is done. But throughout the fifty years each request or
demand has evoked the opposite of what was desired,
the reduction rather than the increase of basic human
rights; until now even the organisations through which
past approaches were made have been outlawed and
driven underground. Despair is inevitable in such
circumstances, and despair in a proud and suffering
people devoted to its children can only prompt new
and stronger measures of resistance. "What do we do
next?"; "To which, source do we turn for help?" Not
spoken assistance. Words, as Macmillan has stated in
another context, cannot solve all problems. True,
United Nations resolutions condemning South Africa
have a limited effectiveness; so have boycotts and the
breaking off of diplomatic relations. But these things
are not enough. It is not only sympathy and condolences that are required. Malnutrition cannot be reduced
with fine speeches, however much they may move the
emotions and stir the compassion of the whole civilised
world. There must be action. There must be a future
for the children who are at this time being indoctrinated
into acceptance of the new slavery because the Boer
overlord never forgave tIle British for abolishing the old.
The answer cannot be given clearly at present. Free
Africa to the North is assimilating the fruits of independence and wrestling ' with gigantic problems of
economic adjustment. Little can be expected from that
source for too long a time. The United Nations Organisation has floundered in the Congo and shewn little
ability . to. rise above internal dissension to deal with
major p1;oblems. The United States and Britain are
sharepolders in South Africa's economy and apparently
more interested in a peaceful , atmosphere for their
bllsiness interests than in the intrinsic rights and wrongs
of the situation. With such doors shut, is it really
surprising that non-white South Africa should turn to
those who, according to all the available evidence, have
already proved themselves the champions of the anticolonial and anti-imperialist world movement? There
is no loriger anything important to lose by turning to
such a quarter, but on the contrary much to gain. The
discipline of Communism, the hard work and the
initial dislocation of traditional ways of life which a
socialist system must inaugurate are as nothing compared withthe brutality of Verwoerd's dehumanising
policies, the hopelessness which they engender, and the
~isery o~ body and spirit which they see}\: to perpetuate
fqr all tIme .. The very fact that 'his white compatriot
fears Communism suggests to the black South African
that Communists must therefore have kinship with him.
And the few individual Communists he has known in
his own country have more than confirmed this impression by their selfless dedication to the cause of the
underdog and his emancipation.
.
:'Time is short in South Africa. The Nationalists are
digging in and· fortifying their bastion with arms and
devicesJ?-rovided by Western countries. The African cry
of "Freedom in 1963" is not irresponsible or wishful
thi~king; it is a desperate and urgent necessity. The
chams must be broken before the forged links have time
to co?l off. Help must be found in this very short tim~
even if, to quote the late Patrice Lumumba, "it comes
from Hie devil himself".
.So Communism contains within itself, even in South
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Africa, the seeds of the possible future. Thanks to
Verwoerd's Nationalists themselves, and their evident
fear of free and open discussion and information, the
stolen fruit from behind the iron curtain promises to be
a more . welcome and life-giving diet than the bitter
grapes.of three hundred years of Western neglect and
starvatIon.

•

A More Timid
Scapegoat
R. N. NOR DAU

Jewish South Mricans
after Verwoerd's letter
used the Liberian motion of
censure on South Africa at the United Nations as an
opportunity to revive Afrikaner Nationalist antisemitism, few people who remembered his earlier
activities can have been surprised. But quite a number
were shocked at what they thought was a combination
of politicil ineptitUde and thick-skinned bravado: after
all, it requires something bordering on courage to be
an anti-semite in the 1960's.
As several newspapers were quick to point out, Dr.
Verwoerd is an old-hand at Jew-baiting. During the
pre-war years he was an active advocate of immigration
quotas for Jewish refugees from Nazi Germany, and,
until it became clear that Hitler was going to be ·
defeated, his newspaper (Die Transvaler) poured forth
a stream of anti-semitic propaganda. All of this was
perfectly consistent with Nationalist Party policy, which
refused membership to Jews in the Transvaal, demanded
restriction of Jewish membership of the professions and
suggested a boycott of Jewish business. The cry was
taken up enthusiasticaIly by the Blankewerkersheskermingsbond, the Reddingsdaadsbond, the Greyshirts, the
Ossewa-brandwag, newspapers-which will be remembered for the UHoggenheimer" cartoons-and even by
leading members of the Dutch Reformed Church. (The
present scriba, of the Cape D.R.C. is on record as
baving called for a "second trek~f Jews and Jingoes"
in 1940.)
It would be only too easy to explain the whole
unpleasant incident which occurred recently in terms
of the case-histories of leading members of the Government, but to do so would be to ignore both the obsessive
pre-occupation with race which marks the Nationalists,
and the careful thought which Dr. Verwoerd must have
put into his decision to send a reply to Mr. East's letter.
Like most obsessions, the Nationalist feeling about
WHEN DR. VERWOERD
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the Jews bears no relation to the facts. South African
Jews constitute a small proportion of the white community, incapable of influencing economic or political
trends to any substantial degree, even if they wished to
do so. In tenns of economic power, the middle-class
status of the vast bulk of Jews makes it virtually
impossible for them to exert any real influence over
the economy: they are as much at the mercy of big
industry as anyone else, and their dependence on
Government permits and similar regulatory measures is
perhaps an added reason for insecurity. In tenns of
political activity, all the evidence points to an overwhelming fear of becoming involved in any issue that
will make them conspicuous as a group.
On the few occasions on which they have, as an
organised group, indicated any attitude to the Government or its leaders, it has been a rather pathetic
sycophancy. Thus the Jewish Board of Deputies has
studiously avoided committing itself on any political
issue presented to it by its members and steadfastly
refuses the numerous invitations extended to it by
outside bodies to associate itself with protests in which
other religious groups have joined, while the Cape
Town Jewish Community took great pride in inscribing
Dr. Malan's name in the Golden Book of the Jewish
National Fund.
In like manner, those Jews who expressed themselves
publicly when Dr. Verwoerd's letter was made known
hastily dissociated themselves from Israel's vote on the
motion of c~~s~re or apolo~ised. for it. In private, many
chose to CrItICIse Mr. East s fnghtened exculpation as
having "provoked" the reply in the first place, bemoaned the fact that Israel had let them down as part
of White South Africa, truculently announced their
intention to stop contributing money to Israel, and
talked. of the fine things that Dr. Malan and a group
of D.R.C. predikants had done by visiting Israel.
All this suited the Prime Minister very well. He was
able to stage a strategic withdrawal, characteristically
made in what was described as a 90-minute impromptu
speech to Witwatersrand Nationalists, and to leave the
Jewish population thoroughly cowed and content to
show their anger by protesting to Israel behind the
scenes.
Meanwhile, Dr. Verwoerd had achieved a number of
very ~seful objectives. He had successfully turned
attentIOn away from the condemnation of South Africa
at the U.N., and Holland's vote for it. He had aroused
old memories among loyal supporters of a battle cry
that could be used if economic conditions in the country
really took a turn for the worse in the futUre. He had
found another scapegoat, and a much more timid one
at that, which could be substituted for the "English
Press" after it had been dealt with. And he had shown
that feeling on race in this countty need not be confined
to colour groups.
Whether he will choose to take the matter any further
for a little while is something on which it is fruitless to
speculate. No doubt he will, when it suits him to do so,
and when he has made up his mind quite what he
wants to do.
..
.
Then we shall know whether the Jews have lost
another tribe or merely gained another ghetto.

•

UhuruA Liberal TWilight?
ANTHONY DELlUS
to be a liberal in emergent Africa. In
fact as we face 1962 we must ask whether it is possible
to be a liberal at all, any kind of liberal, rash or
cautious, on our continent in this era. Liberals may
sneer at the tough expediency of Communists and
Nationalists, yet without a slide-rule of priorities and
tolerances their own chances of recognisable survival
are going to be slender among the protea11 realities of
Freedom and Uhuru. But is liberalism with a slide-rule
any longer liberalism?
The question is not asked out of dialectical perversity. A clear means of making public sense out of
events in Africa, and therefore of acting with logic
according to the interpretation, is absolutely necessary
for liberal survival with self-respect anywhere on the
continent. For we have arrived at a very curious
position.
Tbe whole of Dr. Verwoerd's case for moving with
gathering speed into a completely authoritarian state
now rests upon an eagerly anticipated 90 percent
'failure' of liberal democracy in independent Africa.
Contrariwise, the liberals, whether consciously or otherwise, are nevertheless relying upon at least a 51 percent
"success' of liberal demOCracy in Africa to help the
revival of liberal democracy in South Africa. The lower
percentage expectation shows the basic realism of
liberalism as against the romanticism of iNationalism.
Of course, from the beginning it was obvious that
the coming of national independence and democracy to
Africa was going to be no more orderly than the arrival
of the same blessings in Europe. Nobody in his right
historical senses would have believed that Africa would
achieve in a couple of easy stages what it took Europet
from the French Revolution till World War 11 to
achieve. But somehow the crash of tottering thrones and
collapse of effete aristocracies seems different to the
departure of colonial administrations and the destooling
of chiefs. In the resultant confusion it is beginning to
appear even to some liberals, that the Africans are
letting the side down.
After two years experience of independence at fullspeed-ahead there is general horror at the lack of finesse
of Africans at home and their appalling stridency
abroad. Chaps whose lives were once bound by colourful ceremonies of ethnic good manners and even ate
their mothers as a gesture of filial piety, are now
discovered to be bristling with left-wing boorishness.
Indeed, the one huge casualty of the African scene at
the moment appears to be liberal democracy, the Gre.a t .
IT IS NOT EASY
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