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Searchlight South Africa is an independent Socialist journal 
focussed on Southern Africa, but mindful of the broader world 
context. Searchlight South Africa will offer analyses from a 
critical Marxist standpoint, and will open its pages to debate on 
the central issues affecting the country. There will be place for 
articles on political economy, politics, and history, and for 
literary criticism and book reviews. 

The editors have differing views on events inside South 
Africa, and this needs no apology. There is need for debate, and 
for informed discussion on the many problems that face South 
Africa. But whatever our differences we are agreed that the 
struggle in South Africa is for socialism, and that the working 
class will form the vanguard in the movement to transform the 
country. The struggle is against capital, and in leading the 
forces that must replace the existing system by a socialist 
democracy, the working class will remove the oppressive 
regime, colour discrimination and class exploitation. We 
believe that our role in this struggle is not to dictate, nor to lay 
down the rules by which the struggle must be pursued. Rather, 
we see ourselves as engaged in a dialogue with those working 
for change, and to this end we will carry surveys and offer 
analyses that deepen an understanding of the forces at work in 
the country. We will discuss socialist theory, and show that 
events in South Africa are part of the wider struggle against 
capital, all ultimately aimed at building an international 
socialist commonwealth. 

The problems that have to be faced in reaching an 
understanding of the role of the working class face are legion. 
We have to confront the issues of nationalism, of religion, of 
racial domination and ethnic parochialism, and provide 
meaningful answers: we also have to remove all traces of 
Stalinism from the struggle, since this poison makes a mockery 
of ail that the revolution aspires to, 

We have a central view of positions we wish to defend, but only 
honest debate will allow us to understand on events as they 
unfold. For this we will offer not only articles on contemporary 



issues, but also on problems inside the history of struggle in 
South Africa, together with repr ints of socialist writings t ha t 
appeared in earlier publications. We need to regain our past , 
recognize the difficulties faced by earlier socialist th inkers , 
and unders tand their contributions in terms of the situation in 
which they found themselves. Only by absorbing the lessons 
they had to learn will we find the means to deepen our own 
unders tanding of the issues faced by socialists in South Africa 
today. 
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Editorial 1 

INTRODUCING OURSELVES 
Continuity and Discontinuity on the Left 

Our readers might be puzzled by the illustration on our cover. 
What possible relevance could a flysheet for municipal 
elections in 1915 have for South Africa in September 1988? 
Furthermore, what was the International Socialist League 
(ISL), and who were these candidates? 

To the new generation of revolutionaries the names David 
Ivon Jones and Sidney Bunting probably mean nothing. What 
happened during the early days of the socialist movement in 
South Africa is known to only a few students or workers. Yet, the 
South African left has a long and proud record —• even if there 
were times when the early socialists were grievously wrong in 
their interpretation of South African conditions. 

The left before the first World War brought together the trade 
union tradition of Europe, and the small, mainly emigre groups 
that carried to South Africa the ideologies of socialist groups in 
Europe. The Jews of eastern Europe adhered in the main to the 
Bund, and their concern seemed to have been focussed largely 
on what was happening in Tsarist Russia; but a few 
immigrants came to South Africa as adherents of the Bolshevik 
party. It also seems likely from fragmentary information about 
the newspapers received in the country that persons of Italian 
and German origin were adherents of socialist groups in the 
countries of their origin. Yet class struggles in South Africa, 
and in particular, the clash between (white) miners and the 
Chamber of Mines, gave rise to syndicalist and socialist groups 
rooted in South African conditions. 

There are few colonial countries of the time that can boast of 
socialists as committed as Olive Schreiner, champion of the 
workers and an ardent feminist; or of 'Pickhandle' Mary 
Fitzgerald who led the workers against mounted police 
(wielding pickhandles against a vicious local constabulary). 
And there were few centres in which the working class stood so 
valiantly against mineowners and government in a series of 
strikes, culminating in the general strikes of July 1913 and 
January 1914. 

Being South Africa, the struggles of pre-war days were 
divided along the colour line. This does not make them any less 
part of the history of the working class, even if racial division 
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weakened the impact of their campaigns and widened the gap 
between white and black workers. We have cause to celebrate 
the campaigns and strikes of 1913: the struggle by Free State 
women against the passes; the refusal of labourers to work at the 
Jaggersfontein diamond mine after the assault on, and death of, 
one of their comrades; and the mass strike of Indian indentured 
labourers in the coal mines and the sugar plantations. 

In 1915, during the First World War a group of men and 
women inside the all-white Labour Party declared their 
opposition to the government and the wyar it was fighting. These 
socialists called for the organization of black and white 
workers to struggle for the overthrow of the government and the 
establishment of a socialist society; and were amongst the first 
in the world to call for the establishment of a new International 
to oppose the imperialist war. 

Jones and Bunting, the two candidates whose photos are 
included on our cover, were particularly important in the 
history of socialism in South Africa. They were the first to call 
for the organization of black workers — at a time when trade 
unions were exclusively white, and the Labour Party believed in 
an apartheid which would remove all blacks from the towns. 
And it was Jones and Bunting, inside the International 
Socialist League, who took the lead in forming the first black 
trade union movement, the Industrial Workers of Africa. 

The ISL was small, and faced persecution at the hands of the 
police, the soldiers and young rowdies. Members were 
assaulted, and then prosecuted for having caused the affray by 
distributing leaflets, or voicing their ideas. Despite this, they 
persevered, laid the foundation of the Communist Party of South 
Africa (CPSA) in 1921, affiliated to the Communist 
International (or Comintern) and called for a socialist South 
Africa. 

In the early days of the communist movement, debates were 
conducted in public and printed in the party press, and in the 
process party members were educated. The later stultification 
that came in the era of Stalinism was unknown, and none was 
afraid to voice an opinion. The degeneration of the Comintern 
led to a clamp on open discussion, and members were expected to 
change course when so directed from above. The main attribute 
of a communist became the ability to mouth the latest slogan 
from Moscow, sing praise to Stalin and condemn all who dared 
to criticize the 'leaders'. Many members who found this 
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intolerable dropped out of politics in disgust: a few joined with 
the Left Opposition in South Africa. Their history has yet to be 
told. 

We repr in t some of the wri t ings of Jones , and a debate 
conducted between Bunting and Jones in 1919 on the roles of 
black and white workers in the struggle for socialism in South 
Africa. These a rgumen t s were to influence par ty members 
during the Rand Revolt of 1922, and the faulty arguments of the 
time had a profound effect on the future of the CPSA. 

Alongside these documents we include an appraisal of Cecil 
F rank Glass, one of the first left oppositionist in the country. 
Glass was a founding member and leading official of the CPSA, 
and with his comrades sought clarification on the forces capable 
of t ransforming South Africa. His analysis of the Bulhoek 
massacre and other writings will be published in later issues of 
our journal , bu t like others he mis-read the role of the white 
workers in South Africa. However, Glass was a dedicated 
revolutionary, and he worked his way through the problems he 
confronted, finding his way to the working class s truggle 
wherever he went. In the early 1930s he was posted to China as a 
press correspondent, and he was horrified by what he saw of 
Kuomin tang bru ta l i ty . The Kuomintang ' s use of cr iminal 
gangs to destroy the workers' movement has echoes today in the 
use of vigilante gangs to suppress the struggle in South Africa, 
but in the 1920s and early 1930s this was not yet a feature of South 
African police methods. But there was a parallel with events in 
South Africa in the Comintern 's demand t h a t the Chinese 
communists collaborate with their own bourgeoisie and middle 
class in the 'bloc of four c lasses ' and s u r r e n d e r the i r 
organizat ional independence. Following orders from Moscow 
they worked as loyal members of the Kuomintang. Glass 
witnessed the continued massacre of working class cadres by 
the Kuomintang and their criminal associates, and he joined 
with a small group of Chinese revolutionaries who tried to 
r e c o n s t r u c t t h e w o r k i n g c l a s s m o v e m e n t . T h e 
in te rna t iona l i sm of Glass was in the best t radi t ion of the 
Marxist movement, and we pay tribute to him by telling par t of 
his story in these pages. 

As we have indicated, the Moscow connection in the 1920s and 
1930s led to t ragedy for members of the CPSA. Leading 
members , who had devoted their lives to the struggle, were 
hounded out of the par ty . Nobody was safe from these 
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inquisitors, and an entire generation of communists was 
vilified and expelled. The first black general secretary of the 
CPSA, Albert Nzula, died mysteriously in the USSR, and an 
account of his demise is told as a logical conclusion of the 
critique of George Padmore, the black functionary of the 
Comintern before he later became the leading champion of Pan 
Africanism. Now that a monument to the victims of Stalin is to 
be erected in Moscow — as if that will restore them to life — we 
can ask: will the names of the South African victims be added to 
the list? 

The story of revolutionary endeavour in South Africa is one of 
sharp discontinuities. Breaks because of police harassment, 
and also because revolutionaries became disillusioned in wh&t 
they saw or heard of Stalin's Russia; breaks because people just 
became tired and lost hope; or breaks because it was easier to 
live comfortably without struggle. There were also those who 
found it easier to join with nationalists — whather black or 
white, and there were the traitors who accepted the pieeil of 
silver offered them by the police. As a result, fresh generations 
had to learn anew, and the debates of tha past were forgotten. The 
lessons that should have been learnt were lost. 

In the period of Stalinism the Marxist tradition was rupturidL 
Obedience to Comintern directives replaced Marxist thought, 
and slogans were tossed about by groups whose only concern 
was to curry favour from Stalin's henchmen, There was no 
advancement of general theories and every ^omrid i ' W8S 
required to bow to the words of the leading clique in Moscow, 
Nor was there any place for serious and sustained study of local 
conditions. Marxism as a science ceased to exist or gave way to 
opportunism and falsification. 

What Remains? 

There has been a paucity of Marxist thinkers in South Africa, 
despite the fact that socialists like Jones had a perception of local 
and world events that went far beyond that of most of his 
contemporaries. The foundation he built stood the early 
communists in good stead, but with the defeat of the German 
working class after 1919, and the successive failures in China, 
Spain and elsewhere, revolutionary optimism gave way to 
cynicism. Attempts were made to reopen the old debates by the 
Trotskyists, and some notable writing appeared in journals 
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like Spark (1935-9). Copies were not easily available in South 
Africa when war broke out, and many small groups started all 
over again, seeking theories tha t would inform them about the 
complex problems confronting revolutionary groups. 

One of our aims will be to relocate documents tha t have stood 
the test of time, even if their conclusions are debatable, and offer 
them to serious s tudents of conditions in South Africa. In so 
doing, we believe tha t we will advance our understanding of the 
problems tha t beset revolutionaries today. Star t ing in No.2 we 
will reproduce i tems from Spark and provide an appraisal of 
some of its contributors. 

What then are the problems that have to be addressed? Firstly, 
we mus t offer an analysis of capital ist re lat ions in South 
Africa. We mus t trace its development in the country, and 
examine the role of gold (the money commodity) in the evolution 
of the country since 1886/7. Start ing in the 1880s as a backward 
outpost of world capital penetration, South Africa witnessed a 
devasta t ing war and then emerged as a united country, still 
backward in many of its inst i tut ions, but placed at the very 
centre of world capital is t re la t ions . Wri t ing in 1922 from 
Moscow in the Communist International, Ivon Jones s tated 
correctly: 

The gold mining industry of the Rand has been described as 
the fulcrum of world capital. Twenty years ago the old Boer 
republics became an obstacle to the Chamber of Mines, and the 
whole British army was requisitioned to blow them out of 
existence. 

Some of these t ru ths have had to be rediscovered, but have not 
been advanced with Ivon Jones's polemical thrust , and without 
spelling out the consequences. Jones did not necessarily draw 
the correct conclusions from his analysis, still believing tha t 
the white workers would be the force capable and willing to 
overthrow capital, but his overall perceptions were lost in the 
bleak period that followed the defeat of the white workers in 1922. 
In fact his article on the 1922 strike seems to have been forgotten. 
It will be reprinted in a later issue. 

An analysis of capitalism in South Africa must allow for a 
discussion of the role of racial discrimination as a factor in 
capital accumulation, in the development of a local bourgeoisie, 
in the industrialization of the country and in the splitting of the 
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working class along colour lines. In presenting this discussion 
we believe that our contributors have new things to say — but, as 
we said in an initial letter when we announced the launching of 
Searchlight South Africa, we will open our pages to informed 
debate on these topics. Only such discussion can allow for a 
clarification of these issues that seem to vex so many analysts of 
South Africa. Our only fear is that some readers will not 
respond to our challenges, and will stay silent. If that is indeed 
the case, then once again there will be discontinuity in the 
development of socialist theory, and that can only be to the 
detriment of those who are struggling to establish an 
independent socialist movement inside South Africa. 

A Socialist Movement in South Africa 

We do not underestimate the difficulty of building a 
revolutionary socialist party in South Africa. The Communist 
Party has already laid its 'claim' to being that party, and we 
have little doubt that they will follow the old Stalinist path and 
endeavour to stop any other group performing that task. Their 
cleaving to the Freedom Charter, their manipulation of the 
nationalist movement and political capitulation to it can only 
mean that they will oppose and sabotage any move towards 
socialism in South Africa. Once again they follow slavishly in 
the footsteps of Moscow, and they will back the USSR moves at 
'disengagement' — not in the interests of the working class, but 
as the satraps of Gorbachev's disengagement from Asia, Africa, 
and Latin America. 

There is nothing to indicate that the Stalinists have changed 
their methods. They will use every means to remove any rivals, 
and will sabotage any movement they cannot control. But the 
SACP is only one of several forces that revolutionary groups 
have had to confront. Trade unionists and members of 
opposition groups fell victim of brutal 'necklacing' gangs 
during the uprising of 1984-87, and many militants were 
murdered in the vicious infighting between Buthelezi's Inkatha 
and the UDF. There can be no excuse for these fatalities, and yet 
they are only the inverse side to the oppressive machinery of the 
South African state. It will be the duty of revolutionary groups to 
protect their members —- both from the Stalinists and the 
nationalists as well as the army (with its policy of 'total 
strategy'), the police force and its counter insurgency policy, the 
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vigilante gangs, and the state's Joint Management Boards, all 
combining to smash any threat to capital's supremacy in South 
Africa. 

The threat of physical destruction is real and must be 
confronted be the revolutionary movement. At the same time it 
must also be stressed that the greatest obstacle to the formation of 
revolutionary movement is the lack of Marxist training in 
South Africa. Although it is obvious that the bannings make it 
difficult to obtain many books, this obstacle can be overcome. 
Yet, there is little evidence that those who call themselves 
socialists have made a serious study of the original Marxist 
texts. We search in vain among the writings coming out of 
South Africa for evidence that there has been a serious study of 
either Capital or of the Grundrisse. Those who write from the left 
fall prey to 'instant fashions' coming out of Europe or America. 
Articles can be dated from references to Poulantzas, Althusser 
or Gramsci; quotations seem to be inserted as a substitute for 
theory, and the employment of words like 'dialectics' and 
'essence' are often no more than a cover for loose thinking. 

We fear that the paucity of theory among those who are 
struggling must act as a break on any assault on the state. We 
do not doubt the bravery of those who face the authorities and 
their armed forces, but bravery is not enough. There has to be 
clarity on objectives, and clarity on methods. There has got to be 
serious consideration of what is required, and critical appraisal 
of those movements that claim to offer leadership. Without 
theory struggle is blind, and by the same token, theory without 
struggle is empty. 

We believe that three principles must guide the working class 
in formulating its strategy. Firstly, that the working class is the 
universal class, and that only this class can provide the 
struggle with the social force needed to usher in socialism. Only 
the workers can lead the rest of the population towards the 
seizure of power, and the creation of a socialist society in which 
the primary aim will be to abolish all class differences. No 
other class is capable of providing a lead in the struggle to 
transform society, and only the working class is capable of 
putting an end to all discrimination. 

Secondly, we believe that in this era of decaying capital it is 
essential that revolutionaries understand the laws of motion of 
society — and that dialectics be understood as providing the key 
to such movement. Only then will the working class grasp the 
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nature of the enemies it confronts. Alongside the open 
repression used by the state, the ruling class will engage in 
phoney negotiations, in order to find a willing set of 
collaborators with whom, or through whom, it can continue to 
govern. As long as there is no organized working class force 
capable of challenging the state, the bourgeoisie will be able to 
manoeuvre without restraint, and frustrate moves to restructure 
South Africa. 

Thirdly, we believe that the struggle is not and cannot be 
confined to South Africa alone. Socialism can only exist as an 
international system, and talk of socialism in one district, one 
region, or even one country, is doomed to failure. However 
bravely the liberation movements fought in territories 
neighbouring South Africa, they could not transform their 
societies. They were always beholden to the superpowers — and 
always at their mercy. By the same token we believe that 
irrespective of the merits of SWAPO (and we have yet to see a 
meaningful programme for reconstructing Namibia) and no 
matter how long it battles on, there can be no economic 
independence for this impoverished society, and no social 
change, until there is complete emancipation in South Africa. 

The centrality of the working class as the force for change 
must determine the policy of all who have not lost faith in 
socialism. We reject the disillusioned voices of those who once 
believed that there was socialism in the eastern bloc, and now 
warn against working class leadership. It therefore came as no 
surprise to read Gavin Williams's declaration in 
Transformation, No.6, that: 

The experiences of socialist countries, which are today facing 
more severe economic and political crises than their capitalist 
counterparts, suggests that we need to be more cautious, and 
more critical before advancing socialism as a slogan and 
counterpoising it to nationalist and democratic demands. 

Indeed, if there was socialism in the USSR, or in eastern 
Europe, or China (and what about Cuba, Nicaragua, Ethiopia, 
and so on?), we would have to pause. But was there socialism in 
the USSR where the workers were stripped of all power, where the 
economy is in a mess and there is talk of reintroducing market 
forces and unemployment, and where the rulers — led by Stalin 
— could wipe out millions of men, women, and children, and 
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have all Lenin's comrades condemned to death as Nazi agents? 
Was there socialism in China, where people could be ruthlessly 
exterminated for holding views contrary to that of the 
leadership? And where is the socialism in Ethiopia which 
oppresses the Eritrean people? or the socialism of other statelets 
which claim that title? 

The meaning of socialism must be examined afresh, 
particularly now that it is clear that there was never such a 
system in Europe or Asia, and certainly not in Africa or Latin 
America. In presenting a profile of Padmore, mentor of Kwame 
Nkrumah of Ghana (how many of the younger generation in 
South Africa even remember his name?), we have begun the 
long task of opening up the meaning of real transformation in 
the former colonial world, and showing that change can not 
become effective until there is a link between the struggles of the 
former colonial world with that of the workers of Europe, Asia, 
and the USA. 

Each country will face its own unique problems, and in South 
Africa we must envisage attempts at stifling our struggle from 
across the world. When Ivon Jones spoke of the gold industry as 
being 'the fulcrum of world capital', he was also warning the 
South African workers that they faced the combined might of 
world capital, prepared to fight for the control of the gold supply. 
That must make the struggle in South Africa more bitter than 
elsewhere, and make the South African revolution the fulcrum 
of the world struggle for socialism. 

The Position Now 

We have used the language of struggle in this introduction, 
because it is unreal to speak of South Africa since 1984 without 
absorbing the experience of four years of bitter fights, in the 
factories and mines, in the townships, and in the countryside. 
Whether the focus was wages, or rents, or schooling, there has 
been continuous upsurge across the country. The demands have 
been for control of the township administration, for a living 
wage and the right to organize, for an end to phoney (or indeed 
no) representation in government. The struggles have been 
conducted by youth groups, by community organizations, by 
student councils, by trade unions and by political groupings. 

But the struggle has not had an effective leadership, or a 
strategy. In fact groups have fought each other and struggled for 
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local supremacy, in the trade unions, the townships, the squatter 
camps, and the so-called Homelands. The newspapers have 
been littered with the names of groups, small and large, which 
a s s u m e d some p rominence locally or na t i ona l l y : t h e 
'comrades ' ; the Youth Congress; the UDF and Azapo; the 
Inkatha movement and the ANC; t rade unions and trade union 
federa t ions . 

The struggle which should lead to clear cut political and class 
al ignments have been muddied by the vague populist leanings 
of so many of the movements, with their catch-all policies. We 
are in favour of a united struggle against oppression, but must 
i n s i s t t h a t t he worke r s m a i n t a i n t he i r o rgan iza t iona l 
independence . Unification on an all-class bas is can only 
confuse issues, and open the way to middle class control. We 
believe tha t the middle class — and they are the ones who control 
Inkatha, and the ANC/UDF, the PAC and Azapo — lack a social 
programme tha t can bring meaningful change for the people. 
Indeed this class would rather unleash sectional fights (Inkatha 
vs the UDF; Azapo vs the UDF, and so on) and use the necklace 
or the knobkerrie to settle accounts with opponents. 

Yet, despite our belief tha t socialism will only be won through 
revolution, we cannot continue to call, in season and out, for 
s tr ikes, for boycotts and for revolts. In the present period of 
downturn, such calls can only exhaus t the people, and false 
slogans (as in the summons to make townships ungovernable) 
can only lead to defeat and disil lusionment. There are t imes 
when a responsible leadership mus t know how to call on the 
people for restraint, so tha t they can regain their strength for the 
next confrontation. Without sur render ing the r ight to go into 
bat t le when the people rise again, i t is essential the correct 
transit ional slogans be advanced after a defeat, or in a period of 
relative political quiet. 

It seems tha t the correct slogan in the present period would be 
for the convening of a C o n s t i t u e n t Assembly, a t which 
represen ta t ives from town and country , from factories and 
communities, from young and old, mee t to put forward their 
demands . This is not an a l t e rna t ive to struggle, nor will it 
produce the socialist society we demand. In fact, there must be 
no illusion tha t the ruling class will allow such a gathering: but 
by raising the slogan now it might be possible to stop secret 
discussions behind the backs of the people, and prevent a sell out 
by sections of the nationalist or t rade union movement. 
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For the same reason we believe tha t it is time the workers 
called on the ANC to stop its senseless campaign of bombing. 
The atrocities perpetrated by the police and the army must not be 
repeated by those who claim tha t their objective is freedom. 
Ins tead of advancing the s t ruggle, the activit ies of these 
guerr i l las only distract from serious campaigning. But even 
more impor tant , socialism has never been won through the 
ac t iv i t ies of guer r i l l a a rmies . Only the mobil izat ion of 
workers, who will learn how to wield guns, when the t ime 
comes, can achieve a socialist society. If we cannot learn from 
the failures of the struggles in Viet Nam, Cambodia, and even 
China, we will have learnt nothing, and will only leave it to 
future generations of Gavin Williams (if such is to be our fate) 
to bemoan the failure of the new 'socialist states'. 

Searchlight South Africa 

In deciding to launch this new journal, we hope to carry forward 
and further the work of those journals tha t raised the message of 
revolution in the past. Our success will depend on our ability to 
analyse issues as they arise, and provide meaningful answers 
to those who are struggling inside South Africa. The response 
we received from fr iends who sent us dona t ions and 
subscriptions, and promised us articles in the future, means that 
we can be certain of producing several issues. We t rus t tha t as 
more contributions arrive we will be able to ensure a long life 
But to be meaningful in our analyses we need writers who can 
spotlight the major problems as the}' emerge in the southern par t 
of the continent of Africa. Our current issue was put together by 
a few writers, and for this we believe we owe our readers some 
apology. We do not mean to hog the pages of Searchlight South 
Africa, although we will be around to have our say. We are in 
the hands of our potential contributors, and we believe tha t they 
will not be silent. Only in this way can we hope to offer a way 
forward. 
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PERESTROIKA A LA 
P.W.BOTHA 
Brian Oswin 

[Note: In compiling this report several books and articles were 
consulted. Some are listed at the end of the article. I have 
borrowed freely from these sources, but have given my own 
interpretation. The use of the word perestroika, or recon
struction, borrowed from the Russian, is not fortuitous.] 

Botha's Economic Package 

At the opening of Parliament in Cape Town in 1988, P.W. Botha 
announced an economic package to 'reconstruct' South Africa's 
economy, and reverse the depression that was said to have 
affected the country since 1969. Its net effect, if implemented, 
will be to dismantle the extensive state holdings in key sectors 
of the economy. There is an irony in having these measures 
proposed by a Nationalist president, because it was these 
government controls of the economy that were used initially to 
advance 'Afrikaner' financial interests. 

The new economic measures won the approval of all sections 
of big business (English, Afrikaner, Indian and other) and 
bound finance capital and the government closer together. It is 
in the interest of capital that the programme is carried out, and 
this will require the continued rule of the Botha government. 
For this it is necessary that the black working class be pacified, 
and that the right wing Conservative Party be contained. 
Pacification of the blacks and containment of the whites are 
complementary processes, but unable to influence the latter, 
capital will engage the ANC and the black trade unions in 
discussions and negotiations. We have little doubt that capital 
will find its Judases inside the trade unions — and if it does, the 
struggle will be set back for years to come. 

It is quite obvious why South African capital is so delighted 
with Botha's package. Their British counterparts were equally 
pleased with the same policy as carried out by the British 
government. State assets have been stripped and handed over at 
a discount to private monopolies (absurdly described as 
'privatisation'); state expenditure has been cut by reducing the 
work force; and salaries and wages in the public services have 
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been frozen. Furthermore, capital expenditure in the 
government sector has been pruned, purchase taxes increased, 
and private companies are to take over and control toll roads. 

For the finance houses, from the Anglo American Corporation 
downward, vast new possibilities have opened up. Over and 
above their acquisition of firms and banks (including 
Barclays) unloaded to meet the demands of sanctions 
campaigners, they will end the day with control of electricity 
(Escom), the railways and harbours, the metal industry (Iscor), 
the gas supply, the post office, the Industrial Development 
Corporation and so on. Furthermore, the slashing of public 
expenditure should limit the rising tax demands, and that too 
pleases big business. 

Although South Africa is not noted for its 'social welfare' or 
state funded provisions, the wage freeze will inevitably lead to 
staff shortages and cuts in health services, education, transport 
systems (both road and rail), and in government services and 
local amenities. Only the police, the prisons, and armed forces 
will benefit. 

Half a million white workers (one-third of all whites in 
employment) are in the public sector, and the wage freeze, which 
takes no account of inflation, will lower their standard of living 
considerably. The new measures will move them ever further to 
the right, and they will find their way to the Conservative Party 
and the neo-fascist Afrikaner Resistance Movement, or AWB. 

The black trade unions have until now opposed the new 
measures, saying that there would be increased unemployment, 
with more workers walking the streets, if not forced out of the 
towns. The effect on the living standards of whites pales into 
insignificance against the impact on blacks. In 1986 there were 
almost one million black workers employed in the public sector 
of the economy — twice as many as in the mining industry. 
Although the upper sector of the civil service (all white) will get 
their annual increments, this does not apply to blacks, and they 
face either redundancy or a lowered standard of living, with 
inflation for the lower income groups running at 17.5% (and 
food at 25%). 

Nor is there any respite for the black middle class. The Botha 
government needs the political support of the white middle class, 
and this precludes any significant advance by their black 
counterparts. There will be no basic change in the political 
structure of the country. Even the 'concessions' made to black 
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b u s i n e s s e n t e r p r i s e s (once cons idered cen t r a l to t h e 
stabilization of the country) are confined to Group Areas, as are 
the activities of the black petty bourgeoisie. 

What Is This ^Reconstruct ion? 

In seeking the cause of South Africa's economic decline there is 
little sense in pointing to the extended drought — from 1982 
extending to 1986 in some regions — even if this did deepen the 
crisis. From 1976 (just before the Soweto revolt) the country went 
into recessions, with a negative growth rate , and there was a 
0.1% recorded growth through 1977. Manufacturing output (in 
volume terms) fell in 1977, and there was a massive capital 
outflow. There was a balance of payment problem, and inflation 
was soaring. This can only be ascribed to the spending boom in 
South Africa tha t was only met by massive imports. There had 
always been large scale imports into South Africa, both of 
consumer and producer goods — but there was nothing to match 
the spending spree t ha t followed the floating of the gold price 
between 1971 and 1973, and the concurrent credit boom in the 
west . The massive expansion of the consumer marke t in 
America and Europe was designed to postpone the inevitable 
depression: in South Africa the same drive only led to increased 
inflation and a balance of payments crisis. 

Faced with an economy tha t needed immediate stimulation in 
the early 1980s, the government embarked on a disastrous fiscal 
policy. First and foremost the government erred in its belief tha t 
the price of gold t h a t had risen (since 1971) would continue 
rising, when in fact it had passed its peak price early in 1980 (in 
the region of $800 an ounce) and tumbled to below $400. When the 
gold price was rising to its peak, government spending, luxury 
imports, and consumption rose dramatically. Money borrowed 
abroad on the premiss of a continued rise in gold prices left the 
country saddled with debts it could not afford. Secondly, the 
lifting of controls on the currency in 1983 allowed market forces 
to determine the value of the Rand, opening it to external 
p ressures (economic and political) and a massive fall in its 
exchange rate. This pushed up the cost of imports still further 
and led to galloping inflation. The favoured remedy by some 
economists, was to cut government spending — the very cure 
tha t is now eating into, if not destroying, the livelihood of so 
m a n y . 



Perestroika 15 

In mid-1984 the value of the Rand had fallen by over 25% to 
about 60 USA cents, and most businesses with large overseas 
debts lost heavily, because few had insured against such a 
contingency. When the government responded by raising taxes 
and interest rates (in August 1984), business went into even 
steeper decline and foreign investment dried up. 

The economic problem cannot be dissociated from the political 
struggles that were shaking the country. International 
investors, ever sensitive to regional 'upsets/ moved their capital 
whenever and wherever there were signs of local instability. 
Capital was moved out of South Africa when the Nationalists 
came to power in 1948, and there were withdrawals of capital 
after Sharpeville, after Soweto, and after the rent riots of 1984. 
The 'answer' to the more recent riots was the military's 'total 
strategy,' aimed at mobilising the (white) population against 
internal revolt. Not without reason, it was claimed that the 
strategy would preserve the 'system of free enterprise'. 

Foreign investors were not convinced. The Rand continued 
on its downward spiral and dropped to below 35 USA cents in 
July 1986. Yet, although it was hoped that this (favourable) 
exchange rate would boost exports, this did not happen to any 
great extent. The few who did benefit were the mining houses 
producing minerals for which there was a continued demand on 
the world market: gold, platinum, coal and diamonds, and 
strategic metals like chromium. In 1985 alone the value of 
exports from the mining industry rose by a massive 36%. 

It seems unnecessary here to add that the drop in living 
standards, rising unemployment, and the increased charge for 
amenities (from rent through transport) led to a new wave of 
boycotts, strikes, and political protests. Precisely what factors 
generated specific complaints is not easily discernible, but the 
political 'solutions' proposed by Botha's government, in 
particular the new tricameral constitution, only worsened the 
situation. Each new outburst of violence — from the black 
communities or work force, or from the army and police force — 
increased the difficulties in raising foreign loans, and led to a 
further drop in foreign investment. In August 1985 the 
government was forced to suspend that repayment of foreign 
loans, and announced that only interest would be paid. Only the 
intervention of Swiss banker Fritz Leutwiler in February 1986 
prevented the government being placed under even greater 
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pressure — and the banks abroad agreed to the extension of the 
moratorium in March 1986. 

The epicentre of the crisis was not in South Africa, but in the 
recession that was affecting the world at large. There had been 
obvious economic difficulties across the Atlantic, extending 
back to the sharp inflationary rise of 1971 to 1979; followed by the 
impact of two sharp rises in oil prices in 1979 and 1987. There 
was a general world-wide drop in production, and a defaulting 
on loan repayments by Mexico and other states. To stave off 
depression the US found 'Reaganomics,: that is, debt funded 
production financed by foreign capital, and state spending on 
arms and 'star-wars' programmes. Consumerism gripped the 
money markets, credit cards 'bought the world', and share 
prices rose out of all proportion to actual production figures. The 
'Yuppies' became well recognised figures, and speculation and 
fraud marched hand in hand in the share market. It could not 
last. The more obvious 'inside dealers' were exposed, and then, 
when the TDubble' burst in October 1987, share prices collapsed. 

There was a rash of ready excuses during this period: oil price 
rises, inflation and indebtedness of 'third world' countries, the 
collapse of world commodity prices, and so on. But how absurd to 
ascribe the collapse to such secondary matters. The depression 
was predicted long before these issues came to the fore, and 
theorists had shown that the crash arose from within the 
structure of capital. For capital to survive and thrive, 
accumulation must be continuous — and when the rate of profit 
falters or falls such accumulation grinds to a halt. During the 
post war decades capital found outlets in which the rate of profit 
even seemed to be rising, mainly because capital was diverted to 
areas of highly exploited labour. 

Industry shifted increasingly to regions outside Europe, and 
in Britain and elsewhere manufacturing industries were 
allowed to decline, and their place taken by service industries. 
The centre of manufacture had shifted, and Japan, Korea, 
Taiwan, and elsewhere became the new producers of value. 
Capital from the west eschewed industry, and was prefer
entially invested in currency markets, in servicing, in real 
estate, or in finance houses. Manufacturing was a poor last in 
most cases, and this was the real crisis in the west. 
Consequently, there were crises in the balances of payments, 
creditor countries went into debt, and many former colonial 
countries were unable to repay their debts. There were new 
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crises in the metropolitan countries as local goods were 
undercut by imports from Asia (and in particular Japan) and 
this led to threats of protectionism and tariff wars. 

Nonetheless, South Africa was cushioned. Because the price of 
gold has risen far faster than the value of the dollar has fallen, 
the gold producers made enormous profits, and the royalties and 
taxes accruing to the state from gold has allowed South Africa to 
repay some of its debts (following the debacle of 1986). This only 
affected one section of the population, and while the black 
communities battled with falling real wages, the speculators 
and money changers profited. There was a boom on the 
Johannesburg stock exchange, and consumer spending rose 
dramatically. The Rand continued its decline, inflation went 
unchecked, and in desperation there was a new clamp down on 
imports and on currency exchange in August 1988. 

Political Consequences of the Crisis 

Like Gorbachev in the USSR, Botha has seen the need, desperate 
in its urgency, to get the economy functioning. Unlike 
Gorbachev Botha has not needed to question the use of market 
forces, because he has always been committed to the defence of 
capitalism. Also unlike Gorbachev there will be no attempt to 
appeal to glasnost (or openness of comment): because the South 
African regime is sealed to those who offer real alternatives. 

It is doubtful whether there can be real perestroika (or 
reconstruction) in the USSR, and glasnost will always be 
partial under the present regime in that country. However, 
despite the obvious differences between the two regimes, and the 
different positions they occupy in world power struggles, there is 
a need in both countries to revive their respective economies. My 
aim in this article is to turn the Searchlight on South Africa, but 
that cannot ignore parallels with other countries — nor view the 
issues in South Africa as unique. 

The problem facing the USSR in trying to mobilise its 
economy, lies in the ability to secure the co-operation of the work 
force in particular, and the population in general. But if this 
involves the reintroduction of market forces, the conditions of 
the Soviet working class must be bleak — because they then face 
the prospect of unemployment; the end of subsidised housing, 
transport, and basic foods; and a reduction, if not elimination, 
of social services. The position in South Africa is obviously 
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different. Market forces prevail, unemployment is rife, there 
are few subsidised facilities, and social welfare services are 
sparse. The so-called move by Botha and his government to 
political 'reforms' is predicated by the need to win some support 
from a population that has been thoroughly alienated. The 
question posed by the new economic package is whether it can 
win more support than previous policies provided. 

The inevitable reduction of social welfare provisions that 
flows from the Botha package must antagonise ever larger 
sections of the white petty bourgeoisie and working class. They 
will turn in larger numbers to the Conservative party, and 
become the main opposition force in the white parliament. Their 
strength will be bolstered by the support they win from the police 
force and army. Without large scale funding from big capital, 
this force cannot take effective power — but in the event of a 
deepening crisis, and fears of black political gains, they could 
secure the backing of sections of capital, and the balance of 
forces could be changed dramatically. 

The black population will suffer even greater hardship from 
the new proposals. Their fragile standard of living, much of it 
only won after intensive trade union struggle, will be eroded by 
inflation and will make new struggles imperative. The 
workers will need to recognise that this is the real limit to 
Svorkerism', and that capitalist relations of production have to 
be overthrown. At the same time, there must be increased 
tension in the townships as higher rents are extracted — and the 
rent boycott is brought under control, and transport costs 
increase. Once again, it is not possible to surmise where the 
flash point will be found: in the factories? in the schools where 
conditions will deteriorate? over rents? in the attempts to restore 
the authority of community councils? in the imposition of new 
political institutions? or even in the eruption of some new riot in 
the wake of an accident in deteriorating transport services? 
Whatever the issue over which a struggle (or struggles) erupt, 
behind it there will be the worsening living conditions of a 
population that must cry out: 'We have had enough!' 

It is not possible to read the thoughts of government ministers 
— but it must not be thought that they act mindlessly. They are 
aware of the reaction that must follow the economic measures 
they have now set out, and it is this that has led to the measures to 
proscribe the activities of eighteen political organizations, and 
introduce legislation to curtail the actions of trade unions. The 
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restrictions placed on community and industrial organizations 
are prophylactic, as well as being a sop to the right wing 
electorate. 

South Africa will continue to act as the predatory force, 
striking against neighbouring regimes in order to destabilize 
them — and obviously to protect its system against potential 
enemies. But its position depends as much on foreign power 
struggles, as on its own resources. The end-game being played 
out between the USA and the USSR over flashpoints in Asia and 
Latin America also affects southern Africa. In the horse 
dealing now taking place, in which the Russian 'threat' will be 
seen as receding, South Africa will appear less important as the 
'bastion against communism'. Yet, it is a country which still 
supplies a substantial part of the west's gold supply, and stands 
firm as a proponent of capitalism. 

Economic and political pressures will be exerted on the 
government to force those minimal concessions that will 
provide greater stability, and ensure the safety of capital. 
Whether this can succeed must be the focus of another article in 
which the absurdity of sanctions is considered. What is clear is 
that the next phase of the country's development will depend on a 
mix of local tensions and foreign concerns — and in this, the 
attempt to get the country out of its economic difficulties must 
play a central part. Foreign capital is not unaware of the 
delicacy of the situation in South Africa, and its every move will 
be directed at maintaining the hegemony of capital. The 
working class movement must keep this firmly in mind in 
determining its policies. 

Sources consulted include: 
Terence Moll, 'Mishap or Crisis? The Apartheid Economy's 
Record in Historical Perspective', unpublished seminar paper, 
1988; Duncan Innes, 'Freezing Wages — and Reform', Work in 
Progress, No 52, March 1988; Michael Mann, 'The Giant Stirs: 
South African Business in the Age of Reform', in Philip 
Frankel, et al (eds), State Resistance and Change in South 
Africa, Croom Helm, 1988; Jesmond Blumenfeld, 'Economy 
Under Siege' in J. Blumenfeld (ed.) South Africa in Crisis, 
Croom Helm, 1987; Race Relations Survey, 1986. 
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NEVER QUIET ON THE 
WESTERN FRONT: ANGOLA, 
NAMIBIA, SOUTH AFRICA, 
AND THE BIG POWERS 
Brian MacLellan 

Talks in London, Brazzaville, and Cairo, talks in New York 
and Geneva; talks in which government representatives from 
America, Cuba, South Africa and Angola met to decide what 
deal could (or could not) be imposed on the peoples of Angola and 
Namibia. In this backroom diplomacy, from which all but a few 
were excluded, the powers tha t be bargained over 
disengagement in Angola, and 'freedom for Namibia'. While 
this charade was being played out predatory South African 
forces swept across the Angolan countryside, killing thousands 
of innocent peasants, and only stopped when they faced severe 
casualties in their own ranks. In Namibia, where a cease fire 
had not been discussed, South African soldiers terrorised, and 
continue to terrorise, the population of Ovamboland. 

There is little information about what was actually said at the 
talks, but that is of little importance. The negotiations that 
actually mattered did not take place in London, nor 
Brazzaville, nor Cairo, nor in New York or Geneva: those that 
did matter took place in private, between representatives of the 
two super-powers — the USA and the USSR — and of this there 
has been a blanket silence. What has still to be disclosed are the 
contents of the largely unpublicized meetings between Chester 
Crocker, the latter day Kissinger, and the Soviet deputy foreign 
minister, Anatoly Adamishin. But what is known is that the 
USSR, whose disengagement from the major scenes of conflict 
lies behind the sudden eruption of 'peace', did not have any 
delegates at the cross-continental conferences. Only when 
details of the bargaining over Afghanistan, Viet Nam, Korea 
and Cambodia, are disclosed, will the truth emerge on what was 
decided for southern Africa. 

In examining the talks over Angola and Namibia, one issue 
is beyond doubt: the USSR has been forced by near economic 
collapse to withdraw its forces from the major global 
flashpoints. The USA on the other hand has conceded little, and 
has either strengthened its strategic and/or its economic 
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position in Asia, or has found a means to re-enter positions from 
which it was driven so ignominiously at the end of the Viet Nam 
w a r . 

Although the situation can only be understood in global terms, 
the concern in this article is the conflict on the South African 
borders. In this thirteen year war, fought on the fields of Angola 
and Namibia, the super-powers have had little concern for the 
local i nhab i t an t s . The war t h a t ha s been waged in these 
terr i tories has been viewed in te rms of super-power logistics, 
with the USSR (and i ts Cuban allies) l ining up behind a 
government t h a t has lit t le popular support — and the USA 
together with South Africa (and China at one stage) manip
ulating, if not controlling, the tribal army of UNITA in their bid 
to control the mineral rich Angolan countryside. 

Any solution other than tha t imposed by the two super-powers 
is not possible, although the two junior partners in the conflict — 
Cuba and South Africa — can be used to ensure tha t the fighting 
does not cease. Chester Crocker has announced tha t the 'civil 
war' in Angola is not covered by the talks, and Pretoria has said 
t h a t it will continue to mainta in security in Namibia with its 
a rmed forces. Also, both these mini-powers have their own 
pretensions in the region. Cuba, which has provided the troops to 
support the Angolan (MPLA) government, seeking a sphere of 
influence, and possibly some reward from the oil rich Angolan 
state; South Africa with its control of Angolan diamonds, and 
its own search for strategic minerals . More than this, South 
Africa sees itself as the regional super-power and is prepared to 
defy the USA in its bid for local supremacy. 

The Angolan government, as one of the aggrieved part ies, is 
represented a t the talks, bu t its presence can only conceal its 
weakness. I ts main resources are controlled by American and 
South African mult inat ionals , and after the exhausting war — 
and its indebtedness as a resul t of tha t war — the government 
will become the pawn of the super powers. For the Namibian 
people, over whom the war has been ostensibly fought, there is no 
place at the talks. They are the pawns of the pawns, and SWAPO 
(the South West African People's Organisation), which claims 
to represent the Namibian peoples will undoubtedly become the 
puppet government of the South African regime —- or suffer the 
fate t h a t overtook the governments of Lesotho and Swaziland. 
The immediate victor has been the South African regime, which 
will continue its domination of the sub-continent, assist in the 
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subversion of Angola (if that should be necessary) and 
maintain its hegemony throughout the region. 

To claim that the foreign powers have no right to talk about the 
fate of small nations would be naive in this era of super-power 
politics. This is the 'reality' dictated by the mega-powers, and 
this manipulation of the smaller nations will only cease when a 
working class movement emerges, freed of the cloak of 
Stalinism, and able to raise again the banner of socialism. This 
is a harsh message that must be repeated until the workers in the 
dependencies learn that their fate is connected with the world 
wide struggle for socialism. The alternative, as is once again 
demonstrated by these perambulating talks in London/ 
Brazzaville/Cairo/New York/Geneva is that years of struggle 
are brought to nought by the Chester Crockers, Castros, 
Gorbachevs, and Bothas. 

While the talks went on, and for the foreseeable future, men, 
women and children have been dying in Namibia and Angola. 
More than that, people are being murdered in the regions that lie 
on the borders of South Africa. With a cynicism that belies any 
intention of surrendering power in any of the regions it 
controls, South Africa sends its agents into the 'Front Line 
Sta tes / sabotaging or destroying almost at will. And to 
underline its killing power, foreign minister Pik Botha has 
now openly disclosed that South Africa has (or can make) the 
atom bomb. 

The South Africans were present at the talks, but it must not be 
thought that terms were agreed to lightly by Pretoria. As long as 
the South Africans were victorious in the battlefields of Angola, 
they were unwilling to concede an inch. It was only because the 
South African army and its UNITA satraps were locked in 
indecisive battle against the armed forces of Angola, SWAPO 
and the Cuban forces, that 'peace' talks were agreed to. 

The Battles in Angola 

This is the second time that the South African army has been 
stopped in Angola. On the first occasion, soon after the fall of the 
Portuguese colonial administration, and the assumption of 
power by the MPLA government, South African forces swept 
across Angola. On that occasion they were forced to retreat when 
the US dithered, and withdrew its support. Now, once again, the 
South Africans were stopped in its assault on Cuito Cuanavale. 
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The South African army lost air supremacy, and suffered its 
first serious (white) casualties. Furthermore, by the beginning 
of June, columns of the Angolan army (FAPLA) had moved to 
within ten miles of the Namibian border, and Cuban planes 
were used to bomb Calueque. 

Such large movements of troops and armour in support of the 
Angolan government has required logistical regroupment, and 
the South Africans bought time by agreeing to talks. The UNITA 
forces, whose supply route to South Africa (through Namibia) 
was threatened, had to be relocated to bases near Zaire, where 
they would have access to US supplies with which to re-open the 
offensive — and threaten the oil wells of Cabinda. 

The role of Zaire has become increasingly apparent since 
early 1986. The government of Mobuto Sese Seko has been 
accorded a pivotal position in the struggle by the USA. Zaire's 
supposed independence of foreign rule makes any 
manoeuvering less vulnerable to OAU criticism. Through the 
Zairian connection, UNITA can expect highly sophisticated 
military equipment to take control of the skies over all Angola. 
The long history of military involvement in the Congo stretches 
back to its war-time extraction of uranium, and its direct 
military operations in the early 1960s. The US maintained its 
connection with Zaire, and the joint US/Zairian military 
exercises held during April-May 1988 was the outcome of two 
years of careful and secret preparation by the US, for the 
building of its main basef for military intervention in the sub
continent of Africa, 

The Exercise In Detente' 

South Africa has now announced that it is withdrawing its 
troops from Angola. Nothing is said about restitution for the 
thousands murdered in the fighting, nor for the material 
damage inflicted on the southern half of Angola. Nor should it 
be believed that this is an end to the war. What has altered has 
been the nature of the fighting. The South Africans will now 
operate as they have done in Mozambique after the Nkomati 
accord. There will be support for 'rebel' forces; raids in 'hot 
pursuit'; commando groups operating covertly to destroy 
'enemy' positions inside Angola 

All this will undoubtedly be criticised at the UN, and the 
super-powers will weep crocodile tears — but this will only be a 
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front, behind which the USA will continue its aid for UNITA, 
and the region will remain the plaything of the western powers. 
This can be the only result of the secret talks between Crocker 
and Adamishin. In later issues of Searchlight South Africa we 
will provide fuller details of some of the wheeler-dealer deals 
for establishing an American sphere of influence throughout the 
region, with South Africa as the junior partner. That will 
include a survey of the many business deals struck directly 
between the USSR and South Africa over diamonds and gold, 
and the reputed talks over a number of issues between Moscow 
and Pretoria — all neatly covered in the west by the barrage of 
'anti-communist ' propaganda from the South African 
government. 

What is instructive, in terms of current talks, was Crocker's 
attempts to convene a meeting in early 1988, during a lull in the 
battle for Cuito Cuanavale. South Africa's Pik Botha refused to 
attend, ostensibly because UNITA would not be represented at 
the meeting. Yet, within four months, the top South African 
foreign ministry official, Neil van Heerden, himself a veteran 
of supply operations for the rebel anti-government force, the 
MNR in Mozambique and of the Nkomati agreement, was in 
London for the first round of four party talks over Angola and 
Namibia 

What pressures (or promises) were made to the South Africans 
to produce this change of heart? Was it indeed the casualties 
suffered by the SADF, or was it perhaps that there has been some 
weariness with the war that has led to new thinking by sections 
of the armed forces in Pretoria? 

For the first time in their history, the South Africans have had 
to arm significant numbers of blacks for the war in Angola/ 
Namibia. The men recruited for the army, like soldiers 
everywhere, probably had little thought of the political implic
ations of becoming involved in a war. The understanding was 
soon forced on them that they were just cannon fodder for 
Pretoria's grand designs on Cuito Cuanavale. The situation 
was cogently described in the International Institute for 
Strategic Studies, in its annual Strategic Survey published in 
May 1988: 

[no longer] can the SADF leadership be confident that its 
ethnic Namibian units, which make up some two-thirds of its 
forces in Namibia, will engage effectively in conventional 
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warfare. In October 1987 members of the 101 (Kaokoland) and 
202 (Kavango) battalions rebelled after being deployed into 
Angola to defend UNITA against regular Angolan forces. 
These were the first such incidents reported amongst black 
units, which had previously been deployed on counter-
insurgency operations against SWAPO. South African 
officials, while denying reports of a mutiny by hundreds of 
black soldiers, acknowledged that 47 members of one 
battalion had been discharged, and that 27 members of the 
other had protested about the way they were being treated 
(pp. 194-5). 

Resister, the journal of the Committee on South African War 
Resistance, puts the number of mutineers rather higher — 400 in 
the 101 Battalion alone. Quoting other sources, it said that 
nearly 100 soldiers were dismissed as a result of mutinies. In 
December 1987, Resister drew one conclusion: 

When SWATF [South West African Territorial Force] troops 
refuse to fight, white national servicemen will be put into the 
front line. And they might have to go in without air cover — 
the Air Force cannot afford to lose more Mirages, which are 
irreplaceable because of the arms embargo. 

It would be wrong to read too much into an event about which 
there is scant information, but the authorities must have been 
more concerned about the impact of mutinies, small as they 
were, than the loss of military hardware. The South African 
army, and with it, the entire authority of the state, would face a 
serious crisis if discontent among the troops got out of hand. 

Equally significant has been the 48 hour stay-away by 
Namibian workers, in response to the call from the National 
Union of Namibian Workers: firstly, in support of the school 
students who have been demanding the removal of South 
African military bases near schools in Ovamboland; secondly, 
for an end to the deployment of the counter-insurgency unit 
Koevoet [Crowbar] in the townships; and thirdly, the release of 
all detainees. 

The issue is closely related to the military situation, with 
soldiers accused of abducting youth (either to force them to serve 
in the army, or to exact revenge on the least protected part of the 
population in retaliation for SWAPO attacks), and to the 
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positioning of Koevoet forces designed to suppress discontent 
throughout the region. 

School strikes started in March, when 700 students are 
reported to have gone home after a military raid on their school. 
Claiming that there can be no safety until the military camps 
were relocated, the youth have refused to return to the classroom. 
This won the support of their parents, and other students 
followed. By June, some 50,000 students were away from school, 
and the strike called by the unions was the next step in the 
campaign against army control. 

This was a historic move by the workers, and although there 
can be little chance that their protest will be heeded, this must 
have demonstrated to all but the blind, that the civilian 
population has reached the end of its tether. 

What Next? 

Despite the encouraging news that soldiers, workers and the 
youth have taken steps to show their displeasure with the 
situation, there can be few illusions that the South African 
government will tamely withdraw. They might prefer 
'peaceful' control, and they might wish to withdraw their troops 
— but they will only be moved by massive pressures, or if they 
can a formula which will allow them to retain control on their 
north-western border. Nor have we any faith in the Moscow 
summit. Here too, the small territories are no more than pawns 
in the hands of the 'grand-masters'. They are to be manipulated 
and sacrificed in the end-game play. 

There was a time, not long back, when some observers on the 
so-called left still proclaimed their faith in the Soviet Union as 
the champion of liberation. To believe that the Stalinist 
machine, used so effectively in eastern Europe as an 
instrument of counter-revolution, could act as a liberating force 
is laughable. We doubt whether there are many such people left. 
That might lead to the biggest advance yet achieved: at least the 
workers will have understood that they have to rely on their own 
resources. But there are still illusions about the advances that 
must come when 'national liberation' is achieved. 

No crystal ball is needed to predict what the future holds for 
Angola. Even if it was assured of peace it would face vast 
problems in restoring its economy, repaying its debts, and 
restoring its infra-structure. But it is not assured of peace. In 
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fact the civil war will be intensified, and with the South African 
withdrawal, attention will no longer be focussed on this 
territory. The USA can get on with its covert war in order to 
secure for itself a completely compliant government — unless 
that is, the MPLA government is willing to accept the mantle of 
subordination. 

But it is the question of Namibia that seems to befuddle most 
observers. Taking their cue from SWAPO spokesmen the 
supporters of 'liberation' all look forward to the great tomorrow 
when Namibia will be free. There is still no certainty that the 
South African government will allow free elections in 
Namibia, and no certainty that a popularly elected government 
will be allowed to govern. 

If, however, South Africa does surrender formal control of 
Namibia, it is not possible to envisage this territory as a viable 
independent state. With a population of less than one million, 
without its own port, with a poorly developed transport system, 
with a mainly subsistence rural economy, and without the 
capital to develop its mineral resources, the economic future of 
Namibia is bleak. The only current sources of employment are 
in the hands of white farmers, or the multi-national 
corporations that have ruthlessly depleted the mineral stock 
over the past two decades. In fact Namibia cannot survive 
without large scale yearly subsidies, and in most respects it can 
be no more than a vast Bantustan, beholden to the South African 
government for its revenue and for its very existence. Pretoria 
is only too aware of the problems that this territory will face if it 
ever secures 'independence/ and it is only because in the past it 
has been easier to hold onto the territory, and maintain its 
policing against potential enemies, that it did not surrender its 
formal hold. 
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DEATH OF A REVOLUTIONARY 
FRANK GLASS/LI FU-JEN/ 
JOHN LIANG 1901-1988 
Baruch Hirson 

Frank Glass, revolutionary activist, writer and scholar, died in 
Los Angeles on 21 March 1988, four days before his 87th 
birthday. Better known to international audiences as Li Fu-jen, 
or John Liang, he worked on three continents, and in each one 
was a central revolutionary figure. He was a foundation 
member of the Communist Party of South Africa (CPSA); a 
member of the Executive of the Communist League in China; 
and on the editorial board of the Militant, the premier Trotskyist 
paper in the USA. Always a revolutionary, he lived three full 
lives; as pioneer and militant in South Africa; as publicist and 
organizer in China; and as writer and teacher in America. 

Frank Glass, a founder of the CPSA is barely remembered in 
South Africa, having been largely ignored, if not expunged, 
from the histories of the working class movement. Yet during 
his stay in South Africa (having arrived as a boy in 1911) he 
played a leading role in the foundation and organization of the 
CPSA and then in the first black trade union in the country, the 
Industrial and Commercial Workers Union of Africa, or ICU. 
One of the first revolutionaries in South Africa to join the ranks 
of the left opposition, he went to China in 1930 and from 1933 
worked with the Communist League of China (Trotskyist). 

Frank Glass preferred not to talk about himself, claiming that 
his own personal doings were not relevant to an understanding 
of the workers' struggle. Yet Glass was the youngest delegate at 
the conference in 1921 at which it was decided to launch the 
CPSA, he served on the Central Executive, and was assistant 
secretary and acting editor of its paper, before he left the party. 
Nonetheless, he is largely ignored in Stalinist accounts, or 
presented in the worst possible light. Even the factors that led to 
his resignation are fudged, and this conceals a little known 
episode in the history of the communist movement. 

Like many early pioneers, and not a few who followed, Glass 
had to make difficult decisions on the nature of the working 
class in South Africa, and following from this, had to decide on 
where best a revolutionary could work in South Africa. In the 
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process he made mistakes, and he erred with most early 
socialists on several issues. But they pale into insignificance 
when balanced against his achievements, and in presenting 
this appraisal I think he would have preferred to have the record 
as it was, and not sanitised to make him a superman. Frank 
Glass was a revolutionary, and worked through the problems he 
faced, making corrections as he proceeded. We can agree or 
disagree with his conclusions, but can only admire the 
revolutionary zeal with which he tackled each new problem. 

Glass was a member of the Industrial Socialist League (InSL) 
in Cape Town (c.1918), a group which published the Bolshevik, 
and the first to adopt the name Communist Party of South 
Africa. The InSL called for the class struggle, the complete 
overthrow of capitalism, the dictatorship of the proletariat, a 
soviet system, affiliation to the Communist International, and 
mass action by the workers as a means of seizing power. The 
InSL established close links with the Johannesburg based 
International Socialist League (ISL), led by David Ivon Jones, 
S.P. Bunting and W.H. Andrews, but opposed participation in 
electoral politics. In this they found allies in Johannesburg, 
with whom to launch their communist party. The InSL, like the 
ISL, was non-racist, and called for the organization of all 
workers in one unified movement. 

After a period of negotiations, several groups agreed to accept 
the 21 points of the Communist International and joined together 
to form the United Communist Party of South Africa. Frank 
Glass and four others could not accept the provision that the party 
participate in political (i.e. electoral) activity, and broke away 
to form the Communist Propaganda Group in April 1921. This 
was still a hangover from the strong syndicalist tendency of the 
pre-war days, and was not at that time based on opposition to 
participation in all-white government institutions. That 
decision to boycott such bodies only emerged in South Africa 
during the early 1940s, and was accepted then mainly by groups 
that had some connection with the Trotskyist movement. 

In May 1921, 190 Israelites, (the name chosen by a chiliastic 
black church group) were massacred by troops at Bulhoek, near 
Queenstown in the eastern Cape. It was an unpardonable action 
perpetrated by the Smuts government, and when four members 
of the United CPSA protested, and were arrested and charged, 
members of the Propaganda Group showed their solidarity by 
participating in joint meetings and dissolving their group. In 
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August 1921 the small groups merged to form the official 
Communist Party of South Africa, and Frank was one of the 
four Cape delegates at the conference. 

Frank Glass soon emerged as a leading member of the CPSA, 
and was secretary of the Cape Town branch in 1922. That was 
the year of the miners' strike on the Witwatersrand, which 
erupted into revolt and only ended when Smuts used aeroplanes 
to bomb the main mining areas. Caught in the dilemma of 
supporting workers who were in conflict with the mineowners, 
and the anti-black action of a sizable section of the white 
working class, he sided with the majority (near-unanimous) 
view of the party which claimed that the miners were striking in 
defense of living standards and not for the colour bar. This was 
a concession to racism by the CPSA and Glass erred with the 
party. 

The rightward swing in the CPSA was extended when the 
party, in conformity with Comintern policy, accepted the need 
for the United Front tactic, and in 1923 applied for affiliation to 
the South African Labour Party (SALP). This went counter to the 
early principles on which the ISL had been based, particularly 
as the SALP was an exclusively white party, which prided itself 
on being the first to have called for the complete segregation of 
the country, the repatriation of all Africans to the Reserves and 
of Indians to the Indian continent. Although rejected in 1923, the 
issue was raised again inside the CPSA in December 1924, 
although by this time the Labour Party was allied with the 
Nationalist Party in the Pact Government. Frank, now a full 
time organizer in the CPSA, and its business administrator, 
was the main spokesman in favour of renewing the application 
to affiliate. He was reported in the Star (26 February 1925) as 
saying that: 

I believe that the Communist Party in South Africa as in other 
English speaking countries is faced with two alternatives — 
either it must become an integral part of the whole labour 
movement . . . or remain a small propaganda sect, isolated 
and possessing no decisive vote. 

This time the resolution was narrowly defeated and Frank 
Glass resigned from the executive committee of the party. 

There appears to be three factors that led to the application to 
join the SALP. Firstly, there was Lenin's advice to the British 
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communists that they should affiliate to the Labour Party, in 
order to win the organised working class away from the social 
democrats. The small communist parties in Australia, South 
Africa and possibly elsewhere, discussed the issue, and the 
CPSA opted for the tactic. W.H. Andrews and Glass based their 
argument on Lenin's advice when they spoke at the CPSA 
conference in 1924. Secondly, the small groups were isolated, 
and this was particularly the case in South Africa after the 
disastrous conclusion of the mineworkers' strike of 1922. 
Everyone in the CPSA recognised this, and it led many of them 
to support the vote for affiliation. A third factor that reinforced 
this thinking came from the letter written by Ivon Jones, dying 
in a sanatorium in Yalta, to W.H. Andrews. In this letter Jones 
suggested that the CPSA be dissolved temporarily and that 
communists regain their position among workers via the trade 
unions. Meanwhile, a nucleus should publish a journal and 
through this protect the interests of the black workers. He also 
urged the South African communists to establish a book shop. 
Jones's advice seems to have been followed by Glass, and this is 
borne out in one of his last reminiscences just a few weeks 
before his death. In answer to questions I asked in a letter, Glass 
said that he could remember little of the events in South Africa, 
and then remarked on the fact that Andrews used to read Jones's 
letters to him, and these were always filled with optimism over 
the future of socialism. 

In March 1924, on the second anniversary of the general 
strike, Glass wrote in the International, saying that the revolt 
would ever be remembered as one of the most glorious episodes 
in the proletarian struggle in South Africa, if not, indeed, of the 
world. It is indelibly stamped on the pages of universal 
working-class history as is, for instance, the Paris Commune of 
the year 1871. As with the Paris workers in that year, so in 1922 
did the workers of this country receive their first real baptism of 
fire and blood. 

Thus far his article on the strike echoed many of the views 
expressed by Jones, who said in an appraisal {Communist 
International, 1922) that the strike was 'the first great armed 
revolt of the workers on any scale in the British Empire'. Jones 
went further, voicing criticism of the racist attacks on blacks, 
but claiming that these were isolated events and exaggerated by 
the press. Glass said nothing on this issue, but claimed that 
'Alone of all Labour organisations, the Communist Party 
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justified and defended the heroic workers of the Rand', and he 
contrasted this with the Labourite and trade union leaders who 
dissociated themselves from the events of March 1922, and said, 
"'You shouldn't have gone so far'". 

Andrews and Glass withdrew from the Central Executive in 
December 1924, but it is not known whether they formally 
resigned from the CPSA. Both the Simons and Roux (in his 
biography of Bunting, p.68) say that Glass left the CPSA. 
Furthermore according to Roux, Glass left the party 
immediately after the conference, and then made a statement 
during an interview to the Star that Africans could not 
appreciate the noble ideas of communism. I searched through 
the Star to find this interview, but could not find it. However, 
there was a letter signed by Roux, as General Secretary of the 
CPSA, on 4 March 1925, written in response to press reports. He 
said that neither Andrews nor Glass had left the party, and that 
Glass had resigned as treasurer because of pressure of trade 
union work. It is possible that this letter was itself only a half-
truth, to cover an uncomfortable position, but Roux's subsequent 
ascription of racist statements to Glass seem to be less than a 
half-truth. 

After the December conference many members of the CPSA 
drifted away and were not heard of again. But Glass was 
secretary of the Witwatersrand Tailors' Association and 
together with Andrews played a prominent part in the white 
trade union movement. On 27 March the Star, claiming that the 
communists had captured control of the trade union movement, 
carried the news that Andrews had been elected secretary, and 
Glass teasurer, of the trade union federation, the S.A. 
Association of Employees' Organizations. 

Frank Glass's subsequent political activities are not clear. He 
might have joined the SALP (which communists were allowed to 
do, on an individual basis). However, he would have been 
isolated there after the events at the March trade union 
conference. Creswell, the SALP leader and Minister of Labour 
in the Nationalist-Labour Pact government, sought support for 
his Wages Bill and his proposed Emergency Powers Bill at the 
assembly. Glass moved the motion repudiating the latter, and 
only an amendment to postpone the introduction of the 
legislation for a year, which got overwhelming support, stopped 
the complete rejection of the Bill. 
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It was at this conference that Fanny Klenerman made her 
mark for the second time that year. She had already achieved 
some notoriety in the conservative press, for moving a 
resolution at the SALP conference in December 1924, calling for 
the restructuring of the Defence Force on democratic lines (Star 
editorials, 5 January, 13 January). She raised the issue again at 
the trade union conference in March, and only because she was 
persuaded to withdraw the motion, to save many delegates the 
embarassment of voting on the issue, was the matter dropped. If 
Frank Glass and Fanny Klenerman had not known of each 
other previously, they were bound to have noticed each other 
here. Within twenty months they were to be married. 

Both Frank and Fanny were fully occupied with trade union 
work, Fanny with the South African Woman Workers Union, 
comprising sweetworkers, waitresses and other women 
workers. She also joined the CPSA at some stage, but seemed to 
have been an opposition voice almost from the beginning. 
Frank never resumed active work in the party, but we know that 
he moved from a position of leadership in the white trade unions 
to a precarious position in the major African trade union 
movement — the Industrial and Commercial Workers Union of 
Africa. In September 1925 he and Andrews appeared on an ICU 
platform, and successfully called for support for the British 
seamen who had walked off the ships in protest against a wage 
cut. This appears to have been the prelude to a change in Frank 
Glass's appraisal of the working class in South Africa. 

The industrialization of South Africa had barely begun in the 
early 1920s when the ICU was launched. After participating in a 
dock strike the new union spread out, to become a broad general 
workers union under Clements Kadalie, with a claimed 
enrolment of 150,000. Members were recruited mainly in the 
African townships and also in the countryside. Many of its 
organizers joined the CPSA and party leaders (including 
Bunting) spoke at its meetings. At the end of 1926 the 
communists were arbitrarily expelled, and although the 
reasons are still unclear, it seems that this was partly because 
the ICU leadership feared an impending criticisms of financial 
irregularities, and partly because white liberals exerted 
pressure on the leaders to remove all communists from office. 
ICU leaders were also accused by members of the CPSA of 
resorting to crude racism in their attacks on the white 
communists. The ICU leaders' counter-claim was that 
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communists were overbearing and were prying into the 
internal affairs of the organization. 

It consequently came as a surprise when Glass (later the 
liberal's bete noire) was asked to audit the union's accounts, and 
prepare a financial statement, as required by the Department of 
Labour. Kadalie also wanted Glass appointed as financial 
secretary of the ICU, but because of opposition to a white 
occupying the post, he was only appointed in a temporary 
capacity until an English adviser (himself obviously white) 
arrived. It has also been suggested that Glass was not appointed 
because of liberal pressure. History is not made of ifs and ands, 
but had he secured this post in the ICU, the history of black 
worker's organization might have taken a different turn, and 
Glass might not have gone to China. 

On 28 March 1927 Frank Glass, together with W.H.Andrews, 
spoke at an ICU meeting in Johannesburg, called to protest 
against the new Native Administration Act, which provided the 
legislation that could cripple all black organization. The 
newspaper report placed the audience at some 2,000 Africans, 
and a small group of whites, Indians, and Chinese. Glass's 
address was reported by the police as being potentially illegal, 
and there was a storm when the matter was raised in the South 
African parliament. We only have a newspaper report (in the 
Rand Daily Mail, 28 March 1927) of what he said, but it is 
enough to show why his words were so bitterly denounced: 

If you will do what the Russian workers have done and what 
the Chinese workers are doing now you — all the workers of 
this country, black and white — will be able to secure freedom. 
We don't know at the moment how far the Government is 
going in its attempt to restrict the freedom of the Native 
workers; but this we do know, that all capitalist governments 
in their dealings with the workers act precisely alike. 
Therefore we have got to be prepared, not merely with 
demonstrations, but also — if it proves to be necessary — with 
far more drastic action. 

It also seems most likely that the remarkable introduction to the 
ICU Economic and Political Program for 1928 was written by 
Glass. Nobody else could have phrased it so cogently: 
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Opponents of the ICU have frequently asserted that the 
Organization is not a trade union in the sense that the term is 
generally understood in South Africa, but that it is a kind of 
pseudo-political body...The new constitution...definitely 
establishes the ICU as a trade union, albeit one of native 
workers...at the same time it must be clearly understood that 
we have no intention of copying the stupid and futile 'non-
politicar attitude of our white contemporaries. As Karl Marx 
said, every economic question is, in the last analysis, a 
political question also, and we must recognise that in 
neglecting to concern ourselves with current politics, in 
leaving the political machine to the unchallenged control of 
our class enemies, we are rendering a disservice to those tens 
of thousands of our members who are groaning under 
oppressive laws... At the present stage of our development it is 
inevitable that our activities should be almost of an 
agitational character, for we are not recognised as citizens in 
our own country, being almost entirely disfranchised and 
debarred from exercising a say in state affairs closely 
affecting our lives and welfare. 

In January 1927 Frank and Fanny were married. Fanny 
organized literacy classes ran for the ICU, and worked inside 
the CPSA. As she stated later, work inside the party became 
increasingly difficult, partly because of criticism that were 
raised at party meetings of events in the USSR — based on the 
writings of Trotsky that were becoming available. The 
marriage seems to have foundered, and stories suggest that 
neither partner was prepared to make concessions for the other. 
But there were also material difficulties. The couple was always 
short of money, and work was hard to find in the depression 
years. Fanny taught English (mainly to Russian immigrants) 
and Frank worked as a journalist. They even took over a small 
tearoom (which Fanny managed) and then Frank opened a 
bookshop, selling socialist and radical books. 

Frank Glass moved to the ranks of the left opposition in 1928 
when he read of the expulsion of James Cannon from the 
American CP. He was one of the first Marxists to support 
Trotsky in South Africa, and the first to write a letter of support 
to the American oppositionist paper, the Militant, of 29 March 
1930. In that letter he provided a brief overview for those who 
knew little about South Africa, of the racism that divided the 
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country and the working class. White workers would not work 
with blacks in certain jobs and excluded them from their trade 
unions. The high wages of whites, he said, were possible because 
of the low wages paid to black workers, and he added that blacks 
had started organising their own trade unions. 

Glass wrote about the Comintern's theory of the 'third period' 
in which all communist parties were directed to prepare for the 
revolutionary overturn of their own governments, and the 
instruction to the CPSA that it implement a 'Black Republic' 
slogan. Debates on this slogan are still met in South Africa 
today, and Glass's objections are not necessarily acceptable. In 
fact the editors of the Militant made that comment in 1930 when 
they printed his letter. Glass's objected particularly to the 
removal of the slogan for a 'Workers and Peasants Republic' 
and the substitution of the slogan for a 'Native Republic'. The 
consequence, he said, was that: 

Racial animosity on the part of the native [black] members 
towards the European members has grown and is developing 
to an almost incredible degree, the native members logically 
interpret ing the slogan as implying superiority for 
themselves over the hated oppressor (white Communists are 
included here). 

He said that there had been a 'wholesale desertion of the white 
proletarian members who would not subscribe to the 
abandonment of the Marxian slogan "Workers of all lands, 
unite!'" and also that 'Many native workers have been won to 
this new policy, but at the price of the relinquishment of 
Marxism and the adoption of petty bourgeois slogans'. 

The Glasses were isolated politically, and although there were 
others who agreed with them, they did not establish a group in 
South Africa. It was only two years later, on 4 June 1932, that a 
letter from 'four Africans' in the Transvaal, signed by T.W. 
Thibedi, appeared in the Militant, supporting the left opposition. 
But that grouping seems to have collapsed. There was more 
success in Cape Town, where small groups finally established a 
Lenin Club, from which viable organizations were built. 
Among the persons involved were veteran members of the 
CPSA, including Joe Pick and Manuel Lopes, who were friends 
of Frank Glass. However, details are not readily available: 
none to indicate what happened to Glass's connections with the 
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ICU, or within the CPSA. Fanny Glass, who remained in the 
CPSA, was expelled with other dissidents (including Bunting 
and Andrews) in 1931. Thereafter Fanny worked with members 
of the left opposition, but Bunting and Andrews did not make the 
crucial break with Stalinism. Bunting died in May 1936, and 
the latter returned to the CPSA in 1938, and became its war-time 
chairman. 

Fanny took over and extended the bookshop after Frank left 
South Africa in 1930, and renamed it the Vanguard Booksellers. 
It became a centre for all students seeking works on fascism, on 
Russia, Spain, and China, and on the coming world war. In any 
serious attempt to dissect out the factors informing political 
ideas in the 1930s in Johannesburg, the story of the Vanguard 
bookshop would have to be included, more particularly in the 
late 1930s and through the war years. It was there, in cramped 
premises (before the shop expanded and moved across the road) 
that Marxists mixed with trade unionists; students with 
activists; radicals rubbed shoulders with liberals; rationalists 
confronted scientists; and those behind the counter (many of 
them associated with the left) assisted in the search for the latest 
works on contemporary events, or provided their own critical 
assessment of the works on hand. This was more than a shop — 
it was a forum for informed political ideas, and also for the 
latest currents in philosophy, literature, and art. 

And yet, this being South Africa, the men and women who 
filled the shop were almost all white. Most of the blacks seen in 
the shop were the shelvers and delivery men who were housed in 
an upstairs store-room, and only came down to replenish the 
stocks. The room upstairs has its own story, much of it still 
untold. Those who worked there were invariably men of talent, 
who dreamt of the possibility of writing, or of composing, but 
with few outlets for their creativity. They worked at the 
Vanguard, where at least their wages were above average, and 
they had access to the books on the shelves, but they lacked 
opportunity for advancement. Only in the post-war years, when 
journals like Drum were launched, did some of them escape the 
tedium of carrying or delivering books, and find a niche in the 
world of journalism. Among the shelvers were Todd 
Matshikiza, who later wrote the lyrics for the musical show 
King Kong, in which Miriam Makeba starred; and Bloke 
Modisane whose book Blame Me on History was published after 
he managed to leave the country. 
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The history of the left groups in the Transvaal during the 
1930s is still unchartered. During the war, Trotskyists in 
Johannesburg knew that Fanny had been married, but all they 
knew of Glass was that he had gone to China, had been involved 
there in the work of the Trotskyist group, and they suspected, 
correctly, wrote under the name of Li Fu-jen. His articles were 
read in the journals that came through to Johannesburg, and he 
assumed legendary proportions to young comrades as 'the 
revolutionary who had gone to China'. 

Now, after Glass's death, information is becoming available 
about his remarkable career. It appears that Frank Glass was 
assigned to the east (possibly in 1930) by a London newspaper or 
news agency. He was refused permission to enter Japan, and 
went to Shanghai. In China he met with the American 
journalist Harold Isaacs, and together they saw the brutal 
executions of suspected communists by the Kuomintang more 
than three years after the Shanghai blood bath of 1927, and the 
extermination of most of the Chinese communist party. Glass 
recruited Isaacs to the Trotskyist movement, and provided some 
of the ideas incorporated in the first (and only authentic) edition 
of Isaacs' classic Tragedy of the Chinese Revolution. This still 
stands as the most remarkable book written around the events of 
1927, and remains a permanent indictment of Stalinist policy 
in China. The book was the main source of information for 
several decades on events leading to the near extermination of 
the Chinese communist party, and the annihilation of large 
sections of the Chinese working class. 

Glass worked briefly for the Soviet Tass news agency in 
China, but quit '... because of the meaningless content of Tass 
news'. He then worked as a correspondent for the Anglo-Asiatic 
Telegraphic Agency. For the remainder of the 1930s Glass 
worked for several newspapers, edited the China Weekly 
Review, was a political commentator on radio, and worked with 
the Chinese Trotskyists in Shanghai from 1933. Wang Fan-hsi, 
in his memoirs, states that at first the Chinese groups were 
highly suspicious of Glass, as they were of all whites, because of 
the way the Chinese Communist Party had been manipulated by 
representatives of the Communist International. Called the 
'hairy ones', all whites were kept at arms length. Glass 
persisted, and must have learnt an invaluable lesson on ethnic 
relations in the process. But once accepted he played an 
important part in restoring and maintaining the group's 
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underground organization, and was elected to the Provisional 
Central Committee of the Communist League of China 
(Trotskyists) in late 1935. 

Glass now entered the select group that worked with Trotsky, 
visited him in 1937, and discussed some of the programmatic 
problems of the Chinese section of the Fourth International. It is 
said that he also edited some of Trotsky's English articles. He 
returned to China, where he lived in the Shanghai French 
Concession. He was active in revolutionary politics, and 
several daring exploits are ascribed to him during his stay in 
Shanghai, but he was compelled to maintain a low profile, 
fearing betrayal and persecution from the Stalinists, the French 
Concession police, and Kuomintang agents. He fled Shanghai 
shortly before the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbour (7 
December 1941) and the Japanese occupation of Shanghai. 
Taking a circuitous and dangerous route he returned to New 
York, and later established a home with Grace Simons in Los 
Angeles. 

In the USA Frank Glass was on the editorial board of the 
Militant for many years; was a member of the National 
Committee of the (American) Socialist Workers Party, a 
position he held from 1944 till 1963. During this time, unable to 
formally belong to any organization, he maintained his 
political position. He wrote under a number of pseudonyms, but 
he was best known for the articles he wrote under the name Li 
Fu-jen, and was much sought after as the outstanding authority 
on events in China. In the last period of his political activity he 
published a Filipino community paper Laging Uno, which 
circulated in California among farm workers and others. It 
carried articles on opposition to the Marcos regime, and on local 
problems faced by this minority community. 

A serious appraisal of Frank Glass's writings will be the most 
appropriate memorial for a man who devoted so much of his life 
to the overthrow of capitalism in three continents. 

There the account must rest for now. He was a living legend 
for many of us: we must not allow his memory to die. 

Bibliographical Note 
The more easily accessible sources in which Frank Glass is 
mentioned in the South African context are: Sheridan Johns, 
'The Birth of the Communist Party of South Africa', 
International Journal of African Historical Studies, IX, 2, 1976; 
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P.L. Wickens, The Industrial and Commercial Workers 
Union, OUP, Cape Town, 1978; H.J. and R.E. Simons, Class 
and Colour in South Africa, 1850-1950, Penguin, 1969; Edward 
Roux, S.P. Bunting, A Political Biography, Cape Town, 1944. I 
have found errors in some of the secondary literature, and have 
tried to use only material that is verifiable, but new material 
might reveal that further corrections are needed. 

In compiling this brief account I am indebted to Suzi 
Weissman who read Frank Glass my letter, and was able to 
elicit a few invaluable comments on events in South Africa. 
After the first draft of this article was completed, I was shown an 
unpublished memoir dictated at the age of 84 years by Fanny 
Klenerman, shortly before her death in Johannesburg. This 
gave me some insight into Glass's personal life, which is now 
incorporated in the text. For this, I wish to thank Rose Zvi, who 
had the original tapes. The account by Fanny, recorded over 
fifty years after their separation, is still tinged with bitterness. 
But the relationship must have had a brighter side: a copy of Five 
Years of Kuomintang Reaction edited by Harold Isaacs 
(Shanghai, May 1932) in my possession, has an inscription on 
the flyleaf saying: Tanny, from Frank, as a small token of 
affection. Shanghai, June 1932'. 

A chance meeting with Sheridan Johns in London just before 
this account was completed led to information on his sources. 
He had found the minute book of an early Cape Town group to 
which Glass belonged. Fanny Klenerman's tapes reveal that 
she had handed these to S.A. Rochlin, antiquarian, and one 
time member of the Young Communist League, for safekeeping. 
Johns had access to the papers when researching the early 
history of the CPSA. They were later handed, presumably by a 
relative of Rochlin, to the library of Concordia University, 
Montreal. Thanks to the efforts of Judy Appleby at the library, a 
copy has been received for further research. 

The note on the Vanguard bookshop, and its storeroom 
upstairs is recounted from memory. I knew Fanny, both 
politically and socially, and was allowed access to the store, 
where I spent many hours discussing political issues with the 
men who worked there. 

The account of Frank Glass's life after he left South Africa is 
taken from an obituary compiled by Milton Alvin in Socialist 
Action, May 1988; an article by Harry Ring in Militant of 6 
May; and an obituary by Wang Fanxi (Fan-hsi) in 
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International Viewpoint, 16 May. There are references to 
Frank Glass/Li Fu-jen in Wang Fan-hsi, Chinese 
Revolutionary, Memoirs 1919-49, and Harold Isaacs, China 
Reconsidered. My thanks to Alex Buchman who sent me 
comments and material on this period, and photographs of 
Glass, and to Wang Fan-hsi, with whom Frank worked in 
China, for responding to a first draft of this obituary, and 
correcting errors of fact. No attempt has been made here to 
include reference to, or write critically of, the many articles 
Glass wrote on China and Japan under the pseudonyms Li Fu-
jen, and John Liang, and it has been variously suggested, the 
names Frank Graves and/or Ralph Graham. 
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GEORGE PADMORE: 
A CRITIQUE. PAN AFRICANISM 
OR MARXISM? 
Paul Trewhela 

Among members of the Pan Africanist Congress, George 
Padmore has been rewarded as 'the leading theoretician of Pan 
Africanism' and as 'the Father of African Emancipation'.1 

Robert Mangaliso Sobukwe, the first President of the Pan 
Africanist Congress (PAC), in particular, stressed the 
importance in his own politics of Padmore's thought. The 
critique of Padmore's politics is thus a critique of a principal 
source of the politics of the PAC. 

Padmore's most important book, Pan-Africanism or 
Communism? The Coming Struggle for Africa, was first 
published in 1956.2 Three years later, in 1959, the PAC in South 
Africa split away from the African National Congress (ANC). 
In his book, Padmore makes criticism of the post-war political 
direction of the ANC, particularly its subordination to a 
'Stalinist manoeuvre' in the Congress of the People in 1955, 
resulting in the Freedom Charter. {Pan-Africanism p.362) 
Padmore's criticism in this book of the South African 
Communist Party (SACP) coincided with long-standing 
criticism by Africanists within the ANC of its political relation 
to the SACP. 

It is characteristic of the mental poverty of existing political 
tendencies in South Africa that Padmore is so little read, even 
by his co-thinkers among the Pan Africanists. The Stalinist 
tendency has of course its own interest in burying Padmore's 
criticism — its way, not only with the ideas of critics such as 
Padmore, but still more with those of Marx. 

Padmore (Malcolm Nurse) was born in Trinidad in the 
Caribbean in 1903 and went to university in the United States. 
He joined the Communist Party of the United States in the late 
1920s, becoming an official of the Third International. He was a 
leading authority on the black question in the Soviet Union (and 
a deputy to the Moscow Soviet) during the Stalinist 'third period' 
which lasted from 1929 to 1935. In 1933, following six months in 
prison in nazi Germany, he broke with the Comintern in 
opposition to its adaptation towards the British, French and US 
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colonialist powers — a turn which Padmore regarded correctly 
as treacherous to black interests everywhere. From this 
experience Padmore developed his conception of Pan 
Africanism, becoming in the words of the novelist (also ex-
Stalinist) Richard Wright, 'the veritable father of many of the 
nationalist movements in Black Africa ....'3 In 1945 together 
with W.E.B.Du Bois he helped organize the Fifth Pan-
Africanist Conference in Manchester, working with Kwame 
Nkrumah (the future first prime minister and later president of 
Ghana) as joint secretary. Padmore died in 1959 at the age of 56, 
six months after the formation of the PAC under the leadership 
of Sobukwe — a political development that had his warmest 
encouragement — and six months before the massacre at 
Sharpeville. 

In the words of his boyhood friend and later political 
collaborator. C.L.R.James, Padmore worked in the Comintern 
as 'the best known and most trusted of agitators for African 
independence'. James describes Padmore's later break with the 
Comintern as follows: 

In 1935, seeking alliances, the Kremlin separated Britain and 
France as 'democratic imperialisms' from Germany and 
Japan, making the 'Fascist imperialisms' the main target of 
Russian and Communist propaganda. This reduced activity 
for African emancipation to a farce: Germany and Japan had 
no colonies in Africa. Padmore broke instantly with the 
Kremlin.4 

In extreme poverty, and almost single-handedly, Padmore 
then proceeded in London to set up the African Bureau to 
coordinate opposition to imperialism in Africa. 'Between the 
wars it was the only African organization of its kind in 
existence.'5 Padmore was thus one of the few who broke with 
Stalinism during its turn to the right after the unopposed 
triumph of nazism in Germany. This was when the Marxist 
programme was openly abandoned by the Soviet leadership, in 
its vain hope of appeasing British, French and US imperialism 
in face of the danger from nazi Germany. But whereas for 
Trotsky, the collapse of 1933 demanded the strengthening and 
renewal of Marxist internationalism, for Padmore it was the 
signal for a purely nationalist perspective. There is no direct 
and explicit criticism of Marx's theory in Padmore's book. But 



44 Searchlight South Africa, Vol.1, No.l, September 1988 

there is not the slightest presence of Marx's method either, 
despite the claim by James (and others) that Padmore was to the 
end 'an undeviating Marxist'.6 

The subsequent politics of Padmore and Trotsky represented 
different and opposed responses to the same world political 
process: the debacle in the Soviet Union in its effect upon the 
Communist International. Their different responses arose out 
of fundamentally opposed interpretations of the nature and 
sources of Stalinism. Trotsky looked towards a world 
revolutionary process that would, as part of the whole, pull down 
the autocracy in the Soviet Union through a revival of Soviet 
workers' democracy. Padmore's conception was more limited, 
embracing the emancipation of the colonial peoples from 
imperialism outside of seizure of power by the proletariat and 
through the formation of a United States of Africa based upon 
state control of the 'main sector of the national economy' (p.377). 
Padmore looked generally to a future socialist democracy in 
Africa. But this conception for him in no way required the 
revolutionary self-determination of the proletariat, whereas for 
Trotsky it meant the the political authority of workers' delegates 
as in the Commune of Paris and the early days of Soviet power 
in Russia. For Trotsky, in the last resort, Stalinism represented 
the most profound break with Marxism, which required to be re
asserted and redeveloped, while for Padmore in practice 
Marxism represented in the present period - unexamined and 
unexplained — a nullity, a complete dead end. 

In the mid-1930s, however, Padmore's break with the 
Comintern had the virtue of standing in opposition to a real 
betrayal by Stalinism and to the flocks of social democrats who 
delighted in this betrayal of revolution during the period of the 
Popular Front. Padmore took issue with Stalinism while 
illusions in it were at their height. His opposition became still 
more sharply focussed in 1934 when the USSR undermined its 
own creation, the League Against Imperialism, at the same time 
as it entered the previously despised League of Nations — for 
Padmore, 'the beginning of the Soviet rapprochement with 
Britain and France in face of the growing menace of the Axis 
powers' (p.330). Then came 

... the revelation in the British press that Stalin had sold oil to 
Mussolini during the fascist invasion of Abyssinia in 1935. 
This Soviet stab in the back made the League Against 



George Padmore 45 

Imperialism exceedingly unpopular among non-Communist 
British anti-imperialists whose sympathies were with 
Abyssinia .... About the same time, the International Trade 
Union Committee of Negro Workers, with which I was 
associated as secretary, was liquidated, in keeping with the 
pro-League of Nations orientation in Soviet foreign policy. 

Padmore concluded that in their struggle for emancipation, 
the colonial peoples could rely only on themselves. At the same 
time the notion of the proletariat as the decisive class in the 
struggle for emancipation from imperialism was jettisoned. 
With this specifically non-class conception of black 
emancipation, Padmore was set towards becoming (in the words 
of C.L.R.James) 'the originator of the movement to achieve the 
political independence of the African countries and people of 
African descent'.7 Padmore's political collaboration with 
James began in 1935: a point of intersection between the 
Trotskyist politics of James at that time (James opened 
discussion on the black question with Trotsky in Mexico in 
1939) and the Pan Africanist perspective of Padmore, to which 
James turned all the more strongly following his break with 
Trotskyism in the middle 1940s. 

Spain and Morrocco 

Not many years after Padmore's break from Moscow, George 
Orwell also observed — as a fighter in the proletarian militia 
from Barcelona during the civil war in Spain — how the 
Stalinised Comintern betrayed the colonial revolution in order 
to appease the colonial powers. Orwell realized that this was 
enough to sabotage the revolution in Spain, since the generals' 
coup began in Morocco with its initial mass military force 
composed mainly of African colonial troops. 

As Orwell noted in Homage to Catalonia, besides butchering 
their opponents and critics within the revolutionary movement, 
the Spanish Communist party and its numerous Russian secret 
police controllers made no effort to develop a real popular 
movement in Franco's rear. 

But what was most important of all, with a non-revolutionary 
policy it was difficult, if not impossible, to strike at Franco's 
rear. ...What clinches everything is the case of Morocco. 



46 Searchlight South Africa, Vol.1, No.l, September 1988 

Why was there no rising in Morocco? Franco was trying to set 
up an infamous dictatorship, and the Moors actually preferred 
him to the Popular Front Government! The palpable truth is 
that no attempt was made to foment a rising in Morocco, 
because to do so would have meant putting a revolutionary 
construction on the war. The first necessity to convince the 
Moors of the Government's good faith, would have been to 
proclaim Morocco liberated. And we can imagine how pleased 
the French would have been by that. The best strategic 
opportunity of the war was flung away in the vain hope of 
placating French and British capitalism. The whole tendency 
of the Communist policy was to reduce the war to an ordinary 
non-revolutionary war... Perhaps the P.O.U.M. [Workers' 
Party of Marxist Unity] and Anarchist slogan: 'The war and 
the revolution are inseparable' was less visionary than it 
sounds.8 

Orwell was not alone in understanding this. Within two 
weeks of the generals' counter-revolutionary coup, an 
international conference of Trotskyists meeting secretly in 
Europe issued an appeal 'To the Workers of Spain and the 
Workers of the Entire World' which stated: 'A people which 
oppresses another cannot emancipate itself. Free the Moroccan 
people! You will make of them a formidable ally ....'9 The 
conference simultaneously issued a call 'To the Enslaved 
People of Morocco', stressing that as in Ethiopia, 

What was needed was for the oppressed peoples of Africa to 
rise and fling the imperialists bandits into the sea; what was 
needed was for the oppressed peoples to consummate a union 
with the working class of Europe and the other continents. 

The conference noted further that 

If the government of the People's Front in Spain had taken 
immediate measures to help the Moroccan peoples to free 
themselves, fascism would never have had a base from which 
to attack the Spanish workers and peasants.10 

Within weeks of this attack on the politics of Stalinism on 
Africa, the first of Stalin's three main frame-up trials began in 
Moscow. Trotsky and his son, Leon Sedov, were in effect 
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sentenced to death in their absence, and the former Bolsheviks 
Zinoviev and Kamenev were quickly executed. In Spain, there 
were very few Trotskyists. But leading members of this sole 
international organization that called for freedom of Morocco 
as essential to the victory of the proletariat in Europe were 
hunted down and murdered, as were numerous anarchists and 
members of the POUM. 

In the same year that Orwell published Homage to Catalonia, 
the US Trotskyist Felix Morrow published his book Revolution 
and Counter-Revolution in Spain, in which the conjoined 
dialectic of the strangled revolutions in Africa and Europe 
appears: 

Freedom for Morocco? Delegations of Arabs and Moors came 
to the government [which included the Stalinists] pleading for 
a decree. The government would not budge. The redoubtable 
Abd-el-Krim, exiled by France, sent a plea to Caballero [the 
Spanish republican prime minister] to intervene with Blum 
[prime minister of the stalinist-supported Popular Front 
government in France] so that he might be permitted to return 
to Morocco to lead an insurrection against Franco. Caballero 
would not ask, and Blum would not grant. To rouse Spanish 
Morocco might endanger imperialist domination throughout 
Africa.11 

Morrow concludes: Thus Caballero and his Stalinist allies set 
their faces as flint against revolutionary methods of struggle 
against fascism....And this fitted in, at bottom, with Anglo-
French policy ....'(Morrow, pp.48-49) 

Within Spain itself, a very small Trotskyist group, the 
Bolshevik-Leninist Section of Spain, led by Grandizo Munis, 
demanded 'absolute freedom of the people of Morocco, including 
the right of separation, Morocco for the Moroccans.../ With this 
strategy, the Spanish Trotskyists aimed to 'foment insurrection 
among the oppressed masses of Morocco and cause 
disintegration in the mercenary fascist army'.12 

An anti-colonialist insurrection in north Africa was a 
necessity for the Spanish (and European) revolution. The Army 
of Africa, composed of north African Muslim regulares under 
Spanish officers together with the Spanish Foreign Legion, with 
General Franco as its commander, was as Antony Beevor notes, 
'Spain's most effective and ruthless fighting force', the 'most 
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professional force' in the whole Spanish theatre.13 In 1921, 
Moroccan tribesmen under Abd-el-Krim had inflicted on the 
Spanish army at Annual 'the most ignominious defeat in its 
history' — 10,000 killed, 4,000 wounded, their general 
committing suicide — before succumbing five years later to a 
joint offensive of the French and Spanish armies, only ten 
years before the outbreak of the generals' coup (Beevor, p.23). In 
preparation of their coup, Spanish militarists exhorted the 
Muslim regulares in 1936 that 'the Republic wanted to abolish 
Allah' (Beevor, p.52). Thus the paradox of the bourgeois counter
revolution, a crusade of the Roman Catholic Church militans, 
compelled to find its shock troops in Islam. The nation whose 
military aristocracy was formed through seven centuries of war 
aimed at expelling the Muslims to Africa, now depended on the 
return of the Muslim Army of Africa for the preservation of 
private property, Church and State in Europe. In its war of 
counter-revolution, the Spanish army rested for support upon the 
colonial collaborator stratum of Moroccan tribal chiefs. The 
Spanish proletariat, facing African colonial troops brought into 
Spain by the ruling class conspirators, now suffered defeat at the 
hands of its own political leadership which cemented this 
bizarre union of opposites instead of exploding it. 'Aside from 
the troops in Morocco', the German ambassador reported to 
Hitler's Foreign Ministry, Franco had 'only the wreck of an 
army'. Raymond Carr concludes: 'the decisive factor was the 
Moroccan army .... Without it the Nationalists would have lost 
the Civil War'.14 The most extensive, best attempt at socialist 
revolution in Europe after 1917 was thus partly lost in Africa, 
through the pro-imperialist politics of Stalinism. 

The disaster thus brought to Europe and to Africa by the 
collapse of the revolution in Russia can be precisely measured. 
The question of the relation of black colonial troops to the 
struggle of the proletariat in Europe was not a new question. The 
final contribution in Trotsky's collection of speeches and 
articles, The First Five Years of the Communist International, 
published in Moscow in 1924, dealt precisely with this question. 

This took the form of Trotsky's reply in a letter to a question 
from the black US poet and communist, Claude McKay, at the 
Fourth World Congress of the Communist International in 
1923. Trotsky's reply was published in English in the 
International Press Correspondence on 13 March 1923. The 
question from McKay concerned the use of African troops at that 
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time by French imperialism to garrison occupied regions of 
western Germany, from which the French capitalists extracted 
plunder in the form of war reparations. 

Trotsky's reply was emphatic: 

The Negroes themselves must offer resistance against being 
so employed. Their eyes must be opened, so that they realize 
that when they help French imperialism to subjugate Europe^ 
they are helping to subjugate themselves, in that they are 
supporting the domination of French capitalism in the 
African and other colonies. 

In words that were to have direct and practical bearing on the 
revolutionary struggles in Spain 13 years later, Trotsky 
continued: 

There is no doubt whatever that the use of colored troops for 
imperialist war, and at the present time for the occupation of 
German territory, is a well thought out and carefully executed 
attempt of European capitalism, and especially of French and 
English capitalism, to raise armed forces outside of Europe, so 
that capitalism may have mobilized, armed and disciplined 
African or Asian troops at its disposal, against the 
revolutionary masses of Europe. In this way the use o: 
colonial reserves for imperialist armies is closely related to 
the question of European revolution, that is, to the fate of the 
European working class. 

From this, Trotsky concluded that the 'education of Negro 
propagandists is an exceedingly urgent and important 
revolutionary task at the present juncture'.15 The reversal of 
Trotsky's politics at the head of the Comintern, on the issue of 
Spain and Morocco in 1936, was the most serious betrayal ever 
by Stalinism on the black question. 

Effectively, Stalinism was the single most important element 
upholding colonialist domination in north Africa — and thus, 
as Morrow says, 'throughout Africa' — in the 1930s. The 
revolution in Spain created ideal conditions for overthrowing 
European colonialist rule. With its focus on the struggle against 
imperialism in Africa, it is a very serious weakness in 
Padmore's book — and a concession to Stalinism, and to 
imperialism — that it contains no analysis of the conjoined 
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dialectic of the revolution in Europe and Africa at it central 
nodal point this century, the strangled Spanish revolution of the 
1930s. 

Padmore says that General Franco 'like all imperialist-
minded dictators, can only conceive of national "greatness" in 
terms of dominion over subject races', and that 'Spanish 
Morocco provided him with the initial contingent of troops to 
overthrow the Republic and make himself the "Sawdust Caesar" 
of Spain' (p.224). This is to under-estimate and trivialise the 
matter. The really revolutionary conclusion — one that relates 
the fate of African emancipation to the overthrow of capitalism 
in its global centres — is not drawn. Padmore understood that 
the Moroccan question 'had a most far-reaching effect' on 
European politics before the first imperialist world war, 
bringing France, Britain, Germany and Italy to the very brink 
of war in 1912 (p.81), yet the far greater significance of the 
Moroccan question before the second world war escapes him. 

It was this deeply inter-connected world complex of 
imperialist domination that the Spanish revolution threatened 
to spring into the air. For the Spanish right to have had to rely so 
decisively on an oppressed colonial people indicates that the 
Spanish left was crucified by its own chauvinism. It perpetuated 
the centuries-long oppressive relation of the Spanish ruling 
classes to the former Muslim inhabitants of Spain, reaping a 
terrible revenge which bourgeois society exploited to its 
exclusive advantage. To advance the revolution in North 
Africa, what was necessary was that the Stalinists' grip on the 
proletariat in Spain be broken. 

Padmore's blindness to the basic requirements for revolution 
in Africa may be measured from his silence concerning the one 
occasion — the only one — when the proletariat in Europe 
rebelled and shed its blood against imperialism in Africa: the 
Semana Tragica, or tragic week, of the proletariat of Barcelona 
in July 1909, in opposition to its conscription into the colonialist 
war in Morocco. By comparison, not long after the 'tragic week' 
of July 1909, the English critic of imperialism Henry W. 
Nevinson described the 'refusal of the Catalonian reservists to 
serve in the war against the Riff mountaineers of Morocco' as 
'one of the most significant' events of modern times.16 Barbara 
Tuchman states that the war in Morocco was regarded by the 
Barcelona workers in 1909 as 'a war in the interests of the Riff 
mine-owners. A strike initiated by the Labour Federation of 
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Barcelona became overnight an outpouring of the people 
themselves, especially the women, against war, rulers, 
reaction, the church and all the elements of an oppressive 
regime'.17 

About this proletariat, Padmore has nothing to say. Not to have 
known about this episode in the relation of Europe to Africa, or to 
have ignored it, was a serious failing. But it must be said that 
the Marxists have not been superior to Padmore, either in study 
of the history of the proletariat of Barcelona, or of its relation to 
the emancipation of Africa. Yet here in embryo was the relation 
of the revolutionary proletariat to the liberation of the oppressed 
peoples. 

This same proletariat of Barcelona, massacred in 1909, rose 
up again and was again suppressed in blood in its revolutionary 
general strike and insurrection of July-August 1917 (between 
the February and October revolutions in Russia) and then 
became the first in all Spain to establish dual power against the 
bourgeoisie in July 1936, by successful military assault against 
the barracks in Barcelona. The proletarian insurrection of the 
Barcelona workers of 19/20 July 1936, under supremely heroic 
and self-sacrificing leadership of the anarchist trade unionists, 
was the greatest rising of the proletariat in Europe following the 
revolutions in Petrograd of February and October 1917. If the 
October revolution of the Petrograd workers was the finest result 
of Marx's wing of the old First International, the Barcelona 
insurrection of July 1936 was the best work of Bakunin's. This 
outstandingly revolutionary proletariat of Barcelona — 
comprising nearly half the industrial work force of Spain, with 
its exceptional workers' democracy and its sweeping social
ization of production — was struck down within a year by 
Stalinism behind the front line of the civil war, in conjunction 
with the Moscow Trials in Russia. The bourgeois government of 
the Popular Front served the interests of Anglo-French 
imperialism in the Mediterranean area, in advance of the 
coming imperialist war for the re-partition of the earth. By 
entering this Kerensky-type government alongside the social-
democrats and Stalinists, the leadership of both the anarchists 
and the POUM betrayed the revolution. The Barcelona workers 
had made the best attempt at socialist revolution in western 
Europe since the Commune. Against them, the Stalinist coup in 
Barcelona of May 1937 prepared the triumph of fascism. 
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Fadmore and Stalinism 

In Pan Africanism or Communism? Padmore refers to the 
treacherous effect of Stalinism in France, especially through the 
Popular Front governments of the 1930s and 1940s, on the 
struggles of the oppressed peoples above all of Algeria and 
Vietnam: 'a two-faced role' carried out by 'double crossers' 
(pp.337, 334). Nevertheless, he has not a word to say concerning 
the slaughter of Trotskyist revolutionaries by the Vietnamese 
Stalinists, headed by Ho Chi Minh. This was at the time when 
Ho's comrade, Maurice Thorez of the French Communist party 
— then in De Gaulle's post-war government — is reported to 
have said that he 'ardently hoped to see the French flag flying 
over every territory in the French Union', and that he 'had not 
the slightest intention of being held responsible for a sell-out of 
France's position in Indochina'.18 Towards the Stalinist parties 
of east Asia, Padmore is remarkably selective and uncritical: 
so also his co-thinkers in South Africa. 

The historical process through which the revolution collapsed 
internally within the Soviet Union was of no interest to 
Padmore. This is a tremendous failing. He describes the 
effects, but cannot explain the cause. He is not even seriously 
interested in the question. Arriving in Moscow in 1930, he 
appears to have shown no interest in the substantial issues 
which had brought about the suppression of the Left Opposition 
and the expulsion of Trotsky from the Soviet Union, or the break 
of the Stalin faction from the Right Opposition of Bukharin, 
Rykov and Tomsky not long afterwards. Cattle-herding of 
peasants by force into collectives, the death of millions by 
human-engineered famine, construction of the now useless 
Baltic-White Sea Canal through a system of working to death by 
slave labour: all this took place during Padmore's Moscow 
years, and all this he passes over in his best-known book more 
than twenty years later ... without comment. 

In Pan Africanism or Communism? Padmore makes a very 
sharp criticism of the programmatic resolutions of the Sixth 
Congress of the Comintern, held in 1928, in relation to the black 
question both in the United States and South Africa. This put 
forward for both countries the perspective of a 'Black Republic' 
— a 'fantastic' utopia, in Padmore's phrase, in its relation to the 
United States, suggesting a form of black territorial rule in the 
deep south 'no different from Dr Malan's Apartheid ... a sort of 
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glorified Native Reserve' (p.307). In its relation to South Africa, 
Padmore regarded the programme of the 'Black Republic' as an 
attempt to segregate blacks 'into some sort of Bantu state' (p.352). 
This is not the place to make a thorough-going criticism of 
Stalin's and Bukharin's 'Black Republic' slogan. But what is 
left unclear in Pan-Africanism or Communism? is how far, if 
at all, as head of the Comintern's 'Negro department of 
propaganda and organization', in James ' description,19 

Padmore actively and publicly opposed this policy: whether as 
member of the Communist Party of the United States while this 
programme was being decided, or as lecturer on colonial 
affairs at the University for the Toilers of the East in Moscow, or 
as secretary of the International Trade Union Committee of 
Negro Workers, or as member of the presidium of the Colonial 
Bureau of the Communist International, or as deputy to the 
Moscow City Soviet representing the Stalin Ball-bearing 
Works. Yet the Comintern during the period of the 'Black 
Republic' slogan had no more important black executive than 
Padmore. 

His subsequent critique of Stalinism is restricted to a very 
narrow corner. He recognizes its betrayal of the colonial peoples 
of Africa and Asia in the 1930s and 1940s, while being totally 
uncritical of Stalinism in China and Vietnam. He further 
actually endorses and upholds the chauvinist oppression of non-
Russian peoples within the Soviet Union, against every 
principle of the revolution. In this, he adds his authority as a 
critic of imperialism to a blatant lie: 

The coloured Soviet citizens of Central Asia — Uzbekians, 
Tajiks, Kazans , Tu rkmans , T a r t a r s , Kirghizans , 
Chuvashians, Kazans, Burians, etc. — enjoy absolute racial 
equality with those of Slav descent. If they are sometimes 
persecuted, it is not for their race as are the non-Europeans — 
Africans, Indians and Coloureds — in South Africa, but for 
political "deviations", and even this did not affect the few 
Negroes working in Russia at the time of the first Five Year 
Plan, for they had the common sense to keep out of Soviet 
internal politics. So purges did not affect them, (pp.313-14) 

His earlier work, How Russia Transformed Her Colonial 
Empire (not yet available to the present writer), was presumably 
impregnated with the same spirit. 
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This passage illuminates the crass, apologetic character of 
Padmore's politics. He starts from a nationalist premise that the 
internal struggles and purges in the Soviet Union were an 
' internal ' affair, of no concern to blacks. From this 
undialectical and unrevolutionary standpoint, Padmore closes 
his eyes to the oppression of minority peoples in the Soviet 
Union, above all the wholesale deportation — continuing right 
up the the modern day, more than 40 years later — of the 
Crimean Tatars: a grossly chauvinist stand for a supposed 
fighter for colonial freedom. The sheer block-headedness of 
Padmore's politics emerges in the same paragraph as this 
classic of vulgar 'common sense' quoted above. In this passage, 
writing in 1955, he states: 'Because of their tolerance on race 
and colour, the Russians and the Chinese are going to get on 
marvellously' (p.313). 

Here Padmore's limits as the leading theorist of Pan 
Africanism are blatant. He spuriously divides the internal 
from the external politics of the Soviet regime, imagining that a 
crtique of its international practice is possible in abstraction 
from its internal roots. His cover-up of national oppression 
within the Soviet Union leads to an absurd endorsement of the 
mutual state relations between the USSR and China, a facade of 
harmony broken within ten years of these words being written, 
followed by war between China and Vietnam and the flight from 
Vietnam of the ethnic Chinese 'boat people', victims of severe 
chauvinist oppression. Padmore displays here the same 
nationalism as the Stalinist regime itself. He has no criticism 
to make of Stalinism's basic ideological formulation of 
'socialism in one country'. Rather, he shares this prejudice. 

Padmore and Nationalism 

The reactionary nature of Padmore's proposed alternative to 
Stalinism reveals itself in a pamphlet published with Nancy 
Cunard in war-time London under the title The White Man's 
Duty, with a preface dated December 1942. In this pamphlet, in 
which Cunard questions and Padmore replies, he gives an 
explicit account of the class foundation of Pan Africanism when 
writing about West Africa: 

The more well-to-do of the farmers have been able to send their 
children to better schools or to provide them with higher 
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education either locally or abroad. These educated or 
"Europeanised" Africans constitute the intelligentsia of the 
West African colonies. They represent the vanguard of the 
national and progressive movements which to day are 
voicing increasingly the political and economic aspirations 
of the African people. This is a natural development.20 

With this conception, Padmore argues for British 
imperialism to emancipate the colonies politically in its own 
self-interest: 'Britain, by freeing her Colonies, can save both 
herself and them and lay the foundations of a new 
Commonwealth of Nations, bound together in equal partnership' 
(White Man's Duty. p.48). 

He states: 

The advantages of such a policy are incalculable. The 
relationship between the indigenous populations and the army 
in India, and the scattered forces in the colonies at present 
occupied in policing those regions against revolt and civil 
disturbance would undergo a complete change. These forces 
would no longer be regarded as the instruments of alien 
operations, but rather as friends and allies .... 

In this changed atmosphere the vast man-power of India 
could be drawn upon. Industrial and agricultural resources 
would be exploited in a new burst of energy having behind it 
the full force of political movements which are to-day 
operating against EnglandXWhite Man's Duty, p.47-48) 

Far from being the 'Father of African Emancipation', as 
C.L.R.James and the Pan Africanists claim, Padmore reveals 
himself in this pamphlet to have advocated the continued 
indirect domination of the colonies by metropolitan capital. In 
this pro-imperialist plea to the British ruling class, Padmore 
sets out more clearly than in Pan-Africanism or Communism? 
the future political programme by which the proletariat would 
continue to be imprisoned by the weak bourgeois strata of the 
colonies, acting as branch agent for imperialist capital. A deal 
is proposed, by which the Vast man-power* of the colonies would 
continue to be exploited through slightly altered means. 
Essentially, the extremely weak colonial bourgeoisie — through 
Padmore — makes use of the war-time crisis of imperialist 
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Britain to demand not emancipation but a few crumbs from the 
exploiters' dinner, to be paid for by the black proletariat. 

This wartime plea to the oppressor class was not an aberration 
in his politics. His book The Gold Coast Revolution, published 
ten years later, called on the British parliament to 'restore faith' 
among Africans by permitting its colonies Dominion status 
within the Commonwealth, noting that Africans had already 
'lost faith' in their British masters. The appeal to imperialism 
for a modified form of rule by metropolitan capital was basic to 
Padmore's politics. He complains that 'Britain is today 
squandering her last imperial assets — the trust and loyalty of 
her coloured citizens'.21 To write of 'revolution' in relation to 
such thinking is absurd. 

The Pan Africanists need only compare Padmore's touching 
faith in the British state with its handing over to the South 
African Special Branch of long lists of PAC militants, obtained 
in a raid by British police on the PAC headquarters in Lesotho in 
1963, leading to mass arrests, jailings and torture of their 
members in South Africa. 

Padmore's 'faith' in British imperialism proved deadly first 
of all for the Pan Africanists themselves: a definite ideological 
source of that heavy blow at the hands of the South African state 
only four years after his death. 

In the Indian sub-continent, a change of form of imperialist 
rule similar to that proposed by Padmore in The White Man's 
Duty brought about a holocaust, with consequences that live on 
today. It is instructive to examine again Padmore's method of 
political diagnosis. What is revealed is the necessary connect
ion between nationalist politics, represented ideologically by 
Padmore, and its disguised class content relating to religious, 
tribal, linguistic or other sectional interests negating any real 
unification of peoples. Padmore's Pan Africanism is shown to 
be unable to unite the peoples of Africa, just as Indian 
nationalism, upheld by Padmore in 1942, proved itself unable to 
unite the peoples of the Indian sub continent. 

Padmore states: 

In India machinery exists to make full self-government 
immediately practicable. There is no evidence that the 
opposition of the Muslim League to the National Congress is 
shared by the mass of the Moslems. . . . during the troubles 
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last July and August not even the Tory press reported 
communal riots.(White Man's Duty p.46) 

Effectively, this was a political argument on behalf of the 
Hindu bourgeoisie, as specious and ignorant as Padmore's 
later prediction of a harmony of the spheres uniting Russia and 
China. Padmore's innately pro-bourgeois politics expresses 
itself in a further telling remark. He states that 'Gandhi was the 
only person who could have kept the masses in leash; without 
him there is danger of the people rushing ahead' (White Man's 
Duty, p.47). That is the heart of the programme: the people are to 
be kept in leash. 

This argument by Padmore in 1942 on behalf %of the Hindu 
bourgeoisie of India — whose sectional self-interest greatly 
promoted the religious massacres of 1947 — puts an interesting 
light on his later attack on the 'merchant-moneylending class' 
among people of Indian origin in South Africa, in a book which 
appeared between his wartime pamphlet The White Man's Duty 
and his major work, Pan-Africanism or Communism?. 
Published in London in 1949, this book, Africa: Britain's Third 
Empire, appears to have had a marked influence on Pan 
Africanist thought in South Africa through its identification of a 
major class differentiation among people of Indian origin in 
South Africa, while scorning the existence of class relations 
among people of indigenous African origin.22 

By May Day 1948, when Padmore wrote the introduction to this 
book, nationalist politics on India (including his own) had 
reaped its harvest in mutual massacres of Hindu and Muslim 
and Muslim and Sikh. The north of the sub-continent was 
partitioned by religious sectarianism, the antithesis to 
Padmore's programmatic goal of a United States of Africa. 
Now, Padmore makes a strident attack on 'prosperous Indian 
settlers in Africa', the 'merchant-moneylending class' of 
Indian origin in South Africa, these 'upper-class Indians', 
'Indian businessmen', 'Indian capitalists', these 'wealthy 
Indians' — that is, precisely the class that he had signally failed 
to detect in his pamphlet of 1942 within India itself (Africa, 
p.222). 

One asks why Padmore in 1949 should be so eager to stress in 
Africa what Padmore in 1942 had kept hidden in relation to 
India. The answer is not hard to find. The 'merchant-
moneylending class' of Indian origin discovered by Padmore 
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in Africa appears in his book of 1949 as a scapegoat, against 
whom the anger against imperialism of the African masses 
may safely be diverted, to the advantage of the even weaker 
bourgeois elements of purely African origin. This stratum in 
Africa of Indian origin plays for Padmore essentially the same 
role played historically for the nationalists in eastern Europe by 
the Jews. Padmore appears here in theory as the father of what 
the regime of Idi Amin and other despotisms in east Africa later 
carried out in practice. His class critique of people of Indian 
origin in South Africa is not accompanied by any class critique 
of developing bourgeois elements of purely African origin. 
Rather, the reverse: in his 1942 pamphlet he describes this 
African stratum as forming by a 'natural ' process the 
Vanguard' of the anti-colonialist movement. True, Padmore 
does advocate 'joint non-European struggle', in which 'the 
poorer Indians' would link up 'with the Africans in joint 
struggle for their common economic and social demands' 
(Africa, pp.222-23), a theme later taken up by Sobukwe. But it is 
utterly one sided: only those of Indian origin are first required 
to repudiate their 'own' weak bourgeoisie. Padmore's book, 
written shortly before the riots in Durban in 1949, served to 
vindicate this anti-Indian pogrom in theory. 

In its fairly extensive (but frequently inaccurate) invest
igation of conditions in South Africa, Africa: Britain's Third 
Empire attacks two clear political targets: the 'Indian 
capitalists' and simultaneously both 'Stalinist Communists' 
and 'Trotskyite Communists', equally dismissed as represent
ing white manipulators of black interests. Substantial 
questions concerning the fate of the proletariat as the world 
class over this century are dismissed as the product of'sectarian 
pressure groups' (Africa, p.222, 224). At the same time, the 
existing trade union and strike movement elsewhere in Africa 
is extolled uncritically as an expression of 'Trade Union 
Nationalism'. Padmore now makes an amendment post hoc to 
his former uncritical support of the nationalist bourgeoisie in 
India. He introduces a transparently false criterion to suggest 
that the same all-class programme he had advocated for India 
in 1942 would not have similar consequences in Africa. He 
achieves this by means of a fallacious distinction between the 
colonial bourgeoisie of India and that of Africa. In India, he 
argues, 
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... the middle-class capitalists and landlords were numerous 
and powerful enough to seize leadership of the nationalist 
movement and direct the anti-imperialist struggle in such a 
way as not to clash with their particular class interests. In 
Africa, the far weaker bourgeoisie will not be able to 
subordinate the trade union movement in the same way. 
Already they have been compelled to make common cause 
with the masses of labourers and peasants, whose working 
class aspirations are not likely to clash with those of the 
middle-class, since the decisive sectors of the national 
economy are in alien hands — Europeans, Indians, and 
Syrians. 

Padmore goes on to note 'several large-scale strikes in 
Nigeria, the Gold Coast (Ghana), Southern and Northern 
Rhodesia (Zimbabwe and Zambia), Kenya, Uganda and the 
Sudan. He invokes working class militancy in the cause of 
'national unity and the solidarity of the common people'. For 
Padmore, this alleged national unity and solidarity in Africa 
incorporates the Tar weaker bourgeoisie' than existed in India 
before independence. He adds: 

In this way, trade unionism can reinforce political 
nationalism and provide the key which will open the door to 
Africa's future progress, unity and amity and the realization 
of the United States of Africa. (Africa, pp.217-8) 

Once again, it is Padmore's limits as a political analyst that 
history confirms. In not one of the countries in Africa named by 
Padmore, in which 'trade union nationalism' is cited as the key 
to 'progress, unity and amity', is the proletariat today not ruled 
by the gun. That gun is in the hands of the same weak African 
bourgeoisie (or its military usurpers), which it was the task of 
Padmore both to represent and misrepresent. 

Padmore's politics in this book, which seems to have exerted a 
powerful influence on the generation at Fort Hare to which 
Sobukwe belonged, is not different in essence from that which 
brought about the beheading of the Chinese proletariat in 1927. In 
relation to the African proletariat, his politics in 1948 as in 1942 
is indistinguishable from the left nationalism of the 
Kuomintang before its slaughter of the Chinese workers. It is 
significant that Padmore makes no analysis in Pan 



60 Searchlight South Africa, Vol.1, No.l, September 1988 

Africanism or Communism? of what he calls 'Stalin's part in 
the fiasco' in China in 1927, despite uncritically having 
promoted such politics himself from 1927 to 1933. He makes no 
attempt to explain why 'Stalin was then under heavy fire by the 
Trotsky Opposition' (p.296). To have taken issue properly on the 
question of China, he would have had to call into question his 
own former politics as one of the most important international 
representatives of Stalinism in relation to the colonies. But this 
was beyond him: there is not a word of serious criticism of his 
own previous politics in this book. 

In 1931 he had been appointed by Lozovsky, the general 
secretary of the Red International of Trade Unions (who shared 
responsibility for the catastrophe in China), to serve on a special 
committee in Moscow on the Chinese question. In Pan-
Africanism or Communism? he recalls in some detail his 
collaboration with Lozovsky on the matter of China, as well as 
their work together on the Negro Bureau of the Red Trade Union 
International (p.297). Yet Padmore neglects to report that 
Lozovsky. at the age of 74, was executed in the anti-semitic 
pogrom of the last years of Stalin's life: only three years before 
Padmore wrote this book. Strange silence over the murder of a 
former comrade! But characteristic of Padmore's strict 
abstention from criticism of the 'internal' affairs of the Russian 
state, 

As set out elsewhere in this journal, Pan-Africanism or 
Communism? conceals an even stranger omission relating to 
the revolutionary movement in South Africa. It concerns the 
last years and mysterious death in the Soviet Union of the first 
black general secretary of the Communist Party of South Africa, 
Albert Nzula, Padmore's close friend and colleague in Moscow. 

The contradictions in Padmore's politics are by now apparent. 
His anti-Stalinism reveals itself as a species of pro-Stalinism, 
his form of advocacy of Pan African unity as in India promotes 
the interests of a class dependent on fracture and fission not 
union among African peoples, while his struggle against 
colonialism during world war two expressed itself as struggle 
for colonialism by other means. Starting from the intellectual 
premises of Pan-Africanism or Communism? — that is, anti-
Stalinism, nationalism, Pan African unity — the consequences 
of Padmore's politics prove the inadequacy and self-
contradictory nature of these premises, for Padmore and his 
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followers. Such politics is proved bankrupt and dangerous for 
the proletariat. 

Yet the question of the programme and political organization 
of the proletariat of South Africa asserts itself now with extreme 
urgency more than in Padmore's time, given the enormous 
growth of the black proletariat in numbers, concentration, trade 
union organization and capacity for struggle. Simultaneously, 
all the main political tendencies within the revolutionary 
movement in South Africa, above all the ANC, the UDF and the 
Communist Party but also the PAC and Azapo, repeat the 
suicidal politics of the Popular Front in Spain and France, as 
well as the left nationalism of the Kuomintang before its 
slaughter of the proletariat in China. The two main nationalist 
tendencies (roughly, ANC/SACP and PAC/Azapo) now stand at 
the head of a great body of organized workers, the first in the 
much larger Congress of South African Trade Unions 
(COSATU), the second in the smaller National Council of Trade 
Unions (NACTU). Given its ideological derivation from 
Padmore, the smaller and weaker Africanist tendency is 
shown to be unable to challenge nationalist and Stalinist 
politics in the main body of the proletariat. Rather, it serves to 
complement and strengthen what it purports to oppose. 

Pan Africanism reveals itself as yet another school of 
intermediation between capital and labour, obstructing the 
proletariat from taking its destiny, and the fate of humanity, 
into its own hands. 
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THE DEATH OF ALBERT NZULA 
AND THE SILENCE OF 
GEORGE PADMORE 
Paul Trewhela 

The contradictions in Padmore's politics emerge most sharply 
in an episode relating directly to South Africa. His claim that 
the purges 'did not affect' the Tew Negroes working in Russia at 
the time of the first Five Year Plan' {Pan-Africanism or 
Communism?. p.314) is refuted by a strange omission from his 
book. The matter relates to the last years in Moscow of the first 
black general secretary of the CPSA, Padmore's friend and 
comrade, Albert Nzula. 

Nzula reached Moscow in 1931, the protege of Douglas Wolton 
who had organized the Stalinist purge of the South African party 
over the previous years. He arrived as representative of the 
party, its leading black member, and was co-author of a book in 
Russian published in Moscow in 1933 under the title, The 
Working Class Movement and Forced Labour in Negro Africa. 
Of course this book does not mention that the Russian state was 
itself at that moment industrializing on the basis of the same 
and even worse — forced labour. In a pamphlet published in 1935 
after his death as a series of articles, Nzula is alleged even 
specifically to have denied this. He is alleged to have stated that 
black workers 'are not hoodwinked that there is a worse slavery 
and oppression than they have to face in South Africa. The 
screams of the bourgeois press about forced labour in the Soviet 
Union cannot have any meaning to those who are undergoing 
such labour'.1 

Privately, however, he developed a very different opinion of 
the Soviet Union from what was published posthumously under 
his name. 

In a review of an English translation of Nzula's book in 1981, 
Charlie van Gelderen — a Trotskyist in South Africa and 
abroad for over fifty years writes: 

There is some evidence that Nzula became disenchanted with 
Stalinism during his stay in the Soviet Union .... 

According to the official version, Nzula died of pneumonia, 
aggravated by his chronic alcoholism on January 14, 1934. 
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According to C.L.R. James, Nzula was forcibly removed from 
a meeting in full view of the participants, by two men working 
for the Soviet security services and never seen again. This 
agrees with what this reviewer [i.e., Van Gelderen, then in 
London] was told personally by Padmore in 1935. Padmore 
also told me that just before his expulsion he was summoned to 
Moscow. While making preparations to go, he received a 
cable from Nzula, smuggled out through Latvia, which read: 
"George for God's sake don't come". 

A young black South African, Beyers, who was in Moscow at 
the time attending the Marx, Engels, Lenin Institute, shared 
these suspicions. He returned from Moscow a confirmed 
oppositionist and became, for a short time, editor of the Cape 
Town Trotskyist paper Workers' Voice. Beyers told this 
writer that when fortified with vodka, which was pretty often, 
Nzula did not hide his hatred of Stalinism. His views must 
have been known to the GPU.2 

Confirmation of Beyers' testimony comes from Edwin 
Mofutsanyana, a veteran black leader of the CPSA. In a taped 
interview with Bob Edgar in Lesotho shortly before his death, 
Mofutsanyana, who was in Moscow with Nzula, expressed 
disbelief in the suggestion that Nzula had been murdered by the 
Russian secret police but stated that when drunk he made clear 
he was a Trotskyist.3 

Edgar's report of the interview continues: 

Nzula had two problems that were eventually to spell his 
downfall. The first was a drinking problem, which Nzula told 
him had started as far back as his Aliwal North teaching 
days. According to Mofutsanyana, in Moscow, "this is what he 
used to do. Take a bag, go to the bar, and take as many bottles 
as he could. I had a lot of quarrels with him over his drinking, 
but I couldn't help him. To cure his alcoholism, he was sent to 
a sanatorium, but he came out after a month drinking more 
than he was drinking before. He told us he had a friend there 
who did not actually give him the medicine necessary for a 
cure." 

Nzula's second problem was his growing disillusionment 
with the Soviet system. When he was drunk, he was most 
prone to come out with his Trotskyite and anti-Stalinist 
sentiments. Mofutsanayana did not specify how he picked up 
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these views (he guessed it may have been his associates at the 
Profintern [Red International of Trade Unions]), or which 
ideas of Trotsky he was espousing but what he remembers 
most was Nzula's questioning of Stalin's leadership. He 
recollected that one time Nzula reminded him of a meeting in 
Sophiatown at which Dr.A.B. Xuma, a conservative African 
National Congress figure, had spoken. Xuma had launched 
an attack on the Soviet government, charging that in the USSR 
all cars were owned not by the workers, but by Stalin. Nzula 
had taken on Xuma at the meeting, but now that he had lived in 
the USSR he was regretting his former stance. 

In Mofutsanyana's presence, when Nzula was sober, he did 
not utter such heresies, but his views still reached the ears of 
Communist officials, who called him before the International 
Committee of the Comintern for disciplining. He was told that 
he would not be allowed to return to South Africa to infect Party 
members there with his Trotskyite ideas. One alternative put 
forward was that he would be sent to the United States to see if 
the American Communist Party could straighten him out. 
Nzula himself favoured that proposition, but before anything 
could be set in motion, he died. 

Nzula's comrades in Moscow were told that he had been on a 
binge, had left his friends and fallen on a snowbank, had 
caught double pneumonia, and died. Mofutsanyana had no 
reason to disbelieve this. 'I personally expected him to go'. He 
knew of the controversy surrounding Nzula's death, and was 
himself questioned by the South African police about it on his 
return. 

James' informant about Nzula's alleged arrest by the Soviet 
secret police was Jomo Kenyatta (later president of Kenya, who 
had been brought to Moscow by Padmore), but Mofutsanyana had 
no confidence in Kenyatta and did not credit his account. That 
does not automatically invalidate Kenyatta's account. Like 
Padmore and Nzula, Kenyatta in the early 1930s was active in 
Moscow in the leadership of the International Trade Union 
Committee of Negro Workers. He later claimed to James that 
'his own desertion from the Communist camp was because of the 
treatment that had been meted out to Nzula'.4 

A very large number of foreign communists of many 
nationalities were murdered in the USSR during the 1930s and 
1940s. Among these were the South Africans Lazar Bach and 
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Maurice Richter, together with Richter's brother, Paul, executed 
in the Soviet Union a few years after the death of Nzula. 

According to the veteran Chinese Trotskyist and former aide 
in the central committee of the Chinese CP, Wang Fan-hsi, 
some 200 Chinese students in Moscow were arrested as 
Trotskyists and brutally interrogated many later going to their 
deaths — as early as the end of 1929, more than four years before 
Nzula's death. From what the Trotskyists in China could find 
out, in Stalin's labour camps and prisons 'Communists with 
yellow skins received far worse treatment than their white 
fellow prisoners'.5 By 1934, to have arranged Nzula's murder 
would have been child's play for the GPU. 

Moses Kotane (later general secretary of the SACP) and 
J.B.Marks (later chairman of the SACP) were both studying in 
Moscow while Nzula was still alive, along with Mofutsanyana, 
who says specifically that Kotane was transferred to the Eastern 
Workers Communist University so that he would not be 
influenced by Nzula's heresies. 

The historians of the CPSA, H.J. and R.E.Simons, make 
clear that the execution of Bach and the Richters — accused of 
'having shielded a follower of Leon Trotsky' — directly 
promoted the rise of Kotane, who was recalled with them to 
Moscow as leader of the opposing faction in the CPSA. Against 
Bach's faction, Kotane in Moscow argued Stalin's line that the 
revolution in South Africa 'implied two stages, one leading to a 
democratic state under majority African rule, the second to a 
full-blown socialism': the basis of the programme of the SACP to 
this day. The deaths of Nzula, Bach and the Richters within the 
Soviet Union cleared the way in South Africa for what the 
Simons themselves describe as 'a great turn to the right'.6 

The SACP programme of today is the direct outcome of the 
purges in the Soviet Union. Despite the present climate of 
glasnost and perestroika, one doubts if this party dare press for a 
full inquiry into the deaths in the USSR of its former leaders in 
the 1930s and the exact role in Moscow of Kotane. 

In his biography of Kotane, the SACP leader Brian Bunting 
notes that Nzula and Kotane had 'attended the same classes' in 
Moscow and that 'Kotane thought Nzula a brilliant student'.7 But 
there is not a single word in Bunting's book about Nzula's death. 
Kotane's predecessor as general secretary of the SACP is 
permitted to disappear from history as silently as so many 
others — with Bunting's endorsement — disappeared from life. 
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In Pan-Africanism or Communism? there is no mention of 
the execution of Bach and the Richters, and only the briefest 
reference to Nzula, who according to Padmore in his statement 
to Van Gelderen probably saved his life, possibly at the expense 
of his own. Nzula is referred to in this book merely as 'one of the 
ablest Young Party leaders' of the CPSA in the late 1920s. To this 
Padmore adds as a footnote: 'Mr Nzula died in Moscow in 1931 
...' (p.351). Nothing more! No reference to their joint work 
together in Moscow on The Negro Worker, nor to what Padmore 
knew or suspected of Nzula's death, nor to Nzula's role in 
saving Padmore from arrest and possible death at the hands of 
the GPU, nor to Nzula's hatred of oppressive conditions in the 
Soviet Union. Concerning Nzula's political evolution and death 
in the USSR, Padmore and Bunting share a common silence. 

There is also the discrepancy between the date of Nzula's death 
as stated by Padmore (1931) and the fact that from 1931 until 1933 
they worked very closely together as political collaborators. 
This mis-dating is typical of Padmore's disdain for accuracy. 
Doubt surrounds two crucial questions: 1. Why, especially in a 
book of this kind, he did not raise an inquiry into the nature of 
his friend's death? 2. Why, despite what he knew of Nzula's 
views and possible arrest, should he have stated that the purges 
in the Soviet Onion 'did not affect' blacks? The principal 
beneficiary of Padmore's weird treatment of this suppressed 
episode — central to the revolutionary movement in South 
Africa — is Stalinism. 

But nationalist politics in general was a beneficiary. Nzula's 
first hand encounter with Stalinism in the USSR and his 
evolution, as a black revolutionary, towards Trotskyism 
disprove Padmore's claim that 'Trotskyite Communists' were 
in essence white manipulators of black interests.8 From 
Mofutsanyana it is clear that what principally revolted Nzula 
in the USSR, unlike Padmore, was its inequality: the privileges 
arrogated to itself by a despotic bureaucracy, which Nzula could 
only compare with inequality in South Africa. By suppressing 
Nzula's insight into the essential nature of the Soviet Union, it 
is Padmore who is condemned by his perversion of the truth. 
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THE DEFIANCE CAMPAIGN, 
1952: SOCIAL STRUGGLE OR 
PARTY STRATAGEM? 
Baruch Hirson 

The Defiance of Unjust Laws 

On 26 June 1952, a campaign to secure the repeal of six unjust 
laws was launched by a Joint Planning Council, composed of 
leaders of the African National Congress (ANC), the South 
African Indian Congress (SAIC), and the Franchise Action 
Council (FrAC), an ad hoc organization formed to fight against 
the removal of the Coloured vote. During the first phase of the 
campaign Volunteers' courted arrest by breaking unjust laws; 
and this led over a four months period to approximately 8,000 
convictions in the courts. Thereafter, the campaign lost its 
earlier momentum, and was brought to a virtual standstill by 
riots in the eastern Cape, Kimberley and Johannesburg. The 
proposed strike action, that was to follow the first phase, was 
abandoned, and the campaign called off. 

There has been little discussion of the campaign and many 
questions still await answers. What did the organizers (and the 
volunteers) hope to achieve? What led to the launching, and why 
did the Planning Council chose this particular time? How did 
they hope to initiate industrial action, and why was it 
abandoned? 

Brian Bunting, a leading member of the South African 
Communist Party (SACP) listing events between 1950-52 in 
South Africa tha t influenced decisions, included: the 
Suppression of Communism Act; police terror and riots in 
Witzieshoek (November 1950); the Bill to remove Coloured 
voters from the common roll in 1951; the formation of the Torch 
Commando, a white ex-serviceman's organization pledged to 
defend the constitution {Kotane, Ch.10). Some of these events 
influenced the Planning Council, others must be added, but on 
the basis of his list, the author could only conclude: 

In all this ferment it is hard to say where the impetus for the 
1952 defiance campaign originated. It had its seeds in the 1949 
Programme of Action and it was at an executive meeting of 
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the ANC on June 17, 1951, that the decision was taken to invite 
the head committees of the other national movements to meet it 
and discuss methods of direct action against the 
Government's oppressive laws and policies, (ibid, p. 180) 

To state after twenty-five years, that it is not possible to 'say 
where the impetus' for the campaign originated, is absurd. 
There are only a few possibilities: either the events of the time 
inspired people to struggle against some injustice(s); or there 
was unrest that lacked focus, and a campaign was initiated to 
provide that lead; or the campaign was dreamt up by persons to 
advance the fortunes of their own organization(s). However, it 
is noteworthy that few commentators (including Bunting) 
allude to grass root support, and few leaders at the time spoke of 
popular pressure in justifying the campaign. Yet, it is 
necessary to ask — even if answers are not yet available — 
whether there was underlying unrest to which the leadership 
responded, and whether the social composition of those arrested 
provides insight into the demands of blacks at the time. 

In reconstructing the events leading to the campaign, other 
questions emerge. Why was the response to the campaign 
concentrated largely in the eastern Cape, and why did the 
Coloureds of the western Cape, and the Indians of Natal, stand 
aloof, although they had been expected to respond in large 
numbers? In fact, what impact did community leaders have on 
their respective followings? 

Firstly the Bill to disenfranchise the Coloured voters needs 
investigation, because this brought FrAC, the Joint Planning 
Council, and the Torch Commando into existence. For FrAC the 
issue was to stop the Bill and protect the Coloured vote, and with 
this the other bodies concurred. But defeat of the Nationalists in 
the 1953 general election became the primary objective of the 
Springbok Legion and the SACP, and the war in Korea 
obviously influenced the communists. Many of their members 
drew parallels between oppression in South Africa and the 
intervention of the west in Asia. Whatever their concern about 
local discontent — and this is not in doubt — they were also 
interested in gaining support for the the cause of north Korea. 
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The Franchise Action Council 

The attempt by the government at remove Coloureds from the 
common voters roll was not new. One Bill had been stopped in 
1939 after massive rallies in Cape Town and a march on 
Parliament. The government tried again in 1949, but lacked the 
necessary two-thirds majority to remove an 'entrenched' clause 
in the constitution, and in October 1950 announced new plans to 
proceed with the measure. (Guardian, 25 February 1951) 

In late 1949 it was said that groups of workers, trade unions 
and individuals were speaking of the possibility of a political 
strike. (Guardian, 6 October 1949) Finally, in February 1951, 
after a meeting addressed by S.R. Rahim of the African Peoples 
Organization (APO), Dr Y.M. Dadoo (SAIC) and Dr J.S. 
Moroka (ANC), FrAC was set up with 33 members. The Council 
asked the leaders of the APO, the SAIC and the ANC to campaign 
against the Bill, and call for votes for all (Guardian, 8 February 
1951). 

At a FrAC conference in the Cape there were proposals for a 
voluntary tax of Is. per week to form a fighting fund; the calling 
of a series of Vote Sundays'; asking the churches to devote 
sermons to the issue, and sporting bodies to give up sport for a 
day. Mondays were declared 'self sacrifice day', when one item 
of luxury was to be avoided, and the money contributed to the 
fighting fund; and mass meetings and demonstrations called 
to popularise these decisions. Dadoo, the main speaker, rejected 
a call for the boycott of government institutions, because this 
would only destroy the struggle. 'Boycott was not on the agenda 
today', he said. 'On the agenda at the moment is practical 
action'. 

At a press conference, Moroka promised African support for 
the retention of the Coloured vote, and called for a common 
black front to fight against oppression. He also said that he did 
not rule out the use of a general strike (Guardian, 15 February 
1951). 

On 22 February a protest day with marches was announced for 
20 March. The Food and Canning Workers Union and the Cape 
Town branch of the ANC pledged their support. The Day of 
Protest was moved forward to 8 March, with a rally at 5.0 p.m. 
on the Grand Parade, to be followed by a protest procession. Of 
the proposed list of 13 speakers, seven were communists. Dadoo 
in a special message said: 'It is not Parliament who would 
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decide the issue of the Coloured vote. It is the people on the Grand 
Parade who will decide it \ In Johannesburg about 3,000 
gathered at the Market Square to support the campaign 
(Guardian, 1 March 1951). 

One week later G.J. Golding (branded by the Unity Movement 
as a 'collaborator' when he agreed to serve on the Coloured 
Affairs Commission, the body which preceded the Coloured 
Affairs Department — CAD) joined the campaign and was 
placed on the National Convention Co-ordinating Committee. 
Together with S. Pillay he issued a statement warning of the 
grave danger in the Coloured Voters Bill. 

On 8 March an estimated 15,000, mainly Coloureds, some 
brought from the Strand, Paarl and Stellenbosch, paraded at the 
rally. It was announced that a nation-wide conference on 1 
April would decide how to proceed, and that Non-European 
leaders would meet and place the position before whites 
(Guardian, 15 March). Thereafter the assembly marched, and 
there was a move in the direction of parliament (repeating the 
events of 1939), but stewards redirected the crowd. 

At the April conference (where 59 organizations were said to 
be represented) a one-day political strike for all but essential 
services was called for 2 May (by 133 votes to 11). Shops would be 
asked to close and parents to keep children at home. Golding 
and van der Ross led the vote against the strike, saying that as 
teachers they dare not ally themselves with such action 
(Guardian, 5 April 1951). This ended their participation. Sam 
Kahn (SACP) told conference that the anti-Communist Act 
made it illegal to promote a strike to bring about political 
change; but they were not trying to introduce any political 
change: 'We want to prevent a political change' (ibid). The 
Non-European Unity Movement (NEUM) adopted a different 
position. Saying that the Bill could not be stopped, they rejected 
the strike and called for a boycott to make the Act unworkable. 

While FrAC prepared its campaign, the (white) Civil Rights 
League — unpopular with communists and condemned by 
Edwin Mofutsanyana for not supporting the Witzieshoek 
defendants because 'no question of civil liberties was involved' 
(Guardian, 21 January 1951) — called a protest meeting in 
Johannesburg. It was addressed on the vote issue by Margaret 
Ballinger, Rev. W.A. Palmer, Adv. B.L.S. Franklin, and 
Julius Lewin, and proposed organising a petition together with 
the Durban Branch of the South African Labour Party. At the end 



74 Searchlight South Africa, Vol.1, No.l, September 1988 

of April the Rand War Veterans Committee called for a Hands 
off the Constitution demonstration in Johannesburg. 
Witwatersrand University students announced their support 
(Guardian, 3 May 1951). 

The strike called by FrAC was postponed until 7 May, when 
thousands of Coloureds, Indians and Africans stayed away in 
six designated areas (Cape Town and Peninsula, Worcester, 
Paarl, Somerset West and Strand). It was claimed by the 
Guardian on 10 May that 100% stayed away in Worcester; 65-
70% in Port Elizabeth, and there was a 100% abstention in some 
Cape Town factories; shops were closed, and 60% of children 
stayed away from school — despite intimidation from 
employers and police, and opposition from teachers. 

In a parallel (but disconnected) move, 20,000 white ex-
servicemen and students and a coloured ex-servicemen's 
contingent marched in Johannesburg. A.G. (Sailor) Malan a 
war time pilot ace, and employee of the Anglo American 
Corporation, led the demonstrations. He demanded general 
elections and protested against the Bill (ibid). 

The Coloured leaders had no further plans and called a 
Conference for 10 June. The Guardian shifted its attention to the 
Torch Commando, which announced a march for 28 May in 
Cape Town (Guardian, 2 May 1951). One week later the same 
paper reported that 10,000 had marched with torches, and another 
75,000 had watched. The gathering passed resolutions against 
the Bill which were to be handed to leaders of opposition parties. 
The demonstration ended when police moved in with batons and 
pickhandles, leaving many injured: some fifty were treated in 
hospitals, about a third being whites. 

The Conference of 233 Coloured delegates duly met. They 
claimed to represent 71,886 members of 125 organizations 
(including 68 factories, 15 political organizations, 8 trade 
unions, 6 sports bodies, and 18 area committees of FrAC). They 
called for votes for all, and gave FrAC leaders a mandate to 
conduct mass resistance on a nation wide scale. Conference 
called for more strikes, local and provincial, with co-operation 
with other organizations in defence of political rights and civil 
liberties. In anticipation of the campaign soon to be announced, 
there was also a call for the organization of a nation wide 
struggle against the Separate Representation of Voters Bill, the 
Native Representative Act, the Group Areas Act, the Urban 
Areas Act, the Bantu Authorities Act, the Native Laws 
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Amendment Bill, the Suppression of Communism Act, and all 
discriminatory legislation. 

It was decided to set up rural committees, and other forms of 
struggle were suggested — all using passive resistance: 
including burning of registration identity cards, resistance to 
train apartheid, and refusal to obey the Group Areas Act. The 
Council was empowered to take the necessary action for a 
continuous campaign of active opposition to all manifestations 
of apartheid in political, industrial, educational, social and 
economic life. Cissie Gool was reported as saying: 'the vote is 
gone, it is buried. But it is not dead. We will revive it\ 

Then Dadoo announced that the action to be taken would 
depend on the political situation at the time, and on the progress 
made in the Congress organization. Foreshadowing the 
Defiance Campaign he said: 

there was every possibility that in the next few weeks the 
Executives of the National organizations of the Non-European 
people would meet to discuss plans on the way in which the 
struggle should be conducted on a country-wide basis. 

These discussions will be taken because every Non-
European in the country feels the necessity for such action. 
We are forced by the policy of the Government to mass 
resistance ... against every unjust apartheid law. {Guardian, 
14 June 1951) 

However, members of the (now-banned) SACP had other 
reasons for embarking on an anti-government campaign. In a 
Presidential address to the 20th Annual Conference of the SAIC 
(25-27 January 1952) Dadoo stated that the plan for the Defiance 
Campaign did not rise exclusively from the situation in South 
Africa: 

The plan cannot be divorced from the most serious question 
which faces the whole of humanity, the question of peace or 
war. If indeed it were so divorced — and it is not — the plan 
would be unreal and most certainly ineffective. We must 
therefore examine the developments that have taken place in 
the international field. 

Since our last conference the danger of world war has not 
receded ...[there are those in Korea, Malaya, Viet Nam] who 
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wage a heroic struggle for the freedom and independence of 
their countries... 

The intense desire for peace has found concrete shape in the 
campaign for a Five Power Peace Pact which has already been 
supported by nearly half the human race ...[and so on, and 
on]. It is indeed due to the vigilance and active fight for peace 
on the part of the common peoples everywhere that a third 
world war was averted in 1951. 

This was reprinted in a Congress pamphlet calling for 
participation in the Defiance Campaign (Drs Y. Dadoo and S. 
Molema, A Call to the People of South Africa). This was 
consistent with the ANC's statement on the outbreak of 
hostilities in Korea, that the war was being fought to maintain 
bases in the east. The ANC condemned Africans who gave their 
services in the Second World War, despite the fact that it had 
fully supported that war from its inception, and said: 

The African people cannot be called upon by the Government 
to fight an 'evil' Communism in Korea where there is an 
equally evil apartheid to be resisted in their own Motherland. 
(Inkundla ya Bantu, 29 July 1950) 

J.B. Marks (ANC and SACP), claimed in his Presidential 
address to the Transvaal ANC in September 1951 that: 'Peace 
was the concern of all oppressed people who wanted to win their 
liberation', and called for a massive campaign to halt the 
Korean war, planned by those who would plunge the world 'into 
the greatest blood bath, to satisfy their lust for profit and power'. 
The war-mongers were the Colonial powers, the oppressors of 
Africa who exploited its products and its people, and he issued 
the call: 'Defeat those who plan the new war, and we will have 
defeated those who administer our oppression' (CAMP, Reel 3B, 
2:DA21:30/12. Stress in original). 

The Torch Commando 

The War Veterans' Action Committee, which was to become the 
Torch Commando, was organised at the suggestion of members 
of the Springbok Legion, to enlist the support of (white) ex-
servicemen against the disenfranchisement of Coloureds (see 
Michael Freidjohn, 1976). The first protest, in April 1951, was in 
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Johannesburg, when a coffin bearing the 'constitution', and 
wreathes, was placed on the cenotaph. This was followed by a 
mass meeting of 75,000 people in May, where ex-servicemen 
demanded a voice in the affairs of the country. They were not 
ostensibly concerned with the Coloured vote, but pledged 
themselves to defend the constitution; demanded an immediate 
(white) General Election, and called on all democratic South 
Africans to rally to this cause. {Rand Daily Mail, 5 May 1951) 

A 'Steel Commando', composed of jeeps and other vehicles, 
was to deliver this resolution to the government. They were to 
leave from seventeen towns and converge on Somerset West on 
28 May, before proceeding to Cape Town. The drive was planned 
with military precision, but the organizers' intention was only 
to defeat the government at the next general election. However, 
an opposition delegation asked the Commando not to demand an 
immediate general election, because the United Party's 
electoral machine was in disarray. 

Although the Torch Commando was obviously not prepared to 
engage in a struggle against apartheid, SACP statements were 
equivocal. Sam Kahn extolled the Torch Commando's positive 
achievements. Excepting a few trade unions, he said, the 
Commando was the only white fighting force in sight, and had 
removed the hopeless fatalism gripping anti-'government 
ranks. They opposed the police state, abuse of state power, 
censorship, the removal of the Coloured vote, and stood for 
freedom of movement by leftists and members of black 
organizations. However, he noted, it had a strong tendency 
towards emotionalism, and used the mystique of ex-comrades 
in arms; could not face fundamental political and racial 
problems, nor come to grips with South Africa's economic 
problems. Also, the body had 'donned the straightjacket of anti-
Communist orthodoxy' and appeased the government by 
disclaiming the Springbok Legion and Communism 
{Guardian, 6 September 1951). 

Then came the rioting after the Grand Parade meeting on 28 
May, when Coloured demonstrators marched on Parliament, 
and left 160 injured. The Commando took fright, and its 
publicity officer announced that non-Europeans would not take 
part in a rally on 23 October, called to commemorate the war 
time victory at El Alamein. Die Burger, said jubilantly: 'The 
Torch Commando, which was born out of the struggle against 
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apartheid, has fully accepted apartheid in its organization' 
(quoted in Guardian, 18 October 1951). 

About 150,000 attended the rally, but the Commando leaders 
had nothing more to offer. They decided on 17 July 1952, at their 
First National Conference, to cut down on mammoth torch 
meetings and turn to house-to-house visits to ensure that all 
voters were registered prior to the elections of 1953. The 
members went electioneering, or left the political arena, and 
splits followed — in Natal over the issue of secession. With the 
Nationalist victory at the polls in 1953, the Commando was 
dissolved. 

Previously, when the Defiance Campaign was less than a 
month old, Cecil Williams, a Stalinist fellow-traveller and 
chairman of the Springbok Legion, sought a broad based white 
front against the Nationalists and called on the Torch 
Commando to declare a national work stoppage. He said there 
was no guarantee that the Nationalists would call an election 
for 1953, or if it did, the chances of their being ousted were slim 
because the Coloured vote would be removed; a new delimitation 
would favour the Nationalists; opponents could be banned or 
proscribed, and hooligans could stop people voting. He said an 
appeal to both employers and workers was not a strike [which 
was illegal]. It would make it impossible for the government to 
continue governing; would unite all anti-Nationalist sections 
of the population; would prove the government did not reflect the 
will of the majority; and would show people that power lay in 
their hands (Clarion, 17 July 1952). 

The Defiance Campaign 

On 21 June 1951 the Guardian announced the Defiance 
Campaign under the headline 'ANC Proposes Civil 
Disobedience Campaign'. It stated that a programme of action 
'for a campaign of civil disobedience and a general strike' 
against the pass laws, stock limitation in the Reserves, the 
threat to 'remove black spots', and the whittling down of 
franchise rights would be placed by the ANC before the other 
national movements. The campaign was expected to commence 
on 6 April 1952, the tercentenary of Jan van Riebeeck's arrival 
at the Cape. 

The next report (Guardian, 6 December 1951) said that the joint 
planning council of thfc ANC and SAIC (Drs Moroka and Dadoo, 
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Yusaf Cachalia, J.B. Marks and Walter Sisulu), would place a 
blueprint for action before the Bloemfontein conference of the 
ANC. On 20 December it announced a plan for mass national 
action against specified unjust, racially discriminatory, laws 
unless these were repealed before 1 March 1952. Thereafter, 
meetings were reported across the country to 'reorganise and 
revitalise' the ANC. Ten thousand volunteers were to be 
recruited by 26 June (the anniversary of the 1950 stay at home 
and police shooting), when the defiance of unjust laws would 
commence. (Guardian and Clarion, 13 March-19 June 52) 

There was no indication that local regions could sustain a 
campaign. The ANC membership was low. Karis and Carter 
(1973, p.427) estimate it as between 7-20,000, and Walshe (1970, 
pp.402-3) put the Transvaal membership at 4,000, and the 
national total at 7,000. Since one day stoppages in May and June 
1950, the ANC had engaged in little activity, and except for one 
or two regions, had undertaken no local campaigns (Lodge, 
pp.36-7). The National Executive Committee reported to 
conference in December 1951 that the administration was 
'severely strained ... due to financial crisis' and unable to 
retain its sole typist. In the Cape there was no co-ordination, and 
'letters of direction' were ignored (Molema papers). The 
Transvaal had three rival Presidents — J.B. Marks, who had 
majority support, Selope Thema and C.S. Ramahanoe — 
because the constitutionality of the last conference and elections 
were in dispute (Molema, letter to Kotane, 5 March 1951 - ibid.). 
In Natal, W.G. Champion, the President, and H. Selby 
Msimang, the Secretary, were at daggers drawn over events 
following the stay at home on 26 June 1950, and the refusal of 
Champion to recognise the Congress Youth League (CYL) 
(ibid.). 

There was also opposition from the National Minded Bloc, led 
by Selope Thema, Champion, Selby Msimang, and others. 
Msimang wrote to Molema on 13 February claiming that a 
'regimented mob' had stampeded the movement into acceptance 
of the decision on defiance. He warned against the campaign, 
claiming that the 'ANC is being accused of having surrendered 
leadership to the Indians', but also because he thought that this 
was not a well thought out plan. Thema and other leading 
members of the National Minded Bloc were expelled by the 
Transvaal ANC (Guardian, 16 August 1951) but this did not 
bring unity to the movement. 
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Dedication and a Prayer 

Professor Z.K. Matthews, ANC leader in the eastern Cape, said 
at a prayer meeting on the eve of the campaign that the ANC had 
tried petitions, deputations, resolutions and representations, co
operation with the authorities, appeals to white public opinion 
and a search for allies among European organizations. None 
had succeeded and now Non-Europeans were pledged 'to rid 
themselves by their own efforts of the shackles by which they 
were bound ...' (Matthews papers). 

The first step, said Matthews, was an 

act of dedication and prayer. More things are wrought by 
prayer than this world dreams of. Prayer for us here means 
dedication, which means we give ourselves to God and to our 
Nation for struggle. The struggle will be long and bitter, and 
therefore must not be entered upon lightly, without reflection 
and without due consideration of the consequences to 
ourselves and to our people. 

The Africans prison population was increasing, because 
people ignored unjust laws that were intolerable, he said, but this 
was unorganized and undirected, and did not affect the 
government. The ANC would direct a campaign that was 
'deliberately and carefully planned [against laws] inspired by 
the policy of racial discrimination.' The campaign would be 
run on a volunteer basis, and needed the moral and financial 
support of the people. As for participation, some would be leaders, 
some in active service, others would provide moral and 
financial support. 

The African people could not engage in armed struggle 
against the state, which alone had guns, tanks and aeroplanes, 
he said. Therefore the struggle had to be non-violent, which was 
not easy, because it needed self discipline and self control, 
surpassing that of men who fought 

behind a shield of modern armour ... It means being prepared 
to be hit without hitting back, even if one is able to do so, a 
veritable putting into practice the principle of 'turning the 
other cheek'. 
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Many people had counselled against the campaign, he said, 
because there would be suffering, but they could not suggest any 
effective alternative to bring about the freedom from oppression 
that the African people desired. After consideration Dr Moroka 
had decided that he was unable to call off the campaign. 
Matthews then asked whether victory would be achieved: 

It is difficult for us to say what will happen as a result of this 
campaign. All we say [is] that other people and other races 
have been confronted with the same choice which faces the 
African people today: Liberty or Death, Freedom or Serfdom. 
We are convinced that the African people will not be found 
wanting in the day of reckoning, (ibid) 

Joe Matthews Reports 

The Defiance Campaign, led now by the National Action 
Committee (of the ANC and the SAIC) began on 26 June. It was 
claimed in the Bulletin of the Campaign for the Defiance of 
Unjust Laws, No.2, that: 

The organised acts of Defiance were preceded by great mass 
meetings ... in cities and towns of South Africa, thousands 
and thousands of people attended meetings of the African and 
Indian Congress. Hundreds of ordinary people, workers, 
traders, students and professional men came forward to 
volunteer in the struggle. 

Professor Matthews did not volunteer. He left South Africa on 
12 June for New York, to act as Henry W. Luce Visiting 
Professor of World Christianity at Union Theological 
Seminary, and returned in mid-1953. He followed the 
campaign, partly through letters from his son Joseph (Joe) 
Gaobakwe Matthews, a leading member of the CYL, and its 
President before being banned in 1954. (17 letters are in CAMP, 
Reel 12A, 2:XM65:47/3-19). Writing on 29 July 1952, in what was 
to become a 'weekly bulletin', Joe said: 

The campaign has now got into real stride particularly in the 
Cape ... The total number ... in jail in the Cape is now roughly 
1,300, of whom 870 are volunteers in East London. 
(2:XM65:47/3) 
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Financial support from the African people had been 
unprecedented, and members were being enrolled by the 
thousand every week. It was expected to swing the small Cape 
towns into action soon. But in places like Kimberley there was 
no leadership.In his view, 

the Cape is capable by itself of creating a dangerous situation 
in the country for the Nationalists. Politically that is not, of 
course satisfactory. A union-wide balance is required and 
therefore a meeting of the National heads is scheduled to take 
place soon. 

He reported that in the Transvaal there was some paralysis 
because court charges had originally been for conspiracy, which 
carried severe sentences. This had altered, and the charges 
were now proffered under the pass regulations. He had little 
information about Natal, except that one meeting called by M.B. 
Yengwa in Nqutu had been banned by the magistrate who 
arrived with 25 mounted police. But Natal, he said, was far in 
advance of the Transvaal — except for the question of the 
Indians. 

You see the Indians are perturbed over the fact that throughout 
this campaign the Congress is not leaning on them at all. Our 
organization is entirely independent, and if anything we are 
giving orders to them. Therefore there is noticeable a 
tendency on their part to be cold towards the campaign, (ibid.) 

On 5 August, Joe Matthews wrote to say that the campaign was 
remarkable in having 

released the minds of the people. The people are absolutely 
sure they are heading for freedom in a few months time. Any 
attempt to contain them and to explain that the struggle is 
going to be hard and long is almost regarded as sacrilege. 
One thing I am certain of — whatever we do get out of this 
campaign we will make Congress the most powerful 
organization with a tremendous membership. Even 
Grahamstown has 300 paid—up. New Brighton also is now 
2,700 members, and the volunteers are more than that. 
(2:XM65:47/4) 
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Then came nation wide arrests: 

On Wednesday last came the sudden swoop on the ANC, SAIC, 
and the Franchise Action Council, and also on leaders of the 
movement... carried out simultaneously in all areas at 10 
a.m...they are trying to establish some connection between 
Congress and overseas organizations such as the Communist 
movements...they are going to be disappointed because 
Congress is not Communist and they will not find a thing to 
connect Congress and the Communists in anyway, (ibid.) 

The campaign met increasingly tough action from the police, 
and on 13 August this was discussed: 

Volunteers, especially in East London were badly treated; 
sentences were imposed to the limit fixed by law; lashes were 
imposed as punishment on all volunteers under the age of 21; 
and the Nationalist become more and more hysterical in its 
demand for action against the volunteers...in Grahamstown 
in the same week there was a baton charge against the 
spectators to the trials. This was when the second group of 55 
went into action. Incidently Grahamstown has sent in 180 so 
far. 

Matthews said that by the 12th, 2171 volunteers had gone into 
action, and reported that Mandela, Sisulu, S. Sello and 
Marupeng Seperepere, (all ANC), Dadoo, Kathrada, Moulvie 
Cachalia, and N. Thandrey, (of the SAIC), Marks, Kotane, Dan 
Tloome and James Phillips, (communists or trade unionists) 
had been charged under the Suppression of Communism Act. Of 
the arrests he said: 

This is the beginning of a great 'conspiracy trial' and we are 
expecting more people to be arrested. I think the government 
has completely misread the mood of the people. This seems to 
be that the campaign can be headed off with the arrest of the 
leaders. I also thought so a few weeks ago. Today I realise that 
such an attitude does not take account of the political 
consciousness of the masses and the extent to which they have 
been following the progress of the ANC campaign. I have 
complete faith in the ability of the Africans to produce the 
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necessary leadership in any given situation. We have put 
before them a clear cut policy and programme and they will 
cut through the wiles of politicians and get on the road to 
freedom no matter what happens to the leaders. The Malanites 
do not realise too, that the Congress leaders deliberately have 
moved slower than the masses in this respect — that the 
masses are calling for mass action in the form of 
UKUHLALA FHANTSI IIVEKI EZIMBENI [A STRIKE FOR 
TWO WEEKS]. (2:XM65:47/5) 

On 22 August there was news of further arrests (some twenty, 
including Delizantaba Mji, and Harrison Motlana at medical 
school) with a preparatory examination in four days time. The 
campaign in Durban, he said, was 'swinging into action soon' 
and 'by December the whole of the rural areas including the 
Transkei will have been organized... This last week-end 488 
more Africans were arrested, bringing the total to 2751. Of these 
301 were from RE.' (2:XM65:47/6). 

On 3 September he said that he was directing the whole 
organization and campaign in the eastern Cape from 
Kingwilliamstown to Fort Beaufort: 

I just do not know how to transmit to papa the mood of the 
country just now. We are in the midst of a decidedly 
revolutionary situation, and the ANC has not only 
maintained its initiative but has gained ground in the past 
few days. 

He spoke of the enthusiasm of the crowd both inside and outside 
the court when Moroka appeared. Thousands filled the open 
square, and the court was adjourned at the request of the 
prosecutor, to allow Moroka to address the crowd. At Moroka's 
request, people left the court in silence. In Natal the first batch of 
twenty-one were watched by thousands of Africans, 

who shouted Africa and marched from Berea to the offices of 
the ANC to volunteer. I am quite sure that in the long run 
Natal will beat everybody in the response they get. I only hope 
it will be possible to keep down the spirit of Chaka and infuse 
the spirit of Gandhi among the Zulu masses who will 
experience a great spiritual release as a result of the 
campaign. 
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In the Cape we are of course in top form. The organizational 
lessons of Port Elizabeth are being passed on to every branch 
in the Cape, and we are already a mass organization run on 
efficient party lines. The longer the campaign goes, the 
greater becomes our skill in administration, propaganda, etc. 
(2:XM65:47/6, and 47/7 — the two are taken together here) 

Matthews also said that the membership in New Brighton was 
5,000 and more than 21,000 in the eastern Cape. To date, 316 had 
been arrested in Grahamstown, and the beerhall had been 
closed by ANC members blocking the gates, praying and 
singing ANC anthems. He claimed that 'the rural areas of the 
Ciskei [were] ready for action', and that people would be sent in 
from the coming week-end. The action of the tsotsis [the 
gangsters of the time], had declined as the campaign gathered 
pace. There was some difficulty, he added, in holding back 
teachers and students at Fort Hare until after the examinations. 

On 16 September Matthews wrote that together with Dr J.L.Z. 
Njongwe (acting President of the Cape ANC) and eight others he 
had been arrested in Cape Town. This was apparently not part of 
the Campaign but was 'a political case', and senior advocates 
had been engaged for the defence. He continued: 

We are of course not placing much reliance on the legal 
battle. Our safety lies in the people and we have complete 
confidence in them. Especially our masses in the Cape — both 
rural and urban... 

... there has been a transformation that cannot be 
experienced by anyone not actually present in the country. 
The Africans are on the March and whatever the result of the 
present Defiance Campaign even if it ends in total defeat at 
the hands of the government the country will never be the 
same again. The government has no solution to the crisis 
presented by the defiance campaign! (2:XM65:47/8) 

On 2 October, with the campaign three months old, he claimed 
that the march to freedom could not be stopped. The Cape, he 
wrote, 'is in the centre of the spread of the campaign to the rural 
areas', and he anticipated control of the Transkei, 

the chief reservoir of labour [which would] bring about an 
entirely new situation in South Africa and render the 
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demands contained in the Joint Planning Council inadequate 
and out of date. (2:XM65:47/9) 

From the vantage point of the eastern Cape, the Campaign 
must have looked remarkably successful, and that might 
account for the lack of critical insight into what was happening 
elsewhere. Yet, even if there seemed to be a new breath of life in 
Congress, it could not have been more than a beginning of any 
struggle for change. To say on the 16th that his safety (in a trial) 
lay in the people, and to talk of the possibility of taking over the 
state, was little more than fantasy. Yet Matthews was to write, in 
all seriousness, that 'we are not making a bid for direct power in 
the state just now [that is, presently]', and that, he wrote, coloured 
the attitude of the Transkei. Instead, they were going to 
consolidate the gains made so far and were preparing 'to meet 
the government counter-attack which has grown tremendously 
in scope and extent...'. 

He continued: 

Peddie has sent its first volunteers into action. For the first 
time the red blanketed African has entered the fight and this 
will have revolutionary effects on the fight against the 
rehabilitation scheme. Given a few months I have no doubt 
that we in the Cape will be ready to meet any challenge by the 
government short of arms. Already we are in a position to call 
a strike in the Cape, in which the main towns and a great 
number of small ones could be brought to a standstill. This is 
true of the Africans but not true of the Coloured group. 

But, there were some difficulties, and some reservations... 

a feature of this struggle is the absence of the so-called 
intellectual group. Most of them are of course teachers and I 
suppose it is reasonable to excuse them on the grounds that the 
work they do is for our children. But the whites do not realise 
that the educated are just not in this thing to the extent that one 
would expect. I for one am not prepared to tolerate any 
suggestion that we will give the benefits of the Defiance 
Campaign to people who do not actually suffer, or work for its 
success. That is why any discussion must be on the basis not 
as sections of the Africans, but of the whole people, whatever 
their class. 
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He concluded with a note on other groups: the 'Bhengu type of 
reactionary', and the 'ultra-left Trotskyites' [that is, the Non-
European Unity Movement] had been exposed. That left the 
Nationalist Bloc and its friends, and Dr Xuma. The latter 
would 'have to declare himself soon. There can be no neutrality 
lest one is misinterpreted'. 

The Riots 

It was a bit premature to decide who would get a share of the 
coming freedom. On 18 October there was a riot in Port 
Elizabeth, and this was followed by riots in Kimberley, East 
London and Denver (Johannesburg), extending into the second 
week of November. The campaign of voluntary defiance 
ground to a halt, and except for a few symbolic acts (one 
involving a mixed group that included seven whites) the ANC 
could not put its act together again. Thereafter new draconian 
laws made it imperative that the Defiance Campaign be brought 
to an end in early 1953. 

There were two letters on the riots which tell part of the story. 
The first (2:XM65:47/12) was on 5 November: 

The information as far as we in Congress have it is that an 
African got off the train before it stopped at New Brighton 
station. He was accosted by a policeman and a quarrel 
ensued. Two other Africans joined in the argument ...during 
the course of [a scuffle] the policeman took out a revolver and 
shot this chap. 

When the news reached the location people rushed to the station 
with stones. The police fired and killed six Africans, and the 
crowd retreated. That led to an 'anti-whiteman cry', and a 
cinema, the post office, and Various shops belonging to Jews in 
the location' were set on fire. Four whites were killed and two 
badly injured. 

All the leaders of the ANC were not in P.E. on that day, and 
this is a pity, because they might have been able to check this. 
But the Youth League fellows failed utterly to pacify the mob. 
The following day a series of house to house campaigns got the 
people completely under the control of the ANC leadership. As 
papa can imagine this riot, coupled with stories about Mau 
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Mau in Kenya, was just the thing to send the European public 
into hysterics. 

There was a war atmosphere in the town, he wrote, with 
armoured cars patrolling the streets. Buses were not going into 
the location but stopping at the outskirts. Armed police rode in 
trains and buses 'and made it their duty to be unpleasant'. The 
ANC threatened to boycott all public transport if armed men 
were not withdrawn and if buses did not enter New Brighton. 
After two days of total boycott these demands were acceded to. He 
continued: 

The government said they had lost patience, and accused the 
liberal policy of the P.E. Council for producing this situation. 
The Council banned ANC meetings and asked the 
government for a curfew from 9 p.m. to 5 a.m. 

We have called a strike in the Eastern Cape from the 10th 
November, unless the Council withdraws these suggestions. 
The strike will be total. In the meantime we are continuing to 
send in batches of volunteers. The Congress cannot be 
intimidated in its campaign by guns and threats ... We will 
carry on until unjust laws specified in the Joint Planning 
Council are removed. The campaign is now truly Union-
wide. Even the Transkei has now come within the framework 
of the struggle. 

Carried away in his optimism he wrote: 

I hope the government will be warned not to hope for miracles 
to smash the campaign. Nothing, even armed forces, is now 
capable of smashing an organised movement such as the 
ANC. The only thing I am worried about is that groups outside 
the Congress might start this terrorist thing as a reaction to 
force and violence on the part of the government. I hope it will 
not happen but one never knows. 

Another letter followed on the 13th, after the riots had spread: 

The cause of all these riots is the trigger happy policemen who 
provoke the people. Now while we have taught the people in our 
volunteer corps to avoid trouble with the police the masses are 
not so wise. Everyone of these riots has started off with the 
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shooting of some African, and that one death inflames the 
people to such an extent that they retaliate. There is no 
evidence that they are inspired by Agents-provocateurs who 
are inspired at discrediting the Defiance Campaign. They are 
a symptom of the fact that here at the Cape we are not keeping 
pace with the feelings of the people. They are sick and tired of 
the Malanites and like all people naturally want what they 
think is a short cut. Our duty is to direct this feeling along 
channels that will aid us in the fight. (2:XM65:47/13) 

There followed an account of the riots. In Kimberley it had 
started as a fight between Africans at a beer hall, which turned 
into an anti-police riot. The Bantu-Batho hall, municipal 
offices, creche and other buildings in Number 2 location had 
been burnt out. The ANC executive members in the town were 
arrested and charged under the Suppression of Communism 
Act. 

Events in East London were different. After Swart, the 
Minister of Justice, had banned all meetings in the districts of 
Port Elizabeth, Peddie, East London, Kingwilliamstown, 
Uitenhage, and later Kimberley, the Commandant of Police 
gave permission for a prayer meeting at the Bantu Square in 
Tsolo. Yet, while the service was in progress, the police arrived 
in trucks and snatched the bible of the Methodist preacher, R.M. 
Mdubu. They left, but returned a few minutes later and gave the 
people five minutes to disperse. The African police then 
assaulted the crowd with batons. In the melee that followed, three 
people were wounded by bayonets (carried by whites). The crowd 
scattered, followed by the police, who then drove through several 
locations, shooting as they went and firing into houses. Several 
people were killed. There was retaliation, in which three 
policemen were wounded and two white civilians killed. 
Municipal buildings and churches that had not supported the 
campaign were amongst the buildings set alight. The only 
people who could have stopped the riot, he wrote, were those who 
were bahned. 

Matthew's reading of the riots was as flawed as his 
assessment of the Campaign — of which more will be said 
below. Few, if any of the riots could have been stopped; partly 
because of the anger of the crowd, which had been stoked by the 
expectations roused by ANC campaigners, but mainly because 
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the government intended shooting the Africans into 
submission. On 2 November 1952 the Minister of Justice said: 

The police have instructions to take drastic action where there 
is a threat of a clash between Europeans and non-Europeans. 
They will strike where necessary. So called innocent 
bystanders should get out of the way when there are signs of 
trouble. If they are innocent what are they doing at trouble 
spots? The police have instructions to act, and to act swiftly 
and they have my support. The organizers of the Defiance 
Campaign should heed this warning. 

And on the 15th he told a Nationalist Party meeting: 

I have instructed police officers not to wait until their men are 
killed or wounded in riots before they fire. They have been 
told to fire first. (Harry S. Warner [pseud], 'South Africa: 
Who Provoked the Riots?', Nation, 21 February 1953, cutting 
in Matthews papers, Reel 3 B5.4) 

Within 24 hours the police were shooting at Kimberley; and 24 
hours later at Denver. 

At the Denver male hostel (not discussed by Matthews), there 
were disturbances after a rent increase was announced. The 
police were called, but by the time they arrived the situation had 
quietened. Nonetheless, they sealed the building but stayed at 
the gates. The inmates saw no sign of trouble, when without 
warning the police shot volleys into the rooms. Three times they 
fired, each time catching men who were trying to help the 
wounded or reach the dying. Then they left, leaving the 
residents to clear the carnage. (Eye-witness accounts told to 
Alec Reed, 1953, pp.35-6; Kuper, p. 135) 

To return to Matthews' letters: on 13 November he wrote about 
the one day strike in Port Elizabeth protesting against the ban on 
meetings and the curfew. Large numbers stayed at home,in Port 
Elizabeth, Uitenhage and elsewhere, and all dock workers 
came out. (Spark, 14 November) It was 'a hundred per cent 
success', Matthews said: 

The whites are mad, and P.E. resembles a city during war 
time. This is true of many towns in the Cape, including our 
little Alice. Police, armoured cars, patrols, searchlights, aero-



The Defiance Campaign 91 

planes. But we refuse to be intimidated. You see the whites are 
getting themselves into a state of panic. Shopkeepers in the 
Reserves are leaving for the towns and all that sort of 
nonsense in order to create this atmosphere of a South Africa 
on the verge of revolution. The intention is to enable the 
government to proclaim a state of emergency and then to take 
drastic action against the ANC... 

[The government had called on the ANC to end the 
Campaign, but ...] The riots mean that the Campaign must go 
on and the government must call off its campaign of 
Apartheid and race hatred ... 

Thousands were sacked by the municipality, railways and 
private firms; the government banned all black gatherings in 
the major towns of the eastern Cape, and fifty two Africans were 
banned from all meetings for six months (Spark, 14 
November). The ANC would defend all those arrested, said 
Matthews, despite accusations that this proved ANC complicity. 
However, there was a need for more and more money. 'The 
movement has become so big now, and expenses so heavy, that 
we are a sort of government now (sic).' 

He added: 'I am afraid there is no possibility of avoiding the 
crisis of leadership in our ranks', referring to Moroka's stance 
at his trial, which placed him in conflict with the ANC, and the 
very campaign he had headed. They would get over it, wrote 
Matthews, with 'hardly any disturbance but it is rather a pity' 
(ibid.). On 10 December he quoted from the evidence in 
mitigation, in which Moroka had said that: 

he was the grandson of the Chief who had helped the 
Voortrekkers; and he had always helped needy European 
students; that he resigned from the All African Convention 
because it preached non-*cooperation with Europeans; he had 
taken steps to cancel an indefinite strike to be called in the 
Cape because he felt it would lead to bloodshed ... 
(2:XM65:47/17) 

Moroka said nothing about the oppression in the country, and 
Joe Matthews did not add any comment. That was hardly 
necessary: Moroka's political record in the AAC (from which he 
had been expelled) should have alerted the ANC to the possibility 
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of his taking this position. They had used him to replace Xuma, 
but he was always a weak reed. 

Matthews was to write one more letter (on 20 November) before 
the government crack down, and in retrospect the reader can 
only wonder at its naivety. He wrote first about the strike, 
saying that the City Council and the Railway administration 
had imported thousands of Coloured scabs, but they had been 
incapable of doing the work and had to be paid more; 
furthermore, many had deserted in the face of local 
antagonism. Then he concluded: 'As far as P.E. is concerned 
there are two administrations. The recognised one and the 
ANC. That is clear even to a political infant'. In a P.S. he 
added: 'I have sent 18 agents of mine (sic) to the Transkei. Papa 
will soon hear a lot about the Transkei'. (2:XM65:47/15) 

Denouement 

Papa did not hear a lot about the Transkei in 1952; and many 
political infants (and other observers, too) were not at all aware 
of two administrations in P.E. But, even if they thought so in 
mid-November, the situation altered radically by the end of the 
month. On 30 November, Matthews wrote to his father: 

South Africa is now an occupied country in the hands of 
occupying troops. The Cape in particular is just an armed 
camp. Little places like Alice are full of them, and they have 
parades in the villages to overawe the people. We were to have 
a big special conference at Grahamstown yesterday but the 
previous day, Verwoerd issued a proclamation banning all 
meetings throughout South Africa in 'Native Areas and 
locations'. This measure only allows concerts, religious 
meetings and meetings by MPs, administration officials, etc. 
All others must get the permission of the magistrate. So the 
whole of the Union is now affected and the ANC is virtually 
forced under-ground. The penalties are very heavy — a fine 
not exceeding £300 and imprisonment for three years. 

They are also adopting a new technique now of just 
arresting a person and alleging a breach of some law. Then 
they keep you in jail on the ground that they are investigating, 
and refuse bail. (2:XM65:47/16) 



The Defiance Campaign 93 

The next letter came from Greyville, Durban, dated 10 
December: 

Its such a relief to be away from the tense situation in the Cape. 
But there is another sense in which it is not good to be in 
Durban. One does not have here the reassured feeling of 
having the masses hundred percent behind you. There is a 
marked difference from the Cape where the people are solid 
behind the movement. (2:XM65:47/17) 

On 7 January he wrote again from Greyville, saying 

As regards struggle all I can say is that this is crisis year ... 
Broadly speaking the idea is to strengthen the organization 
tremendously. To prepare for the continuation of the 
organization under conditions of illegality by organising on 
the basis of the cell system. The continuation of the Campaign 
and its widening into the mass campaign of industrial 
Action. I have no doubt that we will make a big advance this 
year. The leaders of course will have to prepare to go to the 
Detention Camps by the end of February. (2:XM65:47/19) 

And finally, in his last, undated letter: 

We have now entered the mass stage of this campaign and this 
will coincide with certain events. I hope by this time we will be 
behind bars. I would not like to see what will happen then. I 
have no doubt at all that by next March all of us will be 
deported or in concentration camps. That is certain. Papa will 
have to join us here I'm afraid. There is a big reaction here 
against your activities [!] (2:XM65:47/20) 

Where was the Defiance Campaign? 

These letters of Matthews provide information on the Campaign 
without inhibitions, and on the changing opinions of a 
prominent Youth Leaguer who also said that he was organising 
the campaign in the eastern Cape — the one centre in which 
success could be claimed. It offers insight into the aspirations of 
a section of the rising leadership of the ANC, and is also a 
commentary on their naivety and inexperience: challenging 
the government without any understanding of the power of the 
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state; contemptuous of the armed forces until actually con
fronted by force; and believing that the peasants or the workers 
could respond to a call for action whenever summoned, despite 
the weakness of the trade unions, and the frailty of rural 
organization. Govan Mbeki, interviewed at a later date by Mary 
Benson, was more pragmatic than Joe Matthews. They had not 
tried to get the people of the Transkei involved, he said, because 
there was no money for the campaign. (Mary Benson, papers) 

Matthews was not alone in many of these illusions. Luthuli 
said at the opening of the Transvaal ANC conference that 'the 
Defiance Campaign would continue, no matter how long the 
struggle or how ruthless the means to quell it, until victory was 
won' {Peoples World, 16 October), and Selby Ngcobo, writing to 
Prof. Matthews from Durban on 21 October claimed that 'The 
Defiance on Unjust Laws movement is gaining momentum in 
Natal where it appeared it was going to flop' (CAMP, Reel 17A, 
2:XM66:41/160). Even Dr Njongwe said on 27 October: 'if you 
hear one day that the Ciskei has also gone into action, you will 
know that the victory will be achieved within five weeks' 
(Quoted by Kuper, p. 142). 

Then, opening the ANC (Natal) Conference on 1 November 
1952, after the riots in the eastern Cape, Dr Njongwe was 
reported in 'Afrika Newsletter' (No.3, 7 November) as saying 
that the people of the Cape had asked him to say that they were 
determined, together with the rest of South Africa, to wage this 
struggle against unjust and racially discriminatory laws. He 
continued: 'I have been asked "What is the ultimate object of the 
Defiance of Unjust Laws Campaign?" My answer is: "Full 
citizenship rights for all South Africans.'" 

The struggle must be short and decisive ... Freedom within 
ten years is our goal ... We want Freedom NOW. In its initial 
stages, the Campaign was confined to the towns and cities. 
Now it has spread to the reserves. 

Yet, looking at the available records, it would seem that there 
were differing perspectives within the ANC and the SAIC, and 
these changed during the course of 1951-2. In one of its first 
documents, the Joint Planning Council stated that their aim was 
only directed at securing the repeal of six unjust laws (Pass 
Laws; Stock Limitation; Group Areas; Voters' Representation 
Act; Suppression of Communism Act; Bantu Authorities Act: 
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Report, 8 November 1951, reprinted in Kuper, Appendix C). They 
then declared: 

All people, irrespective of the National groups they may belong 
to and irrespective of the Colour of their skin, are entitled to 
live a full and free life on the basis of the fullest equality. Full 
democratic rights with a direct say in the affairs of the 
government are the inalienable rights of every man — a right 
which in South Africa must be realized now if the country is to 
be saved from social chaos and tyranny and from the evils 
arising out of the existing denial of franchise to vast masses 
of the population on grounds of race and colour. The struggle 
which the National Organizations of the Non-European people 
are conducting is not directed against any race or national 
group, but against the unjust laws which keep in perpetual 
subjection and misery vast sections of the population. It is for 
the creation of conditions which will restore human dignity, 
equality and freedom to every South African, (ibid.) 

The repeal of the six laws in 1952 would have been a 
remarkable victory for the Congresses, but it did not envisage 
any fundamental change in land holding, or in the country's 
economy. At no stage during the Campaign was there any overt 
suggestion by leading Congressmen that such changes were 
being demanded. Commenting on this, Kuper (p. 105) says that 
'this was to be expected since [there was no agreement on 
economic policy] and non-white leaders, apart from the left-
wing ... do not picture the struggle as a conflict between 
economic classes'. 

A selection from statements produced at the trial in June 1952 
of Walter Sisulu and 19 others, are reproduced in Kuper (pp. 112-
21), and he says of them that the themes were of despair, 
frustration, suffering and humiliation. But the speeches were 
non-specific, and except for references to the van Riebeeck 
celebrations were part of the stock-in-trade of Congress 
speeches, with attacks on Group Areas, the colour bar, low 
wages, poor education, and the despotism of a non-democratic 
government. Speakers condemned disease and mortality rates 
(Dadoo); insul ts (Cachalia); hunger and starvation 
(Kathrada); the rapaciousness of the whites (Moroka); the 
falseness of the white man's god (Kotane), etc. There were no 
references in these statements to specific complaints or 
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demands, nor to the particular issues to which local 
communities or workers might have responded. (Extracts were 
available to Congress followers in the National Action 
Committee's Bulletin, headed 'Afrika Bulletin No.l' [n.d]). 

Occasionally speakers lashed out. One African speaker 
(name unknown) was reported as saying on 19 June: 

I know that you are tired of seeing your motherland raped by 
foreigners from Europe; your mothers, your fathers wakened 
in the middle of the night by stupid Dutchmen of the platteland 
... It is within you to end this system. And your National 
Congress has said the first step is to defy unjust laws, to loosen 
the stranglehold of the white leeches. It is within you to get rid 
of these leeches who are sucking our blood.... 

Rousing stuff, drawing loud applause, but offering nothing new, 
and not focusing on issues that could mobilise the audience, any 
more than the speech of an unknown Indian in March who also 
drew applause: 

They can bring their machine guns, as they did on the 1st of 
May, and shoot us down — innocent men — without 
provocation. And what will happen to you if you die? I ask you. 
My friend let me tell you that when you die they must take the 
chain off you and you will be free in your death. 

Such talk delighted the crowd, but they did not relish the idea of 
losing their chains through death, nor did it draw them into a 
campaign that required them to go to jail. Although thousands 
did attend meetings and rallies, the number of those arrested for 
defying the law was approximately 8,400, which was not in itself 
over impressive, particularly as some persons were arrested 
more than once. (Some defiers in Natal had great difficulty in 
getting the police to arrest them — but their numbers were small, 
and they were mostly arrested after several acts of 
'defianceYFlash', the bulletin of the Natal ANC and Indian 
Congress, No.54, 25 November 1952). Furthermore, a regional 
breakdown shows that outside the eastern Cape, where just over 
5,900 were arrested, the response was poor. There were 1,600 
arrests in the Transvaal (all but 200 on the Witwatersrand); 490 
in the western Cape, 125 in the OFS; and 192 in Natal. (D. 
Carter, 1971; Kuper, using figures supplied by the SAIC in July 



The Defiance Campaign 97 

1954, provides a similar breakdown). Also most of the arrests 
took place between the 25th July and 19th October — 4,800 in the 
eastern Cape, and 940 in the Transvaal (D. Carter, op cit.; 
Lodge, p.46). 

In attempting to explain the comparative success of the 
campaign in the eastern Cape, some commentators suggested 
that the crucial factor was the close relationship between trade 
unions and the ANC in the province. (See E. Roux, et al, 1953) 
Yet, although this was probably a factor in Port Elizabeth, it does 
not altogether explain the fact that while 2,007 resisters came 
from Port Elizabeth (only some of them trade unionists), 1,322 
came from East London, 600 from Uitenhage and the rest from 
smaller towns and villages in which trade unions were weak, 
or non-existent. Furthermore, despite the close contact between 
political movements and trade unions in the western Cape, in 
Durban, and Johannesburg there was little or no response from 
organised workers. 

Yet, there are strong hints from both Matthews and Njongwe 
that suggest a need to look to the countryside to find the roots of 
the success in the eastern Cape. Njongwe referred (in 
November) to the spread of the campaign into the reserves, and 
Matthews made several references to the response of the 'red 
blanketed' worker, and of the populations of the Ciskei and the 
Transkei . 

The position of the reserves in the eastern Cape had been the 
cause of alarm among commentators, medical experts and 
administrators alike since the mid-40s, when it became obvious 
that following prolonged drought from 1945-51 there was 
widespread malnutrition and a high infant mortality. People 
poured into the towns seeking work, but living conditions had 
not improved for many of them: wages were depressed by the 
large influx, locations were hopelessly overcrowded and 
housing was miserable. Most kept contact with kin in the 
Reserves, travelling back periodically, and compounding their 
bitterness over landlessness and changes in the Reserves with 
anger over conditions in the towns. They opposed Bantu 
Authorities, the Betterment Scheme and the culling of cattle, all 
of which had commenced in the Ciskei as far back as 1939. 

There was bound to be some reaction from the people of the 
eastern Cape, even if there had been no Defiance Campaign. It 
was this disaffection that must be considered in accounting for 
the participation in acts of defiance of the 'reds' (migrants) in 
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the towns, and the people of Peddie (Ciskei). Lodge, op cit,, also 
suggests a linkage, but also has no direct evidence. It is also 
possible (and here too, the historian must guess) that Njongwe, 
with his knowledge of the eastern Cape, was linking the 
struggles in the rural hinterland of Natal with the Defiance 
Campaign. 

Culling had commenced at Nqutu, Northern Natal in 1948, 
and those with cattle, sheep or goats, had lost large numbers of 
animals. In January 1951 it was reported that six thousand men 
had told the Native Commissioner that they wanted more land 
and would resist further culling (Guardian, 13 March 1952), 
and in June Chief Molife and his Councillors refused to obey 
culling orders. Two leading tribesmen were arrested and fined 
£20. (Clarion, 5 June) In October, after the grass at a Trust 
Farm was burnt, men at Nqutu refused to pay the fine imposed 
on them. The disaffection spread to Nongomo, which was 
drought stricken, where orders to reduce land allotments and 
stock were defied and violence threatened if attempts were made 
to cut down lot sizes. (Peoples World, 30 October) 

There was peasant discontent throughout in the country, some 
of it of long standing, and in every case exacerbated by the 
implementation of the Betterment scheme. In Witzieshoek it led 
to disturbance in 1951, and in Northern Natal there was open 
defiance in 1951/2; but in most rural districts, the outbursts and 
histories of internal faction fighting, through which the 
discontent manifested itself, still need investigation. The 
opposition in Natal coincided with, but was not in any way 
connected with the Defiance Campaign, but in the eastern Cape 
the frustration and anger found an outlet in the Campaign — 
and this was recognised at the time. However Joe Matthews was 
so convinced of his ability to call people into action, and believed 
so passionately that he was moving the people, that it did not 
seem to occur to him that the stirring in the countryside had roots 
outside the campaign he was conducting. Rural discontent in 
the eastern Cape converged with the ANC campaign, and 
whether consciously or not, this was tapped by the ANC 
organizers. Even the timing proved to be significant for people 
from the countryside, with most of the arrests taking place from 
mid-winter through to the beginning of spring. 

In one respect there was a convergence of rural and urban 
struggles in this region in 1952, and the effectiveness of the one 
day strike in Port Elizabeth was testimony of the closeness of the 
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ANC and the trade union movement. This led to calls in 
February 1953 for a stay at home 'as the only effective way of 
fighting the Public Safety Bill and the Criminal Amendment 
Bill' — both enacted at the end of 1952, to stop further such 
campaigns (Resolution at Johannesburg Conference of the ANC 
and the Transvaal Indian Congress, reported in Eastern 
Province Herald, 16 February 1953). The National Executive of 
the ANC accepted the call for a strike in principle, but did not, or 
could not, put it into effect. The Defiance Campaign was 
effectively over, although a small dissident group in Port 
Elizabeth tried to revive it in June 1953. They started 
'organising processions in the evening, preaching to the people 
defiance of the unjust laws, condemning the leaders for failing 
to fulfill their pledges', and were expelled from the ANC. On 
appeal this was reversed (CAMP Reel 15A, 2:XC3:41/74, and 
2:XC3:54). 

The role of the All African Convention during this period is 
enigmatic. Leaders like I.B. Tabata had insisted over the years 
that the centre of the struggle lay in the rural areas, and he spent 
much of his time agitating against the Betterment Scheme. 
During July and August 1952 the Torch carried numerous 
reports of angry meetings in the Transkei, in which the 
peasants were urged to boycott the Rehabilitation scheme, but not 
to break down fences or act precipitously. Tabata condemned the 
Campaign as a political 'stunt', and the NEUM (to which the 
AAC was affiliated) was vociferous in its condemnation of the 
acts of defiance; but they were so involved in 'exposing* the ANC 
and SACP, that they could not see what was happening in their 
own back yard — although it is doubtful whether they would have 
done anything at the time. 

The Torch Commando had reached the end of its effective life, 
and those who had looked longingly to it to offer an effective 
leadership among the whites were sorely disappointed. Dadoo 
marked its downfall, in anger if not in sorrow, when he said 
that he was shocked at its 'acceptance in principle' of the Public 
Safety Bill — which allowed the Minister of Justice 'to suspend 
in whole or in part any Act of Parliament or any other law 
where the regulations conflict with an existing law' {Leader, 13 
February 1953). 

There are several loose points that need to be addressed. As the 
Campaign unfolded many of the original issues were 
seemingly forgotten. The Coloured vote ceased to be a factor in 
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the campaign — and the Bulletins of the Campaign were brought 
out in the name of the ANC and the SAIC, with no reference to 
FrAC. There was little response from the Coloured population to 
the call for defiance, despite the claims that the Coloureds were 
ready for a fight (e.g. over train apartheid), but they were no 
different in this respect from the Indians (many of whom had 
suffered during the campaign against the Pegging Act), or in 
fact, the overwhelming majority of the African population. 

The war in Asia was also a non-issue, and does not seem to 
have been raised during the campaign despite the initial 
statements by Dadoo and Marks. It was left to the Guardian and 
its successors (Clarion etc.) to pursue this in its weekly 
columns, and it is doubtful whether this had much effect on men 
and women in deciding whether to support the campaign. 

Finally, it was claimed that whether successful or not, the 
campaign marked a turning point in the history of South Africa, 
and also provided the ANC with a mass base. The first 
contention is debatable and the second needs scrutiny. In 
comparison with the pre-1952 showing of the ANC, there was a 
decided change in ANC presence, at least in the towns. 
However, it seems to have been much less than usually claimed. 
During the first phase of the campaign there was a surge in 
membership, but whatever the number initially enrolled 
(sometimes stated to have been 100,000) by the end of 1953 the total 
membership claimed was 28,000: 16,000 in the Cape, 11,000 in the 
Transvaal, 1,300 in Natal and 600 in the OFS. The roundness of 
these numbers suggests that they were gross approximations, 
and suspect. However, the organization in the eastern Cape was 
considerably strengthened, and this accounts for its vitality 
through the 1950s. 

If the national membership of the ANC after the campaign had 
indeed been 28,000 the income accruing to headquarters should 
have been £1,204. The actual amount received was £378 
(Minutes of National Conference of ANC, 18-20 December 1953, 
CAMP, Reel 8A, 2:DA14:30/46), and even if allowance is made 
for money not forwarded, this reduces (paid up) membership to 
about 7,000, the estimated membership before 1952. Needless to 
say, conference was told that the ANC was again in severe 
financial straits, and one year later Congress was dormant. A 
call by Luthuli to observe June 26 as a day of rededication by 
lighting bonfires or candles in front of houses Cas a symbol of 
the spark of freedom which we are determined to keep alive in 
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our hearts') and Sunday June 28 as a day of commemoration got 
little response. 

Joe Matthews did not end in a 'concentration camp', nor did 
his father join him there. He was a defendant in the Treason 
Trial, 1956-18, and he later joined the SACP. He went abroad 
after Sharpeville, settled in Botswana in the 1970s, acquired 
substantial business interests and left the ANC. 

A phase in the history of the ANC was over, and to set it in 
motion again Professor Matthews was to suggest that a Congress 
of the People (COP) be summoned — but that is another chapter, 
and needs a separate appraisal. 

Because there is so much that is debatable about the Defiance 
Campaign, the last word is given to an unknown Congress 
author, writing some time later. There is little new in what he 
had to say, and he offered no reason for the success (or 
subsequent failure) of either the Defiance Campaign or the COP. 
It is quoted because of his sober view of their local impact on the 
organization of the ANC (an undated account, found at the 
SAIRR by Dave Everatt): 

In the Defiance Campaign the greatest political consciousness 
was aroused throughout the country, in the cities and in the 
villages but the building of the organization did not 
correspond to the enthusiasm the campaign had aroused. The 
organizational machinery was very weak. As a result we did 
not consolidate our gains. The leadership became alive to this 
weakness and drew up [a] plan popularly known as the 'M' 
plan. When the COP campaign was started it was considered 
that it would create the greatest opportunity to build a powerful 
movement. Again in this campaign we succeeded to arouse 
political consciousness but we again failed to build a strong 
movement ... 

Precisely what was meant in the report by 'political 
consciousness' remained unstated. If it did not lead to a 
consolidation of the movement, it is not certain how the author 
could measure this new development. As for the M-plan, outside 
Port Elizabeth, where it was seemingly applied, there are no 
records of its being implemented. 
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DAVID IVON JONES: THE EARLY 
WRITINGS ON SOCIALISM IN 
SOUTH AFRICA 
David Ivon Jones left his native Wales and sailed to New 
Zealand in search of a cure for tuberculosis in 1907. But, 
although he found companions, he was restless, and moved to 
South Africa. He arrived in November 1910, and spent the first 
six months working for his two brothers in the Orange Free 
State. He then went to the Witwatersrand, working initially for 
a third brother, and then, having learnt typing and book
keeping, obtained a clerical job at the VFP (Transvaal and 
Victoria Falls Power Company) that supplied power for the 
mines . 

There was little in his first few years in South Africa to 
indicate that he would become the leading revolutionary in the 
country. He was intensely religious, and belonged to the 
Unitarian faith — the chapels of which had a history of radical 
involvement in Wales. Although Jones probably inclined 
towards the position of the Independent Labour Party (of Great 
Britain), his political philosophy was a mix of Welsh 
nationalism, admiration for the Welsh Liberal leader, David 
Lloyd George, and admiration for the Boers, because of their 
stand against the British in the war of 1899-1902. He joined the 
South African Labour Party (SALP) in 1911 or 1912, accepting 
the segregationist outlook of that party. 

Ivon Jones was a remarkable man, but his story might have 
been of little interest if it had not been for the events of July 1913 
and January 1914, when white workers confronted the 
government of Botha and Smuts in two general strikes. In the 
first strike, which centered around the demands of the white 
miners for a shorter working day as a protection against 
phthisis, Smuts called in the Dragoons, the British regiment 
stationed in the Transvaal, and they shot down a peaceful 
demonstration in Johannesburg. This led to widespread riots, 
in which the offices of the Star newspaper and the central 
railway station were burnt down. The second strike, called by 
the railwaymen, was probably engineered by Smuts in order to 
smash the trade union movement. 

As a result of these two strikes, a group inside the leadership of 
the Labour party was radicalised. When the First World War 
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broke out, the same group adopted an anti-war stance on pacifist 
grounds. At this time Jones, who was now a Tolstoyan, was 
secretary of the SALP. The anti-warites controlled the executive 
of the SALP, but under Creswell, the majority of the party 
resolved to support the war. This led to a split. Jones, together 
with S.P. Bunting, W.H. Andrews, Colin Wade, and others 
formed the International Socialist League. 

One of the first steps the new League took was to call for the 
organization of black workers, and for a united working class 
movement. This led in 1917 to the formation of the Industrial 
Workers of Africa, a black organization which, it was hoped, 
would provide a nucleus for black industrial unionization. Ivon 
Jones played a significant part in many of the activities of the 
ISL. He was its secretary, and editor of its journal, the 
International) he was one of the leading proponents of bringing 
blacks into the League; he alone seemed to grasp the 
significance of the first revolution in Russia in 
February/March 1917, and by October he was a convinced 
Bolshevik. 

In March 1919 he resigned his posts, owing to ill health, and 
went to Natal. There he was offered work in Mozambique where 
he contracted malaria. He was in a sanatorium in 
Pietermaritzburg when, together with L.H. Greene, he wrote the 
leaflet The Bolsheviks are Coming*. This led to arrest, and the 
imposition of a gaol sentence which was reversed on appeal. He 
left South Africa to go home to Aberystwyth, but stopped at Nice, 
sorely ill, and was tended by old-time acquaintances from the 
Unitarian chapel in Wales. He contacted the local socialist 
group, and wrote a report on Communism in South Africa. It is 
said that he met Karl Radek, and was invited to go to Moscow to 
attend the Third Congress of the Communist International and 
the Founding Conference of the Red International of Labour 
Unions. He was appointed consultative delegate for (all!) 
Africa to the Executive Committee of the Comintern. 

Jones wrote a vast number of articles — most of them 
unknown to contemporary readers. We believe that they should 
be publicised, and although the reader today might find some of 
the ideas strange, and will probably consider some wrong, they 
are often remarkably farsighted. In an article in Communist 
International, October 1922, that is too long to include in this 
issue, Jones said of the 1922 strike that it had lessons for the 
world working class, because: 
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(1) It presents us with the problem of colour prejudice within 
the ranks of the workers in its acutest form, there, where the 
conditions for its solution are already maturing. 
(2) It is the first great armed revolt of the workers on any scale 
in the British Empire 
(3) It presents one of the most striking examples of the use of 
the aeroplane as the supreme capitalist weapon against the 
workers, and suggests serious problems for the military 
mechanics of revolution. 
(4) It is a victory for Imperialist capital, on the one hand 
extending its tenure of life by expansion, on the other hand 
performing a revolutionary role by drawing in still wider 
masses of the backward peoples into the world movement. 

Even where Jones was wrong, his insights are illuminating. 
His errors arose partly from over-optimism. Believing that the 
revolution was not far away, he saw the white worker playing a 
decisive role. Some of the debates that led to this position can be 
found in the few pieces we have reprinted below. 

THE INDUSTRIAL WORKERS OF AFRICA (IWA) 

In explaining its reasons for concentrating on the organization 
of black workers, the ISL declared in the International, 22 
February 1918. that the League was not pro-Colour, but pro-
working class: 

We give increasing attention to the native workers not 
because they are natives but because they are workers. 
Correspondents who send us notes on coloured and native 
grievances ... should note this. We are not concerned with the 
civil disabilities of Indian storekeepers or native lawyers or 
coloured middle men. For us they all belong to the parasitic 
class. Our concern with the natives and our faith in them is 
our concern in them as workers, as potentially the 
revolutionary proletariat. 

We are pro-workingclass, not pro-native. Constituting as 
they do the big majority of those who do the work of the country, 
we want the native workers to realise that it is their historic 
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mission to b r ing about the emanc ipa t ion of Labour . 
Everything is marking time for them. We also want the white 
workers to realise this. 

In line with this declaration Ivon Jones drafted the leaflet tha t 
was t r a n s l a t e d into Zulu and Sotho (ironically, by two 
policemen on the IWA committee who had been sent in as spies). 
The English version repr inted on 15 February 1918 in the 
International reads: 

WORKERS OF THE BANTU RACE! Why do you live in slavery? 
Why are you not free? Why are you kicked and spat upon by your 
masters? Why must you carry a pass before you can move anywhere? 
And if you are found without one, why are you thrown into prison? 
Why do you toil hard for little money? And again thrown into prison if 
you refuse to work. Why do they herd you like cattle into compounds, 

WHY? 
Because you are the toilers of the earth. Because the masters want 

you to labour for their profit. Because they pay the Government and 
the Police to keep you as slaves to toil for them. 

If it were not for the money that they make from your labour, you 
would not be oppressed. 

But mark! You are the mainstay of the country. You do all the work, 
you are the means of their living. 

That is why you are robbed of the fruits of your labour and robbed of 
our liberty as well. 

There is only one way of deliverance for you, Bantu workers. Unite 
as workers, unite! Forget the things that divide you. Let there be no 
longer talk of Basuto, Zulu, or Shangaan. You are all labourers. Let 
Labour be your common bond. 

Wake up! And open your ears. The sun has arisen, the day is 
breaking. For a long tine you were asleep when the great mill of the 
rich man was grinding and breaking the sweat from your work for 
nothing. You are strongly urged to come to the meeting of the workers 
and fight for your rights. Come and listen to the good news and deliver 
yourself from the chains of the Capitalists. Unity is strength. The fight 
is great against the many pass laws that persecute you, and the low 
wages and the misery of existence. Workers of all lands unite. You have 
nothing to lose but your chains. You have a world to win. 

Ten thousand copies were printed and, a t an IWA meeting of 
25 October, Jones advised those who distributed it to proceed 
secretly and with caution. At subsequent meet ings it was 
reported tha t bundles were given to friends, and distributed in 
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Pretoria, Rustenberg, in the mine compounds and across the 
W i t w a t e r s r a n d . 

The only other leaflet of the IWA is of interest because it was 
wri t ten by T.W. Thibedi, one of the first Africans to join the 
ISL. 

INDUSTRIAL WORKERS OF AFRICA 

1 This Native Council is for all those who call themselves Country 
Workers. Black African open your eyes, the time has come for you all 
who call themselves Country Workers that you should join and become 
members of your own Council. It is not to say that we workers stop you 
from joining any other Councils, but you must know what you are in 
the Country for (rich or poor). All workers are poor therefore they 
should have their own Council. 

2 Item 1: Friend are you not a worker? 
Item 2: Is it not true that we Black People do every work in the country? 
Item 3: If so why do you not become a member of the Industrial 
Workers of Africa? 
Item 4: Why should all workers be pressed down by the rich where of 
they all do the work of the Country? 
Item 5: Why should you be kicked and spat at whilst working. 
Item 6: How is it that you black workers asking for bread from the 
Government as their children, are arrested and sent to gaol? 
Item 7: O! Oh! Workers your children died in German East Africa and 
West. Others were drowned in the sea. Upon that you are still burdened 
and compelled to carry 100 (hundred) Passes in your father's country. 
Item 8: Workers come together and be united and join your own Native 
Council. Why are you afraid to become members of the Industrial 
Workers of Africa whilst you call yourself Workers? 
Send your news and your adresses to:-
T.W. THIBEDI 
P.O. Box 2972, JOHANNESBURG. 

We have also found the record by an informer of objectives of 
the IWA as read by the secretary. 

Objects: To find a bet ter way of living and to inspire the t rue 
essence of uni ty; to meet together periodically to discuss 
m a t t e r s of social a n d g e n e r a l i n t e r e s t to m u t u a l 
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improvement; to organise the members and to do without the 
Capitalists 

WHITE WORKERS OR BLACK WORKERS? 

[In April 1919, a debate on the Johannesburg 'Soviet' inside the 
ISL was conducted through the pages of the International, t ha t 
was to have far reaching effects on the thinking of members of 
the League. In most respects S.P. Bunt ing was correct in his 
interpretation of events, although his conclusion (on re turning 
Africans to the land after the 'revolution') is patent ly absurd. 
The debate was to reverberate through the communist ranks in 
the years to come and needs to be known by all those interested 
in the development of ideas.] 
S.P. Bunt ing init iated the debate on 4 April 1919, under the 
h e a d i n g 

The White Soviet and the Red Herring 

Last Tuesday the Power Station and Tramway men on strike in 
Johannesburg endorsed, rather than appointed, a white workers' 'Board 
of Control' to carry out in place of the self-confessedly 'impotent' Town 
Council, the administration of the Municipal services. This Board at once 
resumed the tram, light and power supply, leaving it to events to 
determine whether and when it could abdicate in favour of the old 
Council, how and when it would assist the other striking workers, and 
how it would resist the inevitable 'counter revolution' of the bourgeoisie 
and Government. 

To criticise the personnel or intelligence of the Board would perhaps be 
out of place here. We can at any rate congratulate the municipal workers 
on having grasped the idea that the old fashioned strike for better 
conditions, often unsuccessful and yet more often ruinous to the workers' 
funds, is being replaced today by the movement for Workers Councils 
destined not merely to 'control' industry and public institutions but to take 
them over from the present private owners or bourgeois public bodies 
and work them in the interest of the working class. 

The Board might well have dropped its middle class talk of'the public' 
or the 'community' (i.e. society considered as a capitalist organization, and 
the individuals supporting it as such) and its aping of official 'obedient 
servant' style (as if all it wanted was Botha's job), and recognised its 
mission as a pioneer, however imperfect, in familiarising us all with the 
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idea of the necessary dictatorship of the proletariat leading to a complete 
Socialist Commonwealth. 

But that recognition would have revealed to our would-be 'Soviet* how 
very far behind that objective it had halted. In the first place, it could not 
pretend to be even a White Workers' Council for Johannesburg. It 
represented at best only organised Municipal workers: the organised 
workers of private industries were not invited to send their delegates by 
virtue of whose presence alone it could have begun to call itself a body 
representative of the workers of the Municipal area. Secondly, it did not 
succeed in calling into being any corresponding Council outside 
Johannesburg proper: it has been brought, for the present at least to a 
standstill in that town, whereas the essence of the movement requires that 
it should be constantly spreading. On the contrary, it has announced itself 
as only a temporary institution, though perhaps intending to be taken in 
the same sense as the Great Powers who announce their occupation of 
Egypt, for instance, or the seizure of Chinese Customs, as only temporary 
measures to secure certain demands. Finally, some of its spokesmen 
disclaimed for it any but advisory powers — the inevitable result of 
trying, as Labour members of Parliament are also limited to doing, to 
justify anti-capitalist acts by capitalist standards and to pro-capitalist 
audiences. 

But what is far more fundamental is its glaring limited and sectional 
character within the ranks of the working class. Where did it reveal that 
solidarity of Labour, the hope of the world? Municipal workers, indeed? 
Where were the masses, the underdogs of Bantu race who far outnumber 
the whites in Municipal employ? Where, for instance, on this Board, were 
any delegates of the Sanitary Boys whose demand for Is. a day nearly a 
year ago was at the time and has ever since been haughtily ignored by the 
whites? Presumably they were to be 'controlled' by the 'Board of Control' 
— the very word 'Board' suggest all-powerful directors, not communists, 
and 'control' of any except non-workers is not the meaning of 
Bolshevism. 

The ISL, having had as such no part in the remarkable if somewhat 
theatrical doings of the Strike Committees in the last few days, can fitly 
improve the occasion by again preaching the eternal verities of the 
movement in South Africa; and is thus in duty bound to repeat its 
warning, as before, that no workers' movement or revolution is worth the 
bones of a single champion which ignores or excludes the vast mass of 
the workers of this country, the most flagrantly oppressed victims of the 
most glaring form of capitalist exploitation, the exploitation of the black 
races and their labour by white capital: for that is after all broadly the 
summary of the labour position in South Africa. And if the upper white 
artisans are not with these masses they are against them, they are 
consciously or unconsciously kicking against the pricks of the proletarian 
movement they profess to espouse. 
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If indeed there were 'nothing doing' on the part of the underdogs, or if 
the att i tude of the white workers were one of only benevolent neutrali ty 
to them, their position would be more excusable. But there is something 
doing down below there: a movement of emancipation far more national 
(or ra ther international), more far-reaching, more cutting a t the root, 
more brave and self-sacrificing, than mere white Bolshevism can ever be, 
a passive resistance movement a t present in protest against tha t outward 
and visible sign of semi-chattel slavery of the natives, the Pass Law. 

Nor is there much sign of benevolence either. On the contrary, the 
Municipal Workers' spokesmen have even been offering to help quell the 
'native menace', and the Central Strike Committee passed a resolution last 
Monday which, while graciously admitting that the native was entitled to 
organise to improve his position offered assistance to the Government to 
prevent outrages on white women and children. Outrages on white 
women and children? What right have these people, who could not work 
for a day without a horde of 'outragers' to serve them, who are ensconced 
in a labour system which demands hundreds and thousands of these 
'outragers' as i ts indispensible basis, to complain of Black Peril? And for 
tha t mat ter when has 'black peril' ever resulted from a native movement 
for emancipation? But more than that, what protest have these men made 
against the outrages on black men and women taking place daily under 
their eyes in Johannesburg this very week? Why have they not offered 
their services to these their fellow-workers to protect them from the police 
and troops jus t called in to shoot them down and from the aiding and 
abet t ing white mob? What have they to say against the wholesale 
outrages, the burning injustices committed on black workers daily in the 
so-called courts of justice? Against the determined refusal, despite all the 
rise in cost of living, of any increased wage to these toiling, sweating 
slaves? Against their suppression in compounds and locations, the frauds 
practiced on them by the Department supposed to protect them but really 
protecting their bosses' interests, the instinctive bullying of them by the 
police, against their wholesale arrest, against the Kaffir Pogrom policy of 
the Government? Granted tha t when offered arms in accordance with 
this policy by Mr. Macfie [the magis t ra te who sentenced the 'sanitary 
boys'] the strikers demurred to signing on blindly in the Defence Force; 
yet the above resolution, which only renews the Federation's negotiations 
for arming Trade Unionist anti-native worker battalions last July, is such 
a dastardly piece of scabbery on the mass of proletarians of this country 
— and a t best no organised working class should ever offer any 
assistance to any capitalist government — that we are more than justified 
in ridiculing the pretensions of any labour movement, and most of all a 
labour movement calling itself'revolutionary', which in either its initial or 
its subsequent stages presumes to proceed without the proletariat. (In 
fairness be it said that the bodies that breathe these anti-native threats are 
the same that have dissociated themselves from the Board of Control, the 
South African Industrial Federation appearing to be their inspiration). 
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As this paper has often pointed out, the capitalist class see the point and 
seize the opportunity. It is a god send to them tha t a native strike is 
running simultaneously with the white one. As long as they can count on 
the middle-class obsessions of white workers who want a revolution 
merely to instal themselves in command of the subject race, they are quite 
safe. While the orator shouts Workers of the world unite ' , someone 
whispers 'the Kaffirs are rising' — oh, then, presto, let's bury the hatchet 
with our baases [masters], who will give us guns instead to shoot their 
slaves with. It is to this bourgeois call and bourgeois workers' responses 
more even to South African Industrial Federation sabotage as such ...that 
we must ascribe the insufficient success of Johannesburg's first a t tempt 
at practical Bolshevism... [In an aside Bunting said that I t is after all only 
an aristocrats ' revolution, an affair of the Court as it were, and thus only 
prolongs the struggle of classes']. 

It is humiliating to have to keep on emphasising that the essence of the 
Labour movement is Solidarity, without which it cannot win. The 
outstanding characteristic of the capitalist system in South Africa being 
its native labour, the outstanding movement of the country must clearly 
be the movement of i ts native labourers . And as it is only labour, 
organised and solid, t ha t can break up capitalism, all prejudices, all 
homage to middle-class respectability or newspaper commendation in 
the name of the 'public' or the 'community', mus t be sunk in order to 
achieve tha t organization and solidarity of South African Labour. 
Anything less will produce no victory at all, ra ther it will help the other 
side: certainly no victory of the very workers and peasants to whom 

Once the victory is won, the scene will no doubt change. The 
outstanding characteristic of the Socialist system in South Africa will 
certainly not be i ts native wage labour. The first great act of any 
proletarian revolution having secured political control is to restore the 
land to the people; in particular to those who work on it. And again, no 
revolution will tolerate the exploitation of the labour to a subject race — 
Russia renounced its exploitation of China and Persia in the first week of 
i ts communist revolution. On the basis of these two postulates a South 
African Socialist Republic will, until strong enough to appropriate all 
land, a t any rate recreate the homes of the native workers, by lavishing 
energy, science, machinery and every sort of aid on building up the 
Communis t agr icul ture , in the first ins tance in the divers na t ive 
territories, later over wider and choicer areas, until it becomes possible for 
any community, more par t icular ly if black, to live there a free, 
prosperous, educated and self-respecting life, unharassed by taxation, 
poverty, pass laws, native land laws, private landowning, Native Affairs 
Depar tments , spies, police and other enemies of the natives, or any 
inducement or compulsion to go to work for wages: on the contrary, a life 
made as attractive as it can be, a life in model self-governing communities 
which will retain all they produce, or even produce more than they need 
retain and so supply the whole country's foodstuffs. 
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Immediate expropriation will make good any deficiency of land in the 
existing areas, leaving complete expropriation for later attention. 
Incidentally the Creswellian embargo on imported indentured labour will 
of course take shape. In this way the cheap labour basis of industry will 
forthwith be undermined, and the white man's fear of being undercut will 
dwindle away as he realises that under a Socialist system of food, shelter, 
clothing, education and culture for all, of whatever race, willing to work, 
there can be no such thing as being undercut — except in the case of those 
whose only idea of work is to make others work for them. That is the 
solution to the 'native problem'. 

On 11 April, Jones responded with a defence of white workers, 
and provided the a rgument for relying on these forces. His 
predictions of early proletar ian dictatorship mus t be read in 
te rms of the optimism in leftist groups in the wake of the 
Russian revolution. What is important was his pointing to the 
white workers as the motive force of the coming struggle, and in 
this he erred sorely. On the other hand he made short shrift of 
Bunting's rura l utopianism. 

The White Workers' 'Burden* 

There is a danger of allowing assumptions, to crystallise. How much 
harder is it to unlearn than to learn! It has often been repeated by us that 
the revolution is more backward here in South Africa than elsewhere, 
because of the 'backward races'.That may be so with regard to the 
consolidation of the revolution. But its effect may be the reverse upon the 
conquest of political dictatorship. 

Here (sic) are two distinct phases in the revolution. Long after the 
November 7th Revolution, that is, after the conquest of political 
dictatorship by the Russian proletariat, Lenin warned the Russian people 
that they were yet a long way from being revolutionary. 

In theory it is pernicious to divide the proletariat, and our propaganda 
is ever towards the idea of solidarity irrespective of colour. But the fact is, 
that as a result of the colour line, there is a sharp division of function 
between the white and black workers. 

Contrary to common assumptions, skilled labour in South Africa can as 
a rule paralyse industry more effectively than in white countries because 
of the native proletariat. We will see how. 

Industry today requires a high average standard of intelligence. In 
South Africa the skilled trades are in fairly good demand compared to the 
supply. In white countries the gradation from the highly skilled down to 
the lowest unskilled descends by imperceptible stages. Even among the 
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unskilled there are large numbers of workers of high intelligence. In the 
r anks of these the employing class have a weapon against the skilled 
t rades . There is no clear cut line as in South Africa. Hence the skilled 
t rades in white countries are economically far weaker than in a country 
like ours. 

We are too apt to think of the white workers in terms of mining. In the 
mines the white worker is generally a ganger [a petty contractor]. But 
follow him to the other trades, carpenters, fitters, bricklayers — here the 
native labourer does about the same work as a fitter's or carpenter 's 
labourer or hodman in Europe. But go further to t ramwaymen and 
railwaymen. Instead of the proportion of ten to one as on the mines, here 
the native workers are about equal to whites, while on the running staffs 
there are hardly any natives. 

The presence of this big gap in function (not in the interest) between the 
bulk of the white and the native workers renders the white proletariat 
mas te r of the political situation, using 'political' in the broad Marxian 
sense. This is the only section of the proletariat as yet politically articulate. 

The position then is this: The white workers can themselves win 
political dictatorship for the proletariat. But, as has been well said, unless 
within twenty-four hours after the revolution the whole proletariat 
experiences the joyousness of freedom (even though hungry) , the 
revolution fails. And the immediate work of the revolution mus t be to 
br ing out in freedom the la ten t possibilities of the native workers, 
arousing their co-operation in the work of construction, and making them 
p a r t n e r s th rough education and emulat ion in the grea t work of 
consolidating the revolution and forming their very own Commonwealth 
of Labour. 

To get the economic machine to run again the white workers are 
wholly dependent upon their nat ive fellow workers. In the hour of 
collapse they will pretty soon realise the fact. And here our fact will fall in 
line with our theory — the working class becomes one, knowing no 
demarcation of colour. 

It is only on this view tha t we can account for the fact, tha t Reform 
Socialism and Mugwump Labour, so strong yet in white countries, are so 
bankrupt in South Africa. We often say tha t the white worker is himself 
an exploiter. If this were essentially t rue, we should expect a strong 
middle party of Labour on the political field. But such a movement has 
only t r a n s i e n t success simply because the white worker is only 
superficially an exploiter, only transiently conservative. The difference in 
industr ial function makes him appear to be an exploiter only to hasty 
observers. An exploiter renders no service. Skilled wage labour tha t 
requires the aid of unskilled wage labour is exploited labour none the less 
for its supervisory duties. 

There may be many accidents accounting for an economic interest 
being almost unreflected or badly reflected in the political field. But what 
is to account for the fact tha t no propaganda, no line of action except the 
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revolutionary one seems to fit the bill in industrial South Africa? Where is 
the Single Tax, where Liberal Labourism? It has a town club provided by 
capitalist friends. 

The only way to account for this is by the assumption that the white 
proletariat is a revolutionary factor, it is the engine of revolution in South 
Africa, just as the comparatively small industrial proletariat of Russia 
steered the big mass of the Russian people into the Soviet Republic. 

It may also be said that the native workers are ultimately the true 
revolutionists, with potentialities undeveloped, and that the clarity of the 
class struggle here is really due to their mass psychology. Be it so. The 
working class is interdependent. And we have only put the matter in other 
words. The moral therefore is: while not abating our cry for unity of 
the proletariat, white and black, let us not slide into the false idea of Unity 
which sneers at either section of the proletariat. For that is to be anti-
proletarian in the below-zero direction. 

9fe $ • • • • 

In March 1919 David Ivon Jones and L.H. Greene were arrested 
for distr ibuting a leaflet entitled T h e Bolsheviks are Coming', 
and charged under the Riotous Assemblies Act — because their 
action was calculated to 'alarm and excite public feeling, and 
for contravening the Moratorium Act by not t ransmi t t ing the 
leaflet to the Chief Censor, Cape Town. The offending leaflet 
was reprinted on 25 April 1919 in the International between the 
pictures of Lenin and Trotsky. 

THE BOLSHEVIKS ARE COMING 

To the Workers of South Africa — Black as well as White 

A spectre is haunting Europe — the spectre of Bolshevism! 
What is this Bolshevism that the ruling class is so much afraid of? 
Why do they send British Armies to Russia to fight the Bolsheviks? 

Have they not had enough killing? Or is it thirst for righteousness that 
makes them pack Tommy Atkins off to freeze in the snows of 
Archangel, just when he was looking forward to Home and Blighty? 

The Czar massacred half a million nomads in Southern Russia in one 
swoop. They did not send an army against him. 

Why then are they so scared of Bolshevism? Why do they turn pale at its 
shadow as at the ghost of murdered men? Why? 

We will tell you why! 
The Great War of Nations is over, and the Class War against Labour has 

openly begun. 
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Bolshevism means the rule of the working class! And where the workers 
rule, the Capitalists cannot carry on their Robber System any more. 

A Campaign of Lies 

Workers! Do not be misled when the Capi ta l is t Press reviles the 
Bolsheviks. They slander the Bolsheviks because they have lost the 
fat money bags they lent to the Czar to crush the Russian people. 

They slander the Bolsheviks because they have lost the rich mines and 
factories which the Russ ian workmen are now working for 
themselves; and the land, which forty million peasants are farming in 
common under the Soviet Republic. 

They slander the Bolsheviks because they fear you will follow suit. They 
are afraid the workers in South Africa will also become free and 
independent. 

They are losing their hair over Bolshevism because they see a prospect of 
losing their Profits. 

Bolshevism Means Labour on Top 

The workers of Russia and Germany are forming themselves into Soviets 
— tha t is: Councils of Workmen. 

They are taking over the control of the country into their own hands — 
the hands of great wage-earning proletariat. That means the end of 
the Profiteering System, the end of the Capitalist exploitation of 
wage-labour for profit. 

Why have the workers of Russia and Germany to shed their blood? 
Because the Capitalist Class of all countries will sooner tear the people to 

pieces with their cannon ra ther than let the people rule. The workers 
are the people. 

Remember the massacre of the workers in Johannesburg in 1913, and in 
Bloemfontein last February! 

Down with British Militarism! It is the weapon to crush the workers. 
Down with Allied intervention in Russia!! 
Down with the Capitalist Class in all countries!! 
The hope of the workers is coming from Bolshevism. The free 

commonwealth of labour is the actual fact in Russia today. 
Bolshevism means the victory of the wage-earners. It will soon spread to 

Britain, France, America and throughout the world. 

Get ready for the World-Wide 

Republic of Labour. 
The way to get ready is to combine in the workshops. Combine as 

workers, no mat ter what colour. 
Remember that an injury to one is an injury to all, be he black or white 
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While the black worker is oppressed, the white worker cannot be free. 
Before Labour can emancipate itself, black workers as well as white must 

combine in one organization of Labour, irrespective of craft, colour or 
creed. 

This is Bolshevism: The Solidarity of Labour 

WORKERS OF THE WORLD UNITE! 
You have nothing to lose but your Chains. 

You have a world to win!! 

[Editorial Note: In July 1913 General Smuts called on regiments of the 
British army to shoot down strikers and members of the public in the 
centre of Johannesburg. Over 30 men, women and children (mostly 
white) were killed, and over 200 wounded. There were riots in 
Bloemfontein in one of the first attempts by blacks to secure a minimum 
wage for an entire town. The leaders were arrested, but Jones was 
wrong: there was no massacre.] 

During the case the defendants made statements in court on 
the nature of socialism, on the class struggle, and the meaning 
and significance of Bolshevism in Russia. Much of this was 
reprinted in the International, 16 May. They denied the charges 
that Bolshevism meant meaningless violence, and condemned 
the press for printing libelous stories about Russia during their 
trial. A joint statement by Jones and Greene set out their right to 
organise black workers 'in common with their white fellows ...' 

Jones also made a statement to the court, answering questions 
from lawyers and the magistrate. Extracts appeared in the 
national press, and in the International of 16 May. A copy of one 
report in a newspaper (of unknown title), printed on 6 May was 
sent to friends in Wales, with Jones's marginal comment, 
'Here is the dreamer'. 

The Statement 

The newspaper account was garbled and was obviously not a 
verbatim record. We have inserted or replaced a word where we 
think the reporter got it wrong. We hope we are correct in our 
rendering. 

Firstly Jones gave a short history of the break of the ISL from the 
Labour Party. The objective of the League he said, was: 
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... to establish the Socialist Commonwealth and the methods 
were organization and education by Press and platform, 
especially with regard to native workers; participation in the 
elections of public bodies, and the promotion of the 
establishment of revolutionary industrial organizations by 
workers to form the skeleton of the Socialist] Commonwealth. 

Of the leaflet, Jones said that he admitted publishing it, but did 
nothing wrong: 

There was no secrecy about its distribution, and he was 
anxious that all workers should read it, irrespective of their 
colour. He defined Bolshevism as the 'Solidarity of labour', 
and to enlarge on that he would specify Socialism, the form of 
Government contemplated by the Socialist movement, 
otherwise industrial as distinguished from political 
democracy. Democracy meant rule by the majority. 

'That's not the meaning of democracy, all the same', said the 
Magistrate. 

It is merely a difference in the method of giving expression to 
the will of the people [said Jones]. Militarism had the 
distinctive meaning from the word 'army'. Militarism meant 
Government by military force. Armies became militarism 
according to the way of recruiting by force or conscription, 
and according to the uses to which it was put, such as the 
repression of peoples or classes... Naturally [he] did not 
believe in murder, and the Bolsheviks which he supported did 
not countenance murder. One of the objects of Bolshevism was 
to do away with all war or internal strife. It aimed at 
abolishing clan distinctions by economic equality, knowing 
that international conflicts would never cease so long as there 
existed classes within a nation, because wars arose out of the 
exploitation of one class by another. The dominant class 
sought for new areas in which to invest their surplus , and 
[from] antagonism between dominant classes of the respective 
nations, international conflicts arose. 

... In the International as well as in the leaflets he appealed 
to black as well as white, and published 'The Bolsheviks are 
Coming' in a native language. 
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Cross-examined, Jones said, he had been in South Africa about 
nine and a half years. 

His experience of the native population was that of an 
ordinary person interested in the working class movement, 
and who therefore made a special study of conditions in 
industrial centres where the great developments of modern 
society took place. He had a rough knowledge of the past 
history of South African native, and knew something of the 
times of Shaka and Dingaan [Dingane]. The former was a 
military genius of his time and drilled his troops on approved 
civilized methods and became dictator by imitating so-called 
civilized methods. He copied a bad feature of civilization. 

He had not been to any native locations, and had no 
knowledge of tribal customs, but the natives were amenable to 
the same principles as the white workers. He was not 
appealing to tribal natives, but to the industrial workers. 
[Referring to the hostile evidence of J. Gumede, he said:] He 
did not accept Gumede's description of the town native as a 
'hooligan class', but there was a growing class of 
industrialised natives, who were breaking away from all 
connections with the tribes. They were not an unruly class, but 
were regarded as the hopeful element in the population. The 
breaking of the tribal tie and the making of a home in the 
industrial field was essential in this country before the labour 
movement could attain its object. The working class was the 
only class fit to take control of the country, and he included all 
classes of workers, irrespective of colour. The majority in this 
country were Bantu, but while the white workers were in a 
minority, economically and industrially they had more 
power, since they could stop industry. They would have to have 
the co-operation of their black fellow-workers. If the majority 
ruled in this country, power would be in the hands of the black. 
When the natives were capable of ruling, they would rule, and 
he and his friends were doing their utmost to develop that 
capacity for ruling. The native at present had not yet arrived 
at that stage, [The newspaper then reported Jones as saying 
that 'the majority were barbarians'. This is not in the 
International and we do not believe that this was an accurate 
report. In fact the report now becomes increasingly garbled — 
as see below]. He regarded bloodshed resulting from his 
propaganda as the most unlikely thing possible. If a man 
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could be a Lenin in South Africa, he did not care whether he 
was black or white. 

Asked the inevitable question about liking his sister to marry a 
black man, he said 'He was not a married man, or a father'. 
The magistrate pressed the question, and Jones said: 

...he wanted combination in the workshop, and no question of 
inter-marriage was suggested. Intermixture of the races was 
not the logical outcome of his propaganda. He had been active 
in the cause in Johannesburg, with the result that there had 
been a large access to their membership. They had rowdy 
meetings but they did not appeal to the unruly masses. 

[The newspaper report at this stage is garbled, but fortunately the 
point is taken up in the International. We quote from the latter]: 

A Socialist Government of Maritzburg alone is an 
impossibility, but a Maritzburg Soviet would inter alia control 
judicial functions. The working class movement is not 
responsible for the violence which attends strikes; that is to be 
laid quite as much at the door of the employer. The majority is 
not responsible if its will is opposed.... 

Bolshevism in South Africa will mean disenfranchisement 
of landowners and hirers of labour for profit. Bolshevism 
means world-wide brotherhood, without country boundaries. 

[The accused were each fined £75 and four months imprison
ment, plus another £10 and a month in jail. On appeal, the 
sentence was quashed]. 

COMMUNISM IN AFRICA 

[As printed in Moscow, Organ of the III Congress of the 
Communist International, Vol.1, No. 14, 9 June 1921] 

The South African delegates were introduced to the bare footed, 12 year 
old delegate from the Novgorod Young Communist the other day. The 
first thing he asked us was Why aren't you black!' 
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Coming from South Africa, we feel quite apologetic about our colour. 
An African delegation should a t least include Negroes. This will be 
remedied in time; but it would be a mistake to think tha t in future there 
should be no white South African delegates. The African revolution will 
be led by white workers. In Africa there are 150 million natives, it is true, 
and a few hundred thousand white workers. But the industrialised and 
semi-prole tar ianised native workers moving in and around modern 
industry do not number more than a couple of million. These are mainly 
found in the Union of South Africa, comprising the provinces of the 
Transvaal, Free State, Natal and the Cape. Here is the entry to the African 
Cont inent . The ra i lway line 2,000 miles long, r u n s r igh t up to 
Elisabethville to the Belgian Congo, in the heart of the dark continent. 

Around Johannesburg in the Transvaal is found the world-renowned 
gold mining industry, the most modern and most concentrated of i ts kind 
in the world, extending over a 60 mile gold reef and producing half the 
gold output of the world. This is the economic university of Southern 
Africa and of terr i tor ies to the north. Here natives and whites are 
exploited side by side under two sharply distinct s tandards of life. Here 
you have the proportions of native [to] white skilled very much the same 
as those obtaining on the world scale: namely, a European factory 
proletariat, viz-a-viz the mass of Asiatic and African cheap labour. South 
Africa is thus unique in present ing a replica of the world problem 
revolving [resolving] a solution for it. 

We are in the habit of calling these white skilled workers the aristocrats 
of labour. But they are not ordinary labour aristocrats. The white workers 
of South Africa had some very mili tant fights. In 1913, the white miners 
and other workers had a general strike, which led to a pitched batt le 
between them and the troops in the streets of Johannesburg resulting in 
21 killed and several hundred wounded. In 1914, a general strike on a 
large scale broke out and the government mobilised sixty thousand 
armed burghers from the veld and marched them into Johannesburg to 
crush the movement. South African capitalism then distinguished itself by 
deporting nine of the trade union leaders to England. 

It was in the 1913 str ike t ha t it first occurred to some of the most 
mili tant white workers tha t the native workers are also a factor in the 
labour movement. And from tha t time there has been a growing minority 
of the white workers who realise that the emancipation of the white can 
only be achieved by solidarity with the native, and who laugh derisively 
at the superficial socialism which ignores the native working masses. 

Since then the white workers of South Africa have participated in the 
general enthusiasms from trade union organization [?] But there has been 
a decline in general militancy although hardly a union, as such, escaped 
conflict with the masters during the last few years. The general tendency 
as expressed in the policy of the South African Industrial Federation [the 
trade union federation] is one of collaboration with the masters on Joint 
Boards, etc. The master class has realised that the white workers have to 
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be humoured as a protection against the native masses, and as a means of 
keeping white and black workers apart. 

Meanwhile, the native worker is waking up. Progress is slow! but that is 
due no less to the lack of resources in the Communist movement than to 
the backwardness of the native himself. For it is the peculiar task of the 
Communist movement to shake the native from his age old sleep. The 
communist movement is almost a purely white workers' movement so 
far, and has its work cut out to keep the revolution before the white 
workers. But it is just this question, solidarity with the native workers, that 
distinguishes the communist movement from all other sections of the 
labour movement in South Africa. The left* anarchist joins with the 
Labour politicians in branding us a Ttaffir par t / . The native worker is the 
touchstone of [the] revolution. He can only organise the revolution. The 
Itafflr stock market' [that is, gold mining shares] in London rests on his 
cheap labour. It depends on his remaining illiterate and backward, and 
content with his pig-level of existence. The very idea of native trade 
unions sends the master class into hysterics. Another shilling or two in 
their daily pay would create a panic on the market. But the native worker 
is not very worried about the problems of his boss. He is a typical 
proletariat. He is a lovable sort. We cannot listen to his loud uproarious 
laughter without being reminded of Marx's conception of a proletarian. 
He has already given some blind kicks to capital. Last year 80,000 
unorganized mine workers spontaneously struck work for better pay. 
Before that, in 1918, the Johannesburg workers rose in protest against the 
passport system. Every South African worker is labelled and ticketed 
...[and here Jones listed the passes]. In the anti-passport movement 
referred to, hundreds were marched off to gaol. A strike of native 
workers in the Municipal services broke out at the same time. The 
movement so alarmed the authorities that several members of the 
communist movement were arrested, and a grand charge of incitement to 
revolt brought against them. To illustrate the loyalty of the natives to each 
other, it is worth mentioning an incident in connection with this trial. The 
chief witness for the government was a native named Luke Messina, a 
member of the Industrial Workers of Africa. This was a native union 
formed by the communists. [Messina] had been sent into the union as a 
spy by the Native Affairs department, and informed us of the fact. After 
reading to the court the elaborate affidavit placed in his hands by the 
authorities, he told the court the affidavit was false in every particular, 
and the whole case broke down amid great sensation. 

Our concern in Africa is not to emphasise the native movement to the 
exclusion of the white, nor the white to the exclusion of the native. Our 
message to the white is 'solidarity with the native workers'. In the white 
political field we have a fine opportunity of forcing the issue on the 
attention of the white workers with immunity from the police. And the 
echo of this propaganda reaches the native workers as well. Touching on 
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the political movement brings us to the South African Labour Par ty and 
the Communist movement which has grown out of it. 

The Trade Union movement of white workers was naturally reflected 
by a fairly vigorous Labour Party, with a social democratic structure, to 
which the trade unions affiliated according to the votes of their members. 
It had a right wing led by Creswell, a mine manager; and a left or more 
class conscious element, led by Andrews, a mechanic, who today is the 
secretary of the Communist Par ty of South Africa. Before the war, the 
Labour Par ty had 8 MPs (South Africa, of course is a self governing 
dominion). In 1915 the issue of the war broke the Labour Party into two. 
The executive had a majority of anti-militarists of various shades. But the 
bulk of the t rade unions followed Creswell. At the general election the 
Labour Par ty lost seats in spite of i ts beat ing the jingo drum. The 
International Socialist League, as the breakaway section called itself, also 
put up two candidates purely as a demonstration of i ts position and, as 
expected, got heavily defeated. 

[The article then said tha t when the ISL 'declared for a revolutionary 
platform regarding the native workers', most members 'slunk back' to the 
Labour Par ty] . What par t will Africa play in the world revolution? Our 
Indian comrades are fond of tha t clause which says tha t European labour 
cannot emancipate itself without Africa and India; while the Brit ish 
comrades regard it as a moot point. This one thing is certain: the native 
workers of Africa feed by their labour a large battalion of White Guards 
in the West End of London. 

[Jones then described the 'fairly large Native Union' in the Cape — tha t 
is the Industrial and Commercial Workers Union of Africa; and said tha t 
there were now a group of blacks in the CPSA]. And it is [now] evident 
that the black battalions of the proletariat of Africa and India must first be 
on the march before world capitalism can be brought to the ground. 

sfc afe sff s|e afe afe 

On 13 July 1923 the International printed an article by Ivon 
Jones on a theme that he had initiated in 1921 at the Third 
Congress of the Comintern: 

AFRICA'S AWAKENING 
FOR A WORLD NEGRO CONGRESS 

The Negro is the greatest living accuser of capitalist civilization. The 
wealth of England and America is built upon his bones. The slave ships of 
Bristol and New York, with good Quaker prayers to speed them, founded 
the fortunes of many a Christian home. Every capitalist government is 
drenched with the blood of the Negro. British capitalism in South Africa, 
the French in the Cameroons, Belgium in the Congo, and the German 
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Empire in Damaraland — they all constitute the blackest record in human 
history of mass s laughters and h u m a n violation of every primitive 
human right continued up to the present day. Even the liberation of the 
American slave was only an incident of a civil war between two factions 
of property holders engaged in a quarrel over the forms of exploitation, 
and was not the aim of the war as is commonly supposed. And as an 
aftermath of tha t war there was created a social a t t i tude towards the 
Negro race which leaves the one t ime chattel slaves still degraded 
outcasts among the peoples of the earth. 

This artificially genera ted race animosi ty towards the Negro 
pervading the whole of Anglo-Saxon society infects also the large 
working masses. The African Negro is the hewer of wood and the drawer 
of water even for the white workers of Europe. The workers of England 
are t ra ined from childhood to regard the Zulu and Matabele wars as 
heroic exploits, r a the r t han foul pages in English history. Hence the 
apathy and social prejudice towards the Negro race, for we hate most 
what we have injured most. But this period is passing, jus t as the days of 
the Second Internat ional are passing. The workers of Europe are no 
longer sharing the profits of their masters . The Communist International 
has appeared, and calls into the one great proletarian family the Negroes 
of Africa, as well as the peoples of the East, along with the revolutionary 
proletariat of the capitalist countries. 

This is the first ray of hope for the Negroes throughout the centuries of 
their oppression. For the first time, the Negro Communists appeared a t 
the Fourth Congress of the Communist International, and a resolution 
was passed declaring in favour of a World Congress of Negroes. 
There have been World Congresses of Negroes before. But they have 
been composed of members of the very thin layer of Negro intelligentsia, 
who have placed vain hopes in professions of loyalty to their oppressors. 
The London Congress of 1921 greeted the recruitment of Negroes into the 
French army as a mark of citizenship. Among the huge toiling masses of 
Negroes such a Congress passes by without notice. 

There are also the Congresses held by the association headed by 
Marcus Garvey, a Jamaican Negro who has captured the imagination of 
the Negro masses in America, and whose slogan 'Back to Africa' and 
'Africa for the Africans', a re even spreading into Africa itself. This 
organization is strongly flavoured with religious and racial charlatanism. 
The proletarian character of the Negro mass is not so distinct in America 
as for instance, in South Africa. In the lat ter country the Negroes form a 
race of labourers , without any shopkeeping or small t enan t element. 
Probably the small property psychology of the tenant farmers and the 
small t rader element in America reflecting on the purely labouring Negro 
masses , h a s a lot to do with what is now notoriously known as 
'Garveyism', a char la tan exploitation of awakening race consciousness 
which, in so far as it takes anti-white forms, is secretly encouraged by the 
capitalist class both in America and in South Africa. The number of Negro 
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farmers, mostly with very small holdings, according to the last American 
census was 949,889, which with their families, represents a big proportion 
of the Negro population in America. 

But awakening race consciousness in Africa tends to have a positive 
side among the large industrial masses, namely, the outliving of old tribal 
sectionalism. What the South African bourgeoisie calls a native hooligan 
is one who having worked some time in the towns, no longer recognises 
the authori ty of his tribal chief. Race consciousness, in the case of the 
Negro in Africa is a step towards class consciousness, because his race is a 
race of labourers. The coming World Congress will have to decide the 
question, how far the movement towards race consciousness can be 
directed into proletar ian forms. The foremost leader of the Negro 
intelligentsia in America, Burghardt du Bois, a graduate of Harvard, 
s tands apar t from the Marcus Garvey organization. He is an author of 
several books of high l i terary meri t , in which appears a glimmering 
apprehension of the t r u th t ha t Negro emancipation can only come 
through pro le tar ian emancipat ion. But the organization of Negro 
Communists, known as the African Blood Brotherhood, has achieved 
considerable progress. Undoubtedly, America will supply the leaders of 
Negro emancipation. 

But Negro emancipation is not an American question; it is a question of 
Africa, as our American comrades themselves have declared. Who is to 
get this great Africa, the capitalist class or the Comintern? And when is 
the European proletariat going to stretch out the hand of brotherhood to 
the masses of Africa, and wipe out centuries of capitalist wrong? The 
status of the American Negro cannot be raised without the awakening of 
Africa. But it is no less true that the European proletariat cannot obtain a 
real link with Africa except through the more advanced Negroes of 
America. 

To the South African Negro, every white man is an oppressor, a master, 
a TDOSS.' Even the oppressed among the whites appears to the black the 
most violent curser of the Negro. And therefore it is no wonder tha t news 
of class emancipation in Europe must appear to him a purely domestic 
affair of the whites. A few young industrial workers are beginning to hear 
news of the Communist Par ty and of its actions on behalf of the blacks, 
and these are beginning to spread the idea. They see Communists gaoled 
for declaring the solidarity of black and white workers. But a more 
imposing gesture is needed to convince the Negro masses tha t a new 
dawn is breaking, tha t 'white man ' and 'oppressor' are not one and the 
same thing, tha t there is an army of liberation coming to aid him, the 
revolut ionary pro le ta r ia t . Time is pressing, the Negro a rmies of 
Imperialism are already on the Rhine. Only the Communist International 
can reconcile the Negro and the white races , and only through 
proletarian solidarity can this reconciliation be achieved. 

The Fourth Congress appointed a committee to draw up the plans for a 
World Negro Congress. It is to be hoped tha t this committee will report to 
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the forthcoming Enlarged Executive, and that the delegates will be 
equipped with definite ideas on the subject. The Congress will 
undoubtedly be a proletarian Congress, but the extent to which non-
proletarian representatives will be invited will also be a matter for the 
Enlarged Executive to decide. 

The foregoing notes are written as part of the Committee's publicity 
campaign; the Committee hopes that the Party organs in Britain, 
America, Belgium, etc., will devote special attention to the Negro question 
and to the preliminary work necessary for the calling of a World Negro 
Congress under the banner of the Comintern. 
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