with a maximally

‘depoliticised body, such as a constitutional court, to serve

as arbiter."37

This again might be pure electoral rhetoric aiming
to keep everybody positively inclined towards him, and would
most probably never see the light of implementation. But
the Blacks do not even accept this device as one that could
really give them +their rights. It is a device which
according to them would thrawt the majority’s democratic
right to rule. "Such a plan would preserve the priviledged
position whites have built for themselves under aﬁartheid,
in which <they control 89% of the lénd and 95% of the

country’s industrial undertakings."38
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CHAPTER III

THE IDEOLOGY OF THE NON-ALIGNED MOVEMENT

To a great extent the post World War II international
political system continues to vindicate the realist

1 according to which "power"z is the determining

doctrine
variable in international relatiomns. This ‘“power system”
which has its gemesis in the industrial revolutionAand the
development of capitalism in the eighteenth and the

nineteenth century has three important characterists:

(a) The techno-economic revolution rendered a.handful
qf western countries materially far advanced than the rest
of the world - an advantage that has increased continuously.
Except for China and Japan disparities between the developed
cbuntries and the rest have gone on widening inspite of
prolonged efforts by the latter to deyelop themselves. As
techno-economic strength is a fundamental facet of powera,
the latter remains concentrated in global dimensions mainly
in the hands of a few developed countries. But as we see in

the next point underdevelopment is a price that the

"backward” countries pay for the prosperity of the

developed.
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(b) Capitalism by its very logic has to constantly
expand not just to prosper but in order to survived4. This
necessity propelled the capitalistically developing west to
embark on its colonial mission. Vast territories of Asia,
Africa and America were forcibly incorporated into a system
in which they figured as the vast “"periphery" dominated,

made dependent and exploited by the small but developed and

powerful "centre"s.

' Several - factors® ‘led to decolonisation of the
.peripheries in the tuwentieth century and almost all the
erstwhile colonies are today free nations. However, this
freedom is still to be substantively.realised. Bandyopadhya
writes: “the structures created by imperialism are more or
less intact, sometimes under different forms and names...." '
Thus direct colonial rule and economic exploitation has
given way to new methods and instruments to politically
contral and economically exploit the third world. Political
and military intervention (covert or overt), manipulation of
insternational financial institutions like the Intermnational
Monetary Funds, unequal +trade practices, the predatory
Multinational Corporations 