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"The conference endorses the position of the African National Congress 

which declares that the people of South Africa, like those of Namibia and 

Zimbabwe are a colonised people. The conference further endorses the 

position of the United Nations declaring the Fretoria regime illegitimates 

In doing so, it nofes with cafisfaction that the African National Congress, 

the vanguard movement spearheading the Troad alliance of the indigenous 

people and other oppressed black people, including white democrats, recog- 

nises the fact that the white population in South Africa have severed ties 

with their respective metropoles, that they recognise South Africa as their 

homelande 

Tt is for that reason that the conference fully endorses and hails 

the ANC position, reflected in the Freedom Charter, which declares that 

South Africa belongs to all who live in i%, black and white, and that no 

government can justly claim authority unless it is based on the will of the 

majority of the people.” 

STATTITNT OF LISBON CONFERENCE - 

March, 1977« 

 



  

The South African national liberation movement, the ANC and its 

allies, characterise the South African =ocial formation as a system of 

“internal colonialism® or "colonialism of a special type"s It was in this 

spirit that the 1977 Lisbon Conference endorsed the peosition of the ANC - 

that the people of South Africa are a colonised people. 

What is “special" or different about the colonial system as it 

obtains in South Africa is that there is no spatial separation botween the 

colonising power (white South ifrica) and the colonised people (Black South 

Africa)e But in every respect, the features of classic colonizlism are the 

hallmark of the relations that obtain between the black majority a 

white minority. The special features of South Africe's internal colonial- 

ism are also compounded by the fact that the white South African state, 

parliament and government are juridically independent of any metropolitan 

country and heve s vercignty legally vested in themselves through various 

Acts of the British government and statee 

Tt has been, and continues to be our contention that those legal/ 

juridical formalities should not be allowed to cloud the colonial content 

of the white supremacist state. This contention, we hold, is supported 

and bourne out by the historic evolution of the white Soutl: African statee 

For purposes of clarification, we briefly summarise this evolutione 

The Union of South Africa came into being on 31st May, 1910 by an Act 

of the British parliament. In the run up to the creation of the Union, & 

the political rcpresentatives of the African, Coloured and Inidian people, 

organised into four African provincial Congresses, plus the Hative Electors 
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Association, the African Feople's Organisation and the Natal Indian Congress 

exerted every legal and constitutional means to ensurc that the constitubtion 

of the projected Union would be non~racial and enshrine democracye In 1909 

Dr. Walter Benson Rubusana, later a co—founder of the ANC, led a deputation 

of African and Coloured political lcaders to London, to have expunged from 

the proposed constitution "the colour bar clauses™ whose intcent was to 

exclude the black South Africans from the body politics 

In an interview with the British press, WePs Schreiner, the only 

white parliamentarian who associated himself with our cause, described the 

proposed union as "an act of separation between the minority and the majority 

of the people of South Africa. What was the essence of this "act of 

separation"? The South Africa Act, passed by the British parliament in 

the teeth of cloquent and determined opposition by every quarter of black 

opinion in South Africa, was, in our opinion, & political sleight of hand. 

By its terms it vested netional sovereignty in the South African perlia~ 

ment, created a South African state indcpendent of the British colonial 

office with its own officials responsible to their ownparliamente 

This was however merely a surface appcarance. Beneath and behind 

this appearance of decolonisation, a much more significant process was 

occurings  Becausc the South Africa Act also abolished the franchise 

rights, which had until then been enjoyed by the Black electors ‘of the 

Cape Province and relegated them to the position of mere voters without 

the right to sit in parliamente It cntrenched the racially exclusive 

constitutions of the other threce provinces — Orange Free State, Transvaal 

and Natal which had ncver accorded blacks any political rightse 
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The South Africa Act thus institutionalised and statutorily defined 

black South Africans as a subordinate category of persons within their own 

c&mtry; i;c was a continuation of and entrenchment of our status as a 

colonised peoples It is tiis essential fact that, African states in parti- 

cular, mst nev’er allow to be hidden behind the apparent juridical indepen— 

dence of South Africas 

The svbsequent evolution of the Union of South Africa, up to and 

including its transformation into the Renublic of South Africa, conforms 

to and( confirms pI.'ecisely this pattern. Coupled with, and parallel to, 

every phase in the acquisition of greater local autonomy on the pert of 

the South African state, the colonial status of the black Scuth Africans 

Las been entrencheds The decisive statutes :nd measures compriging this 

process are the interlinked and interlocking franchise and apportionment 

lawse Thuse the 1910 Act of Union, establisbing the principle of racism 

as fundamental to white South African law, was coupled with the Native 

Land Act of 1913 which forms the hasis of the blatantiy inequitable divi- 

sion of the territory of our country, placing the stamp of law on the 

military conquest and dispossession of our peopleew. . 

The South African white supremacist statekacq‘\uired greater indepen— 

dence from Britain in terms of the statutes of Westminster of 1931. Five 

years after this follows the second major step confirming our colonial 

status, the Hertzog and the Native Land Trust Rills of 1935 In terms of 

these laws Africans were completély dis—enfranchised and even the token 

vote we enjoyed in the Cape was abolished, Instead we werc relegated to 

a communal voters roll, through which we could clect 6 white represente~ 

$ives and 2 whitc Senctors to represent our interest in the South African    
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parliamente The Native Land Trust re-affirmed the principles contained in 

" the 1913 Land Act end placed a ceiling on any further land acquisition 

for Africans at 13% of the land area of our country. 

The pattern continues into the 1950s and 1960s 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 “Native™ 

representatives in the South /African parliament . 

The linkages, in time, between the increasing juridical independence 

of South Africa and the consolidation of colonial domination over the 

black majority is neither saccidental nor fortuitous. It confirms what 

has always been our contention, that white supremacy, white overlordship, 

apartheid, separate development - or whatever other fancy name the racist 

ruling circles call it by = is the absolute negation of independence and 

the principle of national self-determinctions 

Tt has never been the contention of either the ANC or the CAU that 

colonialism is monolithic. Within this region we have historically experien= 

ced differing forme of colonial dominetion, which though having a multi=— 

plicity of forms shared one central characteristic — the denial of the 

African pe'éple of their rights of national self-determinatione The guises 

under which the colonial regimes implemented this policy are almost as 

numerous as there are countries in our regione With respect to Mozambique 

and Angola, for example, the Portuguese colonialists claimed that theirs 

was not a colonial but rather one national state comarising a European as 

well as overseas provinces located in Africa and Asiae No one, except the 
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most abject apologists for Portuguese colonialism, was taken in by this 

legal sophistrye Africa and the world, correctly insisted that the essence 

of ¢olonial oppression should not be covered over with elaboratc juridical 

» 
alibise 

In the casc of Namibia we have yet enother variation on the same theme, 

whereby a territory entrusted to a racist South Africa as a League of 

Nations mandate has been transformed into a colonys Indeed, throvghout 

the 1950s the Pretoria regime sought %o convert Namibia into & fifth provin- 

ce of South Africae It virtually achieved this aim by imposing upon ti& 

country its apartheid regime, replete with eleven separate etimic homelandsi 

The other instancc was that of the former British colony of Rhodesia, 

where the racist White minority illegally seized power from the colonial 

state through UDI, creating the legal fiction of 'an independen’- Rhodesia'se 

1 

This unilateral action did not- in anyway-change the essential truth that 

Zimbabwe was a colony whosc people were being deprived of their legitimate 

rights of self-determination through this illegal stratogem. 

In many respects the creation of the Union of South Africa in 1910 

could be characterised as UDI with the consent of the colonial powers But 

it is our contemtion that the fact of this connivance did not in eny way 

alter the central question, which is the denial of sclfedetermination to 

the black majoritye 

Nature of the South African Struggle 

Arising directly from the confusion that has surfaced in relation to 

Soutk African independence, is the question that is being raised in various 
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quarters, reclative to the nature of the ‘outh African liberation struggle. 

A very unfortunate/disturbing feature of this discourse is the juxtaposi- 

tion of the anti-colonial, class and political struggle as mutually exclu— 

sive of each other. 

Flowing from our analysis of the South African racist state as essen— 

tially colonial, we havc historically characterised our struggle as an 

anti=-colonialist national liberation struggle, which though differing from 

those waged -in other countries, in its content has the samc objectives and 

is motivated by the samc aspirations. 

The differing form of the South African anti-colonial struggle is 

derivat.iv‘; of the shared territory occupied by the colonised and colonizer 

alike. Consequently, the institutional mechanisms whereby the black majority 

is colonially oppressed, are also internal to the South African body politic 

and not located beyond its borders, This has, in a sense, caused some con-— 

fusion in the minds of certain parties as to the reasons why we centre a 

large part of our political programme on the acquisition of political 

rights by the black majoritye 

Close examination/caroful analysis of the struggle of other colonial 

peoples, we feel, can however dispcl this confusion and shed light on the 

essential, rather than co-incidental, features of the South African cases 

The anti-colonial liberation struggle centres on the demand for national 

self-determination or netional sovereignty which inheres in institutions of 

popular sovereignty. In practically all colonial liberation struggles, the 
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means through whicl: this objective has been achieved is through the aboli- 

tion of the colonial statc and the transfer of political power to a netional 

government clected by populer suffragce Thc»institu'tio al modalities hy 

which national sovercignty is sccured arc however not the essence of the 

struggle, but incidental creations which in iony cases have been changed, 

adapted and even abolished zfithchut in anyway jeopardizing the central 

achievement — national sovercigntye. 

Similarly, in the cese of our country, we wish to focus on the central 

issue not on the incidentale Becausc the undemocratic — colonial - white 

state occupies the samc territory as the people it dominates, tlerc can bo 

no question of a hand over of power from an externaly besed colonial state 

and its agents to an internally located national governmente The struggle 

of the South African people has thercfore centered rather on the abolition 

of the colonizl whitc statc and the crcation in its £ stead of a 

democratic state béséd on the principle of majority rule. Iccause of the 

special circumstances in South Africa, the constitutional modalities through 

which this can be accomplished nccessarily entail the acquisition of poli- 

tical rights by the black majority, isce abolition of the whites monopoly 

of political powers 'hat we must stross however, is that national sclf- 

determination, hcre as in all other nabtional liberation.struggles is the 

decisive issue = to be securcd through the institutional framework of a 

full adult suffrage, full civil libertics within a non-racial statces Black 

majority rule is thus merely the form through which the oppressed, colonised 

people of South Africa will ackicve on the comtent of their struggle for 

national sclf-dcterminations 
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The historical expericnce of the South African liberation struggle has 

at thc came time, taught us that the institutions of national oppression 

ard colonial domination arc linked to and derivetive of the particular eco- 

nomic arrangements that obtain in our country. 

It is a historical fact that thc African peoplc were dispossessed of 

their land with sword and fire in 200 years of wars of conquests That the 

ashes of the African societies destroyed in the process, was built a 

thriving capitalism, bosed on mining, commercial farming and sccondary 

industry, dominated and controlled by thc property owning class drawn from 

the whitc minoritye. 

The institutions, laws and practices of apartheid, arc basically 

extra~cconomic devices elaborated to sccure the processes of capital accumu— 

lations and render the black majority an easily exploitable source of cheap 

labour powere Because of the total interpenctration of racial oppression 

and cepitalist cxploitation, our strugglc also necessarily has a cless 

dimensione 

In the South African liberstion movement we speak of the national 

question being a land questione This forrmlation illustratcs and under— 

lines the historic injusticc of disposscssion of the peoplc of their lande. 

Conquest is the foundation upon which colonial domination was builte To 

redress this historic injustice requires that, as part of its immediate 

program, the national liberation movement, scize the lend from its present 

owners and restorc it to the dispossessed and cxploited black tillerse This 

‘is why the ANC has always considered the two cconomic clauses of the FREFDOM 

CHARTER — "THE PEOPLE SHALL SHARE IN THE COUNTRY'S WEAITH" and "THE LAND 

SHALL EE SHARED LIONGST THOSE WHO WORK IT". to be the very core of its  
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revolutionary programmes They envisage the seizure of economic assets, 

presently owned and controlled either by individual capitalists or capi- 

talist companies drawn exclusively from the white minority or trans— 

national corporations. 

The experience of our liberation struggle, therefore, demonsirates that 

it is impossible to separate these interpenetrative aspects of national 

liberation struggles To try to do so runs counter to our own rich experien— =] 

ce and, tc owr mind, would be both hermful and potentially dangerouss 

Because of the foregoing and in spite of the specific features that 

set the South African struggle apart from the others in our region and the 

rest of Africa, we would insist that in essence, the struggle of our people 

is inextricably bound up with and an integral part of the struggle to 

liverate the African continent from colonialism and racisnie - 

From its very inception the ANC, its leaders and its rank—and-file 

have conceived of the liberation movement as having continental dimensionse 

Though we do not often say this, we feel it bears repetition that it was 

in the soil of Fouth ifrica, at Bloemfontein in 1912, that the first seed 

of African nationhood was planted witl: @ clarion cell to end all tribal, 

etknic and racial divisions. 

Today, when the frantiers, of African independence reach down to the 

borders of our country, we feel it is ¢ tribute to the vision of the founders 

of our movement, the ANC, that the standard of nztionhood they raised and 

the anthem they adopted, have since been taken up as symbols of struggle 

and national sovereignty in a number of countries of this regione The 
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words and the deeds of *he founders of the ANC ~ blazed a trail which many 

others have successfully followed. We feel that we can justifiably expect 

the unequivocal support of independent African in pursuance of our struggle 

in final victory. 

Even before the creation of the 0AU, the liberation movements of 

this region, and the independent states that emerged from our struggles, 

have accepted as a collective moral obligation the duty to support and 

assist, in whatever way possible, the struggle to liberate the continent 

from the last vestiges of colonialism, that arc entrenched in this regione 

Tt is a universally recognised truth that it is the Frontline states who 

have borne the brunt of Africa's commitment to liberation. It was in order 

40 enhance this solidarity that concept of the Frontline States came into 

being. 

TFor the past 20 years, all of us in Southern Africa have patiently 

and stubbornly endured tlie common sacrifices the cause of AMfrican liberation 

demanded of use It was an option we chose jointly, in the full knowledge 

that it would entail grave and even mortal dangerse We would, however, make 

bold to say, that despite the high price we have 2ll 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. It would be 2 fatal error 

to jeopardize our solidarity at this moment, when the goal we have all striven 

for is clearly in sight. 

Since 1912, we of the ANC have considered ourselves and the fraternal 

peoples of Africa, as partners in a single, glorious enterprises -~ the  
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liberation of our continent from colonial domination and servitudec. We have 

never wavered in our commitment to this goal and have demonstrated it on 

numerous fronts of our common struggle. South African liberation fighters 

today lie buried side by side with fellow combatants from thosc countries, 

in the soil of more than one country of this region, part of the common 

sacrifice made by all our peoples towards a common goale 

As partners and equals, bound by our commitment t0 the same objectives, 

it would be expected that we engage in frank and open discussion, which will 

enable. all of us to become conversant with the economic, social, military 

and political rcalities that confront us as & regions 

The situation in our rcgion continues to point to thc correctness of 

the decisions of the Faputo Frontline State Summit which was held in March, 

1982, 

That Summit observed that the armed action and the struggle generally 

by SWAPO and the ANC must be intensifieds It went on to commit the Front— 

linc States to "intensify tleir material end diplomatic support for the 

attainment of the national independence of their peoplcs"e 

2 That statement was made in full recognition of the fact that the destruc— 

tion of the Apar'thcld regime and the liberation of South AMfrica and Nemibia 

constituted the fundamental prcrcqulSltc., for stability and uninterrupted 

process in our rcgions The commonly agreed position re-affirmed the obliga— 

tion of the peoplc of South Africa, under the leadership of the African 

National Congress, to cscalatc their offensive using all means, including 

armed action for the overthrow of the eriminal Apartheid regime and the tran— 

sfer of power to the masses (democratic majority)e The statoment goes on to



"o remain and sball remair loyal to this perspectives 

This is the challenge o which this summit must address itselfe 

 


