
IT MUST BE 

BOYCOTT! 

Writes A.B.C, 

THE acceptance of a decision to participate in the elections to be held 
under the Separate Representation of Voters Act, 1956, is not con

sistent with the demand for full and equal citizen status for all peoples in 
South Africa. On the contrary, it is the acceptance of an inferior status. 
In a word, full democracy and indirect representation on a racial basis, 
are contradictory political concepts. This is the crux of the whole matter 
as I see it. If we accept the principle of equal democracy as the corner
stone of our movement then we must reject any institution, agency or in
strument which is inconsistent with our acceptance of this principle. 

If this is not done, if we agree to support the principle of compulsory in
direct racial representation, even irrespective of whether such representa
tion is of a discriminatory or inferior character, then conversely we cannot 
consistently claim that we accept nothing less than the principle of equal 
democracy for all in South Africa. 

ADHERING TO ELEMENTARY PRINCIPLES 

The importance of keeping in mind our guiding principle cannot be over-
stressed. For unless this is continuously done we will become sidetracked 
in irrelevent and technical details of alleged practical advantages of par
ticipation in the Separate Coloured Elections. And I think that articles 
on the subject and discussions that have appeared recently have suffered 
largely because they have to too great an extent concentrated on the so-
called practical benefits to be gained by participation on the one hand, and 
the disadvantges of participation on the other. 

Questions such as the number of White representatives that are to be 
elected, the powers such representatives will be allowed to exercise or the 
basis of the qualifications for the Coloured Voters are of secondary import
ance. Our national democratic movement demands for all people absolute 
and complete political equality in the affairs of the land. To accept any
thing less is to retreat from the basic principles of our movement and to 
accept an inferior political status. For the establishment and operation 
of the Separate Representation of Coloured Voters' system is nothing leas 
than the foisting of an inferior political status upon a section of the South 
African people. 

To accept this status, to work this separate representation system, is to 
accept discrimination, to accept the principle of political differentiation, 
and to condone the principle of separate treatment on a basis which is 
openly racial. It amounts to the acceptance of the contention that certain 
sections are unfit to represent themselves in Parliament and that they 
must consequently be represented only by other superior and better persons 
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(racially). The natural inequality of men we must recognise; the racial 
inequality of men we can never recognise. It must not be assumed, how
ever, that there is anything wrong with voluntary indirect representation, 
To advocate the compulsory representation of any racial group by members 
of that group only, is equally unacceptable to our movement and is to ad
vocate racial politics. . -

The political leader who professes to the people on the one hand his un
dying belief in and support for the principle of political equality and on the 
other hand exhorts a section of the people to work or support an instru
ment which is avowedly politically discriminatory, and therefore unequal, 
even if such exhortation is based on the illusory belief that the working 
or supporting of such instrument is in the interest of the people concerned, 
must be exposed and removed from the political life of the people. His 
activities can only result in confusing the people and retarding their 
political development. 

SEPARATE REPRESENTATION INCONSISTENT 

WITH EQUALITY DEMAND 

As I have said, the acceptance of the system of separate representation 
for Coloured voters is inconsistent with the acceptance of the principle of 
complete and universal political equality for all the people of South Africa. 
At this stage of our political development we are entitled to assume that 
our leaders in the democratic movement believe in the principle of full and 
equal democracy in all spheres for all the people of this country. At all 
times our struggle against oppression has proceeded on this basis. Im
plicit in our struggle for equality is the total rejection of all the old ruling 
class concepts of racial superiority and inferiority, while trusteeship, white 
paternalism, etc. At this stage of our development to propagate support 
for and advocate the working of political agencies expressly designed to 
retard the development of the people's consciousness is, consequently, to 
deceive and misleal the people anl to play the game of the ruling class. 

Such activities can only confuse the people, raise false hopes that sup
port of the system of separate (and unequal) representation can result 
in some alleviation of their sufferings, delude them into msiconceptions of 
the effectiveness of parliamentary struggle and sidetrack them from the 
only struggle which can solve their burning problems, the democratic strug
gle of the people for social and political equality. My firm opinion is that 
nothing is to be gained by the oppressed people by spreading the illusion 
that anything can be achieved by looking to an all-White Parliament in 
South Africa. 

GROUP REPRESENTATION AND TRIBAL POLITICS 

The impact of ever increasing oppressive legislation, particularly over 
the last decade or so, has had the effect of stimulating a steadily develop
ing consciousness among the people. Political and industrial struggles of 
great importance have been waged. The desire to end and abolish hateful 
repressive legislation and oppressive treatment has grown to enormous 
proportions. 
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To a certain extent these latent forces have been organised. But to a 
large extent this deeprooted desire of the people has not reached political 
expression but has smouldered ever deeper and fiercer under the surface. A 
people marching forward to freedom cannot and will not accept ruling 
class schemes designed to place a political halter on their progress. Let 
us face it: no conscious Non-European today wants to be told that he 
must be represented by a White in Parliament or the Senate. The people 
are demanding the right of direct representation and there is nothing 
racialistic in such a demand. The right of direct representation is one of 
the most elementary democratic rights and it is the denial of this elemen
tary right over centuries that causes the most deeprooted resentment in 
the minds of the oppressed people. 

As I have pointed out, the demand for direct representation does not 
mean that Africans must be represented by Africans, Indians by Indians, 
Coloureds by Coloureds or Whites by Whites. For to insist on such a 
policy is equally repugnant to the democratic ideals of our movement. 
While we demand the right of direct representation this must not be taken 
to mean that we must advocate compulsory group representation. Such 
tribal politics have no place in our movement. 

In a t rue democracy i t would be commonplace fo r Whites to be repre
sented by Non-Whites or vice versa, and inter racial representation among 
Non-Whites wi l l be equally common. For, in fact , the significance of -ihe 
old racial categories wi l l disappear and there wi l l be no particular merit or 
advantage in being White or no demerit or disadvantage in being black. 

In the light of the new ideas gaining ground among the people today, 
therefore, the leaders who now attempt to force played-out political insti
tutions down the throats of the people are trying to turn back the wheels 
of progress. The people are no longer in the mood for half measures. They 
have seen how the sham of "Native Representation" worked. The "Native 
Representatives" themselves have complained that they have achieved 
nothing in Parliament. And the paltry number of White Representatives 
(or should they be Coloured Representatives) to be allowed for the Col
oureds, in addition to everything else, makes the whole policy of support 
for separate representation even more farcical. Their effectiveness in 
preventing the advance of the Nationalist steamroller or in advancing the 
cause of the Coloureds will in fact be nil, whatever their individual capa
bilities. 

We cannot and will not accept a system of separate representation for 
so-called Coloureds. For we cannot then logically reject it for Indians or 
Africans. To carry the principle to its logical (and ridiculous) conclusion, 
nor can we then reject a system which provides that only Coloureds can 
represent Indians, or Indian Europeans. Can we then stop at Zulus repre
senting Xhosas, Jews Gentiles, etc.? To accept the separate representa
tion system is to confuse and mislead the people at a critical stage in their 
development, a stage when the people are at last beginning to see through 
all the old claptrap of racial superiority, White guardianship, baasskap, 
etc., and in the boycott we epitomise our complete break from these old 
ruling class conceptions and ideas. 
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BOYCOTT A N A C T I V E NOT A PASSIVE W E A P O N 

As far as the question of organising an effective boycott is concerned, 
this must be commenced now. This is a matter which must receive the 
urgent attention of all the political organisations of the people. I t is not 
a matter for the so-called Coloured people only- It is not a matter to be 
dealt with only by "Coloured" organisations. I t is a matter which affects 
all the people of South Africa. Do not let us fall into the trap of waging 
separate racial fights. It is a matter which must be related to the whole 
struggle against inequality and discrimination in South Africa, and the 
participants in the struggle must not be confined to Coloured persons. I t Is 
a matter where a united front can be formed of persons and bodies who 
although not in general agreement on political issues yet sec eye to eye on 
the necessity of boycotting the separate Coloured elections. 

The organisations representing the Coloureds appear to be in agreement 
on the need to boycott the elections and there is no reason why a campaign 
should not be initiated embracing all organisations in the liberatory move
ment who are in similar agreement. 

For boycott docs not mean sitting with folded arms or turning the other 
cheek. Boycott is not necessarily a negative weapon, nor does it, or 
should it, signify abstention or inactivity. The interest of the people be
fore and during the elections must be used to raise their consciousness. 
Meetings, mass demonstrations, protests, etc., must be organised, calling 
upon the people to reject the sham of separate representation and urging 
them to intensify the struggle for social and political democracy. , Inten
sive canvassing of the voters must also be undertaken so that the boycott 
policy reaches those most directly affected. 

The more effective the boycott campaign the more difficult the so-called 
"friends of the Coloured people" and other careerists will find it to ride 
into Parliament on the backs of the peopple. Those who nonetheless are 
elected as "separate Coloured Representatives" will have been subjected 
to such ridicule and contempt in the process that they will be useless for 
the purposes of the ruling class. They will stand exposed as petty career
ists and opportunists under their fine phrases and will have become so dis
credited in the course of the boycott campaign that their activities in Par
liament will deceive or mislead no one. With proper and vigorous cam
paigning there should be no reason why the boycott should not be 80-909^ 
effective. No significant political organisation of Coloured people has 
come out in favour of participating in the sham elections and with the boy
cott campaigns of the Van Riebeeck Festival and the Coloured Affairs 
Department still fresh in the minds of the people I do not see any great 
difficulty in organising a very effective boycott, at least in the Cape. 

But this does not mean to say that the boycott should not be successful 
elsewhere as well. For, after all, to refuse to vote for a "separate repre
sentative" requires neither great political consciousness, understanding nor 
great courage. The relative ease of practising a boycott at once commends 
itself. And this is a factor which the wide awake leaders must recognise 
and utilise. 

The boycott of a dummy candidate, the refusal to exercise a vote, con
stitute acts which do not expose the individual voter to any great political 
hazards. He is not courting arrest by defying an unjust lav/, nor is he 
participating in a political or industrial strike, or a procession liable to be 
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attacked by police. I t is this comparative simplicity of the boycott wea
pon whch gives it its greatest scope. 

I t is true that in general the consciousness of the people is today at a 
fairly high level. But no right-thinking person will dispute that the people 
are unfortunately organisationally backward. In view, therefore, of this 
position, it is commonsense to attempt those tasks which stand the greatest 
chance of success, those tasks which appear to be most capable of achieve
ment with the resources a t our disposal and at the present stage of our de
velopment. In fact, the question whether a particular undertaking is 
capable of realisation must be considered very seriously by a responsible 
leadership before such undertaking should be embarked upon. 

And in my view the boycott of the Coloured elections is a task which is 
eminently realisable. Conversely, it is undesirable that tasks should be 
undertaken which on the probabilities it is not within our power to accom
plish; although admittedly it is at times necessary to take justifiable risks. 
But in these days of intense reaction and police terror with their undeniably 
inhibiting effect on the whole movement, where the people yearn for a vic
tory, however small, it would be criminal not to take up with both hands a 
weapon around which we can mobilise thousands of people in an effective 
demonstration against the Government, and which could raise the people 
to new heights of political consciousness. 

T H E QUESTION OF BOYCOTT CANDIDATES 

The argument has from time to time been raised in discussion of the 
boycott of the separate Coloured Representation system, whether so-called 
boycott candidates should not be put up as candidates under the Separate 
Coloured Representation Act. These boycott candidates would take a 
pledge not to sit in Parliament but merely perform such acts as may be 
necessary to ensure their remaining members of Parliament. They would, 
in fact, boycott Parliament, the reason for their accepting election being 
to prevent reactionary or careerist elements from representing the so-called 
Coloured people under the Act. 

The immediate objection to putting up boycott candidates is that again 
the people will have to support a compulsory system of so-called indirect 
representation. The candidates will have to be White persons as onh 
Whites will be allowed to sit in Parliament. Once again the people will be 
faced with all the evils of the old and unacceptable system of compulsory 
indirect representation, of Non-Whites having perforce to vote for White 
candidates to represent them. We will be compelled to witness the perpe
tuation of a mode of political representation which has become anathema to 
the people. 

At a stage when these played-out institutions have been completely re
jected in the process of acquiring a new political outlook, we will be once 
more obliged to fall back upon outmoded and wholly unacceptable proce
dures and devices. I consider this the main objection to the adoption of 
the idea of boycott candidates. In addition it will have to be continually 
explained to the people that although separate representation has been re
jected in principle an exception must be made in supporting the boycott 
candidates, who will only be elected to prevent undesirable elements 
grabbing the parliamentary seats. I t is inevitable that this policy will 
cause a great deal of confusion in the minds of the people who will not 
really be able to understand whether they are boycotting the separate re-
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presentation system or supporting it. In my opinion it will be far simpler 
and less confusing if only one call is made to the people: A CALL TO 
REJECT AND BOYCOTT THE SEPARATE VOTERS ACT IN TOTO and 
to break completely from the system of separate representation. 

SHADOW ELECTIONS 

The question of the tactics of "shadow elections" whereby candidates 
nominated by the peoples' organisations irrespective of colour stand for 
election on a platform of full democratic rights, etc., appears to have more 
to be said for it. 

Such candidates would utilise the interest displayed by the people during 
election times to spread our political ideas and increase their consciousness 
while at the same time build up the organisations of the people. Provided 
proper campaigning is undertaken, the number of votes polled by such 
candidates, as against the "official" candidates, taking all factors into 
account, might be a good indication of the strength of the support for the 
boycott. The question of "shadow elections" might be worth while con
sidering in the peoples' organisations. I consider the idea eminently more 
acceptable than the policy of accepting the fraudulent system of Separate 
Represesentation, with whatever reservations, and participating in the 
farcical elections held thereunder. 

THINGS TO COME 

BANTU AREAS — the machinery of oppression: this is the sub
ject of an article by Mr. P. P. D. Nolcwe in next month's LIBERATION. 
Regular readers will know that Mr. Nokwe's articles are always sti
mulating and informative, and this one is no exception. Reserve your 
copy of LIBERATION to keep up with the latest ideas in the pro
gressive movement, 

JOB RESERVATION AND THE TRADE UNION MOVEMENT. 
A veteran Trade Unionist, Eli Weinberg, has contributed an import
ant article on the issue that has sprung to importance in the past 
few months. This article is packed with information to assist all who 
are concerned with Trade Union affairs. 

Subscribe to LIBERATION! Fill in the form on the outside back 
cover, or send your subscription with your name and address to 
LIBERATION, Box 10120, Johannesburg. 
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