
'78 Election 
NOTES ON AFRICA 

Will the United States intervene on the side of the 
minority government when the struggle for South Africa 
escalates, as it inevitably will? 

Will the United States shape its policy on opposing 
minority rule, or opposing "communism" in Africa and 
the liberation movements which get support from socia
list states? 

The political atmosphere in which these questions will be answered is being 
shaped now. Many politicians in Washington are defining the issues in southern 
Africa in dangerously simplistic ways: If blacks are included in a settlement, 
that must be majority rule. If elections are held in Zimbabwe or Namibia, that 
must be democracy. If the Soviet Union and Cuba support the liberation move
ments in southern Africa, shouldn't the United states be on the other side, 
even if that means siding with racism and repression? 

The 1978 Congressional elections are in many ways a dry run for the 1980 
Presidential race, so how southern Africa is dealt with this fall is very impor
tant. Phil Crane, a tireless supporter of colonialism and white rule in south
ern Africa, has already started running for the Presidency for 1980. The 
American Conservative Union, of which he is President, is deeply involved in 
current plans to bring Ian Smith to this country. Southern Africa has become a 
significant issue in some Congressional campaigns. Senator Dick Clark of Iowa, 
for example, faces a conservative Republican challenger who has accused him of 
serving the interests of the Soviet Union in Africa. The South African Embassy 
has meddled in his campaign, telling Iowans Clark should spend more time on 
Iowa and less on South Africa. In another race in Pensicola, Florida, Michael 
Williams ran for Congress on his record as the "senior" U.S. mercenary fighting 
in Ian Smith's army in Rhodesia. (Fortunately, he got only 4% of the primary vote.) 

The right wing has already made some headway in defining how American Con
gressmen and journalists, if not the American people, look at southern Africa. 
We think the Congressional campaigns provide an important forum to formulate 
the issues in a different way. Now is the time to tell potential members of 
Congress, whose votes we may need in the future, how we see the critical choices 
facing the United States in the liberation of southern Africa. 
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Southern Africa: 
There are some situations that will 

provide more impact for raising the 
southern Africa issue with candidates 
than others. The larger the forum the 
better. Many candidates hold "town 
meetings" where individuals have an op
portunity to ask candidates where they 
stand on issues. If you can't find 
such a forum, try to create a public 
event or arrange a special meeting for 
community groups to talk with the can
didate in detail about Africa. You 
might also contact "experts" or report
ers who have a chance to raise these 
questions on radio or TV shows. Or 
these questions can be used in making 
a written questionnaire for candidates. 

The questions supplied here fall 
into two categories. The first three 
are general questions on southern Africa; 

Raising the Issue 
the rest relate southern Africa to is
sues which might be of special concern 
to your group or may already have been 
given some visibility in thecampaign. 

All candidates should be pushed to 
say on the record where they stand on 
these issues. This can help to dif
ferentiate between candidates during 
the campaign, and provide a basis for 
lobbying with the person who is in the 
end elected. 

When you receive answers from 
candidates, please pass that infor
mation along to us at the Washington 
Office on Africa. It will help us in 
our efforts in Washington to lobby for 
a progressive Africa policy in Con
gress. 

Quest ions for Candidates 

u. s. & So u t h A f ric a 

Do you believe that, to help at
tain the goal of majority rule in 
South Africa, the Unlted States 
should cease its assistance to the 
minority government by prohibiting 
new investment and bank loans, 
ending Export-Import Bank financ
ing and tax credits to American 
companies operating there? 

The US should do everything pos
sible to discourage corporate eco
nomic support for South Africa un
til apartheid is eliminated. US 
corporations argue that investment 
will bring about improved economic 
conditions for South Africa's 
blacks and eventually mark the 
downfall of apartheid. The in-
come gap between white and black 
workers has reached 13:1 and con
tinues to widen, while apartheid 
grows stronger each year. Black 
unemployment runs at 25%. The white 
government continues its geocidal 
policy of making Africans foreign
ers in their own country, turning 
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70% of the population into migrant 
laborers. Many African leaders 
have expressed their people's will
ingness to make sacrifices to de
feat apartheid. The majority of 
Africans demand corporate with
drawal. Only 100,000 blacks out 
of 18 million work for US com
panies, so the damage from with
drawal would be minimal. 

Interna I Settlement 
As we have seen from recent press 
reports, the so-called "internal 
settlement" in Rhodesia has not 
succeeded in ending racial dis
crimination or stopping the war. 
Moreover, it will give the white 
minority a veto over every sig
nificant political development 
for at least a decade. Under 
these circumstances, do you think 
the US should seek to work with 
the Patriotic Front and the 
Front Line states toward a more 
just solution ? 

American conservatives who are try
ing to lift sanctions against Rhode
sia argue that the internal settle-



ment is a just, democratic solution. 
But the 97% African population will 
not be given a chance to ratify the 
agreement. Africans are disillu
sioned with the agreement because 
conditions for them have not im
proved: racial discrimination has not 
ended, and more than 500,000 people 
are still penned up in concentration 
camp-like "protected villages". The 
army, police and judiciary will re
main in white hands. The brutal re
pression these state instruments 
have meted out provide every reason 
to think that any elections which 
might be held under the settlement 
will not be free and fair. 

U.S. S-t rateg ic I nte res ts 
South US politicians argue that 
southern Africa is of great stra
tegic importance and that the US 
must therefore support the white 
minority governments. Others be
lieve that minority rule is unjust 
and therefore unstable, and that 
US interests would be best served 
by supporting the political move
ments working for majority rule. 
Do you think US interests will be 
more threantened by the emergence 
of non-aligned African governments 
or by the continuation of minority 
rule? 

A secret policy study conducted for 
Henry Kissinger in 1970 concluded 
that the region was "important but 
not vital" to US security interests. 
Following this conclusion, no gov
ernment in South Africa or zimbab
we, socialist or otherwise, could 
threaten strategic interests where 
none exist. The independent south
ern African states have committed 
themselves to a policy of non
alignment. Even Mozambique and 
Angola have sought better diploma
tic and economic relations with 
the united States. After fight
ing colonialism for 500 years, 
Africans will not tolerate foreign 

domination, no matter what its 
ideology. US political interests 
could suffer more from continued 
minority rule and the cycle of 
resistance and repression which it 
brings than from a transfer of 
power to socialist governments. 
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Namibian Settlement 
The US and four other western pow
ers have spent 18 months forging 
a settlement on Namibia. The US 
put tremendous pressure on the Front 
Line states to get SWAPO to agree 
to the proposal. SWAPO agreed with 
the understanding that the US would 
convince South Africa to abide by 
the settlement. But now South 
Africa has refused to relinquish 
its control of Namibia, and African 
states are calling for United Na
tions economic sanctions against 
South Africa. Do you believe that 
the United States should agree to 
such sanctions against South Africa 
until it gives up control of Nami
bia? If not,why not? 

There have been numerous efforts 
to break the South African hold on 
Namibia. The US has agreed that 
South African rule there is illegal. 
South Africa's refusal to give up 
Namibia has resulted in increased 
international admonishment and an 
escalation of armed conflict. Now 
stronger steps must clearly be 
taken. The international commun
ity is justified in the call to 
apply sanctions against South Af
rica as the only effective non
violent pressure left at its dis
posal. The US can only, in good 
conscience, support such sanctions. 

Sanct ions Vio la t ions 
Recently Great Britain has been 

shaken by a scandal in which high 
government officials, including a 
former Prime Minister, were im
plicated as participants in trans
ferring oil to Rhodesia from Bri
tish affiliates in South Africa, 
in violation of United Nations 
sanctions. It has been well docu
mented that US oil firms, most 
notably Mobil and Caltex, have 
supplied oil to Rhodesia through 
their subsidiaries in South Africa, 
in spite of the formal US agree
ment to comply with sanctions. 
What actions would you be prepared 
to support to see that sanctions 
are made effective? 
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Oil supplied to Rhodesia by South 
African subsidiaries of US firms 
undermines efforts to force the 
rebel regime to give up power. It 
has encouraged the Smith regime to 
believe that the US and Britain 
will in the end lift sanctions to 
rescue it. Tightening sanctions so 
they apply to all subsidiaries of 
US firms is one step the US should 
take immediately. To maintain any 
credibility, the US government must 
see to it that Mobil and Caltex stop 
supplying oil to Rhodesia. 

Mercenaries in Rhodesia 
The US has legal restrictions 
against the recruitment of US 
citizens to fight in a foreign 
army. Yet it is common know
ledge that at least 400 Ameri~ 
cans are serving in the Rhode
sian army. The Justice Depart
ment claims to have been in
vestigating mercenaries going 
to Rhodesia since 1975, but not 
one person has been prosecuted. 
How do you think Justice Depart
ment enforcement of the law 
against US mercenaries in Rhode
sia can be improved? 

According to Title 18, Section 
959 of the US Code, the US has the 
right to prosecute American na
tionals who enlist in a foreign 
army or recruit others to do so. 
The law also applies to foreign 
recruiters operating in the US. 
American citizens fighting for 
Ian Smith's army must be pro
secuted under these laws. 

U.S.Recognition of Angola 
Recently Angola has played a cru
cial role in helping to bring 
peace to southern Africa, by en
couraging a settlement in Namibia 
and by making a rapprochement with 
Zaire. In light of these actions 
which have supported US interests 
in the area, do you think that 
the US should normalize diplomatic 
relations with Angola? If not, 
why not? 

The United States attempted to 
undermine the Angolan government, 
beginning with covert CIA military 
operations. It was this CIA in
volvement that led to the South 
African invasion of Angola and the 
subsequent Angolan request for Cuban 
support. The US has applied a 
double standard in criticizing Cuban 
support for the MPLA-led government. 
The US has argued that the Cuban 
presence undermines Angolan sover
eignity -- the very sovereignity 
that the US attempted to destroy. 
The US has never claimed that the 
presence of French troops calls into 
question the authority of more con
servative African governments . 
Since Angola has assisted recent US 
efforts in southern Africa, the least 
the US can do is afford Angola dip
lomatic recognition, as all our 
western allies have done, and grant 
humanitarian assistance. 

Nuclea r Aid to South Africa 
South Africa is becoming a world 
nuclear power. It already has 
the technology to build a bomb, 
and in 1977 tried to test a nu
clear explosive. Because of its 
large supplies of raw uranium, 
South Africa could become the 
"OPEC" of the nuclear energy age, 
threatening Europe with a fuel em
bargo unless it backs its con
tinued minority rule. Since South 
Africa has also refused to sign the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, 
should the US end its technical 
co-operation and supply of nuclear 
fule without which South Africa 
cannot develop its nuclear capacity? 

In the area of nuclear proliferation, 
it is obvious that "less" is pre
ferable to "more". South Africa's 
refusal to sign the Non-Prolifera
tion Treaty should be reason enough 
to deny it any further nuclear co
operation. South Africa's attacks 
on its own people, on Angola and 
Zaire and its apparent determination 
to fight to the end to retain minor
ity rule make its access to nuclear 
technology extremely dangerous for 
southern Africa. 

Additional copies of this election resource are available in bulk for 15¢ each 
for l-lOi 10¢ each for 11-50; 5¢ each for over 50 copies. Send check with order. 
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