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A SPECIAL TYPE

â\200\230The Conference endOrses thep05111011 of the Afncan NaIIonaI
Cengress WhICh deCIares that the peopIe of Se11th Af11’Ca I1’ke
those ofNam1b1a and Z1mbabwe,a1e a colemsed peopIe. The
confe1e11â\202¬e further endorses the 19051110111 0f the United Nâ\200\230aIIons
deCIan11g the Pretoria regime 111eg1I1maIe I11 doing; 50,1’I110Ies
W1’Ihsat1sIeIm11 that. the AI11’Can NatmnaI Congress, Ihe Vanguard
moVemejnI spee1head111g the broad aIIiance of the 111d1ge110 11$
peopIe and other oppressed bIaCk peopIe Including Wh1Ie
demoeraIs,1eCCg111’ses the fact that Ihe White populaÂ£1011 1’11 South
Africa has severed ties With theirrespeCI1ve metropoIes that
they recognIse South AI11Ca as their- homeland.
It 15 for that reason that Ihe conference fuIIy endorses and hails
the ANCposition, reï¬\202ected 111 the Freedom Charter Which
’ HeCIares that South Afn’Ca
b91011gs, to all Who I1ve 1’11
II, 1113616 and WhIIe, and
that no gotvemmenI can justly Claim
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token vote they enjoyed in the Cape was
abolished. Insteadâ\200\234 Africans were relegated
to a communal voters roll, through which they
could elect six white representatives and two
White Senators to represent their interests in
the South African parliament. The Native Land
Trust reaffirmed the principles contained in
the 1913 Land Act and placed a ceiling on any
further land acquisition for Africans at 13% Of
the land area of our country.

,

The pattern continues into the 1950â\200\231s and
1960â\200\231s, during which the Coloureds were dis-
enfranchised in 1955. The creation of the
Republic of South Africa in 1961 came with
the abolition of even the white â\200\230Nativeâ\200\231
representatives in the South African
parliament.

,’

’

The linkages, in time, between the increas-
ing juridical independence of iSOuth Africa
and the consolidation of colonial domination
over the black majority is neither accidental
nor fortuitous. White ._ supremacy, white
overlordship, apartheid, ’ Separate develop-
ment â\200\224 orxwhatever other fancy name the
racist’ruling,’circ1es choose to call it -â\200\224- is the
absolute negation of independence and the
principle of national selfâ\200\224determination.

Colonialism is not monolithic. Within the
African c0ntinent and partiCularly in Southern
Africa, we haVe historicallyeXperienced dif-
fering forms of colonial domination, which
though having a multiplicity of forms, shared
one central characteristic â\200\224 the denial of the
African people of their rights of national self-
determination. The guises under which the
colonial regimes implemented this policy are
almost as numerous a there are countries in
the Southern African region.

With respect to Mozambique and Angola,
for example, the Portuguese colonialists
claimed that theirs was not a colonial empire
but rather one national state comprising a
European as well as overseas provinces,
located in Africa and Asia. No one, except the
most abject apologists for Portuguese col-
onialism, was taken in by this legal sophistry.
Africa and the world correctly insisted that
the essence of colonial oppression should not
be covered over with elaborate juridical
alibis.

In the case of Namibia we have yet another
variation on the same theme. Racist South
Africa transformed that country from a trust
territory of the international community into
its own colony. The colonial power was, in
this case, acting not only against the express
demands of the colonised people, but also in
open defiance of world opinion as repre-



sented by the United Nations.

The other instance was that of the former
British colony of Rhodesia. Here the racist
white minority illegally seized power from the

colonial state through UDI, creating the legal
fiction of an â\200\230independent Rhodesiaâ\200\231. This
unilateral action did not in any way change
the essential truth that Rhodesia was a colony
whose people were being deprived of their
legitimate rights of selfâ\200\224determination through
this illegal strategem.

In many respects the creation of the Union
of South Africa in 1910 could be characteris-
ed as UDI, with the consent of the colonial
power. But the fact of this connivance did not
in any way alter the central question, which
is the denial of self determination to the black
majority.

’

â\200\230

The South African Struggle is an, Anti-
Colonialist NatiOnal Liberation Struggle
Flowing from this analysis of the South African
racist state as essentially colonial, the South
African struggle is an antiâ\200\224colonialist national
liberation struggle. It maydiffer in form from
the struggles waged in other African count-
ries, but in its content it has the same objecâ\200\224
tives and is motivated by the same aspirations.
The differing f0rm of the South African anti-
colonial struggle is derivativeof the shared
territory occupied by the Colonised and the
colonizer alike. Consequently, the institu-
tional mechanisms whereby the black majoriâ\200\224
ty is colonially oppressed, are also internal to
the South African body politic, and not
located beyond its borders. This explains
why we centre a large part of our political
programme on the acquisition of political
rights by the black majority.

Careful analysis of the struggle of other col-
onial peoples would, however, shed light on
the essential, rather than the co-incidental,
features of the South African case.

The anti-colonial liberation struggles cen-
tres on the demand for national self-
determination or national sovereignty, which
are embodied in institutions of popular
sovereignty. In most colonial liberation strug-
gles, the means through which this objective
has been achieved is the abolition of the col-
onial state and the transfer of power to a na-
tional government elected by popular sufâ\200\224
frage. The institutionalised modalities by
which national sovereignty is secured are
however not the essence of the struggle.
They are incidental creations which in many
cases have been changed, adapted and even
abolished without in any way jeopardising the
central achievement, namely â\200\224 national
sovereignty.

Similarly, in the case of South Africa, the



focus shall be on the central issue and not on
the incidental. Because the undemocratic colâ\200\224
onial, white minority state occupies the same
territory as the people it dominates, there can
be no question of a hand over of power from

 



 

an externallybased colonial state and its
agents, to an internally located national
government. The struggle of the South
African people has therefore centred on the
abolition of the colonial white state and the
creation in its stead of a democratic state has-
ed on the principle of majority rule.

Because of the speciai circumstances in
South Africa, the constitutional modalities
through which this can be accomplished
" necessarily entail the acquisition ofpoiitieai
â\200\230 rights by the Black majority, that is, the aboIi-
ysiti’on of the monopoly ofpoIitieaI power by the
whites. That monepeiy is effectiveiy; maintain-
. ed with both the Bantustan system and the tri-

raCiaI parliamentary systemÂ».
What needs to be stressed here is that
nationaI seIfâ\200\224determination as in aI-I other
â\200\234national liberaticm struggies, is the decisive
me This is to be secured through the inâ\200\224
â\200\230sâ\200\231titution-al framework of full adult suffrage, full
civil liberties withinia nen-raeial state. Black
â\200\230majority rule is thiis merely the term, through
\ which the oppreSsecI, coienised peoples of
.- South Africa wiIl achieve the content of their
. stmggie for nationai seIf-determinatien.

1

The historieaI experience of the South
African Iiberatien struggle has, at the same
time; shown that the institutiens of national op-
pressien and coloniaiÂ» domination are Iinked
to, anctderivative of, the particaIar economic
arrangements that obtain in our country.

It is a historical fact that the African people
were dispossessed at their land with swords
and fire i11200â\200\231years of wars of conquest. That
on the ashes of the African societies
destroyed in the process, was built athriving
capitalism, based on mining, commerciai
farming and secondary industry, dominated
and controlled by the propertyâ\200\224owning class
drawn from the white minority.

The institutions, laws and practices of apart-
heid are basically extraâ\200\224economic devices
elaborated to secure the processes of capital
accumulation through the maintenance of the
black majority as an easily exploitable source
of cheap labour power. Because of the total
interâ\200\224penetration of racial oppression and
capitalist exploitation, the South African strug-
gle also necessarily has a class dimension.
The national question in South Africa has
been characterised as a land question. This
formulation illustrates and underiines the
historic injustice of dispossession of the peo-
ple of their land. Conquest is the foundation
upon which colonial domination was built. To
redress. this historic injustice requires that, as
part of its immediate programme, the national
liberation movement seize the land from its

present owners and restore it
dispossessed and exploited black tillers.



to the

This is why the ANC has always considered
the two economic Clauses of the Freedom
Cbarter "The People Shall Share in the Coun-
tryâ\200\231 5 Wealth" and â\200\235 The Land Shall be Shared
Among Those Who Work Itâ\200\235 to be the very
core of its revolutionary programme. These
clauses envisage theseizure of economic
assets,presentiy owned and controlled either
by individual capitalists or capitalist com-
panies drawn exeiusiveiy from the white
minority er trans-national cerporatiens.

Iiberatien struggle

The experience at the South African na-
tionaI
thereforea
demonstrates that it is 1mpossibie to separate
these inter-penetratwe asgects of nationaIâ\200\230
liberation struggle.

Because of the foregeing and in spite of the

specific features that set. the South African -
struggle apart from theâ\200\230others in essence, the
struggIe 0f the South African peopIeis inex-
tricably bound up with and art integrai part
of the struggle to Iiberate the African conti-
nent from eeIeniahsm and racism.

From itsvery inception the ANCâ\200\230, its leaders
and its rank-andâ\200\224fiie have conceivedâ\200\230 of the
liberation movement as having eentinentaiâ\200\230
dimensions. Even before the creation of the
O’AU, the Iiherationmovements ef cur centi-
nent, and the ingependent states that emerg-
ed from our common struggIe-, have accepted
as a collective moral ebligation the duty toâ\200\230
suppert and assist, in whatever way possible,
the struggle to liberate the continent from the
Iast vestiges of colonialism partieuIarIy e11-
trenched in- Southern Africa. It is a universaIIy
recognised truth that’the Front Line States and
Lesotho have borne the brunt of Africaâ\200\231s comâ\200\224
mitment to liberation in the region. It was in
order to enhance this solidarity that the con-
cept 0f the Front Line States came into being.
For the past twenty. years, all of us in
Southern Africa have patiently and stubbornly
endured the common sacrifices the cause of
African liberation demanded of us. It was an
option we chose jointly, in the full knowledge
that it would entail grave and even mortal
dangers. We would, however, make bold to
say that despite the high price we have all
been called upon to pay, this was not a
mistake, and it is a decision that does honour
to Africa and its peoples, especially those of
Southern Africa.

Since 1912, we of the ANC have considered
ourselves and the fraternal peoples of Africa,
as partners in a single, glarious enterprise â\200\224
the liberation of our continent from colonial
domination and servitude.

As partners and equals, bound by our commitment to the same objectives,



our unity in the face of our common enemy is essential!

 

Issued by the African National Congress, PO Box 31791, Lusaka, Zambia.

 



parfheid South Africa:
COLONIALISM OF A SPECIAL TYPE

The South African National Liberation Move-
ment, the ANC and its allies, characterise the
South African social formation as a system of
â\200\230internal colonialism or â\200\230Colonialism of a
special typeâ\200\231. What is â\200\230speCialâ\200\231 or different
about the colonial system as it obtainsin South
. Africa is that there is no spatial Separation bet-
ween the colonising power (the white minor-
ity state) and the colonised black people. But
in every respect, the features of Classic col-
Onialism are the hallmark of the relatiOns that
, obtain between the black majority andehiteâ\200\231
minority. The special features ofâ\200\230 South.
Africaâ\200\231s internal colonialism are also corn-
pounded by the factâ\200\230thaâ\200\231t the: white South
African state, parliament and government are
juridically independent of any metropolitan
Country and have a sovereignty legallyvested
, in them by various Acts of the BritiSh govern- 1

ment and stante

These juridical formalities should not be
allowed to Câ\200\231loudâ\200\231the colonial content of the
, white supremacist state. The correctness of
this position is clearly borne out by the
historic evolution of the white South African
state.

The Union of SOuth Africa, which came into
Â«being on Slst May; 1910 by an Act of the
British parliament, laid the basis of the South
African state as we know it. In the run-up to
the creation of the Union, the political
representatives of the African, Coloured and
Indian people, organised into four African
provincial Congresses plus the Native Elecâ\200\224
tors Association, the African Peopleâ\200\231s
Organisation and the Natal Indian Congress,
exerted every legal and constitutional means
to ensure that the constitution of the projected
Union would be non-raCial and enshrine
democracy.

In 1909 Dr Walter Benson Rubusana, later
a co-founder of the ANC, led a deputation of
African and Coloured political leaders to Lon-
don, to have expunged from the proposed
constitution â\200\230the colour bar Clausesâ\200\231 whose inâ\200\224
tent was to exclude the black South Africans
â\200\231 from the body politic. In an interview with the
British press, WP SChreiner, the only white
parliamentarian who associated himself with
our cause, described the proposed union as
â\200\230an act of separation between the minority
and the majority of the people of South
Africaâ\200\231. What was the essence of this â\200\230act of
separation"? The South Africa Act, passed by
the British parliament in the teeth of eloquent
and determined opposition by every quarter

of black opinion in South Africa, was a
political sleight of hand. Its terms vested naâ\200\224
tional sovereignty in a racia11y exclusive South,
African state, independent of the British col-
onial office; with its own officials responsible
to their own parliament.
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â\200\231
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This was,hoWever,mere1y a surface ap- ;

pearance. Beneath and behind this ap- â\200\230
’ pearance of decolonisation, a much more),

significant process was oCcuring. Beca11$e
the South Africa Act also abolished thefranâ\200\224
Chise rights which had until then been en-
joyed by the black electors of the Cape Pro-â\200\230
Vince, and relegated them to the positiono1 ’-
’1
mere voters without the right to sit in parliaâ\200\224
ment. It entrenched the racially exclusiveÂ» ,
constitutions of the other three CCIOnies â\200\224
Orange Free State, Transvaal and Natal â\200\224 â\200\230
_which had never accorded blacks any
politiCal rights.

"

..

The South Africa Act thus institutionalised
and statutorily defined black South Africans
as a subordinate category of persons within
their own country; it was a continuation and
entrenchment of our status as a colonised
people. It is this essential fact that Africa in .
particular must never allow to be hidden? _
behind the apparent juridical independenCe
of South Africa.

..

.

â\200\231

The subsequent evolution of the Union. of
South Africa, up to and including its transforâ\200\230
mation into the Republic, conforms to and
confirms precisely this pattern. Coupled with
and parallel to every phase in the acquisition
of greater local autonomy on the part of the
South African state, the colonial status of the
Black South Africans has been entrenched.
The decisive statutes and measures com-
prising this process are interlinked and inâ\200\224
terlocking franchise and land apportionment
laws. Thus the 1910 Act of Union,â\200\230 establishing
the principle of racism as fundamental to â\200\230
white South African law, was coupled With the
Native Land Act of 1913 which forms the basis
of the blatantly inequitable division .of the terâ\200\224
ritory of our country, placing the stamp of law
on the military conqueSt and dispossession’
of our people.

â\200\235

The South African white supremacist state

acquired greater independence from Britain .
in terms of the statutes of Westminster of 1931.
Five years after this follows the second ma{



jor step confirming our colonial status, the
Hertzog and the Native Land Trustâ\200\230Bills of
1936. In terms of these laws, Africans were
completely disenfranchised and even the

 

 

 


