"It is time that power shifted
from the minority group to the majority,
and by this 1 mean universal adult
suffrage which is popularly known as
'one man, one vote.'
"I am hopeful that this can be
achieved through a nonviolent struggle.
1 therefore, ask you all to be calm,
patient and nonviolent. ... Give us
your undivided support and loyalty,
and we, as leaders, will fight for the
freedom which we rightly deserve in a
nonviolent way."
Kenneth Kaunda: from a
statement he issued immediately
upon his release from prison Oil
January 9, 1960.

"Blacks finally have now no
choice but to answer fire for fire, bullet
for bullet and blood for blood, for
that is the method the racists prefer.
It is a road to white exodus and they
will have it."
President Kenneth D. Kaunda:
March 29, 1977.

A

man like Kenneth Kaunda, PreSident·
of Zambia, acknowledged as one of
Africa's outstanding leaders, and known for
many years as a dedicated disciple of Gandhi,
is not easily persuaded to abandon his deeplyheld belief in the validity and effectiveness of
nonviolence.
What agonizing struggles of conscience, we
ask, has this good and gentle man known?
What has led him finally to conclude that
only violence will now work in Southern
Africa, and that it is no longer realistic to invite white people to share in the building of
the African community south of the Zambezi
River? What has evoked such despair on his
part?
Is there any chance left for a peaceful resolution of the vexing problems of Southern
Africa? How, if at all, can self-determination
and freedom for the masses of the people now
be achieved without resort to violence? What
must we in America be doing? What must we
stop doing?
This brochure will furnish information and
insights that will, at least, suggest answers to
these questions.
Those lovers of freedom concerned to
avoid a bloodbath in Southern Africa knew
~e~ years ago that it was already late. Today
It IS very, very, very late.
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THREE WHITE-CONTROLLED NATIONS

South Africa, Namibia, and Southern Rhodesia remain Southern Africa countries where the black majorities are denied their basic human rights by white
minority governments. All three countries in effect
practice apartheid - the separation of white and
blacks by law, legalized injustice in a police state.
The vast majority of blacks in these countries are
denied the right to vote and the right to organize to
improve their living and working conditions. Most
live in abject poverty in urban slums, on subsistence
farms or on "reservations" or "homelands" (designated as "Bantustans" by the South African government) in the countryside. In South Africa and
Namibia blacks are subject to the pass system, which
severely restricts their travel in their own country.
The vast majority of blacks hold only unskilled
jobs paying low wages and are provided with an educational system designed to limit their acquisition of
training and skills. White people in these countries, on
the other hand, have standards of living that are
among the highest in the world. They control the
governments, schools, churches and the financial,
industrial, mineral, farming and fishing resources.

black freedom struggle assumed a new significance
for U.S. policy makers. They are now realizing that
a major adjustment will be necessary to ensure continued U.S. influence in this area, which the United
States and other Western countries, including Britain,
France and West Germany, consider important for
corporate expansion for access both to markets and
to mineral and fishing resources, for strategic military
purposes, for trade routes, and for the promotion of
Western-style democracies.
WHAT IS SOUTHERN AFRICA?

The rebellion of blacks in South Africa, Namibia
and Rhodesia against white racial supremacy has a
long and bitter history. The white regimes have consistently and brutally suppressed nonviolent black
protest against economic, educational and political
injustice in spite of which the United States has
tacitly supported the regimes for decades.
Only recently, first, with the defeat of U.S.backed movements in Angola, and now with the
change of administration in Washington, has the
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Southern Afri.:a is a system of interconnected economies and nations, including Angola, Botswana,
Lesotho, Malawi, Mozambique, Namibia, Southern
Rhodesia, South Africa, Swaziland and Zambia.
Five countries that border the states controlled
by white minority regimes - Angola, Botswana,
Mozambique, Tanzania (though in East Africa) and
Zambia (see map) - are now referred to as the
"frontline" states. Though the internal political systems of the "frontline" states differ, there is unity
in their commitment and that of the Organization of
African Unity (OAU) to support the struggle for
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majority rule and social and economic justice in the
area. The Lusaka Manifesto of 1969 best articulates
this support:

We have always preferred, and we still prefer,
to achieve it (liberation) without physical violence. We would prefer to negotiate rather than
to destroy, to talk rather than to kill. We do
not advocate violence; we advocate an end to
the violence against human dignity which is
now being perpetuated by the oppressors of
Africa . .. . But while peaceful progress is
blocked by actions of those at present in power
in the 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.
WHAT IS U.S. FOREIGN
POLICY IN SOUTHERN AFRICA?

In Southern Africa, U.S. policy balances on a tightrope. Though at the United Nations and in other
public forums the United States condemns white
minority rule and practices of racial repression, in
practice through various administrations the U.S.
government and certain U.S. institutions have helped
to maintain and perpetuate an unjust status quo in
Southern Africa.
National Security Study Memorandum 39 (NSSM
39), a study of policy options drawn up in 1969 by
Henry Kissinger for the ixon administration, best
describes the continuing substance and direction of
U.S. policy in Southern Africa. While the policy
makers were acutely aware of the need to dissociate
the United States from racism internationally as well
as to maintain good relations with independent black
Africa, they believed these goals must be balanced
against economic, scientific and strategic benefits gained by accepting the existing governmen ts.
Southern Africa is rich in mineral resources, is strategically located in terms of trade routes, has been
used for military and scientific-military purposes by
the Department of Defense and NASA (National
Aeronautics and Space Administration), and is the
local base for significant U.S. and transnational corporate and banking investments.
The attempt to meet these contradictory needs
led to a double standard. While the United States
condemned white minority rule at the United Nations,
concurred that South Africa occupied Namibia
illegally, and agreed to an arms embargo of South
Africa and economic sanctions against Rhodesia, the
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Nixon administration began quietly easing the regulations which enforced these restrictions. Examples
of the ways in which the United States quietly endorsed and supported the existing regimes while
publicly denouncing them include: I. a sizeable increase in corporate investment and bank loans undergirding the white South African economy, 2. evasion
of the arms embargo by supplying South Africa with
equipment which could serve both military and civilian
purposes, 3. use of airstrips for refueling U.S. military
planes, and 4. cooperation on military-scientific
projects such as space tracking stations and close
assistance by the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
(AEC) on South African nuclear projects. In addition, U.S. tourism in Rhodesia flourished. Congress
saw fit to pass the Byrd amendment, directly flouting
U.N. sanctions by permitting the importation of
Rhodesian chrome (in March 1977 Congress repealed
the Byrd amendment).*
In 1974 U.S. policy makers were jolted by the
coup in Portugal and the announcement of plans for
independence in Mozambique and Angola in 1975.
In Mozambique, the socialist-oriented party, FRELIMO, ushered in the new government. In Angola, a
civil war ensued between the Popular Movement for
the Liberation of Angola (MPLA), the National
Front for the Liberation of Angola (FNLA), and the
National Union for Total Independence of Angola
(UNITA). On November II, 1975 the departing
Portugese High Commissioner lowered the Portugese
flag and formally recognized the independence of
Angola without transferring power to a new administration. Simultaneously, MPLA proclaimed Angola
a People's Republic and installed a president, and
FNLA and UNITA held separate independence celebrations and announced the formation of a joint
"national revolutionary council" and a government
located in southern Angola (although FNLA operated
out of Zaire to the north).

*Although

the U.S. government has taken some steps, such as
disallowing tax credits for Namibian investment, to discourage
the operation of U.S. firms in Namibia, U.S. corporations still
find it profitable to do business there. The U.N. "administration" of Namibia and the International Court decisions supporting that provision "led the United States to take an
uncharacteristically tough position in asking American companies to avoid doing business in the disputed territory and
ruling out government loans and guarantees for companies
that did. This may help explain the reticence of some
American companies to use their own names for their Southwest African operations.... Most companies operating here
have reaped impressive profits while ignoring their government's admonitions." - Washington Post: February 13,1977
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The socialist-oriented MPLA has been supported
since early in its struggle against Portugese colonialism
by the Soviet Union, and the F LA by the United
States. Much earlier in 1975, when it became clear
that with independence the oil and mineral riches of
Angola were apt to be controlled by the MPLA, the
CIA decided to step up assistance to the FNLA, and
the Ford administration agreed in June 1975 to aid
forces that would oppose the MPLA. * At least $70
million was poured into Angola, with additional sums
being channeled through Zaire and Zambia. The New
York Times went on to claim that it was only because
of United States aid to U ITA and FNLA that MPLA
failed rapidly to control the entire country, and that
U.S. intervention had resulted in temporarily denying
full independence to the people of Angola. **
Prime Minister Vorster, with the tacit support of
the United States,*** sent South African ground
troops to fight alongside UNITA soldiers. The MPLA
called upon the Soviet Union and Cuba for assistance,
and with the arrival of Russian armaments and Cuban
troops in significant numbers MPLA quickly assumed
leadership in Angola.****
"The storm has not struck yet. We are only
experiencing the whirlwinds that go before it."
Prime Minister John Vorster, New Year's Eve,

1976.
Following the demise of Portugese colonialism
Secretary Kissinger, evidently realizing that the days
of white-dominated regimes in Southern Africa were
now numbered, embarked on a round of "shuttle
diplomacy" in order to negotiate what U.S. diplomats
describe as " .. the emergence of a belt of friendly
*New York Times: December 16, 1975
**Ibid.
***See NEWSWEEK (May 17, 1976): Interview with Prime
Minister Vorster
****See Report of the House Select Committee on Intelligence
(January 19, 1976), which concluded that in Angola U.S.
intervention in each case preceded the Soviet/Cuban response.
We cite these excerpts: "Information supplied to the Committee also suggests that the military in tervention of the
Soviet Union and Cuba is in large part a reaction to U.S.
efforts to break a political stalemate, in favor of its clients.
The beneficiaries of U.S. aid are two of the three contesting
factions: the National f'ront for the Independence of Angola
(FNLA) and the National Union for the Total Independence
of Angola (UNITA). . .. Later events have suggested that
this infusion of U.S. aid, unprecedented and massive in the
underdeveloped colony, may have panicked the Soviets into
arming their MPLA clients, whom they had backed for over
a decade and who were now in danger of being eclipsed by
the ational f'ront."
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pro-western states from Namibia on the South Atlantic seaboard, jhrough landlocked Botswana to
Rhodesia."*
Though Secretary Kissinger sensed
that a transition to black majority governments could
no longer be postponed in Namibia and Rhodesia, his
intention appeared to be to leave the South African
power structure intact.
Thus far (May 1977) the Carter administration has
not articulated a completely formulated policy
toward Southern Africa. While markedly different
in approach and values from its predecessors, this
administration, however, is subject to the same corporate, trade, scientific and military considerations
that shaped past policy. Andrew Young, President
Carter's ambassador to the United Nations, as virtually
his first U.N. assignment traveled throughout Southern
Africa talking to black government leaders. Both the
President and Ambassador Young have stressed the
importance of continuing investments in South Africa
and have spoken out against the use of economic
sanctions against South Africa, while at the same time
this administration did speedily take steps to have the
Byrd amendment repealed by Congress.

GM "Guest Philosophy"

1974

"We are subject to the host
country's laWS.•• we are committed
to a respect for its customs,
cuttures, and traditions. While we
may not cvee with some of
these laws and customs, we try
to work wittin the system..."
THE CASE AGAINST
INVESTMENT IN SOUTH AFRICA
Both President Carter and his U.N. ambassador think
that greater U.S. business involvement will lead to
changes in the apartheid structure - changes insisted
upon by enlightened and self-interested business men,
just as happened in the American South. Leon
Sullivan, founder of the Philadelphia-based Opportunities Industrialization Center, has announced the
signing by twelve major U.S. corporations of a
"statement of principles" to work for non-segregation
of the races and equal employment practices in their
South African plants.
*September 24, 1976, AP dispatch quoted in International
Bulletin.
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The American Committee on Africa,* the Washington Office on Africa,* the Coalition for a New
Foreign and Military Policy* (of which both the
AFSC and the Friends Committee on National
Legislation are members), the Interfaith Center on
Corporate Responsibility,* the National Council of
Churches, the Episcopal Church, the United States
Catholic Conference, the United Church of Christ,
the United Presbyterian Church, U.S.A. and the
United Methodist Church are among those who believe with the AFSC that increased investment has
exactly the opposite effect, namely, to undergird
the apartheid structure of South Africa, not to
ameliorate the situation in any basic fashion. Those
who share this analysis point to the following
considerations.
1) U.S. corporations operating in South Africa
have not thus far by their practice significantly
challenged the apartheid system in South Africa;
they have fitted into the South African scene;
South African business firms have (where any
changes have been attempted) done better than
U.S. corporations; the signing of the Leon
Sullivan statement cannot be ignored, but time
alone will tell how scrupulously the statement
is adhered to.
Quite relevant is the following excerpt from an
Africa News** dispatch of March 7, 1977:
"Before issuing the statement, Sullivan and several
corporate leaders discussed it with both Secretary
of State Cyrus Vance and South African Ambassador
Roelof Botha.
"The Johannesburg Star reports that Botha won
concessions in wording from the group,. although
both Sullivan and Botha deny it. Sources say that the
ambassador's influence is seen in the final paragraph
which reads:
'where implementation requires modification of
existing South African working conditions, we will
seek such modifications through appropriate channels.'
"When the statement was finally issued, more
questions were raised than answered. 'The 12 companies generally are declining to say how much
change, if any, the statement will bring,' wrote reporter Wayne Green in the Wall Street Journal. 'It
*Further information re: these organizations in the "ACTION"
section of this brochure.
**An independent digest of African affairs, published weekly
in Durham, N.C. by Africa News Service, Inc.. a non-proUt,
tax-exempt organization.
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doesn't deal with the larger issues of social change in
South Africa, and it places no limits on loans or
the sale of products there,' commented Tim Smith,
director of the Interfaith Center on Corporate
Responsibility."
2) repressive legislation in South Africa has actually increased as both the operations by U.S.
corporations and the loans from U.S. banks
have increased; although this may not be cause
and effect, at least the increase of U.S. fmancial and business involvement has !!Q!.led to a
decrease in repression; the Vorster government
is totally committed to the establishment of
Bantustans which create separate "nations"
for black South Africans, and there is nothing
in the Sullivan statement of principles to
counter that development;
3) white power in South Africa is deeply entrenched, and will not yield easily (obviously
true, no matter what approach is used); moreover, we are not talking about the recognition
of certain civil rights in the situation, as was
true in the U.S. South, where the white power
structure remained intact after the realization
of certain rights; instead we are talking about a
transfer of power from white to blacks, even if
a non-racial situation is achieved (in that nonracial set up the blacks would hold the preponderant power, even though whites shared
to an extent in the use of that power); this is
not a matter of treating blacks more fairly, as
in the U.S. South, but of turning the power
base upside down;
4) South Africa is not part of a country, subject
to Federal laws enacted outside that part of
the country and enforced by the courts (and
the troops) of that country; South Africa is a
sovereign country, and the leaders of the gov-
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ernment of that sovereign country must yield
power.
For these reasons we are convinced that the withdrawal of U.S. corporate and financial institution
involvement in South Africa is essential. Even if protestations against apartheid are made, the overwhelming net result of their involvement is to support
the apartheid regime, and to give it very badly needed
aid and comfort.
The conclusion of Leon Sullivan's statement
(when he announced the signing of the "statement of
principles"), as reported in the Philadelphia EVENING
BULLETIN*, is itself thought-provoking. The paper
says that Mr. Sullivan has long urged American companies to pull all their holdings out of South Africa
because of apartheid policies. He sees implementation of the statement of principles as a substitute for
that step. "If this doesn't work, the companies should
withdraw," he says.
South African Views
Two important voices within South Africa that are
highly regarded in the West have now been raised in
advocacy of withdrawal of foreign investment. Chief
Gatsha Buthelezi, head of the Zulu peoples, long
praised as a "moderate" both within and outside
South Africa, eighteen months ago declared that he
no longer favors investments from overseas; they
serve only to undergird the apartheid structure, said
he. Byers Naude of the Christian Institute has also
come out publicly in opposition to foreign investment in South Africa.
These join the voices of the two South African
liberation movements - the African National Congress (ANC) and the Pan African Congress of South
Africa (PAC) - and of the Indian Congress, the
Coloured Labour Party, the black Sou th African
Students Organization (SASO), the white National
Union of South African Students (NUSAS), the
Black People's Convention (BPC), and the Black
Renaissance Convention (BRC) - all of which have
long since called for the withdrawal of foreign investment from South Africa.

THE CHRISTIAN INSTITUTE OF SOUTH AFRICA,
an organization of church people opposed to apartheid, whose executive for many years has been the
courageous Rev. Byers Naude, a Dutch Reformed
minister, has issued the following statement for which
the members may face prosecution.
"Government insistence on enforcing apartheid and
its rejection of normal negotiation with freely chosen
black leaders, have produced a situation, in which
there are few ways of preventing the escalation of violence and blood shed into a major confrontation.
"One of the few remaining methods of working
peacefully is through economic pressure, which could
help to motivate the changes needed to bring justice
and peace in South Africa.
"The Christian Institute therefore supports the call
for no further investment in South Africa because:
1. Strong economic pressure is of vital importance
in bringing about as peaceful a solution as
possible.
2. Investment in South Africa is investment in
apartheid, and thus is immoral, unjust and
exploitative.
3. Attempts to change the situation through
pressure by investors have proved inadequate.
4. The argument that economic growth can produce fundamental change has proven false.
"Many black organizations have opposed foreign
investment in South Africa, and we believe this would
be the opinion of the majority of South African blacks
if their voice could be heard. Blacks accept that the
consequent economic recession and unemployment
would cause them suffering, but argue that this would
be for a limited period by contrast with the unending
suffering caused by the continuation of apartheid."

Other Voices
Many international organizations have also taken up
this call, among them the International Labor Organization, the United Nations, the Organization for
African Unity and the World Council of Churches.
*EVENING BULLETIN: March 1, 1977
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In 1973 at the International Conference of Trade
Unions in Geneva the ILO called for a military and
economic boycott of South Africa, and urged the
withdrawal of foreign investment, both public and
private, in South Africa. The United Nations each
year issues essentially the same call. Most recently a
series of resolutions on South Africa adopted on
November 9, 1976 by the UN General Assembly included an urgent plea to the nations of the world to
unite in cutting South Africa off economically from
the rest of the world. The Organization for African
Unity, following much the same pattern as the UN,
passed its most recent resolutions in Mauritius at its
Council of Foreign Ministers meeting in July 1976.
The World Council of Churches in 1972 matched
words with deeds, and disposed of absolutely every
South African and South African-related (as of corporations with subsidiaries in Soutll Africa) investment in its stock portfolio.
In a speech on November 19, 1975 at Oxford
University in England, Julius Nyerere, President of
Tanzania stated:
The more South Africa can attract outside investment ... the more allies it obtains, quite
regardless of any fme words about opposition
to apartheid. And investment is attracted by
high returns. So the greater the surplus South
Africa can extract from the labor of its working
people, the greater will be the attraction to new
investment. Far from underm.iniIig apartheid,
foreign investment's contribution to expanding
the South African economy makes the intensification of exploitation on racial grounds the
more inevitable. We would hear a great deal
less of the argument that economics must be
separated from morality if the dividends from
South Africa were to fall.
Maryknoll magazine, an American Catholic publication, in its September 1976 issue concurred with
Nyerere. An interfaith team which went to South
Africa to see the operations of U.S. firms firsthand
was quoted as stating:
The moral question of withdrawing investment
begins with the economic reality of South
Africa's need for foreign money. Without foreign investment - as without black labor - the
country would grind to a halt.
The greatest attraction South Africa has for
outside investors is the high rate of return on
invested capital.
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Bill Sutherland, the AFSC representative to Southern Africa, further underscores this opinion. "The
United States, West Germany, Britain and France
provide the economic and military support that permits the white minority government of South Africa
to stay afloat in a black African sea."

"Independence"- South African style.

A LOOK AT THE THREE COUNTRIES
SOUTH AFRICA-AZANIA

South Africa is the cornerstone of U.S. policy in
Southern Africa. While maintaining an apartheid
policy at home, Prime Minister Vorster, until his invasion of Angola, had been carefully constructing diplomatic detente with the other black African states.
South Africa cannot afford to have hostile neighbors
since they provide the most accessible markets for
the growing Soutl1 African economy.
Frequent identification of U.S. policy objectives
in Africa with those of South Africa has left the
United States in the awkward and unsatisfying position of supporting almost the last bastion of white
supremacy. The Soweto uprising, continuing nonviolent direct action, strikes, and boycotts led by black
students and workers in the major South African
cities have brought renewed international attention to
black resistance to apartheid.
While the Nationalist Party that backs Prime
Minister Vorster wants to maintain a strict apartheid
system and its extension on a grand scale by the creation of Bantustans, some of South Africa's financial
and industrial elite are pressing for minor reforms
such as upgrading of a small percentage of blacks,
trying thus to give large numbers of urban blacks the
hope that eventually they, too, may be upgraded,*
and not incidentally striving to relieve the shortage of
skilled labor which apartl1eid inlposes. The business
leaders fear black rebellion will deny them a much

*An

increasingly vain hope, as an ever more radicalized black
African majority demands the abolition of apartheid, not reform. "Apartheid: erosion by a black tide," The Manchester
Guardian Weekly: April 3, 1977.
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INCREASE IN U.S. INVESTMENTS IN SOUTH AFRICA

****
ii ii
****
$286 Milhon
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needed labor force and will scare away foreign
investment.
Bantustan policy creates "independent" land areas
reserved for tribal groups. The Bantustan policy
denies blacks all political rights in the 87% of South
Africa "reserved" for whites. They do , in fact, become aliens in their native land, stripped of all semblance of citizenship. The Bantustan policy has been
largely rejected by black South Africans since it
leaves all the major cities, most of the good farming
lands and all sources of natural mineral wealth in the
hands of the white regime and of white business
enterprises.
U.S . ~upport for Apartheid
An important way in which the United States has
legitimized white minority regimes , particularly the
South African, is through supporting increased loans
and investments by U.S. banks and corporations.
The Kissinger Study of Southern Africa describes
U.S. material interests in South Africa in 1969 as
follows :
The U.S. has a significant stake in South Africa:
investment of about $700 million (nearly 30%
of our investment in all Africa) and a substantial favorable trade balance (over $450 million in
U.S. exports and $250 million in U.S. imports
in 1968). The U.S. provides roughly 17% of
South Africa's imports. South Africa produces 60% of the Free World's gold, ... *
Great Britain is still the largest investor in South
Africa. The United States is second, with several
European countries as well as Canada and Japan also
investing in South Africa. From 1972 until recently
U.S. investment in South Africa has grown on average 20% per year, representing the fastest rate of
growth of any foreign investments, until at present
our total investment is at least $1 .5 billion. More
*Pages 121-122: The Kissinger Study of Southern Africa:
National Security Study Memorandum 39 - El-Khawas &
Cohen.
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than 400 U.S. corporations operate in South Africa ,
including Chrysler* , Ford , GM, Texaco , Mobil ,
Standard Oil of California, IBM, ITT and GE.
The Washington-based Investor Responsibility
Research Center in an April 1976 report** notes that
"many of the largest companies in America - including 12 of the top 15 and 5 5 of the top 100 companies
ranked in Fortune's 500 - have operations of some
sort in South Africa."
Small wonder! The report goes on to tell us that
the return on U.S. investment "has been higher in
South Africa than in most developing and many
developed countries, and the size of U.S. investment
there has grown steadily over the last two decades."
RATE OF PROFIT RETURN ON
U.S. INVESTMENTS
(Investment charts courtesy
of Sarah Lynch, Chicago AFSC)

%

7
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%/Year

When one realizes that returns on investment within
the United States average less than 10%, and on U.S.
overseas investment they average 11 %, it is easy to
understand the attractiveness to U.S. capital of investment opportunities in South Africa, where U.S. companies realize returns on their investment of between
17 and 25 percent annually.*** Moreover, the Wall
Street Journal**** reports a financial analyst in
Johannesburg as saying that "during the past 18
months the percentage of profits remitted by South
African subsidiaries to U.S. parent companies . ..
has increased 20% to 30%."
Recently a consortium of U.S. banks has been
lending very large sums of money to South Africa.
During the first 9 months of 1976 $800,000,000
was loaned, bringing the total involvement of U.S .
financial institutions in South Africa to two billion
*Has sold controlling interest in South African operations.
**As quoted in International Bulletin: February 28, 1977
***Torment to Triumph in Southern Africa: Stack and Morton
- page 34
'***Richard R. Leger in the Wall Street Journal: March 16, 1977
(page 1)
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dollars, surpassing the direct stake held by American
corporations. Banks making major loans to South
Africa include the following: Citibank,Chase,Morgan,
Manufacturer's Hanover, Bank of America and the
U.S. Government Export-Import Bank.
Estimates of American investment in South
Africa tend to minimize the totals. For years they
exempted investment of Canadian corporations
wholly or principally owned by business and financial
enterprises in the United States. Ford of Canada is a
noteworthy example. More recent estimates have
neglected to take into account American investment
in British and Western European companies and
banks that have invested substantial capital in manufacturing, processing, and refining plants and commercial operations in South Africa.

Opposition to Apartheid
In view of the escalating armed struggle in the southern Africa region, it is important to recall that for a
great many years the blacks of South Africa, led by
the Nobel Peace Prize Winner, Chief Albert Luthuli,
undertook a heroic nonviolent effort to achieve freedom and racial equality. The final response of the
government of South Africa to a decade of Defiance
Campaigns was the brutal and bloody Sharpeville
massacre of 1960. This indiscriminate slaughter of
defenseless people moved their grieving leaders to
the conviction that they must henceforth respond to
violence with violence. Since that time violence has
been coupled with nonviolence in the resistance and
liberation struggle.
The African National Congress (ANC) and the Pan
African Congress (PAC) are the two widely recognized liberation groups. Ever since the Sharpeville
massacre in 1960 they have been outlawed by the
white minority government. Their leaders either
languish in South African prisons or live in exile
where through the long years they have carried on the
struggle for freedom and self-determination. The
Black People's Convention (BPC), an adult-based
group, is still able to operate within the country,
18

though many of its leaders have been arrested in the
past year.
"Tell the West there is going to be a terrible
revolution here unless they stop supporting
Vorster's oppression of our brothers and sisters." - Student leader Daniel Sechabo Mont-"
sitsi, Soweto, March 1977.
The South Africa Students Organization (SASO)
is composed of college and university students, the
South Africa Student Movement (SASM) of secondary school students, and both are active in demonstrating and mounting protests against expressions
of apartheid. Some of their leaders have been seized
by the authorities; others have been able to flee the
country and find asylum elsewhere. The South
African Council of Churches, with all-racial membership has spoken out bravely against the apartheid
practices of South Africa.
A small number of white South African organizations, church groups, and individuals have also spoken
out against the injustices of apartheid in their own
country. The Christian Institute, the National Union
of South African Students and the Progressive Party,
are among those groups. Alan Paton, an author, has
a long history of exposing the abuses of racial discrimination. In Feburary 1977 the Roman Catholic
Church of South Africa committed an act of civil
disobedience by opening the doors of its schools to
black as well a~ In white chilcln~n_
NAMIBIA

"Namibia is operated in a colonial style with
South Africa (playing the role of) the imperial
power, and with most of the spoils of fIshing
and mining sucked out by foreign fIrms." South African Financial Mail.
From 1920 to 1966 South Africa administered
Namibia, then called South-West Africa, under a
League of Nations and later a United Nations mandate which stipulated that South Africa was to provide for and supervise the all-around growth and
development (educational, physical, social, economic
and political) of the inhabitants. In 1966 the U.N.
General Assembly revoked the mandate because
South Africa had so seriously abused the mandate
responsibilities.
Support of racial discrimination,
economic exploitation of the majority of the people,
and extension of its own apartheid and Bantustan
policy are among the South African violations.
- Despite the revocation of the mandate, a 1971
opinion of the World Court upholding the revocation,
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and a U. . proclamation declaring that Namibia is
U. .-administered, South Africa continues to occupy
Namibia illegally. Because South Africa has been
criticized for continuing to occupy Namibia and for
thwarting genuine independence through U.N. supervised elections, Prime Minister Vorster convened a
"constitutional convention." Eleven groups, handpicked by South Africa, ten black and one white,
have met for many months to draw up a constitution.
If the predictable results of this convention were
accepted, the white minority would continue to control the majority of the land including the cities, the
richest farming areas and the mineral and fishing
resources.
The present unjust system, in which
Namibia's natural economic resources are drained off
by South Africa and other foreign investors, with
little benefit to the majority of the Namibian people,
would continue. (presently, there are 88 foreign
firms in Namibia; 35 are South African, 25 largely
British and 15 largely American. West German,
French and Canadian investors control the remainder.*)
Namibia would become a puppet regime of South
Africa in which there would be no elections for 5
years, and even then the majority of people would
not be able to vote.

SWAPO
Significantly, Prime Minister Vorster steadfastly refuses to recognize the existence of SWAPO (SouthWest Africa People's Organization), the black liberation movement recognized by both th<: OAU and the
U~ited Nations as the legitimate representative of the
Namibian people. South Africa has excluded SWAPO
from the convention.
SWAPO is organizing politically both inside
Namibia and internationally in order to win independence for the people of Namibia. SWAPO stands
for the self-determination of the Namibian people
and for majority rule; its long-range goal is to develop
a democratic socialist society for the welfare of all.
SWAPO rejects apartheid, Bantustans and South
African domination of the Namibian economy.
SWAPO also rejects the legitimacy of the South
African-managed constitutional convention and demands direct negotiations with South Africa, after
South Africa withdraws its troops and releases
Namibian political prisoners.
*Pages 7-17: The Role of Foreign Firms in Namibia, Study
Project on External Investment in South Africa and Namibia
(S.W. Africa), London, 1974.
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After South African withdrawal SWAPO further
plans to set up a provisional government, and then
hold free and open elections. If South African intransigence* continues, however, the Vorster regime
risks a military confrontation not only with SWAPO,
but also involvement with other nations from which
SWAPO may seek assistance, such as Angola, the
Soviet Union, Cuba, and conceivably Nigeria.
RHODESIA-ZIMBABWE
Rhodesia is, historically, a colony of Britain. In
1963, with Northern Rhodesia slated to become the
self-governing nation of Zambia in 1964, white
Rhodesians began to agitate for independence for
what was then (and still legally is) Southern Rhodesia.
Britain made independence conditional upon granting
Africans their basic rights; this was unacceptable to
most white Rodesians. In 1964 Ian Smith became
Prime Minister and in 1965 his regime issued a unilateral declaration of independence (UDI).
As a result of UDI Rhodesia has been cut off from
diplomatic support. Initially Britain imposed selective economic sanctions. In 1969, however, the
Afro-Asian states called for comprehensive sanctions;
the U.N. Security Council passed Resolution No. 253
making it illegal for any member country to have financial dealings with Rhodesia. Only South Africa
and Portugal openly refused to abide by this decision.
The "enforcement" of these economic sanctions
did not, however, leave Rhodesia economically
stranded. As mentioned earlier there has been a
steadily increasing gap between United Nations
agreements and international fmancial and corporate practice. When the United States passed the
Byrd Amendment, allowing the importation of
Rhodesian chrome, it became the only country, besides South Africa and Portugal, openly to violate
U.N. sanctions and in this respect squarely took its
place alongside the forces of white supremacy. Not
only did the Byrd amendment bring relief to the ailing
Rhodesian economy, but it considerably reduced the
pressures on the Smith regime to negotiate with black
nationalist leaders. In the following years U.S. busi*It is difficult to keep abreast of all developments. As we go
to press, the New York Times (May 4, 1977) repo~ts "an
evident South African concession on South-West Afnca not
yet officially disclosed," and then goes on to state: "Under
pressure from the United States and four other governments,
South Africa has reportedly decided to delay its plan for
granting independence to South-West Africa in defiance of
the United Nations."
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ness and commercial violations were reported in areas
such as airline bookings, car rentals, the issuance and
use of credit cards, investment advertisements and
tourism. These violations were neither prosecuted
nor stopped by the U.S. government.
In spite of the illegal status of the Smith regime,
the Rhodesian Information Office still operates freely
in Washington, disseminating information, lobbying
on Capital Hill, encouraging tourism and recruiting
Americans to fight in the Rhodesian army.* Although American oil companies refuse both to divulge information about their Southern Africa operations and to impose binding resale restrictions on
their customers, claiming that such action would
constitute a violation of South African criminal law
there is
reason to believe that Mobil Oil and per~
haps other American subsidiaries, based in South
Africa, through surreptitious routes supply Rhodesia
with badly needed petroleum products. **
The Geneva Conference
One of the goals of Secretary Kissinger's "shuttle"
through Southern Africa was, in concert with Prime
Jv,1inister Vorster, to pressure Smith into participating
in a constitutional conference, convened by Britain in
Geneva. The hope was to halt the development of a
four year old guerilla movement in Rhodesia and to
achieve a negotiated settlement with a moderate
black government. Representatives of four different
nationalist groups were invited to attend the Geneva
conference. The content of the Kissinger plan had
been interpreted differently by many different people.
Though it embodied the idea of a transfer to majority
rule within two years, it had no definite mechanism
for the transfer and thus allowed for an indefinite
postponemen t.
Recessed shortly before Christmas, the Geneva
conference did not reconvene in January (nor does
it seem likely to do so at any time in the forseeable
future), due to the intransigence of the Smith regime.
The Patriotic Front, led by Joshua Nkomo of the
Zimbabwe African People's Union, and Robert
Mugabe of the Zimbabwe African National Union
has been recognized by the "frontline" states as th;
Zimbabwean liberation movement to which they
have pledged both material and diplomatic aid.

*Pages 44-45: The Kissinger Study ofSouthern Africa: National
Security Study Memorandum 39 - El-Khawas & Cohen.
**The Oil Conspiracy, Center for Social Action of the United
Church of Christ
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Early in 1977 Smith announced that he would
seek an internal settlement with blacks based on the
original plan presented to him by Secretary Kissinger.
A new conservative black group, formed mainly by
African chiefs on the government payroll, has been
created.
Called the Zimbabwe United People's
Organization, its leaders have said they will negotiate
with Smith. Such negotiations have been rejected by
all the black nationalist groups.
Guerilla operations are increasing in Rhodesia. In
spite of overwhelming military superiority, the white
regime will have difficulty sustaining a protracted
war against the African liberation movement. Already,
in the areas where the guerillas are active Rhodesian
forces have rounded up black villagers and forced
them into "protected villages," camps quite similar
to the now infamous "strategic hamlets" in Vietnam.
The mood in these camps is bitter and explosive. To
counter the steadily increasing exodus of whites from
the country (a loss of 7,072 whites in 1976) and to
bolster his small army Prime Minister Smith has
stepped up an international drive to recruit white
mercenaries.
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Although documentation on the number of mercenaries (including specific figures on American
mercenaries) is hard to come by, Jack Foisie reports*
from Salisbury: "Rhodesians are using aircraft,
weapons and tactics that a Vietnam veteran would
recognize. The reported 50 to 100 Americans who
have enlisted in Rhodesian units-at regular Rhodesian
pay so that they are not considered mercenaries-are
almost all Vietnam veterans."

ACTION
The massive violations of human dignity, continuing
large-scale oppression, denial of basic human rights,
indiscriminate punishment and murder, and economic
exploitation suffered by the black peoples of South
Africa, amibia and Rhodesia demand immediate
action. The indigenous people of these countries
should control the mineral, fishing and farming
wealth of their own countries; of course, they need
adequate housing, education and medical care, and
must be able to travel freely in their own land, and to
enjoy equal employment opportunities and a decent
standard of living, but these are not the primary
issues in the current struggle.
Self-Determination - The Primary Issue
The primary issue, the peoples of Southern Africa
declare, is that they be free and independent, that
they be able to determine their own destiny, that
there be free elections in which all people have the
unconditional right to vote - in liberation terminology: "one man, one vote."
To assist in achieving such change we Americans
must take appropriate action to influence the policies
of both our government and our corporate and financial institu tions.
1. We should educate ourselves and others to be
aware of events and their significance in Southern Africa.
2. We should write letters - letters to the editor,
letters to members of Congress, letters to
Jimmy Carter and others in his administration,
urging that the United States adhere to agreed
upon economic sanctions against the white
minority regimes and expand the sanctions to
include U.S. subsidiaries in Southern Africa, and
that the United States work to secure and implement effectively a total arms embargo of
Southern Africa.

*Los Angeles Times:
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February 28, 1977

3. We should urge our government to support
United ations efforts to bring about majority
rule in Southern Africa.
4. We should bring pressure to bear on corporations and banks to end loans and investments,
and stop doing business in Southern Africa.
5. We should urge the government to deny tax
credits to investors in Southern Africa, and to
end all U.S. Export-Import Bank financing of
trade with South Africa.
6. We should provide both public and private
humanitarian assistance to refugees fleeing the
oppression of white minority rule, and work for
government policies that would welcome larger
numbers to our country.
Organizations at Work in the U.S.
The AFSC is one of several U.S. groups working on
Southern Africa issues. For a quarter of a century the
American Committee on Africa has given undivided
time, attention and support to the liberation struggle
in Africa. Trusted implicitly by liberation movement
leaders, the ACOA is highly regarded by those who
are working in this country to assist the freedom
struggle in Southern Africa. Presently ACOA is taking
the lead in organizing a campaign to stop the massive
U.S. bank loans to South Africa, and is also coordinating efforts in the United States to protest and halt
the sale of South Africa's Krugerrand gold coin
through U.S. banks, brokerage houses, coin dealers.
The Washington Office on Africa has in more recent years been operating in the nation's capitol,
monitoring Congressional, White House and State
Department policy developments regarding Southern
Africa, and providing invaluable analyses and background reports for concerned people across the country.
The WOA engages in active lobbying with
Congressional offices; in early 1977 it took the lead
in the successful effort to secure repeal of the Byrd
amendment.
The Coalition for a New Foreign and Military
Policy, composed of national religious, education,
peace and labor organizations, including AFSC,*
places high on its list of priorities an effort to "sup·:,:<;~·:-;::.r~:·

*The thirty-three member organizations, including the Union
of American Hebrew Congregations and many church bodies,
SANE, Women's International League for Peace and Freedom,
Business Executives Move for New National Priorities,
Americans for Democratic Action, and the International
Longshoremen's and Warehousemen's Union, to name but a
few, have been joined by other groups since the letterhead
was printed.
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port decolonization, majority rule and authentic
self-determination in Southern Africa." The Coalition,
working in close collaboration with the Washington
Office on Africa, through its extensive coast-to-coast
outreach informs a large variety of people about
Southern Africa issues, and suggests specific actions,
especially legislative, for concerned people to take.
The Interfaith Center for Corporate Responsibility
works in cooperation with the ational Council of
Churches. Its work involves a large number of the
major church bodies which participate actively as
members of its task forces and decision-making committees. Its chief concern is in regard to the social
and moral responsibility of U.S. corporations, especially as they make their impact felt overseas. Its
staff monitors U.S. investment practice and corporate
operation in many parts of the world. ICCR is the
best place to turn to for responsible and welldocumented information about such matters. Every
year ICCR organizes and spearheads efforts to introduce and rally support for relevant resolutions at
stockholders' meetings. Southern Africa has long
been one of its areas of greatest concern.
Many of the major church denominations are also
engaged in extensive educational and action efforts
on Southern Africa as part of their own denominational work.
Addresses:
American Committee on Africa
305 East 46th Street, New York, N.Y. 100I7
Washington Office on Africa
110 Maryland Ave., N.E., Washington, D.C. 20002
Coalition for a New Foreign and Miltary Policy
120 Maryland Ave., N.E., Washington, D.C. 20002
Interfaith Center for Corporate Responsibility
475 Riverside Drive, New York, N.Y. 10027
The AFSC has recently published a REVISED edition of the Action Guide on Southern Africa. Its 59
pages contain a variety of suggestions regarding specific steps to take and actions to undertake, and include a long list of local, regional and national organizations working on Southern Africa. Publications,
mms and other useful sources of information and
educational tools are suggested.
The Action Guide is available from AFSC Peace
Education Resources, 1501 Cherry Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19102, and from most of the regional offices
listed on the back. Cost $ 1.00.
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AFSC offices also have available a variety of literature, mms, a slide show and can arrange for speakers.
Recommended Reading:

Torment to Triumph in Southern Africa: Louise
Stack and Don Morton - Friendship Press: $2.75.

Black South Africa Explodes: Counter Information
Services - London: $2.00.

Nonviolence: Not First For Export: James E. Bristol
- AFSC: 15c.

The Kissinger Study of Southern Africa: National
Security Study Memorandum 39. Edited and introduced by Mohammed A. El-Khawas and Barry
Cohen: $3.95.
Southern Africa - a monthly magazine: Southern
Africa Committee, 244 West 27th St., fifth floor,
New York, N.Y. 10001: $1.00 (per issue).
Africa News - a weekly news digest, Africa News
Service, Inc., 720 Ninth St., Durham, N.C.: $75
per year, $8 one month trial.
Films:

"Last Grave at Dimbaza" - a powerful indictment of
the Southern African system and Western involvement in it. Color - 55 min. Rental $20.00.
"Apartheid - 20th Century Slavery" - Presents
historical development of apartheid in South
Africa up to 1970. Black and White - 30 min.
Rental $15.00.
"There Is No Crisis" - Documentary about the recent Soweto uprisings with interviews of community and student leaders. 1976 - Color - 30 min.
Rental $15.00.

Slide Show:
"South Africa and U.S. Global Corporations" - Prepared by the Chicago AFSC Peace Education Staff,
this is an excellent discussion starter. Eighty (80)
slides, plus script. Rental $5.00.
All are available from American Friends Service
Committee, PEDjProgram Resources, 1501 Cherry
Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19102. Telephone: 215241-7168. Or from the AFSC regional offices listed
on back cover.
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The American Friends Service Committee's
involvement in Southern Africa is longstanding. Through projects in that area, as with
its projects throughout the world, the AFSe
seeks to realize the Quaker testimonies of
peace, equality and simplicity. The policies
of white racial supremacy practiced in South
Africa, Rhodesia and Namibia are, from an
AFSe perspective, an abomination. They
deny the dignity and worth of the oppressed
people of those countries; indeed we believe
they deny the dignity and worth of the oppressors also.
Furthermore, the existing
white regimes have shown themselves ready
to defend their privileged status with repressive and violent cruelty. AFSe strives to
support a nonviolent transition from the
existing regimes to black majority rule and
the establishment of governments that implement social, political and economic
justice.
The AFSe emphasizes the importance of
securing justice, underlining our belief that
peace which is more than the absence of
overt war requires justice. The AFSe attempts to empathize with the oppressed,
with the victims of an ugly and blatant
racism (recognizing as we do so that the oppressors are also victims of their own actions),
and organizes and lends nonviolent support
to their struggle whenever possible. In the
tradition of the "Underground Railway" for
runaway slaves and the nonviolent civil
rights movement of the 1950's and 1960's,
the AFSe strives to affirm the place of love,
truth, peace and a belief in our common
humanity in the struggle for the liberation of
all the peoples of Southern Africa.
AFSe representatives were based in
Southern Africa from 1957 to 1967, with
community service projects operative in
Zambia from 1964 to the present. Since
1974 Bill Sutherland has served as a special
representative for Southern Africa, spending
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one half of his time there and half of his
time in the United States interpreting the
issues and kindling active interest.
Through the International Division's
Southern Africa Program the AFSe is constantly searching for additional ways in
which to be of service. Presently a doctor
is being sought to work in Mozambique at
the request of the FRELIMO governm~n.t.
We are exploring ways to assist the NamIbIa
Institute, both while it functions currently
in Zambia and looking toward the day when
it will be located in an independent Namibia.
In addition, AFSe's Third World eo~i
tion provides materials and speakers whi~h
in particular address third world peoples ill
this country. In June 1976 the AFSe decided to expand Southern Africa work
through the Peace Education Division for
the following reasons:
.
1. South Africa, Namibia, and RhodeSIa
have white racists regimes, denying
self-determination and practicing racial
discrimination.
2. Regardless of exactly what happens in
the immediate future-in Namibia and
Southern Rhodesia in particular Southern Africa will remain a major
U.S. policy concern for some years to
come.
3. Investments of U.S. financial institutions and transnational corporations in
South Africa have supported racism
and an unjust economic order.
4. The American public needs to be made
more aware of the complex political
dynamics in Southern Africa and the
cruel and oppressive conditions existing for blacks, in order to ch~e?ge a
U.S. foreign policy and the polICIes of
business enterprise which serve to extend the life of the white regime and
to perpetuate an unjust economic
order.
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Namibia
Population - 883,000*
Percent African - 88%*
Ruled by - South Africa
Liberation group - SWAPO (South West
Africa People's Organization)
Land:

Blacks - 40%
Whites - 60%

Products: diamonds, lead, copper, zinc, vanadium, tin, manganese ores, corn
peanuts, sheep, cattle, fishing.
South Africa
Population - 25,471,000
Percent Black - 81 %
Prime Minister - John Vorster
Liberations groups - ANC (African National
Congress), PAC (Pan African Congress)
Land:

Blacks - 13%
Whites - 87%

Products: gold, diamonds, coal, uranium,
manganese, chrome ores, asbestos,
iron ore, copper, wool, sugar,
citrus fruits, wine
Zimbabwe
fopulation - 6,310,000
Percent African - 95%
Prime Minister - Ian Smith
Liberation groups - ANC (African National
Congress), ZANU (Zimbabwe African
ational Union), ZAPU (Zimbabwe
African People's Union), ZANU and
ZAPU united in Patriotic Front linked
to ZIPA (Zimbabwe People's Army)
Land:

Blacks - 48%
Whites - 52%

Products: Tobacco, ChrOJlle ore, corn, sugar,
meat, asbestos, copper, iron and
coal
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ur AFSC efforts are, we acknowledge,
small when viewed against the might
and power of the gathering storm. Though
we cannot ourselves bring peace and justice
to Southern Africa, we must do what we can.
We have no crystal ball, but only the blind
can fail to see the signs of disaster whose
outline is every day more discernable in
Southern Africa. Only the deaf can fail to
hear the oft-repeated warnings that the longer
the struggle goes on, the more convinced the
majority of people become that only by armed
struggle can they ever end the repression that
smothers them.
To us the lesson is clear. As long as United
States government and business policies support the status quo in Southern Africa, we inevitably participate in the oppression and
cruelty on which it rests. What Americans
must do is nothing less than to get the weight
of our political and economic power off the
backs of the Southern Africa people. Ways to
take first steps in that direction have been
suggested in these pages.
Such a course of action may not succeed
in preventing the dreaded bloodbath, so frequently predicted, but if there is progress in
this direction, it would at least greatly minimize both the violence which freedom fighters
increasingly feel compelled to use to reach
their goals and in any shortened war the violence which beleaguered white regimes would
employ to maintain themselves in power. In
striving to convince our fellow citizens of the
wisdom and rightness of this course of action
we serve best the causes of both nonviolence
and human freedom.

Based on 1975 UN population figures:
from Southern Africa, Volume X, Number 2,
March 1977 (except Land and Products
statistics)
*The office of the United Nations Commissioner for
Namibia estimates that the South African statistic
used for the African population of Namibia is substantially understated.
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Enclosed is $
to help support the work
of the American Friends Service Committee's
Peace Education Division, Southern Africa Program.
NAME

_

ADDRESS

_

CITY

L

STATE

_
ZIP

_

_

