
THE PEOPLE UNCONQUERABLE
South Africa after Rivonia
THE SAVAGE sentences in the 'Rivonia' trial have aroused a passionate
itorm of protest and indignation throughout the world. Statesmen of
all democratic tendencies, religious leaders, trade unionists, students
and cultural leaders and millions of ordinary freedom-loving men and
women have spoken out against this monstrous thing. They have spoken
in the Security Council of the United Nations and in Parliaments and
legislatures of many countries; they have spoken in capital cities and
imall towns everywhere, in meeting-halls and open squares and in
:mgry demonstrations outside South African embassies. Rarely, if ever,
has a political trial anywhere aroused such deep and universal feeling.
This was more than humanitarian sympathy with men unjustly con
demned to rot away the rest of their lives on the hell of Robben Island.
It was also a feeling of unqualified solidarity and admiration for Nelson
Mandela and his brave fellow·patriots who had ventured their lives
ilnd their personal liberty in the fight against a hateful tyranny. The
international protest' was at the same time a mighty act of universal
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identification with the Heroes of Rivonia in their lofty and pure ideal
of a Free South Africa.

It was an outcome little foreseen by Verwoerd's Naz.i Minister of
Justice, Balthazar Vorster. and his exultant policemen when they
raided Lilliesleaf Farm at Rivonia. near Johannesburg, on July 11,
1963. They had, indeed, made a sensational capture. Walter Sisulu was
there, Ahmed Kathrada, Govan Mbeki, Lionel Bernstein, Raymond
Mhlaba and Dennis Goldberg. Many were in disguise for, like Sisulu,
Kathrada and Mbeki, they had evaded house-arrest and were leading,
underground and separated from their families, the lives of men hunted
by the police. The police found many confidential documents, including
'Operation Mayibuye', the Umkonto We Sizwe draft plan for guerilla
warfare. Later. on his return to the farm, the tenant, Arthur Goldreich
was arrested, and the police found in his possession documents in his
handwriting indicating that he had been sent abroad on a mission to
find whether arms could be obtained for the Umkonto soldiers.

Each of the arrested leaders was a veteran in the epic freedom
struggle of the African National Congress and its partners in the
liberation movement. All had experienced the prison-ceUs and court
rooms of fascist repression in South Africa, whether in the defiance
campaign of 1953, the treason trial of 1956-61, the 'state of emergency'
of 1960, or all of them. And each had made his own, important in
dividual contribution to South African history_

Walter Sisulu was the general secretary, and the tireless organiz.ing
genius, of the African National Congress in its most vital period: the
era of tremendous struggles which began with the national Freedom
Day strike on June 26. 1950. and continued through the Campaign of
Defiance of Unjust Laws in 1953. that transformed the character of
Congress, to the Congress of the People that gave birth to the Freedom
Charter. Sisulu has been jailed time without number-in the defiance
campaign, in the treason trial, in the 1960 emergency. He was arrested
no less than six times in 1962 by Warrant Officer Dirker; his wife,
Albertina and his eldest son Max were arrested during the Rivonia
hearing, under the no-trial law. He was on appeal against a six-year
sentence for his part in leading the 1961 three-day national general
strike when he went underground. Truly a man of steel, an indestructible
man, whom no force on earth can deter from fighting for the freedom
of his people so long as he has life in his body_

Also seasoned veterans of the African National Congress are Ray
mond Mhlaba and Govan Mbeki. it was these two together with the
late Gladstone Tshume-a fonnidable trio-who had organized Port
Elizabeth and Eastern Cape into a fortress of Congress, the pride of
the A.N.C. Outwardly these men seem very different. Mbeki is one of
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the relatively few Africans who have managed to break through the
colour barrier to achieve university education; he is a highly qualified
educationist and economist; a gifted journalist and writer. Mhlaba, son
of a poor Port Elizabeth family, is a man of the proletariat whose life
was devoted to uniting his fellow workers in the organizations that fight
for their rights, the trade unions, the Communist Party and the African
National Congress. But both Mbeki and Mhlaba are men of the same
mould: the mould of Sisulu, of Bernstein, Kathrada and Goldberg
fighters for South African freedom.

Sisulu, Mhlaba and Mbeki are Africans-like Nelson Mandela,
Elias Motsoaledi and Andrew Mlangeni, who were to stand together
with them in the trial-sons of the indigenous majority of South
Africans, and members of the community which is subjected to the
fiercest national oppression and exploitation. But, just as the A.N.C.

has never stood alone in its struggles down all the years, so at Rivonia
were freedom-fighters of other national groups. Ahmed Kathrada is a
South African of Indian origin: since his youth a front-rank fighter in
the ranks of the Transvaal and South African Indian Congresses,
against the oppression of the Indian minority and for freedom and
equality for all, irrespective of race or colour. Lionel Bernstein and
Dennis Goldberg are whites, members of the Congress of Democrats
until that gallant body was outlawed. Dennis Goldberg, a young
engineer, stood firm against intimidation by the police-he too has
known the inside of jails more than once-and by 'unofficial' fascists
who planted a bomb in his house. 'Rusty' Bernstein's whole life has
been spent in the fight against Nazism and any form of racism: in the
Communist Party, in the South African armed forces in Italy, in the
Springbok Legion of ex-servicemen, in the Congress of Democrats.

THE OBJECTS OF THE RIVONIA TRIAL

The capture of these outstanding leaders, in such circumstances, was a
heavy blow to the oppressed people of South Africa-and to their
countless millions of friends and well-wishers throughout the world.
Verwoerd and Vorster rejoiced. They planned to stage a 'treason trial'
of such a character as to panic the entire white population into their
laager and behind their leadership. They banked on instilling such
terror into the hearts of the non-white masses and their supporters as
to still every vestige of rebellion. They hoped to spread demoralization
and disunity in the ranks of the resistance movement, and break down
its members into becoming informers. They wanted to win the sym
pathy ofconservative circles by depicting the entire Congress movement
as Communist. And they wanted to destroy as many of the top Con
gress leadership as possible physically, by securing death sentences.
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Such were the political aims of the regime in staging the 'Rivonia'
trial---else there would have been no trial at aU, for legislation passed
by the all-white Parliament is such that all the captured men could have
been imprisoned for life without trial.

If the Government failed-as it certainly has failed-in everyone of
these objectives, it was not for want of trying. Never has there been
such publicity for a political trial in South Africa. One of Verwoerd's
newspapers went so far that it was successfully prosecuted, on the
application of Govan Mbeki, for contempt of court. For the first time
ever, the state-run radio corporation brought a microphone into court
to broadcast the prosecutor's opening speech--it was only removed
after strenuous objections by defence counsel. Foreign representatives,
including an emissary of the U.S. State Department, were called in to
be shown some of the evidence before the trial ever began. Hundreds
of known supporters of the Congress and trade union movements were
rounded up under the 'no-trial' law and subjected to solitary confine
ment and sadistic physical tortures to break their spirit and induce
them to turn informer. The great majority who were tempered in this
furnace proved true steel; a few, as we shall see, were broken.

In their plans, hopes and expectations the fascists left a number of
factors out of account. They forgot that, to decent people everywhere,
those who rebel against an intolerable tyranny which has left no al
ternative to rebellion, are not criminals but heroes. Braving fierce
intimidation, the people of South Africa rallied to the call of the
underground organizations to stand by our leaders. Inside and outside
the courtroom, and throughout the country, the actions and attitudes
of the masses left no doubt that they were heart and soul with the men
on trial. And outside South Africa, wherever men are free to speak
their minds, the world spoke out with one voice. The tone was set by
the extraordinary 106-1 vote at the United Nations General Assembly
demanding, after the Rivonia arrests, that the trial be dropped; the
political prisoners released.

Also, in its aim to stage a political trial which would belittle the
leaders of the true democratic opposition as foreign-inspired con
spirators and terrorists, and vindicate the Government's policies of
apartheid and police dictatorship, the prosecution had overlooked the
most crucial factor of all: the type of men they were dealing with.

ENTER MANDELA

Among the documents discovered at Rivonia were manuscripts in the
handwriting of Nelson Mandela, who had found refuge at the farm at
one stage ofhis underground leadership. Next to Chief Lutuli, Mandela
has become the best-known and most popular of the Congress leaders.
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His brilliant leadership of the historic Maritzburg Conference in 1961
was followed by his outstanding conduct of the campaign which
followed. The Maritzburg Conference marked the opening of the new
phase of militant mass struggle in South Africa. It condemned the
proclamation of the Republie-decided on by a 'referendum' of the
white minority alone-as legally and morally invalid: it decided to
oppose it by a national three-day strike on the inauguration of the
Republic at the end of May. The strike was illegal, and all the resources
of the state were mobilized to crush it-the 'celebrations' in the midst
of a virtual period of martial law being a complete fiasco. Mandela,
therefore, left his home and his family and organized the strike from
underground, leading the hunted life of an outlaw. The strike over, he
left, on the instructions of the Congress leadership, for a tour of Africa
and Britain to mobilize support for South African freedom, making a
profound impression on all the famous leaders and heads of state whom
he met, from the Emperor of Ethiopia to the late Hugh Gaitskell.

On his return he continued his underground existence and organiza4

tional wOJ;k until he was captured by the special branch of the police
in August, 1962. He was sentenced to five years imprisonment for
leading the illegal strike and leaving the country without a passport: his
impassioneddefence (published by the African National Congress abroad
as a booklet: I Accuse) raising yet higher the standing of the Congress
among the revolutionary youth and the masses in South Africa and
among freedom-loving people everywhere. At the time of the 'Rivonia'
arrests, Mandela had already been in prison for eight months. He was
brought from jail to join the men captured at Rivonia as 'Accused
No.1'.

Before the trial opened, a misfortune overtook the police. Two of the
men due to be charged, Arthur Goldreich, the tenant of Lilliesleaf
Farm, and Harold Wolpe. Johannesburg lawyer, escaped from the
cells at Marshall Square police station with two other political
prisoners-all fOUf of them making their way to freedom outside
South Africa.

The police spitefully retaliated by arresting James Kantor, Wolpe's
brother-in-law and partner; he was released at the end of the prose
cution case, without a word being said in his defence, on the ground
that there was no case for him to meet. But in the meantime his practice
was ruined and his legal career destroyed.

When the trial opened in October, there were three more accused in
addition to those already mentioned. Two of them, Elias Motsoaledi
and Andrew Mlangeni, have for many years been prominent and stal
wart members of the South-West Johannesburg region of the A.N.C.
Motsoaledi, a worker of peasant origin, was also prominent in the
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trade union movement. Mlangeni achieved national prominence as one
of Mandela's outstanding lieutenants at the Maritzburg Conference.
Both had been subjected to ninety·day detention, and brutal assaults,
by the police before the trial began.

The eleventh accused, Hepple, had also been arrested at Rivonia. He
broke down under the strain of solitary confinement and made state
ments to the police. As a result, the prosecutor, Vutar, subsequently
withdrew the charges against him and announced that he would give
state evidence in the trial. He never did so, As has happened more than
once to police witnesses in our political trials, he had been whisked over
the border by the underground which the police had boasted was
'destroyed'.

THE POLICE CASE
The trial got off to a bad start. Yutar, bursting with self·importance,
had prepared the indictment incompetently. Advocate A. Fischer,
Q.C., for the defence, demanded that it be quashed, with legal arguments
of such force that the judge, de Wet, had no alternative but to accept
them. To the astonishment of the overseas lawyers and journalists who
had come to observe the trial, the 'freed' men were immediately re...
arrested and dragged off to the cells, while Yutar went off to prepare a
new indictment.

This was submitted in November. ]t accused the nine men in the
court of four charges: two under the 'Sabotage' Act-of organizing
acts of sabotage, and of a conspiracy to recruit and train men for
guerilla war; one under the Suppression of Communism Act; one
under the General Laws Amendment Act; 193 acts of sabotage were
listed on the charge sheet as having taken place between June 1962 and
July 1963.

The police evidence in the Rivonia trial-in so far as it was relevant
fell into two main groups. Firstly the documents captured at Lillies
leaf, the chief of which was the plan 'Operation Mayibuye'. Although'
the sensational charactcr of this document was much emphasized both
by Yutar and by de Wet in his judgment, it was never shown-and
could not have been-that it was ever officially adopted by the Umkonto
We Sizwe, or the A.N.C. or the CommuniM Party, or that it was anything
more than a draft to be considered for a hypothetical future situation.

Secondly, the evidence consisted of statements by a few former
members of the resistance movement who had broken down under
police interrogation and, to save their own necks, agreed to become
informers against their one-time comrades. Chief among these was
Bruno Mtolo, who said he had been a member of the A.N.C., the
Communist Party and the Natal Regional Command of Umkonto.
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(Yutar, always playing for melodrama, described him as a 'secret
witness' and referred to him throughout as 'Mr. X'.) So anxious was
Mtolo to co-operate with the police that he not only revealed all the
secrets be had sworn to keep, but even invented a whole lot of extra
fictitious 'evidence' to suit the prosecution.

THE DEFENCE CASE
The whole aspect of the trial was transformed by the opening of the
defence case. From the opening speech of Mandela through all the
other statements made by the accused men who spoke as witnesses in
their own defence, the central theme became not the lurid details of
military preparations which Yutar had been at such pains to emphasize,
but the atrocious conditions of life in South Africa which had driven
serious and responsible leaders of the majority of the people, well
known for their past adherence to non-violent methods of struggle, to
organizing acts of sabotage and preparations for civil war.

'The time comes in the life of any nation', Umkonto We Sizwe had
declared in its manifesto, 'when there remain only two choices-submit
or fight. That time has now come to South Africa. We shall not submit.
and we have no choice but to hit back by all means within our power
in defence of our people, our future and our freedom.' The leaders in
the dock at Pretoria disdained to repudiate that ringing statement, or
to deny the part that some of them had played in Umkonto. Instead
they courageously defended it, explained the conditions which had
thrust so grim a choice before the oppressed people, and justified their
actions in the eyes of the majority of South Africans and the whole
world. 'I admit immediately', said Mandela, 'that I was one of the
persons who helped to fonn Umkomo We Sizwe, and that I played a
prominent role in its affairs until I was arrested in August 1962.'

The captured leaders completely destroyed the lie that they had
turned to revolution because they were reckless men who love violence.
Some of them (Mandela. Sisulu, Bernstein, Kathrada) had been accused
with Chief Lutuli in the marathon Treason Trial of 1956-60. which
ended in the acquittal of all the accused and the acknowledgment that
the Congress movement had consistently preached non-violence. It is
not these men who have changed: it is the mounting terror and violence
of government policy which has forced them to realize that there is no
choice left but to meet force with force. 'I hate destruction of property
and I hate the loss of life even more', Walter Sisulu said in the Rivonia
Trial. 'But I am a realist, and I realize that the African people have a
moral right to revolt against oppression.'

'I do not deny that 1 planned sabotage', said Mandela. 'I did oot plan it in
a spirit of reck.lessness, nor because I have any love of violence. I planned
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it as a result of a calm and sober assessment of the political situation that
had arisen after many years of tyranny, exploitation and oppression of my
people by the Whites.'

In order to explain this calm and sober assessment, it was necessary for
the accused men to give a detailed account of the nature of apartheid
and White domination in South Africa. 'The Whites enjoy what may
well be the highest living standard in the world, whilst Africans live in
poverty and misery', said Mandela, and he went on to give irrefutable
facts and figures to prove this statement. And this was a state of affairs
created and perpetuated by exclusive white rule. 'The complaint of the
Africans ... is not only that they are poor and Whites are rich, but that
the laws which are made by the Whites are designed to preserve this
situation.' Africans were prevented from learning and performing the
skilled jobs that would bring them higber wages; their children were
denied education. Forty per cent ofAfrican children between seven and
fourteen years of age do not attend school (primary education is free
and compulsory for Whites). And those who do go to school get a
vastly inferior education: the Government spends RI44.S7 (£72 Ss. Sd.)
a year on the education of each White child, as against RI2.46
(£6 4s. 7d.) for each African child who is at school; and the Bantu
Education System is designed to indoctrinate for inferiority. In Ver
woerd's words-'Natives will be taught from childhood to realize that
equality with Europeans is not for them.'

With this goes a blatant denial of human dignity and human rights--
even the right to family life, 'Whites tend to regard Africans as a
separate breed. They do not look upon them as people with families of
their own; they do not realize that they have emotions-that they fall
in love,like White people do; that they want to be with their wives and
children like White people want to be with theirs; that they want to
earn enough money to support their families properly, to feed and
clothe them and send them to school.'

Mandela and his colleagues put forward the simple, but vital demands
of the oppressed people: a living wage, the right to do any work they
were capable of doing; to live in security with their families and to
move about freely. 'We want ajust share in the whole of South Africa;
we want security and a stake in society. Above aU. we want equal
political rights, because without them our disabilities will be penna.
nent.'

And they showed how year after year, for half a century, the African
National Congress and its allies had been patiently submitting these
demands by peaceful means-in the famous words of Chief J.utuli:
'knocking in vain, patiently, moderately and modestly, at a closed and
barred door', Instead of concessions, things got ever worse, until:
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wrote Lutuli, 'today we have reached a stage where we have almost no
rights at all'. That was in 1952-the fourth year of Nationalist Party
rule. The twelve years since then have seen Verwoerd's race-maniacs
carrying the persecution of Mricans to the uttermost extremes. The
Communist Party was followed into illegality by the Mrican National
Congress, the Pan-Africanist Congress and the Congress of Demo
crats. Passive resistance, political strikes, even public meetings were
banned. The fascist Vorster was made Minister of Justice, with laws
which enabled him to imprison anyone, without charge or trial, for as
long as he liked, laws which made the chalking of a slogan on a wall
the crime of 'sabotage'-Iegally equivalent to treason and punishable by
death. Violence became normal in South Mrica: in 1957 (Zeerust), in
1958 (Sekhukhuniland), 1959 (Cato Manor), 1960 (Sharpeville-also
Pondoland, when thirty-nine Mricans were killed) and 1961 (Warm·
baths) armed police massacred unarmed Mrican men and women.

THE A.N.C. AND THE COMMUNIST PARTY
The accused men completely refuted the attempts made by Yutar,
spokesman of the special branch of the police, to depict the Mrican
National Congress as a 'Communist-dominated' organization. The
A.N.C., said Mandela, was not 'a political party with one school of
political thought, but a Parliament of the Mrican people, accommodat
ing people of various political convictions, all united by the common
goal of national liberation'. While stating his personal differences with
certain aspects of what he understood the Communist Party's policy to
be, Mandela vigorously defended the A.N.C. policy of co-operation
with the Party in the common struggle for national liberation. Leading
Communists (he instanced J. B. Marks, Moses Kotane and the late
Albert Nzula) had served on the National Executive of the A.N.C. This
was not surprising, he pointed out. The Party had for very many years
fought side by side with Congress: many Africans equated Communism
with Freedom. Nor was this a phenomenon confined to South Mrica.
'Communists have always played an active role in the fight by colonial
countries', he said; they had played an 'important role in the freedom
struggles fought in countries such as Malaya, Algeria and Indonesia'
and also 'in the underground resistance movements which sprang up
in Europe during the last world war'. In addition to the support of the
South African Communists for the common cause, he instanced the
consistent stand of the socialist countries, at the United Nations and
elsewhere, in support of the struggle against apartheid, and of the
Mro-Asian stand against colonialism.

The general picture was amplified by the evidence of other witnesses,
for instance Mbeki, Bernstein and Kathrada, all of whom declared
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themselves to be Communists and defended the programme and
policy of the S.A.C.P. during the days of gruelling cross-examination.
Govan Mbeki said he had not previously been a member of the former
Communist Party of South Africa, banned in 1950; nevertheless he
had been listed and banned as a Communist. His answer had been to
join the underground South African Communist Party. Kathrada was
asked what 'brand' of Communism he supported. His reply was that he
supported the South African Communist Party, which fought for
national liberation.

What emerged in the course of this historic trial was a true reflection
of the South African national liberation movement: of an unbreakable
unity tried and proven in the most severe aod protracted tests over the
past forty years, a unity of the African, Indian and Coloured people,
and the consistently democratic Whites, of Communists and non
Communists, of African nationalists, principled trade unionists and
upholders of the ethic of human brotherhood contained in various
religious beliefs. For the past forty years this unity has been subjected
to every conceivable attack, from outside and from within the move·
ment. Especially in the years since 1948, with the take.over by the
so-called Nationalist Party, the main spearhead of fascist attack has
been directed against the Communists. By labelling all fighters for
democracy and equality as Communists the Government sought to get
the non~Communists to prove their 'innocence' by dissociating them·
selves from Communism and denouncing it. These efforts failed
signally; they were totally repudiated by the masses and their leaders.
When in the trial for 'Communism' following the Defiance Campaign,
Dr. Moroka seemed to be tending in that direction, briefing separate
counsel, it spelt the end of his political career. In the treason trial, in
which the 156 accused covered the widest possible spectrum of demer
cratic tendencies in the Congress, trade union, peace and other pro-
gressive movements, not a single one of the accused yielded to the
temptation to save his own skin by denouncing 'Communism'. The
various attempts to start African political movements on the basis of
an anti-Communist, anti-Indian, anti-Coloured and indiscriminately
anti-White policy-Benghu's 'Bantu Congress', TheOla's 'National
Minded Bloc', and, for that matter, the Pan·Africanist Congress
have failed ignominiously to make any significant impact on the basic
masses of the country, the workers, peasants and serious revolutionary
intellectuals.

The liberation movement ofSouth Africa has deep roots, unbreakable
links with the people, it is of the people, deeply involved with and a
part of the people. That is the source of its greatest strength, and that
is why the Verwoerd·Vorster dictatorship cannot endure, cannot

12



win. The people are unconquerable, Vorster and his special branch may
fill their jails with patriots and heroes; they may have their ephemeral
'victories', They may capture some of our generals, torture and murder
our finest sons and daughters. But the people are inexhaustible; they
will bring forth many new sons and daughters. A thousand will come
forward to replace every soldier captured on the battlefield. For every
weakling whom the fascists break in their grisly torture-chambers, a
thousand will be tempered into steel in the furnace,

WORTHY LEADERS

A great people has found leaders worthy of its greatness. Standing in
the shadow of the gallows, erect and dignified after months of solitary
confinement and ill treatment, their bearing was beyond praise. It struck
an answering chord in the hearts of the people of every country.

'During my lifetime', said Mandela, '1 have dedicated myself to this struggle
of the African people. I have fought against White domination and I have
fought against Black domination. I have cherished the ideal ofa democratic
and free society in which all persons live together in harmony and with equal
opportunities. It is an ideal which I,hope to live for and to achieve. But, if
needs be, it is an ideal for which I am prepared to die.'

As the trial progressed, the roles were reversed. The accused became
the accusers. What was on trial was apartheid, white supremacy, the
inner colonialism of South Africa that has deprived four·fifths of the
population of land, liberty and independence. Yutar, the prosecutor.
de Wet, the judge, became the spokesmen for the accused-the govern
ing Nationalist Party, and behind it the vast mining and financial
interests, the rich farmers and industrialists, who profit from apartheid
at the expense of human suffering, degradation and blood. Time and
again, Yutar and de Wet himself intervened to counter. with puny
elIorts, this overwhelming indictment. Yutar claimed that Sisulu was
'exaggerating' the persecution of non-whites. 'I wish you were an
African', Sisulu told him. 'Then you would know what persecution is
like.' Mbeki was asked whether he did not think Africans should be
'grateful' for the meagre hospital facilities, far inferior to those for
Whites. Yutar put this question to the wrong man: no one ill South
Africa knows better the terrible harvest of malnutrition and avoidable
disease reaped by apartheid. De Wet intervened, irrelevantly, to put
forward the fallacious propaganda version of 'history' taught in South
African schools-that the Africans 'arrived' in the country at about the
same time as the Whites. It was a pathetically inept attempt to counter
the overwhelming case of the accused. The judge had sacrificed the
appearance of judicial impartiality, without the slightest impact on the
eal tribunal to which the accused men were appealing: the court of
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South African and world opinion. Before that court the verdict is
unanimous and clear; as stated by all the accused at the very opening
of the trial, it is the Verwoerd government and those who back it who
are guilty of the sabotage, the violence and the anguish of South Africa
today.

But in the courtroom in Pretoria. under the laws of Verwoerd and
Vorstec, de Wet reached the foreordained verdict. Eight of the nine
accused were found <guilty'-Mandela, Sisulu, Mbeki, Mhlaba, Gold
berg, Kathrada, Motsoaledi and Mlangeni. Most were found guilty pn
all four counts: Kathrada on only one. Irrespective of the number of
counts, each received the same sentence: lifetime imprisonment. Bern
stein, the ninth, who was acquitted, was immediately re-arrested and
dragged off to the cells to face new charges under the Suppression of
Communism Act.

Outside the courtroom, with incredible daring and devotion, crowds
of people braved the Sten guns, Alsatian dogs and batons of the massed
police to protest. Banners were unfurled pledging devotion to the
condemned leaders; led by Mrs. Albertina Sisulu, thousands joined .
in singing the people's anthem, Nkosl Sikalel' IAfr/ka, as the heavily.
guarded prisoners were driven away.

TIle protest in Pretoria echoed round the world.
All the great statesmen of Africa and Asia spoke out in anger against

·the sentences.
In Britain, the LAbour Party expressed <anger and dismay at the

savagery of the sentenoes'; fifty M.P.s marched from the House of
Commons to South Africa House, thousands gathered at Trafalgar
Square in London and at innumerable meetings in other parts of the
country. The protest was heard in aU the great capitals of the world, in
Africa, Europe, Asia and the Americas. It was heard in the Security
Council of the United Nations. It was a high point in the great, and
still continuing, World Campaign for the Release of Political Prisoners,
organized by the British Anti-Apartheid Movement.

And, though they will not admit it, it was heard in the fenced-in
suburb of Pretoria, where the South African cabinet live under heavy
guards, prisoners of their own fear of the masses whom they so sorely
misgovern. World opinion so strongly felt, together with the powerful
pressure of fourteen million voteless South Africans, is a potent and
a mighty force, one which even the shameless fascists of South Africa
cannot ignore. It was focused on the trial court in Pretoria, and it
could not but influence the outcome. Mr. Justice de Wet could not
disguise the fact that he would have liked to condemn Mandela and
his coUeagues to death. Even in the moment of passing judgme1lt he
stooped to impugn the sincerity of the accused, just as Yuw had
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attempted to demean the nobility and dignity of the accused men with
his unbelievably vulgar and witless jeers which served only to em
phasize his own clownishness. But he did not demand, and de Wet did
not pass, death sentences. The South African government tried to play
down the entire international campaign as 'Communist'-the Pope,
the governments of Britain and the United States and France had all
spoken out for clemency, all, according to Verwoerd, Communists.
But he does not believe it himself. It cannot be seriously doubted that
the vast international campaign, together with the detennination of the
oppressed people of our country to stand by their leaders, had saved
the Ih'cs of the men of Rivonia.

But no one should imagine for a moment that this is the end of the
campaign. Mandela and his colleagues (with the exception of Goldberg.
for this hell<amp is reserved for non-white prisoners- only) have been
sent to Robben Island. Ghastly reports have reached the outside world
of the conditions and treatment of political prisoners in this waterless
islet off the coast of Cape Town. Not only 'politicals' but also hardened
criminals are sent there, and they are encouraged to commit assaults,
including sexual assaults, on the political prisoners. Authenticated
cases have been published of political prisoners buried up to their
necks in the earth while warders urinate into their faces. Simon
Khuboni, 27-year-old mcmber of the Pan-Africanist Congress, died
there in June-'from Datural causes', said jail governor Wessels,
though Khuboni's wife had received a letter from him a few days
previously saying he was in good health.

World opinion cannot rest while such atrocities continue. It cannot
rest while Vuyisile Mini, Wilson Khayingo and Zinakile Mkaba and
many other patriots sentenced to death are awaiting Verwoerd's hang
mafl. It cannot rest until every single political prisoner is released,
whether he belong to the African National Congress or the Pan Afri
canist Congress, the Communist Party or the trade union movement,
the Umkonto We Sizwe, the Indian Congress, the Coloured People's
Congress, the Congress of Democrats, the National Liberation Front
or Poqo. We demand the freedom not only of Albert Lutuli, Nelson
Mandela, Walter Sisulu and their followers, but also of Robert
Subukwe, of Neville Alexander, of all who have dared to stand up and
fight against fascism, in whatever way they have chosen, or been com
pelled by events, to do so.

The sacrifices of the great heroes of the freedom struggle have not
been in vain. Certainly the Rivonia arrests were a heavy blow to South
Africa. Brilliant leaders, whose loss the people could ill afford, have been
captured by the enemy on the field of battle, betrayed by traitors and
spies. But it was a pyrrhic victory for the fascist government. Mandela
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and his comrades made the 'Palace of Justice' at Pretoria a tribunal
from which they addressed the entire world, and their words sank
deep into the hearts of the people everywhere. Never before has the
world understood so well not only the depth of our oppression, but
also the duty of all good men to support our sacred right to rebel.
Mandela's revolutionary words were solemnly repeated in St. Paul's
Cathedral. Those who only yesterday spoke wishfully of the need for
moderation and constitutional methods have been convinced, or
shamed into silence. Only Sir Patrick Dean, spokesman of the dis
credited Tory government which has long lost the confidence of the
British electorate, the voice of the foreign shareholders in South African
oppression, still dared to speak at the Security Council of apartheid
being ended 'by legislation, by a change of heart of all racial groups'.

]nside South Africa, Rivooia marks a turning point. Within days of
the ending of the trial, a wave of fresh sabotage explosions broke out,
all over the country. Once again, having announced that the trial had
wiped out the 'subversive' opposition, Vorster's nazi 'special branch'
policemen are working overtime, out on nationwide raids, arresting
fresh victims under the 'no-trial' law which Vorster, following an un
precedented campaign in South Africa, had promised he would con
sider abandoning. These vicious measures will succeed no better than
aU those that have gone before in checking the tide of revolution. For
this is not a matter, as the police mentality conceives it, of 'dealing with
a few agitators'. An entire people is on the march; learning the bitter
lessons of the past, with greater vigilance, greater determination,
greater militancy than ever before. Such a people cannot be stopped
and it cannot be beaten.

NIGERIAN WORKERS' VICTORY

WHEN FORMAL INDEPENDENCE for Nigeria was announced by the British
Government in October 1960 this was front page news throughout the
world. The British Government and the British Press pretended that a
generous gift was being made in granting Nigeria her independence
and told the world that the bad old days of imperialism were gone,
never to return. ]n fact, the struggles of the Nigerian people left the
colonialists with no alternative; the same imperialists and others have
since striven to hang on to and augment their privileges and profits in
Nigeria, using the tactics of neo-coloniatism.

There was very good reason for the fuss that was made of Nigeria's
independence. Not only the imperialists but the world as a whole and
the liberation movements everywhere appreciated the significance of
the occasion.
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Nigeria is the most densely populated country in Africa, with a
population of about 36 million in an area of 372,647 square miles. By
comparison South Africa, the most highly industrialized and developed
country in Africa, has a population of only 17 million in 472,000 square
miles. In other words Nigeria is about 0.8 of the size of South Africa
but has 2.25 times the population. The country has great potential
wealth in minerals, timber, agricultural products. Numerous rivers
cross her tcrritory including the river Niger, the third largest waterway
in Africa.

It is, therefore, all the more surprising that far greater attention was
not focused on the great strikc which shook Nigeria in June 1964.
This strike was one of the greatest, most effective, ever to have taken
place on the soil of Africa. We feel that we can say that Nigeria will
never be the same again as she was before the strike, nor will West
Africa and, very likely, the greatcr part of Africa too. This great united
working class action, thc gcneral strike of June 1964, lasted thirtcen
days and brought out about one million workers.

The Nigerian trade union movement, whose joint action ensured
both the extent and the success of the general strike, is today amongst
the numerically most powerful in the whole of Africa. This is the fruit
of over thirty years of hard and bitter struggle starting with the cco-
nomic crisis of the early thirties. By 1942 there were 80 unions with a
membership of 26,000. That year saw the struggle of the railway
workers for a cost of living allowance. By 1945 there were 103 unions
with over 30,000 workers as well as a Trade Union Congress. That
year, too, saw the first great general strike which lasted for forty-four
days and paralysed the country.

The unity of the trade unions was, however, disrupted in 1948 when
there was a split in the Congress. It was no coincidcnce that thc strike
of coal miners at Enugu, the following year, was repressed violently
by thc police with twenty-one dead and fifty wounded. But eight years
latcr the ncw centre, thc All-Nigerian Trade Union Federation had
181,000 members and had become a force to be reckoned with. Nigcria,
in 1955 and 1956, was the scene of huge strikes and demonstrations
led by a strike of tin miners (who actually demanded the nationalization
of the tin mines) and involving building workers and government
employees.

Where the government, the employers, the chiefs and the tribalists
had failed to prevent the impetuous growth and unity of the workers,
the l.e.F.T.U. and the A.F.L. leaders to some extent succeeded, using, as
their main weapon, the 'Communist' bogey. For the last few years
there have been two main trade union centres in Nigeria, the Nigerian
Trade Union Congress, which is not affiliated to either the W.F,T.U. or
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the I.C.F.T.U., and the United Labour Congress, which is affiliated to
the I.C.F.T.U.

The pre-independence strikes and demonstrations were directed
mainly against the big foreign monopolies and inevitably took the
fonn of struggles for national independence, bringing in other strata
of the people, with the warm support of the majority of the population.

One hears so often that the working class, its organizations, its
parties, has no real independent role to play in Africa. The attitude of
some of Africa's leaders of national movements towards the working
class, towards trade unions, has been and often still is ambiguous,
suspicious and, indeed, often hostile.

The imperialists recognize that the working class and its trade unions
and Communist Parties are their mortal enemies. A major tactic of
neo-colonialism is to attempt to reduce such trade unions to tame
appendages of governments or of monopolies or to split them and
hinder their efforts to attain unity. In this way it is hoped not only to
make it easier for the employers to make record profits but also to
prevent the organized workers playing their necessary role in the
liberation of their countries. A new book by George Lodge (son of
Henry Cabot Lodge, leading American millionaire-Republican) en
titled Spearheads of Democracy-Labour Unions in the Developing
Countries, is a blatant revelation of the part played by the I.C.F.T.U.,
the A.F.L., and right-wing labour generally in the game of disrupting
African trade unions.

Any African leader who attacks the working class or seeks to deprive
it of its greatest strength, independent economic and political organiza
tion, is knowingly or unknowingly joining hands with the enemy and
is prolonging the dependence and suffering of Africa. Such an attitude,
where it exists, is due to the class background and outlook of the leader
who holds it. N. Numade, in his booklet The African Revolution (New
Century Publishers), consisting of three essays published in thisjoumal,
says: 'In order to achieve the speedy and complete victory of the
African Revolution, to carry it forward to its destined conclusion
the liquidation of colonialism, the expiration of all its survivals, the
advance to a united, socialist Africa-it is essential that the working
class • .. should playa full and decisive part within the leadership of
the national united front.'

UNITED ACTION
The greatest successes of the Nigerian workers in the past followed
upon the achievement of unity in their organizations. But their efforts
to re-unite the various centres during the last few years have not, as
yet, overcome the obstacles put in the way through the activities of the"
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I.C.F.T.U. In 1963, however, the two centres together with the Nigerian
Workers' Council (affiliated to the International Federation of
Christian Trade Unions) fonned a Joint Action Committee which,
on September 27, called a general strike in protest against the Govern~

ment's wage policy. The 200,000 workers who took part returned to
work three days later on a promise by the Government to set up a
commission to investigate the whole position of wages.

What bad made this unity in action possible was the strong public
feeling over the action of the police and the army the previous February
when 16,000 dockers came out on strike for two weeks. Three strike
pickets were beaten to death and the wide support which the strikers
received throughout the country swelled the demand for united action.

The Morgan Commission, set up after the September 1963 strike,
sat for several months and presented its report to the Federal Govern·
ment on April 30, 1964. The workers, feeling that there had al}'eady
been more than enough delay, began to demand the publication of the
rep·ort and of the Government's proposals. The Joint Action Committee
called a mass rally on May 30 which decided upon strike action. The
workers at the rally began a march which was attacked by the police.
.Dozens were injured and several leaders were arrested. Thoroughly
roused now, the workers began their strike on the very next day.

Three days later the Government published the Commission's
Report and its own White Paper.

Nearly four years after independence the wages of the Nigerians were
still appallingly low. The basic pay in Lagos is only £7 115. per month
and £4 per month in the rural areas. Because of the high level of
unemployment, wages are often a good deal lower.

At the same time prices have risen continually since independence
and the workers' conditions have become intolerable.

The J.A.C., in the evidence which it submitted to the Morgan Com·
mission, had proposed a minimum wage for town and country of £20
per month. The Commission's figures showed that even that figure, in
some areas, was too low. They concluded, however, that the minimum
wage should range from £12 per month In Lagos to £6 lOs. per month
in the Northern rural.areas. The Government's proposals were even
lower. They actually recommended a range of £9 15. down to £415s. 4d.
per month. There could be no clearer indication of the bankruptcy of
the Government, of the tremendous gulf between it and the workers,
of its complete disregard for the welfare of the people.

These proposals and the revelations contained in the Commission's
report made the workers furious. Those in unions which had not yet
joined the strike compelled them to do so and within a few days all the

_decisive sections of the working class both in Government employ and
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in private employ, came out, until a million workers were on strike.
Nothing the Govermpent or the employers could do could intimidate

or divide the strikers. The country was virtually paralysed. The Govern
ment had to sue for terms.

THE AGREEMENT-A VICTORY
The agreement which ended the strike on June 13 provided for no
victimization, no loss of pay and negotiations on the basis of the
Morgan Report.

The strike shook Nigeria down to its grass roots. It was the third
big industrial action since independence and it was directed mainly
against the Government. It was a symptom of the growing revolt in
Nigeria against a Government obviously more concerned with pro
tecting the interests of the foreign monopolies, of the neo-colonialists,
more interested in preserving their profits, than with the welfare of the
people. The disillusionment of the people with the Federal and Regional
Governments is clear. Had there been a strong opposition party it is
quite likely that the Government might have been swept from office.

The general strike completely exposed the well-bedded lives of the
Ministers, Members of Parliament, and their numerous hangers-on,
their fat salaries and allowances, their cynicism and corruption. Big
political issues arc arising and will continue to arise from this strike
and the way in which it has laid bare the rottenness of the regime and
the desperate need for a sweeping change. Any economic surplus is
absorbed by various forms of excess consumption by the upper class,
by hoarding at home and abroad, by flamboyant spending for personal
ostentation, by the maintenance of unnecessarily large and unproductive
bureaucracies which have been encouraged very often by the former
colonial power.

This mighry industrial action, even more than any other strike in
Nigeria's history, revealed the absurdity of the present regional
divisions, the tremendous burden placed upon the people to maintain
five separate administrations. The strike cut right across aU political
and tribal divisions and is the first mighty step forward in the urgent
task of creating a united single nation, and overcoming the divisions
which were artificially created by the Constitution of 1947 imposed
by a British Labour Government.

The strike showed that nothing can be expected from the leaders
of the present bourgeois political parties in Nigeria. That there are
progressive clements within these parties is clear but there is little hope
of changing their policies under their present leadership. The present
coalition between the Northern People's Congress and the National
Council of Nigerian Citizens is likely to be dissolved before the coming
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general election in October. The N.P.C. hopes to win on its own whilst
the N.C.N.C., hopelessly compromised through its submission for the
past four years to the N.P.C., may try to ally itself with the Action Group
to oppose the N,P.C.

A new hope for Nigeria is the Socialist Workers' and Farmers'
Party (S.W.A.F.P.) led by Dr. Otegbeye, the only political party to
support the general strike. Formed in August 1963, it has already made
a very big impact indeed. In the four capitals it has already won a mass
response whilst branches have been formed in all important towns and
villages. Among its leaders are many of the trade unionists who led the
strike, and its programme, based on scientific socialism and Marxism
Leninism, is attracting more and more people from the other, com
promised parties. S.W.A.F.P. cannot, as yet, win at the coming elections
but it will contest a number of seats and its campaigns will have an
electrifying effect on the political situation in Nigeria.

The masses of Nigeria have had to wage big struggles to achieve
whatever of independence they now have, to achieve a formidable
trade union organization. They have had invaluable experience and
the June Strike will inspire them to greater victories. And they now
have a political voice which can be heard all over Nigeria and beyond.

SOUTH·WEST AFRICA
IN AN ATIEMPT to stave off United Nations criticism of the administra
tion of South-West Africa, and possible United Nations action to
ensure the transfer of the mandate to the United Nations, the Verwoerd
Government appointed the Odendaal Commission in 1962 to draw up
a programme of development for the territory.

The Commission completed its report in record time (if one com
pares it with the Press Commission, which took from 1950 to 1964 to
complete a portion of its terms of reference and then simply abandoned
the rest). In January 1964 the Odendaal Commission was ready with
its proposals.

These were (a) political and (b) economic.
The political proposals were more or less laid down for it in advance

by the Commission's terms of reference, which required it to take into
consideration 'what has already been planned and put into practice' in
the territory. This was a more or less clear indication to the Commission
that it had to take into account an apartheid situation even worse from
the non-white point of view than that in South Africa itself. Naturally
enough, the Commission reported that only further doses of apartheid
would suit the bill.

South-West Africa is a large territory, with an area of 320,000 square
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miles-greater than the combined area 'of the United Kingdom and
France. But great parts of the territory afe desert or semi-desert. and
the total population is only 526,000 people of all races, of whom 73,000
are White. Shortage of water has been perhaps the greatest barrier to
the economic development of the territory-apart from the restrictive
effects of the apartheid policy itself on the productive capacity of the
people.

The Odendaal Commission rejects the idea that South-West Africa
can be developed as a single integrated state in which all peoples enjoy
equal rights of citizenship. It rejects the notion of one central authority
eJected on tbe basis of one man, one vote. Such an authority. the
Commission concludes, would be rendered powerless by friction and
clashes between the various population groups, many of whom, the
Commission said, harboured feelings of hostility towards one another.

But as if not satisfied that this was a good enough reason for opposing
integration, the Commission found another-that in the past the
progress of non~white interests had not been as fast as it might have
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been because of the fact that South-West Africa had been controlled
by whites and their legislative bodies had been reluctant to concern
themselves with non-white needs and claims. The fact that this is a
damning indictment of South Africa's administration of the mandate is
apparently overlooked by the Commission, eager to find some sort of
moral basis for its fantastic apartheid recommendations.

The Commission repeats the now-stale apartheid argument that
only by developing on their own in their own area can the various
population groups reach the full flower of their potential development.
If the recommendations of the Commission are carried out, there will
be in all twelve different ethnic groups and five different forms of
government.

Seven 'homelands" will be created for seven indigenous groups
Ovamboland (with a population of 240,(00), Okavangoland (28,000),
Kaokoveld (9,000), Damaraland (44,000), Hereroland (35,000), East
Caprivi (16,000) and Namaland (35,000).

Each of these peoples will have a 'legislative council'. All citizens
over the age of eighteen should be entitled to vote in elections for ~ese
councils, says the Commission-but only 40 per cent of the members
would be elected, the remainder consisting, on the Transkei model, of
nominated chiefs and headmen who would be little more than central
,government stooges.

.For the 12,000 'nomadic' Bushmen, says the Commission, there will
also be a 'homeland', but they will be placed 'under the guidance and
protection' of a White Commissioner because 'there is no conceivable
fonn of self-government' in which they can participate.

The Tswana, who nwnber less than 300, will also have their 'home
land', but they will be placed under a 'community authority' consisting
of a headman and two councillors, with judicial authority in the hands
of the magistrate of Gobabis 'until their nwnbers and further develop
ment justify the transfer of more responsibilities'.

The 11,000 Rehobothers, contemptuously referred to as 'Basters',
will be given a form of self-government 'in terms of a constitution
arrived at through consultation between the Baster community and
the Government of South Africa'.

All these non-white groups are promised apartheid self-government
now, and a pie-in-tbe-sky independence at some stage in the future.

The only group for whom there is apparently to be no prospect of
independence are the whites, who will retain their present Legislative
Assembly, Administrator and four-member Executive Committee. but
who will hand over a 'large range of functions' to the central govern
ment in South Africa. White South-West Africa will have something
of the status of the four South African provinces.



The Odendaal Commission makes great play of the fact that as a
result of its recommendations, the areas occupied by the non-whites
will be increased by 24 million acres-or 50 per cent of what they at
present occupy. Most of the new land is owned by white farmers or
by the State. Its value is estimated at £19 million, and the Commission
recommends that £8.5 million be allocated by way of compensation in
its budget for the first of its three five-year plans.

But even if the Odendaal Commission's plan is implemented, it will
still leave only 40 per cent of the total area of South-West Africa for
450,000 of its people who are non-whites. The remaining 60 per cent
will be reserved for the 73,000 whites.

And take a look at the map. For the creation of these homelands it
will be necessary to go in for population removal on a grand scale. At
the moment South-West Africa is divided into a police zone, which is
the area occupied by whites and non-whites with a total population of
240,000, and the rest of the territory which is exclusively non-white
reserve area, with only a few white missionaries and officials. Many of
the existing reserves, especially for the Hereros, are enclaves inside the
police zone.

Under the Odendaal plan, all the non-white homelands, with the
exception of Rehoboth and Namaland, will be pushed to the desert
fringes of the territory. One in three of the total population of the
reserves inside the police zone are to be uprooted and moved. In the
territory as a whole, almost 100,000 people will be forced to move.
The Commission says these people will be 'pcrsuaded in their own
interests to move'. If the removals of the western areas of Johannes
burg and in the South African reserves are to be any example, the
removals will only take place at the point of a gun.

Maybe it is not really the Commission's (or the Nationalist Govern
ment's) intention that all the peoples of each ethnic group should be
forced to move themselves into their homeland, just as little as it is
the Government's intention that aU the Xhosa people of South Africa
should be forced to move to the Transkei. Two-thirds of the Xhosa
people of South Africa (of all the African people for that matter) do
not Jive in the reserves at all, but live and work in the white areas of
South Africa, on the white man's farms, down his mines or in his
factories and homes.

The same will no doubt apply in South-West Africa. Take the
Hereros, for example, the fourth largest ethnic group amongst the
indigenous people of South-West Africa. The Commission's figures
show that more than half of them are living and working in the white
rural and urban areas. And of the 44,353 Damaras, 18,000 are settled
in the white urban areas and 20,000 in the white rural areas.
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It is inconceivable that the whites will be content, or even make any
attempt, to do without the labour power of these people. But what will
happen is this-that after the creation of their homelands, the in
digenous peoples will be told that they can no longer enjoy or expect
any political rights in the white areas-just as under the Bantu Laws
Amendment Act of 1964 the African people in South Africa have been
deprived of all citizenship rights in the white areas of South Africa
even though so far only the Transkei has been set up as a Bantustan,
and that catering only for a section of the Xhosa people.

The idea of complete partition and complete independence is as
little valid in South-West Africa as in South Africa. The apartheid
plan is merely another variation of the old imperialist tactic of divide
and rule. It is a means of consolidating white domination and power.

For the truth is that the non-whites will be pushed into homelands
which are not economically viable. Even the Commission admits that
development prospects for at least three of the homelands are totally
absent-Damaraland, Namaland and Kaokoveld. These territories can
never be self-supporting or carry subsistence economies and will always
have to import food.

The future of the other 'homelands' is just as unpromising. None of
them has ever been self-supporting in the past, aDd none of them has
the resources to develop. The 'homelands' will prove in South-West
Africa, just as in South Africa, to be mere reservoirs of cheap labour
on which the whites can draw at will. The major economic resources
of South-West Africa-the best farming land, the cattle and karakul
farms, the copper and diamonds and other base minerals, the fishing
harbours and canning industries-will remain in the white areas, under
white ownership and control.

The expenditure recommended by the Odendaal Commission for
the development of South-West Africa makes it appear that South
Africa is willing to spend more on Bantustan in South-West Africa
than in South Africa itself. A sum of £78 million is proposed for the
first five-year plan and £45.5 million for the second five-year plan,
while tentative suggestions are even made for a third five-year plan to
follow. But an examination of the concrete suggestions for the first
five-year plan reveals that the main beneficiaries of the Government's
largesse would be the established white interests, while the Africans'
benefits would be marginal.

In the first five-year plan:
£24.5 million is for a hydro-electric scheme on the Kunene;
£12.5 million on water supplies;
£16.25 million on roads outside the reserves, i.e. in the white areas;
£4.2 million on roads in the Reserves;



£1.5 million on airfields.
The hydro-electric scheme seems to be designed mainly to solve South·
West Africa's difficulties in getting coal, and the scheme win be of
greater interest to the Tsumeb mine and existing industrial and mining
interests elsewhere than to the African people concentrated in the
Reserves without electricity or any means of using it. The roads and
airfields seem to be intended (a) for strategic purposes, and (b) to
facilitate the transport of labour from the Reserves to the white areas.
Nowhere in the Report are there any suggestions as to how African
agricuJture, the mainstay of the reserve economies, is to be improved.
There is provision for more land, but not better land, nothing about
financial aid to African farmers, land bank loans, the provision of
seed and fertilizers, tools and veterinary services which would enable
the Reserves to be more self~supporting.Nor are there any suggestions
for capital development in the Reserves to diversify their economies
and enable them to start on the long road towards industrialization.

The financial recommendations therefore merely reinforce the con
ception that the Report is designed to strengthen the apartheid strangle·
hold on South-West Africa. But furthermore, it should be borne in
mind that the Report is just a report, mainly designed, as was the
Tomlinson Commission Report on Bantustans in South Africa, for
propaganda purposes and not for serious application. The sums of
money which the Tomlinson Commission said were essential if the
South African reserves were to be made self-supporting have never
been forthcoming from the Nationalist Government. There is just as
little likelihood of the Odendaal Commission's plans ever being put
into operation on the scale contemplated by its drafters.

Because the implementation of apartheid is one of the issues before
the World Court in the case brought by Liberia and Ethiopia against
South Africa, the Yerwoerd Government has agreed to shelve tern·
porarity the political recommendations, but has said it will proceed
with the economic recommendations. This again is designed purely
for international consumption. Even assuming the South African
Government does spend the sums of money recommended by the
Odendaal Commission, it must be borne in mind that the economic
recommendations are intimately bound up with, indeed inseparable
from the political. The implementation of the economic recommenda
tions will merely pave the way for the subsequent carve-up of the
country on Bantustan lines.

One figure quoted by the Odendaal Commission is significant both
for what it reveals and for what it conceals, and that is the figure given
for the average annual income per head of the whole population of
South·West Africa in 1956-£82.4. Compared with many states in
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Africa, this seems comparatively high and a tribute to South Africa's
administration. But the truth is quite different. The average per capita
income per year in the police zone, where the 73,000 whites live. is
£176.1; but the figure for the reserve areas outside the police zone,
occupied entirely by Africans apart from the handful of missionaries
and officials, is a beggarly £8.5. The high white income lifts the figure
in the police zone. But the· true picture is shown outside-a picture
of grinding poverty for the mass of the African people, who are com
pelled by their starvation conditions to seek employment in the police
zone where their cheap labour makes possible the enormous profits
derived from white agriculture and industry.

It is unlikely that the Odendaal Commission will succeed in fooling
either the World Court at The Hague or international opinion. South
Africa has been condemned precisely because of its apartheid policy.
Increasing doses of apartheid are guaranteed, not to allay world
criticism, but to increase it, and bring nearer the day when the United
Nations will be forced to take action to restore to its people the land
which has been stolen from them by the white settlers backed by the
White Supremacist Government of Verwoerd and Vorster.

Nor has the Commission's report been accepted with enthusiasm by
any section of the people of South-West Africa itself. The whites have
been frankly shocked, though retaining sufficient confidence in the
Verwoerd regime not to be seriously worried that their interests will
be adversely affected. As for the non·whites, while a few stooges have
given their grudging assent. the feelings of the majority were un
doubtedly summed up by Chief Hosea Kutako, grand old man of the
African resistance movement. who said that any attempt to force the
Africans into the 'homelands' planned by the Odendaal Commission
was likely to touch off a revolt. The chief and his ten councillors con
demned the Report as a 'divide and rule' move, accused the Govern
ment of stealing their land, said they would have nothing to do with it
and that they would resist all efforts to resettle the tribal peoples.

Stating that he would draw the attention of the United Nations to
this new threat from the South African Government, the chief added:
'We want a national convention to plan a new constitution.' The
peoples of South-West Africa have now started on the long road of
struggle which will eventually lead them to this goal.

THE MARTYRDOM OF THE CONGO
THE DEPARTlJRIl of the United Nations forces, followed immediately by
the installation of Tshombe as Prime Minister, marks yet another and
grimmer chapter in the tortured tale of the Congo. The United Nations
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intervention in the Congo was one of the most disgraceful episodes in
the chequered history of the world organization, comparable only
with Korea; as Dr. O'Brien so lucidly and unanswerably demonstrated
in his exposure To Karanga and Back. United Nations forces were
called in by Lumumba to specifically expel Belgian and other
mercenaries, and end Tshombe's Belgian-inspired attempt to split
away copper-rich Katanga. Instead they became a pawn of an im
perialistcabal, dominated by the United States, to destroy the Lumumba
government, the soul of Congo independence, to subject the Congo to
neo-colonialist domination, and to back up Tshombe's pretensions.
The whole of the proceedings were completely illegal (as shown by an
article in the current issue of this journal) and in gross violation bolh
of the United Nations Charter and the Constitution (Fundamental
Law) of the Congo Republic. .

Thus, the United Nations forces called in by Lumumba to quell the
threat to unity and independence represented mainly by Tshombe,
turned out to be a fifth column. They leave, three years after, with
Lumumba murdered, and Tshombe-symbol all over Africa of neo
colonialism-installed as Prime Minister of the whole Congo..Their
mission has been successfully accomplished.

There is no secret about who is responsible for this sordid and bloody
tale of intrigue, murder, massacre, bribery and blatant intervention.
The main culprits are the United States and its Central Intelligence
Agency. Tshombe is their man, and that they should have him installed
as 'Prime Minister' is a piece of brazen arrogance which spits in the
face of African independence and dignity.

No doubt this new turn in the Congo has put fresh heart into the
die-hard enemies of African freedom: Tshombe's allies, Welensky,
Verwoerd, Salazar, Ian Smith, Goldwater and Lord Salisbury. They
should not rejoice too soon. The excuse for Tshombe's appointment
is that it will 'unite' the Congo. It may well, for the first time, bring
about unity of all the people of the Congo-unity against Tshombe.

JAWAHARLAL NEHRU

IT IS DIffiCULT for South Africans to think without deep emotion of
the passing of Jawaharlal Nehru, whose leadership and sacrifices
played so great a part in winning India's independence, and whose
personality predominated so powerfully from the birth of Indian
liberation until the day of his dcath.

For us, he was first and foremost the tireless champion of South
African freedom. The Nehru government was the first to raise the
question of apartheid, as a world problem, at the United Nations; the
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first to cut off diplomatic, commercial and other relations with the
criminal regime which poses as the government of South Africa.

His advice to the South African Indian community-to follow the
Dadoo-Naicker policy of unity in struggle with the African majority
for freedom and equal opportunities for all-was of great and healthy
significance in defeating the remnants of the bourgeois tendency to
compromise with apartheid at the expense of the masses.

Nehru's part in the complicated hurly-burly of Indian politics was
controversial. Himself a man of the Left, who did not conceal the debt
his thinking owed to Marxism, his anxiety for national unity led him
to concessions to the Indian capitalists which many regarded as im
permissible and damaging. Although one of the two main pillars of
Bandung, his role regarding Tibet and the subsequent border conflict
with China laid him open to attack. But none could doubt his sincerity,
his patriotism or his devotion to socialism.

One thing we know: we have lost a powerful and good friend of our
people. All South Africa joins with the Indian nation in mourning a
great man of our time.
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