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Will we
ever learn?

FOR OUR GUIDANCE there are dates and events in our history which
stand out as signposts in the twists and turns of our chequered
road. There was Blood River, and also other rivers and rivulets
which are all of a piece with our story of blood and misery, of
courage and heroic feats. From the Fish River to Blood River to
the Battle of Isandlwana.
The landing of Jan van Riebeeck at the Cape of Storms or
Good Hope in 1652 was symbolically as true an expression both
of despair and hope as anything so schizophrenic can be. It has been
a history of puzzling, often disconcerting contrasts.
In the same country, yet like total strangers, nlen have fought
and killed each other as implacable enemies in savage battles,
whilst their kith and kin fraternised, cohabiting with the women
of their foes for the multiplication of the human species. Hence
the It million people of Euro-African stock in South Africa today,
the socalledCape Coloureds.
The spread of missionary teachings of love and peace has
proceeded side by side with the "vreaking of hate and perturbation
in the wake of military conquest, whilst equally hostile whole
villages and sometimes regions have been subdued by a wave of
the Bible.
For three hundred and more years we h~ve lived side by side
in the same country, but not as people of the same country:
simply in the same country. Sometimes our feelings of patriotism
and our thoughts have overlapped, but they have only overlapped
and were never the same. Most of the tim-e they have conflicted.
All of the time we have been swept along parallel streams.
Not even our soul is ours any more. We have been taught
the meaning of treachery. We have been turned traitors, brother
against brother. There was Ngqika who betrayed Ndlambe to
his enemies for the prize of a few head of cattle, but in the
event lost not only these but also his own cattle and land to his
white" allies" against Ndlambe and Makhanda.
The descendants of Van Riebeeck did not know the meaning
of honour. By now they were the English, who had taken over
the Cape Colony. It was with the help of Ngqika, whom they
called Gaika, that their commandoes defeated the armies of
N dlambe and 'Makhanda, overrunning their lands and capturing
30,000 head of cattle. Yet they also took from Ngqika 3,000
square miles of fertile land for their own use.
~This is what a missionary had to say about the episode: "We
used Gaika as long as he served us. When he failed to conquer
Ndlambe we did so ourselves and then took Gaika's country."

:VE

HAVE SEEN (in the last article) how Dr. J. S. Moroka, having
Ignored calls by Anton Lembede and others for a boycott of the
Native Representative 'Council, realised too late how positively
dangerous was that sham institution. N gqika, too, realised too
late what false friends his" allies" had been. Yet, humiliated, he
still called them his " protectors."
He said: "When I look at the large piece of country which
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has been taken from me, I must say that, though protected, I am
rather oppressed by my protectors." Will we ever learn?
Of Ngqika's experience at the hands of his "protectors" one
may say exactly the same as Moroka said belatedly of the then
defunct NR'C: "It was a disgrace; tornfoolery out and out." But
there the comparison ends, for these are different periods.
For Ngqika as for Dr Moroka it was not for lack of wiser counsel
that he allowed himself to be hoodwinked. Time and again
N dlambe, his brother chief and fellow frontier fighter, had \varned
N gqika about the evil ways of the colonists. Both were senior chiefs
under King Hintsa, who was known as Paramount Chief to the
English historians of this time.
Ndlambe and Ngqika quarrelled constantly, and ultimately came
to a parting of the ways. Thus it was that Ndlambe tean1ed up with
Makhanda, great army com'mander, prophet and African statesman
of treasured memory, Robben Island's first V.I.P. (Very Important
Prisoner). Mangaliso Robert Sobukwe, President of the PanAfrikanist Congress, was to be the island's first V.I.P. in modem
times.
Referring to the war of 1818, in which the colonists with the
help of some of Ngqika's followers captured 23,000 head of cattle
from Xhosaland, Edward Roux says in Time Longer Than Rope:
"The question whether the whites or the blacks started a particular
war is usually a moot point, but in this case, the war of 1818"
there is no doubt that the whites were the aggressors."
This seems to me too much concern with detail in which the
fundamental truth is lost. The very purpose of white settlement
at the Cape made trouble inevitable between the settlers and the
African inhabitants who raised cattle and occupied land 011
which vegetables could be cultivated, both of which assets the
settlers needed to fulfil their mission: to settle and provide fresh
supplies to passing ships. Bartering cattle was not enough and so
they resorted to looting and armed wrenching.
Makhanda and Ndlambe make it crystal
clear who the aggressors were and, more important, they put their
thumb on the nature or this invasion from other lands beyond the
seas. "Following the tracks of their cattle" across the Fish River
Makhanda's troops sang:
To chase the white men from the earth
And drive them to the sea.
T he sea that cast them up at first
For AmaXhosa's curse and bane
Howls for the progeny she nursed
To swallow them again.
It was soon after this war that Makhanda, in a bid for peace,
approached the war lords for an accord. Instead he was sent to
Robben Island. It is not possible in the present study, which is not
a history, to have more than a few flashbacks. But the words of
the followers of the imprisoned~1akhandato the colonists are worth
recording:
"The war, British chiefs, is an unjust one. You are striving to
extirpate a people whom you forced to take up arms. When our
fathers and the fathers of the Boers [Dutch settlers of whom
the present Afrikaners are descendants] first settled in the Suurveld,
they dwelt together in peace. Their flocks grazed on the same
IN THEIR BATTLE SONG
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hills; their herdsmen s.moked together out of the same pipes; they
were brothers ... untIl the herds of the Xhosas increased so as to
make the hearts of the Boers sore. What those covetous men could
not get from our fathers for old buttons, they took by force ..."
The name ~a.k~anda was corrupted by settlers to Makana.
He created a rehgl?n and a god ~ho was supposed to be superior to
~e god of the whl~e people. TIXO (the Whites' God) was a mere
~~kosana (small chIef) compared with Dalidipu. Dalidipu's wife
had very long, pendent breasts; she resided in the reservoir of
heaven and bestowed rain at pleasure on the earth; when she turned
her face away from men, no rain fell."
Because he was left-handed Makhanda was nicknamed Nxele
by his people; hence the whites called him Makana the Left-handed
the latter b~ing what Nxele meant in the Xhosa language. Th~
Xhosa-speakIng people were the third language group with whoin
the settlers came into contact 011 landing at the Cape.
T~e firs.t tW? group~, were the Batwa peoples, " Bushmen ", and
Khol-KhoIn trIbes or Hottentots :J, as settler historians call them.
Both groups had been living in this southernmost tip of South
Africa long before Van Riebeeck set foot there, at least as long
ago as 1486 when Bartolomeu Dias came into contact with the
Khoi-Khoin tribe or 1497 when Vasco da Gama spotted both
these African tribes.
It was not as easy for the settlers to put to rout the Khoi-Khoins
as !hey did the Batwas.' who were later to resume and pursue the
re~lstance for a long tIme through guerrilla warfare. Apart from
raIds and encroachment on Batwa and Khoi-Khoin lands, the first
real war between the settlers and,.the African inhabitants took place
only five years after the first whIte settlement, and as usual it was
provoked by the settlers who coveted Khoi-Khoin land and cattle.
The second - fought on and off for 10 years - was waged against
Khoi-Khoin Chief Gonnema in 1673.
The myth ha~ long been ex~loded of socalled Bantu migration
fr?m the north Into South AfrIca at about the same time as Van
RIebeeck .landed at the Cape, and there is therefore no need to
belabour It here. In the same way as my African-ness was in the
South Afri~an context, den,ied by Verwoerd who preferred' to call
me Bantu In accordance WIth that myth, so is the African-ness of
the Batwas, set asi?e simply as Bushmen, and of the Khoi-Khoins.
It may be surmIsed that the latter were called Hottentots at first
t~e cli~k in ~heir language ,which is common amongst
because
the Ngunl trI~es, Incl~dIng the Xhosa- and Zulu-speaking people
of South. AfrIca.. T~lS common language quality, together with
geographIcal prOXImIty, suggests that the Khoi-Khoin tribe was
linked with the .mainstream,. of N guni-speaking people, especially
the Xhosas who lIved nearby 1n the eastern Cape.
I .have used the term merely for convenience, for there is
nothIng to suggest that, as a matter of historical fact Khoi-Khoi
~as ~ver rega~ded b~ the tribe itself as a description of their tribal
IdentIty. It IS pOSSIble that the description of themselves as
men of men., which is what the term means in the plural form,
was a reactIon, a retort, to counter insults' by the settlers who
regarde~ the tribe as inferior or sub-human. "Hottentot" was
to acqUIre usage as a term of contempt. Today "Hotnot " is
used contemptuously by the settlers in reference to people of mixed
Euro-Afri< an stock.
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" Every school in a developing country should be a 'workshop
for de.velopmen~ and ever~ student an agent of progress."
That IS the ~ehef. of ~atrIck van Rensburg, Principal and
co-founder, WIth hIS WIfe, of Swaneng Hill School, Serowe,
Botswana.
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HAT Swaneng Hill School should have grown from
, untouched bush in late 1962 to be a thriving and still
expanding secondary school, built largely by the voluntary
efforts of students, and the centre of a whole complex of
development proj ects is more than adequate proof that the
founders are correct in their belief. Proof, too, of the ability
and readiness of African youth, given the chance and knowhow, to play a full and very effective part in African development.
Perhaps one of -the finest achievements of the school is the
Youth Development Association in Serowe. This association
was !o.rmed. in conjunction with the Bamangwato Tribal
AdmInIstratIon to meet the need of many Primary School
leavers each year who can find neither work nor a place in
any secondary school and must either return to subsistence
farming or seek jobs in the Republic of South Africa.
The aim of the association is to help these youngsters to
help their own country. In exchange for food, two hours
daily tuition in school subjects and thorough training in a
trade or craft they undertake to work voluntarily on projects
of use to the co~unity for two years. When trained they
can work on contract and become self supporting. The two
first groups to be formed are already earning and a girls
group ~f gardeners, bakers and dressmakers is already selfsupportIng.
Drought has made the problem of Primary School leavers
even more acute as they cannot even return to parents' lands
when many are destitute after losing both crops and cattle.
Funds are desperately needed to form many more such
groups and to introduce new trades such as carpentry and
metal work. The approximate cost of training and starting
one group of aboul thirty is £500.
o
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ON VlANT is proud to have been associated with
Swaneng Hill School from the earliest days and with the
Youth Development Association since inception. Our great
wish now is to send a really handsome cheque to the Association as a gesture of goodwill from freedom lovers to
Independent Botswana.
,Will you help us to give effective proof of that goodwill
by your generous. contribution to this fund? No deductions
are made from any gift. Supporters will receive news letters.
Please specify For Youth - Botsw~na.
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RT. HON. JA~1ES GRIFFITHS P.C., C.R.) M.P.,
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HAV~NG ROUTED THE BATWAS

and almost exterminated the KhoiKhoIns (wh~t re~~ined of the latter disappeared into the main
Xhosa-speaking group), the settlers turned their' eyes further afield
for land and cattle. ,After many skirmishes with the Xhosas the
first of. a series' of Frontier Wars, known to settler historians not
unpredIc:rably. as the First Kaffi;r War; took place in 1779 west
of the FISh Rlver.
" Kaffir" !s.a term of c9ntempt, and means unbeliever. It is
used. euphemIstIcal1~ to .describe .these wars of plunder in the too
readIly accepted hIstorIcal verSIon' that these were encounters
between ~~ torch-bearers of civilisation and" savage hordes."
Thus It IS that on December 16 every year in South Africa one
of these enc?unters with marauding land-grabbers, kno~ as
Voortr~kke.rs In whose memory a monument has been erected in
Pretona, IS remembered by the whites. They gather at the
Voortrekker Monument and in the churches to pray and pay
homage to the trekkers.
On this "Day of the Covenant," previously known as "Dingan~'s Day," yet another hard-dying myth is perpetuated. On
varIOUS platforms and from the pulpits we are told how the forces
of light and civilisation finally overcame and destroyed barbarism
at the battle of Blood River, December 16 183-8 and made South
Africa for all time a fit and proper place f~r " G~d's chosen race"
to live in.
We are reminded, in this hate-filled mytholog , of all the battles
the Voortrekkers have fought to "bring civilisation " to our land.
They remember Blood River especially because so the mvth has
it, on this day the forces of light took revena~ for the d~ath of
one of their leaders and his men, said to haveo been killed treacherously by Dingane. Was Piet Retief killed treacherously as it is
so often alleged?
What honourable dealings could Dingane have had with these
men who had scoured the land like a pestilence of plunderers?
It was the same Retief who had hoodwinked a Basuto chief
Siko~yela, into three days' bondage by offering to demonstrat~
on hIm the use of handcuffs and, having thus bound the chief
ordered the rounding up of his cattle. Having heard of this and
having himself suffered great losses of cattle to the Voortrekker
t~ieves, ~inga~e ~ed Retief a~~ his party into a trap, thus giving
hI~ a pInch of hIS own medICIne, and repaid them for dastardly
CrImes of conquest.
Treachery, betrayal and downright robbery have characterised
White dealings with the Africans throughout southern Africa. Boer
and Briton alike have dealt deceitfully \vith these people who
from the beginning have offered them nothing but hospitality
and more hospitality. Rhodes traversed the length and breadth of
southern Africa with a heart of stone and a hatful of tricks as
Lobengula's descendants in Rhodesia know only too bitterly. '
But we have been trusting, childlike, too trusting. We fought in
the Anglo-Boer War at the turn of the century on the side of the
E~glish, in spite of all their beastliness and rapacity in their dealings
WIth the Makhandas, the Hintsas and so forth. They won the war
and then betrayed us in their peace treaty with the Boers at
Veree~iging, scene of the Sharpeville bloodbath of our day.
AgaIn they sold us down the drain at the founding of the Union
of South Africa in 1910. Still, in spite of all this, we fought on
the side of the King during the First World War, which broke out
while a "delegation from the South African Native Congress (the
African Nat~onal Congress of today) was in England pleading for an
audience with His Majesty about the grievances of "his subjects," as they continued to believe themselves to be.
Yet- another delegation sought in 1919 to petition the King.
This was at the end of a war in which we had taken part in the
belief that we \vere fighting in the defence of the British Empire
and for justice and freedom. In its memorial the SANC wrote:
"It is with painful regret that w~ remind Your Majesty that
these Victorian principles which our people associate with the high
ideals of the British Constitution have been departed from and in
the main· dishonoured and ignored by ¥ our Majesty's representative
Governments iin South Africa. We humbly"submit to Your' Most
Gracious Majesty- that the black inhabitants, of this land who are
Your Majesty's sQbjects, on account 'of their race, colour, language
and cre'ed, live under a veiled form of·slavery.'"
Nothing came of that. The Colonial Office was outraged by the
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refere~ce to slavery. The delegation were not even allowed to see

the King. We fought again on the side of justice and freedom
or so we ~elieved, during the Second World War. Nothing cam~
?f th~t, eIthe~. The youth of our land began to show growing
Impa.tlence WIth the trusting Old Guard in the ANC. Anton
MuzI~akhe Lembede came on to the scene [see the previous
article in this series] .
after his death, Lembede's ghost began to haunt
the "moderates". For opposing Lembede's non-collaboration
policy, which the Youth League continued to press on the ANC,
Dr Xuma was toppled as President-General at the 1949 conference.
By an overwhelming majority the conference adopted what came to
be known as the 1949 Programme of Action, which sounded the
death-knell of political collaboration with the White supremacists.
But the Youth League, apart from deposing Dr Xuma did little
else to ensure future implementation of the programme. They made
the. mistake of thinking the ANC only needed a programme of
actIon and all would be well, irrespective of what type its leaders
were. In the event, the programme was honoured more in the
breach, and the battle had to be fought all over again in the fifties.
But t~e Progra~me of A~tion represented a signal breakthrough
for the Ideas and Ideals whIch Lembede cherished. He is remembered as " the architect of African Nationalism" in South Africa.
One of the important factors which contributed to the breakthrough was the ascendance of a more rigid and crude form of
White supremacy in South Africa between Lembede's death and
the 1949 conference. The Malan Government came into power in
1948 with its unashamed baasskap apartheid policy, knocking down
many of the illusions Africans suffered about a peaceful settlement
of the South African question. By the time the ANC conference
took place, Malan had been in power for 18 months, and already
t~e outlook for the Afri~an was plainly seen to be very bleak indeed,
WIth a consequent declIne in influence of the" moderate" leaders.
But many of these leaders continued to hope for a return to
power of the United Party with its crypto-apartheid policy called
trusteeship or White leadership with justice, its gradualism-peddling
" liberals ". Ten years later - 1958 - some of those leaders were
still asking the people to try to influence the White electorate to
kick the Nats out, and help the UP in. This ambivalence in
political outlook militated against implementation of the 1949
Programme of Action.
No one could remain immune from the power of its philosophic
content, not even Dr Xuma who rejected the finished article in
1949. For it was at the same conference that he talked of the heroes
of Blood River. When the true history of the country was written
he said, Dingane and his men would not be shown " as murderer~
but as honest defenders of African freedom". Still, he rejected the
programme.
" By National Freedom," said the programme in its preamble,
"we mean freedom from white domination, and the attainment
of national independence. This implies the rejection of the conce~tions of seg:egation, apartheid, trllsteesh.ip or white leadership
whIch are all In one way or anorher motIvated by the idea of
white domination or domination of the whites over the blacks.
Like all people, the African people claim the right of selfdetermination."
Was this perhaps too much" embarrassment" for the so-called
"friends of the Natives"? Or was it because the programme envisaged action unbefitting a " res'ponsible Native leader "?
The programme enjoined the ANC to work for" The abolition
of all differential political institutions, the boycotting of which we
accept, and to undertake a campaign to educate our people on this
issue, and 'in addition to employ the following weapons: immediate
and active boycott, strike, civil disobedience, non-eo-operation and
such other means as may bring about the accomplishment and
realisation of our aspirations."
,
By. BI~od River standards, .this w~s immeasurably puny action.
Its rejectIon by one who had Just claImed Blood River as a source
of .inspirati~n, should have made Dingane turn in his grave. But
theIr were many at the conference who were yet to emerge worthier
of Dingane's mantle, and to join the galaxy of our national
heroes.
ONLY TWO YEARS
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