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Varsity. which published a light-hearted article called ·'How to
Seduce a· Freshette". The university, and particularly its
Students~ Representative Council (whose official organ Varsity
is) is not a supporter of Government policy. The S.R.C. and
the editor of Vars;ty were both acquitted in the·· courts.

The New African was not so lucky. .
The· State's case rested largely on the evidence ·of Comdt.

C. S. Scott Shaw, Moderator of the Cape Presbytery of the
Presbyterian Church. He is also Army Chaplain for his Church.
He said in evidence that 14 churches and some preaching
stations fell under his presbytery. He believed that the language
used in the short story was offensive and would have a lowering
effect on those who read it. The words objected to were of the
kind used by "certain low types". He hoped the soldiers under
·his spiritual guidance did not use many of them. They· were
not low types.

THE COMMANDANT'S EVIDENCE WAS ALL the prosecution needed.
The Act. as the Public Prosecutor pointed out. was not con·
c~med with the literary merit or integrity· of the article or its
writer, or with the general tone of the publication or th~ quality
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of its readership. If any part of any publication was offensive
to any section of the community, then it was objetctionable by
definition. This was offensive to the Cape Presbyterian Church.

The defence called Uys Krige, prominent Afrikaans writer
and literary critic. Mr. Krige pointed out that other publica
tions, in English and Afrikaans, published overseas and· in
South Africa, used similar words.

He did not find any of the language offensive. It was used
in the dialogue to give immediacy to the situation and to reflect
the personalities and emotions of the characters.

The Magistrate, Mr. W. F. van der Merwe, found Mrs.. Block
guilty in her capacity as director and as a servant of the com
pany. He said the article was undesirable within the meaning
of the Act. An article was undesirable if it proved to be
blasphemous or offensive to the feelings of any section of the
population. South Africa was a religious country. and subser
vience to the Almighty was the corner-stone of the constitution.

He sentenced Mrs. Block to a fine of R300 (£150), or three
months' imprisonment, in her capacity as director. He fined
the company R300.

An appeal has been lodged.

A DEBATE IS GOING ON in various world circles as to how South
Africa can or should be liberated. Summing up its theme was
a question posed recently by a journal of international affairs.
which asked: "Can Southern Africa be liberated without a
violent struggle?"

In Africa, however. the most urgent question is not whether
or not there should be a violent struggle in Southern Africa. but
rather how such a struggle can be waged effectively for the
quickest results with the least possible loss of life.

After an exhaustive analysis of the objective conditions which
have prevailed in our country for more than three centuries, we
of the Pan-African Congress (outlawed in South Africa) decided
as early as 1958 that the South African question cannot be
resolved other than by force. Having come to that conclusion,
we set about the task of mounting sufficient force to liberate
ourselves.

The world debate concerns not only the ethical or moral basis
of force as a solution to the South African question, but also
the wisdom Q.f embarking on a course whose end results some
believe would defeat the very ideals which inspired it.

Deep-seated in Western philosophy is the proposition that
the end does not justify the means, or that the means can defeat
the end. Thus while apartheid is roundly condemned in the
words of a British representative at the United Nations as
"morally abominable, intellectually grotesque and spiritually
indefensible:\ coercion for its abandonment is equally strongly
rejected in an incredible ambivalence.

MATTHEW NKOANA is the representative in Europe of the
Pa" Africanist Congress of South Africa.



PAGE 4

A LIITLE CORRECT READING of contemporary South African
history should disabuse anyone of any illusions that the Euro
pean settlers there can ever be persuaded to negotiate a just
settlement of our problems.

According to 'figures released by the Bureau of Statistics, in
1.961 Africans in .South Africa numbered 10,807,000 out of a
total population of 15,841,000, of whom about three and a half
were Europeans. The rest were Coloureds (so-called because
they are of mixed blood) and Indians. The Africans occupy an
area of 17,500,000 morgen, which is about 12·9 per cent. of the
total land surface. The remaining 87·1 per. cent. is for Euro
pean occupation only. The rest of the population have no
special areas reserved for them.

This situation was created as a result of large-scale usurpation
of African land during the 19th century and after, and follows
a series of frontier wars which rocked the country. From the
beginning, the European colonists set about acquiring land in
total disregard of the inte~ests of the original inhabitants, and
'often through sheer cunning, trickery or downright robbery.

In some instances they contrived the signing of "treaties" with
tribal chiefs who, being illiterate, understood nothing of the
treaty terms or the European concept of land ownership, as
opposed to the African tradition of communal ownership and
free use of land by individuals at the pleasure of the tribe, for
whom the chief held the land in trust.

Having been overcome by. superior military might, the
scantily-armed inhabitants turned to a political battle in defence
of what .land they still had early in the present century. The
settlers, on their side, set about consolidating their gains, chief
among the means they employed being the Land Act of 1913.
This law regularised racial segregation and confined -the Africans
to' sO'-called reserves which constituted about·)) per cent. of the
land surface. .

That law .also included a provision for the purchase from
Europeans by government of more land for the Africans. But
such was the opposition of Europeans against this that for the
next 23 years not a, single. piece of land was added to the African
areas, in spite of various attempts by successive commissions to
obtain land for this purpose.

It took another law to .be passed by the settler Parliament in
1936 for some kind of progress to be made in this direction,
.even then only as a salve for what was left of the European
conscience over an accompanying law which whittled down the
last vestiges of African political rights by depriving them of the
franchise in the Cape. The Africans in the Cape, but not those
in the other three provinces of South Africa, had been on a
common electoral roll together with Europeans since 1853.
. . For the exercise of these voting rights, both Europeans and
.Africans had to possess certain income and property qualifica
tions. These qualifications had been manipulated from time to
time in order to che~kmate African voting strength by keeping
down their qualifying numbers. But that m~nipulation was
now, in the 1930's, proving satisfactory no longer. So the
Europeans, bent on doing away altogether with the political
rights of the Cape Africans, decided to legislate for the purchase
of a little more land for the Africans.
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The twin Bills. known as the 1936: Hertzog Bills. were re
garded as inseparable. by General J. B. M. Hertzog, the then
Prime Minister. In other words, Hertzog was not prepared to
legislate for more land for Africans unless he could at the .same
time deprive them of the.jr political rights. He needed a .two
thirds Parliamentary majority to interfere with the entrenched
franchise rights. 'under the 'South African Constitution. He had
sought such a majority in vain for more than 10 years, and was
now ready to trade a little land for it. The European opposition
in Parliament needed bllt little persuasion to give him that
majority. so long as they could find. some moral pretension.
.however thin. for doing so. .

Hertzog was. given the neces~ary majority and did get th~

AJrican$ off the ~ommon voters' roll all right. But what of
more land for them? . His so-called Native Trust and Land Act
of 1936, the other twin bill, provided- for the purchase of" a 
maximum o.f 7,250,000 morgen which, if all of it were bought.
would have increased the land. occupied by the Africans to a
meagre 13·7 per cent. of the total area of South Africa. How
ever. of this proposed additional land. only 4,250,000 morgen
was actually purchased in the nex~ 25 years, i.e. between 1936
and 1961. Such is the stubborn opposition by the European'
settlers to the question of more land ~or the African inhabitants.

Thus reduced to a minute fraction of the land and subject to
the acutest conditions of overcrowding and soil erosion, the
Africans are being shunted back a~d forth between the towns
and the reserves, with the latter areas fulfilling the primary
function for which they were conceived as reservoirs of cheap
labour. In the meantime the European minority, enjoying a
standard of living that is among the highest in· the world~ hold
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on tenaciously to their ill-gotten position of privilege. To
maintain that position and ensure a continuous flow of cheap
labour, it has been necessary to pass respressive laws which
have grown into a monumental build-up of the most inhuman
machinery of exploitation of man by man.

HAVING BEEN BEATEN INTO SUBMISSION through military superio
rity, and held down by sheer force, the Africans have for
decades cringed and smirked before their White masters. Cap
in hand, we have pleaded for minimal social justice. But the
door is continually being slammed in our faces. Not even now,
when the country's economy is at its bouncing best, is there any
hope for the Africans. The country's growing prosperity is
widely publicised abroad to encourage and bring in a rapidly
growing number of European immigrants to take up jobs that
remain out of reach for the Africans. No opportunities exist for
us to acquire skills in industry or commerce. "There is no place
for the Bantu in the White society above certain forms of
manual labour," Dr. Verwoerd has said.

We have conducted peaceful non-violent resistance, but the
result has been th~ narrowing of the area of liberty and the
extension of modern tyranny. In the past four years theVer
woerd Government has conducted a massive campaign of ever
increasing terror to beat us ever more into submission. The
most ruthless methods have been employed in the suppression
of opposition to the tyrannical regime. What is the P.A.C.
doing about this untenable situation'! Here 11>want to touch on
the most misunderstood-and yet the most important-aspect
of the struggle in South Africa as conducted by the P·.A.C.•

THE ELEMENT OF VIOLENCE is inherent in any system which
promotes th.e interest of the minority at the expense of the
majority of the population. In political parlance this is known
as exploitation. Since the formation of the Union in 1910 the
white minority has, through its military power, maintained a
position in which the rest of the African, Indian and Coloured
population minister to the needs of the white rulers.

The extent of that exploitation can be seen in the stratification
of South African society that has produced a mass of im
poverished Africans, Indians and Coloureds on one hand, and
the rich white minority on the other. The economic structure
-be it in the allocation of land, or distribution of the country's
wealth-is so designed as to make the rest of the population
just able to manage to survive.

The story does not end there. Since the division in the
economic sphere is based on race, it follows that this phenom
enon guides in every field 'the designers of laws and the
distributors of privilege. Race theories are articulated in
philosophies claiming to be "interpretations" of divine order.
As such then, for those who believe in them, the structure is
absolute and cannot be. modified or changed. without revolution.
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namely our emphasis on an African approach to the struggle
which has been paraded as racialism in reverse by the enemies
of the P.A.C.

Until about the time of the Sharpeville and Langa massacres,
the rest of the world had almost written off South Africa as a
hopeless prospect in the march of African liberation. Although
the torch of freedom continued to flicker faintly among the
country's oppressed people, they had been beaten into submis
sion to the point of virtually accepting their lot as completely
irredeemable.

CENTURIES OF HARSH White baasskap had conditioned large
numbers mentally or otherwise to accept their supposed inferio
rity as a Black race, and to put up with oppression as if it were
a natural state of life. Even that great badge of slavery in South
Africa-the pass book~had somewhat insinuated itself into
acceptance as part of God's scheme of things. The average
African and his pass-book had become inseparable; through
years of conditioning he had become a slave to the pass. He
dared not be found by the police without being in possession of
it. Such were the terrors of being found without a pass that
many thought nothing of risking their lives trying to rescue it
from the raging flames of a burning homestead. And there have
been some .tragedies in this respect.

This and other brutalities of the South African set-up in·stilled
soul-destroying fear in the African, fear of the White man as
the all- powerful lord master of life and death. This and other
forms of degradation destroyed in the African respect for him
self as a human being equal to any other. For example, when a
baby was born and neighbours as usual asked whether it was

(continued at top of next page)

Holders of such a faith refuse to believe in the capabilities of
the African. They take as a matter of faith that Africans are.
and were always, "primitive". Theirs is a stone-age world.
Nor does it seem thinkable to them that they have in the past
made contributions to world culture. These are dangerous ideas
and it is precisely on the basis of these ideas. that callous
practices are justified. To the whites an African is a child
designed in the scheme of things to remain in that state. As
such, therefore, those who hold power by divine right must be
kind to him, guide him in the incomprehensible and complicated
world conferred on those who are superior intellectually.

On the basis of this philosophy, economic power, political
power should be utilised by those who can best benefit by it.
Measures are taken to guarantee that objective reality of the
lives of white and black should, even for the ordinary man in
the street, confirm these theories. A belief of this nature leads
inevitably to the whole spate of pseudo-psychologies which

(continued at foot of next page)
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(continued from top of previous page)

handsome or not, it was not unusual for this answer to be given:
"Oh! What a handsome baby~it looks just like a European!"
Because of his colour any white man, even a hobo, inspired
reverence in the African.

On its coming into being the P.A.C. -immediately embarked
on a programme of intensive re-orientation. At the head as
President was a university lecturer and gifted orator, Mangaliso
Robert Sobukwe. With him and among his immediate col
leagues was Potlako Kitchener Leballo, who had the makings of
a bqrn army commander capable of rousing a beleaguered army.
Together with others they worked out the programme which
was aimed at attaining a mental and spiritual break-through
against fear and the state' of submissiveness into which the
people had' been beaten by centuries of political oppression,
economic exploitation and social degradation.

ONE OF THE MAIN OBJECTIVES was to restore to the African
confidence in themselves and inculcate self~reliance. It was not
enough to tell these -people that they could do things as well as
those who appointed themselves their superiors. They had to
rise and do things and so prove not so much to others as to
themselves that they could in fact do things. Just as important,
they had to divest th~mselves of fear, the -almost inexplicable
fear engendered by the power that was symbolised by the White
colour. By its very nature, such a programme had to be imple
mented by leaders who were themselves Africans. While there
were certainly other and more directly political considerations
that went into shaping the programme, yet just as fundamental
was the psychological factor.

(continued from foot of previous page)

under the academic umbrella set out to illustrate the mental
inferiority of the African.

As a result of this philosophy the most incredible phenom
enon takes place. The ruling whites are not only cut _off
physically from the African but also "spiritually". The locations
and reserves are to most whites areas in which live Kaffirs,
Natives, Bantu, etc. (thus designated as a definition of an inferior
breed of human beings). Knowledge of these areas peters out
from "experts" who claim to know the "Native mind". These
are sent out there as admmistrators, District -Commissioners or
given higher posts in the Ministry of Native or Bantu affairs.

Some, more independent than others, write books (taken, if
suitable, as standard books for administrators, etc.) or come out
from the dungeons Qf the shebeens to write knowledgeable
articles on the lives of the "Natives". Those ~'Natives" who
daily associate with whit.es at work are shadows who are at best
"John, the kwela player", "Maggie, the beauty queen who works
for us" or "John, who has been with us for 25 years" and is
given a watch as a present. .

THE NEW A'FRICAN I MA-RCH 1965

Where before there nad been the politics of protest, merely
protesting against this or that piece of injustice which came with
each repressive law flowing from Parliament, we were now to
demand things in a positive way. No longer were we merely to
plead for acceptance on sufferance, but the Whites were to be
told in a forthright way that the land did not belong to them
but, by right, to the Africans. The emphasis was to be placed
on the proposition that not only was it right but the duty of a
people to revolt against tyranny. Where before reigned the
fatalistic sense of impotence born of the apparent invincibility
of the adversary, the people were exhorted to rely for strength
on the justness of the cause. March, 1960, was the month
during which the first phase of this unfolding programme was
launched.

WHAT HAPPENED THEN AND SINCE, despite great set-backs, has
more than repaid the courage and vindicated the insight of the
P.A.C. _leadership. It has been a stirring interior revolution~

breaking asunder those mental chains and spiritual frontiers
which had for decades rendered the liberation struggle impotent.
Typical of the fearlessness with which the campaign was con
ducted was a declaration in the letter which the leader, Sobukwe,
wrote to the head of the South African police on the eve of
Sharpeville. He wrote: "-We are prepared to die for our libera
tion; but we are not yet ready to kill for it."

These things are now a matter of history. But I think I have
said enough to give readers a glimpse into the future, the not
too distant future. Unlike at Sharpeville, this time we shall not
be sitting ducks for South Africa's trigger-happy police. e

THE READER MAY WELL ASK what relevance is all this to the
revolt in S.A.? The fact of the matter is that the white ruler
having passed laws to confine the Africans, to circumscribe their
movements, to create Bantustans, and to back those laws with
military and police force believes that the story ends there. It
does not occur to him that the African has his own way of
interpreting his life. It does not occur to him that the very
John he kicks about is building up bitterness which even the
call to "respect for, t4e Bantu" cannot assuage. This is .the
white man's fools' paradise. The "agitators" who are seen not
only by the Afrikaner Nationalists, United Party, but also the
so-called Progressive and indeed some Liberals, are leaders ·who
have been nominated by their own people to artj,::ulate' their
views. In ,the present circumstances they are to take the task
of organising for a revolt that seems inevitable in face of the
intransigent white rulers. The description itself shows how far
wrong their diagnosis of the situation is. To this end they are
putting thousands of people in jail, executing those whom they
choose, on the basis of their own convenient morality, to call
murderers. All this, it is their fond hope, will scare off others


