
ministration and Development, said in Parlia
ment recently that "Bantu persons who identify 
themselves with their own Black nations are 
much more welcome here in the White area than 
those who deny or hide their relationship with 
a Black nation of their o w n . . . We must grant 
(them) more and more privileges". 

They would, he said, be given preference in 
jobs, housing, having dependants with them, free
dom of movement, hospitalisation, transport, 
schools, sport, etc, 

Mr Botha also said that in future citizenship 
would be a more Important qualification to stay 
in "White" areas than Section 10 of the Bantu 
(Urban Areas) Consolidation Act. 

It is clear tha t the Nationalists are going to 
leave no stone unturned in their desire to make 
each and every African in South Africa a for
eigner in the land of his birth. Will the other 
Bantustan leaders be able to resist pressures to go 
the way of the Transkei? 

The honorary personal representative of Chief 
Gatsha Buthelczi in the United Kingdom, Mr 

TN creating Bantustans with their own internal 
political hierarchy the Government was at

tempting to shift African political aspirations 
from the urban areas to the limited tribal en
vironment, thus lessening the pressures for ac
commodation from Blacks within the "flash
points" of South Africa — the multi-racial indus
trial cities. 

The Transkei constitutional act of 1963 cre
ated a Transkei Legislative Assembly compris
ing 64 chiefs as ex-officio members and 45 elec
ted commoners by universal adult suffrage. 

The Act authorised a cabinet of six holding 
the portfolios of Chief Minister and Finance, 
Education, Justice, Interior, Agriculture and 
Roads and Forestry. The control of Defence, 
Foreign Affairs, the Police and Magistracy, In
formation, Post and Telegraphs, Health, Rail
ways, Criminal Justice and White Residents of 
the Transkei remained with the Republic 

In addition the state of emergency declared 
during the rebellion in 1960 remained in force 
and has never been lifted. This proclamation 400 
gives the police arbitrary powers of search and 
detention, while the chiefs are given control of 
the right to hold meetings in their districts and 
are also empowered to banish people from their 
areas. 

In 1963 the anti-apartheid Chief Poto and his 
supporters won 33 out of the 45 elected seats 

P. V. Tulisizwe Mbatha, said in a recent letter 
to a British newspaper: " I hereby plead with 
the community of nations not to recognise the 
Transkei as a sovereign state". 

A recent editorial in the Financial Mail said 
that foreign governments "should tell Mr Vorster 
that if he goes ahead with plans unilaterally to 
take away from those Xhosas living in White 
areas their South African citizenship, they will 
not recognise the new state". 

International isolation of the Transkei will pre 
vent other Bantustan leaders from following in 
Chief Matanzima's footsteps. 

As long ago as 1923, an African leader said 
of the racial division of the land in South Africa: 
"We have contributed to the progress and ad
vancement of this country. We have sacrificed 
many lives in the mines, we have built this city, 
we have built the railways, and we claim that 
we should have a place in South Africa." 

If the United States and the European coun
tries endorse that claim, they have no choice but 
to blacklist the Transkei. 

against Matanzima and his followers but never
theless Matanzima was elected Chief Minister 
of the Transkei because of the overwhelming sup
port of the nominated chiefs. 

From all accounts the election demonstrated 
the tremendous opposition of the local people 
to the apartheid policies that directly affecVd 
their lives and also to the collaboration of most 
chiefs with the Government in their implementa
tion of these policies. 

In 1968, however, the TNIP led by Matanzima 
was to win 28 of the 45 elected seats and 44 
per cent of the 809 000 votes cast while the op
position Democratic Party won 14 seats with 
292 000 votes, the remaining three seats going 
to independents. Why the tremendous swing to 
the TNIP? 

From 1964 to 1966 the events in the Transkei 
appeared to confirm the Government's hopea. 
The TNIP repeatedly praised the Government 
and asserted its support for separate develop
ment, attacked "Ghana communism",-proclaimed 
the right of the chiefs to rule and expressed the 
hope that eventual independence would be achiev
ed after the requisite economic development of 
the region. 

Matanzima repeatedly stated the need for the 
races to live apart and he was also totally in 
favour of South African police action against 
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his moro militant opponents and often actively 
encouraged Government repression. 

The DP on its side vehemently rejected separate 
development, opposed the possible balkanisation 
of the country and objected t o the new role which 
the TLA gave to the region's traditional aristo
cracy. In a totally unequal contest they were 
forced to debate the morality of apartheid in the 
institutions which were themselves the creation 
of such a policy, and where their very actions 
vindicated the scheme they opposed. 

In 1966 the T N I P Chief Whip t Shadrack Sam
ba, resigned from the par ty after it refused to 
support his call for the immediately independence 
of the Transkei, and he subsequently formed the 
Transkei People's Freedom Par ty which deman
ded immediate independence for the Transkei and 
characterised Government policy a s oppressive. 

This resulted in a change of s trategy for Ma-
tanzima. He was now vulnerable on two sides, on 
the one hand he supported apartheid and was 
criticised for this and on the other he was critic
ised for supporting White domination ra ther 
than Black independence. 

This forced him publicly to become fa r more 
hostile to the Pretoria government — on the 
issues of influx control, education under the 
Bantu Education system and the position of 
Whites in the Transkei. He found that a most 
Successful line was one of posturing himself as a 
Black nationalist within the separate develop
ment formula. 

He demanded Port St. Johns, called for the 
Africanisation of the civil service and repeated 
his demands for more rapid economic develop
ment. 

' I t is not easy to ascertain the reasons for 
Matanzima's success. His personal claim that 
the people of the Transkei had now seen the light 
is probably only half the t ru th . The T N I P ad
mittedly offered voters some kind of hope and 
a- goal, independence, a factor which probably 
attracted some voters but certainly not in £uch 
numbers. 

Various other reasons can be put forward. 
Matanzima now held control of the reigns of 
government, the civil service officials who were 
the electoral officers were all his supporters. The 
Vist majority of chiefs who held some sway over 
their tribesmen also supported him. 

Furthermore the majority of the electorate are 
illiterate and thus unable to read a ballot sheet 
properly, Many voters said tha t the had merely 
told the electoral officer whom they wished to 
vote for and he then marked their ballot sheets. 

aThe system of patronage and allocation of re* 
wards also tended to increase the prestige of the 
ruling group as well a$ to contribute to its en
richment. 

The Government controls the largest employ
ment sector in the Transkei. In addition it offers 

Blacks the kind of high s ta tus jobs tha t are not 
available elsewhere. 

The disappearance of Chiefs Poto and Dalin-
dyebo from the head of the Democratic Pa r ty did 
this party harm, with a largely tribal electorate. 

Finally the new leader of the DP, Knowledge 
Guzana, was at a disadvantage in campaigning 
against Matanzima. Guzana is a part-time politi
cian and a full-time lawyer, and thus did not have 
the time and the funds at his disposal to match 
Matanzima who had the whole weight of govern
ment behind him. 

Most significantly the 1968 election indicates 
tha t even Matanzima did not feel tha t he could 
afford to fight as a creature of the Government, 
even had he wanted to. In fact the T N I P went 
to great lengths to distance itself from many 
aspects of separate development policy, especially 
influx control, and instead put forward a version 
of apartheid — unarticulated in Pretoria — gear
ed to appeal to a Black nationalist sentiment and 
designed to overthrow White domination in the 
Transkei. 

Since 1968 Matanzima has increasingly made 
utterances and demands which conflict with the 
nationalist vision of separate development. His 
most recent and unresolved conflict with the cen
tral government strikes a t the very core of the 
homeland theory* 

He has said tha t urban Blacks who happen to 
be Xhosa are not citizens of the Transkei and t ha t 
there is no room in an independent Transkei for 
them — they must remain in the urban areas 
as permanent citizens. 

* \ , . We will accept no second-hand position , , . 
We are going to get whatever the Black man de
sires without a single shot being fired in the 
whole of South Africa/ ' 
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