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DISSENSION 
IN THE RANKS' 
: comment 
THE 0Hft : i I (W i n ahich tha struggl* 

developing in these last fee years aafcaa i t m 

urgent than aver f o r a c lear under-* t-ndlng o f 

the rale of eh l tas in the s l r m j l t i fear 

The recent NUGAS booklet msaanaion In the 

has helped t o re-open that coaplex question. 

What fo l loae e r a a fee i m i l l a and c r l t l i l a — 

of that booklet, a l l o f ahich e r a c^Tmrmi i n a 

constructive s p i r i t . 

1 . In locating concretely a t aoaa pest 

of vahlte opposition* both nae and i n 

Dissension aanagea to lend e t e l l i n g U o e 

against l ibera l ise) . By ai.gaining u 

of the PFP. the L l b a m l Party, Been Halations and 

even the Afr ican 

booklet ahoae that a l i b e r a l solut ion t o 

probloprs Is no solution at a l l . I n 

a l l theoa organ! oattons have had an 

ind lv idua l i e t i c and onral ietLc approach t o 

South African s i tua t ion . Against a l l 

(although f o r obvious raoaona) they 

generally t r i a d t o eiah 

apartheid and c a p i t a l i s e . The 

oT a l l t M a ' l s t h a t tho i r 

have rangod f r a e 'change f roa odttdn-(tlaa P F P ) 

and ac t ive ool laharat ion with the s t a t e (SA im 

end Patr ick Duncan's act ions during the a—ill 

an peri laaant in the t9GDs), to char i ty aarfc a 

Ind lv idua l i e t i c p o l i t i c a l eaoaaajofcaol (aw ties 

Black Sash's aecret 'nat ional o i N a o J a n ' 

e t t e a p t a ) . Thodr persistant at toopta t o 

ru lors t o 
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the fac t that we face not e v i l individuals, but 

an oppressive system which can only ba changed by 

the actions of the oppressed themselves. This 

b e l i e f I n a 'change of heart1 underlies l i b e r a l 

responses, from the PFP to the more a i l i t a n t 

(and adventurist) actions of the AW. 

2 , But having ehoent e i t h greet insight , the 

bankruptcy of l i b e r a l theory and pract ice , the 

booklet does not remain consistent with 

i t s e l f whan i t examine* SACOD. I t would be 

counter-productive to ideal ise SACOD and the 

Congrees Movement of the la te 1950s and ear ly 

1960s. To do eo would be t o ignore the f a c t 

that elements of redlcal l i b e r a l i s e were 

within SACOD i t s e l f . Even whi lst the l ibera t ion 

movement was real is ing the cen t ra l l t y of suss 

struggle, meny leaders were to some extent 

hypnotieed by constitutionalism and leQslism. 

When sabotage was launched in the ear ly 19603, 

i t waa directed et symbolic targets in the hope 

of bringing the government and i t s supporters 

' t o t h e i r senses'. I t does not help the 

dsmocratic movopent of today to gloss over 

these problems. As a recent VIP e d i t o r i a l has 

pointed out , *the poverty of contmporery 

l ibera l ism i n South Afr ica does not ru le out a 

d i f fe ren t form of l i b e r a l ideology - mors 

r a d i c a l , more a c t i v i s t . ' ( M P 19 ) . A l i b e r a l 

viewpoint cen eas i ly , i n ths circumstancss, be 

disguised mm a progressive, dsmocratic stance. 

Certa inly i t i s true that SAC00 avoided 

many of the p i t f a l l s of the l i b e r a l groupings by 

the simple act of open a l l iance with the ANC and 

the Congress Uovsment. By doing th is I t was 

supporting a 'mass approach1 i n p o l i t i c s , and 

taking i t s cue from a pre-exist ing black 

national organisation. Unfortunately, 

Dissension f a i l s to emphasise that i t wes the 

fac t of having gn external mass-baaed point of 

reference thet enabled SACOD to avoid (by arvj 

large) the p o l i t i c a l errors of theory and 

practice thet inevitably ar lss from the white 

poeitlon of p r iv i l ege end isolst ion from the 

messes. This crucia l point i s par t icu lar ly 

important f o r us today. I t is debatable 

whether th is external point of reference can 

presently be provided by eny organ 1 satiort/s 

currently operating lega l ly in t h i s country. 

3 . Judging by the booklet, betwesn SACOD and 

the present l l e e nothing! But we cannot base 

ourselvee solely on a past which most white 

democrats are too young to rsmember. We have 

t o assess what white 'democrats' were doing 

throughout the 1ff70s, the immedlste past . 

I n th is respect. Dissension largely ignores the 

significance and lessons of black consciousness 

f o r white democrats. One lesson has been 

absorbed - that the pr inc ip le of non-racialism 

does not necessarily mean that the o* j l t l - rao la l 

form of orgenieatibn i s the correct strategy. 

But apart from that there i s l i t t l e assessment 

of the structural posit ion in which white 

democrats f ind themselves soc ia l ly , Cu l tura l ly , 

economically, educationally, etc e tc . I f we 

can understand our own structural position 

then we can else underatend ho* end shy we 

often dominete end engage in manipulative 

p o l i t i c s (and not only in non-raciel 

s i tua t ions ) . We carry our pr iv i leges with us, 

often in the form of super ior i ty complexes, 

high self-confidence, and extreme individualism. 

Whilst i t would ba narrow to argue that one must 

be poor or black to understand tha social 

dynamics of poverty end oppression we must 

ecknowledge thst the white democrat (usually en 

I n t e l l e c t u a l ) , whose l i f e - s t y l e end da l ly 

experience i s remote from that of the oppressed, 

w i l l have d i f f i c u l t y in formulating pol ic ies of 

struggle for the oppressed. Despite recent 

statements and actions by some individuals under 
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the benner of black coneciousness, we cannot 

say that black consciousness is simply fa lse 

consciousness, I t i s not! I t emergee frcm rea l 

conditions of rac ia l oppression, which «e ignore 

et our p e r i l . 

4 . The f i n a l section in Dlsssnflon, 'The road 

ahead', holcjs by i t s t i t l e the most promise but 

i e disappointing In i t s content. I t correct ly 

points out that i t is examining the position of 

the broad group of white democrats (already a 

sizeable gnsup). and not that of the few whites 

who ere act ive in non-racial organisations. I t 

i s also aware o f r e a l problems, such as tha 

danger of adventurist and opportunistic actions 

on the part of inexperienced sections of th is 

group. And yet I t fs)lls to confront the options 

open for orgenlsed whites. What should thay 

do? How should they mobilise? etc . Instead i t 

mostly o f fars vague genera l i t ies and 

incomprehensible advice Such as the fol lowing: 

I t i s ' the duty of white democrats to edopt 

e strategic approach to t h e i r pr iv i leged 

p o s i t i o n . : . | ' What does t h i s meen? 

In the end Dissension i s suggesting thet 

organised white democrats should provide resources 

to other (black) groups end indiv iduals . Shl lst 

certa in individual whites may genuinely be eble 

to do t h i s , organised white dsmoorets would ba 

perpetuating cer ts in divisions in the democratic 

movement. White domlnetion, where i t occurs or 

threetflne, i s (e) per t ly a resul t of s t ructure! 

edvantages (of education and other s k i l l s ) , and 

(b) par t ly the form in which thw division between 

mantel and manual labour, which emerges in any 

populsr movement* occurs in South Af r ica . Are we 

ccetat t ing th is danger by heving whites play 

ths 'resource ro le '? 

The Question of the ro le of whites in the 

struggle is er ls ing today in a very d i f fe ren t 

context to that of the 19S0s. There are many 
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dif ferences, but one kay can be aaan In the fac t 

that SACOO membership mas numbered in tha 

hundreds whllat ahi ta democrats (unorganised) 

todaynuaber in tha thousands* This l a because 

of vary r e e l grievance* ahlch a e ign i f icant and 

growing aactlon of young whites have. For 

example, thay saa Injust ice a l l around them and 

ara aaara that there a i l l bo no paaca u n t i l thara 

l a freedom. They ara angry at having to jo in tha 

amy to dafand a system fa r which thay are not 

prepared t o d i e . Very few can play a resource 

ro le (apart from the dangers of ahltea playing 

t h i s r o l e ) , and to confine white democrats to 

t h i s i a a cer ta in recipe for disi l lusionment, 

and tha d r i f t i n g in to e x i l e or complacency of 

tha bulk of a h i t a democrats. 

Ed i tor ia l note: The booklet referred to in the 

ebove comment i a Oiasansion in the Ranks: ahi ta 

opposition I n South Af r ica , and i a published by 

tha National Union of South African Students. 

An a r t i c l e on Liberal Party and COD: oppoaltion 

to apartheid appears in WIP 19; the* same issue 

of wTP contains an e d i t o r i a l on some of the 

issues raised ebove. The editora would welcome 

further contributions and comments on th is 

subject. 
• 
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INFLATION AND 
FOOD 
MONOPOLIES 

•E are publishing tha f i n a l part of an a r t i c l e 

en t i t l ed 'The Nature of Economic Sroeth in SA* 

- 1978-1960: monopoly Capital and tha Erosion . 

of Black Living Standards', by Jeremy Kemnan. 

The f i r a t part i a an examination of the widely 

believed atatament that earnings of africana 

have increased during the 1970a. 

Jeremy Kesnan examines the f igures that are 

uaed to aupport th la posit ion and points out 

Ineccuracies, misleading information and omissions 

and conclude*i 

a ' that incomes of afr lcans have 'declined mora 

or leaa constantly in rea l terms since 1976'; 

a t h a t the 'increase in Black (a f r ican} 

unemployment i a due pr imar i ly to the 
increasing cap i ta l in tens i f ica t ion (uelng more 

machinery r e l e t i v e to l i v i n g humen labour) of 

most sectors of the economy, and that much of 

the growth in 1979-1981 haa come free* the 
t 

u t i l i s a t i o n of spare capacity' ( f ines had money 

and machinery thet eee ly ing i d l e , and th la could 

be brought in to ac t ion ) ; 

a that ahen one looks at tha distr ibut ion of 

wealth (the 'National Cake' i n South Africa 

the 'netionel eccounta indicate thet the balance 

of economic power between cap i ta l and labour 

during tha l a s t two years haa swung dramatically 

mora In favour of c a p i t a l 1 . 

Thaae f indings were confirmed end reinforced 

by other research that examined incomes end 

employment within individual houaeholds in 

Soe-etQ. A summery of th ia research mas 

published in WIP 17 i n e section V t f e r the t i t l e 

' I n f l a t i o n and the Working Claaa* . Reedera 

are also referred to other contrlbutlone in 

that Mot ion of F/IP 17. 

Keenan introduces the studies of aepecte 

of th« loca l food lnduetry reproduced below by, 

f i r s t l y , examining the nature of i n f l a t i o n ; 

and, secondly, dlacuaaing the ro le of large 

buainwsa in pr ice increases. 
* L • 

THE NATbUE QF INFLATION 

THE argument put forward In thla aection of 

Keenan's paper i s that i n f l a t i o n cannot simply 

be at t r ibuted to ' i n f l a t i o n ' , but thet i n f l a t i o n 

i t s e l f needs to be explained. 

The commonly held explanation in the media, 

put foreard by tha state and by business, i s 

that ' the aupply of money has been allowed to 

increase too rapidly and so cause "demand 

i n f l a t i o n " . Too much money i s al legedly 

chasing.too few goods'. I n other words, money 

should r e f l e c t the value of goods produced In 

e society. As is argued in the f i r a t part of 

the P o l i t i o e l Economy series (see WIP 19: 

27-8) money (gold) l a tbe equivalent of the value 

of commodities produced. So, i f there l a too -"* 

much noney, not a l l of I t w i l l f ind commodities 

to purchase end, therefore, tha pricee of 

a r t i f i c i a l l y 'scares' commodities w i l l r i s e 

(the market - aupply and demand - determine* the 

price of goods). The remedy, i f one accepts th ia 

explanation, i a , therefore, simple - reduce the 

supply of money printed by the s ta te . Thle else 

normally maena cutt ing state expenditure (such 

as welfare expenditure under Margaret Thatcher 

mho Is one of the mdherente t o thla explanation), 

Keenen presents an argument against th la 

v ie * , He ways that Profeesor Botha (a Wits 

economist) has ehown that i f t h e money supply 


