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Continued from File Forman .1 ends Potekhin in K.T.

Forman's article in Marxism Today, April, 1959.

x, THE DEVELOPHEIT 0F HLTIONS ll SOUTH AFRICA

by Lionel Forman

) "South Africa belongs to all who live in it, black and white," the
Freedom Charter declares. "Our country will never be prosperous or freeuntil all our people live in brotherhood, enjoying equal rights and
ceportunities."

Only when this has been achieved will it be possible for a South Africannation ta develop. And before it does, the likelihood is that a number
of different nations will come into being in our countfy, and that they
will flower and prosper before they merge into one.

‘ AF ca nation does. And similarly it seems likely that
. u; and other nations will develop before they merge into a

single frican nation in South Africa. i
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m E H‘ '1.1The Africans will a ; element in the futfire South V

African net‘s: and we therefore begin with a study of the origins of t
African :etionaliem.

They are -:ompar3tively recent. The development of a single Afrjnag
political consciousness in South Africa only really begins in the
1880's. Until the nineteenth.century the economic basis did not exist
for the amalgamation of the numerous African tribes into states. They
were cattle-grazers and small—scale farmers, and as they required large
areas of pasture and lived at subsistence level the tendency‘wae towards
dispersal rather than concentration of population. Even when, with the
accumulation of wealth, a ruling class and a state developed, it was
capable of exercising its authority only over a limited area, and when
conflicts of interest arose it was~powerlees to prevent dissident tribal
groups within the tribe from moving off to pastures new.

As new techniques were acquired, making possible a greater division of
labour and the development of a standing army, groups of African tribes
would have developed towards a statehood and unification just as people.
did in Europe, and this is clearly demonstrated early in the nineteenth
century by the Zulus from the time of Tehakahffiid-the Basotho from that
of Hoshoeshoe. ,;_.r } *:--' '

i There may. of course, be substantial changes to the present state ‘k
boundaries. which were drawn arbitrarily by:the;inperialist powersgl Thevjr ‘
'South Africa" of the future may be a emallef7br a larger p1ace;"This '
does not affect the argument. The peofilesfwhpétoday live together in
our country are likely one day to merge into a elhgle nation.

  

      



    

 

Unification in this form. however. was smashed in its infancy by British

imperialism. ‘

Nevertheless. it is not impossible that,tak1n3 the long view, British

imperialism hastened the development of a single African nation rather

than retarded it The huge inflow of capital which came with the

discovery of diamonds in 1870, and of gold sixteen years later,

transformed South Africa from a collection of primitive pastoral and

agricultural communities into a single economic unit, and smashed the

tribal system and sped up the process of unification of the the

Africans.

Long before the industrial revolution wrought by the discovery of

diamonds and the imperialist intervention in South Africa. the voluntary

amalgamation of all the black people to make a stand against the white

advance had been a dream of the most farsighted African leaders and the

nightmare of all the Europeans. But it had remained a dream.

Far from there being unity of the African tribes. a handful of Europeans

were able to exploit inter—tribal conflicts so skilfully that in every

decisive campaign by far the rain burden of fighting, on the European

side, was borne by Africans.

At the diamond fields men were transformed from Zulu. Xhosa or Basotho

tribesmen into Afr ican workers. .Members of a myriad of separate tribes

came for the first tine, ta see themselves as a single‘- brotherhood

united<by their common econamb: interest. Thei rs was not a working-

cless consciousness, but an African working-class cons-iousness. for

they were subje2t to political disabilities 0n the ground of race,

which. by giving the lowliest white worker the status of boss over all

black men, almost completely obscured any common interest between white

and black workers. -

Though handicapped by the absence of a common language - the lingna

franga was Dutch - the black workers were not slow inevplving the

weapdn of workers' unity. There was an African strike at Kimberley in

1882. before there is any record of a strike by European wurkers in

South Africa '

At the same time a tiny African petit bourgeoisie, composed of mission

assistants, priests, teachers and clerks, was coming into existence in

the Eastern Cape, and in the early 1880's the first bodies cutting

across tribal barriers, the first Ainigan bodies. came into being. Most

important of these were nmtual benefit societies at Kimberley (embryo

trade unions), the African Educational Association (composed of teachers

and priests around the mission stations of the Eastern Cape) and the

general political organisation. Imbumba Yana Afrika " ~ ~

 

  
The Imbumba was the counterpart of the- Afrikander Bond Kwhtgh

incidentally coined the phrase “Africa for the Africans";neaning bys

that Afrikaners) and it may be describedas the first non-European

national organisation - the direct forerunner of the African lht1_ona1

Congress. Like the Afrikaner Bond, it came into being as the result

oqthe heightened national oppression which followed thedecision of the

 

 

 

 



   

 

British government, in 1874, to establish complete control over Southern
Africa. ' ~ .

From the formation of Imbumba onwards. the drive towards the unity of
all Africans continued steadily. By the time of Unign there were
pslitical rganisations uniting men, net as members of tribes but as
Africans (though the word "African" was not yet used) in each of the
p cvinces. and with Union their merger into the South African Native
National Congress was a natural deve‘opment. the description "Congress"
p ahably coming from the Indian Congress, via the Natal Indian Congress.

With Gangress came the cohseious assertion of a single African
natinnahood. The tribe; had 10:? been descrih d as nations. Now the

e
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both as destriptian 0f the individual
  

 

hawever, i, s at variance with the
3 use definitions as tools. not as
. ic to make any issue about the

he ward ~ E'FCiall' when we are not always quite sure

serious thearetical analvsis the situation is quite
1 w, . _. I .s h he means an argument about

words. To rive a definition of a 'nation' is of vital importance for
the peoples.' A nation is not an imaginary or mystic concept — it is a
very real phenomenon, and, as such needs anexact definition, without
which it is inmossible to understand the national question which plays
such an important part in the life of the peoples of the present time"
(Potekhin. Formation of Nations in Africa - 'Mbrxism Today' — October
1958, p.308).

Are There Any lations in South Africa ?

It has long been recognised that it is possible to have a nation which
does not have it's own state‘ South Africa is an example of a state
'which has no nation.

A glance at the definition is sufficient to show that there not a Shnih
Afiziggn nation. The South African people have a variety of langneges
and cultures. For the same reason the Aizigans are not a nation. '

Vhat of the Zulus, Xhosa. Basotho, Tswana, Swazi and Tsonga 9o
the Afrikaners, English, Coloureds and Indians? Are they natie
South Africa? '
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Ho South Africans can vie with Verwoero's Nationalists in the fervourwith which they express the conviction not only that the Afrikaners area nation! but that they are the_nation.

But are they ?
3

They have a common language and culture, certainly, but can it really besaid that they have a common territory ?

They inhabit the 5am: territory, South Africa, in common with all otherSouth Africans, black white and brown, all inextricably mixed throughoutthe country. But there is no substantial territorial area where thefrikaner is in the majority.

"Common territory" mu§1_mean a territory on one's own, because basic tothe natiohal question is that of self-determination and the right ofs cession. There is no part of South Africa which the Afrikaners could.mere reason of their numbers, claim for the exercise of the right ofssion. In this respect their position can be compared with that ofJews in Russia. who. Stalin remarked in his argument showing thatnot constitute a nation, "are spread all over Russia and do notute a majority in a single Gubernia" QStalin - Marxism and theal and Colonial Question).

ID

"
1
+
(
1
-
m
o
'

'
r
—
r
‘
r
f
m
'
w
:

I‘
D

0
(
+
3
m
m
o

2
1
2
.
»

LI
I

A further esssential to nationhood is a common economy, "in a word. asingle national market" (Potekhin, op. cit. p. 309). Just as is the‘ ‘ fth regard to territory, so it is with the common economye ex‘=tence is dependent on that of the common territory. south3 single national nerket - the Afrikaners have not. Nor“-e the Russian Jews) have they a normal class structure, whicht e considered in determining nationhood.

The ruling class has created a completely distorted class structureamong the Africans. The great majority of them are peasant-migrantlabourers and proletarians with only a tiny petit—bourgeoisfe and aninfinitesimal bourgeoisie. The complementary effect has been thedistortion of the class structure of the Europeans. The white workersare essentially supervisors of African labour; there is anexceptionally big stratum of professional men and salaried officials.The Afrikaners are employed throughout the Government service, manningthe enormous repressive apparatus, and with a working class well bribedand entirely petit-bourgeois in outlook.

For analagoue reasons to the Afrikaners. the English, the Coloureds andIndians fail to qualify as nations. '

When freedom is won, the Afrikaners and other national groups, if theyso desire, will, no doubt. obtain the opportunity to develop intonations, being _given the essential territorial ,basis for suchdevelopment. as has happened in the USSR and Chiha; '
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The African 'Pre-letions' -~

The African communities are in a different position. Let us consider'
the Zulus. ‘

b

There is no doubt that they have a common territory in Natal, in a
substantial portion of which they are an overwhelming nnjority of the
population. Similarly they have a common language and culture. In one
respect only have they not yet attained nationhood, and that is with
regard to the development of a single Zulu nnrket.* The government has
strangled Zulu economic development because it is in the interests of
the ruling class_ that the Zulus be kept at the level of unskilled
labourers.

There is no doubt. however, that this stifling of the Zulu nation will
not endure, and that the Zulus are on the threshold of true nationhood.

The Russian term for this type or community is "narodnost" (Potekhin,
op. cit. p. 30). The closest English tranSlation is ”nationality", and
as that has a different connotation in ordinary speech I would suggest
that we use the ward "pre-nation".

Other "pre-nations“ in a position’similaf‘tb the Zulus'afe the Basutho,
the Xhosas, the Swazis, the Tswana, etc.

Self—Deternination i '.

The position of the pre-nations is also different from ‘that hf the
Afrikaners and the English - who have no territory of their own - when
it comes to a consideration of the right to self-determination.

1

Progressives might, in ceftain circunstances. accord to a pre—nation the
right to self-determination. In fact that is alreedy our policy with
regard to Basutoland where we recognise the democratic right of the
Basutho to decide for themselves how best they:can march towards
nationhood. A ‘ '  

 

  

  
"?some form was a

thié s not the case in

Although in Europe the demand for self-determinat
characteristic feature of the national_ struggle;
South Africa. , *~ ~     

   

  

   

What is the reason for this ? 77 - , 7!.

é§§E£a ' i t id The
éiéféi‘_ 1‘} -é;theyare, are



 

  

Further the repression is not thpt of afdominant nation in one territory
oppressing another in a different or adjacent territory. It is more»
that of a small nunority, spread throughout a single country oppressing
a big majority also spread out. ;

)

Whereas in Tsarist Russia, the Finns, Armenians. Georgians and the
dozens of other peoples were separated. were oppressed in different ways
and to different degrees, the Africans are in close contact and suffer
identical oppression.

) And thirdly the demand for self-determination is one which comes in the
first place from the petit-bourgeoisie and in particular the traders,
and this class is still infinitesimally small.

The demand of the people, therefore, isnat for“ secession and self-
. determination in their own areas, but of full equality throughout the

D whole country. This is only a reflection of what we have already seen -
that there are still no nations in South Africa.

The absence of a demand for self—determination does not mean that one
should have no policy on the question.

 

) At the same time it is necessary to clear up a common misconception -
that because they fight for the right of nations to self-determination,
socialists favour theexercise of that right. .; ‘A v »

A large state enjoys obvious advantages over the small one and the World
tendency is towards merger rather than to splitting p. Normally, no

: progressive would support any splitting up. He would oppose it. But
theessence of socialism is that it is truly democratic. A nation has
the democratic right even to follow a wrong path though socialists point
the correct one. By analogy most people will agree that Mr. and Mrs.
Smith should be allowed to have a divorce if they want one“ That does
hot mean that they think that Mr. and Mrs. Smith shdum‘héfdw‘arced.

”—1—: —_

a We should not ignore the existence of "pre—nations"_nhd}the likelihood
1 that there will develop. when democracy is won. h otherhood of
3 different South African nations before a single SofithTAfrican nation

’temerges. ., * w:

     

   

“On the contrary, we should consider whether we are SoCoeedihg adequately
today in identifying ourselves with the specific_? 0 seive national

8-,? .
gspirations and ideas of the "prefnutions"; just a h
i 'ntified_ourselves with the deman

   

  

   

  

 

  
h greet possessions ofithei*p§
ulture and traditiohs'"  

 

    . 1‘13 bbvjibus thht Ehhxfenllng'ett the h arts‘h”
pplarly the ruielfmaSSes;fitli3jnecessary o de‘e-
tation of:o0r_nessageiwh1eh: 9  
    



 

     

   

   

  
     

   

   

 

  
   

   
  

   

    

    

    

   

 

    

  

people - not merely in transIatIon but in the original idiom. BecauseEnglish is the most widely understood language it is natural that it
should be so widely used for conferences and country-wide newspapers.But this is no excuse for neglecting the majority of the pmpulation who
have not been fortunate enough to obtain sufficient education to read or_
to follow an argument in English. In this respect we could learn from
Indian socialists who also use English as the international tongue. but
at the same time produce extensive literature in the vernacular
languages.

If there is any neglect of these people it is still e hang-over from the
old dsys when there was a feeling that the intellectuals were the only
impqrtant people in Congress, and when, in turning their backs on
tribalism,xthe intellectuals tended to turn their backs also on theirlanguage and culture. v

The need to remedy this situation is already widely recognised. The
effect of the deeply nmving and inspiring African political songs and
music which has been created in recent years is evidence enough of the
importance of this type of development. Now what arerequired are plays
and poems and dances of liberation which will inspire and teach peoplewho knpw no Ehglish.Waqfihwhich will giveithem that added consciousness
of dignity whibh pride‘in a national culture instils.

* , t * * '1‘. ]_ *

Article in Liberation. July. 1959.

‘
SELF-DETERHIIATIOI IN SOUTH AFRICA

A Contribution to Discussion

hy Lionel? Forman

In modern times the right of nations to self-determination has become a
rallying call of oppressed peoples all over the world.

What does this demand mean ? Essentially it means that a hhtion has the '
right to determine its own destiny, and this in turn means that. if it
forms part of a multi-racial state or empire, it has the right to secede
and lead an independent political existence. -: V

 

That is self-determination. But what is anation ? rPebpléjhse_this word
in nany ways. EVeryone has for example heard talk:§f qu h African

  

nation, a Zulu nation. and an African nation. rIn sap
different must be neant, for the Zulus form part of th       

 

  
      

 

and the Africans part 9f the South AfriCan people;§:§h_ rhet all be ‘\ ‘
nations unless one gives the word nation a very anbrph°us ggehihg like
community, or people. Social Scientists'hevefltherefp helysed’the
specific characteristics ‘which' make a connuhityzlt’
integrated. and.capable of leading a separate exiStehd
they have adopted is that 9.39t19n is a histori ll  
 



 

community of language, territory, econofiic life and psychological make;
up. manifested in a community of culture.

A community possessing all four of these essential features, and lacking
none of them, is capable of leading an independent political existence
in the world of today;» and such a community is therefore entitled, as
of right, to receive from all true democrats in theother nations of the
multi—national state or empire of whichit forms part. the fullest
support for its demand for self—determination.

South Africa is not a single nation but a multi-national state. What is
the position with regard to the Africans. whoconstitute themajority of
the pépulation of this State ?

They ten are not a nation. To a very large exteht'they have become, as
the result of their common oppression, and the unifying efforts of the
AN5, 5 single political community - but, 11ke_South Africa itself, it is
a nmlti-national political conmmnity containing several languages and
cultures. '

I

..\‘ I ( I ‘5
I 3.- , {"4'4 "’\’ _‘.« "HAn African Ration ? I'LL) J ”!J'VI‘L(

Are the AffiEahs developing into d-single nation ? The answer seems to
be 'Yes': and a single African nation is likely to deyelop before a
single Ssuth African nation does. , '

 

4 ,

The beginnings of a single South African national consciousness can be
traced back to the 1880's.

Until the 19th century the economic basis did not exist for the
amalgamation‘of the numerous African tribes into states. They were
cattle-grazers and small scale farmers, and as they required large areas
of pasture and _1ived at subsistence level the tendency _was towards
dispersal rather than concentration of population; gEven when? With the
accumulation of wealth. a ruling class and a state develppedy it was
capable of exercising its authority only over a limited area, and when
conflicts of interest arose it was powerless to prevent dissident groups
within the tribe from moving off to pastures new. ,

As new techniques were acquired, making possible e greater division of
.labour and the development of a standing army,'groups of African tribes
would have developed towards a statehood and unification_5ust as people
did in Europe. and this is clearly demonstrated; eariiiin‘ the 19th

 

  

century by the Zulus from the time ofo Tshaka and the‘ shto_from that
bf Hosheshue.

Unification in this form however was smeshedvih itsfiinféfiC' hy British
imperialism. ev; .

huge inflow of capital which came with the diség‘xiefj '
AWand of gold sixte _ Sb
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single conomic unit and smashed the tribal system and sped up theprocess of unification of the Africans.

Long before theindustrial revolution wrought by the discovery ofdiamonds and the imperialist intervention in South Africa the voluntaryamalgamation of all the black people to make a stand against the whiteadvance had been a dream of the most farsighted African leaders and thenightmare of all the Europeans. But it had remained a dream.

Far from there being unity of the African tribes, a handful of Europeanswere able to exploit inter-tribal conflicts so skilfully that in everydecisive campaign by far the main burden af fighting, on the Europeanside. was borne by Africans.

At the same time a tiny African petit-hourgeeisie composed of missionassistants, priests, teachers and clerks was coming into existence inthe Eastern .Cape, and in the early 1880's the first bodies cuttingacross tribal barriers, the first African bodies came into being. Mostimportant of these were Mutual Benefit societies at Kimberley, (embrjotrade unions), the Africa: Educational Assnciation (composed of teachersand priests around the nfiseion stations of the Eastern Cape), and thegeneral political organisation, Imbumba Yama Afrika.

The last-named may be described as the first Non—European nationalerganieatian - the direct forerunner of the African National Cpngress.Like the Afrikaner Band it came into being as the result of .theheightened natianal oppression which followed the decision of theBr~t.eh. in 1874. to establish complete control ever Southern Africa.

F m the fermetien 5f Imbumbsa onwards, the drive towards the unity of
r:
11 Africans continued steadily. By the time of Union there wereoliticala organisations uniting ten not as members of tribes but asAfricans (though the word 'African' was not yet used) in each of theprovinces, and with union their merger into the South African NativeRational Congress was a natural development. -

Vith Congress came the conscious assertion of a single Africannationhood. In fact. however, the Africans do not yet constitute asingle nation in the sense in which we ate using the word.

Does this mean that the ANC is incorrect to demand self-determination ?Of course not, for (quite apart from the fact that there may becircumstances in which even a single "pre-nation" should be supported inthe demand for self-determination) the Africans are a politicalcommunity made up of several national groups en the verge of nationhood,and as we shall see their right to self—determination cannot bedisputed.

Zulus, Afrikaners, Coloureds

This brings us a stage further. What is the position with regard to thedifferent national communities which make up the African people ? Let usconsider the Zulus.

 



   

With their common language, territory and culture, the Zulus have themain requisites of nationhood. '

We have only to seetle the question of whether there can be said to be acommon Zulu economy,, or, in the words of Potekhin it his recentLiberation article, "a single national market." The main prerequisitesfor the development of such a nsrket are "the geographical division oflabour and the existence of developed exchanges on a profit basis withina capitalist mode of production."

If we take this view, the only thing separating the Zulus fromtruenationhood is the stifling of their economy by the colour bar. Abolishthe colour bar and the Zulus will become a nation almost overnight.They are a form of the community known in Russia as a "Narodnost", theclosest English translation of which is "nationality", and as that has adifferent connotation in English. I would suggest that we use the word"pre-nation".

What has been said of the Zulus applies, subject to modification, alsoto the other African people in South Africa.

tne ‘Afrikan-rs? No South Africans can vie with Verwoer 'ss n the fervour with which they express the conviction, noti, Afrikaners are anation, but that they are the nation.

?ere agai: we are at odds about a definition. The pure lily—whiteA‘ttkaner vclk ahaut whi:h the Verwoerd Nationalists declaim are not a’itlfin but an :alluoination. If there is an Afrikaner nation in Southfric, it does not *onsist of the 1% million Afrikaners who Chan claimwhite iiEfitity cards. but of about 2% million people - for once youbreak thr ugr,the raciaiist smokescreen it becomes clear that the one
3

million Afrikaans-speaking Cbloureds are a part of the same nationalcommunity as the 1% million Afrikaans-speaking whites, common territory,language, economy, culture and all. Except for the political and socialdiscrimination there is nothing at all to distinguish the_ verysubstantial proportion of Afrikanerdom which, though technically-Coloured, passes for white, from that proportion which is too dark. ortoo proud, to pass.

And what is so ironical is the the Coloureds are one of Afrikanerdom'sgreatest national assets. With them Afrikanerdom has a territory whereit is in the majority, wityh a few good-sized towns; and it has a muchbetter balanced Class structure.

idea, it is very possible that under conditions of freedom the single

consolidate itself. and that its Afrikaner language and sulture willblossom as never before. ,'

At the same time it nmst be noted that the position is by no nsansstatic. The political discrimination against the Coloureds is creatingsomething akin to a Coloured national consciousness, separated from thatof the white Afrikaner. and comparable with that of the negro in the

 
 



 

  

U S. The South African Coloured People' 8 Organisation is thought of as
a national organisation like those of its African and Indian allies in
the Congress alliance But an optimistic estimate of the time required
for winning freedom would preclude the development of a separate
Coloured nation born of "race" oppression. ‘

There appear, therefore, to be several communities in Sosuth AFrica
which will swiftly becone nations when the national oppression wich
strangles their economic development is ended.

Seif—Deternination and Secession

This bring us to a discussion of the form which the demand for self—
determinati on is likely to take.

When other oppresssed nations, particularly those of Africa, have put
forward the demand for se1f—determination. the form of self-
determination contemplated has almost always been that of secession
(although informal political links with the former oppressor nation may
he maintained. as is the case with the independent nations of the
Commonwealth).

:1 U]outh Africa, hewever, as far as the Africans are concerned, self-
rmination has a different significance. For them it is not a
stion of calling upon an oppressing majority to permit them
ependencein their own territory; no one of calling upon a foreign
r to wit}.draw.

Fer the Afficans are the majority. In a democratic South Africa they
can have no fear of being subjected to discriminatory laws by another
South African nation. and therefore the demand for Africans to secede
from anywhere would not make sense.

The form that the demand of the Africans for self-determination'tekes..
therefore, is simply that for full equality. And as they African pre-
nation draw their whole strength and hope from their inter-national
African unity; the demands of the individual pre-nations, are identical
with and inseparable from those of the Africans as a whole.

The mere winning of the full and free franchise wbuld guarantee the
Africans self—deternflnation, constituting, as they would, the najority
of the electorate; there would, in effect, come into being an
independent African state. with (if the Freedom Charter is the basis)
full protection for national minorities.

This leads us to a question which is going to be raised more and more
frequently as the realisation grows that the Freedom Charter is neither
treason nor a dream. What does the Charter mean when it says "All
national groups shall have equal rights." ? And what is neant by the
term 'national group' ?

(13$)

  



 

One answer we nay give is that these are things which must be thrashed
out at a national convention to plan the new state form, and that if
people want to know the answers they nmst urge the holding of such a
convention. 5

But such a reply. good as it is. is not altogether satisfactory. The
new state may not come about as the result of a round—table conference !
We should begin to think about answers now; not fixed and inflex1b1e_
answers - for conditions change - but answers nevertheless.

A Federation

Does the answer lie in some form of multi-national federat10n comparable
say with that of the Soviet Union. India, Switzerland or China ?

I would suggest it does. The Freedom Chart.er guarantees the right of
all national groups to develop their own languages and cultures For
t.he first time the national cultures will be able to blossom,stimu1ated
bv (among 0ther things) free, equal and compulsory education. of the
highests standard, available in the national languages.

The example of other countries has proved that only by the fullest
development of the national cultures will it be possible to secure the
maximum participation of the nationalit.ies less exposed to 1nduetrial
development.1n the work If construct 1mg a new South Africa

It may seem strange that the best way to achieve the fusion of natibnal
cultur-e 1n the future intc one common culture, is to favour the
bloeenming of manny cultures first.

As Pandit Chahdra put it: "Disunion for the sake of union. Just think!
- It even smacks of the paradoxical. And yet this 'self-contradictory'
formula reflects the living truth of dialectical reasoning.?

The national cultures must be permitted to develop and expand and to
reveal all their potential qualities in order to create the conditions
for their fusion. -

National cultures do not blossom 1n the air.‘ They have to be rooted in
firm soil. And national cultures, plue territory, plus the unshackled
economy which freedom will bring, neans nations. The perspective is
opened of a South Africa which is an economically integrated brotherhood
of equal and autonomous nations, united in a single state, in which
racial discrimination will be a crime.

This development and expansion is not merelya matter of the happy
future "when freedom comes"

It is obvious that to relly get to the hearts andminds of the people,
particularly the rural masses it is necessary ta develop to the full a
presentation of our nessage which has its roots deep in the popular
culture - and to do this innediately.

-. .1; user. A,

 



  

 

 

It is necessary to produce democratic literature in the language of thepeople - not merely in translation but in the original idion. BecauseEnglish is the must widely understood language it is natural that itshould be so widely used for conferences and country-wide newspapaers.But this is no excuse for neglecting the majority of the population whohave not been fortunate enough to obtain sufficient education to read orto follow an argument in English. In this respect we could learn fromIndian democrats who also use English as the international tongue, butat the same time produce extensive literature in the vernacularlanguages.

old days when there was a feeling that the intellectuals were the onlyimportantg people in Congress. and when, in turning their backs ontribalism, the intellectuals tended to turn their backs also on theirlanguage and culture.

The need to remedy this situation is already widely recognised. Theeffect of the deeply movin3.and inspiring African political songs andmusic which has been created in recent years is evidence enough of theimportance of this type of development. Now what are required are playsand poems and dances of liberation which will inspire and teach peoplewho know no English, and which will give them that added consciousnessof dignity which pride in a national culture instils.

ab 4 x} it i is . 4s

Letter to Forman from James Klugmann, Assistant Editor of 'MarxismToday', dated 18th February, 1959.

Dear Comrade,’ -

Thank you very much for your letter and the excellent contribution tothe discussion on "The Formation of Nations in Africa." ” ”

Unfortunately it came in too late for the march number, but we hope toget it into the April number.

In the meantime I am sending you a proof of an article by B.R. Mhnn onthe question of the African nations. which will appear in our Mhrchnumber. You will see that she questions Potekhin's presentation and, ingeneral, challenges what has been regarded as the Marxist approach.

If you feel inclined to deal with this, even in passing, in yoUrcontribution, please send any addition by air mail as soon as possible.-If it arrives in time I shall certainly put it into your contribution.

With best wishes to you all.

Yours fraternally, James Klugmann.

* as i- l ' i *
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Discussion contributions (in Marxism Today, March 1959):

ON AFRICAI IATIONS
BY B.R. Mann

i
In an article entitled "The Formation of Nations in Africa”! I. Potekhinhas put forward a number of considerations which have led him to theconclusion that for most of Africa no nations have yet emerged. In hisview most of the criteria of the nation as defined by Stalin have notyet matured: there is not yet a single literary language, only adiversity of vernacular tongues and the official language which is thatof the metropolitan country: in spite of the rich cultural heritage ofthe African peoples there are as yet no truly national cultures; thereis as yet no national market, or at most the beginnings of one. Ingeneral, she believes, African nations are only in the process offormation, which in view of the many difficulties must be a protractedDRE.

Yuch of his argument hinges on the conception of the African countriesas outlined by the colonial baundaries. In a previous article ** it hasbeen shown that in progressive British opinion this conception is givingwry to one which regards as nations not the'accidental collections ofpeoples encloseu within these arbitrary boundaries but the historicallydeveloped communities whose countries in many cases are intersected bytheee bo.ndaries

Theee :ommunities have a history which goes back over many centuries.In the course of that history they have developed their own languagesand cultures and. their common ecenemies within their own boundaries.They have built up their civilisation, their towns and cities based onrAandicrafte and trade, erected their own states or become subject tosome larger empire. and, iv short, had a history as varied and complexas that of any other continent. Not until quite recently were theireconomies ruined and their countries carved up among the“ colonial

)

Nevertheless, Potekhin would still not grant these historical Africancommunities the status of nations. His conclusion would still be thatin general the question of the African nations is not one of the past orpresent but only of a somewhat indeterminate future. His conclusionrests on the following basic propositions:

1. The ethnic community of the peoples goes through several stages of

* Mbrxism Today,October, 1958.

 

__—__—__._._—_

&* B.R.Mhnn: "The Right of the African Nations to Self—determination"Marxism deanyanuary 1959. Ina contributiofi to the discussion on the wquestion of nationality J.M. Warren. has raised a number of criticalpoints on that article to whch neither time nor space permit ne to replyspecifically in the present contribution. All the same, I hope she willfind here the further explanations she asks for at least to one or twoof her more general points.

 



I E:\—

   
   

  

  

    
   
   

  

      

 

    
     

   

    

   
    

   

   

    

   

   

   
  

     

    

    

  

  
    

  

of development: tribe, naradnost, nition, corresponding broadly, butonly broadly, to the development of the socio-economic systems.

2. Only where there is a develo
) an economic community; a nation ca

under the capitalist system.

ped capitalist market can one speak of
n, therefore. only come into existence

3. At the turn of the century there was not nor could there be anynation in Africa because there was no capitalist society; colonisationfound the African peoples at the stage of the primitive community with3 the characteristics of tribal organisation, and with few exceptionswhere feudalism and the narodnost have develbped, they are in this stagetodav.

e self—evident and indisputable -eo1 justified. however, in assuming thatiefieral agreement on their validity, either among students of
7're or among Marxists . Is there not, perhaps, a case for
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1
examinen es: prapasitiens ?

Ethnic Community or Ration ?

‘ Marxists have generally accepted the definition of the nation wiich wgiven by Stalin in Mhrxism and the flétjcnal Question in 1913, whequestion formed the subject of fundamental discussions in 'the SecDemocratic parties of the time. _ 5

Accnrding tn this definition a nation is a specific community of peopleWhich is neither racial ncr tribal. i.e it is net ethnicallyhomogeneous but composed of a number of ethnic elements which in thecourse of history have come to form a single nation linked into aneconomic community. Through living together in a connected territoryfrom generation to generation, they have in the course of time acquireda common national language. culture and character. ”

Nations are stable, preserve their identity over long periods of historyand in spite of all kinds of adversities. The definition distinguishesthem sharply from casual. ephemeral conglomerations held together by thepower of a state alien to the majority of the nations, which fall apartas soon as that state power disappears.

From this definition Potekhin selects common territory, language,culture and economy as the characteristic features of a nation,.omittingthat they should be stable, historically constituted communities. He
then qualifies the expression "economic community" in such a way thatonly a capitalist economy is covered by it‘ From this paint onwards heoperates with a new conception: the ethnic communityfiyhich goes throughthe series of metamorphoses described in the paragteph"numbered (lfhabove. .fiJ—* .

It is this latter conception which I think is buund tb be questioned.For the things which change in response to changes in the econdmic basemake up the superstructure. Few people would agree to equate the /
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nation, the community of people which is fundamental to everything else,
with a mere stage in the changing superstructure.

) There is a paint indistinguiehing between ethnicallfi homogeneous
communities, such as can exist onlyin more or less complete historical
isolation, from communities of complex ethnical composition which arise
in the process of historical intercourse between peoples. The Marxist
definition of the nation includes only the latter. But beyond that it
makes no distinctions of quality such as would require theintroduction

3 of new terms. whether ethnic community or naradnost.

.igratione, conquests and the development of trade and communications
begn to break down the primitive isolation of the human communities in
a very remote antiquity. Nations as distinct from ethnically

5 homogeneous cemmun ties have therefor eexisted from the dawn of history;
but not all the nations existing today were formed thus early. Some .
naticns have grown at the expense of others and in some cases, e.g. in
the Americas. new nationew have been formed out of the fragments of
almost all .the nations of the world which came together on the new
continent ae ‘cenquerors. slaves or emigrants. in comparatively' recent
times.

All this is quite in accord with the usage of the word "nation" in the
works cf Mhrxand Engels. They freely wrote of the nations of antiquity, 5
and Engels, e.g.. examined the genesis of the German nations after the
hreakdewnef the Roman empire. In the Communist Manifesto Marx and
Engels describe what the bourgeoisie has doneto "even the meet barbarian
nations" and to "nations of peasantyfl Lenin and Stalin repeatedly
referred to "nations which,had passed through feudalism and developed
caxitaliem". (My emphasis - B.R.M.)

What, then. gave rise to theidea that nations were DnIy'formee_in the
capitalist period ?

Capitalism, the Nation and the State

There is one difference between the use of the word "nation" today and
in the nineteenth century: it included both the nation and the state,
and the nations referred to by Marx and Engels. e.g. were in the nain
nations with states the frontiers of which broadly coincided with the
boundaries of the national territory. Where a nation was included in the
state of another nation, it was referred to as a "natiehality" and the
question of the nations without a state of their own béCane known as the
question of the "nationalities" (Nationalitatenfrage) It was first
raised by the growing bourgeoisie of the western European Countries, by.
the bourgeois-democratic movements against feudal autocracy and national ‘
oppression : '

  

Towards the end of the nineteenth century, when the 'werking class

movement had begun to take on the character of’ an" international

movement, the national question, too. was raised in a breeder senseh' In
1896 the International Socialist Vbrkers and the Trades Upion Congress

‘_l
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in London upheld "the full right of eelf—determination of all nations".
This formulation obviously includes in the term nation both "nations and
"nationalities", nations both with and witheut their own state.

1
r clarification of the meaning of the word "nation" came in the
of the broad international discussions of the early twentiet

u-y in which Lenin and his party took the lead in formulating the
tent Marxist standpoint on the national question.

'9 L. 4.
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These discussions in essence covered the entire period of the advance to
socialism and repreentativee
eluding eastern European and Asian nations. took part in them. Theyin

received renewed innetus after the October revolution had opened wide
the floodgates to the national liberation movements of all the world.

 

Originally based on the experience of the European nations, the
discuseian became eonetartly enriched as more as more and more of the
oppreeeed nations staked their claims to independent state existence.
In this sense it cartinues tL this lay

Gal
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Cnlv this eepara‘inn of the cnncept of the etate, a part of the
eupeie.ructure, from the concent of the nation, the community of people
itself. the fundamental eourhe of'all history, enables us to express the
role of capitalism in the history of the nations in terms which apply to
the experience of all nations, be they large or small, old or new, in
whatever continent they are situated. For then we can see‘cleafly that
not the nation itself is the product of the capitalist period but the
national state, a state the frontiers of which coincide with the
boundaries of the national territory.

The states of the feudal period conformed to this condition only
exceptionally. In general, they were either small states, covering only
part of a nation, or large empires dominating a number of different
nations. Hence the nations were oppressed, but they did not cease to be
nations. On the contrary, the greater the oppression the greater is
also the striving for self-determination. These features the nmdern
colonial empires have in common with the feudal empires. The aim of the
struggle against these conditions is the political unification of each
nation into a single state.

Sawne.
(B.R. Mann article continued on next file No. .003 onAeide/é of this
disc no. 2)

_17_

of the working class of many nations,
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B R Mann article from Marxism Today, March 1959 continued frbm p 17 of
File Forman 002 end .. ."into a single state "

l
Economic Community and Capitalist lhrket

In Potekhin's view the words "economic community" or “common economy"
in the Marxist definition of the nation are virtually synonymous with
"capitalist uarket' For he believes that the economic community can
only come into existence when exchange relations have become regular and
essential, while in the pre-capitalist period they were "sporadic and
not at all essential".

rm -

According/to Mar' this is not the paint of the distinction between pre-
cayitalist and capi.talist forms 0f economy: but in the former the
production and exchange of commodities are subnfdinate, whereas in the
latter they predominate over all other relations of production. A
national nmrket therefore existed before the bourgeoisie took hold of
it, although it may appear puny and insignificant as compared with the
enarmeus development this market was given under capialism.

There is nothing accidental in the choice of the term "economic
community“?§fid not "capitalist market" for the purpose of the definition
of the nation. It indicates that the scope of the concept_"nation"
:annat be narrowed down to include only capitalist natiofisn;'Capitalism
does notlwcreate the nations, on the contrary, it presup9oses their
existence. '

Capitalism has. however. wade a very considerable contribution to the
consolidation and development of nnny nations, which is by no means to
the advantage of the bourgenisie alone. The erection of an independent,
sovereign national state, e. g is an objectiive in which all classes of
the nation are equally intereSted. This contribution is well summed up
by Lenin: ; ‘1 “,a

"Throughout the world, the peridd of the final victory of capitalism
over feudalism was linked up with national mdvements.’ The economic
basis of these movements is that in order to achieve complete vic-
tory for commodity production the bourgeoisie must capture the home
market, must have politically united territories with a population
speaking the same language, while all the obstacles to the develop-
ment of this language and its consolidation in literature are re-
moved. Language is the most inportant means of human intercourse;
unity of language and unimpeded development are the nest important
conditions of a genuinely free and extensive commereiel turnover
corresponding to modern capitalism. of a free and hr a ‘uping
of the population in all their separate classes; finally they are
a condition for the close connection between the marké and each and'\
every proprietor and petty proprietor. seller andh”y 3%
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' against this classification of the African
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This balanced assessment_of the ingortance of capitalist development 1hr
the life of many nations does not preclude the possibility that in the

;’ experience of the majority of the nations of the wdrld, especially the
nations of Asia and Africa. it may be comparatively shortlived and of'
relatively little consequence. Capitalist economic and political
relations are more beneficial to a nation's development than feudal
relations, but socialist relations even more so. The bourgeoisie seeks
to establish a national state; but even that is perfectly achieved only
under socialism. Something as fundamental as the nation cannot be made
dependent on something as transient as capitalism.

China may serve as an outstanding example. In all the long history of
thiargreat nation one can at best define a very brief period during
which capitalist relations dominated in parts of ,Chinese territory.
Neither the Chinese capitalist class nor the capitalist class of any
foreign power ever succeeded in bringing the whole of China under its
undisputed sway. Today China is marching to socialism and communism
with seven—leagne boots. It would seem ppintlese on such grounds to
refuse to speak Of a Chinese nation,/ when among all the other
attributes of the nation it possesses 'a national culture not only
universally ‘admired but ante-dating the capitalist period by many
centuries.
‘s-a: — , ,va,

If the proposition that capitalist relations are an indispensable
condition for the existence of nations cannot be sustained, it follows

that the presence or absence of capitalism has no bearlng on the

existence 0r non-eYistence 0f the nations of Africa.

Evolution or Revolution ?

During the latter half of the nineteenth century there arose a school of
thought which became known as evolutioniem. In brief, 1t consisted of a

mechanical application of Darwin's theories of biological evolution to
social developnent and led to the conclusion that Victorian. England
represented the acne of all creation. " -

Evolutionism was grist of the mills of the empire builders. It served
to justify the scramble for Africa and colonialism in general in the
eyes of the mass of the ordinary people as a "civilising mission".

Evolutionism did not bother about evidenceV‘fer all nations not of the
"superior civilised races" were a fviori claeeed as "primitive tribes”
legally non-existent,resnu111us.

EVidence from Africa, in so far as itwe hnilable.'spokeEEhtlfe1y
Itthereforebecame -

 

   
necessary to drown it in a flooIpf
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European anthropologists began to find it irksome perpetually to have to
register surprises, and hot _t0 the advantage oft their studies to
continue using concepts both liable to cause offence and unsuited to the
description of African conditions. *

Having observed that neither the economies nor the beiiefs and social
and political institutions of the African peoples correspond to
’nineteenth—centdry conceptions of primitive society as described. among
others, by Morgan for Certain North American Indian tribes, many
anthropologists are drawing the remarkable inference that primitive
society is quite different from this picture. In this way they try to
convince: us that they have disposed not only of nineteenth-century
evolutionism but ofthe revolutionary theory of social developnent of
Marx as well. '

Far from challenging evolutionism. this view panders to those aspects of
it which still render it of service to imperialist designs in Africa,
namely the conception that Africans cannot allegedly stand on their own
feet in the modern world and depend on the benevolence of their superior
European "partners". It is widely exploited to fortify the crumbling
barriers between the African liberation movements and the European
working class, and especially to discredit Marxism in the eyes of both.

Potekhin's article is intended to counteract this propagandist use made
of anthropological research, and it is precisely because Oneawelcomes
this intefition that one regrets he did not make use of more efeetive
arguments than the propositions grouped above under (3).

Perhaps the greatest difficulty in deciding sueh'issues is that none of
the source materials fron: which information can be derived has been _
written with a well defined; generally acceptable scientific system of
concepts in mind, let alone from'a Marxist standpoint. In_regerd to the
study of Africa we are therefore no better placed than Marx was when he
began the study of political economy, or Lenin when he bxafiihed the
development of capitalism In Russia. The key tp_their success lay in
the careful sifting of the grain of reliable fact contained in their
sources from the chaff of philosophical and political misconceptions.

If we follow that nethod, surely the straight4forwATd and conclusive'
answer to the anthropologist's dilemma is not sq difficuth- The facts
‘their African researches have brought to light are not in'eccordance
with what is known of primitive society; _1 hehCe= the; gratuitDUS'g
assumption of the evolutionists, that Africahisociet Vie primitive, hdsj:
been proved false.rf: ' ' ' '~ 7- * ' ‘“ '- 5: “
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Modern archaeological and historical research is tending more and more
to this conclpsion. Gervaise Mathew, not a man who would form such a

view in eagerness or haste, has recently written:

, ”When I first began archaeological work on the East African coast

eleven years ago, I assumed that the ruins and sites that I was

investigating were the remains of Arab or Persian colonies along the

coast...but gradually I have come to doubt it; new it seems to me
that the history Of the coast in the medieval period is more easily

intelligible as the history of an African culture gradually Islam—

, r ised than merely as the history of Islamic calunies from the Persian

Gu1f". (Africa Sbuth, V01. 2, No. 2).

There could hardly be a surer indication that the idea of Africa as the
home of primitive tribes is increasingly becoming/untenable. The history

of Africa before the European conquest is not a question of evolutionary

’ theory but of Marx's revolutionary, material1st conception of history,

just like that of any other continent.

Vernacular Tongues or lational Languages ?

_«11 ”W - Besides the thseretioal propositions which he regards as self—evident,

, ” Potekhin offers only one consideration in which he sees proof for his

contention: the multiplicity of languages.

"It is true that the linguistic divisions are a fact, and she which
no scholar can deny or ignore since it is an irrefutable proof that

for most of Africa neither nations nor narodnosts have yet emerged.

, The linguistic divisions reflect the tribal divisions of the people"

Far from prohing anything.-this simply begs the question. A complex

language distribution can come about in many different ways, and so long

as we have not studied the detailed history of the speakers of these

languages we are in no position to know what it reflects.“‘1n North

3 America, e. g. , there exist widely scattered comnun1t1es for whom

newspapers and entire literatures are published in an enormofls number of

languages; by comparison, the linguistic pattern of Afrieg. a continent

nearly one-and-a-half times as large, is almost simple. 1V

  In both cases wars, conquests, emigration, colon1satipn, the slave

) *trade, and the search for land, minerals and opportun 's for trade

have contributed to the complexity of the p1cture..,. fr1ca, these

historical processes were subsequently 1ntens1f1edA 'rm ervention

   



  

 

      

  
the several nations inhabiting a given colonial territory are naturally
conducted in the national languages, and nationalist newspapers have '
been published in them whenever imyerialism_did not prevent it.” In
fact, one of the most potent means of counteracting the politcial
movements of the African nations has been for the colonial
administrations to publish official newspapersin the national languages.
not to :ention the Bible. It is difficult to see how Potekhin could
have got the cantrary impressien.

Potekhin is not trying to make out a case fur African "exceptionalisnfl,
n the contrary. he is trying to get away from this conception. But he

appears‘to be hamstringing his own arguments by a set of propositions
which to many Marxists will not be as self-evident as they are to him;
rather dOIthey raise a number 5 fundamental questiofis of Marxist theory
39 well as lead to eanclusions which are not entirely compatible with
the evidence.

I

Among the evidence we must now reckon/'the historic second Accra
conference, a most eloquent proof of the existence of the African
nations. To leave us in no daubt. this conference has placed on the
agenda of hietory the question of erasing the artificial colonial
frontiers and the ‘re—eetabl shmhnt of historical national boundaries.

1.alist concept of Africa as, res
nu} I ius. - - '

In :ne af‘hie -refaces to tJe C.mmunfsf Manifesto Engels wrote:‘ .

s the unity and independence of each nation,
it is impossib te the international unity of the
proletartat, no: t ‘,acefu1 and intelligent collaboration
of these nations towards common aims."

t
r
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Experience has tine and again proved the truth ,of this-“statement.
particularly so since the Bandung Conference. When the Africah nations
have solved their question, and few would today say that their mbvement
is anything but irresistible. they will also have removed one of the
last obstacles from the road to world socialism.

* I- i i i l-

Iote on The Fornation of lhtions

  

,’,byrSdh{Ruesell

In connection with the discussion on the questitm;pfifiati’onality': 1117‘
Africa and the contributions of B.R. thn and J.M:Var{en‘ L_gdere may be‘

*fiub’ltshed’byfiihe . 

interested to‘ hear of a new study 'which has ,beehC
Leningrad orientalist, Dr. Vyacheslav Hisyugin. "' '

    
In this stfidy Dr. Hilsyugin asserts that‘an East Affiba’

of the 13335111;process yof_ reformatioh' on the. hasis

 



native language of over_36 million people in the coastal strip of Best
Africa betwen the Ruwuma Estuary and the Lamu Archipeligo.

It is used not only by the Swahili people inhabiting the arrow coastal
strip but also by the people of Zanzibar, Pemba. Mafia. ggte,'Lamu and
other islands and is also to be met beyond East Africa, in Rhodesia and
the mining area of the Belgian Congo.

The Soviet scientist proves in his work that the class society and the
ancient towns developed independently in the Swahili country. and not in
consequence of the colonisation of the coast by Arab traders.

Dr. Misyugin says that a study of the Swahili language in the past and
at preseht and the existence of an ancient written language and
literature in the country are evidence of a rich hnd original cultufe.

The well known Soviet African specialist Professor Dmitry Olderogge said
in his opinion Dr. Misyugin's work is an interesting, novel and well
argued approach to the problem, throwing considerable light on the real
history of East Africa. I

This study is-part of a nmoh large monograyh on the Swahili people on
which Dr. Misyugin is now working.

1: l- ; 4i - 1' I

Letter from Vella Pillay in London to Lionel Forman, lst May, 1959.

Dear L10ne1,‘

I am enclosing a letter which Potekhin has written hndet a covering
letter to me dated 27th April, 1959. ' 35" fffigz

Many thanks for the two dozen pamphlets you sent me_ohiy9u [brief study
of the S.A. working class movement. I am distributing these and hope to
send you a remittance 1n the early future. ' " '"5 ‘ x

I has pleased to see your article in Hhrxism Taday! §t h s beeh e hhsis
for discussions we have had among mutually interested ' '

 


