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E Johmnnesburg Feslival, now completed,

has been recorded om microfiim to be
Buripd somewhere in anm abr-tight canister,
s8 that people in PRS0 will be able o
réad all about it—>il anyons then wanls 9.
But the masl significant thing about the
Featival will mal be im the record. And that
is that it marks the fTirst real, therough-
#eing break in thes ‘““Euvropeans Only™ iron
curiain which has always staled off events
like this Trem the MNon-European pullis In
former yeari. Every one of the major owver-
pbkas parformers appearsd befers Nom-Euro-
poan audiences. And o flirmly was that pro-
endure established that—sorely for the Tirst
time—a prolessional Eurdpean Sosulh African
casl appearing in @ Festival play ©o far
ovarcama its prejudices as to appsar Alse
befora A Mon-Europsan nudisnes.

The kudas for thisz broak-throegh must be
shared. In large part they can be aecordes
1@ the British Mugicians Union which
placéd a veéla &n lis mémbérs appearing
only kefore Ewrepeand. In part, the respen-
sibilily = with thoss great artists like
Menuhin and Sybil Thormdiks whe indlated
on playing to Mon-Whites audiences in years
gene By, im part it is the result o the
persisient barrage of aftazk agninst owl-
tiural apartheid which has been carrled on
by the Gongress movement and especially its
h aeplions. And in part. no doubt, it
the resuli of pregressive opiniem, backed
with the courmige ta earry it threugh, whish
has begn shown by some of the official
drganigers. Poriits, | know, are claiming
that it is a hellew wviglory: after all. they
eay. the audiences were theroughly segre-
Bated. Trisk. Bul & bréach has béen made
in the iren suriain, and anyene inlerested
im tepring curtning will know that once the
::I'lt I::: Is made, the ripping of tha rest

BARIEr.

ELECATEE o tha receni widely represen-
tativa Penes Convention in  Johannes-
fosussed & Jot of their aftention on
the mesd to sponsgr cultural exchanges be-
twein naliens as a step towards promoting
Inter-nation Uriendship, anmd thus sseuring
penes. The Government-—agually awars of
the dynamis impast of a Troe exchange of
Q dona It bert 0 maintain @
cordon sanitaire around South Alrica. wsing
visa-contrel and censorship to ocwt ws olf
from those peoples whose skins are tinged
with brown or whose polities are fingsd with
rid, The Peace Convontion has repolved 1o
break the corden. In Gape Tewn, in about
a year's time, there will be n truly national
Testival, at which all Sowth African racial
groups will be ablp to participate as equails
—not just m8 audiences, but alss oz artists
Prominent ariists from abroad will bs jn-
wited. Ita heynole will bhe peace, Triendihip
hetween peoples.

There were a fow wha viewed the pro-
posal with disfavour. They have begome s
enamoursd of the idea of “Tayooll’™ — any
kind of boyeotl, anywhere — that anything
that seunds less radical smacks fo them ol
compromise. In tha lomg run, though, It is

the resdlutions wa @doptl that make
histery, but the spirit and the energy with
which we carry them out. Perhaps with a
bit more wision, a kit mors vigour, n hit
lesa “boyootier's isolatlon.” there eould
have been a bigger break through in the
dohannegburg festival tham there was. The
Caps Town festival idea, properly worked
for, properly prepared, enthuesiastically sup-

ed, will, perhaps, prove (0 die=hard

I:llll.'l-ll"l that iheré &re more ways of
killing the colour-bar cmt tham just choking
it with butter,

Fage Two

by
Christopher

Gell

FROM THE SIDELINES

SEE THAT DR. MTIMRULU'S speech at the recent Bloemfontein con-

ference raised once again the question of “a greater measure of African

participation in the control of their schools” through the Bantu School Boards

I cannot say it is impossible. But all recent experience

RUBBER shows it to be very difficult for the Boards to act as
STAMPS

anything except rubber-stamps for Pretoria. Anyone
thinking of serving on a School Board needs to under-
stand the pressures to which he will be subjected.

The dismissal of teachers is only the most obvious case. Everyone knows
that boards are told by Pretoria whom to dismiss. If they object, the teacher’s
subsidy 15 withheld. In the case of one teacher who offered to continue without
salary, the subsidies for the entire school staff were withheld ull the man was

dismissed. I only know of one board member who, to his honour, resigned rather
than act against his conscience as Verwoerd's puppet,

It was said that school boards had a choice between more schools or the
school-feeding subsidy. The choice was in any case heavily loaded against the
feeding subsidy by a £ for £ bait offered, if the decision went in favour of
more schooling. But in some cases where, even so, boards decided to continue
school feeding, the scheme was dropped just the same—on the orders of Pretoria.
Other boards have been told, not consulted, about dismising caretakers at £14
a month and re-employing them as nightwatchmen at £9 a month—a domestic
matter if ever there was one.

Why do so few Board members resign? Partly, of course, because of the
small financial perks. Much more, because to resign over a difference with
Pretoria draws attention to oneself as an “agitator.” And thirdly, becauze so
many of those who “founded” the early boards were official stooges, aspirant
Bantu Authornities and so on, who value both the approbation of the authorities
and the patronage a Board dispenses.

THE STATE INFOBRMATION OFFICE has now re-dressed the inadequate
publicity given at the time to a speech by Councillor A, Schauder of Port
Elizabeth to the Bloemfontein Volkskongres, In a recent issue of the Digest

of South African Affairs, Mr. Schauder is reported in
CONFUSED extenso, His theme—'"we achieved wonder in providing
CONSCIENCE Non-European housing because we held fast to the prin-
ciple of the separation of the races. The choice was be-
tween the separation and the continued human degradation, erime and misery
of racial mixing."

The Councillor, now well into his seventies, has got his history wrong.
There was no choice. Housing loans were available, both from the U.P. and
Nationalist governments, only for segregated housing schemes. The “evils” Mr.
Schauder referred to resulted from slums and abysmal poverty, not “racial
mixing." In so far as the segregated housing alleviated those slums, it somewhat
mitigated the evils—and opened the way to new social evils,

That Mr. Schauder has some inkling of this was shown by his apologetic
explanations of how he, a member of “a race which has been persecuted for
the last 2,000 years and who has also suffered race persecution myzelf,” came
before the Volkskongress as the advocate of “separation in a spirit of humanity,
religion and respect for the brotherhood of Man.” But if separation is garnished
with all this sanctimony and actually eliminates “evils” why drag in “perse-
cution?” A guilty conscience, Mr. Schauder?

Of course, the Port Elizabeth City Couricil and its most diligent publicist
know that “social separateness” cannot be “combined with spiritual unity.” But
when you're bending over backwards to ingratiate yourself with the court, it's
a good line to take. And the record of this non-Nationalist Council—and
others—these last 18 months constitutes a record for obsequious Nat fellow-
travelling even comparable to the performance of the United Party.

{(Continued on page 5)
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MASTERS AND SERVANTS =

GHE hundred years ago the Cape Parliament, then only

two years old, passed the Masters and Servants Act
of 1856, It is still on the statute book, together with
numerous offspring that govern the employment of Afri-
cans in territories stretching from the Cape borders to as
far north as the equator.

The centenary should not be allowed to pass unnoticed.
It is remarkable that this law, which orginated in the
slavery and forced labour of a simple type of agrarian
colony, should have survived the change to a highly
industrialized society.

It is even more surprising that the labour movement
has made no effort to bring about the repeal of labour
penal clauses under which 30,000 Non-White workers
are convicted, fined or imprisoned every year.'

Anyone who does not find this record extraordinary
and upsetting should read the account of the British
master and servant laws appearing in Democracy and
the Labour Movement.2 He would find that between
1856 and 1867, about 5,800 workers were convicted
every year In England and Wales under the laws, and
that these formed a major grievance of trade unions at
the time. He will also learn that the workers after twelve
years of “angry pressure” had the satisfaction of seeing
the repeal in 1875 of the one-sided criminal penalties and
the achievement of legal equality with employers.

How are we to explain the difference in attitude? It
is certainly not due to an organizational weakness. South
African trade unions are on the whole bigger, richer,
more representative and better organised than were
British unions in the middle of the last century. As late
as 1890, scarcely more than 10 per cent. of the British
working class belonged to a trade union, and this minority
consisted almost wholly of artisans or skilled workers,

Our trade unions are indifferent, apathetic, not because
of organizational weakness, but because the people who
dominate the most powerful unions regard themselves as
“masters” rather than “servants,” and indeed are not ex-
,Pﬂiﬂf tn their own persons to the penal clauses of the
s,

Who Are Servants?

The British statutes were used against skilled workers
as well as labourers. Consequently, when the campaign
got under way, it was backed by large and powerful
unions including those of iron-moulders, ters, masons,
carpenters, joiners, cotton.spinners, blacksmiths, bakers,
shoemakers, miners, boilermakers and shipbuilders.

The South African laws, in contrast, are now applied
only, or nearly so, to “labourers,” that is to say, workers
in farming, mining, domestic service and other occupa-
tions which are treated as “unskilled” and virtually con-
fined to Non-White workers,

It was not always so. There was a time when inden-
tured workers from Europe were subject to the same
penalties for breach on contract as “free persons of
colour.” In terms of Somerset’s proclamation of June 26,
1818, for instance, mechanics and other immigrants
brought to the Colony under contract, were made liable
to a maximum penalty of two months’ imprisonment and

1. An average of 18,000 conwvictions under the master and sér-
vant laws and 12,000 under the Native Labour Regulation
Act, for peniod 1945 50,

2. Ed. by John Baville. Lawrence & Wishart, 1954.
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a fine of 25 rixdollars for desertion. Corporal punishment
could be ordered for a second or repeated offence,

Even now, the statutory definition of servant shows no
discrimination. It commonly embraces all persons “em-
ployed for hire, wages or other remuneration to perform
any handicraft or other bodily labour in agniculture or
manufactures, or in domestic services, or as a boatman,
porter or other occupation of like nature.”

The emphasis is on “bodily labour,” which could be
held to describe the work of any artisan, craftsman,
machine operator or labourer. When enacted, the Acts
were meant for White as well as Non-White workers, The
Cape and Transvaal Acts do not discriminate on racial
grounds. The Natal and Orange Free State statutes make
separate provision for African or Coloured servants, but
do not relieve White servants of criminal penalties.

The courls, however, have narrowed the law “in order,”
explained the Economic and Wage Commission of 1925,
“to keep out persons regarded as unsuitable for its opera-
tiows, and proceedings are infrequently taken under it
where White employees are concerned!”

Persons “regarded as unsuitable” are generally Euro-
peans and skilled workers. Non-White skilled workers and
unskilled White workers also benefit from judicial tole-
rance. Thus the courts have held that the following are
not servants : a barber, printer, storeman, bus driver,
rallway ganger, miner, and nawvvy.

For, say the courts, the work of a printer and the like
“depends primarily on the exercise of mental, rather than
manual, skill.” But an African who undertakes to shear
a certain number of sheep is a servant under the Act,

Racial discrimination in the enforcement of the law
g5 gross. In 1952, of 16,019 persons convicted under mester
and servant laws, only 76 were White, and some of them
must have been employers.

Offences And Penalties

The Acts therefore bear hardly only on the less-skilled,
mainly Non-White servants. They have to tread warily
to keep on the right side of masters and the law, for the
statutory pitfalls are numerous. Offences can be grouped
conveniently under three heads: breach of contract, in-
discipline, and injury to property. ;

In the first group are such erimes as failing to start
work on the agreed date, unlawful absence from work,
and desertion. Strikes are an illegal breach of the duty to
work. Disciplinary offences include disobedience, - using
abusive language, brawling, drunkenness at work.

A servant can be punished criminaily if he maliciously
or negligently damages his master’s property, uses it un-
lawfully, endangers it by negligence, fails to preserve it,
loses stock or fails to report its loss, On the vexed question
as to whether a mistress may deduct from wages the cost
of crockery broken by her maid, the run of court decisions
suggests that she would be wiser to lay a charge of neglect
of duty and ask the court for an order for payment of
compensation.

The Act draws a distinction between offences com-
mitted by farm workers and other classes of servants, or,
in Natal and the Orange Free State, between African
and other servants. The distinction is largely a matter of
penalty. Only the first group, in each case, may be ten-
tenced to hard labour, spare diet or solitary confinement.

Labour tenants, though more tenant than labourer,
have been’ brought within the scope of the penalties by
the Native Land Acts of 1913 and 1936. Boys under 18
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may be given five strokes for breach of maste: and ser-
vant laws in terms of the notorious whipping clause of
the Native Service Contract Act of 1932, Pirow, who
piloted the Act through parliament, told it that farmers
anyway usually beat their African workers: it was a
South African " tradinon.”

Ancther “tradition” is practised on the mines. Here, in
terms of the Native Labour Regulation Act, African
labourers may be interrogated, tried, convicted and fined
by an inspector of labour for breach of duty, neglect,
drunkenness, or unlawful absence for 24 hours or less, The
inspector, who combines the functions of policeman, pro-
secutor and judge, need not have legal training. He metes
out cheap, expeditious “justice,” calculated to intimidate
workers and yet not remove them from their vital function
of extracting gold-bearing rock.

Slavery And Forced Labour

These provisions bear the stamp of their crigin in the
Cape's slave-owning days. There is an actual, direct line
of legislature descent linking the Cape Act of 1856 with
w‘f laws such as the proclamation of June 26, 1818,
Ordinance 50 of 1828 (dealing with the employment of
“Hottentots and other Free Persons of Colour”), Ordin-
ance 1 of 1835 (which gave effect to the British Act of
1833 for the Emancipation of Slaves) and Ordinance 1
of 1841 (consolidating and amending the laws concerning
Masters, Servants and Apprentices). The last two are of
special interest,

The date of emancipation was fixed at December 1,
1834, But the slaves went on working for their masters,
without wages as before: all that changed was their legal
ti-l:;z which became “ apprentice labourer” instead of
mil "ﬂ:n”

Ordinance | of 1835, supposed to be the legal instru-
ment for preparing the way to real freedom, regu'ated
the employment of the apprentices. They were to receive
the same food, clothing, lodging and medical care as
under the slave laws, but were subjected to penalties
harsher if anything than those inflicted by masters in the
days of slavery.

The first chapter of the Ordinance (styled “for pro-
moting the Industry of the Manumitted Slaves™) spoke
of “police settlements” and *‘houses of correction™ for
the “secure accommodation” of convicted apprentice
labourers.

Indolence or careless work, dicobedience, insolence, in-
subordination, and unlawful conspiracy were to be
punished by 13 stripes for a first offence, and a month's
imprisonment with hard labour for a second offence if
committed within two months, A labourer was to receive
ten stripes for every hour of unlawful absence up to a
maximum of 39 stripes.

Apprenticing of slaves came to an end on December |,
1838. Workers could then choose their own masters.
Labour became scarce, partly because of measles and
smallpox epidemics in 1839-40. Wages of artisans in Cape
Town rose to 22s. a month with food and clothing. Em-
ployers pressed for a law to bind and discipline ex-
claves, other Coloured, and English artisans imported to
relieve the shortage.!

Ordinance 1 of 1841 was passed to meet the demand.
It took over the offences of the Ordinance of 1835, but
reduced greatly the severity of the penalties. For a first
offence the servant was to be imprisoned for 14 days, or

1. For details see Isobel E. Edwards, Towards Emancipation,
1943,

1. W. E. Solomon, by Saul Solomon, 1948, p. 141.

Frge Fouar

pay one month's wages for the benefit of the master,

Complaining that the law was too lenient, employers
agitated for a harsher measure, and obtained one, as we
have seen, in the first parliament set up under represen-
tative government. Act ‘15 of 1856 was a concession to
farmers and other employers. It whittled down the ser-
vant's benefits in sickness and accidents from two months’
to one month's wages, added to the number of offences,
and increased the penalties.

Protests

That the masters were hard to please appeared from
the petition presented in 1859 by W. C. Botha and 182
other inhabitants of Somerset East district, asking par-
liament to appeint in each division a board consisting of
a justice of the peace and a farmer to try and punish
i all cases between masters and servanis. For, to lay
a charge and thereafter prove his complaint, a master
might have to make two visits to court, in all perhaps
80 miles, only to get the servant sentenced to one month's
hard labour.

Servants were also vocal. They lodged petitions in 1860
and again in 1871, the second one being against the pro-
posal to increase penalties for farm workers. Titus Lergele,
Jacob Haas and Frederik Pit, with 56 other inhabitnnts
of the mission settlement at Genadendal, prayed for relief
from the master and servant act and other laws “which
injuriously affected the labouring classes.” They objected
to the proposed distinction between agricultural and town
labourers, asked for various reforms, including the option
of a fine “instead of imprisonment as a felon,” and ended
by complaining that “strong prejudices still exist in this
Colony against colour, race, and class” yet they were un-
represented in parliament.

The masters had their will. Spare diet and solitary
confinement were added in 1873, discrimination was in-
troduced against farm workers, and, *“to save time and
expense,” masters were authorized to summon servants
to appear at court at a time named. In 1882 and 1889
special justices of the peace were given extended powers
in cases under the master and servant law.

A concession was made also to servants in the amending
law of 1873. It introduced the alternative punishment
of a fine and, for the first time, allowed criminal penalties
to be imposed on a delaulting master: £5 or one month
for withholding wages or failing to provide other benefits
stipulated; £1 fine in respect of each amimal of the ser-
vant unlawfully detained.

W. E. Selomon, a 19th century champion of the ser-
vants, considered that the chief feature of the amendment
was that it gave the rervant equality with the master
before the law. Both would be criminals if they broke
the Act. He was “happy to say that that great blemish
in the law, that great inequality which 1 considered to be
a disgrace to our legislation has been remedied.”!

The equality, of course, is a fiction, The conuciions
show that only servants receive punishment. The penalties
persist as part of the system of forced labour on which
mine owners and farmers still largely depend, and which
finds its most blatant expression in the convict labour
that is rapndly becoming the mainstay of agriculiure.

The use of penal sanctions to enforce labour contracts
has been condemned by the International Labour Office,
offends elementary principles of justice and democracy,
and is a bad substitute for healthy incentives to diligence
and efficiency. It would not be tolerated if mine workers
and farm labourers were organized, and if the trade union
movement recognized its responsibilities to the working

people.
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SLIPPED into the City Hall just aflter noon and for

forty five minutes listened to a shirt-sleeved rehearsal.
Menuhin sesms to be the most untemperamental of great
artists; completely unassuming. The rehearsal was scheduled
to end at 1230 pm. but at Menuhin's request the strings
remained and with him they rehearsed a Mozart Concerto.
This final rendering was so superb that as it ended the
orchestra applauded him.

Then [ followed him across the stage to his dressing room
and as he sat on a table, munching an apple, given him by
his wife, I interviewed him. I told him that he had greatly
heartened the progressive forces in- South Africa by the stand
he had takem six years ago when he had insisted on playing
to an Alrican audience at Orlando, despite the threat of
a Court injunction against him, He replied that he had the
interest of the African, Indian and the Colour:d people at
heart and that he would do whatever he could for them,
in his capacity as an artist,

Boycott?

I told him that there was a section of the Non-White
community who advocated the boycott of all performances
of international artists who played to scgregated audiences.
Mr. Menuhin became quite vehement in his disagreement
with this attitude.

“I do not believe at all in that kind of cutting vour nose
to spite vour face,” he szaid. *I belisve in every possble
contact between artists and people, whatever their colour. Any
sort of contact is worthwhile and if artists can’t play to
mixed audiences they must play to each group separately.”

He went on to say that there are many people in the
United States who feel that artists should boycott South
Africa altogether, but that he didn't believe in this attitude.
“The more contact the better. If I had taken up that attitude
I wouldn't have had the wonderful experience of playing
to & Non-White audience last night and my experience of
plaving in Orlando six years ago.”

Mr. Menuhin said that “the Africans, as a group, are
very fortunate that, thanks to the short-sighted and rather
stupid policy of the Government, the Indians are included
as Non-Europeans, The Indians have had the greatest ex-
perience of this age—the most inspiring of passive resistance

An Interview with Yehudi Menuhin

NO CHIP ON THE SHOULDER

campaigns with Gandhi. Nothing would be more wonderful
than to have the Indian group here produce a man like
Gandhi—always remembering that he came quite naturally
from a body of traditional Indian thinking.

“The policies of the South African Government must fail.
The Non-Whites are already an essential and indispensable
part of the economic life of the country. It is neither a
short téerm nor a long term policy to use them economically
and to try to deny them socially,. When the Non-Whites
learn this they will be able to apply pressures which will be

irresistible."
Chip on the Shoulder

He then returned to the question of boycott and stated
that it was a matter of maturing to understand that the chip
on the shoulder approach is wrong. “These types of people,
when they do have success, will not be worthy of the people
they represent. Speaking as a Jew, I represent a race which
has spent thousands of years in Ghettoes. Those who wear
chips on their shoulders succumb to the Ghetto mentality
and they are the people who become most ruthless in ex-
ploiting when they are in a position to do so. I repeat that
the attitude should be to concentrate on all positive contact.”

I then interrupted Mr. Menuhin to tell him of the forth-
coming Peace Convention and he said that he “feels it
misleading to have the slogan “peace for peace sake” and
that all the diplomats of the world have abused the word
peace with the least rational justification. There is very little
peace between allies. I am opposed to the slogan peacs at
any price and I do not want to become the partisan of any
one group. I believe that the road we're on now—that of
contact belween people—is the one which will have the best
result.”

At this stage Mrs, Menuhin tactfully reminded her husband
that they had a 1 p.m. appointment and that it was now
1.23 p.m.

We could not thrash out this peace issue as it was clear
that the interview would now have to end. As T thanked
him for having seen me, I told him again how much his
insistence on bringing his art to all people, whatever their
colour, meant to us in South Africa.

PHYTLIS ALTMAN

==

FROM THE SIDELINES by Christopher Gell (Cont. from page 2)

I"'.-"E been startled by the outcry over the Johannesburg
group areas proclamations. What else did people
expect?
By all means let us publicise the
JUDGE AND outrage as widely as possible. But
EXECUTIONER don't let us lose sight of the basic fact
that this is not just an accidental m-
justice. It is the necessary and ineviiable consequence of
a fundamentally unjust law. Then perhaps we shall direct
the campalgn against the real source of evil, not just 1ts
visible manifestations.

The application of the Group Areas Act can never be
“just and fair” to Non-Whites as Dr. Donges once pro-
mised. It isn't intended to be. In so far as they may find
“loopholes” through which to apply to the courts for
“justice and fairplay” these loopholes are assiduously
plugged by amending the Act. The Minister and his crea-
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tures, the Group Areas Board, the Reference and Plan-
ning Committees, the Development Board, are prosecutor,
judge and executioner in their own case.

I am not one who has recommended boycott of the
Board’s public hearings. Even though they are only in-
tended to provide a show of impartial hearing to all

ties—and the Act had eventually to be amended to
give the Board absolute dizcretion whom it shall hear,
~when the Indian Congresses started to win Supreme
Court cases—the opportunity to expose the fraudulent,
inhuman and selfish character of various official pro-
posals should be exploited to the full

But it 15 only a show of fair hearing. And when all the
arguments are over, the Board makes its secret suggestions
to the Minister. Neither it nor the Minister ever have
to justify the decisions before a court of law. Johannes-
burg is only a foretaste of what is to come. The pattern
has been pre-determined.

Fige Five



THE LOCATIONS-IN-THE-5KY REMOVALS

A DISEASE OF THE SPINE

AT what point does compromise
cease to be an act of statesman-
ship and become a cowardly sur-
render? This is the question more than
any other which the United Party
needs to ask itself today, even if it
has never faced the problem before.
And especially does the question need
an answer in Johannesburg, where the
United Party City Council retired for
the weekend on Friday, October 19th,
talking boldly of “deadlock,” of
“throwing the Locations in the Sky
Act back in the Minister's lap,” of
“refusal to co-operate”; only to waken
on Monday morning to Dr. Bores

Wilson's statement of abject surrender.
“The Sky Locations Act comes back

inte full force today . . . The Couneil
will resume its removal of natives from
back gardens and roof-tops . . . Com-
pulsion will be applied in the case of
illegal natives . . . The Council will be
obliged to take strong action and we
will be compelled to raid premises . . .
People who send natives to Dube Hostel
but allow other natives to filter in to
the accommodation vacated will be sub-
ject to very severe penalties . . "
(Rand Daily Mail, 22.10.56)

It would, perhaps, be putting the
case unfairly to say that, until Friday,
the City Council had blustered in the
hope of getting away with it; but that
on Friday Dr. Verwoerd cracked his
whip and the Council rapidly came to
heel. Dr, Verwoerd did crack his whip.
The Council did come to heel. Not
alone because it lacked political cour-

to stand up to the man with the
mp, but — more importantly — be-
cause it lacked the principles which
are the only possible challenge and
opposition to offer to a rampant Ver-
woerd.,

Excess People

That principle is that Africans are
human; that they are people. It
sounds ludicrous to say it—Dr. Wilson
would be the first to protest that he
has always accepted it. But it needs
more than an academic appreciation
of  the. fact that since the species
breathes, grows and moves it is hu-
man; academic appreciation, verbal
acceptance 15 not enough. It 1s neces-
sary-also that the concept of Africans
as people, human beings with rights,
persanalities. and feelings must be an
inseparable part of their all their think-
ing, .No- doubt. every. Johannesburg
City Councillor and every Native
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Affairs Department official will claim
that in his case it 1.

But the language of all the Loca-
tions in the Sky Act talk proves other-
wise, The most [requently recurring
phrase is: “Surplus Natives." Surplus
Natives” clearly, are not people; they
are — according to my dictionary —
“things in excess of what is required.”
That, too, was the meaning of the

I by L. BERNSTEIN I

word when it was used elsewhere for
men and women—at the slave auctions
where “surplus” slaves were sold off
at the best price offered along with—
and on the same bill of sale—as sur-
plus ploughshares, surplus crops and
surplus cow-hides. The Nazis used it
too, when they disposed of surplus
semites through the gas-ovens, in the
same way—and with much the same
process—as the municipality disposes
of surplus vegetable waste and surplus
newspaper.

It has become common cause be-
tween Dr. Verwoerd and the Johan-
nesburg City Council that certain
Africans in Johannesburg are “sur-
plus"”—things in excess of what is re-
quired. All that remains in dispute—
when once this premuse has been
accepted — is the method of disposing
of the surplus. For clearly a surplus
can get in the way if not suitably
disposed of. Perhaps the City Coun-
cillors did not see it that way when
they asked for special consent to super-
vise the disposal for themselves. Pos-
sibly they were guided by the humane
consideration that disposal of the sur-
plus by the Johannesburg City Council
would be less painful, less disruptive
of industry, less objectionable than in
the brutal horny hands of the Native
Affairs Department. On that basis the
compromise with Dr. Verwoerd was
justified, and the agreement reached
which Dr. Verwoerd flung in their
faces last month.

“Johannesburg, of their own accord,
applied to be appointed, and this was
donz on certain clear-cut conditions,
including that they would carry out the
policy involved and would accept
directives.” (Statement, 19.10.56)

Price of Compromise

Compromise exacted its price. The
Johannesburg City Council was to
carry out Nationalist Party policy,
and accept Dr, Verwoerd's directive.

Perhaps, to the United Party, the
compromise looked like an act of state-
manship. For a time the illusion could
continue, The Council decided that—
at least for a start—"surplus Natives”
from the sky-locations would not be
moved; priority for removal—to the
new Dube Hostel —would be given to
“illegal Natives” in back-yards and
roof-tops. A brave gesture of inde-
pendence; but the Councillors forgot
that their independence had been bar-
tered away by their act of statesman-
ship. Dr. Verwoerd recalled them,

bluntly, to their dependent status.
“If this fair compromise . . . is now

to be wupset or unbalanced by the
Council refusing to fulfil its obligations
.« . I must review the whole position.
Firstly, I would have to decide whether
I could trust the Council to fulfill its
new undertakings in connection with
the agreement on the £3 million plan
. I felt it to be fair to the City
Council to warn it . . . I will not
shrink from accepting responsibility . . .
If the City Council wishes to curtail its
authority and responsibility by opening
the way for the introduction of another
authority in its area, it may, however,

be sorry afterwards . . .
{Statement, 19.10.56)

Two days later, recalled to reality,
came Dr. Wilson's announcement of
capitulation. No doubt this too was
made acceptable to themselves by the
consoling thought that this was another
“statesmanlike compromise” aimed at
preventing a greater evil—a Verwoerd
appointee riding rough-shod over the
council. But now, even the thickest of
United Party heads must have awoken
to the suspicion that the statesmanlike
compromises have become remarkably
like a cowardly surrender. Now, even
they must be asking: *Where did com-
promise g:‘:r too far? Where did we
go wrong™™

The an-ihtrinﬁ] of that question iz
long overdue in the United Party. And
the answer 15 not easily found. There
is no single point at which the
historian will point his finger and
say: “Thus far you acted wisely; but
here you compromised once too
often!” The trouble is not one of a
wrong tactic, of a mistaken move in
a game of chess. The trouble lies
deeper. The surrender was inevitable
from the day the United Party
accepted Verwoerd's principle that
human beings can be classified—some
as people, others as dispesable surplus.
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How to Tame Giants

AST summer we travelled by car
from East London to Grahams-
town. For long, hot miles the road
runs through reserves, and the country
is barren and desoclate. There had been
no real rainfall there for more than
three years. On either side of the road
there are rising undulations of hills
and deep valleys, and for mile after
mile you see nothing on those hills
except stony, rocky earth and small
cactus bushes.

Along the roadside Africans stand,
women and children. They hold out
to passing motorists the only fruit of
that barren land—prickly pears. You
pass group after group, for in mid-
summer, in its prime, that great stretch
of land yields not even a handful of
wild flowers.

You wonder how people can live
off such land. And why it has become
like that. I do not know its history.
I do know that there must be a way
of turning that wilderness of waste-
land into a fertile area.

You can see, however, that it Is a
job to be tackled on a wvast scale. No
individual, no small group of people,
scratching that rocky, denuded soil
with primitive tools, can change the
whole nature of the countryside. Water
conservation, soil conservation, tree-
planting schemes . ., . it needs a great
plan, backed by the country’s re-
sources, carried out with the full co-
operation of the people.

Pipe-dreams? Not at all. It will be
done — one day. Proof of it lies in
what the Chinese people are doing
foday about their own natural re-
SOUTCEs,

(Contmued from previous page)
From here on everything they did was

wrong; for everything they attempted |

led to the fulfilment—by Dr. Wilson
or Dr. Verwoerd, the personalities
differ but the effects would have been
the same—of Dr. Verwcerd's policy.

It is this that the United Party
needs to ponder over and understand.
It is no use their asking: “Did we say
the wrong thing? Did we eat the
wrong thing?' The fact is that the
patient has a deep-seated disease of
the spine; he lacks a backbone, a salid
core of principle to keep him upright
and unbowed. And until he rediscovers
it, the petty issues of what he says,
what he eats or what his name is,
will not save him from an early trip
to the graveyard.
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by HILDA WATTS

THE people of China, over thousands

of years, had resigned themselves to
the disasters brought by their second
greatest river—the Yellow River, From
ancient times they called it “China’s
Sorrow,” and “The Yellow Scourge.”
“When the Yellow River runs clear”
was a synonym for “never.”

This great river was both beneficial
and destructive. Three thousand miles
long, its basin embraces 40 per cent.
of all the cultivated land in the
country, and nearly a third of the
total population of China lives there.
It has rich mineral deposits. But in
the past three thousand years it has
burst its banks 1,500 times, always
with disaster. Twenty-six times this
mighty river gouged itself out an en-
tirely new channel to the sea, each
times spreading suffering as it left its
old course barren and flooded new
lands. Fach inundation, breach and
change of course brought heavy losses
of life and property—often the tragic
wiping out of whole wvillages, even
cities. In 1933, ternible floods killed
18,000 and affected over 34 million
people. In 1938, Chiang Kai-shek
blew up a main dyke at Huayuankou
in Honan, hoping that the flood caused
would cover the retreat of his armies
before the Japanese. The irresistible
torrent that overran the plain south
of the river rendered over 10 million
homeless, and killed 890,000,

Good Earth To The Sea

The Yellow River is yvellow because
it bears down huge masses of silt,
which year after year accumulated in
the lower reaches. The silt comes from
the middle reaches, where the river
flows through a huge tract of fine,
loose soil—geologists called it “loess.
It is a vast region, and during two
summer months there are torrential
rains, For centuries the rains have
eroded the loess highlands, so that the
once even plateau has become a tor-
tured mass of bare, barren outcrops
and great gullies of canyons, some a
thousand feet deep. One writer from
Shensi province describes how, where
he was born, you can see a neighbour-
ing village, but may have to walk
dozens of miles to get to it because
of the immense clefts in the land.

As the good, fertile earth ran to
waste, so the peasants cleared more and
more land to try and find a living.
And the whole process of soil erosion
became worse and worse,

The fine, loose, fertile soil was
washed by rains and rivers into the
Yellow River, and there it flowed down
to silt up the plains in the lower
reaches, muddying the water and
giving it its name. At one Gorge in
Honan province, they found that an
average of 1,380 million tons of silt
flowed by each year.

The Elevated River

As a result, over the course of many
centuries, the people built dykes along
the lower reaches, for more than a
thousand miles to hold the fierce,
muddy waters in check. The river
became “elevated.” As more silt was
borne down, the dykes rose higher,
until in some places this fantastic river
runs twenty-feet higher than the sur-
rounding countryside, held in its
course only by the great dvkes of
earth.

From 1946 onwards, area after area
along the river valley came into the
hands of the peoples’ lorces, and the
liberated regions began to fight their
enemy, the river, to keep it under con-
trol. Then, in 1949, the new Peoples’
Republic of China made the river the
object of intensive work. Thousands of
people were organised into flood pre-
vention teams every year (400,000
alone at one time when flood threa-
tened), and the crumbling, hole-ridden
dykes were repaired. Grass was
planted, and millions of trees, to hold
the banks. The result has been no
burzsting of the dykes, no floods, since
1946.

The dykes held the river, but the
problem remained. Now, after six
vears of work by surveyors, geologists,
architects, hydrologists, and experts of
many kinds, the National People’s Con-
gress has adopted a plan for con-
trolling the river permanently and ex-
ploiting its water resources.

How It Will Be Done

First, they propose to build a series
of dams and reservoirs on the main
river and its tributaries (46 in all).
Once the dams are complete, floods and
disasters can be completely stopped;
the lower reaches of t.ﬁe river will be-
come clear, the river-bed will become
lower and more stable, and people in

those areas will be free from the pre-
sent burden of dyke-building and

{Continued on page 12)
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Inequality — in the Name of The Law

By Z. K. MATTHEWS

THE Tomlinson Report shows abundantly that the Com-

missioners were concerned with showing how Euro-
pean rights in South Africa can be preserved as against
the claims of the Africans for similar rights. In other
words, the question they set out to answer was what can
be done in the Native areas to which the White man

might be able to point in justification of his refusal to

recognise or admit any rights of claims Africans may
put forward to the rest of the country in which they
intend to reserve rights for themselves exclusively.

Political Rights

My submission is that Africans have no political rights
in South Africa. They have political disabilities, not poli-
tical rights. The Native Representation Act of 1936 was
designed not to give Africans political rights but to de-
prive them of such rights. The position is that prior to
1936 Africans in the Cape enjoyed political rights on the
same basis as other sections of the population in the Cape.
Admittedly the right was hedged about with qualifica-
tions which the African found it more difficult to acquire,
and to that extent the right even then was more theore-
tical than real. But what the Act of 1936 did was to
maximise the theoretical character of the right and to
minimise the reality of the right especially as this followed
the abolition of qualifications for Europeans in 1930 and
1931, Thus to say that Africans have the right to be
represented in Parliament by three White representatives
s an empty right which in no way approximates to the
standard set forth in the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, article 21 of which provides that :

“Evervone has the right to take part in the government
of his country directly or through freely chosen representatives
{ii) the will of the people shall be the basis of the authority
of government: this will shall be expressed in periodic and
genuine elections which shall be by universal and equal
suffrage and shall be held by secret vote or by equivalent
free wvoting procedures.”

What has been said about Parliamentary representa-
tion applies mutatis mutandis to provincial council repre-
sentation in the Cape and municipal and divisional
council representation in the Cape, Then there are bodies
like the Advisory Boards and the Local Councils now
to be replaced by Bantu Authorities which, in the view
of the Commission, confer some sort of benefit on the
African people. Here again we are dealing with bodies
which are intended to be substitutes for real representa-
tion. Any one of these bodies which presumed to think
that it had any real power and attempted to exercise it
would soon find out who was really boss even in the
small insignificant matters with which they are concerned.
Both the local Council system in the rural areas and the
Advisory Board system in the urban areas have fallen
on evil days, The African people have lost interest in
them because they have discovered that they gave the
people concerned no effective share in the management
of their own local affairs to say nothing of general
affairs. ‘The Government is hoping to infuse some life into
these bodies by calling them by a different name and
by substituting appointed or nominated members for
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elected members. But what & required is not a change
in name but a genwine change in the functions and
powers of these bodies, making them real instrumenis for
the expression of the will of the people and not mere
echoes of the voice of the Government.

Constitutional Rights

As far as constitutional rights are concerned the Tom-
linson Commission states that in terms of the SA.
Citizenship Act the Bantu population, like members of
other population groups, have Union -citizenship and
are thus Union citizens. The conclusion is drawn from
this statement that in terms of constitutional law “no
distinction is made and this fact naturally implies equality
of persons, property and rights.”

It is difficult to see how the Commission arrived at
this conclusion. The South African constitution is laid
down in the South African Act as amended, and even
if this Act is read together with the S.A. Citizenship
Act there can be no doubt whatever that it draws dis-
tinctions between the rights of the Bantu population and
that of other sections of the population. A greater value
is certainly placed upon “persons of European descent”
than upon persons of Bantu descent. The land rights and
the whole administration of the Bantu are vested differ-
entially in the Governor-General of Union opening the
door to discriminatory legislation affecting the property
rights of the Bantu. But even if in th it had been
intended in 1910 that there should be “equality of per-
sons, property and rights” legislation gince Union has
made very serious inroads upon the so-called constitu-
tional rights of the Bantu. The limited political rights
which were vouchsafed to them in the Constitution have
been whittled down and indeed the emasculated rights
which they still retain stand in imminent danger of being
swept away altogether, thus leaving the S.A. Act as a
White Citizenship Act. This has been done through the
Natives Representation Act read together with the Bantu
Authorities Act, The Senate Act and the Separate Repre-
sentation of Voters Act. A succession of Acts starting
from the Native Land Act of 1913 through the Natives
Urban Areas Consolidation Act, The Native Land and
Trust Act of 1936, the Native Resettlement Act, have
divested the Bantu of property rights in different parts
of the country. As fer “equality of rights” my submission
is that this is a completely meaningless expression in the
context of the South African situation. There & hardly
any sphere in which there can be said to be equality of
rights between the Baniu and the Europeans,

Legal Rights

Under this heading the Report states categorically that
“all individuals of all ps are equal in the eyes of the
law and receive equal protection from the law.™ The
Report goes on to clarify the significance of the state-
ment by saying that it implies that :

a) Nobody can be illegally deprived of his liberty or held
in slavery.

b) Nobody is exposed to arbitrary arrest, detention or
banishment.

€) Any person can apply to the courts when he i3
threatened in the possession of his goods or when his
person, honour or reputation is violated.

d) That the South African courts are accessible to all
persons on an equal basis.
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America. Similarly it would be a mockery

“A mere description of a thing as a right does not make it into one, certainly not from the point of
view of the person who is supposed to enjoy that right. A so-called right may be so hedged about
with restrictions, or so difficult of realisation, or be capable of attainment by so few people, that
far all practical purposes it may be meaningless. Thus to say that every American has the right to
become the President of the United States may sound all right as a piece of propaganda in favour
of the United States Constitution and give some Americans a nice feeling inside, but it is not of
much practical consequence to over 99.9 of the 160 million inmhabitants of the United States of
to say that the MNegro child has the right to go to the
same school as the White child unless the right of the Negro child to do so is adequately protected
by legal authority. Indeed what is described as a “‘right’’ may in fact be a disability because the
giving of it may rob the individual of something which he prizes more highly than what he is in fact
given. After all, what is actually done in these matters is far more important in the long run than

what appears to be done.”—PROF. MATTHEWS. |

Here again we are confronted with the abstract theo-
retical approach so characteristic of the Tomlinson Com-
mission. One would think that the learned gentlemen
came from another planet or went about South Africa
with their eyes and ears closed. It seems to me to he the
merest sophistry to say that nobody can be illegally de-
prived of his liberty. Of course when the Bantu are de-
prived of their liberty this is done legally, i, by the
passing of a law by a legislature on which they have no
influence whatsoever. The pass laws deprive them of
their freedom of movement and, as far as the Bantu
are concerned, it makes no practical difference whether
this has been done legally rather than illegally. As far
as he is concerned the whole legislative process in so far
as it 15 supposed to guarantee his rights is a travesty of
justice.

It is interesting to compare this conception of equality
before the law with that contained in Article 7 of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights which reads as
follows : ,

"All are equal before the law and are entitled without any
discrimination to equal protection of the law., All are entitled
to equal protzction against any discrimination in violation
of this Declaration and against any incitement to such dis-
crimination.”

It is even more interesting to recall that when this
Article was under discussion in the General Assembly of
the United Nations, the South African de'egate advocated
the deletion of the words “against any discrimination in
violation of this Declaration and against any incitement
to such discrimination.” My submi-sion is that that dele-
gate had a greater respect for the facts of the South
African situation than the Tomlinson Commission appears
to show.

How can the Commission say “nobody is exposed to
arbitrary arrest, detention or banishment” when at the
time when the Commission wrote, it was part of the law
of this country that the Governor-General in his capacity
as Supreme Chief of the Natives in Natal, the Transvaal
and the Orange Free State eould order the arrest of any
Native and his detention in gaol for three months without
assigning any reason and such native had no right of
recourse to the courts until the three months had elapsed.
Since then this has been made applicable to the Cape
Province as well. (Section 1 of the Native Administraticn
Act 38 of 1927 read together with the Natal Code of
Nauve Law). It's all done in the name of the law—it is
nothing illegal and so conforms to the standpoint of the
Commission, “Nobody is exposed to banishment!” Shades
of Gwentshe & Lengisi, Champion, to mention only a
few of the Bantu who have had practical experience of
this aspect of “equality before the law." Every local
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authority possesses the right to ban without prior trial.

One of the most effective remedies against a threat
to one's rights is the interdict, and until recently it was
possible for this right to be used by the Bantu in defence
of their rights. But now the Prohibition of Interdicts
Act has rendered this right largely nugatory, because
access to the courts is permitted only after the very mis-
chief against which the interdict was supposed to ke
effective has already taken place.

The last legal rigﬁt mentioned is that the South African
courts are accessible to every person on an equal basis, In
any country in which litigation is as expensive as it is
in South Africa and in which economic inequalities be-
tween different groups are as great as they are, it is
not much consolation to a poor litigant to be infermed
that he has access to the courts on an equal basis with his
more affluent countrymen. Thousands of persons who feel
they have been done an injustice, especially in our n-
ferior courts, take the matter no further for the simple
reason that they cannot afford the fees of counsel and of
legal process in the Superior Courts in which they have
more ccnfidence. But not only is the right of access to
the Courts vitiated by economic inequalities but by the
increasing tendency on the part of the Executive to limit
the powers of the courts on the pretext that the court:
may interfere with the sovereignty of Parliament. Executive
powers over individuals and groups are wvested in ad-
ministrative officials, both central and lecal, in such
terms as to make it difficult for the Courts to protect
their rights. Every time the courts in the interests of that
justice of which they are the primary custodians inter-
vene in a situation to prevent arbitrary interference with
the rights of persons, the Executive if assured of a majo-
rity in Parliament can bring in legislation to deprive the
courts of their powers in that regard.

Economic Rights

In the sphere of economic rights mention is made of
the fact that every person has the right to werk, and that
Africans have the right to form (unregistered) trade
unions,

When we examine the labour laws of South Africa we
find that they are shot through and through with dis-
criminations against the Bantu worker. As has been well
pointed out :

“White workers have perhaps as many rights as workers
in most countries, They have freedom to organise, form trade
unions and have them legally recognised, engage in collective
bargaining, and sell their labour where they will."

“African workers are in a completzly different position.
Not only are African trade unions denied legal recognition,
but every possible obstacle is placed in their way to prevent
their growth. The Government looks upon such organisations
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as a menace to White civilization . . . African workers are
not permitted to engage in collective bargaining through the
industrial council system . . . All strikes are prohibited under
heavy penalties. Other laws and regulations applicable only
to Africans are woven into the fabric of labour code for
African workers, One example 15 the MNative Urban Areas
Act which restricts the free movement of African labour.
Another 15 the Labour Bureau systzm established under the
Native Labour Regulation Act" (see Hepple: Labour and
Labour Laws in South Africa, Africa South, Vol. 1, No. 1,
p. 25).

These differences in the working conditions of Bantu
workers can hardly be regarded as adding up to “rights.”

Social Rights

On the subject of social rights the Commission con-
fines itself to dealing with the question of marriage and
sbserves that “every person (except a lunatic) has the
right to marry and procreate children, excpet that mar-
riages and extra-marital sexual relationships between
Europeans and Non-Europeans are prohibited. Contrast
this with Article 16 of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights which reads :

“Men and women of full age, without any limitation due
to race, nationality or religion, have the right to marry and
to found a family. They are entitled to equal rights as to
marriage, during marriage and at its dissolution.”

Religious Freedom

Here the statement of the Commission that there is
complete religious freedom in South Africa is in theory
correct, It is true people in South Africa are, broadly
speaking, free to adhere to religious beliefs of their own
choice, and we have probably represented in the country
most of the main religious systems of the world, both
primitive and modern. Christianity, Judaism, Islam,
Hinduism, Confucianism, the ancestor-cult—all these and
more probably have their adherents in the country. But
of course cutting across all these is the colour bar, which
prevents fellow-believers, if “they happen to be of differ-
ent colours from worshipping together in the same church,
as Mr. Drum found in his wvisits to various European
christian churches. Certainly it is doubtful whether any
Christian Church which proclaimed itself to be open
to all believers of all races on terms of complete equality
would be permitted to have that religious freedom for

very long.

Freedom of Association

The Commission affirms that the Bantu have freedom
either by themselves or together with members of other
groups to form all kinds of association. Freedom of
association s a very important right which is treasured
very highly in all democratic and civilised countries. But
in a country like South Africa it is doubtful whether this
right can be said to exist when there are so many laws
or regulations which are calculated to interfere with the
exercise of this right. At the present time meetings of
Africans except for religious or domestic purposes are
frowned upon in both rural and urban areas, Permits
have to be obtained in order to have meetings and
officials seem to have complete discretion to refuse or
grant such permits. Where a permit is obtained the
gatherings concerned are attended by members of the
Special Branch who take notes of all speeches. The Com-
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mission make mention of the African National 'DD‘TI%TH&
but this organisation has been virtually declared an illegal
organisation. Both at branch, provincial or national level,
the AN.C. 15 hampered in its activities by government
interference. The same applies to other organisations s

as Teachers' organisations, Unless an organisation pro-
claims itself to be pro-government or neutral in its policy,
it is- treated with suspicion and its members are liable
to be victimised for their views, and that without any
charges being preferred against them. It is obviously a
mockery to speak of freedom of association if by that is
meant that the association must always be in agreement
with government policy.

The Commission asserts, as previously indicated, that
the Bantu ss all the rights mentioned above and
concludes with the statement that “as regards these wider
civil rights there is no differentiation between the various
population groups and that in this respect the Bantu are
substantially in no worse position than the other popula-
tion groups.” This in a country in which we have on the
Statute book a law—the Separate Amenities Act—justify-
ing any differentiation which may be decided upon with
regard to the various population groups. Differentiation
is part of the law of the country, but the Tomlinson Com-
mision asserts that it does not really exist and that where
it exists in regard to other than wider civil rights, it does
not place the Bantu in a substantially worse position than
the other population groups. When, one may ask, is a
worse position not substantially worse?

What has been said so far refers to the present position
of the Bantu in the country as a whole. As regards the
future it seems to be intended that as the Bantu national
homes are developed the bulk of the Bantu should be
transferred to them and should there enjoy a measure of
local autonomy, with ultimately something approaching
provincial status for the Bantu regions, Presumably with-
in these areas the Bantu would enjoy all the civil rights
which they are denied in the non-Bantu -areas, but even
on this point there is no explicit assurance. The Bantu
areas are expected to be firmly under the control of the
White government, and just as the rights of the Bantu
in the present day are of somewhat doubtful significance,
so it would seem that the Bantu national home will be
areas set aside for Bantu occupation, but in which the
Baaskap of the White man will be no whit less than in
the so-called European areas. As for the 6 million Bantu
who will still be within the white areas by the year
2000, it would appear that the only right they will be
guaranteed is the right to work for the White man. Any
demand for anything more than that will be met with the
reply that such rights must be sought in the so-called
Bantu national homes,

It seems to me that whatever way one looks at it, one
cannot help coming to the conclusion that the notion
of civil rights of the Bantu attainment of full citizenship
status, and not a second or third class citizenszhip status,
the struggle may be long, but what of that? Others have
been longer but they have been won in the end.

We are not opposed to the White man or anyone else
claiming for themselves in the land which they have made
their home all the fundamental rights to which as human
beings they are entitled. What we cannot concede is that
this is a claim of which the White man has a monopoly.

® This is an sbbrevinted verslon of the addresn on “Africans and
Givll Liberties dellvered by Prof. I, K. MATTHEWS to the Bleem-
tontein Antl-Apartheld Conference oonvensd by the Inter-denomina-
thom African Minlsters" Federatio,
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The Desert Hawk

By DESMOMD BUCKLE

The name of a man who died more than 70 years ago is often on the lips of the soldiers of the

Algerian Army of Mational Liberation as they go

into battle against the French forces in the war

which is now two years old. The name is that of Abd-el-Kader, revered and held in deep affection
not only in Algeria but throughout North Africa.

MIR ABD-EL-KADER, who was
later to be known far and wide as
the “Desert Hawk,” was born in 1807,
His family were sherifs or descendants
of the Prophet Mohammed and his
father, Mahi-ed-Din, was celebrated
throughout North Africa for his piety
and charity. Mahi-ed-Din took his son,
then in his early youth, on a pilgrim-
age to the tomb of Sidi Abd-el-Kader
El Jalili at Baghdad. This wvisit =o
stimulated the boy's imagination and
religious enthusiasm that he adopted
the name Abd-el-Kader.

Abd-el-Kader's story really starts in
1827. That r a dispute arose be-
tween the Dey of Algiers and the
French in connection with wheat which
had been supplied to the French re-
presentatives in the city by two Jews,
Bakri and Busnach. In the course of
the negotiations which were under-
taken to settle the matter, the rascible
Dey Hussein struck Duval, the French
consul, with a fly-whisk, To avenge
the insult the French blockaded the
city for three years and eventually
gent an expeditionary force of 37,000
men under General de Bourmont and
Admiral Duperré against it. The force
landed at Sidi-Ferruch on June 14,
1830, and on July 5 captured Algiers
and drove the into exile.

This is where Abd-el-Kader really
comes into the picture. Only 23 years
old, he was a scholar who was much
more fond of his books than of any-
thing else. He could read and write
at the age of five. He had received an
excellent education in theology and
philosophy and had graduated at a
theological college at 12, But he had
also distinguished himself in horseman-
ghip and in other manly exercizes.

Incensed at the capture of Algiers
and the expulsion of the Dey, Abd-el-
Kader came forward as the champion
ol Islam against the infidels. He
attempted to arouse the tribes to re-
gist the invaders. But many of the
chieftains clearly showed him that
they were not interested, They hated
the Dey-—a hangover from the time
when the Turks held nominal sway
over Algeria and maintained their
suzerainty by setting the tribes against
each other, One of the chieftains, in-
deed, laughed in Abd-el-Kader's face
when he called for resistance and
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mocked him telling him to go back to
his books

However, the French scon found
that though they had ended Turkish
overlordship over Algeria they had hy
no means gained possession of  the
country. It had to be wrested vard
by vard from the Algerian population
despite the difficulties met by Abd-el-
Kader in uniting the tribes.

Devils, Not Men

In 1832 the tribes of Oran Province
proclaimed Abd-el-Kader emir of
Mascara, his birthplace, and rallied
to his cause. The French, after hesita-
ting for some years, decided to com-
plete the conquest of the country. A
decree was issued by King Louis
Philippe (who used to call himself
Egalité in deference to the French Re-
volution) on July 22, 1834, appoint-
ing a governor-general of French
possessions in North Africa. At the
same time the King formed the
Foreign Legion from criminals, thugs
and other riff-raff from half the
countries of Europe,

The Algerians soon found that in
these men they were up against the
most desperate and ruthless adversaries
they had ever encountered. The Le-
gionariez killed, raped and pillaged
without mercy. In a single terrible
action they wiped out the Oulffia tribe
to the last man, woman and child
The western Algerian tribes now be-
lieved they were up against devils
not men. They proclaimed Abd.el-
Kader emir el Moumenin (Command-
er of the Faithful) and prepared to
launch a counter-attack.

Meanwhile the sea-port towns of
Oran, Bougie and Béone fell to the
French. Abd-el-Kader held back, for
he did not wish to engage the French
within firing range of their warships
anchored off the coast. For a time
the French were content to consolidate
their hold around a few points on the
sea-board—Algiers. Oran, Bougie and
Bone, with the arcas immediately sur-
rounding them. The French com-
mander, General Desmichels, was
obliged to sign a treaty with Abd-el-
Kader recognising the latter's autho-
rity in the hinterland.

Desert Columns
However, the French launched an

attack on Abd-cl-Kader's positions in
1835. Kader, displaying great military
capacity, severely defeated a large
French army at Makta in June of that
year, There now appeared two centres
of stiff resistance in Algeria, one in
the province of Constantine led by the
bey Ahmed, and the other in the rest
of Algeria under Abd-el-Kader.

In October, 1837, the French struck
at the fortified city of Constantine
with 12,000 Legionaries. Abd-el-Kader
hurried to Ahmed’s assistance. He
organised his white-robed horsemen
into flying columns which struck with
lightning suddenness at the flanks of
the French battalions and wvanished
into the desert befcre the French
could put up any kind of organised
defence. It was these exploits that
earned for Abd-el-Kader the title,
“Desert Hawk.,” For in truth he
swooped swiftly and silently and with
the power and unerring aim of a
hawk.

At Guelma, Abd-el-Kader’s intrepid
horsemen surprised a French com-
pany of engineers. In no mere than
20 minutes 150 Frenchmen lay dead.
Their corpses were all that a relief
company found the following morn-
ing.

Abd-el-Kader often spent as much
as 48 hours without respite in the sad-
dle, He lived most of the time during
his campaigns on a handful of boiled
rice and a bowl of milk a day. He
often led the raids in person. In one
engagement at the head of 2,000
horsemen attacking a French regiment
marching on Sétif, he had two horses
killed under him and his cloak niddled
with bullets. He seemed to lead a
charmed life. After a series of persist-
ent charges the Algerian horsemen
broke the French square and put the
soldiers to flight. Only 15 Frenchmen
survived the pursuit; the desert claimed
those who escaped the horseman’s
sword.

The French fell back to their
coastal strip and sued for peace. The
Treaty of Tafna brought the fighting
to an end. But the French used it only
to provide breathing space and to re-

giroup their forces. They quietly
assembled a force of 58,000 armed with
the latest weapons, including the

heaviest artillery then made.
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THE DESERT HAWK

{ Continued from page 11)

Four Cannon

Abd-el-Kader meanwhile ruled his
two-thirds of Algeria sternly but with
wisdom, He enforced the laws of the
Prophet, prohibiting wine and prosti-
tution and ecven discouraging the
drinking of coffee and smoking. He
himself continued to live austerely on
his daily handful of boiled rice and
a bowl of milk.

The French treacherously broke the
Treaty of Tafna and advanced into
Kader’s territory. Although the Alge-
rians could not match the fire-power
of the French re-inforced by the latest
artillery field-pieces (Kader had only
4 ancient cannon, one of which was
a Dutch field-piece cast more than
200 years previously) they fell on the
invaders with heroic disregard of the
odds against them.

The Algerian: halted the French in
the Mitidja FPlain and then drove

them back. Their counter-attack took |

them almost to the gates of Algiers.

The French, faced with the prospect
of being expelled from the country
now zent a third of their entire army
—more than 100,000 men—to Algeria
in 1841. It was commanded by Gen-
eral Bugeaud whose slogan was, “There
are no civilians” Bugeaud's troops
shot at sight male Arab or
Berber. Their flying columns penetra-
ted deep into Abd-el-Kader's territory
destroying crops and killing off the
cattle. This meant—and was intended
to mean—slow starvation for the Al-
gerians. The Algerians retaliated by
butchering French prisoners of war and
the French did the same to all Alge-
rians who fell into their hands.

Bugeaud permanently settled 40,000
French colonists in  Algeria among
whom were many of his soldiers, The
rest were largely the unemployed of
Paris and other large French cities.

The bitter war, with all its horror
and frightfulness, went on for another
7 years. Then Abd-el-Kader could not
maintain the struggle any longer, His
ultimate failure was in part due to the
refusal of the Kabyles, Berber moun-
tain tribes whose faith in Mohammed-
anism was rather loosely held, to make
common cause with the Arabs against
the infidel Freneh. It is one of history's
ironies that it was the descendants of
these same Berber tribesmen whe
launched the first attacks of the pre-
sent revolt in the Kabylia and the
neighbouring Aurés Mountains in
November, 1954. Algerians today have
realized the kind of national unity
for which Abd-el-Kader strove but
could never quite achieve.

Fage Twalve

HOW TO TAME GIANTS
{Contined from pags 7)

flood-prevention, The dams will gene-
rate huge amounts of electric power.

Secondly, they will carry out soil
and water conservation work in the
Yellow River basin on a large scale,
particularly where the loss is most
serious. They will stop the loess being
washed away by the rain. Section by
section, from highland to gully, water
is to be stored and retained, so that
earth and rainwater stay where they
are needed.

Completion of the plan will mean
four stupendous changes. First, floods
will be no more. The course of the
river will be deep and fixed, the flow
regulated. Secondly, stations
will generate 23 million kilowats with
an annual output ten times as great

as the whole national output of 1954,

providing cheap power for industry,
transport and modernized agriculture

——

On December 21, 1847, Abd-el-
Kader surrendered to General Lamo-
ricitre at Sidi Brahim. In violation of
a promise that he would be allowed
to go to Alexandria or St. Jean d'Acre
(Acre, now in North-West Israel),
Abd-el-Kader and his family were in-
carcerated in the grim and forbidding
fortress of Toulon. They remained
there until October, 1852, when Napo-
leon IIT ordered their release on Kader
taking an oath never again to disturb
Algeria.

Abd-el-Kader went first to Brusa in
Asta Minor and then to Constantin-
ople, finally settling in 1855 in Da-
mascus. During the anti-Christian riots
which broke out in the town in 1860,
Abd-el-Kader gathered as many
Christians as he could into his own
house and drew his sword in their
defence.

In exile he wrote a philosophical
treatise, of which a French transla-
tion was published in 1858 under the
title, Rappel a Uintelligent, Avis 4
Pindifferent. He also wrote a classic
about the Arab horse of the Sahara.

On May 26, 1883, Abd-el-Kader,
born leader of men, great soldier, dis-
tinguished scholar, capable administra-
tor, persuasive orator and chilvarous
opponent died at Damascus. Had he
been living today he would cast aside
hiz books to do battle for his country’s
liberty. It is the spirit of this truly
great man that inspires Algerians
fighting at Tlemcen and Tebessa,
Sétif and Sidi-bel-Abbés for the free-
dom and independence of their be-
loved country.,

over huge areas. Thirdly, the irrigated
area will be nearly ten times as large
as now. And fourthly, the whole river
will be navigable.

This i3 a scheme that can only be
carried out in the course of decades.
They estimate that the part covering
conservation of water and soil alone
will take fifty years. So meanwhile,
a “first-phase” is to be put into effect
to end flooding and use the river for
power and irrigation. This phase will
be completed by 1967.

As the huge dams are built, hund-
reds of thousands of people must be
re-settled, and this in itself can only
be done over the course of many
years,

Reservoirs and hydro-electric power
stations cannot be built by handicraft
technique, nor can soil and water con-
servation work be done on a large
scale if it must depend on the efforts
of individual peasants. That is why
such a scheme could never have been
adopted except under present circum-
stances. The plan calls for the efforts
not only of the government, but also
of the people of the whole country.
They say they are turning “China’s
Sorrow” into China's Joy".

We Can Do It Too!

GM"-T one begin to picture the won-
derful transformation that will
take place in the lives of millions of
people? I think of the vast areas of
semi-desert in our own country; of
the Transkei, and its droughts and
famines; of rivers run dry; of Jand
eroded; of over-stocked reserves. Yet
it can be changed! The individual
efforts of ignorant and poverty-stricken
peasants in desolate reserves cannot
bring this vast change. But the power
is there, locked in by the oppression
of the people.

First we must liberate ourselves and
unlock this great, creative power. Then
we can liberate the land. Then, like
the Chinese people today, we too will
tame giants.

WIN SUBSCRIBERS
for

“Fighting Talk”

7/6 A YEAR

—
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A PROFESSIONAL AFRICAN ABROAD

R. GEORGE PADMORE, a

native of Trinidad in the West
Indies, iz a professional African
abroad. He has zpent his life talking
and writing about Africa, mainly in
Britain. According to a recent press
report he has now been appointed
Ambassador in America by the so-
called Negro Republic of Liberia. De-
spite all he has said and written about
our continent, Mr. Padmore's real
knowledge and understanding of
Alfrica and its people is negligible. To
him “Africa™ 15 an abstraction: an
emotional symbol, identified with the
American Negro movement and the
tiny minority of privileged intellectuals
who manage to make their way over-
seas. Of the teeming millions of people
who inhabit Africa, groaning under im-
perialism  exploitation, landlessness,
disease, illiteracy and brutal colonial
administrations, he knows nothing and
cares nothing.

Nothing illustrates this better than
Mr. Padmore's new book: Pan-African-
ism or Communism, On the face of 1t
this 1s a completely false antithesis—
that is, if we understand by the term
“pan-Africanism” the idea that Afri-
cans in all parts of the continent
should get together in the struggle
against 1mperialism. But as we read
this book we find that nothing is fur-
ther from Mr. Padmore's mind than a
genuine struggle by the masses of
Africa against their various colonial
masters. There is a good deal of word
demagogy about “freedom™ and *“seli-
determination” leading “ultimately to
a United States of Africa. How is this
freedom to be attained? As a gilt,
apparently from the imperialists. Here
is a revealing passage from the “In-
troduction™ :

“ . . . in West Africa (British)
Colonial Office policy is based upon the
principles of national self-determination
for Africans by a policy of gradual con-
stitutional reform. If this policy were
only honestly and wvigorously pursued by
the British Government , . . it would
be the most effective bulwark against
Communism,"”

The African leaders, on their part
must “resolve their own internal com-
munal conflicts and tribal differences
so that, having established a demo-
cratically elected government, the im-
perialist power will find less danger in
passing power to popularly elected
leaders than in withholding it”
Such is the fantastic, distorted pic-

ture of African political devolpement
presented by the remote Mr. Padmore.
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The Liberian “Experiment”

I mentioned above Mr. Padmore’s
lack of any real sympathy with the
masses of African people, This 13
brought out with remarkable clarity in
his chapters on the development of
Liberia, into the service of whose
government Mr. Padmore has now en-
tered. Liberia was established over a
hundred vyears ago as a colony of
former slaves from America, under the
auspices of the American Colonisation
Society. Its constitution, adopted in
1947, is based upon that of the U.S.A.

and proudly proclaims that “there
shall be no slavery within this
Republic.”

Apart from their purely external
physical characteristics, the handful of
settlers from America (they were only
a few thousand) had nothing in com-
mon with the Native people they
found living in the territory now
known as “Liberia.” Their language
was English, their customs Western,
their outlook and aspirations typical
of the graft-ridden America to which
their ancestors had been transported.

The political institutions which they
set up there were meant for “Libe-
rians” (i.e. the settlers and their de-
scendants) only—not for “Natives”,
whom the settlers regard with just as
much contempt as do settlers any-
where else in Africa. In fact the only
difference I can see between the Libe-
rian and the South African herren-
volk is in the skin-colour,

Nor is Liberia really “independent.”
Always a dependency of the United
States, the so-called “Republic” has
for many years been virtually the pn-
vate property of the Firestone rubber
company which supplies most of the
public finances and in return enjoys
a number of remarkable privileges.
The Liberian government has agreed
to “provide” labour for the rubber
plantations. This is done by forced
labour recruited by the Government
through its “Native Commissioners”
in a way which makes a mockery of
the fine words of the constitution.
And this merciless exploitation is being
intensified: recently a 600,000 acre
concession was granted to the Good-
rich Rubber company. For the un-
fortunate. two mullion real Africans
who live in Liberia the Black settlers
along the coast are just as much a
curse as the White settlers of Kenya
and the East Coast: they have brought
nothing in the way of education;
health services, political rnights or

higher living standards; they grab the
best land and coerse the tribes people
into forced labour.

Yet, in all his two chapters on Libe-
ria (it 15 the longest section of hus
book) Mr. Padmore has not a word
of sympathy with the suffering masses
of the country, nothing but praise for
the Tubman administration. Apologi-
sing for the lack of representation in
the legislature for the “indigenous
people of the hinterland still living
under tribal naw and custom™ Mr.
Padmore comments :

“The risk of integrating the fndigenes
into the modern state is a formidable
one, and can only be achieved by
raising their standards of living and
closing the cultural gap between them
and the westernised Negroes.

Just what the White settlers say in
other colonies while they are busy
closing every door to economic and
cultural progress! The truth is that
Mr. Padmore, though he calls himeelf
a “democratic socialist” is neither de-
mocratic nor socialist but a  vulgar
Negro chauvinist. He is horrified by
Strijdom’s South Africa but praises
the very same sort of tyranny when
practised in Liberia by foreign settlers
who chance to have black skins.

Unscrupulous

“Pan-Africanism™ in Mr. Padmore’s
vocabulary, then, turns out to be a
case for handling over the administra-
tion of the African colonies to western-
ised Negro agents as a means of re-
taimng control and  preventing the
African masses from winning genuine
self-government. On the cover of his
book he quotes approvingly from
John Gunther :

“Il reform doesn't come in  tme,
Africa—the greatest prize on earth—
may be lost to the West, as much of
Asia was lost,”

Similar sentiments, it may be re-
called, were recently expressed by
Minister  Erasmus.  Gunther, the
Unien’s Minister of Defence, Padmore
—they all want to keep this “great
prize” for the “West,” though each
has his own formula for deing it. It
doesn't seem to have occurred to any
of them that Africa doesn’t belong
to “the West” or “the East,” or any-
one, except the African people them-
sclves,

Another feature common to Gun-
ther, Padmore and Erasmus is  the
shabby ideclogy of ferocious * anti-
communism,””
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Mr. Padmore is a former Trotskyite,
and in pursuing this particular line of
propaganda he displays all the usual
unscrupulous diregard of facts com-
mon to this breed of sectarians. As an
example of his twistings and lies, on a
subject familiar to most of my readers,
I give you, with my notes, the follow-
ing sentence from his utterly unreli-
able chapter on South Africa :

“The latest Stalinist manoeuvre (1)
is the setting up of another ad hoe
organisation (2) in 1955 called the
Congress of Peoples (3) to draw up a
"Charter of Freedom' (4) to present
to the Strijdom government (5).

{1} False. The C.0.P. was originated
by the African National Congress on
the initiative of Professor WMatthews,
who is not and never was a “Stalinist”

or any other sort of Leftist. (2) False.
It was not an organisation but a meet-
ing. (3) False. It &5 the Freedom
Charter. (5) False. It was never in-
tended to “present” the Charter to the
Government, but to make it the com-
mon programme of struggle and organ-
isation by the people.

This short sentence with its gross
errors is typical of Mr. Padmore’s sec-
tion on South Africa. Why, to listen to
him you'd imagine it wasn't the Nation-
alist Party but the Afrncan National
Congress and the former Communist
Party which are responsible for the pre-
sent state of alfairs in South Africa. It
i+ not difficult, of course, to trace the
source of all the nonsense Mr., Padmore
writes about our country. It echoes the
frenzied wvoices of Mr. Tabata and the
Non-European Unity movement.

Why spend all this space on Mr.
Padmore’s meretricious book? Because,
if I am not very much mistaken, this
book is designed to be used by the
Colonial Office in all English-speaking
colonies, for the purpose of diverting
young African intellectuals and patriots
from the road of struggle for national
liberation, into Mr. Padmore’s cunning
by-paths of red-baiting and his own
peculiar brand of “pan-Africanism”.
Therefore it is necessary for all who
truly seek African freedom and unity
to be placed on their guard.

Pan-Africanism or Communism. The
Coming Struggle for Africa. By
George Padmore. Published by
Dennis Dobson. Price 235s.

ALAN DOYLE

NATIONALISM IN AFRICA

TI{E lack of a standard work on the

national movements of the peoples
of Africa has been felt by almost every
serious student of the matter, as well
as by every serious political leader of
the national movement in Southern
Africa at least. That lack will not be
filled by Thomas Hodgkin's “Nation-
alism in Colonial Africa,” issued in the
“Man and Society” series. Hodgkin
has gathered together a great number
of facts—albeit on a fairly restricted
number of facets of the national
question in Africa—without managing
to draw them together into a single,
comprehensive picture of the whys,
wherefores and whithers of the na-
tional movement, That work remains
to be done.

But having said that, let me add
that the book is full of information,
much of it unobtainable elsewhere,
which serves az the best introduction
to African nationalism that is at pre-
sent obtainable, Hodgkin has new and
refreshing information and opinions on
many things, on the differences and
;}:t the similarities between British,

rench and Belgian colonial adminis-
tration; on the influence exerted by
the newly developing towns on the
national feelings of the people; on the
role of prophets and priests in develop-
ing national consciousness; and on the
character of some of the larger move-
ments, their leaders and their motiva-
tions, _

From a South African point of view
it 15 unfortunate that Hodgkin leaves
the Union of South Africa out of his
“colonial Africa south of the Sahara™
although there can be little quarrel

‘Fage Fourtoen

with his reasons for doing so. South
Alfrica, he says, “contains its colonial
problem within itself,” and is there-
fore outside a study confined to those
areas dependant on metropolitan
countries abroad. But more guestion-
able 15 Hedgkin's failure to bring
uppermost the relationship between
ideas and economic conditions of life,
between production relations and poli-
tical movements. Without such inter-
relation, the national movements of
Africa, and, for that matter, the
methods of colonial administrators in

SOUL IN

N You Are Wrong, Father Huddleston,
Alexander Steward revealed an inability
to reason in a convincing manner, In his
novel, A Single Sowl, he reveals an equal
inability to portray convincing characters.
Perhaps the most that can be said in
praise of this work is that it attempis—
albeit wnsuccessfully—to deseribe a wid:
range of emotions and an even wider range
of incidents in comparatively few words.
Covering two hundred pages in a ped-
estrian, journalistic  style, Mr. Steward
makes a laboured effort to present the life
and hard times of his hero, Luke, from
early childhood to inevitable suicide.

To convey some impression of the trite-
ness of the plot, one need only quote
from the blurb : “Luke , . . is seen first
as a small child . . . on a sugar planta-
tion in Zululand . . . But Luke's life i
not destined to runm smoothly, His school-
davs end unhappily . J—he has a
completely unconwvincing  affair with a
teacher—* . . . He joins a firm of stock

Africa, become merely the outward
expresion of “ideas” in the heads of
dreamers. If such were the case, the
national  liberation mevements of
Africa would not have inspired the
masses so profoundly that, in a short
space of ten post-war years, they have
redrawn the political map of colonial
Africa from end to end,

“Nationalism in Colonial Africa®
Thomas Hodgkin, Published by
Frederick Muller, Price 13s.

TORMENT

brokers in Johannesburg, and this hard city
develops the net work of conflict wihch is
to draw closer and clos:r about his soul

It is the conflict within himself,
the conflict with his family and friends,
the political conflict in 5.A., and the con-
flict between S5A., and the outside
world . . ."

Because the author lacks the faculty of
selection, he describes eertain incidents in
wearisome detail, and is then forced into
guillotining vast—and no doubt emotion-
drenched—periods of his hero's career. The
result is a patchy piece of writing.

On one occazsion Luke says: “What
bothers me . is that all this stuff
doesn't tally. The more I read the more
sure 1 become that . . . what I'm reading
simply isn't true.,”"” He might well have been
passing & lenient judgement on the book
in which he appears.

A Single Soul, by Alexander Steward,
Published by Werner Laurie, London,
1956. REB.
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FIFTEEN YEARS IN FRANCE

ALE?{ANDER WERTH 15 probably
one of the last of his kind: a
foreign correspondent who secks the
truth and dares to write it, who is not
a propagandist for some or other
foreign office. Whether consciously or
not, he proceeds from the premise
that the common people make history,
that class struggles are not just a
theory but the basic fact of life. Add
to that his profound knowledge of
France and its people and it is easy
to understand why he has written a
history which will become a classic.
South Africans are separated by
barriers of distance and language, not
only from the French, but also from
the peoples of the French colonial
empire. A strike in Rhodesia, under-
standably, excites us more than the
massacre of 80,000 persons by the
French authorities in  Madagasear.
{This massacre took place in March
1947). We are more mnterested in the
Gold Coast than in the 53 million
Africans who live under French rule
actually 15 million of them
have just won for themselves virtual
independence. The rapid collapse of
the French Empire, the reaction of

the French ruling class and fpﬂﬂplﬂ to
this collapse, are matters of tremen-
dous consequence for the liberation
struggle everywhere but especially in
Africa.

The greatest value of this detailed,
factual analysis of political events in
France is that it holds up a mirror to
our times. It confirms and illustrates
the working in practice of the theore-
tical basis of the political working
class movement. It therefore makes an
understanding of our own problems
clearer, and points to solutions for
them. An honest man who reads this
book and then tests South African
problems in the light of French ex-
perience cannot but end up supporting
the policies of the progressive move-
ment.

Shall we follow a policy of forcible
racial oppression? France shows that
it leads to defeat and bankrupty,

Shall we repress the working-class
movement? France proves that the
drive to Fascism 1s endemic in capital-
ist countries, that Big Capital “has no
fatherland,” that little repressions lead
to an enslaved nation,

Does America scek [reedom for na-

tions? Here is proof that Marshall Aid
was always intended as martal aid
and cost France her independence.

One can extend this list of questions
and answers indefinitely, but just one
more: Ho Chi Minh, according to
French reactionaries represented
“nothing at all” : the leaders of the
liberation movements of Morocco and
Tunisia * represented “nobody but
themselves.,” Did not the delegates at
the Bloemfontein Conference on apart-
heid, according to Die Transvaler re-
present “only themselves? By  this
analogy, it cannot be long now before
Luthuli succeeds Strijdom!

Those good people whe doubt
whether “Freedom in our lifetime” is
a practical slogan should read this
book. It is striking evidence of the
pace of history in our times. The ex-
perience of France shows that he who
today believes that something can
“never” happen, that governments are
in power “for ever,” will soon find

history mocking them,
France 1940-1945, by Alexander
Werth (76%¢ pp.). Published by

Robert Hale, Price 33s.
M. M.

Readers' Views

WHY DO WE WRITE—AND ARGUE—SO LITTLE ABOUT
SOCIALISM ?

IH recent years there has been very
little discussion in South Africa
in progressive—or other—journals
about socialism, This is surprising
because in other countries articles
on the advantages — or disadvan-
tages of socialism, and the best way
of achieving — or preventing — it,
are a continual source of lively
controversy.

It is all the more remarkable
that journals read by and supported
by the Congress movement should
contain so little on the pros and
cons of a system which in one form
or another, for example, Nkrumah's
liberatory movement in the Gold
Coast has adopted as the very first
article of its constitution; or which
Mehru's Indian Congress has de-
clared is “the only path India can
follow’; or which was the basis of
China's liberation — a system
which, in fact has the following
of the majority of the world's
population.

| suppose the main reason people
aren't writing and arguing about
socialism is the Suppression of
Communism Act. Now what exact-
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ly the weird rigmarole of things is
which the Act bans, it certainly
does not ban all discussion of social-
ism. Dead letter as it may be, the
Labour Party still has an objective
in its constitution the achievment
of socialism and there is no doubt
that this is perfectly legal.

What you ¢an’t do is advocate that
there should be a dictatorship of the
proletariat (defined in a manner which
15 an obvious travesty of the real
meaning of that concept as a system
“under which one political organisa-
tion only is recognised and all other
political organisations are suppressed
or eliminated.”) Nor can you ad-
vocale or threaten law-breaking, wviol-
ence or disturbances, or aim to bring
about changes under the guidance or
in co-operation with foreign govern-
ments or institutions which aim to
bring about “Communism” in the
Union; nor can yvou encourage hosti-
lity between Europeans and Non-
Europeans,

There is hardly anything in this
crude mix-up of misconceptions (which
needless to say is net Communism)
which any writer on socialism today

would advocate, and writers have been
over-timid if they have allowed the
Act to frighten them off from all
discussion of socialism,

In fact, if by the long silence,
many, many readers have no real
knowledge of even the funda-
mental principles of this immensely
important political system, what a
great victory we have allowed—
quite unnecessarily — to Strijdom
and the other Nat. obscurantists!

WHAT 15 COMMON
TO ALL SOCIALISTS?

Socialists of widely differing general
outlooks all have this in common :

They believe that capitalism is un-
just and unworkable because it is
based on the exploitation of the
workers by the rich.

The capitalist — the factory owner,
mine-owner, big farmer—gets his pro-
fit by paying tﬁe worker less than the
value of the goods he produces. Apart
from the injustice of this it is un-
workable because if the worker is not
paid the value of what he produces,
the general public, which is mainly
composed of working people, is un-
able to buy back the immense supply
of goods flowing from the factories to
the stores. Huge stocks accumulate,
there is a slump, the factories close
down, the workers are unemployed and
there is immense misery.  [Coot
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Socialists believe there should be a
planned society, in which individuals
are not left to run the factories for
their own profit. Those who make ‘the
factories ible — the workers —
should, together with the rest of the
people, have control of them. Only
when this is achieved and private pro-
fit is eliminated will it be possible to
ensure the fair distribution of goods
and the ending of the evils of capital-
ST,

On these rudiments there is an im-
Mense Ta of agreement (though
some socialists soft pedal sometimes).
Where the differences have come 13
in the means of achieving socialism.

In the first political study-class I
attended, about fifteen years ago, our
text-book asked: “What is the funda-
mental differences between the Labour
Parties and the Communists?” and
answered, “The Labour Parties believe
that socialism can be achieved through
gradual reforms by parliamentary
means. Communists hold that parlia-
mentary power cannot achieve social-
ism as long as the capitalists control
the state machinery which can cor-
rupt or forcibly destroy the achieve-
ments of Parliament—as for example
the Spanish army was used to destroy
the Popular Front parliament — and
that therefore socialism can only be
achieved by the revolutionary seizure
of state power.”

That was a correct statement of the
difference between the Labour and
Communist Parties at the tume.
Today, however, when world capital-
ism is immeasurably weaker and world
socialism immeasurably stronger, it no
longer holds true for all countries.

In Britain, France, Italy, and the
U.8. for example, almost all socialists
are agreed that a decisive parliamen-
tary victory by a popular front could
pave the way for a peaceful transition
to socialism because world capitalism
is no longer in any position to inter-
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vene in those countries as it did oun
behalf of France in 1936, or in Guate-
mala last year,

And because of that the realisation
is growing that as old differences on
the correct road to socialism disappear
the time is rapidly approaching when
all socialists will able to come to-
gether on a common programme as
indeed is already proposed by the
leading Britsh Labour Party writer,
G. D. H. Cole.

‘What stands out in the world situ-
ation today is that socialists agree
that each country will follow its own
road to socialism—that what iz done
in one land will not necessarily be
correct in another,

Would socialism be a good thin
for South Africa? My own view, o%
course, is not only that it would be—
but that it will be. I think we will
have a socialist South Africa in which
there will not only be full voting
equality but also full economic equ-

a!il':,*.
What do other Fighting Talk readers

think?
LIONEL FORMAN

Juno Furnishing Co,

64 KNOX STREET

Phone 51-1106 GERMISTON

For A Square Deal
Contact Us

 STAR CYCLE
WORKS

1a GUSTAYV STREET
ROODEPOORT

.-_-u.-.—
Kiockiris :

l Raleigh, Rudge, Humber

Cycles

l COMMERCIAL |
PRINTING Co. (Pty.) Ltd.

Mew Era Buildings, Johannesburg
{Cor. Loveday & Dwe Villlers Stresta)

Phone 23-7571 P.0. Box 1543
L]
Printers of this Journal
[ ]

Gansral Priating - M ing = Bullelin
Hewapagsr and h‘.':r“t. samanl Dlsplay

RESTAURANT

® for Hot Meals
® Refreshments
® Pleasant Company

42 PRITCHARD STREET
(Hext door 18 the Biar Offlce)

Standard Furnishing

(Pty.) Ltd.

30d, 30e. Voortrekker Street
and 35a, Prinen’s Avenue,

BENOMNI

For The Best In Furniture

REXALL PHARMACY

8 Joffe, M.P.E

CHEMIST & DRUGGIST
PHOTOGRAPHIC SUPPLIES

280a, Lowis Botha Avenue,
ORAMGE GROVE
Fhone 45-6243/4

Perfect Writing

Instruments

BARRI
WHOLESALE  MERCHANTS AND
DIRECT IMPORTERS

120 Vietoria Strset Qermiston |

Commerciml

Printing Co, (Piy.) Lid. 12 De Willlers Sireet, Johannesbhurg.



