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own. Secondly, under the existing conditions of class struggle

the bourgeoisie needed some degree of support from other

white classes in order to maintain its rule over the colonised

masses.

Pow t mam!
   

 

minority categories of the black population were also

 

 

initially grantedcgggggzg access to representative institutions;

In the Cape, Africans, Coloureds and Asians who met certain

prOperty and income qualifications (not applicable after 1928

to whites — the year in which white women also received the right

to vote) were eligible to vote though not themselves to stand in

parliamentary and provincial council elections. This Cape qual—

ified franchise had been introduced in 1854 and was ?%tained in

that province after Union in 1910. The qualificatio admitted

only the prOpertied strata of the black population whom it was

expected might identify with the bourgeoisie. The specific pain

of capitalist develaflent, particularly in the countryside, as-

sured that such strata would always be small and unab1e to Chéi

lenge bourgeois hegemony. The subordination of the reserves as

sources of labour power rather than of agricultural commodities

ARK severely curtailed :gheess of peasant diferentation and

consequent emergence of a rich.@iiican.ku1ak class in the 'res—

erves'. The effects of the 1913 Land Act finally wiped out the

embryonic African kulak stratum which had began to emerge in the

 

'White' rural areas after 1870.

Outside of the Cape, the exclusion of African middle strata no

matter how small was Virtually complete. In Natal an additional

educational qualification meant that not more than 50 blacks

were ever registered as voters, whi1st Eli persons other than

white males were totally excluded from the fanchise in the Free

state and Transvaal from the outseto

After 1910 the position of the approximately 12.000 African

voters in the Cape came under steady attack. Finally under the

Representation of Natives Act of 1936, African were removed from

the common voters role in the Cape. Instead Cape African males

were given the 'right' to elect 3 special (white) MPs, and a

purely advisory Natives Representative Council, consisting of



. '1‘. m r‘ .3' , : 1r. 4..» ,. '11..” , \rrv , .' ..prosher1L3. 1huh Lhe 33h111cLe hetweeh Lhe Clfimw 1CT3€¢ arvanlsee l” Lnu

A . " ‘ .. ‘ h v‘~ 4-. 1 .3 ' \ . -". 1‘ ‘1‘! "t ""7The recent struggle oetweeh the eo—oallev relormeri aha conserv~t1Vu1 ”hm

w ' - 7 ~'often oep10teu as a i

"- ' ' ‘P ' \ 7 I, -. ' 9"- ., ‘5r - .. . —— 5; .. . w» ~ + - r.gnarles Treu1hihhu; eve“ the C p: -P Q16; 31,.rrim:.n111sLer jothaj.

'9‘} r1 ‘1‘» ' ' , n 1, 2" ' ,,
Lariv ulESS 3&315 11 Each rrov1nee
 

(I
)When the NP came into office 1r 7918, the compc' 10: of the Afrihangr 151101}

alist class alliance differeé 1n the various province98. In the Transva:7

the NP organised for the first time an alliance of capitalist farmers (who

were losing labour to industry); Specific strata of white labour; the large

AfrikaanS—Speak1n5 pettV‘hour5eoisie which, lilce wh1te 1u*a5e erherS, were

threateneé with diaplacement by Africans "from below”; and, emer51n5 out of

this petty'hourgeoisie, a small group of eSpirant commercial and financial 05@-

italists organiseé 1n the "Afrikaner economic moveheht". This latter group

was heavily depenéent on the reihvested surpluses of agriculture and the

sayings of Afrikaans-speakers of all classes.

Moreover, alongside the NP, Transvaal Afrikaner national1st politics were

dominatea by the secret Afrikaner Breederhonfi (Afrikaner Brotherhooé). This

was effectively the institution through which the specific interests of the

Afrikaner petty'bourgeoisie came to be independently organised amiariiculated.

The Broederbond assumed a self—consoious role as the vanguard of Afrikaner
 

nationalism. Through it the Afrikaner petty bourgeoisie exercised ideolo—

gical dominance over all class forces organised in the Transvaal NP and other

organs of Afrikaner nationalism in the province. Thus within the Transvaal

NP an Afrikaner nationalist ideology was developefi which stressed a particular

form of ant1~British sentiment and emphasised the interests of the (white)

"small man" against the large, and predominantly English—speaking monopolies

which dominated the economy.

The situation in the Cape differed marlzedly, 'Eere the NP had long rested on

an economic and political alliance between the wealthier capitalist farmers

on the one hand, and a small groups of financial capitalists in the SANIAK,

and later Rembrandt companies on the other (see entries pp 000—00).
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organise1 in the E? since 3948. Furthermore, ’he transformation cf the n;

class baSe after 1948 in¢uoed strenuous conflict between the constituent

forces of the Afrikaner natio:aliet class alliance.

(hggmdsational Structure

The HP is not a single "unitary” party, but rather a loose feeeratLQn o

autonomous provincial Nationalist Parties. .5aeh of these four parties has a

aistinct social base, party organisation, membership, constitution, press en;

(1
)

:
4
.political and ideological style. Eech is a site of differing strueglee

represents,widely varying interests. The structure of the N? is vital to an

'understanding of its operation, as the real locus of power within the party

itself lies in the provincial party organisations rather than the national

institutions of the party. Within the Provincial NPS the Provincial leaders

often.have greater influence than the National leader of'the Party. Within

the party itself (as distinct from the Cabinet) the Provincial leaders wield

as much influenee as the National leader himself. These provincial parties

have always jealously guarded their particular interests, prerogatives and

identities from each other and the "national" institutions of the Party.

The "regionalist" or "provincialist" conflicts which have always characterisea

Afrikaner nationalist politics thus rest on four separate paty structures.

However, the regionalism is more fundamentally explained by the fact that these

parties each have a distinct class basis. As separatelyiorganised, separa—

telyhled and Separately—financed political institutions with different class

bases, each provincial Nationalist Party is the institutionalisation of a

éistinct form of class alliance, differing in important respects from those

of its federal partners. Moreover, in the period of Nationalist party rule

from 1948 to the present, the class forces organised in the Afrikaner nation-

alist alliance in each province hhme been affected in different ways by the

policies and strategies of the NP-ruled state to secure overall capitalist
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are former Anglo managers, and many of the leaders of its youth wing end up on

the Anglo American payroll.

Although the PFP is a party of monopoly capital, it stands almost no chance ‘e

of achieving office. Since 1948, the NP government has effectively secured the

consvditions for monopoly profits. It has done so on thebasis of a mass white

class alliance which the PF? could never organise. In other words, in the eyes

of the white petty bourgeoisie (particularly Afrikaners) and white wage aware,

the FF? is too much the tool of monopoly interests ever to be able to qdevelop

a mass electoral base for itself. As a party of monopoly capital, its role is

to fight for the maximum demands of this class force, and so to act as a Strong

source of pressure on the regime” This was very well. expressed in 1981 by the

major PF? patron, Harry Oppenheimer: I

"Since we’re not going to get the Nationalists out of power so quickly -

much as I’d like to, and see the ngressive—Federal Party come in — one

has got to find a means of doing social justice in a way that the reason»

able people (810) in the Nationalist Party might go for".

Important leaders: Leader: Frederick wan Zyl Slabbert;

Federal executive chairman: Gordon Weddell;

National Chairman: W5!” Efi‘m

National Vice-Chaiman: Ray Swart,

Spokesperson on Justice: Helen Suman.

Ckmvmavx 0FLeonomc.

Commsssuon ’. Havrngckmfiz.
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n n a a-same time, this situation provoked the growth 01 a Iar~rlght ogpoSition te t11e

Total Strategg organised outsifle the NP, largely by defectors from the Nation-

alistS. Thus, in the 1981 electionS, the far—right part;1es increasea their

share of the vote five and half fold. Throughout 1981, these groups, and part-

ioulafly the largest of them, the Herstige Nasionale Party (see entry 13 000),
continued to win increasefl support. Significantly, the éfrikaner'Broederbond

reversed its longstanding policy of exclusive support for the NP, and appeared

to be under control of a majority faction opposed to the Total Strategy.

Finally in early 1982 the faI—right within the NP vrere preve11ed t0 vote against

P.H;Botha in a.motiontf confidence over his "healthy power—Sharing".policies.

Sixteen.MPs 1eé by Transvaal leader Andries Treurnicht were expelled from the

NP and establisheé the Conservative Party (see entry 9 000). In order to win
support for new "reformfl proposals based on an executive presidency, appointed

cabinet and separate Parliament for white, coloureds and Inaians, Botha convened
‘43

the first meeting of the NP Federal Congress for 40 years.

Impprtant NP leaders:

Cape NP

P.I'J. Botha - Cape Leader, National Leader and Prime Minister;

C. Heunis - Minister of Constitutional Development and Planning.

Transvaal NP

{F.Wk de‘Klerk - Transvaal Leader, Minister of Internal Affairs.

H; Schoeman - Minister of Tran8port;

S.P. Botha — Minister of Manpower'Utilisation;

R. Botha - Minister of Fbreign Affairs;

M. I‘vIalan — Minister of Defence—

OCFIS.
\

P. du Plessis — 01‘s Leader, Minister‘of Agriculture.
Natal

O.P.F% Horwood -NEtal Leader, Minister of Finance.
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’57 y(see pp 000—00). :11 elemente of monoyely capital, including thcav
.4

Afrikaner elements hitherto politically r~a118e1 in the NP, intensified their

'3
lagitaticn 101° rapid "reforms" to Save capital if?»I“ an: T€%Stabli5h stable

*pitalist pTOSperity. These moves were intensely resisteé hy the political

1representatives 01 white laheur, the 1ft1k'wet petty bourgeoisie awe 821a11

7' 7*- ’1 . , ‘ ‘1 11'“
t was a euuueah re—openlhb e111.

..:llU]farmers, P&TuiC11arl" ih the rrat1svaal: The re

(
'
1

.-J

J

C
!
”e n [I 1 . a , r r-T, W J_ ' ‘ '\ TW-

1ntense e31izte/verkrampte Struggles 1 eh1h NP. ihe 1a» er were lea u;

'“
bthe then,minister 0 Information and leader of the Transvaal 3?, Dr. Connie

I ~

Hulder, wit1 Andries Treurnieht a3 his close aliy.

Politically pressurised from all quarters, and riven hy intense internal polit—

ical differences in t:’1e period 1976—8, the NP government WmQ in effect politie—

ally paralysed, It was able neither to introduce the "reforms" fought for"by

-English and Afrikaner Eonopoly capital, nor Cling to "old style éeartheid flew

constitutional r0 osals for three ethnic arliamnnts were introfluced in 1917p p I I

but little action was forthcoming. The political log jam was finally broken in

'.the 80’08116d "’uluereate” sonda1, when the combined manouevres of monopoly

Capital and‘the t0p echelons of the military over irregularities in Hulder’s

Department of Information diseredited Mulder as the leader of the right. When

Vorster resigned from the Premiership in September ‘978, Mulder was unable to

enforce party discipline in his own Transvaal HP. The verligtes in the Trans-

ml supported the candidacy of Defence Linister and leader of the Gene NP.

?.W. Botha, and.Mu1der was defeated. He was soon hounded from the NP and formeu

' Mln-L

 

the far right National Conservative Party (see

pp 000)
 

The Muldergate crisis severely discredited the forces of the farrright in the

NP. However these remained sufficiently strong to elect Tbeurmicht as the

leader of the Transvaal NP in late 1978. With the intro&uction of Botha’s

"reform" programme under the "Total Strategy" (see pp 000.00), the right had

a strong institutional base from which to resist .these "reforms". led by

Treurnicht the NP verkragptes fought a determined and often successful rearguard

Hastion over the next three and a half years, earning Treurnicht the title of

"Dr. No" in.hhe English language and verligte press. During this period, the NP

lost much support amongst its traditional mass class bags in the Transvaal, the

Afrikaner petty bourgeoisie, small farmers and white labour. The EN? captured‘
lupa’pevcevxb

a of the vote in the 1981 general elections. In the Transvaal analysis
WCQVLE.

of the results put their Share of the vote at 255, and a verligte nBWSpaper,
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On the other hand these transformations placed severe strains on

the earlier state forms, particularly those that developed in

the Boer republics after 1852. Based on societies dominated by

pre—oapitalist agrarian rentier landlords, these state fghms

proved too unwieldy and inefficient to implement a number of the

specific measures demanded by mining eapital to secure its cheap

African labour force in the 189036 Morev£er agrarian landlords

who dominated the Transvaal Boer republié sought to exclude

mining capital from effective representation in its representat—

ive institutions, whilst simultaneously siphoning off revenue

from the mining industry to subsidise various of their own pro;*

ects. These factors eventually led mining capitalists to orgag~

ise together with British imperialism to overthrow these Boer

regimes in the Anglo—Boer wag 1899-1902.

'This war resulted in the imposition of direct colonial rule

throughout all of what is now South Africa. This however created

its own conflicts as much of the settler population — and partie-

ularbthe emerging agrarian bourgeoisie in the Transvaal and

Orange Free State - were excluded from any specific represntation

of their interests in the colonial states until 1906/7. These

four colonies merged into the Union of South Africa in 1910,

creating a racially exclusive bourgeois democracy (partially

qualified by the enfranchisement of black property owners in the

Cape). The major bourgeois interests were organised into comp-

eting political parties (see Chart p 000). This form of state,

which excluded the exploited masses from its representative

institutions, served as to secure the necessary conditions of

accumulation of capital. It also provided an effective forum

for the resolution of contradictions within the capitalist class,

and a vehicle for uniting it in pursuit of the common objective

of maintaining bourgeois domination over the eXploited masses.

In addition to the bourgeoisie however, South Africa's racially

exclusive bourgeois democracy also included within its represent—

ative institutions other white classes - the white petty bourg—

eoisie and white workers. This can be explained by two main

factors. Firstlhy, that these classes were too small and too

weak ever effectively to challenge bourgeois hegemony on their



proVioed the necessary cheap labour power in sufficient quantit

ies.

On the other hand, the development of the mining industry after

1870, agd the subsequent transition to capitalism in agriculture

1830-1950, also transformed the previous exploiting classes,

leaving capitalists as the only exploiting class. However the

particular path of capitalist development in SoutAAfrica gave

rise to acute contradictions and conflicts within this capital—

ist Class itself (see pp 000-00).

South Africa‘s racially exclusive parliamentary system was forg'

ed in the concrete struggles arising out of the contradictions

generated by the transformation of social relations after 1870.

Theepeoifie forms of capitaliSLeXploitation which emerged reinf-

Oroed the imperatives for the capitalist ruling class to maint-

ain one crucial feature of all the state forms generated by col~

'onialism since 1652 - the exclusion opiggLvast majority of

blacks from any representative institutions. The state was

required to secure the availability of a cheap labour force for

capital. Through the state the racial division of the land was

/( effected and legitimated. The state also administeredzgiray of

(xnnnmflsahd coercive measures over this labour force -.the most

important being Pass laws and the Mastersand Servants Laws

(see pp 000-00). Any access by the bulk of the black exploited

masses to the representative institutions of even bourgeois

parliamentary democracy would have fundamentally impeded the

development of such a cheap labour system. This was clearly

recognised by the exploiting classes. Thus the various attacks

on the relative economic indpendence of the African peasantry

after 1880 were accompanied by demands that the very small num-

ber of enflanchised black property owners in the Cape Province

be deprived of the vote and all political rights. Moreover, the

fact that under the migrant labour system African workers ret—

ained some base in the peasant economy of the labour reserve

areas, made it possible fle¥—eaeh—ettaeks-un-pu&itieu&—nghts-TUT

blaeks to present the "tribal" struofififiggsbased in the reserves

‘Aépbhddas an alternative to represeniat101{in the central state.
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Alter .the election support built up and in November 1981 it come-

tituted itself a as a formal political party. Like the NCP, how-

ever, ,AET dissolved itse1f into the Conservative Party.

rikeher heerstand Beweging (Afrihaher Resistance Movement

 

A semi—terrorist, Nagi—inclinee organisation formed in 1979 and lee

by Eugene Terréblancne. In 1980 it formed a political party - the

Blanke Velhéiaat Party (White Peoples’ State Party) - whichcggt

:eMHy-- a 3“;f&rrM~mm—tfmggl- the establishment of a racist Nazi?

 

 

type state. Its emblem is a three-legged swastika. The AWB also

has a "military wing" e¢aca11ed the Stormxalke (Storm Falcons).

It too supported the formatlun of the Conservative Party and dis-

 

selved its own political party but not its "military wing”in March

1982. Early in 1983, eight AWB members including Terreblanche, t

were arrested on charges of ilIegal possession of arms. Released

en bail, Terreblanche launched an hysterical denunciation of the

Botha regime‘s constitutional preposals. He accused Botha of

building the future othOuth Africa on a series of unstable found—

ations: "The first foundation stone will be 1aid on curry and

’samoosas, the second on the Cape Coloureds, the third on Bantu

beer and the fourth on Harry Oppenheimer's big hole in ‘Klmberley".

 

The Kappieé~Kommando. A womegéiegressure group known for the speak—

ing of voortrekker (pioneeri— particularly the kaEEie (bonnet) -

““' - -“‘§ as a symbol of its comfitment to the "traditional

values" of Afrikaner nationalism. The Kgppie Kommando bechme 22$?“34

eixzé-in a controversy in 1982 when 1ts leader suggested that

women who had served with South African forces against the fascist

Axis powers in the Second World War were basicalIy field prostit-

utes. It too supported the establishment of the Conservative Party.

. Am
South Africa First. Anather right wing pressure group, theugh—éhée

 

 

 

tins mainly English speaking and Natal based. A number of its

leading personalities are British immigrants previously associated

with the British fascist group, the National Front. South Africa

First has been prominent in organising a campaign against pr0posals

to allow blacks a certain access to the previously all white Durban

beach front.



Laportan‘t leaders: leader : Dr. £4: P.Treurnicht.’

Dr. F. Hartzenberr;

Dr. C. Iiiulder.
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Party. DJ“. Malian Prime Minister
19h8-l954; J.G. Strydom 1954—58;
H.F. Verwoerd 1958-1966; B.J.
Vorster 1966-1978; Pow.Botna 1978-
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United Party

k>

1:ch3: n3 {WWW

Progressive Party

formed 1959 when a group of
"more liberal" United Party
MPS broke away from UP ac-
cusing the latter of beingem - .9. .180££00$%¥e. Supported by
leading monopoly capitalist
interests (eggo H.0ppenn
heimer of Anglo American)o
Called for reforms in order
to create a black supporgg-
ive class for the bourge-
oisie. Original proposals
favoured a "qualified fran—
chise" Open to those of all
races who could meet cert-
ain minimum (high) property
and/or educational require—
ments. Leader to 1971 J.

.Steytler, only Member of

National Union

MP who would n
\
L

Parliament Helen Suzman.

formed by disaffected NP

ot accept Bantustanisation.
1 MP in 1961, who then joined the United
Partyo
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‘ v ‘ A q - fl .. v '- . ‘the hev Repau11e Party {5ee entry a O.»‘ 
     

F"The United Party was fbrmed in 1934 by the "Fusion” of the two major marliafl;

’”"P&Ities then in existence - the hationelist Party led by J.B.h. Bert20 red(3
") r.

the South African.Party led by J.C. Smute. The "Fusion" representefl the coming

together of the major capitalist interests, in the face of the crisis over the

abandonment of the gold stanéad1in 1033. "FUsion" was Opposeé from the outset

by certain groupings of capitalist agriculture and sections of the 1fr1kaner

petty'bourgeoisie wr1ich broke away to form the Purified Nationalist Party led

by D.FK Helen. The United Party representee all major capitalist innteereste
Q.

‘uhtil the outbreak of Norlfi her 2. South éfrica7s p? ticipatioh ‘h Her1a war a

anfl wartime*economic policies, however, divided the capita1ie9 Class._ Capit-

alist agriculture Opposeé the war and favoured a separate peace with Naz1

Germany, while induetrial and mining capital favoured participation in the war.

During the war years capitalist agriculture éeserted the UP for the Nationalist

Party (renamed Herenigde Nasionale of Volkeparty - Reunited Nationalist or

Peoples’ Party) leaving the UP to represent an'unstable alliance ofThining and

industrial capital. éASe—efiefi—éhedwea—qeeeééen, Hertzog, the UP leader Since

1934 and prime minister, resigned over the var question. He was replaoea by

Smuts who was prime minister until 1948.

The United Party’s demise as governing party occurred in the context of the

hyeghtened mass struggles of the war ané post war period. The party proved inc—.

apable of producing a decisive reSponse to the challenge of the oppressefl and

exploited masses, wavering between increasing repression.and attempting a

cooptive strategy towards certain classes within the black population. It was

'effectively'outbié in the 1948 elections by the Nationalists who Were able to

unite around its Apartheid progxemme those sections of the exploiting and priv-

\. elegged classes most vufgrable to the challenge of the masses (see dafifirqae

WpOOO).
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Herstigte Nasionale H United Progressive Party
Party ‘ Party

(Reconstituted Nati-
onalist Party) break~
away from NationaLfiPar
ty led by AGHertzog _
(son of formea‘Prime
Minister J.B.M.Hertzog).
Party of dissatisfied
petty bourgeoisie and
white labour factions
which accused Vorster of
making too many conces~
sions t0 "Liberal" de-
mands. Has thus far Pai-
led to win aqysseats in
parliamentfi¥%mained a _ ‘
force in white (AfriK# ’
aner) politjcpso '

Reform Party Qrafl”’/////

split from UP and later joined PP
to form Progressive Esform Par y.
Leadea/Colin Eglino
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Progressive NeW' t’///South Herstigte
Federal Party Republic African Nasionale Party

Yeafs 0f inef- EEELX EEEEX '
fective "oppos-
ition" by the UP Created by factions
and the perce~ of dissolved UP un-
ived need for willing to merge
the ruling class wggtkPFP. Both NRP
to make a more and SAP more "cons-
effective res— ervative" than PFP.
pause to the cri— Leader NRP Vause
Sis crgfied by Raw; Leader SAP J.



”J12.”

Rev m6;
R&Dport, argued tzat 3851Ff Lfrilm ere hi votei against the If. truerW"+1

himself came 1airl3 close to losing his Hateroer5 seat to the leader of the §?

{Z HEP, Jaap Marais . In the months which followed a number 03/11Uht zzihf Splinter
O ‘1

groups continued to attraCt support from cisgruntled hirihaner na tionalists

(see 211?: ”V p 000). Prime hin11s 1IBotl askilfully 

 

‘ fi“ . ‘4‘ “m 4" +o~ .7 W n: '3’ r- w." " «vmr' 3" '3 ”"1;-Sougr.t to use TreTnlChu 1h atuahh the Ecz—r15hu, gnu h: began b0 lose creeio-

Mlty amongst the mass of K” supportw 'n the Transvaa .

BY the enfi 0f 198?, the government’s Strategy of internal "reforms" was Stallei.

Its external "constellation 0‘ States” plan was also in ruins. it the November

"Good Hope" conference between the government and 600 leading capitalists, the

repreSentatives of monoply capital put very strong pressure on Botha to remove

Treurnicht. Moreover, the monopoly capitalists seated on the Defence Advisory

-Committee finally persuadeé the Minster of Defence an& architect of the Total

¢[Y Strategy, General Magnus halan, to pressvrie Botha to t/ooe a break with the

far right in the NP, and Treurnicht in particular.

In early 1982, an official NP organ ”NhT 80" efiitorialised that "there could

only be one government" in South Africa. This conflicted with Treunicht’s

insistence that the forthcoming "new constitutional diSpensation" would set up

three separate'flyarliaments" for whites, Tndians and "coloureds", each with its

'own cabinet and Prime Mifibter. The Botha faction argued that above these three

groupings wuuld stand a supreme "Cabinet Council" drawn from all thgee groups

and which would wield full state power. The Treurnicht groups objected and

Botha hailed for a vote of conflidence in the NP parliamentary caucus insisting

on a mandate to interpret party policy at his discregsion. Twenty—two MP8 voted

against this resolution. The Treurnicht faction further lost control of the

Transvaal NP when the centrist groups lea by FREQ de Klerk and Hendrik Schoeman

allied with the verligte, proéBotha faction. After 16 of the original 22 dis—

senters refused to accept the discipline of the majority in the NP caucus, they

were then all expelled from the Party.

.In.March 1982 these elements came together with the Rational Conservative Party

of Mulder and Aksie Eie Toekmms (see p 000) to form the Conservative Party of

South Africa. Its founding meeting was held in the Skilgadsaal (Tortoise Hall)

in Pretoria, giving rise to many jokes about the tortoise politics of the new

Party. Shortly afterwards a furthe;‘two NP members of Parliament left to join

the KP. Its Ebiéng:Programme promotes a.policy of racial separation. Unlike

the HNP, the KP ascepts the need for some of the "reforms" which have been
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Ehe latter period of Vorster’s government (1976—8) saw the beginnings of attexpt:

to restructure eSpeots of political and social relations, However, given the

balance of f oces within the Party, the Vorster government was increasingly

paralysed on crucial policy issues. This culminateé in the "huldergate crisis",

which in effect condenseé three distinct political crisfls: a) a crisis for

individual capitals and the capitalist class as a whole in the economic and
.0political conditions Oi accumulation in South hfrica; h) e.crisis for the

{ationalist Party as the ruling party in the capitalist state; 0
v
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n '9"the Nationalist Pe_ty ahi the alliance of class forces outside 0: the stat:

apparatus, on which it had been built since 1948.

Vorster resigneé in September 1978. The Cape NP leader and Defence Minister,

P.W.Botha, defeated Transvaal NP Leader Connie Hulder in the election for NP

National Leader anfi Prime MinistergBotha’s victory'was the result of an alliance

between all elements of monopoly capital - both insiée and outside the NP —

together with senior military officers, against the petty bourgeois right

grouped around Mulder. It also marked a shift in he balance of class forces

within.the NP, with Afrikaner capital establishing itself as the éominant force

within the Afrikaner nationalist class alliance.

On his accession to the Prime Ministership, Botha.declared that the State was

confronted by a "Total Onslaught",by the 'ziaI‘Xist three, ". It woulc'i adopt. the

"Total Strategy" (previously‘worked out in Botha’s Defence Ministry) in re8ponse.

.Based on an organised political alliance between the military, all sections of

monopoly capital, and Botha’s faction of the NP, the "Total Strategy" represents

an attempt to defuse mass opposition and the national liberation struggle through

a.programme seeking to'break'up the alliance of class forces en.which this

struggle rests (see pp 000—00).
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)1 ferbrieht wing paaliamentary opposition party formefi out of - Split in t11e
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,ort of the Presidents’ CounciZ {see p 000). 11 has eem~

mittefi itself tc the h? CODSitituiha1 prep ea 8 f 1977, arguing tha

government has departed from these ahfi is slowlr introducing "integration" in ~

South ifrioa. At the end of 1982 the KP hefi 18 RPS, m$ring it the thiré 1argest

Parliamentary party. It appears to have substantial support in the rural constfi

tituencies of the Transvaal, and amongst the Afrikener pettVDbourgeoiSie. It

has brought under its wing the various far—right movements which profilerated
Succgededm

after 1978, but hes so—far now/Dnhflaeted cooperatior with the even more right

wing Heretigte hasionale Party (HEP).  
 1“ Ir

Althourgh the F:was formed in 1982, itggenesis goes back to the mid—19éOs, ani
(Modem mammary

’the emergence of the so—ealled verligt/ver'ramte Split in the Nationa1ist PerEy

(NP). This Split essentiallv piuted the newly emehgihg éfrihaner monopoly

capitalists and their iéeologues against the more reactionary class forces of

the petty bourgeoisie, white labour an& small farmers (see NP entry p 000-00).

Eventually in 1969, the four leading verkramptes were expelled from the NP

and formed the HEP. The present leader of the KP, Dr. Andries Treurhicht was

at that time the main publicist of the verkramptes, in his capacity as editor

of the Pretoria daily, Die Hoofstad. He was eeneééereé a leading member of the

 

verkrampte inner oigcle, together with the later leaders of the“E§P. When the

latter were expellefl from the NP, and formed the ENP, Dr. Treurnicht was in

fact elected to the HR? executive at its founding congress. However, in a move

which was to produce lasting bitterness with the EN? leeders, he argue& against

the formation of a new party and insistea that he would continue to fight for

?etunrfiban_e£_e_qwn:uarv+v «ma «~«rin4nfi 11 4 1»- -V rv * I, ”v uvu U-LLLVU -.Lv 

 

verkrampte principles'within the NP. He was soon thereafter elected to Parliament
 

and gradually promoted. By 1978 he was a.junior minister.

The formation of the HNP in 1969 did not remove the basic cause of the verkrampte

/ver1igte Split in the h? - i.e. the changing class basis of the NP and the now

conflicting interests of its variou§_component class forces. However, after

1969, under the leadership of John Vhfster, a centristgroup allied with the

verligtes established firm control ever the party and was able to eliminate

overt struggles for power between the verkrampte and verligte faction; This -

tenuous unity began to shatter in the gathering political crisis of the mid
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1he Eat1oha113t Party (2

The governing palty in South Africa since R"tr$1945, currently led by Prime 31;;

ieter ?.E.Botha. Historiedaly the Rat$io ' tuParty (l?w) organised an allian—

oe of various class forces under the banner of gfri‘yawe? nationalism.

ger's itsel: as the political represea taIive of the ”Afrikaner 'olk”. Ite
w .v . I. r- .L‘ ,- u 1 m I 3. I 1 pk" . ’19.?1. . > v 1 ’ V‘ 7'. ‘programhe 15 hpaTbLElQ — er, a5 1ts current eathemioe flap 1t, "white 88;?“ut%~

1,.

Since the mid-1970s, the E? has been deeply divided between So—called "ref~

ormists" ané "conservatives". The former favour minor modifications to

Apartheid in the hope of winning black support for "capitalism". The latter

also claim to recognize the need for "refroms” but reject anything which, in

heir view, weakens white domination. The reformists emerged as the dominant

group under ?.W;Botha after 1978. Ufi£e1_theiz "TULal Stzatesy“ a limited

11.41 .5 I '1 “ 'wa‘ e g «I 7h ,‘ -
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 se. W In early 1982,;

the coniervatives were outmanouevered and forced out of the NP,. ‘
(x'f-CEV} “‘ ,

@reusnéehtv'mi former Nationalist Party, MP8 formed the Conservative Party

to oppose Botha’s so—oalled "reformist" policies. E

 

For much of its history the NP waS, and remains today, an organisation oper-

ating Simultaneoulsy at a.number of distinct levels of politics. Thus,.on

the one hand it is a mass, white, racist political party which organises and

mofilises outside of the state apparatus, an alliance of class froces under the
banher of Afrikaner nationalism. As .Such, it depicts itself as the polit—

ical representative af all classes of white Afrikaans—speakers in South Africa.

On the other hand, however, the NP is also the ruling party in the capitalist

State. Its function at this level is both to represent within the State appa~

ratus the interests of its class base, and to secure the faNourable conditions

for accumulation'by all sections of the capitalist class.

At each of these ‘dietijnt levels of politics, the NP fxmcions differently and
is subject to_a different, yet intersecting araay of presures and class con-

flicts. Ebwever, sinCe 1948 its gble as the ruling party in the capitalist

state has largely shaped the way in which it has represented the interests of
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A f‘d "TT -~ ‘ 1he moving Spirit: 0; Ogmug. ad in fact dominated the CaDe NP sir1ee :22;

first formed it in 1915. Thus the Cape K? was always far more openly caT11

alist in orientation and sympathies thn the Other provincial RPS (par1e11rw1y

1/ the Transvaal . Its interpretation of what consiétuted the sfrikaner "velW

/ ené "its" interests, likewise variefi consi’e rably fdh? the pe%y bourgeois

"anti—caFitelism"1w3’1ich dominat€1d€ the Trtasvaaln . Siémificn1tly, the

Breeaerbon1 did net éevelop into a stre13 force in Gene Afrikaner nationalist

politics. Indeeé the Broeéerbond was ofteL ch'racterised in the Transvaal as

the major oppositional force tc "C‘pe Finance Power”.

the Srtge Free State, a province of little industry, dominated by agri—

culture, ané later gold mining, the petty bourgeoisie and rural capitalists

were the real base of the NP. This gave it a.more rural orientation than

both the Cape and Transvaal parties. Here too, the Broedefbond was a signif—
 

icant froce amongst the petty bourgeoisie of the province. However, compareé

with the Cape andTransz1, the Free State is a small province and its party

was eclipseé by the NPS of the two major provinces. Similarly in Ra‘ua1, the

Afrikaans-speahihg population was relatively small, and the Natal 13? did ot

deve10p into a significant force.

The N? in Power -Policies and Internal Conflicts

The acute political crisis which brought the NP into power under Dr: D.F.

Malan in 1948, was discussed pp 000—00? The Nationalist Party mobilised qh

Afrikaner nationalist class alliance organised around a.programmme of "Apartheid"

a programme pledge& to a restructuring of the conditions of capital accumul—

ation in such a way as to defend and advance the material interests of Afrikaner

capitalist farmers, wage earners, petty bourgeoisie and small and aspirant

capitalists on the basis of internsified represseion and exploitnation of

African workers.

Three broad phasas of'NP rule can be identified, i.e. 1948—1960; 1960-1973;

'1973 — present. Eash of these is marked both by distinct policy directions,

and internal conflicts between the ,class forces within the NP.
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Ompanied by PR;C)to write a new Constitution for South ifriC&. xhis is as

for such a.convention which woulfi turn South £frica ihte a feuef-

.;eral parliament electefi through
1

{b '1

4.80

. » . ,r‘wh-w- .1 HO \ fl . ‘ ~ 4 r, v‘ ‘r .‘A 2 . H , -, . r ~7 w ,"universal aahit iTfiflCfllSE", out in wnlch 'eoneensu: woulu be necessary her

e51Jew laws as a.minoritr of 1G~15§ could veto 1,:'s1ation”., The economic pre—

gramme of the PF? calls for heavy state Spending on efiunation aha social ser—

vices in order to protect the basic "free enterprise economy”.

the
The differences between PF? and the ruling Nationalist Party are essentially

strategic ~ that is new best to secure and.maintain the political conditions

for .capitalist stability and prOSperity. Since 1959, the "Frog" view has been
.1

‘

that this will nest be secured through winning the support of a large black

middle class, committed.to capitalism as a "strong bulwark against revolution".

Its 12 point "alternative" to Botha’s 12 point Total Strategy, emphasises

‘negotiation and ”planning together with members of other population grcups, not

for them". ‘

Unlike the NP, whose recent "Total Strategy" is now based on a Similar strat—

egic conception, the PEP recognised the neeé to coopt fully the black petty

bourgeoisie into an; alliance with the ruling blass, through much greater

concessions than the NP will consider. This is clearly seen in what ?FP leader

Slabbert considers to be the four crucial differenees between his party and the

NP: 1) whites alone should not decide on the Constitution, there should rather

be "joint decision making" through "negotiatinn and compromise"; ii) The

government should not enforce "racial or ethnic group membership", the PEP

stands for "natural pluralism based on voluntary association"; iii) unlike the

NP which denies that blacks are South African citizens, the PF? "accepted the

African as a feflpw citizen with whom a consitutional solution hafl to be found";

iv) the PEP "questioned whether it was necessary to use means such as detention

without trial and bannings to maintain law and order. Extraordinary security

measures could not be ruled out, particularly in times of change, but laws

could however not be devéoid of justice".

These differences were borne out in the reaction of the PF? to the new Constit—

utional Proposals of the Presidents Bouncil in May 1982 (see 1) 000—00).
L
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the UP of the reformist ”young Turks" led by Hhrry Schwarts. They initiaiig

organised themselves into the "Reform Party" which then merged with the "Frogs”

to form the Progressive Reform Party (PR?) under the leadership of Colin hgiih

in 7975.

3“. ¥ (N ~-L".~, 'n r A r‘ V ”r? . .q f 1—,:- ~ «431 I fl ! a N . J. Y

the south efIlCafl arm; in Angola ?9{;-c, together WltJ the "QOWELO'

t"
)uprisings am: general strikes, led t great pressure from leading C“pit&liSfiS

on the United Party to unify—the parliamentary opposition to the Nationalist

Party, h committee under retired judge and former Broedefhond member, Kowie

Earais, proflucedia iéapoint plan ferruxity‘hetween the United Party and Progres—

sive Party in 1977. This plan Split the UP three ways. Its most right wing

HPS formed the South African Party (SAP — which has since joined the Nationalist

Party), while the majority mergeé with the miniscule Democratic Party

to form the New Republic Party (NH? see entry p 000). Six former

UP MP8 joined the PRP which #gngefi its name yet again to the ProgressiveéFed—

efal Party. In the 1977 General Elections the PF? now emerged as the major

parliamentary opposition party, winiing 16,6fiwgépthe ?votee ane 17 seats (to 10

for the REP; 3 for the SAP and 134 for the Nationalist Party). In t2: 198i

elections the PF? increaSed its share of the total vote to 18,1???ihning 26

parliamentary seats.

The growth of the party in the 19708 induced a number of political conflicts

between the so—called "principled" liberal 01 guard of the old Progfessive Party,

generally rallying around Helen Suzman, and the "pragmatic" new elements of

the 19705. The issues revolved around the question of whether the PF? should

maintain its role as strident liberal critic of the regime’s policies to "retain

credibility amongs blacks" or should concentrate on expanding support amongst

the white electorate, which involved a.watering down of hallowed "progressive

Party principles". Cuttingacrossthis issue, many elements in PEP, particularly

those gzouped around its Afrikaans journal, Deurbraak,'began to attack the pol—

itical strategy and performance in.parliament of party leader Colin.Eglin. In

1979, Eglin was replaced by Frederick wan Zyl Slabbert as Party Leader, Slabbert

'is an Afrikaner, former profeesor of sociolqu, and one of the new Progressive

Party'MPs of 1974. A strong proponent of the view that the PF? should seek

wider support amongst the white electorate, he has written that the PFP’S most

important role is to persuade "both.b1ack and white that negotiation.was pref-

erable to confrontation and that afi‘acceptable constitutional solutinn couldi be

negotiated at a“national convention". According to the Johannesburg Finandal

Egg}, as leader of the parliamentary'opposition Slabbert "has had considerable
Q

impact ... his performance in parliament its outstanding".
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,C) Ci) 1948—1,6k

The épartheid policies of the Nationalist Party after 1948 created the eehi»

itions for rapid capital accumulation by all capitalists and? improved, living
V6

standards for all whites. 'I‘heee measuresflliscuesea pp 000-06. Liorec-ver,

1capital accumulation was further fostered hr policies which encouraged the
centvghs'fltmfl. ,

0 I y- fand interpenetration 0f capitals. The rule of tze ve‘f~pr

"I I'iclaimed "anti-monepolist" and "anti—Cepitalist" EF, 83% DOtfl the H 7e. if: é‘ev—

elOpment of monopoly capitalist relations of production an& an extremely high

rate of capitalist growth.

However. apart from these generalisefi policies to Secure rapid accumulatio:

for all capitalists, the NP government also directly fostered the interestgof

the class forces it represente&. A policy of strict "influx control" through

rigid pass laws together with a system of labour bureaux, removed the large

reserfie army of unempioyed African workers from the cities ané dumpeé them in

the ruhl reserves. This enabled the state to con rel and channel the flow of
\

elabeur to all sectors of capitalist profiuction, and in particular selved the
A

acute labour crisis which confronted capitalist farmers. The system of joh

reservation ané destruction of African working class organisations protecteé

the niche of privilege of white labour. Venous segregationist measures

enchanced the position of the Afrikaner petty bourgeoisie and removed the threat

of diSPlasement by a black petty bourgeoisie. The Group Areas Actfdrove small

Inflian traders out of the cities enabling Afrikaner commerce to take their

place. Governement and local authority accounts were switched to Afrikaner

finance companies, which facilitated their extraordinag§‘rapié growth. Govern—

ment contractswere awarded to Afrikaner firms. Afrikaner businessmen were apv

pointed to vital positions on numerous state economic boards ané to senior

management positions in State industries. In short, various forms of state

support to Afrikaner capitals ensured their integration on favcurable terms

into the emerging relations of monopoly capitalism. In many wayS, this class

force was the major beneficiary of NP rule. In 1948 there existed hardly any

Afrikaner business undertakings worth talking about. Today, SANLAM is the

second biggest conglomerate in the ceuntry, and two other Afrikaner monopogt

ies, Volkskas .and Rembrandt are amongst the eight non—state conglomerates

which dominate the South African economy (see entries pp 000-000 and 000).

Thus while all sections of the original NP class base'benefitted directly

from NP rule, they did so unevenly. From the early 19508, con€licts began

to develop within the Nationalist Party'between the various class forces from .
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"common concern". In.Matters of "common coneern" a erstem of joint committees

of the three chambers will he set up to "try '5 eehieve consensus” aha take

chemhers disagree, the final deeis

This will consist of 60 members; 25 pewsorell
‘20 by the white legislature, 10 by the colourea anfi E h? the seier ch*tbere.

The dictatorial powers to be assigned to the executive president are intended

to ensure firstly that the legislative chambers for coloureds and Asians do not
. . w the: PWMM . . .become effective vehicleezof pOpular demands gor the thwarting of "executive"

measures; and secondly, that the various petty bourgeois class forces still

'1represented in the Nationalist Party (or in other D““tieS i; the white legis-
' urt. CW“ . . .4. . .lathue oaardn net use their parliamentary peeitlon to block the “reforms”

envisaged under the "Total Strategy". £5 a final reserve the executive presi—

dent will have the power to iiSSolve the legislature.

These proposals clearly imply a change in the role of political parties in

state structures, but not the end of the party system as a.means of organi8*t—

ion of the ruling class and its allies. The executive president anfi canéidates

for the presidency will still need some f0 m,of political organization behind

them, and the legislatures will still be organized en party lines. HOwever,

the implementation of the "consociational democracy" will clearly limit the

effectiveness of parties in the minority legislative chambers for the Coloured

and Asian.populations. It prdbably also implies a more authoritariah fit“?

inwnfl tyam of organization of the largest pazty“%in the white chamber, which

would in effect be a tool of the presidency.
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massive 1n1lo1n of fo:-1gt cenital then had fled the country dtrin; the

Sharpeville crisis. This repression we“ decisive in holding Efrican wages

’ to minimal levels anfi created the oonéitions for the Lpartheid eeonox-1e

"'OCm" which lasted frem the early 19603 to early 190‘3 (see pp 009—03}.

'9". ' ?,r , 1"- . h e 1 1" !§ 0 ,, {4"- ‘EF' ( '. 1*" F.?s v ‘1 .L .7 ‘_ "1‘hur1ng the1 yehrs, the oonzliets wlfifllh_h1rlhdn63 nationa11sm oursu v C1ent1(1
‘

into the open in

 

o

(enlighteneé)send ve-kret1te(reaotienary) nationalists. Eost significant in!

these struggle was the emerging Open cooperation between Shfilfifi and Rembrandt

on one hanfl, with the non—Afrikaner financial, mining and infiustrial monop—

olies on the other.

HQ
1963, a SAHICE subsid1aTV‘W1s viruaally given control ochajor mining

house, General Eining, by Anglo American. This move prevekeé deep division.m&&

within the Nationalist Party, leading one nationalist newSpaper to argue that

"it woulé be tragic to the future existence of Afrikenerdom, and eventna l: the

whole white eivil'sation, if the {Afrizaner} capitalistic and pohtim1powe-a

should Split". To still these criticisms, the ShHléE subsidiary donateu

R 10.000 to the NP.

In the early 1960s, within the NP itself the forces of petty bourgeois Afrikaner

nationalism coalesced around the Prime Minister and Transvaal leade; Dr. H.F.

Verwoerd. The Cape NP was téyeated within the NP as an opposition force.

verwoerd was able to mobilise against Cape Afrikaner finance all the other

class forces in the Nationalist alliance, This was aoheived lagely through

Khithe Afrikaner Bréfierbond .and by centraysing power in both party anAgovernment

into Verwoerd’s two functions as National Leader of the NP and Prime Minister

reSpeotivelys This was unprecedented in the history of the NP — which was

now transformed into a simple vehicle of support for the government. During

the years 1960—66, the intense conflicts within the nationalist class alliance

‘were disPIaced from the party itself, to all other organs of Afrikaner nation—

alism, whicht%g: a fierce struggle for dominance between verligtes and

verkramptes.

’The assaSination of Verwoerd in September 1966 brought these conflicts into

the open and back into the NP itself. The new leader, John Vorster, tried

to play a Bonapartist role within the party by standing above the squabbling
factions and relying for his major'personal basis of support on the security

afparatus generally, and in.particular, the notorious Bureau of State Security ~
7
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‘hraneh and more particularly the Cabinet became the dominant

apparatuses 01 government whilst, from the early 19605 Security

Services and the pnljce received.%ven%ore discretionary powers.

The pre 1976 Apartheid State can thus he described essentially

and authoritarian police state,

Develepments after 1976: The rise of the military

As indicated pp 000-00, the late 19708 and the 19805 have begn

a period of acute crisis for the apartheid system and its state

form. In response t0 to growing mass Challenge a new alliance

of monopoly capital and the military has now become the domin—

ant force in the ruling Class and the stateo Important changes

in state political structures have resulted — most importantly,

[the growing militarisation of the stateo

‘The pursuit of the "Total Strategy" following the election of

P.W. Botha as Prime Minister in September 1978 (see p 000-00)

has propelled the military into a significant role within the

executive branch, formulating not just military policy in the

narrow sense but the overall strategy of the State. The specific

mechanism of this growing military influence within the executive

has been the State Security Council (SSO). Originally set up

in 1972 as an advisory body, under Botha's premiership the SSC

has become the major decision making body in the State with a

network of links embracing all government departments (see entry

on the Military p 000—00).

However, the perceived need for the ruling class to seek "black

middle class" allies; together with its evident failure to win

widespread support for the Total Strategy among the NP'S trad-

itional white petty bourgeois and wage earning mass base

(see pp 000—00), has prompted the regime to seek more far

reaching institutional changes.

In 1980 the Senate was abolished and replaced-by a State Pres—
\,

ident's Council, confisting ef white, .so—called coloured and

Asian appointees, an~6eauary~iat7—&98&. Its brief was to forg»



Cabinet was responsibieibr the administration 01‘ State. Depar1~

ments and introduced new legislation. During the Segregation

period as distinct from that of Apartheid after 1948, the Cab—

inet was generally subjected to a degree of real control and

scrutiny by parliament. At the provincial level, the Provinejal

Administrater appointed by the central government, himself ap-

pointed an Executive Committee which reflected the balance of

the parties in the Provincial CQuncil.

‘The judicial branch consisting of judges an&magistrates was ap—

pointed by the Governor General on advice from the legal profes-

sion and was Constitutionally 5 independent of the legislature.

Developments 1948—1976:

 

The Coming to power of the Nationalist Party regime in 1948 in

the wake of the crisis of Segregation and the subsequent trans-

ition from Segregation t0 Apartheid (see p 000-00) brought abgput

a number of changes in State f0rms.Apart from the establishment

of a Republic outside the British Commonwealth in 1961 - which

brought about few substantive changes in the state formapawiamde

from substituting a figurehead President for the Governor General

there were two major developments.

Firstly all categories of blacks were removed from access to the

representative institutions of the central State. Persons of

Asian origin had been removed from the common voters roll in

Natal by the previous United Party Government in 1945, which

provided instead for separate representation by four (white) j

Senators- Asians lostxthis 'right' as well in 1948. A Olong/

complex constitutional struggle from'1951 to 1956 removed so—cagf

led Coloureds in the Cape from the common voters r011. Initially

they were égiven the right to elect four (white) representatives

to parliament and two to the Cape Provincial Council. However,

in 1968 the Separate Representation of Voters Amendment Act

removed this 'right" as well.“ Finally under the 1959 Promotion

of Bantu Self Government Act, the three MPs elected by African



2:322: IEPUBLIC P.IRTY (NR3)

Parfliamentary opposition party formed out of a merger of the rump of the old
UP (scePetW) . . . . T .

United Party and the m1n1scule Democratic Party in 1977. The hRP won the e1-

‘

legianoe of twentgr hree of the former U? HPS {the largest grouiinz). y.Vau“

Raw and Radclyffe Cadman became i,S eaders afte- the UP leeFer, d3 Villierg

Graaff and Democratic Party leader (and former'fiationelist Interior Kinister;

Theg Gerdener, surprisingly withdrew frem the leadership deepite being the

MQWLQ féfices in the group's original oonstitutibnr The partgr Sup;)orts thg

traditional UP policy of a "Federal South Africafi unéer "White leadership".

In the 1977 elections it retained only 10 seats in parliament (representing a

loss of 13). It held onto eight of these in t11e 1981 elections.

The HR? however, retains control of the hatel Provincia Council ( the only

Provincial Council not oontrolleé by the NP). Ir1982 the NP? rejected the

ptoposals of the Buthelezi Commission 40: "consociational power 83m11n25" betwe—

en the Kwazulu bantustan and the "white" hetal provincial administration {see

p 000). The NH? argueé that the proposals did 110t offer cast iron guarantees t0

whites — desPite the fact that they allowed for a.minority veto. This NRP

position led to intense conflict with the PF? in.hatal, which favours the prop—

osals and has sought to promote them in a Series of joint meetings with Inkhtha

The NH? has CéfitiouSly enflorsed the Bethe regime’s prop08als for a ”hew const-

itutional disPensation", but sees these as the first step in a continuing process

which will eventually include Africans in a Whiteéled federal system.

u.
Current leader : Vause Raw.



OTflEfi FAR RIGHT POLITICAL ORGANIZATIONS

The current polarisation of class forces "traditlonally" organized

by Afrikaner Nationalism since 1948, reflected in the growing sup-

port for tathe herstigte Nasionale Pacty and the formation 0? the
 

Conservative Party in March 1982, also produced a proliferation of

smaller far—right political organizatlens,particularly in the per-

iod 1978-1982. '

The most important of these inclufie:

The National Conservative Party (NCP). Formed in 1979 by Dr. C.P

Mulder,.the Iormer leader of the Transvaal Nationalist Party,

_[ Minister of Plural Relations and Inigfimation and candidate (aganst

P.W.B0tth for the premiership. Mulder was 10r0ed to resign after

being implicated in the "information scandal". In many respects

the-NCP functioned as a personal veniCLB of Mulder in his campaign

to "clear his name" and take revenge on Botha. But together with

the Berstigte Nasionale Party (see entry p 000) it was also a mouth-

Xem‘ppiece for reactionary petty bourgeois. The NCPs programme promised

to resist constitutional proposals which might "undermine the sov-

ereignty" of the whlte parliament and criticised the "trend towards

concession—making“ in the domestlc and foreign policies. The party

Opposed the legislation arising from the Wiehahn Commissinn Report

(see p.000), and rejected any moves to grant more land to Bantua—

tans under "consolidafibn" proposals. In the 1981welfictions the NCP

put up 9 candidates who polled 19. 000 votes (1, szglof the total)

but failed to win a singie seat. Mulder was later, hOWBVeI, elec-

ted as a Councillor on the Randburg municipality, where one of his

first actions was to call Ior the segregation of a loca1 public Q

taflét. 0n the formation of the Conservative Party in 1982,,Mu1der

was elected as a member or its execut1ve and subsequently announced

the dissolution of the NCP. It is believed that he has ambitions

to replace Treurnicht as Conservative Party leader,9aqg==njzz:fb

psaeeaeeiz

AK31e E1e Toekoms (Act1un Own Future). Group Iormed by d1931dent

Broederbond members early in 1981. A small number of candidates

contested the April 1981 electiohs as independents but under the

 

Action Own Future slogan. They received only a small number OI votes.
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"WHITE POLITICS" 1910-1982 MAJOR PARTIES

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Governing Parties , OppoQLion Parties

1910 South African Party UnionisL Party South African Labour Party’

1eade1 L. BoLha and, after auLhanic party of party of white labour.Dom1naLed
1919, J. smuLs.Rep1eLenLedg mining (imperialist) ‘j 1 rm the outset by reformist, rava111ance 01 m1u1no capital capital. Merged wiLh c1sL leadership but also inc]uding“fifi2§and "m01e p1usperous" eap- SAP in 1920. until first‘Hbrhanr.¥o¥Oia$éefla~
1La1isL d“1]LU]LUle also nice. The latter broke away during

1 1ep1esenL¢d§ commeleial the war L0 form International SOIF Lap11d1 and 1n01p1ent 1nd— cialist League which become. SA1; dustrial bourgeoisie _1n1£: Communist Party in 1921.
 

5‘ Lially). K\\fifl;~ . Leader F.H.P.Cresswell.,1J 1 g

1914 3&9 BnéohéuLgfifi--~‘~fl““‘§§ Formation of National Party January
1914. Leader J.B.M. Herzog former
SAP cabinet minister. Represented
smaller white landowners threatened
by the ongoing process of transit-
ion to capitalism in South African
agriculture. Also supported the
aspirations of incipient industrial
bourgeoisie 1.e. becameg party of
national capital. Called for p011-
eies of industrial protection and
subsidisation for national capital—
iSL interests against the "free
trade policies" favoured by imper-
ialist capitalist interests and im-
plemented by SAP government.
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(3038 - see entry'p ooo). Yet Vorster could net remain neutral the RP unierwezi
. ’ \

ts most serious Splits since the 19405. He and other leafiing "oentrieta"'eveg’
J

-

tually alliefl themselves with the verliates in the struggle against verhramrtee.

By 1969 the conflict led to a formal Split. Four verhramgte EPS lea by foraar

Cabinet Einieter aha senior Broederhond r, Dr. Albert Hertzog, were expelled
 

from the NF. They formed an ultra—right wing Heretiate (reconstitutei E? based

on "the true Afrikaner nationalism of Strijdom and Verwoerd" (See entry p OCe;.

. . ‘ o - a; o . o . OF —.I g

The immediate lssue provoklng the Split was\moé1floatlon ta Sports poilcy to

allow visiting international teams to include black players. However, the

verligtejverkrampte conflict was essentially a classébased struggle between
 

those who wished to preserve the nationalist alliance of 1948 as a class alliag-

oe dominated.by the interests of small farmers and the petty bourgeoisie

(verkramptes) against those who realised that in 20 years in power, the social‘

basis of Afrikaner nationalism hafi.shifted profounfily, and who sought to trans-

form its ideology and politics to suit the changing class composition of the

-volk. ,The verligte phenomenon was a reaponse to the emergence particularly in

the 19608 of'a class of aggressive, self confident Afrikaner capitalists, whose

interests now went beyong those of the narrow class alliance out of which they

had emerged. Significantly, these struggles no longer primarily took the form

of regionalist conflicts. By the late 19608, the verligte influence was no log:

ger oonfinefi to the Cape, but was emerging as a strong element in the Transvaal

as well. Just as had oocurreé in the Cape a decade earlier, Transvaai busines-

smen were no longer totally economically dependent on an alliance of all classes

of Afrikaans—epeakers, and were beginning to puSh, even within the Broeéerboné,

for new economic ana political policies.

iii)_ 1973-present

The third phase of NP rule, from 1973 onwards, can be characterised as a period

of rising'mass, and particularly'working class struggles in the oontexte of

conomic crisis. The interaction.between the two gave rise to the removal of

Vorster as Prime Minister in September 1978, the adoPtion of the "Total Strategy”

(see p 000), and the reopening of Severe conflicts within the party, which had

remained largely dormant 1969-74.
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ernment, fearing that these would alternatively hamper the development of men—

epoly capitalism or provoke an uncontrollehle "black uprising”. During the

early 13,08, id fact, some United Party members associated with the paraumilitary

tu&53& elitra parliementary pressure group known as the "Torch Commanfic”(see é-e-
rm \ .. . . .. a ._ , . . . . , ., - .

p Uuuro AS 1t oecame clear that the rationalist regime constitutee no threat

to monopoly capitelism, but was on the contrary guaranteeing the cheap labour

1r 9*." v- ' . » h J, " "‘ _ ‘- V ‘ - q - ..‘sgstem on whlch the r pea deveiopment of monop01y capitallsm dependeu, the 5P5

u ' : n ‘ - r a * - -* *opp081tton" became lucrea31ngly mutefl. efter the 1953 elections, 1n particu;ar,
. :9 mcveesm . a . ,. .
1t '0 T assoc1atee 1tse1f aeeeatéy'w1th the repre851ve measures being

introduced by the Nationalist regime — supporting, for example, the banning of

the LES and P33 enfi the introduction of detention without trial. Indistinguish~

 

 

became
able from the Satlonallets over many reg; lssues the UP\2gr¥e:f:331:‘C:;e:t 1:72,1 euzpt|fi70

q

a,politioel irrevelahey. Lt evet* electieh since 194§zhaoase the proportion of

1
0

seats held by it declined as the :01 owing table shows:

?”qu 4 T'. J'- .‘ Jr ‘ ’ D cu q . r . n ¢.-L ’ P1 nSewie 11: ulSuTlDUUth o; Perilementezy Seabs 1p4e—Zé
J

§;_ & §;§, Others

1948 election 79 (52,65 65 (3,33%) .6 (4,133) (Labour pm?)
1953 election 88 (58,753) 61 (40,731) 1 (0,573) n n

1958 election 97 (64,6?) 53‘(35,4fi3 _

1961. election 99 (66,0;3) 49 (32,630 2 (1,4573) (Progressive‘flPqNational
Union!

1966 election 120 (75 9%) 39 (24,453) 1 (0,63%) Prsb'vessmwgb «s
1970 election 112 (70 75) 47 (294% 1 (0,311,) n n 1,

1974 election 123 (76,4%) 41 (25,4%) 7 (4,2fl) n V ‘t

The Split in the UP in 1977 is discussed,—aaéea—tha_92aegyeesive“Fe&e§e&—Faatx

eafigg'p 000. The result was the strengthening of the PF? which became the of-

ficial opposition and the fonmation of two smaller oppositionn parties — the

South African Party which later dissolved itself into the Nationalist Party and

the New Republic Party.

The UPE leader from 1956 to 1977 Was Sir fie Villiers Graaff.

4? See, Chow: (>000 .TWS \«cJowv Fun! {—3}: Hottobe co “Rani with M‘Comured'
Lmbovw Vungovmfid {n nee SEQ» \o coo,
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Lietz-nroposeiz 1C? a new 6 LSuluublCLwl QlSpshfiutleh . 1n eeecreanee 1111

;*~ x" ', ' r a 1, 0 1' w v ‘ .~* --, ‘» 2‘ 1 1,?
the naeio premisee o; the :oval otrategg th1s woule 31v: the enneerance ,.

inautraratine a System of "pewer sharing” with oertuain categories of the egere:

I
J

4,- -,: 1;“ 9." , fl ' -‘1 ' - ,."'.: {'1‘ ' ‘. .4 r a
the “alius C21 tile preSent 11111115 gil...‘."7’in:. 1.9115 l’lEfiW {1137;18nevb1011 Wag “136'

an

The President’s Council propoose18 were presented in hay‘1982 and approved 1h
‘

a somewhat amended fwuform by the Cabinet and Nationalist Party caucus (purgee

of its far right by the engineered Split leading to the formation of the Cons—

ervative Party — see pp 600‘. Through skillful manoevring the Botha faction

ensured their endorsement first bye*federal congress of the l?ationalist Party

(the first in over 40 yearS) and then by each of the four provincial congresses.
. ud'htfrsen

, :; ,1vse”;~iegislationzto parlia-'" ' '3 * nnncifig‘noa p.

VIV w

 

'-ment in 1 83 and, acoordi cto the enviS~,e& timetable fluekament‘the new
? ...

mu b:1MPbm€nkd
"diSpensatio‘n'Zin 1984

Unfier the new system certain changes will be mafie in the legislature so aS to

incorporate "representatives" of the Coloured and zhsian population groups in

what the official ideology describes as "consooiational democratic strutures".

More Specifically, there are to be three separate legislative chambers - one for

whites, one for Coloureds and one for Asians — which would relate to one another

through series of joint committees. Africans will not be included.. They are

to exercise their "political rights" in the Bantustans whilst municipal struc—

tureslslightly increasfi% "powerS" will be set up in large "olaok" urban areas,

such as Soweto.

At the same time, however, the executive will be given even greatex'powers than

at present and be freed from virtually any obligation or accountability to the

"representative" institutions of the "consooiational demonoracy". Under the

new system South Africa will have an executive president elected indirectly by

an electoral college consisting of 50 members chosen by the largest party in

the "white" legiskfiive chamber, and 25 and 13 reSPeotively'by the "coloured"

and "Asian" chambers.
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-Cless force was the "real" representative of the

they éevelopeé into a Struggle between on the one hena the petty bourgecieie

of the Transvaal and Orange Free State, also organised into the fireederbohh,

"\ ~ *R a ‘ "- . r-fi r1 . ‘ r‘ . . . Q ’1“? ii"... r- '4’? ‘ r» 7. ' 4'". n . fit I‘“he on the other bfle iinanCiai CapitaiiSte in uthhh she Remorahet in ”he hep».

r . CL- rs,‘ . '- ‘b ‘ - r». . " 1 0* rs ‘L » tr “' :. -P-L. t’fj .C‘J‘These conflicts wise arose out oi the Chehgihg CJaTaQLEI o; the Lauiehuiiut

profits of Afrikaner capitalist fezmere as their'mejor source of finance.

Thus particularly in and through the Cape RP, Afrikaner capital began to adv—

ocate independent policies. By 1960, the Cape NP was seen as "the official

opposition" within the Nationalist Party. The cless—basea‘conflicts in the

{
0NF thus appeared as "regionalist" Struggles between the Cape and Transvaal E?

'11) 1960-1273

5 ‘7“
1960, the year of the Sharpevilie massacre merzed a new phase of x; rule.

Faced with mounting mass reeitence to hpartheid, the regime enow led hy Dr. 3.?

Verwoerd, launched a twoepronged strategy. Firstly, under the supervision of

Justice Qfiflvfi Hinister John Vorster it greatly intensified repression. In

April 1960 the African.National Congress and Pan.Africanist Congress were

proscribed. Detention Without trial Was intro&uced, torture of pgisoners

becamexfiairiy standard practice and heavy'prision sentences, and a number of

death sentenees were handed out to organisers of political opposition to the

regims'fio

At the same time, the "political solution" of the Bantustan.programme was

introduced. This took national Oppression aha diSpossession to the logical

conclusion by decreeing that the African majority of South Africa’s population

were not SputhAfricans, but rather citizens of one of ten "ethnic homelands"

(see entry p 000).

By 1964, the mass political struggles of the 19508 and early 19608 had effec—

tively been defeated. various rural revolts had been brutally suppressed, the

independent unions organised in the South African Congress of Trade Unions

"bled white" through repression,xand the undergrc ad network of the liberation

movement effectively destroyed. Through its repressive measures, the regime

had managed to "stabilise" the political situation and attract back even.more



1.3351“

:3 PROGRESSIW—I:11.1 P1111 (PF?) (3)

 
 

Currently the major ”opposi+ion" party within South Africa’s wnites—oh13 "I
1

parliament. The Progress1ve—Eederal Party (PEP) represents liberal monom13§

capita118m. It efivocates a "netion11 convention‘ef all except "those groups

advocating violence" to write a new constitution. Its programxe calls for

universa1'§&u1t franchisi "in a Systen’bf "oheo1te and balances" in which a
’ W

10-6 minority of 1Wé100u12 veto legislation. 111e PF? 18 led, by Dr. Frederick

wen Zyl Slahhert.
[ A  
The origins of the PF? go back to 1959 when 12 United Party MP8 broke away over

the UP’S inoreaSing abandonment of earlier commitments - in this case over lend

for Africans. Leé'hy Dr. Jan Steytler they formed themselves into the Progres—

sive Party CPrqgs") on a "non—racial" programme which would enfranchise those

South Africans who possessed both property and a minimum of 10 years schooling.

The party argued that the mass national liberation str'g He led by the 3H0

ooulé best he defuseé through state policy to encourage the fievelopment of e

b1ack.middle class zcommitted to "free interprise". It adv sated reSPeot for 1

certain bourgeois democratic rights undermined by the Nationalist regime.

In the period 1961—74, the Progressive Party remained a small party drawing

card:
it never won.more th f the votes cast. Throughout this perioé it had

support from a.minorit liberal, wealthy‘whites. In three general elections

112:
only one MP - Helen Suzman, who represented the wealthiest constituency in

the country. The party was kept going by large donations from Harry Oppenheimer,

Chaiman of the Anglo American Corporation ‘(see p 000), and was in feet widely

seen as his personal political creation.

The intensification of mass struggles against the .(regime in the early 19708

finally Shattered the confidence of non—Afrikaner .monopoly Capital in the

hitherto major parliamentary opposition, the United Party (UP)- see entry p 000),

-and was.the key factor in the transformation of the Progressive Paxty'into a

viable parliamentary party.

In the 1974 General Elections the Progressive Party increased its parliamentary

4. repesentation from 1 to 73‘2§1owingcrisis provoked a Split between the more

conservative and "reformist" wings of the'United Party, and the ousting from



wra . . q - c -~; ~/ '~ , ' ' 'I‘ ‘ ‘ n.5h“".',..wr~n;1le welcomlrg tne 1n31u81en of eciourea/anu helens 1n polltloai lEDuluthUflh,

-x '1

the PF? rejecteh the undemocratic ”coneept of an Executive President" ane

‘ 'ttooked the exclusion of éfrioansfrom the institutional arrangementsreeem—

mended by the Council. In reply, PF? leader sSlabbert held a series of public

meeting with the Chief'hinister of the Kwazulu Bentusten Gatsha ‘thelezi, i:

which they recommended the findings of the So—called Buthelezi Commission as

’1

. . h -. , ' n\
5N1? a heels 101‘ progress towards "peaceful Change" (See p 00w.‘4F.

..
)

6

o

In short, while the HP is oommitteé to maintain the rule of capital ané racial

privileges for all whites through ever increasing repression.an& the balk-

anisation of South Africa, the PF? stanfis in the tradition of monopoly capital

in Europe of controlling mass struggles through incorporation. This is clear

in its "social democratic" (Sic) economic programme which has been described

as reconciling "the two poles of capitalism and socialism”.

However, this liberal and "refonmist" rhetoric should not conceal the fact that

'the PF? favoure the retention of all the essential Structures and institutions

of capitaliét exploitation in South Africa. It remains totally opposed to one
P‘“mfi . . . . .
man one vote, anfi supports the Bethe regime’s aggre381on against neighbouring

states. Its ffih£;§%ESpokesman, Harry Sohwarz, in fact advocates even more

drastic action against "states harbouring terrorists". Shoe the formation of

the Progressive Party in 1959, it has been a party of monopoly capital. Deepite

its recent acquisition of some support amongst the white urban pett§'bourg-

eoisie, the party remains essentially a representative of monopoly interests.

Its programme represents in effect, the maximum demands of monopoly capital in

South Africa : and the furthest monopoly capital is prepared to go in conceding

the demands of the masses.

Its li%s with the most powerful monopoly in South Africa, the Anglo Amerioal\

Corporation, are particularly close. Former Anglo Chairman, Harry Oppenheimer

remains the most importa n source of financial support for the PEP. E18

exeeon in law and chairman of numerous Anglo subsidiaries Gordon Wadéell, was

,a “Frog“ MP (whose campaign was managed by Tony Bloom, the Managing Director of

South Africa’s second largest food conglomerate, Premier'Milling). Another key

Anglo Director, Dr. Zao de Beer was one of the original 12 Progressive {MPs

in 1959, and was re—eleoted as a Pfojm’ in 1977 (but has recently resifgned to

concentrate on.business). However,‘both Weddell and de Beer remain in crucial

positions on the PF? Federal Executive. Other PF? MP8 (e.g. Alex Borraine)
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. cavseev’
‘ "Pact" Go¢ernment

in the wake of general strike

and Rand Revolt of 1922. Pact
implemented policies of prot—
ection did subsidisation which
benefit Capitalist agriculture
and industrial capital. Also
implementéda number of "prot-
ective measures" (job colour
bars) to benefit white lebouro
Introduced the so-called "Civ-
ilised labour" policy.F&qu5

Pitme, Mmemv, \—
\~

United National South African Party'
 

 

(United Party) formed through a
"fusion" of National Party and

South African Party in the wake of
the Great Depression and gold
standard crisis. Represented a 00-
wing together of major bourgeois
interests. Still pursued policies
of protection and subsidisetion
but more consessions were made to

demands of mining capital.“&4103

Puma, Mmus+ev.

South African Party
 

“:9 Gesuiwerde Nasionale Party
 

formed 1934. Leader DOF.

Malan. Represented an alli-
ance of white petty bourg-
geois and Qape capitalist
agricultural interests dis-
satisfied with the "compr—
omise" of fusion.

Dominion Party

Natal sugar interests pro-
imperialist, did not sup—

‘ port "fusion" and broke
with SAPo            

Lost 1924 elections to NR/LP "Pact".
In opposition under Smutso

W
SA Labour Party,/
 

(Purified Nationalist Party) consisting of the bulk
of the Labour Party who

broke away from gamer-
ning alliance with form
ation of "fusion". Leafier
W.Madeley.
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f3-3th of he political parties puts out rmgrwmatlc and propa

1 ‘ _ . . . docummhg , s

numemus to 115*: here. 1’; sketchy Yustor1cal/ovem1ew up to 1960 15 contame:

in Kritger DOW. South African Parties and Policies 1910-1960, Cape @0111, T121: 7:
r- , , ~ _ n {cum ' '

5:1; P:;:.=:s~er¢, 1;:{1 . TEA, arrual Sun'eve 1,)13.!:11-1S%’»_e-; 1: South Afr1can Instltute

 

     

of Race Relations also give inform tion on the major programmatic: 3115: internal

fievelopments each year.» The Sout'r. African press is 13% an invaluable source

on white political partiesc rJi'he political a:li’mflfigi': of each 1f the major 0805-”

papers is indicated :31". "1:123 effigy ;:000-000.

10 See’fieneralM «1:11:30: .

Baviee B, Kayla; 1), 1.101331%: 11;}. ("I.ieara D "Class Struggle and the Periodisation

of the State in South Africa" , Review of African Political Econog'g,

7, 19760

Kaplan Do "The South African State: The Origins of a Racially Exclusive
Democracy ", Insurgent Sociologiit X, 21980.,

15058 G. _"Totzl u.e,W01k in Progress 11, 1980

O'Meara Do "Muldergate and thePolitics of Affikaner Nationqlism ", W011: in

Progress 22, 19820

A PaharAA " Rtiutnumum smnmmm
Se_____c__haba ,April 1983.

33.111 Jo and 0011: So The Crisis in South Africa, New York, Monthly Review Press,

1981::

South African Institute Of "Race Relations” 'H'andb'ook’on' Race Relations in South

frica, Cape Town, Oxford Universitny-ess, 1949.

South African Institute of Race Relations Laws AffectingRape Relations in

. South Africa (to the end of 1976), Johannesburg, SAIRR, 19189

2° See"§~eneral“.o~booe .

Adam H and Giliomee Ho Ethnlc Power Mobilised, New Haven, Yale University

Press, 1979‘,

0' Meara Do “op cit.

O'Meara Do Volkskapitalisme: Class 1 Capital and Ideology in the Development

of Armaner Nationaflism 1934-1948, Cambridge, Cambridge Uhiversity

Press,1983o - _

Schoeman BAMO Van Malan tot-Verwoerd , Cape Town, Human and Boussseau, 19730

Schoeman BoMo Vorster se 1000 Dae, Cape Town, Human and Rousseau, 1974.

3o See“fi=enerel" Above

Heckle,(13¢ "The Ecozhmic and Political Context of the Growth of the Progressive

Federal Party in Seuth AfriCa', 1959-1978", Joumal of Southern

African Studies, 7,1, October 1980.

HaCKland Bo "The Prbgressrve Party91960-1980: Class Agents in a Capitalist

Society", paper presented to conference on 'South Africa in

the Comparative Study 9f Class, Race and Nat1ondl1sm'/ New York
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The HM?~ .
:: 3grfi*e&ta¥—a. has importagt differences with ihe Cunservative Peri; §§h¢_ 

Hg). The EN? calls for a returx to Nafiinnalist Party policies a

 

outline& in ifis 1966 Manifesto, white the KP advocates a return to its infier—

pretation of the 1977 HP manifesto. These are not merely sectarian flifferencies

$hsé-éé-éfi oppose; fir "power sharine" with blacks, but acogétsr”
U

certain ”reforms" in the economic ané social Spheres.\ The .Ek‘

 

éhs#==$ favours a return to i111 blooded Verwoeréian Apartheid in all spheres

including for example statutory job reservation, and fully Segregateé facil-

ities. To date the two parfiies have been unable to reach an electoral pact,

thereby‘Splitting the far right vote to the NP’s advantage in a number of Eye—

elecfions. Huwuey nesohwhons bemeenflaem cowhnue .

Important leaders: Jaap Liarais - Party Leader;

Beaumont Sohoeman - Editor of the EN? newspaper,

Die ifrikaner
 

Louis Stofberg

Willie Harais.
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ests were being betrayed h

goverhment’s announced intention to "relax Sports

this would help get white Sportsmen readmitted to

and its "outward lookinr" foreign policy offensive in Africa.

ally the HEP’S e
—‘

petty bourgeoisie and smelter capitalist

arty dominated increasin

.L - . \
€111,151 113 000-00}. 

The HNP’S original programme was a typical petty bourgeois manifesto.

farmers that thei

by Afrikzr
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apartheifl” (when aha wh re

international toyfinements),

Mo re fundameht -

stehlishment reflectefl the growing fears of certain strata,of

“7
Cam.-

1ed for the vijorous im lementation of " ure A artheid" and the assertion ofE P P P

Afrikaner dominance. It demanded restriction of urban residential rights for

blacks, stricter separation of housing and social facilities and reauoed exp—

enéiture on black education, housing and social amenitieS. It also advocateé

that Afrikaans be recognised the sole official language and that citézenship

It furthershould only be conferred on white immigrants fluent in theklanguage.

proposed that the economic growth rate be restricted to a level governed by the

availability of domestic white labour and local capital - So as to protect the

country from being ’oontaminated’by external "money influences".

For many years the HR? remained in the political wilderness challenging the

In thefl

(2.Nationalist Party in hye-eleotions hut failing to win single seat.

1981 elections, however, it benefitted from the growing petty bourgeois revolt

against the "Total Strategy" of Prime Minister Botha (see
, 9 vCEnE .

pp 000-00). It: won 192.000 votes (14,08iyof the total), although 1h.narrow1y

Afailed to win a seat in parliament.

0-3Since the 1981 elections the Empty; visiblyagtpefim in strength with
defections to it from the ranks ofthe Nationalist Party. It has, however,

tended to stand aloof from other far right organisations and from attempts to

forge unity among them. Doha bu. Pcvrnubmn 0P MConscvooJ-NQ Pcwb

Mowck \‘183 , howeoev, LB vauhoe Qosduim qun to weaken Lsee. KP 2W3 P?DDD) ,
u»

'5

CL number of
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members appointed>as well as elected members, from all provinnes,

was set up.

Institutions of South Africa's Racially Exclusive Borugeois

Democracy during the period of Segregation 1910—1948.

South Africa‘s racially exclusive bourgeois democracy was haseé

0n the British 'WestminSter' system‘ This provided for a ‘sep—

aration‘ and degree of autonomy for the legislative, executive

and judicial branches of government. South Africa was part of

the British Cammonwealth — enjoying "Dominion" status as a "Tu;

1y autonomouns and sovereign state" after the 1931 Statute of

Westminister. The British Monarch was the Head of State, repres

ented locally by a Governor-general appointed by the South African

'government.

Broadly.5peaking the legislative branch was dominant throughout

the period of Segregation, although there were some signs of a

parttial undermining towards the end of the 19308. Itsmajor

institutions at the national level were a parliament consisting

of a House of Assembly, directly elected by the overwhelmingly
 

white electorate, and a Senate, elected on a provincial basis

by an electoral college consisting of the Members of the House

of Assembly and Members of the Provincial Council from each

province. Parliament was responsible for the passage of laws.

Through the party system it provided an appropriate forum for

the representation of diverse interests .within the ruling class

and its allies, as well as for the resolution of contradictions.

At the provincial level, Provincial Councils directly elected by

the white electorate had responsibility for formulating ordin—

ances on white education, health, roads, and local government

affairs, whilst local authorities elected by white adult resid-

ents formulated local bye-laws and regulations.

The executive branch consisted, at the nationval level, of the

Cabinet appointed by the leader of the majority party in the

House of Assembly, who himself became Prime Ministero The



®W\Q\5\ou3\ \

C nAPT Eh‘ 3 :

Contents:

POLITICAL ORGANIZATlONS OF THE HULING CLASS.

AND ITS ALLIES

Introductory Essay: State Political Structures

The Nationalist Party

The Progressive Federal Party

Conservative Party

,New Republic Party

Helstigte Nasionale Party

Other Far Right Groups

Uniteé Party

Chart: "White Politics" 1910—1980: Major Pariies

Bibliographical Note.



H

“'1‘;

198: National

 
Party
 

 

\~LN‘~mh

 \b

Soweto uprising,
led to the dis—

solution of UP.
A number of former

'\‘

SAP dissolves it—
self in 1980, and
its leader (Wiley)
joins NP.

UP members of Parl.
iament merge with—
Progressive Reform
Party which becomes
the "official" 0p—
position" under its
new name, PFP.
Leader to 3979

Colin Eglin Leader
after 1979, F.Van

Zyl Slabbert. PFP
can be seen as the
party of "big bus—
iness" which wants
to make more conceg
sions to black petty
bourgeois groups in
order to develop a

black supportive class
for aapitalism. Prep—
ared to some extent

to make these at the
cost of some "white
privileges"O

Conservative Party of South Africa
 

Formed following the expulsion of A6 Nationalist Party
MP8 for their refusal to accept "healthy power sharing".
Is opposeéd t0 the inclusion of "non—whites" in central
politicaI‘étructurrs. However unlike the HNP it does not
favour a retu1n Verwoerd—style Apartheid Appears to have
strong support in rural and petty bourgeois constituencies,
especially in the Transvaal.
Leader: A. P. Treurnicht.
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ma1e voters in the Cape since 1930 were abolished. By :he

19705 all categories of the black populatinn were t0ta11y exclug—

ed irom the representative institutions of the central State.

Africans were supposed to exercise their 'politieal réghte‘

through tribally orientated strutures based on the Bantuetahe

(see p 000-00). (The Natives Representative Council had been

abolished in 1951). Coloureds were supposed to be represented

by the Coloured Representative Council and Asians by the South

African Indian Council.

The other noteworthy trend in the period 1948-1976 was the grow,

ing dominance of the executive over the legislative and judic—

ia1 branches of government, and a corresponding trend towards

greater authoritarianism. The Offensive 0f the Nationalist

Party regime against the living standards and popular organis-

‘ations of the masses, together with the specific forms of state

.intervention to promote the interests of the class forces org—

anised in the NP, are discussed, pp 000—00 above. Both neces-

sitated more authoritarian forms of government. ‘The offensive

against the masses efiquired a "strong State", not overly burd—

ened with legalistic 'safieguards' on human rights. The prom-

otion of specific interests likewise required a certain reduction

in legislative scrutiny and greater diserefionary powefs for the

executive.

The result was a major shift in power towards the executive and

the rise'importance 0f the repressive apparatuses 0f the State

- at this stage particukrly the police and security services

such as BOSS. During the 19405 and 19505 the courts had been

used to some extent by the liberation movement and other pro—

gressives-to thtwartl’various moves by the regime.

By the early 19605 the judicracy was eystematieally subordinated

through a combination of political appointments to the bench Q

and legislation reducing the discretionary powers of judges.

Similarly the legislature was reduced in importance through the

granting of more and more discretionary powers to Ministers and

such manoevres as the blateht "packing of the Senate" in 1956

in order to ensure the passage of the Acts removing coloureds

frtm the common voters r011. As a consequence the executive
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United Party SA Labourkwh3 Dominion
Party

 

Outbreak or World

Wa1'22 alul'wal' time

economic policiee
led to desertion

from UP of its

former capitalist
agricultural
adherents. Became

representative of
alliance of indus—

trial capital and
mining capital.
Hertzog resigned
0n outbreak of war

and Smuts becames

leader and primeWV

Minister.

entered gov-
erning coal- In govern—

ition on out ing coali-
break of wa?. tion at out
Madeley ap— break of ‘
pointed Min— war. Repres
ister of Lab ented bred:
our. _ 0minately

imperialist
oriented
Natal sugar
farmers and
petty bour—

geoisie.

wav'hme COQMTIOA

Herehjgde Nusionale Party—Afrikaner Party
 

coalition won; 1948 election fought in the

face of the heightened struggle by the pop-

ular masses of the war and postwar periodu

Promised a firm and decisive response to
mass struggles as against the ambivalent ‘
and uncertain policies of the UPC Also pro-
mised to implement a number of policies to
favour the particular interests of its const
ituent base - capitalist agriculture, ndn— _
monopoly industrial and financial capital,
white pbtty“buurgeoisie and white labour.

lmplementadpolicies 0f Apartheid — intensified
repression, segregation, job colour bars, in-
flux control etc:., Af..r‘i.kane1‘ Party mergeA with

Hetenigde Nasionale
Party
 

(Reunited National
Party) Becomes gre-
atly strengthened_by
desertion of capital
ist agriculture frofi
UP. During war years
build: up a strong
base among white pet-
ty bourgeoisie and
whitgmkgbour. But
also wen by deep int:
ernal divisions.

United Party,
 

 
Until its dissoulution

in 1977, the UP in 0p-
position grew 3 dily

weaker. Its "raqgvfedeE
ation" policiesxeharac—
terised by an opportu—
nistic attempt to pick

up all grievance votes
against the NP and and
increasing right wing

stanceo Leaders J.Smuts
1948-50;
G.NoStraus$ 1950—56;
Sir de Villiers Graaff

1956-19770

/

Afrikaner Party
 

OFS rural capital.
Very weako Led by
N.C.Havenga, 0n
"Hertzogite"
principals

South African Labour

Party

(disappears from polit—
ical scene in 1958 eleg

tions when it failed

to win any seat in par—.
liament) until then in
electoral alliance with
UP. SALP collapsed when
UP revoked this allian-

ce in 19580



sued: es the amenéments tc the Inéustrial cCchetiihuith

t it argues thathe new constitutional er;h_emfrt“

'3 B the T635311“? 3W9 £1 violet10 Of ““316 197715? cons11311.1(315: 3:33;” ~—

gosels ahfi imply a logic of the greflual abanfionment of racial Separation.
. :I'MMN r _ _ . ‘ "- _‘ ~ .' . . -

mhe Eh? sagfiteiusee COQperation with the hf Oh the grounes that it (the 41?;

is the authentic emu proveé pert’ of the ri5ht wing ”Afrikaher" oppeeitien, age

hat it is net prepareé to "ccept the 7977 proposals, her many of the pet

.‘ .1 , . f ‘ . . “r V

“e eeeth of Dr. Verwoerd in 1906. Deepite inteyh:

3h electoral agreement between the HF? and KP the twc
mum KPconcusk

 

   

 

parties have opposed eah other ir3 a number o--Dv% tions ~ .
dmwm move.dates than b&HNP. Hewzoev mu numbwaifsung:$0594: ems +¢ccpmmne:{‘1? [Hwtbvdk

v- m: 3 betweenm Mo Yowhes confirm:
Mus. 0.meintmto themz‘towous P om «5:3 cm; Pa»

The formation of the KP has increased the drainage of support from the NP, par—

ticularly in the Transvae1.A'l except two of the present 18 K? members of

Pazliament represent Trw maleconstitatenei ,mcstly in the rural areaS. Beth-

fiEhe KP ani the N? are engaged in a.fierce battle for control of all of the

tr"”itionally important institutions of Afrihaner nationalism, eSpecially the

Dutch Reformed Churches the Afrihaner Breederhone (see entries p DOC ané p 000).

reurnicht is a former Broeéerhond chairman. Its present Chairman, Dr. Care]

BOShoff, is all but publieagly identified with the KP.' It is also widely

 

acknowledged that the KP enjoys substantial support. A number of former NP

Cabihfi Ministers, .including the architect 0f the NP Bantustan Policy} 3.0. de

Net Nel, together with the wife and much of the family of former'NRtPrime

Linister Hendrik Verwoerd, have joined EE%;KP' A poll conducted by the author-

itative proéBotha.NP weekly, Raggorttlgndicateed.that 38in“f "Afrikaners" in the

Transvaal support the KP, compared with 4¢§wior the NP. Its support in other

provinces is substantially'weaker.* However, control of the Transvaal is the

key to control of the present South African electoral system. The KP has very

strong support amongst smaller agricultural capitalists, all levels of the

Afrikaans petty'bourgeoisie and white labour. It is possible that in any

future election it could significantly increaSe its parliamentary representation,

ané mafié-iéhuéy disPlace the Progressive Federal Party as the official opposition.

One factor impeding its prosPects of growth is its inability to achievd an

electoral pact with the HE? — which has Split the far right ‘3vote to the benefit

of the N? in a number of bye-elections. Another potential factor is the rum—

oured tussle for the leadership of the KP between its present leader Dr.

Treurnicht, and his predecessor as leader of the Transvaal NP, the considerably

more experienced end—paafiaia&%§-§a§aler, Dr. Connie Mulder.
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wit Komando (White Commande). A terrorist organisation involveé
 

1n bombings and other attacks on verligte hationalists, liberals

and progressives. Some, st ukc membevg ewe MOQ sevvmj PVISDn ?EVMS fin,
SquuHm¢K§

In September 1981 all the above groups agreed to form an al»

liance under the banner "Action Save White South Africa”. A

"unity conference“ was held in Pretoria and was also attended p

by Dr. Albert Hertzog, the fggunder and former leader of the HNP,

A former Surgeon-General of the Defence Force, Lt—General C.R.

Cokroft, who described himself as a "concerned Christian‘ not

affiliated to any of the parties", was appointed spokesman of

the front. However, theiiargest of the far—right parties, the

HNP, stayed aloof arguing that whilst not opposed in principle

to alliances, it would only enter one of its own terms. afla-

T’ . As indicated aboveD

most of the smaller far right groups have now associated with

the Conservative Party.
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‘STATE POLITICAL STRUCTURES (1)
 

Historical Development: 1870—1910
 

The form of state which came into existence in South Africa with

the Fnicn oi the four British colonies in 1910 is perhaps best

described as a racially exclusive bourgeois democracy. The vae

bulk of the black pepulation was excluded from all representat—

ion in and access to state structures. 0n the other hand how-

ever all classes of the white population, and certain limited

categoires of blacks (see below p 000) were incorporated into

representative institutions characteristic of bourgeois demo—

cracy — parliament, political parties etc.

j/UNL'This form of state emerged as the result oilspecific processes

A,

I(o

of class formation and class struggle in which capitalist relat-

ions of production were emablished on a large scale in South

Africa. As indicated in Chapter 1 (pp 000—00), the opening up

cf the diamond and more particularly gold mining industries at

the end of the 19th century iggaugurated a process in which caB~

italist forms of production rapidly developed 11 all sectors and

regions of South Africa. This rapid transition to capitalism

gave rise to new forms of social relations with new contradict-

ions and struggles. In the process political relations and the

form of state were transformed.

Most fundamentally, the development of capitalism transformed

large numbers of the oppressed colonised masses into wage labo-

urers. However as indicated pp 000-00, capital accumulation in

all sectors was critically dependent on the availability of

cheaR labour. Accordingly, the development of capitalism} in

South Africa subjected blacks.to a range of specific highly

coercive measures such as racially discriminatory land laws, the

pass system regulating their mobility, special taxes to drive

them into wage labour, the comgfind system etco All these meas-

ures were explicitly designed to ensure that black peasants


