CIALOGUE AND VORSTER'S OUTWARD POLICY
i by H.R. Nengwe khula
Before | plunge into an analysis of this policy | must apologise for my apparent subjectivity
My problem is that | do noi believe in the so galled intellectural objectivity in matters
of value. | believe, however, in intellectural honesty and | will tey to be as honest as
pessible in my upplouch

(a) In my attempt to present a vivid revaluu- ive analysis, upprmsel and implications of
the “outward looking policy” of the South African G it would be sary for
me to undertake g short excursion into the realm of Internctional Relations since it is my
bellef and asgeriion that it is only against the background of Iniernational Relations that
the alins, ebjectives, ideas and implications of this policy can be given a clear assessment.

It should be noted, however, that it is difficult to give a precise nature and scope of
Internailonal Relations sinca definitionally it is difficult to draw a rigid distinction befween
domesiic nnd |nfernuh¢n relations. There are almost as many definitions of international
velations as there are scholars of the discipline. But all these definitions have one thin in
common : internafional relations include not only political relations, but also others,

such as cultural, ideological, military and economic ones. All definitions of international
relations speak, explicitly or impligitly , in terms of states and their governments acting

in pursuit of certain goals, gims und ob[echves, and the dimensions relating to activities

of states that transcend national boundaries.

Thus, international relaticns conéern themselves wu'h the sfudy, understanding and

comprehension of the relations between independ ign states as bers of the
family of nations. Order and stability are the pre-requlslfe of this family of nations.

This does not, however, imply that there is easily achievable consensus among the various
states-which purﬁcipufe in international relations. lntemal’ional relations take place in

a special type of envil t since ultural, social, ic, political or
Ideological backgrounds are lacking. V. ithin this approximate understanding of some
features of the environment in which international relationships take place, the problem
of defining a particular country's foreign nolicy objectives may become clear.

A country's foreign policy goals may be reasonable by its own standards though not
necessarily those of others.

In international relations it is therefore unrealistic for any country to expect that it can
impose solutions which reflect only gains for its own position on all issues, at all times,
and in all places.

"Thus l'he |nob|h|’y or unwillingness of states to reach agreement on the terms for peaceful
istic inh in int ional relations - is a result of the
diversity and nneconmlublll'y of interests, objectives, ideals and aims of states '.

But there are only limited alternatives to the solution of this political impasse in international
relations : the ability by states to arrive at compromises; the willingness fo live with
unresolved situations or the employment of coercion. This is the more so since there is a
tendency and auite a naive one, in international affairs, for their rights rather thant their
cuties and obligations.

Finally, we should also pay attention to the meaning and nature of foreign policy. A
country's foreign plicy refers to its attitudes toward the outside world. But it should be
borne in mind that the distinction between international and foreign policy is purely
academic and naive.
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b) The gins, objectives and ends of the South African outmord policy towards Africa.

Ane of the most difficult problers in the sphere of intemational relations is that of
explaining a country's foreign policy objectives, and why states behave as they do.
It is sometimes tenptingly easy to base our entire theoretical speculations of
international relations and foreign policy assumptions about the motivations of states,
but is is very difficult to prove that those assumptions correspond to objective reality
in a country's foreign policy .

But, it is also easy for us to dssume that the activity and foreign policy of a country is
goal-oriented; that varying factors, internal and external,, to the country are influencing
her goals as well as her chances for attaining those policy goals, and that all countries
involved in international relations have genuine motivations. Vie should not, however,
close our eyes to foreign policy priorities countries give to their various objectives. It
is my assertion that all foreigh policies are characterised by power drives.

As Bertrand Russel observed : "of all the infinite desires of many, the chief are the desires
for power and glory , and he added some human desires, unlike those of animals, are
essentially boundless and incapable of complete satisfaction”.

Certainly, considerations of power and glory are not absent from the minds of the
architects of the South African outward looking policy .

Unquestionably, a policy motivated by power drives for the sake of survival * and security
based on the realities of the international system, helps us to understand the intensity and
persistence of contradictions and conflicts in intemational relations.

These systems of belief deny the existence of any basis for peaceful co-existence.

This certainly is the driving force behind this outward looking policy™ of the South African
policy. -South Africa wants to establish and entrench her power in Africa because she
believes thot this would be a gucrantee for her “security . Thus, South Africa is playing
a game of power policies - a game that pays dividends. Confronted with a possibility

of total isolation and conflict with black states, she has decided to embark on a policy

that will ensure her political hegenony in Africa.

Characteristic of this power drive by South Africa is the conclusion that her security
could only ke assured by a political aggrandisement of the whole continent. It is my
belief that, fundamentally, the security of South Africa rests upon the essential autonomy
and defensikility of each national territory of Africa. There does not exist neither the
moral necessity nor the political excuse for this unwarranted imperialistic expansionism
and ideological colonialism.

It is easy and possible to evplain these expansionist drives by South Africa. They are
the result of a desire to escape from internal tensions, strains and potential crisis. A
regime with insecure political tenure at home succeeds too well in transferring its in-
security to the international system. South Africa is intent on making this transference

of her internal problems to the whole Africa as ptable as possible by sug: ing
her true intentions and motives.

Some people might argue that South Africa is being forced to engage in this kind of
imperialism in order to maintain a balance of power in Africa. It is apparent that the
Lalance of power is being invoked in such a way as to serve as the moreal justification
for policies not ipso facto related to balancing anything. It is being used to cloak
ideological imperialism and to sanctify the search for political hegemony over Africa.
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The significance of this deological invocation, then lies not in any practical belief in the
balance of power myth; but in the fact that Suth Africa feels so convinced of its
popularity as tp moke its conversion into a symbol of proper policy propagandistically
pmﬂhbly ‘Nnn, among rhe obiecﬂvu of Ibe outwald policy of S.A. are those of
agg romic, cultural, political, military and
ideological . Bu' itis :ﬁ"y popularly mrusd that S.A, is engoged in o drivs for peace
and security in Africa. But behind the objective of peace and security lie conflicting
national versions of what peace and security mean. It is only in her actual, concrete
actions and the resulting of such actions that we are able to detect the true intentions
S.A. has in Africa.

(c) South Africa Foreign policy vehicles :

In her drive to penetrate deep into Africa, and realise her ambitions and desires, South
Africa is employing & number of means which are used as her foreign policy instruments:

(i) Military imperialism and military method:

Although it is questionable whether the possession of i immense military arsenal, with
all their modern d i , can still be coantemplated in the pursuit of poluhcal
objectives, it cannot be doubted that the more possession of such military weopons can be
used effectively as an instrument and means of implementing o country's foreign pdlicy
objectives and aims. This is the more so in respect of S.A. with her massive aresenal of
mnhhry weapons - the strongest mhhry power in Africa. Their very possession is bemg

lated into political od of the fear which is inspired in the
minds of Black states.

Thus, the psychology agendered by South Africa's possession of immense military arsenal
seems to possess an intense impact upon the totdl environr.ent for international relations
in Africa.

The mere possession of these military aresenal and the inherent possibility of their
application and employment possesses its own inher political dynamism - military superiority
transforms itself from an end to @ means of foreign policy. It seduces a sense of insecurity

in the minds of Black leaders. Thus, South Africa's military power, is only meaningful

in relation to means, and means is only meaningful in relation to foreign policy objectives.

These facts point the moral that foreign plicy never can, or never should be, divorced
from military strategy . The farelgn policy of a cfwn'ry is limited not only by its aims,

but also by its mili , or more y, by the ratio of its military strength
to that of other oounfnes Thus, muhhry power being an essential element in the life of a
country, b not only an t of foreign poli icy, but an end in itself. South

Africa will not allow any symptom of military weakness since that will promptly reflect
in her political status.

It cannot be denied that South Afru:c is resorting to the indirect use of military power for
political, ic and other ages in Africa.

This the more so since military superiority can be utilised in ways to constitute the essential
backdrop to negotiations between states. It can be used to enable states to make threats and
gain concessions. Vi'e must admit that the threat of force and its use in intemational
relations is instrumental in achieving a country's desired foreign policy objectives.

el

(i1) Economic imperialism and

It may sound a political over-simplification to allege that economic strength of o
country has always been an instrument of political power and a counh'y 's forevgn pohcy
Only the most primitive kinds of foreign policies are al of
factors. This reflects that a country's internaticnal policies assume a diverse class,
industrial and econoric base.
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The massive indusirialisation of Russia, coupled with her ic wealth, growth
and potential has transformed her from an insignificant agricultural power fo a super-power
within a space of 20 years. South Africa by a sheer piracy of natural

has become the most important industrial-economic giant in Africa.

This economic wealth mekes it possible for her fo engege in a foreign policy of econcmic
imperialism in Africa. She is able o off her economic and techmcul md to the Black states.
It cannot be denied, however, that the drive for i | in the i

Black states is cnmplex and expensive. Much more, depends, fhmefore, on the ability and
preparedness of more highly developed countries to offer support for these states. It can also
not be denied that such support is, on occasions, given os a purely humanitarian gesture,

but the usucl pattern is to provide for of political .

Thus the policy of South Africa towards the new states is being forced into these states in
he guise of economic, technical and industrial aid. These Black states, because of

their economic and industrial poverty brought about by centuries of colonial exploitation,
ore finding it increasingly difficult to close their eyes to the tempting offers of aid from
South Africa, despite the fact that she is engaged in a policy of economic imperialism
designed to weaken their economic independence and thus riake them riore dependert on
har.  One might even say that South Africa is trying to create a welfare colonialist: in
Africa. Thus it is clear that econorcic strength and rotentia! is germane to international
relations and a country's foreign policy. South Africa's outward looking policy is therefore,
a policy of economic  perialism since no aid is given to a country without political attach-
ments.

This policy of economic imperialism is also characteristic of the American Dollar policy
through which billions of dollars are set aside for the so-called foreign prograrmes. By
pumping millions and millio~s of dollars into Africa, Asia and Latin America, America is
entrenching her position as a political, military and economic leader of the world because
no country which receives aid from her would dare strate her ambitions. The British Oil
lorsacy is also a ch istic of ic imperialism. And so also is the outward
Iooklng policy of Scuth Africa. It is therefore, obvious that economic aid is used as an
instrument of foreign policy. | have no doubt that South Africa's offer of economic aid
to the Black states is a handmaiden for her desired political and ideological motives. She
is in her pursuit of her political ends, pressing deep into Slack Africa so that she can then
have a perfect pretext for becoming politically involved. V/ith this excuse she can proceed
with impunity and without fear of other countries involving on the side of her unfortuncte
victims.

(iii) Psychological methods in foreign policy irplementation:

The I of psychological nethods in foreign policy implementation of a
country's ob[echves and ulfenor motives has become one of the most effective means in
modern times. Countries indulge in propaganda activities in their endeavour to |mplemenr
their foraign pohcy objectives by manipulating the facts und symbcls fo uham their maximum
desired ra.ults, in the riinds of their political audi logi. thods are
always directed both toward domestic and foreign targets, cnd are deslgned to serve two
ruarin pusposes:

domestically, governments use propaganda to rally the unsuspecting people of the country
in support of their foreign poli because foreign policies will become nore effective
aid acceptable internationally if it is known by foreign govemments that they have the
support and endorsenient of the people at hore. Internationally, such policies are
designed to achieve certain results in other siates.  These may be of two types
intemationally. In cases where another govemment is hostile to and non-receptive of
the puiposes and objectives of the government enploying the psychological methods,
such methods are designed fo crecie and ferment internal tensions, strains and opposition
and dissension, thus weckening that political hold that country and support which those
policies enjoy domestically. Similarly, psychological rethods may be, and are being,
used fo encourage and prorote policies which are advantageous to the state that utilizes
and opplies these methods and techniques.
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Psychological methods are used both for defensive and offensive purposes. A given
government will use ther not only to create positive support for its foreign policy
objectives, but also to watd off the negative effects thus the use of sir.ilar policies by
other states might have in the attainnient of countervailing efforts.

Thus, South Africa, in her drive to advance her foreign policy objectives in Africa is
enploying both blends of psychological techniques. Vihere there is a hostile opposition
to her neo-colonialism and policies, economic, military and ideological imperialisns

for instance in Zambia, she is frying to create dissension and tensions in the minds of
Zamrbians and thus weaken the leadership of President Kaunda. The disclosure of secret
communication between i Voster and President Kaunda by ivir Vorster cannot be seen in
any other way then as a psychoiogical, prop di hnique in his end. ¥ to break
President Kaunda's stubborn and uncompromising opposition to the much idealised “outward
looking policy".

Internally, !ir Vorster has app ly ded in breaking the Idering resi that
the white electorate might have shewn. He has succeeded in convincing them: that the
“outward looking policy * of his govemment is nothing else than a guarantee for the
continued white domination in Souih Africa and they have all accepted it. Mo
opposition can dare to oppose the “outward locking policy” since fo do so would be to
commit political svicide, because all whites in South Africa believe in the continued
existence of white domination.

(d) Implications of the Outward Looking Policy of the South African

Govemment:
T is agaihst the above background that it becomes easy to analyse the implications of the
“outward looking policy"” of Mr Vorster.

Contempdrary trends in Africa - trends in large infl d by the rd looking
policy = are pointing toward ever more complex and troublesome political dilemmas for
Africa and for the black man in South Africa.

This essay is an atterpt to examine these recent political developments in the light of
this “outward looking policy with the intention of focussing on and identify iwo issues.
The first development to concern us will ke the “outward looking policy” itself with
regard to political changes and iriplications that have surfaced in Africa.  OF particular
and sp ecial inp will be an ination of the meaning and impact and
implications of this ' outward looking policy”, ideological gy of friendshir
cordiality toward Black Africa in light of her equally outward strategy involving the
defence of the white regimé, of Rhodesia, and her increasing support for the Portuguese
within Angola and Mozambique.

We shall try to examine what these quite dictory ond i ilable trends portend
for the future of the black man in Scuih Africa, and they mean in terms of long term
political control in Africa as a whole.

The second and related issue that witl concern us & the nature of Black Africa's foreign
policy response fo these trends.

and contradictory trends have always

, black nationalisn: and on the other hand,
w theve is a ldering toward
ire confradictions in her foreign policy, has
«d to win friends in blacks ~ one might say political

!t is not an exaggeration to say i!
dominated politics in Africa: on
white racism, Despite this app:
this political anomaly. South
embarked on an active policy des
stooges and pawns.

The emergence of this new ideolugical strategy hos caused consternation among whites in
South Africa who fear that any type of equal relations with blacks in Africa will lead
to an erosion of apartheid, and iivs cpen the door for political control by the black man.

But, becouse of the political indoctrination by the government they have now accepted
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it as the only weapon against encroachrients by blacks in South Africa, since this policy
will be able to weaken any roral support the black siates could give to the black man in
South Africa.

For the inplementation of this policy, South Africa is able and prepared to pay. In
exchange for nothing niore than political neutrality toward her internal policies. South
Africa is prepared fo provide ic and technical aid. South Africa also expects that
these contacts with Black Africa will increase her influence in Black Africa.

It is significant to note that none of the klack leaders who are dealing openly with South
Africa have intimated that they in any way condone her freatment of the blacks ‘within her
borders. They do argue naively, however, that fhey consider their relations with S.A, to
be p d by a ine anc! realistic appraisel of the options open to ther in Africa.
Bu? at preclsely the same fime that S.A. has been evolving her outward looking”
ldeologncnl strategy, toward the black sfm‘es, she has been engaged in a similar outward

s trategy designed to bolster up and h the ining white colonialists that lie on
her borderlands.

Taking an overview of this “outward looking” policy, definite contradictions and paradoxes
teer in it. On the one hand, South Africa wants fo interact with the black states,
simultaneously, she is closely interacting with and supporting with other white fascist
covernments with a view to weaken the black states.

% by almost i ble fo explain this political paradox. It becomes more
difficult to explain how South Africa's apartheid regime expect to have close relations
with both white and black states. This paradox is in part resolved if we realise that oll

the increased white-Llack contact is planned fo take slace accross national lines. Mone
of this interstate landshaling has made the slightest dent in the intemal racial malaise

of South Mfrica. !f anything, the intemal trends in .2, are toward an intensification

of vicious oppression and ide and a rigid def of white racial domination.
Furthermore , there are no grounds for arguing that in tir:e these interstate contacts may
hisze a spill-over effect on the internal racial patterns in 5.A. despite the naive arguments
by some black states which want to trust their contacts with a political leper of Africa.

The reason for thls pessimistic and dreary conclus:on whlch | am drawing , lies, | kelieve
in the fact that, of her , South Africa's dealings

with these Huck states will always be a relationship of aln: ost fotal economic dependency.
This will give her an ample opportunity of klackmailing these states into accepting or
condoning her internal pol!mes or at least to rerain neutral . All that we will have then
will be the emergence of an African system of states that is thoroughly dominated by a
single rich, and powerful state -~ South Africa.

Through the use of trade, aid and with the potential use of her military power always
lurking in the background South Africa is intent on establishing Black client states. This
constellation of paradoxical force in Africa - political, economic and ideological -
poses a policy dilemma for Blacks in South Africa, that is likely to grow more acute in the
years to come, unless we do something about it. Ve should take a stand on the side of
those forces that aspire for the fundamental huraan rights. 5.A. is fully aware of the
paradoxes in her policy and is doing everything possible both to intensify and implement
ther. She cannot afford not to do this since she is fully aware of the opportunities open
to her in /\Fm:a. She cor: monly defends her growing continental drive for political
and ideol | b - in terms of serving the interests of the 'free world”

which she iriagines is s about to be swallowed up by coramunism. She subtly promises to

stabilize peace in Africa. Even Mr. Vorster has once cormented, perhaps with an
uaknown sense of irony, that we have a sense of self-interest .. in the development
and prosperity of Africa... but it is not self-interest alone that rotivates us. . we have
a sense of mission in respect of Africa.

7/eeennn




r e

In addition, Providence has been very good to us in Africa and we want to retum to
Africa something of this. . . this is the spivit that inspires us... and this is the spirit that
will conquer Africa .

This phrasing of South Africa's role in Africa would hardly warr the hearts of Blacks in
South Africa, since it is clear that S.A, is embarking on a policy of trying to extend the
violence of apartheid to the whole of Black Africa and it is my belief that the Black man
in South Africa cannot afford to have a hand in such a policy or give it rioral support,
since it will be an indirect denial of his own humanity which such a policy is trying to
consolidate.

The “outward looking cannot be seen in anyway other than this. Ut is also passible to
explain this imperialist expansionist drive as the result of a desire by the SA Govemment
to excape from internal tensions and strains which apartheid engendered in South Africa.

South Africa in its drive o woo the Clack states into her ideological laager, is imotivated
by two inner corpulsions : the first is the instinctive desire for the whites to cling to
power, internally and continentally, as long as it possibly can. The second, is their
ideological missionary zeal of the Learers of an oppressive civilization whose innate
belief in its mcial superiority which cormpels them fo pread their ideolegical gospel dnd
try to recreate the subject Black race in their own imoge, regardless of the chances of
suecess. For centuries the contact of the Black man with the whites has been disastrous
for hinm; owing to his enf { political helpl , black sons and doughters have been
sold into slavery. And even today it is customary fo excuse racial discrimination on us by
the naive explanation and rationalisation that Black is inferior to white and as such
incapable of controlling and directing the destiny of Africa.

But, 1 submit, that even if we are not equal in their capacity fo serve the community =

a myth which has long been proved naive - but they are equal in the possession of o
personality and humanity that are worthy of reverence. They are ‘equal in the right to
the development of that personality so far as may be compatible with the common good .
And in the determination of what constitutes the common good, they have an equal claim
that the judgement whould be heard and weighed and that the judgement should be
disinterested, non~discriminatory and just.

It is therefore our duty to reject this “outward looking* policy since- it is fraught with
barbed traps for the Biack man in South Africa; and in the whole of Africa. Clacks in
SA cannot afford to support a policy of ideological imperialism.

it is quite inconceivable why some Black states show so much emotional enthusiasm in

the so called “dialogue with SA". One cannot understand how they are going fo reconcile
their convictions and beliefs in the dignity and sup of man irrespective of race,
colour or creed with the dogmatic ideology of white South Africans who fanatically believe
in their racial superiority.

It is my conviction that an ideolagical contoversy or dispute is not susceptibel to corpromise
or accommodations, Lut goes on to clitiax in viciory or defeat. Mo ideology penvits
bargaining with ‘evi! and to the white ecuality with the black ran is an evit. This is
necessarily so since ideology leads inescapably to the formulation of all problems in moral
terms. Differences thus bacomes the struggle betweon good and evil.

One cannot dispute or deny that most of these Black states are inspired by a genuine desire
to try to resolve the racial impasse of apartheid when they express their willingness and
preparedness to enter into a dialogue with SA. They believe that they could convince

A that the Black man is not genctically incapable of controlling the political destiny
of his own people. It is their conviction that by sitting around the conference table with
5 African Vihites, they will be able to show them the kind of humanisr tha Black man
can instil into the ' hite man's oppressive and demoralizing civilization.

-



=8

But one cannot help to feel a sence of pessirism about the feasibility of such a dialogue,
in view of the exclmuve ]urlsdlchon that any state possesses withid-its territory and fo its
freedom to act in int | affairs without subjection to the legd‘N}on?rol of another
state, and its policies. Being subjec to no legal superior; a country s kgdd'mnully left
to her own devices for regulating its domestic and foreign policies.

Thus, it is inconceivable that South Africa will allow these black states to mierfere with
her dorrestic policies. It might be argues that South Africa maybe by mramohom:l morality
motivated to modify her stance on racialism in a dialogue with these black staies. “ham
convinced there is no connection between power politics and morality. There does not
exist any ethical restraint upon the policies of states.

It is against this background that one cannot understand how these black states, propose,
to convince South Africa to jetison its racial policies - policies which are the comerstone
of discriminati fon and the black man in South Africa.

Pr
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Thelr cull for a dmlogue is thus a mere ise in moral fetishi They are b

1 with this ideological power keg. No black man in South Africa
should aHow himself to be dulled by the protestations of these black states: protestations
that they are inspired by a sence of moral responsibility towards his plight. Ve do not
doubt their sincerity, but the usefulness of such a dmlogue. It cannot be denied that such
a dialogue might result in the | ing of i jons but it cannot help to
ameliorate our sufferings.

Change in South Afriba will be brought about by the black man himself in South Africa.
We cannot expect Zambian children to come érid die fot our emancipation and freedom.
They had to fight for their ipation fror coloniali Ve will have to die for our
own. For the black ran in South Africa to expect the black states to fight forhis rights
is to indulge in moral mysticism and we cannot afford to live in a sort of “alice in
wonderland”.

Ve should be aware of the fact that the black states are committed to a policy of non-
alignment. This might be the reason why some states feel that they should enter into a
political relationship vith South Africa.

But non-alignment with black Africa means that blacks have their own values, their own
way of doing things. Any involvement in the “hot” or cold war would, it is iy belief,
deter them from their goals.

Itis ul:o | belief that non-alignraent mH g:ve .-\fnou an opporl'umry to crystallise their
own p i, i ond social philosoy lig in Africa should be seen
asa i dii h the ruthl of bofh copitalism and communism. It
is a philosopt lved and dissemi the principles and ideals of black
socialism. This phrlosophy evolves from an obsession of the black states to defeat and
destroy this triple curse of: poverty, illiteracy and dlseuses., fhof spring from the ev:ls

of capitalism, racism and racialism.  This funds | black ori ion with ifs p Y
for the roral dignity of mankind, assures the dignity und humanism of man. 1t is this
belief in the dignity and dness of ran that p the if among

the black peoples in Africa.

It is an imbilical cord that binds the black man in South Africa with his bretheren in Africa.
It is this cord that impels most black states in Africa to shun the ‘outward locking policy™
of Vorster.

It is this convidion that should make us cond: “dial * and its ink evils.

There can, therefore, be no marriage of the ideology of apartheid and the black philosophy
of man.

R 1 A

As Sir S Premier of iMauritius, &

aphically puts it :
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“There can only be ¢ diglogue between persons, of the same and rank and who have the
same idea of man. There connot be a diciogue between the fly and his Lord. . . there
can only be a dislogue between persors heving identical idedls. . . diglogue cannot
fcke plv:ce, beiween pecple who have ncthing in common. . .1 share the distress and
curse of our beothers in South Africa”.
(Mail 19/5/7%)

Thus we should not oliow ousselves to be drugged by South African propaganda thai her
quest for dialogue is a quest for peace in Africa.

We should not allow curselves to be seduced into pasively or actively accepting this
kind of polisical and ideologizal froud.V. e should not accept the pubiic protestations by
SA that her drive into Africa it designed to combat communism and its evils, because |
believe that the mest serious thisal to the peace stability and security in Africa is
apuriiieid and iis recial discriminatory norms.

SA sheuid, therefors, be colling Black states fo enter into a pact with her to wipe out
aparthaid, sheer geinding poverly that condemns the Black man in SA to live below the

brecd~lire and it truees of coionialism and neo-colonialism.

The seapegoaiing of Communism by SA has become her political sirategy in her ‘outward
locking policy . This is a grand sirategy to divert the world from the horrors and evils
of apurtheid.

South Africa's ongoing argument that her outward looking policy is necessitated by a
quest for national security is only a clodk for a quest for political, military, ideological
and economic power in Africa.

We should, therefore, be wary of any policy that parades in the garb of a policy guided
by the nanonal security intervest. The “outward Iookmg policy" embraces a wide rance of

goals and objeciives exiending alony a - continuum.

The maximum range continuum is evoived for a permanent consolidation and maintenance

of internal op.;res;wn and repression. This is the besic aims , and she needs assurance

from the outside world thut there will be no inteiference. The minimum goal continuum is

the desire to guin direst con’rol and domination of Africa. SA is desirous of making the

bluck staves scieiiites by convarting inio her economic vassuls. The employmeni of economic
means seeins fo be the only method open to SA since she cannof afford to employ open military
force in forcing her aims and anbiticas since that would be to risk the loss of the desired
influence and presiige thar might ottierwise be won ihrough less costly alternative means.

The use of miiiiary force usucily enfers oniy as an exceptional and desporcie means of
whsn ai| other uifemﬂves ave exnws-‘ed Thus, so ioz\g as the Black stafes
sased economu:

the Bhwk siabes; fo misunderstend thel deslre to see [ushue is to under»-a( imaie the power=
thrustof Black consciousness. This might be a sonsolation to the black mun in South Africa
tes in order to make thein powerless.
The oid policy of dwnde and rule. She is frying to drive a wedge between them.

One cannot deny the possibiiity exisis for this policy fo succeed, in view of the fact that
mosi Black sicies are ef.ouomlccuy poor mld s s-lch would hke to g@in economic
admmags of South Africa’s rich i { and t

Malawi and Lesotho are there already erfoying the fruits of their submmwcnsss lf is
unforiunate that while conient os a wile in being poteni ially rich, it is still desperately
poor. lis rich resources ave unevenly disiributed; ifs main sources and resevoir of economic
wealih are seafrolied by exuairiate copitalisis; it stili lacks experts and trained personnel
at ail levels to man its technical services, and to execute iis develupment programme.

10/......
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srefore Imperative that we

This makes it possible to design a policy of ruling them. it i
imperialism in palatable

should be always in a stateof war against any signs of econc
concepts.

V. e should not forget that the economic power-base of SA is the Black man who is being
ruthlessly exploited.

Qur phobia for any signs of imperialism and racism in Africa, and the conselidation of
apartheid in SA in particular cannot be seen as a negative rejection for the subjugation

Black man. It is also a positive assertion of the right and capacity of the Black
control and charge of his own destiny and eliminate any signs of the second scramble
vica to carve it up in more subtly and thus perpetuate white domination.

V.e stiould join hands with oll fhase who oppose d.alcgue and the ouMurd |oong policy,
in order to make Africa independent, for the elirination of all , and
the removal of all vestiges colomuhsm neo-colonialisr: and racism.

Vie have a positive interest in Africa - in doing what we believe can shape the whole
contisient so that the climate will be more for favourable for eaual opporiunity, the

arance of racism and racial discrimination and the abolition of all forms of
reprossion and white sup y and domination. Growing out of this we also have a negative
in Africa : io stop any movement of ideological, tyranny and imperiatizm which
assuincs the semantic guise of the search for peace und security in Africa.

nnot allow it tc spread continentally since this will make it more difficuit to
e a panacea for this malady .

| do 1.0t dispute that SA's preparedness to offer ic and technical assi: to Black
Africa may be humanitarian. But alleged humanitarian motives may sometimes be used as a
co for other less avowed, sinister motives. This is my main fear and doubts concerning
ecoromic and technica! assistunce fo the Black states.

Ecormic and technical assistance is the vehicle of the "outward looking policy and

. | believe that for us to support or even passively condone this outward looking
is morally disastrous. V' e cannot afford to enter into a moreal conspiracy against
~res and thwart our cause and aspirations. To support it would be tantamount to

3 a certificate of mora! respectability and testimonials of good conduct to the white
opp:-xsors in SA in their desire to face the outside world and improve the image of
apaitneid.

| believe that it is for the Black man in SA to show moral resistance, homogeneity and
cohesion in this struggle to wipe out apartheid and its soul-corroding effects.

| am aware that soric pecple riay accuse us of being “un-South African °, by opposing

the outward looking policy, but we should not forget that we are not South Africans but the vassals
and slaves of the "South Africans ™. Others may remind us that the auest for dialogue and

the drive into Africa by SA is motivated by her quest for the security of SA as a whole.

| belicve that in SA "National security ' means the security of apartheid and white

domination.

Many more may try to convince us that S. Africa's outward looking policy emanates from
her desire and commitment to curb the infiltration of communism in Africa and thus secure the .
ed existence of wastern civiiization and interests. But we could remind them that
sifsm wight oe a th-eat to capitalism and western interests, but apartheid and its
rasisn is @ threat o huranity  and the dignity of man.
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1t will be politically suicidal for us to enter into any collution with other oppressors In
the nare of "national security

Econom|cally it will be disastrous for us to support South Afrigals drive for markets and
economic dominance in Africa because such a plicy is designed to consolidate the
economic capitalisn. of SA which will ke a for the inved opp qnd
exploitation of the Black man in SA and Africa as a whole.

We should be aware of the fact that the economic strength of SA is a victim of the most
ruthless economic exploitation usknown to human history . | believe that the wealth of SA

is neither built on gold, diamonds nor secondary industry, but on the toiling Black man.

Thus we should see all exports from SA to Africa ond the wtsldg world os hoing a ruthless
exploitation of the Black man. As to the dialogue issue”, | cannot help byt advocating that
we should riot wppoﬂ it.

Same people will argue that we should support it since one of its bagic aims - ot least from
the Black African state's point of view - is to try to obliterate apartheid from the map of
SA. Granted that this is the purpose of this dialogue , one cannot understand how the
Black _states can negotiate with SA to remove apartheid from within her borders, because
the basis of international relations is the inviolability of the legal and political
saverelgnity, ond independence of each state within her borders, imrespeciive of her
military stature, Mo state be it the United States, Russia or Zambia hes any right to
interfere in the domestic affairs of another state. This inviolability of the state's
independence in respecr of her domestic jurisdiction, makes it impossible for other states

to rectify the ills that may be plaguing another sto'e

Even the United Nations is incapable of interfering i in matters which are essentially
wM\m ?he domeshc jurisdiction of member states.

Thus based s it is on the. sovereignity of the member srutes, the UN Scharter neceswnly
tokes. the view, e:;prsssgi in Ar’ncle 2, h 7, that the isation has no power
to i ene in the domestic jurisdicti afany mmﬁer state”.

This principte of soverenamry of a s'ofe is aquﬂ[ y

dialogue .

“&pplicable in the cose of the so-called

The Black states wh the itude of fhenr abh of heid and racialisn,
can never ever do anything to ul:olr.-n it unless SA herself is r)repured to make apartheid the
point of iation and is prepared to abandor: it.

But if SA is prepared fo enter into a dialogue with the Black states in order to resolve the
impasse of apartheid, why can't she enter into a dialogue with us. Ve are capable of
negotiating with the Vorster regime. But the South African government has, for centuries,
refused to negotiation with the Blacks within her borders in order to eliminate this
inhuman institution. For the black states, despite their fervent wish and desire to
emancipate us from our sophisticated slavery, to hope that they can convince SA to
abolish apartheid is to indulge in a fruitless exercise in a diplomatic jungle.

| am aware that some people may accuse me of an obsessive pessimism . But, | am only
movec by my sense of politicai reclities in SA. | believe that it is for the Black man in
SA to strive for his own salvation dnd redemption fiom this crushing bondage. For him to
entertain a hope that the biack states will engender his liberation is to indulge in moral
and political romanticism.

They can give us moral support, but we have to take up arms and fight for our cause.

BY HARRY NENGW/ENKHULU
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