MC/SM January 22, 1971.

FOR PUBLICATION

Dear Sir,

THE REASON FOR OPPOSITION TO THE SALE OF"INSTRUMENTS OF VIOLENCE" -
TO THE NATIONALIST GOVERNMENT

NUSAS has been roundly berated for calllng on the Commonwealth Students'
Conferance to resolve ltself agalnst the supnly of arms to South Africa,

but much of the criticisn has been unfounded, or based on false or usually
emotlional premises.,

I+ Is worthwhlle examining the reasons for the opnoslitlon to arms sales
since these have tended to be lost In the excitement of af#acking NUSAS.

There are a number of reasons whlch | shall flrst lIst and then deal wlth
Indlvidually.

(1) South Afri-a does not need arms.

(2) Provision of arms to South Africa 1s llkely to provoke rather than;
deter communist neo-colonial Incursions.

(3) South Africa needs many things more urgently than arms.

(4) The Nationallst Government does not really want the arms.
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(2)

SOUTH AFRICA DOES NOT NEED ARMS

South Africa Is Indisputably the strongest military power In Afrlica -
she has sufflclent equiptment, and sufficlent productive capaclity to
resist almost ar Internal dissent or extermal Incursion. A stockplle
of mlli+ary equipment to the value of over RZ,000 mllllon exists.

PROVISION OF ARMS TO SOUTH AFRICA IS LIKELY TO PROMOTE RATHER THAMN
DETER COMMUNIST NEO COLONIAL IMCURSION

The arms In question In the proposed deal with Britaln are maritime arms
for external defence agalnst Soviet exnanslion In the Indlan ocean - or
so we are told. First, I+ Is worth noting that the Unlted States of
America sees no Soviet threat In the Indlan Ocean. And the Unlied States
of America of all neople 1s aware of that bogey "the Communlst threat".
M- Héath was unsuccessful In persuading Mr Nixon of the danger, and It

Is worth reflecting on this. '

Second, I+ Is worth notino thaTt Mr Denis Healey ex Labour Secretary for
Defence Is of the opinion that the provislon of maritime or any arms to
South Africa Is more |lkaly to promote +the expansion of Soviet Influence,
in the remalnder of Africa. The greatest weapon the communists have, he
sald, Is apartheld.

From these twe points, brlef put as they are, one may argue that the Snvlef
threat Is not as extensive as 1t is made out to be, and that supplyl-ng arms
to South Africa Is llkely to encourane, not deter, Sovlet influence and
expansion.

(3) SOUTH AFRICA NEEDS MANY THINGS MORE URGEMTLY THAN ARMS

Government spending on arms has reached enormous heights. Owver the last
decade I+ has doubled and quadrupled and the hughe stocknlle which already
exlst ensures mllltary pre-eminence In Africa. Two polnts should be noted .
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At one stage 1t was proposed to snend R350 mililon on arms - "1t takes
|1+tle stretch of the Imagination to see what good effects the spending

of thls amcunt of money could have on say housling, education, and health
services - where these elther do not axléf or are wholly Inadequate amongst
the black people of South Africa.

(a) I+ 1s conditlions within South Africa which have sparled opposition
to South Africa = anarthald condltions - and it 15 these which des-
parately need spending on a large scale to resclve, and which |f
resclved will lead to a decline In hostillity and less need o
stockpl le weapons.,

(b) Dlalogue and contact with other African countries will bs dis-
couraged and not encouraged, 1f South Africa by her military strangth
places them In a position of fear. The natlons of Africa are
already In fear - of apartheld and South Africa's Internal policles =
stockpl ling of arms will simply make the posl+lon worse,

(4) THE NATIONALIST GOVERNMENT DOES NOT REALLY NEED THE ARMS

It has become clear that south Africa does not need arms = certalnly

not as an urgent priority - but 1+ can also be contasted that the
Nationallst Government does not really want +he arms aflther.

Implicl+ refarence to thls have been made within that Government and the
recent decline In the amount of arms requlrad, s2em to establlish this.

Wnat than 1s the cbject of the exerclse?

It seems clear o me that the Nationallst Government is sesking the
recegnition and taclt endorsement of the apartheld statis que which the
suppiy of arms by a government as raspectable as that of Britaln would
genarate. 'If even arms can be glven to the MNationallsts then they, and
conditions In South Afrlca cannot be so bad after all' - is the sort of
remark the Government Is trylna to promote.
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So [t Is endorsement, and the entrenchment of apartheld which 1+ would
Imply that Is the crux of the arms issue. NUSAS Is opposed to apartheid,
belleves,in the need for urgent change within South Africa, and 1s therefore
opposed to the supnly of 'Instruments of viclence'.

Two further brief nolnts are of note:-

A man In a dlspute whe Is able to use violent Instruments, Is more [°
Ifkely to use these to resolve a dispute, than If he does not have them,
South Africa Is already a soclety In which vielance has been Institut-
fonalised to an inordlnate deqree - anythinn which wlll encourage further
such Institutionalbe viclence I1s unlikely to lead to rthe resclution of
problems and the achlevement of a sane and Just soclety.

Yours fal+hfu!lly,

NEVILLE CURTIS,
PRES | DENT.
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