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A MESSAGE
FROM Bram Fischer
UNDERGROUND

ADVOCATE ABRAM FISCHER, Q.C., is the main
accused in the current Johannesburg trial of thirteen
men and women on charges of being members or
supporters of the illegal Communist Party. On
January 22 he announced that he had chosen to
forfeit his bail and leave his home in order to
continue the liberation struggle from underground.
The following message sent by him from
‘somewhere in South Africa’ has been released

by Southern Africa News Features, London.

IN 1965 SoutH AFRICA presents a surface of ebullient confidence: the
ebullience of a white electorate basking in phenomenal prosperity;
and the confidence of a Government which, during sixteen years, has
with increasing violence attempted to crush every effort by the majority
of the people to win human rights until today it appears supremely
stable. -

To the outside world, then, South Africa may seem to be another
Spain: irrevocably set for long years of rule so tyrannical that all
militant opposition can be continually and readily suppressed. A
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powerful body of conservative opinion—including the many British
and American investors with a large stake in this prosperity—
particularly appreciates the present Government’s maintenance of
‘law and order’ (regardless of the cost in human suffering below the
~surface) and argues that economic forces are breaking down apartheid.

These impressions and arguments need to be corrected.

- South Africa may resemble Spain, but it is not another Spain.
Apartheid, in a manner unique in history, arouses the abhorrence of all
the United Nations except Portugal; not only the abhorrence, but the
growing determination to bring to an end such racial domination. The
view may be true that many investors in South Africa favour a strong
Government, and hence resist any interference with the policies of
such a Government which attempts to maintain law and order at all
costs. This view may be true af present. It ceases to be true as soon as
the Government’s policy produces unrest and external threats. At that
stage it must become increasingly apparent that it is in the interests
of the investor to support rapid change and the transfer of political
power to a truly representative government which would establish
racial peace and proper relations with the African States and the
United Nations. In any event, can any government be truly stable
where, in a multi-racial society, all non-whites, three-quarters of the
population, are deprived of the vote and detest the racialist laws?
Can any economy long be stable where its prosperity is reserved for a
politically dominant white minority? Can any policy produce racial
harmony where it imposes economic and social degradation and a
denial of human rights on the vast majority of people?

As for the argument that economic forces are breaking down
apartheid, this is true only to a strictly limited extent. The law reserving
jobs for whites and coloured people is daily infringed as more and
more non-whites are absorbed into skilled and semi-skilled work,
while during the Nationalist Government’s rule the number of Africans
living and working in so-called white areas has more or less doubled.
But—though their wages and living conditions improve—in face of
the ever-rising cost of living, need, poverty and malnutrition remain
the lot of the vast majority of non-whites in this prosperous country.
Furthermore, the absorption illegally of Africans into semi-skilled or
even skilled work is in fact leading to even greater exploitation of
labour, as white employers hire them for so-called white jobs at cheap
wages, safe in the knowledge that Africans have no right to organize
and strike. But above all the argument that economics are defeating
the politics of apartheid becomes fallacious in face of the mounting
human and.political repression that has accompanied the growing
‘influx’ of Africans, now more than 7,000,000 in the so-called White
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87 per cent of South Africa. In short, the more educated and “indus-
trialized’ the Africans become, the more they are repressed.

It is not necessary to look far below South Africa’s surface in time
or depth to discover the reality. Protests against shocking social con-
ditions, against the hated pass laws, against political and industrial
oppression—whether peaceful or whether exploding into riots or
sabotage—have equally been put down with violence.

Yet for fifty years, the senior African organization, the A.N.C.,
followed a policy of non-violence. Even after the Sharpeville massacre,
it still persisted in such methods. Notuntil the 1961 protest stay-at-home
had been crushed by all the force of a modern well-armed State, did the
leaders turn away with bitter regret from their policy of non-violence,
and allow some members to join the Spear of the Nation. Even then the
campaign of sabotage that followed was directed strictly at symbolic
targets. Once again the reply of the exclusively White Parliament was
not to repeal discriminatory laws. Instead, surely a unique occurrence
in history, an elected body whose members must have known full well
what the consequences would be, passed a law which legalized torture.
Under the so-called ‘ninety-day’ law, which soon earned world-wide
notoriety, a thousand of our best citizens were detained for indefinite
periods of ninety days in solitary confinement, for purposes of interro-
gation. As was to be expected, this has been used (and, though
suspended, can at any time be used again), not merely to inflict solitary
confinement—in itself one of the cruellest forms of punishment, as I
know from personal experience—but for actual physical torture; long
hours of enforced continuous standing—forty hours, fifty, sixty or
even more—during incessant interrogation; electric shock treatment
and other forms of violent physical assault.

Our police State, now arming itself to the teeth, has used this law
with barbarous intensity to try to break the forces striving for basic
human rights. Today there are over 2,500 political prisoners in our
jails, including most of our non-white leaders. The State thinks it has
crushed the liberation movement, but it has not. As we know from
history—including the history of South Africa—if the struggle for
freedom is smothered in one place or for the time being, it flares up
again before long. In 1960, with the mass arrests during the Emergency,
it seemed as if the struggle had been crushed. But this was not so.
There was a resurgence in the movement for liberation. Now of course
the set-back has been more profound and widespread. But ‘set-back’
it is, and the struggle will surge forward again. It is in this that the
real danger lies. If South Africans have to perform the task by them-
selves, they will inevitably be driven by the terrorist methods of the
the State into a violent and chaotic form of struggle. And the more
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prolonged the daily, incessant humiliation meted out by the majority
of whites, to the millions of non-whites, the fiercer the bitterness being
created in millions of souls. This bitterness is understood, indeed
overtly shared, by people of colour everywhere. The fury recently
vented in the United Nations over the Congo will seem trivial by
‘comparison to what lies ahead in relation to South Africa. Though it
is at the moment beyond the powers of the African States to launch
any direct attack they cannot indefinitely tolerate our gross insult to
man solely because of his colour and their existing influence in the
United Nations can but grow and, in its turn, influence the countries
with heavy investment 1n South Africa.

Immediately, world opinion has positive and constructive tasks to
perform. It must prevent torture from being used again in a country
which counts itself civilized. World opinion has already helped to bring
about the suspension of the ninety-day law, now it must work for its
repeal. The law still exists and the Minister of Justice has already
threatened to reimpose it at a moment’s notice.

World opinion should work for the release of our thousands of
political prisoners and, until this is achieved, must insist that they
are not, as at present, treated as ordinary criminals of the lowest
category. The wives and dﬂpendants of these prisoners must be cared
for; their children educated. We in South Africa are qmte incapable
of lﬂukmg after 15,000-20,000 dependants,

But, most important, is the extension of human rights to all citizens.
Democracy will eventually be won, of that there can be no doubt.
The question is whether it can be achieved peacefully or only by violence.

A peaceful transition can be brought about if the Government agrees
to negotiation with all sections of the people and, in particular, with
the non-white leaders at present jailed on Robben Island or in exile.
Prospects of such negotiation seem desperately remote. The Govern-
ment presents a “‘granite’ attitude. Not one of the three Prime Ministers
produced by the Nationalist Party since 1948 ever met or talked with
a single non-white leader.

Yet this is no static situation. This is no Spain. It is 1965—not 1935.
If the combination of predictable and unpredictable forces leads to
large-scale violence or war, the consequences would be so disastrous
in loss of life, in suffering, in economic disruption, in a legacy of bitter
hatred and in the threat to world peace, that I believe that white South
Africans must at some stage be brought to realize that their own long-
term interests lie not in maintaining race supremacy but in extending
human rights to all.

Although the Nationalist Party appears supremely confident, its
spokesmen show some awareness of the hopelessness of their struggle
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in their warnings that if apartheid fails, multi-racial democracy must
follow.

The United Nations can bring home to white South Africans the
recognition that the maintenance of white supremacy is doomed. I
doubt even whether it would be necessary to apply sanctions, boycotts,
embargoes. I have no doubt that if white South Africans really believed
that certain fundamental sanctions would be imposed after the lapse
of some specified time, they could well rid themselves of apartheid, and
thus avoid bloodshed more fearful than ever occurred in Algeria.

And knowing them as I have grown to know them from twenty-five
years work with the A.N.c., I have no doubt that our African people
will gladly bear any hardships that would be caused by sanctions,
rather than achieve their freedom by violence.

With all South Africa free, at long last our country will fulfil its
great potential—economic, political, cultural and educational—
internally and in African and world affairs.

DOCUMENT 2

STATEMENT BY CONSULTATIVE
MEETING OF COMMUNIST
PARTIES IN MOSCOW

A CONSULTATIVE MEETING took place in Moscow from March 1st to
5th, 1965, of representatives of the Communist Party of Argentina,
the Communist Party of Australia, the Brazilian Communist
Party, the Bulgarian Communist Party, the United Party of the
Socialist Revolution of Cuba, the Communist Party of Czecho-
slovakia, the Communist Party of Finland, the French Communist
Party, the Socialist Unity Party of Germany, the Communist Party
of Germany, the Communist Party of Great Britain, the Hungarian
Socialist Workers® Party, the Communist Party of India, the Italian
Communist Party, the Mongolian People’s Revolutionary Party,
the Polish United Workers’ Party, the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union and the Syrian Communist Party.

Representatives of the Communist Party of the United States
attended the meeting in the capacity of observers.

The participants held consultations on questions of mutual
interest and exchanged opinions on ways and means of surmount-
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ing differences and consolidating the unity of the world communist
movement.

The consultative meeting proceeded in an atmosphere of frater-
nity and friendship and was imbued with the spirit of active
struggle for the unity of the communist movement to fulfil its
great historic tasks.

The participants expressed the firm determination of their parties
to do everything in their power to rally the world communist
movement and consolidate its unity on the basis of Marxism-
Leninism, proletarian internationalism and the course laid down
in the 1957 Declaration and the 1960 Statement.

The representatives of the parties agreed that under present
conditions the strengthening of the positions of socialism, the
upsurge of the national liberation and the international working-
class movements, and the growth of the forces standing for the
maintenance and strengthening of peace, is the basic trend in world
development.

At the same time, it was noted that world reaction, and in the
first place U.S. imperialism, is becoming more active in various
parts of the world trying to aggravate the situation and undertaking
acts of aggression against the socialist countries, the states liberated
from colonialism, and the revolutionary movement of the peoples.

In this situation it is more than ever necessary for all Communist
Parties to show their sense of internationalist responsibility and to
unite for the common struggle against imperialism, colonialism
and neocolonialism, and against the rule of monopoly capital, for
active support to the liberation movement and defence of the
peoples subject to imperialist aggression, and for the struggle for
world peace based on respect for the sovereignty and integrity of

all states.
In a statement the participants expressed their solidarity with the

heroic people of Vietnam and the Party of Labour of Vietnam,
and issued a call for international solidarity in the struggle against
the aggressive acts of the U.S. militarists.

Cohesion of all the revolutionary forces of our time—the
socialist community, the national liberation movement and the
international working class—is of decisive importance for the
success of the fight against imperialism.

This cohesion calls insistently for the strengthening of world
communist unity:.

Divergences in the communist movement impair its unity and
therefore do damage to the world liberation movement and the

communist cause.
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The participants voiced their conviction that what unites the
Communist Parties greatly outweighs that which at the present
time disunites them.

Even though there are differences over the political line and
many important problems of theory and tactics, it is quite possible
and necessary to work for united action against imperialism and to
render all-round support for the liberation movement of the peoples,
in the struggle for world peace and the peaceful coexistence of all
countries, big and small, with different social systems, and in the
fight for the vital interests and historic goals of the working class.

Concerted action in the fight for these common goals is the most
effective way of overcoming the existing differences.

The participants stressed that the Communist Parties must exert
collective efforts to improve relations between the parties and to
consolidate the unity of the world communist movement on the
basis of the observance of the democratic principles of the indepen-
dence and equality of all the fraternal parties.

In the struggle for the solution of the tasks common to the
whole of the communist movement, it is desirable to exploit all
possibilities and ways, bilateral and multilateral meetings between
representatives of fraternal part:es and other forms of party con-
tacts and exchanges of opinion.

The participants are unanimous in the opinion that under present
conditions, as is declared in the 1960 Statement, international
meetings of Communist and Workers’ Parties are an effective means
of exchanging views and experience, enriching Marxist-Leninist
theory by collective effort and working out united pusxtwns in the
struggle for common aims.

Such meetings, held with the observance of the principles of
complete equality and independence of each party, can render good
service to the cause of surmounting differences and cementing the
unity of the communist movement on the basis of Marxism-
Leninism and proletarian internationalism.

Therefore, in the opinion of the participants, actwe and all-sided
preparations for a new international meeting to be held at a suitable
date, fully conform to the interests of the world communist

movement.

To convene the new meeting and to secure its success, it is
necessary to prepare it both as to its content and from an
organisational standpoint, actively to create by joint efforts favour-
able conditions for all fraternal parties to participate in its
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preparation, and to work tirelessly for an improvement of the
atmosphere in the world communist movement.

The meeting should serve the common cause of all communists.
Emphasis and concentration of efforts on the urgent tasks con-
fronting the communist movement will, more than anything else,
bring our positions on the fundamental issues of the time closer
together.

The participants expressed the opinion that it is desirable to
hold a preliminary consultative conference of representatives of the
81 parties that gathered at the 1960 meeting in order to discuss the
question of a new international meeting.

It is necessary to hold consultations with all these parties to
decide the question of convening this preliminary conference.

The parties represented at this meeting have declared themselves
in favour of discontinuing the open polemics, which are in character
unfriendly and degrading to the fraternal parties.

At the same time, they consider it useful to continue, in a
comradely form and without mutual attacks, an exchange of
opinion on the important contemporary issues of mutual interest.

The participants declare themselves in favour of the rigorous
observance of the standards governing relations between parties as
defined by the 1957 and 1960 meetings, and against the interference
by any party in the internal affairs of other parties.

In expressing their opinion on the ways of surmounting the
difficulties in the world communist movement and on its further
development, the representatives of the parties were guided by the
wish to strengthen the Marxist-Leninist unity of the communist
ranks in the fight against imperialism and colonialism, for national
liberation, peace, democracy, socialism and communism.

The representatives of the parties trust that all fraternal parties
will respond favourably to this consultative meeting.



