23rd May,

lire George Magombe,

Executive Seoretary,

Os 4¢ Us Liberation Committee,
DAR BS SALAAM,

EANZANT A,
Dear Brother,

I wish to confirm the urgent telegram I sent you yesterday, which
read as follouss

"YOUR PRESS STATEMENT THAT QUOTE BOTH ANC AND PAC HAVE SAID THEY
ARE IN PAVOUR OF UNITING UNQUOTE IS MOST MISLEADING STOP PLEASE
PUBLISH AN INMEDIATE CORRECTION STOP REFER VERBATIM RECORD OF
ANC DELEGATION STATEMENT TO COMMITTEE"

1972«

Waen it appeared before the meeting of the Liberation Committee, the AWC
delegation bitterly oriticised the praciice of making the issue of unity

the subjoet of mudslinging through the medium of the Press and Radies
We stated that we had hitherto refused to respond to invitatieas and
provecations to indulge in this wasteful exercise, whioh net only ruins

any prospeet of unity but also, in the leag run, serves the interests of

the enemye For that reashn, we have refrained from telling the Press

and Radie what the ANC did say to the Liberation VUommittee on yhe question

of "uniting" with the PAC, and are asking you, instead of our deing it,

to correct the wrong impression givem to the world public by your statement

if you were correctly reported.

I de not know houwy; at its closed session the Liberation Committes
disposed of the question of unity betweem the ANC and the PAC, but I

should be most surprised if the Committee, on discussing the ANC presenta~

tion, came to the oconblusion that that presentation anounted to maying
that the ANC was "in favour of unting with the PAC".

You will reoall, and my reoorded statement %o the Committee will
oonfirm, that we were explicit on the question of uniting with the PAC,
e explained =

1¢ That the PAC was not genuine im its e¢all for unity, but was using
this most popular theme as publicity for the PAC and for ir. P.K.
Leballe personally.

2¢ That not only had the PAC defeated every attempt at uniiy ia the
past; but was even now combining its verbiage on unity with vious

vicious and malioious provocations and attaoks om the very ANC with whioh

it prefessedly sought unitye.

3. That, in any eventp the PAC has to all intents and purposes been
reduced to ome man, Mr. Leballe himself. At best he reovresents a
every small and ever~diminishing group, which is all that remains
of what was onoe believed to be the PAC,



4 That even if the ANC oould conceivably unite with Mre Leballe
as ocomprising, in his person, what is known as the PAC, his
persomnal political reocord, as known by South Afriocans, inecluding
the vast majority of "former" PAC pembers, who will have nothing

%0 do with him, was suoh as to remove any possibility of the ANC
uniting with him. We briefly outlined part of his record and
undertook to furnish the member countries of the Liberation

Committee with fuller details later.

It is in the light of the above explanation, given to the Libera=
tion Committee and duly recorded, that we oonsider your statement to the
press most misleading and, indeed, wholly unhelpful,

As stated earlier; we do not want to publish this explanation,

hence our oabled request that you make an appropriate correction through
the Press. I% is preeisely in the interests of genuine umity that we

make this request,; a8 developments will soon Showe
Cepkes cf this letter are heing sent to all members of the OAU
Liberation Commitiee-

Yours fraternslly;

0., R. TAMBO,
ACTING PRESIDENT, ANC (Sede).



