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he world is full of little
known places which most 

;nericans only become conscious 
.If when a catastrophe brings them 
,0 notice, or when they become 
the focus for a clash of big power 
" interests" threatening world peace. 
Vietnam wa's such a place. Until the 
.1lddle 1960's when American 501-

'diers were sent there in the thou-
ands, few Americans would have 

known where to look for Vietnam 
on the map. Africa is another area 
of the world which has been ob
,cure for many Americans. Only a 
few times have African countries 
been brought dramatically to world 
attention. Ghana's independence in 
1957 brought the continent into fo
cus as symbolic of a new era df 
Africa's emergence from colonial 
domination. The Congo was head
lined in 1960 when long years of 
Belgian colonial domination was 
ending and Patrice lumumba was 
briefly the Prime Minister of a new 
country with Russian backing and 
American opposition. In the last few 
months Angola has been the center 
of world attention. 

A relatively small number of 
Americans would have known An
gola was an African country until 
late in 1975. But quite sud
denly Angola was catapulted into 
the he'ldlines. Secretary of State 
Henry Kissinger made a speech in 
Detroit on November 24, 1975, in 
which he accused the Soviet Union 
and Cuba of intervening in an in
ternal struggle for power in Angola 

and warned that continued inter
vention would affect "other rela
tionships." For about three months 
after this Angola events were fea
tured in the news because the near 
confrontation between the United 
States and the USSR threatened the 
uneasy detente between the super 
powers.The criticaY) qcies~ ' W<;w 'W 
whe~er this near confronta'tfonit;ec. 
tween the big powers in Angola has 
ended as far as Africa is concerned 
or whether it will emerge again over 
the issues at stake in southern 
Africa . My conviction is that condi
tions are present which make south 
ern Africa one of the areas of the 
world where internal conflicts can 
produce major big power confronta
tions and that this can threaten 
world peace.' This conviction needs 
analysis and is based on the follow
ing factors: 

The Stakes In Southern Africa 

First, the stakes in southern. Africa 
are great. Geographically the area 

stretches from Zaire and Tanzan' 
in the north to the Republic (' 
South Africa in the south, encom
passing twelve nations in a regio •• 
larger than the United States. White 
are something less than 5% of th,· 
total regional population of ~1Jt 
million, and live mainly in Sout 
Africa (about 4.2 million), and Rh( 
desia (280,000). 

The area as a whole is rich, bl.. 
not all the countries in it are. Ever,> 
important mineral is found there. 
The region is the world's numbp 
one producer of manganese, goid 
diamonds, chrome, cobalt, an J 

platinum. In addition there is va!. 
hydroelectric power and an abun
dance of fisheries, and productive 
agricultural and pasture lands. It is 
suspected that there are large un
tapped resources of oil such a,s was 
found in the Cabinda region of An
gola and offshore from Zaire. South 
Africa alone is a very rich country. 
It is responsible for 60% of th 
world's gold production and is lh '" 
third ranking producer of uraniuf! l. 

Military strategists point to th <> 
critical location of southern Africe 
In the east it fronts on the India 
Ocean and in the west on the Sou~ 
Atlantic. The shipping lanes arour'
the Cape of Good Hope are ."sel 
cohstantly and are the only effe( f , .... 
alternative to the Suez Canal. 

Oppressive Conditions Pertist 

Second, oppressive condition 



and resistance to change in the 
areas of sOl!thern Africa still under 
minority white control make for 
bitter conflict. Southern Africa is an 
area of racial, political, and eco
nomic exploitation. In Rhodesia 
only about 5"/" of the totat p'opu.fa
tlon ot some 01/2 million are white, 
Yet the whites have 50 of the 66 
seats in parliament. African protest 
has been strictly controlled by the 
Unlawfu! Organization Act (under 
which major African political or
ganii!3tions have been banned!. 
Thousands of politically active AfrI
cans have been arrested under the 
Preventive Detention Act. The Law 
and Order l\~aintenance Act grants 
further powers to the police to ar
rest nationalists and ban meetings. 
The land Apportionment Act and 
the- Native land Husbandry Act puts 
the best land in the hands of the 
whites. 71 % of the coun~ry's most 
arable land is owned by Europeans. 
The Africans have only 13% of this 
best land. 

The Industrial Conciliation Act 
limits tr~.de union rights so that 
Africans are virfually powerless to 
change their working conditions. 
The average annual income of 
blacks in 1974 was $641. For whites 
it was $7,1S·2. The white-controlled 
government spends only $68.14 per 
black child in school while spend
ing $746.00 for each white child. 
Henry Kamm wrote in the NY Times 
March 17th, "There are no visible 
pOOl" whites, no whites in menial 
jobs and it seems unlikely that there 
is a white who has one of this 
country's 6.1 million blacks as his 
working superior. There appeared to 
~e ~w.1wIJU.h8_s~ns to whom 
this state of affairs does not seem to 
be worth fighting for ... . " 

In Namibia, out of a population 
of something less than a million, 
on!y 13% are white,. Africans do not 
have voting rights and none are rep
resented in the legislature. 65°/., of 
the land is in the hands of the 
whites. All African land is under an 
agency called liThe Bantu Trust./I 
The South African government has 
controlled Namibia since the end 
of the First World War when the 
territory, previously a German 
colony, was put under the Mandate 
system of the League of Nations 
with South Africa administering it. 

The South African government has 
encouraged the division of the 
country among ethnic groups. At 
present a Constitutional Conference 
is in session which may take several 
years to do its work if it follows 
the South African proposal. It is 
assumed that out of these dfscus~ 
sions will emerge a loose federation 
of tribal groups that then can be 
controlled economically and politi
cally by South Africa. The principal 
liberation movement in the area, 
The Southwest African Peoples Or
ganization (SWAPO), recognized by 
the United Nations and the OAU, 
(Organization of African Unity) as 
the !egitimate representative of the 
Namibian people, refuses to partici· 
pate in the Conference under the 
restrictive terms and framework 
established by South Africa. 

The Ecoliomy of South Africa 

In South Africa, approximately 
19% of the nearly 25 million popu
lation are white. Yet the black 
majority is not allO\yed to vote or 
be elected to public office. The 
major African political organizations 
have been banned_ 87% of the lat,d 
is reserved for whites, and only 
13% fOi Africans. Africans are not 
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permitted to travel within the coun
try without ,special permission. -An 
intricate system of passes regulates 
the Africans if they wish to leave 
the areas designated for them. 

The economy of South Africa 

rests upon the labor 'of"tl'fe' Afr1ctns. 
Theoretically Africans are permitted 
to live only in their "home!and", 
ethnic areas which only a few years 
ago were called "native reserves." 
A system of migratory labor has 
been imposed on the Africans, who 
cannot sustain themselves e<;onomi
cally in the areas to which they are 
restricted and therefore must travel 
periodtcat!y, with special permission, 
t'ithei to Eu ropean farms or to urban 
areas for jobs. About 4i% of the 
Afri can people live in the "home
lands" or Bantustans. Over haif of 
the blacks five below the poverty 
datum line which for a family of 
five is set at $120.00 monthly. The 
ratio of white earning power to 
black is 6:1 and higher. 

The white minority in South 
Africa intend to hold on to their 
privileged way of life indefinitely. 
As in Namibia, the South African 
government, under its system of 
apartheId, is imposing the division 



of the country according to tribal 
origip.s. And yet this division is being 
carried out in such a way as not to 
hinder the economic growth of the 
white areas. A myriad of laws cur~ 
tar! African nationalist opposition 

. through the Suppression of Com
munism Act, the Sabotage Act, etc. 
Africans who are in active opposi
tion to the regime are working 
deeply underground, are in prison, 
under banning orders, or in exile. 
In spite of the highly touted 
"changes" which are supposed to 
have taken place in the pattern of 
apartheid (with some few hotels 
now open to black overseas visitors, 
or park benches no longer desig
nated "for Europeans only") there 
has been no shift whatsoever in the 
basic laws of prohibiting the Afri
cans from participating in the politi
calor economic decision-making of 
the country. . 

The Resort to Violence 

Third, Afrkan reliance on violence 
as a means of bringing change has 

. been accepted as a necessity. The 
st"uggre for independence in Africa 
over the last 20 years has not pri
marily been characterized by vIo
lence. Up until 1961, most African 
countries achieved independence 
through negotiations with the 
colonial power involved. With the 
exception of the independence war 
ojn Algeria against the French and 
the Mau Mau uprising in Kenya, the 
French, British, the. Belgian Congo, 
and the Spanish colonies gained 
their freedom with nttle vielence. 
The .African National Congress of 
.South Africa was ene of the move
ments most dedicated to non-vio
lence until 1960. But this changed 
suddenly and dramatically with the 
Sharpevilfe Massacre of March, 
1960, in South Africa when police 
fired en unarmed Africans peace
fully demonstrating against the pass 
$ystem, killing 69 and wounding 
about 170. The African National 
(:ongress and the Pan-Africanist 
Cengress ef South Africa. :were 
banned. Constitutional methods of 
change were impossible. 

The Lusaka Manifesto 

'r April, 1969, independent states 

of East and Central Africa met in 
lusaka, the capital of Zambia, and 
adopted what became known as the 
lusaka ManifestO'. This was directed 
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toward the white minority regimes 
of southern Africa. It reflected the 
desire of African independent · 
states fer change by peaceful 
methods. The statement said in part 
"We would urge eur brothers in the 
resistance movements to use peace
ful methods of struggle even at the 
cost of some compromise on the 
timing of change. But while peaceful 
progress is blocked by actions of 
those at present in power in states 
of southern Africa, we have nO' 
choice but to' give the peoples of 
those territories all the support of 
which we are capable in their 
struggle against their oppressors." 
In effect this statement was saying, 
"We. hope that change can be' 
peaceful, but if not then we will 
support the armed struggle." 

The African independent states 
hoped lhat the white minority gov~ 
ernments of Rhodesia, Namil?ia and 
South Africa would learn something 
from the Portuguese experience. 
The independence of Mozambique 
and Angola flowing from the coup 
of April 1974, brought new realities 
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into seuthern Africa. Rhodesia was 
now bordered by three independent 
states-Mozambique, Zambia and 
Botswana; South Africa by Mezam
bique and Botswana; Namibia by 
Angola and Botswana. Because of 
South 'Africa's great strength, the 
two countries most exposed to the 
pressure of change were Rhodesia 
and Namibia. 

Rhodesia's Vulnerability 

Rhodesia is the most vulr'U~rable 
to' change, and yet the small white 
minority of that country seems 
determiOEid to hold on to ' the · bitter 
end, inviting a conflict which Prime 
Minister Vorster of South Africa has 
called "teo ghastly to contemplate." 
On March 3rd, 1976, in ~ of the 
sacrifices .tAat "Were involved, 
Mozambique closed the border 
with Rhodesia. This meant that 
Rhodesian goods could no longer 
be seflt by rail . through . Mozam~ 
bique to the Indian Ocean port of 
Beira. President Samora Machel of 
Mozambique said that his country 
weuld now go on a war feoting. 



An estimated 20,000 troops of Zim~ 
babwe, the Africans' name for their 
country, are in Mozambique pre~ 
pared for attacks on the white 
minority regime of Rhodesia. The, 
negotiations between Smith and 

Nkomo have been halted. Even 
President Kaunda has said that there 
now is no alternative except armed 
struggle. 

In Namibia and on its borders, 
SWAPO has been rapidly building 
up its military potential. and now 
has thousands of men trained for 
military action. Despite the recent 
interna.l conflict in. Angola and de
spite the presence of South African 
troops in northern Namibia and 
possibly still in southern Angola, 
Angola is a sanctuary for the forces 
prepared to act for majority rule by , 
military means. 

Recognizing the pressures, South 
Africa has gone to great lengths to~ 
wards the creation of a militarized 
police state. Within the last three 
years military expenditures in South 
Africa have more than doubled and 
now amount to more than a billion 
dollars a yeaL South Africa produces 
about 80% of its light weapons, 
more than 100 kinds of ammunition., 
rifles, explosives and armored cars. 
White South Africa is preparing it~ 
self for a struggle which will in part 
take military form. 

The International Implications 

Fourth. ·the strugg.le in southern 
Atrica has assumed maior interna~ 
tional dimensions. Those who may 
have thought that the conflict in 
southern Africa would remain local 
or regional should now have learned 
differently from the Angolan experi
ence. Angola reflected at least two 
things about the struggle in south
ern Africa: (1) That South Africa 
was prepared to commit significant 
military force in the southern Africa 
conflict. The Defense Minister of 

South Africa said that at least 4000 
to 5000 South African troops were 
either in southern Angola or in 
northern Namibia near the Ango!an 
border during the contest for control 
of that country. (2) The major pow 
ers of the world could very easilv be 
involved in southern Africa. 

The struggle for majority rule in 
Namibia and South Africa is quite 
a different story. The conflicts are 
internationalized illevitably, The 
United Nations, with support from 
all the major po'wers, has voted to 
end South Africa's administration of 
Namibia. A Council for Namibia and 
a Commissioner for Namibia have 
been established. SWAPO has re
ceived assistance politically and 

militarily from both the Soviet Union 
and China. South Africa has beQrl 
defying the United Nations and the 
present Constitutional Conference 
which it is sponsoring runs counter 
to basic principles which the UN 
General Assembly has adopted ca\l
ing for a united and independent 
Namibia . It is very likely that South 
Africa would make Namibia its first 
line of defense and would make a 
major commitment of military force 
againstbla<k flationaiist encroach
ments. 

The apartheid system and racism 
in South Africa have been interna
tional issues ever since the United 
Nations was created after the Sec
ond Wmld War. Virtuallv al! the 
nations of the world h~ve con
demned apartheid including the 
United States. Yet the United States 
maintains a vested interest in the 
economy of white-ruled South 
Africa, American investments have 
risen by a billion dollars within the 
last decade and now are approach·· 
ing 1.5 biiiion dollars. Between 300 

and 400 American corporations 
have interests in Saud'. Afike. in-

cluding such major companies as 
International Telephone and Tele
graph, General Motors, International 
Business Machines, and Union Car
bide. Although the United States has 
time and again attacked the scheme 
oJ apartheid in public statements, 
the govemment has avoided any 
known assistance to the African lib
eration movements there. In con
trast with "the position of the United 
States, the other two major powers, 
Chin~ a~d. the Soviet Union, have 

' no economic intel~sts in South 
Africa and have actively been sup
porting one Jiper9.tipll \Oov~ment or 
another, TH~se tn()Vtlnems ate not 
likely to appeal to the United Stat(~s 
or Western Europe for assistance as 
their struggle against the white mi
nority regime of South Africa deMo 
velops. Some of the same issues may 
be involved in the South African 
struggle as were involved in Angola , 
The difference may be that white 
South Africa is committed to an all
out military defense and has strength 
to back it up. Also American inter
ests in South Africa both econom~ 
ically and logistically in a geo-pofiti-

cal sense are extensive. White South 
Africa alreadY 'depicts the issue, not 
just in South Africa but in all of 
southern Africa, in communist \IS. 
anti~communist terms. Judging from 
Angolan· experience, thi~ fits en
ti rely within the frame of reference 
of the United States. The conse
quences of the United States com
mitment to give any degree of sup~ 
port to the preservation of a white 
supremaq government of South 
Africa will be disastrous. 
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