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THE DRIFT TO WAR

"Time marches on" is a favourite expression with our modern youth. Indeed the
world changes before our very eyes. Yet even this motto is inadequate to express the
tempo,of today. It is more like @& hurricane. The world moves, not in tempo, but in tem=
pest -cto a catastrophe. Perhaps we giould not call it a catastrophe; for if the old
world perishes and out of it @& new world is born then the present and future suff?;{ng

will be worth whiles

The world war, Verseilles, \jeim&r, The Ruhr occup&tion, Locarno, the Kellog Pact,

the League of Nations, with all the siruggles of Imperialism to preserve itself after the
deadly blows inflicted by the war and revolution - these are events only of yesterday,

yet they are already forgotten and buried. Even the most recent events: &byssinia, lan-
churia, Shanghai, Nenking, Hankow, even Irun, Bilbao, Malaga and Barcelona, they are trea-
gedies of the pasi» lien have no time to meditate on events and digest them, because of

the speed with which they succeed each other. Men have no time to be indignant over

Munich; the unparallelled Jewish pogroms in Germany supersede it and they in turn give

place to the defeat of Republicen Spain, the fall of Barcelons, Britain's role in Minorca,
rence and Great Britain and their shameful solicitation of

the recognition of Frenco by F
The defenders of Libertyl One cannot stop to be

the victor's favourse The democraciess
ing through Czechoslovekia from west to ea&st or

indignant over a (German trunk road runni
Time is gelloping on.

rage against Hitler's demand for 237 of the Czech gold reserve.
czech state to become independent for = a day. The Czechs

slovekia breaks away from the .
Next day they are "advised" to grant Slovakia "“indepen-

try to resist it - for a daye
to the Sloveks and the Ruthenians, on the event of

dence", and they send congratulations .
their slavery under & new mastert MNext day Czechia itself ceases to exist, without 2

shot, without the least resistance. The powerful, most mechanised army, the strong air
fleet, the best amement industry, the military pects with France and the U.S.S.R., all
these were no use, no more than the guarentee of France and Britain for the new frontiers
after Muniche 1In three days the map of Central Europe was completely changed, But the
whose turn is to follows Viith lightning

world is not given time %O speculate what next,
h-east to little Lithuania. Afraid to inform the

speed the scene 0f action shifts nort

world of the ultimatum, she gives up the Mlemel province in the hope of retaining her in-

dependencee For how long? Surely not for years. Now it 1s & question of months or days.
it is the best

And esgpecially when an agreement is signed guaranteeing her frontieg'e,
proof that we have not long to wait before this country also disappears from the map of

furopes While the bewildered public wes speculating agai.’n a8 'to .Who 5e mm?" was next,
while the so-called democracies, especially “pea.ce-lovlng“.Brltam, were“trymg ?.o fom

o League of .peace-loving nations to resist further agg?‘eesxon, and "‘aavz Ronman;.a., ‘t.g
country passed out of reach and .iS al rea.dy beyond ""%Vln&f@r dmocra@'sr ,.‘ RO h ﬂm
refrained from informing BT itgin and France ahaut the ultimatum and s.i.gnad- her ec onomic
and political dependence on Germany, becalse she was &ware 0? the vilu@ of !‘ranch pacts
and British guarantecs and had seen the fate of Czechoslovakie and Lithuania. This at
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If it is childish to apeak abous~

1east saves her the trouble of Lord Runciman's missions.
the economic independence of Roumania in this age of Imperialism, (as if the Skoda works
belonged to Czechoslovekia and the oil-fields to Roumanie) it is simply ridiculous to

talk about another democratic country having passed tO the Fascist blocke Roumanlie under
the autocratic regime of King Carol - algo a democracy! Of course British and French dem-
ocracy (read Imperialism) did not have scruples about allying themselves with the bloody
Czarist autocracy in 1914, in the fight for "democracy". Why should they have scruples
today about roumania, Polend and Hungary? If it were only pogsible to win over Italy 1o
their side, Italian Fascism would also be no obstacle in their common fight to save "]1ib =~

erty and democracy".

In ten days Bohemia, Moravia, Slovakia, Ruthenia, Lithuania and Roumania were lost
30 is Spein a vassal

by the democratic block. Hungary is long ago a vassal of Germany.
of Italy: The little entente is finished, the Baltic crumbling up, 1,atviae and Estonia to
follow Lithuania. So what is left? Vhose turn is it next? Danzig, the Corridor? Pol-
and 1s mobilising, but will Poland fight ot will it follwo the example of the others’

The balance of power has definitely shifted, so much so that little Spain (or is it
Ggrmany-ltaly?) can defy the British lion and close the Canary Islands to British ship-
pinge Perhaps something is happening at the very time of writing. Vho can say what will
?igpigbefore this article appears in print. For time is not marching on; it 1s gallop~-
When the Imperielist British Press sheds crocodile tears over the rape of Czecho-
slovakia, it is certoinly not because they are concerned over the fate of her people, but
because they have lost profits, markets for coods and investments, and the pogsibility of
themselves exploiting the Czech people. iie shall see more of this hypocritical sympathy
rh?n war comes and the British worker is called upon to fight for his "democracy'" eand the
‘liberation" of the raped Czechoslovakia, etc.,etc., These vultures of Imperialism speak
about treaties, solemn pledges and promises being shamelessly broken. hat about them-
selves? What about their rape of the colonial peoples? What about their breaking of
treaties and guarantces? The hypocritical complaint of gaungsters, of the cynical disre-~
gard of morality in international relations, can produce only a smile. ¥ should not
deceive anybody, because the laws of Imperialism have been, are and will always be those

of the jungle.

Six months ago we were told that Chamberlain, Hitler, Mussolini and Daladier saved
at Munich the peace of Europe. Later out own Prime Minister stated that peace was assur~
od for fifty years. Isn't it logical that those who accepted such stctemonts will al so
now believe that Hitler has agein saved the peace of BEurope and that this time the laurels
should go solely %o him? If Munich was the first ect in the saving of peace, Prague and

Memel are the nexte

Why then is Chcmberlain suddenly indignent about it? Hasn't he known all the time

‘that Prague would follow Munich as inevitebly as B follows A? But he had to pretend that

he believed in Hitler's promises and the scrap of paper he brought from kiunich. If he

had really believed in it he would not have speeded up the gigentic rearmnament of his
He had %o pretend to be a simpleton and yet he could not completely hide the

fact that he knew. This is clear from his reply to criticism of the Munich policy - that
the critics did not know all the facts. That means they did not know how far Britain was

1em that, he knows that she is still unprepared for mortal combat.

and Thursday. It seems that he in-

unprepared. hiore ti
r Prague on iednesday and |

In fact he was not indignant ove
tended to continue his geme of pretence. But the outburst of the whole bourgeoils Press

of Britain and the revolt in hls own Congervative party forced him to modify ite. Only
since Friday did he become indignant. And even then he did not discard the mask of pre-
tending to believe in Hitler's words: he only laid it aside. WVas liunich a mistoke? Tlias
the appeasement policy & failure? Not at all. British.Impgria;ism had‘to.pursue this
policy. Nobody has attacked Chamberlain for his would=be simplicity and misjud gnent;
The pretence is in order

the bourgeoisie 1s sotisfied with the part he plays so well:
to gain time. Zven +he deliberate misinforming of the public up to the very outbreak of
the present crisis, or what a congervetive newspaper called "the peaceful gale that wes

blowing from Dowming street", has been forgiven. And if and when Chamberlein ig replaced,
s+ will not be because of his mistaken policy of appeasement, but because soméeone more

suitable will be needed for the tasks of war. British Imperielism knew even before liun-
avoidable; a war, not for the sake of Czechoslovakia or Roumanie, Pol-

jch that war is un ‘ :
and or Jugoslavia, but for world-domination and the colonial Poaseaamne. OQur estima~
the time of negotiatlons was correct in every respect.

tion of Munich given at
workers and the oppressed colonial

what is the moral of all this for us, for the ” |
peoples? Ve cannot be disinterested in these events; not b“ﬁV*;g the:markatl; il
ments and profits of one group of Im?er“”iatbrﬁbhe”,fth’ b9an‘ :;.amuy by ‘”“ﬁh”'
but because we are concerned with the fate of the toiling people in theso countries,




leading inevitably %o onen World war.

Twenty five yeurs ago the workers and colbénial peoples made the mistcke of allowing
themselves to be bluffed by the Imperialists and by their Social-democratic leaders. They
must not repeat that mistake. e shall be told by our Imperialists again that we must
fight for king and country, for democracy and liberty, for the liberation of Czechoslo=-
vakia or Belgium from the yoke of brutal Fascism. e shall be told by our lebour-mislead-

ers, who are the tools of Imperialism, that Fascism is more brutal than Imperialism, and
therefore we must defond Imperialism in the coming war. And if the Soviet Ualon ls on

the same side as Britain, we shall be told that by defending British Imperialism we de fend
the Soviet Union.

These are all lies. Neither the workers nor the oppressed colonial peoples have
a fatherland; under Imperialism they are outcasts in their own country. Just as the

enemy of the Germen workers is German Imperialism, so is British Imperialism the enemy of

tbe ?Pitish worker and the colonial peoples. Both will send millions of their workers %
die in the conflict for world-power. and the possession of colonies. Fascism is only an=

other form of Imperialism, therefore we must smash bothe British Imperialism is not

fighting to free the oppressed peoples in Europe, (Czechoslovakia, Belgium, Switzerland
or Holland) but for her Empire and the exploitation of all workers and colonial peoples.
The best defence of the Soviet Union is by kindling the Revolutionary movement 1in every

country, by smashing Imperialism-capitalism and liberating ourselves. It is by extending
the Revolution which bezan in Russia in October, 1917, over the entire globe.

Time is gallopingz. e do not know what will happen in the nearest future. We may
not have many more opportunities to express openly our opinions. The bourgeoisie in this
country is preparing a blow against the revolutionary press. Therefore we issue this
warning to the workers and oppressed peoples to remember the words of Liebkinecht and
Lenin; Your enemy is in your own country ¢

25th kiarch . 1939 "
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GEZRMAN_ COLONTIAL POLICY

The imminence of e new war for world domination has once more revived the ancient
and naugeating erguronts as to which race is best fitted to govern colonial peopless In
1914 these arguments wore freely used to justify both sideg in the conflict. German &apo-
logists claimed that as they were a superior race they had a right to rule "inferior"
races, while British aud French spokesmen were no less insistent that the Germens were
bad colonists, because they treated the Natives as beasts, whereas the kind-hearted Brit-
ish and French colonists treated them, if not as brothers, at least as little children

who neede their help and protection until they should be fit to look after themselves.

Today British stavesmen and bishops (who claim to be the interpreters of god to man,
but in reality are the misinterpreters of the state to its victims) are reviving these

impudent lies in order to gain the support of the masses in the coming war. They are
claiming that if the Germans get their colonies back the beneficent policy of British im=-
perialism will be reversed, and the Natives will never be able to reach the status of

self governing peoples. At the same time German colonial experts are drawing up detailed
plans for the treatment of Natives when Germany once more has a colonial empire. If these
plans are compared with statements of Britiqh end French colonial policy, and if no
attempt is made to check the statements against facts, it would appear that judgment must
be given against the Germans and in favour of the British and French. For the Germans
openly avow their intontion of keeping the Natives 1in permanent subjection to their rule,
whereas the British claim that they are gradually educating the Natives towards the rege
ponsibilities of independence. However, only a child would dream of accepting the state-
ments of bighops and politicians as evidences We must look at the facts. And when we do
that we shall find that there is no _difference between British and German colonial policy.
In a pamphlet entitled "The Colonial zueetion'and Racial ?hilOQOPhy", by Dr.Gunther
Hecht, issued by the "Race policy branch of the'Natl?nal socialist Party", of which we
have received & surmary, the aims of Germen imperialism towards the colonial peoples are
clearly set forth, and an examination of this pamphlet wil} 9h9w'that'betwo?n,what tle
Germans propose to do and what the British are s;.ch'bua-lly doing there is n‘o'-._?;_mg %0 choosge.
"There can be no doubt whatsoever ," the summary begins, "that meny Zuropean na=
tions are nations of born rulers. They have the right as well as the duty to mak
use of their genetic superiority. 1If for the sake of humaniterian, pacifist and
religious ideologies they neglect thelr o igation they are bound to perish."




- do not &s @& rule express this belief soO openly; they leave .
lomin and strive to keep up ap-

British imperialists

to their local representatives in the colonies and
1 when the actions of their local rep.
otice of the British public. Thay

pearances by an occasional empty show of disapproVva
regentatives beconoc a little. too, brutal to escap® the n
‘ nindependence" to the d om=
do not go accord-

ig to say, they hide their real aims and. opinilons by granting
inions and then putting the blame on the coloniadl governments-when things

ing to "plan". However, the British colonial possessions ore not all scl f-governing dom-=
inions. There are still @ great many colonles that are under the direct control of the
Colonial Office, whose present head is the "socialist“'MalcolmKMacDonald, and it 1is there-
fore an easy matter. to test the sincerity of the imperiallsts: Thus the British govern=
ment has recently issued an Order in Council which prohibits Kenya Natives from buying

and leasing land in the "White Highlands", and from living there except as the owner s’
servants, tied to the lando

In a letter to the Manchester Guardian (15/2/39) Mre.Norman Ley
Order in Council and exposes the lies of the Colonial Office. 1a an
the House of Commons, lMacDonald explained that "the removal
of Kenya under an Order  in Council is being delayed becausé O
suitable land elsewhere for those who are to be removed." Actually, MreLeys points out,

few. will be renoved -‘only those who are unfit for work - for the recl object of the
by compel them to work for the

Native Affalrs Department
2.5 compared

f the difficulty of finding

very
Order is to prevent ilatives from owning land, and there

white farmers at starvation wagess "The last report of the
givesg theilr (the landless Natives' ) wages as 4s. O 8s. per 30 working days,

with 8s. to 1Qs. in the case of men with homes in the reserves t0 g0 1) 3k

chaving the same Wy asS
uperiority
textinction",

1t is clear from this that the imperialists 1in London are b
the German imperislists propose to behave. They are making use of their s
(which of course 1s not genétic but military) in order to avoid thelr own
that is to say, in order to swell their profits.
wUnfortunately the chief colonial powers of today," Hecht goes on to 8ay, "have
not always acted accordilng to the law of self-preservatilon, though there 1s & mar-
ked difference between England and France. \hereas the attitude of the English
towards inferior races has always boen one of splendid isolatilon, the French,

steeped in the humanitarian liberalism of the 18th century, have committed the sin
of miscegenation. Recial mixing is clear

ly detrimental to either of the two part-
ners, because tie offspring shows a tendency towards a~social behaviour, which ex-
plains why certain crimes are almos

t invariably committed by hel f-castes."
This might easily have been written by a South African. The.condemnation of French
, and the belief that the coloured men is 2

coloniael policy, the fear of miscegenation
born criminal are all famil iar notions in this countrye And we know exactly how much
ench and British colonial

weight to give ‘to thome For example, the difference between Fr
: rference in attitude towvards the calonial peoples, but merely a differ-

policy is not a dii

ence .in methods of exploitation, determined mainly by geographic and climatic factorse

Rritain defeated France in the race for colonies, with the result that the French empire
suited for permanent white settlement;

ig mainly confined tO tropical regions that are un
and so the French imperielists adopted the plan of encouraging the growth of & helf-,

tion wiich would be permanently resident in the colonies and would act as &
In South Africa, on the other

caste popula

buffer between the bourgeoisie and the colonial massess

hand, the white population grew to such dimensions that ultimately there was no need for
to keep the Natives in checke The dirty work

god coloured population

a relatively privile
d be undertaken by the

of slave-driving coul whites themselves.

Dr.Hecht's complaint about the Mcriminal tendencies" of the half-caste has

inz in South Africa. The policy of grindin
crininal when he ki
lonial empire, and

Again,
an all too familiar T
od man in the dust and +hen branding him as &
without & break if and when Germeny secures a co

will scarcely notice that any change has taken places

t ig not surprising to find Hecht paying a waldl tribute to the Notive policy of
In spite of certain " paults" (the failure of the Mixed li~rriages Badl),
ylving a Native policy

Wihe Union is today clearly €vo
tion of the natural differences between VWhite and

the oppressed masses

it

South Africae
attributed to Jewlsh iniluence,

which is based upon the full recognil
Black." So when the Government seeks to rally the non-Europeans in support of a war:

against Germany, -nd warns them of the terrible things that will happen to them if South
Africe falls into cerman hands, they will know what to answel. They will be able to say
that they are here and now suffering from those terrible things with which they are

threatened. The pamphlet goes on to explain in detail what is in s

people who may Co0i1e under German rulee ‘
.M(g) General: It is imperative to recogd

PR i

i;e«and stress the fact that our

tore for any coloniel
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modern civilisction is alme | ivel: :
. Vi LECLT Y 18 almost exclusi VOly the creat _ : : 5
| ' . . b A ;lt 10N ()f the \ - .
f/ nobody elgo. Nordic genius and of

F o ‘I* rom thi :.\..L'f. follows that the Native must be kept within his own home
an tgploxo. nder no circumstances must he be brought to Europe, be it as a ger-
V Wl G sl 1 e " . 51 & \ ¢ J ' A 0 1 :
‘i\ i l?bOUlQl or as a student. The age=-old frontier between Iurope and Africa
» lies in the Sahara."

Here we have a perfect stu

P it iy Seadfgtete Sl q{fmunﬁoqf ngtﬁyAgricnn Hutivg policye .The terminology
) R "uivijiggd“  h;12.“f ‘.}?’ o in germuny, 1t }s argued fhat ?nly the

¥ _ « , whilo the Natives (or Jews) are naturally "barbarians" who
wuv: bo.oxcludod {ron the privileges enjoyed by their "superiors," that is, that they must
00 Tsegregated", “allowed to develop along their own lines", etc. As for the restriction
0§ legrution, surely no Native isg going to be tricked into believing that this will be
SQ“Othlﬂﬁ NN It 1s true that at present a handful of Jabavus are allowed to teke deg-
roos.qt the University of London and elsewhere. But such rpivileges merely serve to em-
pha51?e the restrictions that welgh on all the others. The obgtacles that are put in the
way ol a Native obtoining a passport ot the price of a return passage to Europe are just
as effective as a law prohibiting Native emigration.

"(b) Political : The Na%ive can.never become -a citizen of the.Germon Bupire."
‘Substitute Ualon of South Africa for German Empire, and this becomes a statement
pot of future policy but of present fact. The Native Representative Council and the Nat-
1ve representatives in parliament do not alter the hard fact that the Bantu are citlzens
of no country, not even the country in which they were born. It is possible that the
Géerman imperialists would not @llow the Natives to have even a Represéentative Council,
but they would not for that reason be eny worse off than they are nows For the Council
not only confers uo political rights on the Natives; it swindles them into believing that

they have got somothing worth while, and thereby prevents them from fighting for real pol =
itical rightse

"(c) Recicl @ llarriage and intercoursze between EKEuropeans on the one hand, and
Natives and peonle of mixed breed on the other, must be prohibited."

Here the parallel between Germen aend South African policy is too obvious to require
commentea

e A G A——  —

sub ject-matter into the schools for Natives. Unusually gifted Nativgs, however, may
be provided with en understanding of the simple forms of Huropean civilisation.
They may also be taught one or more of the European languages so that they can be

used in the lower ranks of the administration. The Natives will be barred from the
higher schools and the universities."

"(d) Bducational : On the whole it is not desiranle to introduce our European

"(6) Administrative : Talented Natives may hold positions of confidencs.

Elsewhere in this issue we publish an article dealing with Native education in this
country, from which 1t will be seen that the South African imperielists do not lag behind
their German rivals in this respect. It is interesting to note, however, that the two sets
of robbers are in complete agreement on the point that when "higher" education is given to
a Native, its purpose is 10 train him for a lower administrative post, or even for a pogi-
tion of "confidence'. Vhich, in plain language, means that the "educated" Native iz to
be used for the nefarious purposes of the imperialists, to teke & hand in the robbery and
oppression of hig owm peopl . | |

w(f) Judicial : It is imperative that the administration of the law by the white

—— . Y —

judge should be speedy. Certain offences may be dealt with by the "palaver" of the
Native chiefs." | | | |

"(g) Economic : The sconomic life, as everything else, should be baged upon the
srinoiple of justites “Tt i PEARUBNETHONsSMEESNELLE LY Ll giryianid on B8 Lao~
tation without estranging him from his home and tribe. He will not be allowed to

strike or to fomrm organisations." : ;
"(h) gultural : The religious life of the Native must not be interfered with,

B - AP -

even when we shake our heads and smile." ‘ .
"(i) Social ¢ The Native must be allowed access to the social life of the white

e it does not lead to his uprooting. For this reason he must be
§:2r221¥r;3 :ﬁef:EGZ:res, picture-houses and healt? rGBOYtS o? th? white population,

But he will have his full share in all those benefits whlo§ will oe'b?stowed upon

the protectorates: improved communicitioﬁs,ibreedi:g gf animels, cultivetion of dom=-

‘ ' . htinge of insect pests, hygiene, ©LC.

;ﬁzlgagtazgiéefzfﬁtigsg, as also ihe section on education, ar&'all.aimed'gt keeping
the Native in permanent ignorance of the.eBSGntial rqttennesg-of capmta%lst civilisgatione.
The Netive must not be allowed to lose his age-old superstitions, oven if they BhPFli make
us "shake our heads and smile", because the longer he clings to thammtye longer will his
oppressors be able to enjoy the surplus profits derived from his exploitations And as
) these superstitibne~are-blﬁselylinked with'the;ancientltribal organisations, the Native

— - own s =5 w— =T —— e - TISE .
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: : : | tribe. But, as South Africen g, ~ 43
. . +o be encouraged TO maintain his contact with Fhe . incompatible with the Sy ;:*
o overed, tha demands of modern capitellsn il o A
’ ired to prevent the Natiy, "

means are regqu A
50 he must be prevented from Organisiy,

hat are absolutely necessary,’
been practising what the

gl ists have disc |
maintenance Of tribal life, .
from learning the truth and becoming & socialiste

and his contacts with Huropeens nust be restricted tO those 1

BN BETS nothing new. South Africa 183 er yearb't&lists have nothing to learn
german colonial experts are now preachings: south African capluc &

s from themes
from DreHecht., On the contrary, it seems that he has learned a. greltqi:?%Ute il
S0 what are thé Africen Natives to do when they are gsked t0 COl

' - ] that the
ence of South Africa against German aggression? They must first of all realise \j

4 ‘ 2 re is
have nothing to lose by becoming German rather then British subJects,«und that there

| ' ] ] ' e to
therefore no reason why they should risk their lives for something tha? ig of no valu
y have nothing to lose but

them. And secondly, they must realise that in any case tho : i g
their chains, and that the coming war will provide them with an Opportunlty or L0Sing

some of those chains, if not all of them.

and therefore other
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The reports of the Circuit inspectors for the Transkei threw a great deal of light

on the grave statc of Native education in one of the largest of the Native reservese
From the outset, it must be clearly understood that the majority of inspectors ace<
cept the principle of segregation in education, some tacitly, others openly. They agree
that there should be a great deal of difference between the education of the European
child and the Native child but the difference is so marked that they, in spite of their
officialdom, cannot help but feel concern and alarm and give voice to criticism and dis-

satigfaction.
Let us glance at the Inspector's report for the area Elliot, Idutywa, Umtetea. The

inspector thanks the Superintendent General of Education, Dr.Vos.lialan, for paying a visit
to the European schools in his circuit. In regard to the Native schools, he notes the
urgent need for educational facilities and ends his somewhat short report by saying,

"An eppreciable increase in enrolment has teken place owing to a good harvesting gea.sone "
In the very first line we see the line of demarcation being drawn, not by the in-

spector, who is merely a servant of the Department, but by the head of the Department,
who pays a visit to the European schools in a Native reserve. Nero plays the fiddle while

Rome burns. Dr.Vosellalan makes speeches at European schools where epparently nothing is

lecking of the best, while the Natives cry out for elementary educationel facilities.
The last remark of the inspector makes us arrive at the conclusion that Netlve education

runs in the following sequence, thus: good crops - new buildings - children receive the

elements of education. Bad crops - teachers cannot be paid - no education.
However, let us turn to the area Flagstaff, lit«Frere, where the 1lnspector again

thanks the department for allowing an additional teacher in a European school end adds
appreciatively: "Since it sesms particularly desireble that the best possible provision
be mede for the education of European children who are resident in a large Native re=
serve." Here the inspector makes no bones about his sympathies. At all costs, the Euro-
pean child in a Native aree is entitled to the best possible education in order to uphold
the prestige of the white race. That the prestige of the white race depends on the best
possible education is a most reasonable theory, far more acceptable than innate Aryen
superiority for example. At the seme time the inspector implies by this most mischievous
remark that in order to make the Native child accept the superiority of the l/hite child,
he must, ipso facto, receive & very limited and narrow education.

In his paragraph on Native education, he says "The people are only now beginning
to realise the benefits of education. The increased numbers in attendance at many
schools have been the cause both of pressure on the available education end of under-
staffinge It was gratifying to not that in some locatilons the reediness with which head-
men and people shouldered their responsibilities in the matter of additional accomodation?
Here we see the urge of the Native people to give their children the elements of educa-
tion being frustrated and denled. , |

In the circuit, liount Ayliff end Umzimkulu, the inspector notes that great progress
ig being made in Native education, especially in the Bizana District, where the demand
outran the suppliess To quote his own words: "The huge increase in enrolment makes ade=
quate staffing impossible, and many schools are carrying on with unaided teachers.
3chools are badly equipped. It would be preferable to staff adequately these schools
rether than to increase the number of schools in this erea." In conclusion he reisges a
problem. He says: "The problem still exists of what will eventually happen to the pupils,
who continue to leave the higher migsion schools in such large nunbers after the comple=~
tion of the primary course." Is the inspector asking the Government to solve a problem
that itself creates? The Government has passed laws to debar the Native youth from the
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3 skilled trades, from the towns, from anything that might give scope to his education end
F 4 nis talents, and the inspector warns the Government. what naivete %

In the ingpector's report for Kentani, Butterworth, and Willowvale, the visit of the
Superintendent of Dducation to the Buropean schools was, of course, much appreciated, and
atill more his sympathetic understanding of the difficulties and problems of European ed-;
ucation peculiar to the Transkei. The inspector dares to hope that Dr.Vos..clan will come
agein and visit the ilative schools. In regard to Native education the inspector 1s a. lit;.
tle more open and rofers to the irregulerity and unpunctuelity of attendance. He adds:

E .
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Wow grants did little towards alleviating the situation in respect of extre teachers re-

quired. 1
|

In a considerable number of schoolg teachers continue to be paid locally despite
the adverse conditions.....Teachers do little or no serious reading. ney have much to

A Ya . > ] : : g . ¢ : :
dlscourage them. 1In the higher mission school there is a serious lack of equipment." "

. , : q ‘
. In the area ..atatiele, lit.Fletcher, jumbu, we read that 35 per cent of the European,
children have oroceeded to secondary schools. The inspector gives us & very pretty pic= .

ture of one of the sclhiool libraries - comfortably furnished, arm chairs, rugs on floor =~
walls decorated with pictures - shelves full of bookse

until we see that +h
HT

.Q
. Yes, a very pretty picture indegg,
ls tekes place against & background where the inspector has to stateqa

he‘?XtTlordlﬁary increase in enrolment in most mission schools makes the shortege in
buildings, squipment and staffing very acute.

09
met with in isolaetcd cas

The demand for additional accomodation wag

e ' es but the persistent failure of the mealie Crop eoeee has preven-
ted the Native peonle from glving the desired assistance. Owing to the limited funds

availeble.....conparatively few desks and forms were distributed to schools who need them
very urgently." Thon the inspector delivers an ultimatum: "If the misgsionary bodies and
the people cannot orect the necessary buildings and the Government cannot increase its
5iaQ

5T nt to meet the incressed demand for staffing and equipmeént, then the enrolment of near-
ly every school in this area will have to be restricted."

S0 ends the inspectors"reporta for the year 1937, tirelessly reiterating the lack
of equipment, lack of buildings, lack of staff. It is a refrain that runs through all

these reports. The people are doing what they can, as much as they can, even when times
are bad. Yet what is the department doing for them? That is a question which demands a
proper answer. ll.turally the question of education veries according to what we mean by
the scope and ain of education. In the August issue of the Spark (1937) we analysed the
aim and scope of education as understood in the ‘Report of the Interdepartmental Committee
on Netive Education. Ve said then: "It (the Committee) accepted the inhuman outlook of
the Colour-Bar Act cnd measures of a similer trend, as though these were the fixed unal~
terable coundition of South African working-clgss life; and therefore it adopted the out-
rageous position that the educetion of the white child is to prepare him for the dominant |
society, while the education of the Black child is to prepare him for life in a subordin- t>:%
ate positioneecee" 3 | | . - % 5
ow that the Government has decided to' transfer ilative education to the Native ' L1 ?
Affeirs Department in spite of protestations.from all over the country, thereby accepting =
Heaton Nicholls argments for compléte segregation of the Bantu, it would serve a useful ..
purpose to quote extracts from the leading erticle in the December issuve of the Spa.r'k(].?l}'f];l |
According to Wicholls "Education is a vital 1sdue in the link in the structure of segre~ . !
gationee.....The failure of Native education is not due to the lack of funds, of school ﬁ;
buildings, and of lack of teachers and of equipment etc., but to the solid natural con- 'é;
servatism of the llatives." This is, of course, a lying statement, as the Inspectors' @
reports sufficiently proves. The eim and scope of Native Educetion, according tb?Nioholls‘fi
must be to enable the Native &) to interpret his environment, b) to control his environ- el
ment, ¢) to enrich his environment. Our answer to Nicholls was : "Yes,scessvec.Native ed=
ucation must be different. It must aim at‘enabling;the Native to understand his environ-
ment. In other words he must understand that he is a slave, born for slavery, that he
must be educated for slavery and nothing else because anything else would be useless to
him as a slave, wuld be a hindrance to hia in his natural enviromment."

l' ‘-

z

3=3°

Such are the opinions of the oppressors in regard to Native education. Now, more
than ever, under the liative Affairs Department will Native education be at the mercy of
every political party which tekes power. It is only when the Bantu oppressed will rise
to fight for political, social and economic equality thet the aim and scope of Native
educetion will be %o develop all that is best for society and himself. &
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BARCELONA AND FRANCE o s fggo j
r é
The siege of Barcelons did not last a day. Premier Negrin béd zf i;urse Plastereq
the city with "No pasaran' signs, had issued & proclamatlon sw?arlﬁg_ 0 tez Esiplz that
the governmont would not desert the city, and had 1mposed martla} aw 08 S y. o fac- |
1t develops, Negrii had been renting a " —

But simultaneously,

ite conveniently, ont door in Spain and its

i1itate military defence.
1ittle villa in Le Perthus which, qu

back door in France.

hag its fIr

e still bugily engaged in rearing barricades for

ifted their heads toO find the fagcist advence
' The workers themselves had no arms

the fescists on July 19, l93§ had
+ and then by the Hegrin cabinet,

Workers everywhere in the city wer
street-to-street defence when.....they 1
guards rolling unresisted down the principel avenués.
with which to resist: the arms which they had torn from
been wrested from them, first by the Caballero governmetl
under the slogan, "All arms to the front'.

t the Loyalist government
-militents who ware marked
housands of imprisoned
it is all too likely
Franco's firing squads.

In concealing its plan to abandon the city without o. figh
naturally could not give warning in time to thousands of worker
down in Frenco's files for execution. Ominous too 1s the fate of 1
rank-and-file socialists and anarchists, Poumists and Trotskylists;
thet they wore loft in Loyalist dungeons, to come out only to face

The Popular Front ends, "not with e bang but a whimper". This, we were told, Wwas
the way to fight fescism. We Wwere told this by the sociwlists after the revolution of

April 14, 1931, when they entered a Popular Front government -- the name. had not yet
been invented then by the Stalinists, it was still called by the old-fashioned name of
ncoalition cabinet". When 'the left-wing bourgeoisie" in that government shot down pe&as-
ants and broke strikes by force, we were told that it was the fault of communist provoca-=

tion. Two years of that coalition paved the way for two years of black reaction under

Gil Robles. hen reaction had to retreat, it was given time, opportunity end resources to
prepare snew, by its successor, the Popular Front government, which took office February,
1936. No one could now talk of communist provocation, for the Stalinists were in the
Popular Front; nor could the anarchists provide an elibi, for they had shamefacedly sent
their forces to the polls for the Popular Front. But the new coalition repeated the-

crimes of that of 1931-1933. It could not do otherwise.

THE PLOT OF REACTION

It was kiown thet the monarchists, landowners and capitalists were preparing for a
return to power by force. The general staif, the whole officer corps of the army was of
course with them. In April 1936, Colonel Julio Mangada published & documented pamphlet
which not only exposed the fascist plot but proved conclusively that President Azane wes
fully infomed of the plot when, on larch 18, 1936, upon the demand of the general staff,
his government had indignantly repudieted "unjust attacks. to which the officers of the
army have been sub jected". A fawning description of the generals as "remote from all
politicel struggle, faithful servitors of the constituted power and guarantors of obed-
ience to the popular will" was coupled with a threat to imprison any who continued at-

tacks on the officers corpse

Supporting the government, the socialists, communists wnd anarchists could not, by
that very fact, conduct a systematic campaign for the disintegration of discipline in the
army. The government had forbidden it and they supported the governmnent. That meant
that the of ficer corps was enabled, when the uprising came, to carry with them the peas-
ants' sons who constituted the army and who had never been-taught to question the author-

ity of the officer corps.

sm denocracy is a luxury permissible, if at all, only in the mother

Under capitali
country. One cannot rule colonial slaves by democratic methods. Being worldly-wise men
who understood this, the socialist, communist and trade-union leaders supporting the

Popular Front government put no obstacles in 1ts way of continuing rule over Spanish Mor-
occo by the Foreign Legion. The Spanish labour press was forbidden distribution in the
Voroccan barracks and cities. The labour lgedership did not reply by raising the slogan
of "Freedom for Morocco®. That was not in the Popular Front prograrme and one must not

go beyond the agreement with "the left wing of the bourgeoisie". In the discreat atmos-
phere surrounding the military dictatorship in Morocco, Gencrals Goded and Franco prepar-
ed the uprising at leisure, the Moorish peasants who had not been called brothers by the
Spanish working-class movement were glad to wreak vengeance on the Spanish mainland for

all past humiliation and suffering.
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PiaingTzzdw?ﬁa ?? whlch the Popular Front government paved the road fér the fascist up-
r 1tes success could be elaborated at great length. HKElsewhere I have sought

to d A i |
ing 21:0 thh ls necessary now, however, is to indicate the meaning for the Frendh works
& 88 of the events in 8pain during the last seven years. §

workor:iziﬁtlzf%‘%hn socmgllaps and Stalinists have joined in chorus to tell the French
te 18R l\lblr sclvation is to be sought in joining with the "progressive" bourgeois-
o Ry, HitlOp‘u ur Front Which would crush reaction within and without =~ above all with-
. l.)PmiemDmidd}.\.lus:z:ol:mi. The fa9t that the fourth cabinet of the Popular Front, that
; ] iler Daladier -- .and Daladier was the Radical leader who was mainly responsible
or ringing the bourgeoisie into the Popular Front at its inception =- had ended by
coming to terms with Hitler at Munich and breaking the gencral strike 2t home, has not
changed the chorus of socialists and S8talinists. Daladier's "betrayal" is iméuted to him
poraonally, to Chamberlain, etc. == to anyone and anything except the class interests of
the "progressive bourgeoisie". Tomorrow, if it serves the purpose of the French bour-
geomsi§, anothor R-dical leader, probably Herriot (who wickedly rejected the Popular
Front 1@ 1935) will reach out to the Stalinists end socialists, and they will fawningly
grget him as they did Deladier: "The man of the hour." The Blums and Thorezes learn no-
thing and cannot learn anything.

' Not only Tust the French workers link arms with the "liberal bourgcoisie, but they
are also told that to complete their salvation they must then link ams with the govern-
ments of the "grout democracies", Englend and America.

| To push the French workers in this direction, they are being told - as are the
American workers being told by the Browders and Abe Cehans and James Oneals - that Loyal-
ist Spain is being defeated because no arms were forthcoming from the "great democracies"
and that, if only resl Popular Front governments reigned in these countries, anti-fascist
gpain would be victorious. Kven Blum has the effrontery to demand that Daladier do what

Blum would not doe

To push the French workers further in this direction, they are being told that the
war in 8pain is a war for national independence, waged by the fascist powers on the one
hand against ":he people" on the other hand, and that after Spain it will be the plight
of the French poople to wage a similar war for independence. |

A little truth and & great deal of felsity are so cleverly mixed in this socialist-
Stelinist propagenda, that it is no wonder that, backed by enormous funds and armies of
functionaries, they are able even toduy, after seven years of the Spanish events, after
five years of the French crisis %o delude the majority of the French workers. Yet the
*rench workers arc doomed, unless they free themselves from these illusions.

LESSONS _OF _SPAIN MUST BE LEARNGD

The stark lossons of Spain must become e manudl for the French workers - and for
the American workerse. The tragedy of Bzrcelona ig an epic which the class=-conscious
workers nust read and re-read tirelessly. As officers are trained in military schools,
going over in the ninutest detail the story of past military campaigns, so the proktare
ian cadres musi go to school to the spanish civil war. Lot them but listen, and the
nartyred spiritis of five hundred thousand Spanish. workers and peasants will teach them

how to fight the coming civil war in France !

That the fascistis are preparing for war against the French masszes is an indigput-
able fact. But when the Stalinists and socialists interpret this fact to mean only that
it is Mussolini and Hitler and their French agents who will be launching a war against
the French "people'", they spread a lie which, if believed, can prevent the masses from

adequately preparing fro the struggle.

The fascists who are preparing for war against the French messes are the Ireach

~ erve, the capitalist class of France. The main enemy is within

{::c;:::-ani‘a:lggsgyttzirginor;aaMg demands from Hitler and Mugaolini, tho.French imper=

ialists prepare for the moment when they will try to cease further concessions and take
back previous concesslons and more. As &n integrel part of.its.preparations for ivmper-

ialist war for the re-division of the world, the French cap;talmst class wants clp.as |
peace at home. TO the eternal glory of the ;Fr;ench p_rolgpa.ria.t’, the‘ soc:.:.ahat and-s.t?],.m-

ist lackeys have proved impotent to provide their capitalist masters with that peace;

the workers will not and cax not submit to the wi-pi_n_,g out _'o:f '-t‘}lpir- pa.st‘ .eoc\wl gailn;.” s
Driven by the needs of the situation, ‘the French capitalists are moving tovards a fascist
4 ' ' turn to the right is only part of this process. His smashing

dictatorship, Deladier's turn U0 LAY FR&RY = o ieiTine of trade union militants,
of the gen: p 1 strike, ending of the for ty-hour week, jailing “ % e 2 e,
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' - labor political parties, fr 7 B
1i: i.0., it must have no trade unions, F B N 5 IS
T » t as obstacles in 1ts prepars. 25 9

ghts, to ac
vel imperialists. It must have fascigy

Hitler and Mussol ini,

are not enou Zhe

Hitler and liusgol 1. .
press, mass meetinpge, or any other democratic ri

tions for wuar and »rosocution of war againgt 1its ri
in order the better to fight the fascilst powers of

ive, and instead of crushing the
+ and seize control of the chief
lements who will offer to con-

If the French foscist coup d'etat proves ineffect
nasses with swift blows, the workers successfully resis
sities, there will of course be found "] iberal' bourgeols e 1
trol the workers in their war against the fascists. as Azana,IM:rtlnez
Barrio, Companys said in July, 1936: "This is not a war O 3 t ClQBSthu Fa wa;
of the whole people ag.inst a small clique backed by outside powerss Andolf : o renc
workers subordinate themselves to such control, these bourgeois w.nti-fascists" will play

the same treacherous role as in Spain.
Not merely did these "liberals" peave the way for the fascistg by the varilous means
we have alreudy iadicated. tWhen the fascist coup d' etet actually began, these democrats

. 1 e ey 1 . " -~

tried to surrender the power to Franco's forces. E.iough to recall here that the Popular

Front governments in licdrid and Barcelone, when the fascists marched, refused 1o i;@ the
On the con-

workers. The goverrments took no steps of their own to organize resistaice.
trary, Azana opened negotiations with Frcnco to come to termse

And, indeed, could it be otherwise?! The cump of Franco was saying: Wwe, the serious
masters of cepital, the recl spokesmen of bourgeois society, tell you that democracy must
be finished if capit.lism is to live. Choose, Azana, between deiwocracy and capitalisme.
which waas deeper in Azona and the liberal bourgeoisie? Their democracy Or their capital-
iem? They gave their answer by bowing their heads before the onward-marching ranks of

fascilsm,
In spite of the Azanas, the workers of Barcelona stopped the fascists. Almost bare-

handed, with only the arms they could seize by raids on sporting-goods stores, with dyn-
amite from construction jobs and some guns found in fascist homes, the workers conquered
the revolting garrisons. Only when the workers were masters of Catalonia, the decisive
industrial sector of S5:ain, only then did the government at liadrid declare it would amm
the people - only, that is, when it was no longer master of the decision.

As part of the deliberate propaganda to delude the French workers into linking
their fate to an alliance with their "own" bourgeoisie, the Stalinists and socialists
have connived with the Spcnish bourgeoisie in concealing the fact that it refused to amm

the workers. A particularly foul example of this propaganda is at hand: Andre liclraux's
"novel", liar's Hope. Tho third sentence of the book reads: "At one o'clock in the morn-

in the Government had decided to arm the people, and from three o'clock the production

of a union-card _ove evcry member the right to bear arms." That first page 1s about Liad-
rid. The "liberties" of the novelist here cover up a political falsification. The

first fight with the fcscists took place in Barcelona on July 19, and wes decisively won
by the workers before the following day when the hadrid government "agreed" to arm the

workers "..t one o'clock in the morning."

No coelition 1ith the bourgeoisie, left or rightY No political support to a Pop-
ular Front governmontl Arming of the workers vefore the outbreak of civil war; arming of
the workers independently of the government and in spite of the governmcntl These are

the elementary lesso..s of the outbreak of the Spanish civil wars.

Jut these lessons alone are not sufficient for victory.

FRANCE _ AND__ITS _COLONIES

As Morocco woe the military base for the Spanish eivil war, so North Africa gener-
ally will in all likelihood act as & military reservoir for French fascisu. The native
masses have today no feeling of brotherhood for the French workers. That is precluded
by the conduct of the Popular Front government since June 1936, which has naturally been
identified, in the minds of the native masses, with the French workers whose orgenizations

backed the government.

The natives have not been able tolappreciate the blessings of Populer Fro itism,
as conveyed to them by Albert Sarraut, "Coordinator" for the colonies. The bombing
planes and motorized infantry which suppressed the Kerds in Syria (August 1937), the in-
numerable native meetings routed by the sabres of liokile Guards, the mass arrests and
imprisonments, the disnlays of force designed to overawe the natives ( such as the flight

of eighty first-line planes over NorthAfrica’ingoctobaf 1931),~$017mbrnible“gig@ﬁﬁgﬁiqns
of nationalist movemcntis in lieknes, Fez, Casablanca, Khemisset, Rabat, Fort Lyautey,
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tce, @tCce = thlg 1s whe

Py pavedstiz thtfthe POPQlar Front bas meant to the colonies. The very suppros<

support freedom for theyc ir ?asc1sm, for whlle the Socialists end Stalinists would not

rhelr et R enitie a@itatg Onies, the fasglsts demagogically proanise the natlves anything.

PR e nil?in as caught fire, and as early as 1935, de la Rocque was able

4 complete to the last‘dét ?I?TY PO LON SO Algiers. The analogy with Spanish liorocco ig
1937), the Stalinists S A th? honeymoon of the Popular Front covernment (Novemoer
Soa0 . Wie HEG | we re gonstra1ne§ to coumplain that their press Wwas banned from lior-

ascist Action Frencaise came out in a lioroccan edition, calling for the

assassinatl ff 3
on of the government members.

If the i :
e oy Wozigiteslpf North Africa are not to play in France the role of Franco's lioors,
A - cmass must, now, make clear to the natives that it identifies its

s That can only be done by unconditional support of frcedom of the col-

onles -from French dominatlone

114 nan - .y . :
v Tl Potﬁi ﬂﬂ?fBPE th@ fight abalns§ fa.scism, the Spanish workers ana poasantS'acceded
pular Front government's advice: we must not frue Lorocco, becouse that would be

bitt =
o Nzily opposed by France and En_land, whose colonies would be inflamod by the example
iorocco. The rosult was that the loors wreaked vengeance 0n the Spanish mainland eeee

under Franco's officers.

Having thwarted the fascist coup 1in Bercelona, Madrid, Velencila and, indeed, in the

major part of the country, the workers prepared to fight fagcism by the wost efficacious

.\.&' 3 v < e : X T . . . . . .
means possible: by thelr own strength, by thelir own organizatlion of militery and economic
in order to rouse the coun=

means and by distributing land to the land-hungry peasantry,
tryside against Franco. The workers seized end ran the factories and trangportation, the
peasants took the 1ond. Overnicht a network of workers' and peagants’ commnittees spreng

up everywnere to organize the civil war and cerry on production. The Gatolonien end liad-
rid Popular Front ~ovornments had no powers: the basis of their power, +he amy, had Fone
sveyr to Franco, and now the armed masses were the only other powere. Thero remained only
to centrelize thesc comiittees into a national council which would creaie a orkers' and

Peagants' Govermmente
Thorezes came forward and said, as
can get it from the greed democreacies,

Besides, the left bourgeoisie 1s also
the bour geoisie

At %this point, however, the Spanish Blums and
they are now saying in France: wje need help and we

and to get 1t we must do nothing to frighten them.
] ] We must therefore coalesce with

11 the pebple against the fascista.

in a governmend of
d lMussolinie"

war for national independence against Hitler an

the Spanish workers and ened to them. It is not to- be

flects that not only the socialists and stalinists talked this

d the left win, P.0.Uebis The tiny handful of revolution=-
The Azanas, (Companys % Co. were pemitted toO remain at

Unfortunately peasants list

wondered at, when 01° re
way, but also the anarchists an

ists was scarcely to be heard.
the helmo
PREP ARG THE CAPITULATION

- - vy ey - L

the "liberal" bourgeoisie, lmmeasur-

slowly at first,

ably aided by the workers' leaders, rebuilt the shattered bourgeoils stctle Rebuilt, to

take the place of the army which Fronco now had, e "unified, disciplined" army subord ina-
' bourgeoisie and the gtalinists, primarily.

ted to an OfIdceEERCOTER rec

snd with this cOCrcilve apparatus, they took back the fectories and the Tant reestabl ished

private property and 211 that it impliese To what end, we have seen: cepitulation to

Froncos Blows +o the left, conciliation toO the right, meant that wiolle revolutionary
able to betray city after

workers were executed and imprisoned, pro-fascist officers were
the Stalinist commandant , Bolivar, went over %o
NoeTe end the

front after front:?Malaga.(where .
' nder (thenks to the suppression of the C.

them more and morse quickly,

city,

the fascists), Bilbao, Gijon, Senta

hegemony of the Basqueé bourgeoisie')'; the Aragon front of January 1938 - thenks %o Generel
L.linists) Sebastian Pozas, one could go on for pagese

(comrade to the 5%
the workers acceded U0 original ly beceuse it i

But neither “eomrade" Blum (Premier from
ront governments, nor Presi-

d by this renunciation gufficiently to provide

e the revolution - this

the "great democrac ies".
nor the succeedingiPopular-F

Not to complet

would bring arms from .
June D 1936 to June 21 1937) »

dent Roosevelt, nor Anthony Eden, was move : ; : .
e{fective &aIms acainst Francoe The capitalist democracios = dides o Ehelr goNOINING

classes, and their lackeys - understood quite well that the day thet Fronco was driven

into. the seéd would be the last day of Spanieh'capitgliem¢ Why sheu}d the peasagts and.
workers at that noint permit anys to rule them? precigely for this reason,

the capitalists of the world, no matter how democratic, preferred & Frenco victory to an
anti-fascist victory inevitdbly'followed by & workers' and pe
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To help koep the Azanas in power long enou gh t°o§§asional dribble of arms was pa,""&e‘f 5 x :;,
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d their rivals, Italy and Germany, d Stalin to send some, w I 3,‘

. . : : r™ . » ) Sl Gl"lﬂitte
i Ao Wi g tz she groat imporialist powers, dig
strengled the revolu-

his agents
has developed. In the end, of
"creat

he alliance irom the
gpanish revolutione

mitted by the democre
He, for his pardv dotormined to prove his ugsefulness

for them what they could not do as well for themse%ves;
tionary forces in Spain by every method which the Ufr'Uf
course, neither the Spanish labour leaders nor stalin got t
democracies" for waich they hed been willing to betray the

for the French workers.

To repeat this false road in France would be absolutely fatulth all who will teke

Accept the help of the "middle classes"?! Of courses Fraternity wll s e S0 Proampd
arms in hand against the fascists. Give the French peasantry @ real 8T X | g
the corporations and the usurers, and Dy

by wiping out their indebtedness to the banks, wd® g illed b
dividing among them the great estates - it is & myth that all French B?ilt;: :ities ay
small owners. Give the small storekeeper and the white collar worker Ln't Soak anubl o
vision of a future in & socialist world, in stirring contrast to the capitalist T

g to the middle

hunger, penury and humiliation in which he now lives. These are the wey

classes".
And take the powert Above all, take the power, and do not surrender it to the
in the firm hands of workers who

"liberal" traitors, the French Azanas. Put the power
will remain loyal to their own flesh and blood. Keep the power in the hands of those who

stand to lose evorything by fascisme

That, above all, is the lesson of spain. Had the workers end pecsants taken the

power into their own hands, there would have been no Bilbmos and no Barcelonaes surrendered
intact to the fascists. There would have been no crawling pleas to the Blums end Cham=~
berlains for arms, but instead a clarion call to the masses everywhere to organize the
shipment of arms and in the process to take the power in their own countries into theilr
own hands, in France first of all. The wave of revolutions ingpired by the Russian Revo-
lution of October, 1917 would have risen again, enriched by all the intervening lessons.

Fight or dieV - these are the only elternatives. Nothing is impossible for the
working class when it follows & revolutionary course! Boycotted by the whole world,
fighting the whole world, the Russian workers and peasants threw back the white armles
and the Allied armies on twenty-two fronts. The Barcelona of July 19, 1936 is the Bar-
celona that we shall remember - and also the Barcelona of January 25, 1939. Had the
Barcelona proletariat continued to follow in the footsteps of the Petrograd proleturiat

of October 1917, it would not now be under the heal of Franco.

We have spoken of the lessons for the French working cless. Those lessons are also

for us, here in Americe. Soon enough, the seme igsues will face uss. The tragedy of
Barcelona will not be fruitless, if we learn from it that it is the only alternative to

the road of the Petrograd workers in October 1917.
Felix Morrow.
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BANTU PROBLEMS THROUGH THE EYZES OF
URGEOILS ECONOMIST
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A pemphlet has been recently published by the Institute of Race Relations under the
title: "Some Economic Problems of the Bantu in South Africea." The author is D.Hobart
Houghton, M.A., senior lecturer in Economics, Rhodes University College, Grahamstown.
This pamphlet (printed by the Lovedale Press) is actually a course of lectures delivered
at the vacation course in African Studies held in July, 1938, at the South African Nat~
ive College, Forti Hares

Except for the malevolent contributions of lir.Hea 11
been nothing, to our knowledge, desling with Bentu problems. If only loi
it would be worth while to exzmine &ny p@h1¥@lww:w thﬂ* } 2' ‘“‘p~,w?J' 
question. But the fact that this pemphlet was addressed originall

Fort Here, makes 1t ell the more imperative to ¢
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park, liarch, 1939.;.4‘)
ployed by an inStitut
tI‘Olo Thus we k
views 0f the ruyl

It must be borne in mi

i / .

i Ol over which the Governme
. Deforehand that the view
113 class and

ni also that the lecturer himself is em-
i exn and tbe ruling classes exercise con=

| TR intereSE ﬁressed in these lectures cen only be the
w7 8 any university in South S lecturer would keep his position for
quaLity and liberation fro th Africa, if he expressed doctrines about freed
revolut ionary doctr il Oppression for the Bantu people. Still lessucan v.rerefcpzrzt,‘.

: \ 116s, or
Relations. g the whole truth, to be published by the Institute of Race

The lect Ls a '
?s just one ouzrig Sznan WiF gy b
interpretation of hist
as a useful corrective
He does not see that o
which spring out

v aspects of Sozzageoi%;iisitggﬁrgigis i;enomist. Fgr him ecoeomics
ory 1s for him therefo;e one=-sid vy sy g B B i b
to bR < a i iR ge 51.ee, unbalanced, end can serve only
hat ‘econonics is the miin fsnz-mgétfilcal 02 r?Clal.lnterpfe?atIQns'
all the other aspects Py s P il e P g il
Of course wa certiol hless kic'i S consnlwtn?g‘the superstructure of social life.
ween politics and oce'lerlli P il t}?ls', nor for failing to see the close connection bet-
careful to emphasis 1’"1%‘008. For him they seem to be two separute things. He 1is very
"The aixLo? f;“ he speaks iny as an economist.
R tee ;l;;:S? leetures 1s to put before yeu the main economic causes and ef-
i thee's S 13r0p}nqL11ty of the two races in this country." (.P.3.) -
< res an attempt has been made to survey the econonilc conditlions
of the Bantu in many aspects."
' "But the task of the econouist is not to pass judgement on the alms and direc-~
tion of public policy.® (P.53.)

Thus he Pretends t0o be strictly impartial by not interfering in the political sphere, by
not.passulg jud gement. But the fact is he cannot escape from the political sphere, and
besides that he passes judgment in every one of his five lectures.

When in the first lecture he calls the location system e compromise, isn't this
political judfment? Or when he praises the Government for teking "vigorous action" 1in
the development of the Reservess Or when he justifies the low wages paid to fam-labour=
ers on the excuse of low productivity of the soil and high costse Or when he maintains
that many farmers pay & 'reasonable wage", and justifies the compound system as something
that mitigates the evils of the situation. What are all these if they are not political
jud fments? Again and again he repeats "Conditions being what they are." It means tak-
ing sides, because for him there is no other system but the cepitalist system. The very
fact that he avoids referring to the burdens of the poll tax, shows which side he 1is on.

But let us analyse ecch lecture separately.
| | T e B b G G

We need not spend much space on the introductory lecture, dealing with the histori-

czl background. In the usual 1iberal-bourgeois way he describes the Bantu economic sys-
tem before they ccme into contact with the Europeans; he deals with the military clash
between the two peoples -nd its effects on both economic systems; then the later develop=
ment of relations, OT whet he calls the competitive stage and the-cofoperat§ve ste.ges
There is no need €O arcue about the Bantu tribal economic systenl. ye.knOW'lt aed nobody
intends to glorify 1Te But the lecturer proceeds to meke an unjustified deduction from

it which he elevates 1nto & general principle. | .
wThig (tribvel system)'had important consequences in that.the Bantp never acquir-
od the habit of regular disciplined worke The European artisan has veen tra?ned to
reguler daily work in the factory, but the Bantu as peagent famors, and their own
masters, were only accustomed to work when teere was work to be done,.as, for
example, at harvest time or sowing time. This difference ir_\: the tradition of work
heg made it difficult for them to adjust themselves to the Luropean system.(P.4-5.)

t make such & stupid.statement. Thousands and teans of
the hebit of regular disciplined work in factories, just

as the Europeans themselves have done, those workers who ea?e had to sell their labout
power as wage-slaves undor a capitelist systeu. The traeltlon of work is.get.the special ;
privilege of the Turopean, but the result of & weole chain of ecoeomiccon }tlons. The i
"poor white" problem in South Africa gives the Ile to such a stupid generalisations The
trouble is that tne Bantu 1is prevented from becoming an artisan, end is forced ito remain

an unskilled labourors The ruling classes never wanted him to become“an ertiﬁan. A
University lectursr should be aware of the fact, also, that the word “tre.ined" excludes

privileges and birthright end implies applieation end education.

A lecturer in ceconomics shou}d no
thousends of Bantu haye acquired

- e

After describing theelaghbetween.Bantu and European and the consequences of

de feat, the lecturer goes oOmn: . __ AN e TR
| “The genoral gp:l. icy we.s to regard the con quered as existing sole ly for the
benefit of thée comquerorss Ae the native s needed so was he allowed to remain;
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€0t29§WiSC he was pushed further and further back into smaller areas of his own".
PeO.
He goes on to discuss what he calls the competitive aspect of the contact between Black
and Vhite, to which he devotes a few lines; to the co-operative aspect he devotes five
pages. What are they?
"Contact betweeg the races led at first to competition for land; this gave place
later to co-operation in the economic system which assumed large proportions with

the industrialisation of the country and the development of mining." (P.l3-)

.

We must congratulate lMir.Houghton on his great diplomatic ability in expressing in such an
innocuous way the terrific process of subjugating the bantu, of dispossessing them and
transforming them into the slaves of Imperialism. What hypocrisy is required in order to
call the brutal robbery of land from the Bantu - competition for land! And it is not
less of a humbug to call the cunning methods employed by the white rulers to hound out
the Bantu to work for them as slaves or serfs - "co-operation." In an ingenious way the
3wo gompogenp parts of the same scheme of sub jugation are divided under the words
competition" and "co-operation", in order to hide from the Bantu listeners the integral

connection between the two.
X X X X X. XXX

In the sccond lecture the subject is the Reserves. Teking as his guide and bible
the Native Economic Commission Report of 1932, he proceeds with well=-known and well-worn
fallacies. The main argument 1s - overstocking, which he maintains is the principal
cause of Bantu poverty. Another fallacy taken over from the Report is that the Reserves
c?mprise the best farming land in the country. Yet here and there he cannot avoid men-
tioning the factors which we consider ss the major causes of the terrible state of affairs

in the Reserves,
He agrees (in the first lecture) that the whole Bantu economic system was based on

lgnd. He also agrees (although using the soft liberal phraseology) that the European
dispossessed the Bantu of their land and pushed them into small reserves where they could

not exist, because the white man wanted not only their land but also their cheap labour
on that land. He accepts the fact that hal f-a-million of the best, most able-bodied men
are always absent from their homes in the Reserves. Surely it is not difficult to draw

the conclusion that the present state of affairs 1s due primarily to lend-hunger, the
absence of the most industrious section of the popul&tion and the lack of support, creditis

implements, irrigation, fencing, etc., as well as the heavy burden of direct and indirect

taxatione To every honest student of the Bantu problem it must become obvious that this
is all part of the deliberate policy of the ruling classes, who do not want to improve
the economic position of the Bantu. If the Reserves became self=-supporting, the white

farmer would have great difficulty in getting his labourers for £5 to £6 a year.

But our lecturer never even mentions the word land-hunger. He talks instead about
over-population, overstocking and wasteful farming methods. He almost seems to regret
the absence of the "powerful forces checking the natural increase in the population" as
well as the live-stock - the absence of tribal warfare, for instance, the reducation of
famine through improved means of communication and modern veterinary science and compul-

what is the remedy for the Reserves, for the great majority of the six and a half
The answer is so obvious - Land, Land,

million Bantu still mainly engaged on the land!?
Land. Can anybody dispute it, besides of course the slave=-owners? Yese OQOur learned
1 v

economist comcs out most emphatically and openly against more land for the Bantu.

may sound astonishing, unbelievable, but it is a fact.
WPhreoe important reasons can be advanced against seeking to solve the congesiion

in the Reserves by granting more land. (1) There is no more land to be given with-
out disposscssing Europeans, and the political system of Sguth Afr?ca being what 1t
ig, there is no chance of this being done. (2) From the point of wview of Fhe coun=
try as a whole, it would be a retrogressive step to give:more.lgnd to natives,
whose methods of cultivation are for the most part still primitive; because any
extension of wasteful methods of farming would reduce the total productivity of the
It mey be retorted that some European farmers are lit#le'better than the
Bantu masses, but on the average, surely, white farming is con31der§bly abov? nate
ive. This is due in part to greater knowledge and efficiency, and in pa?t, 1t
must not be forgotten, to greater capital resources, supplemented by assistance
from the CGovernmentseso (3) Thirdly there is the "] abour" argument. One of the

reagons wily economic pressure wes put upon the reserves was to induce labourgra
to go out to work on the mines, in towns and on European-owned farms. In spite of
ion governing the entry of natives into urben areas,

some aspects of recent legislat _ & .
this demand for native labour still persists, and the European capitalists, both
industriel and agricultural, have no intention of allowing their supply of labour

to be cut off by giving the Natives in the Reserves so much land as to make them

countrye
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% g% Ueconomically independent of employment outside." (P.10,19.)

And if these three important reasons are not sufficiently convincing for the Bantu, the
lecturer adds another: i
"Even ?f more land could be obtained, it is doubtful whether this would be in
the best interests of the Bantu people themselves."

IT seems that we were all mistaken! The Bantu did not know up to now that when they ask
for more land they are going against their own interestst Then they had better give up
what they have left and go to the mines where life is so "safe and cheerful", or to the
towns where they arc not admitted, or to European-owned farms where, according to the
learned lecturer, "there are many farmers who pay a reasonable wage and give generous
rations of mealies and occasionally meat; stock farms usually give skimmed milk which
ad@s gr?atly to the general health and happiness." (P.30) The most reactionary slave-
@rlver in this country could not have advanced better arguments than have here been given
in favour of keeping the Native in his place. Yet the author pretends to be a liberal
end the lectures are published by the Institute of Race Relations. What then is his solu-
tion for the Natives in the Reserves? T

‘First of all he advocates a great reduction of the existing cattle, as was suggest-
ed by the Native Economic Commission. Secondly he advocates improvement of the method
of grable farming. He admits that these improvements will require an increased supply of
capitals This can be provided by individuals investing their savings, and by agricul-~
tural co-operative societies! (He is stealing Ballinger's thunder.) If these will not
suffice, a "strong case" can be made for a development loan, which is "in accord with the
best principles of sound public finance." Thirdly he advocates the adoption of individu-
al ownership or some system of communel farming on progressive lines. The system of
common grazing land and open field cultivation will have to disappear.

However much we may "agree" with his three remedies, it is obvious to us that they
are just as futile as putting & cold compress on a dying man. All these suggestions may
be good with lande 7Without it, they are useless. A people who have to go out for the
greater part of the year to earn money to pay taxes, a people stricken with poverty,
"bowed down with poverty", as the lecturer admits, cannot improve methods of arable farm-

inge The government of the ruling classes will never give elther land or capital to
meke the Regerves sol f-sufficiente They must have cheap Native labour. The irony of the

matter is that MreHoughton is aware of this as well as we are. After saying:
"One is even led to wonder whether the backwardness of the reserves 1s not due

to deliberato policy inspired by the desire for cheap labour," (P.22.)

he comes to the conclusion that: -
"Tor this reason it is idle to expect that the reserves will ever be developed

to the extent of robbing the capitalists of their principal workers by providing
adequate subsistance for the whole native population.™ (P.24.)

The joke becomes even greater when he makes this conclusion in his final lecture:
"The prospect before those in the reserves is relatively bright«" (P.54.)

Tndeed after these many contradictions in the course of the lectures it 1is difficult to
decide if they are due to intentional misleading or just stupidity of super=scientific

brainse.
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The third lecture is devoted to the Farm Native. Here also he has not said any~
thing new; the facts and statistical figures are all taken from the Native Economic
Commission Report, 1932, and more often than not, the text of the lecture as ?6113 Only
in so far as the problem touches the Land Act of 1936, does the lecturer commit himself,

And all he does say is this:
"The general character of legis

the reguletions and eliminating wa.ste

' f shortage." (P.29.
plaints of shortag ( ) 180 days (ch.4.0f the Report) he calls

{ai itude of labour tenants from 90 to
Raising the servitude O tenant system as wasteful for

"gliminating waste of labour". He criticises the labour .
the farmers and (still following the line of the Report) shows the advantage of replacing

it by full time sorvants. He notices with approval that the Land Act of 1930 1s doing
away with the shere-croppers eand the squatters and lmposes severe restrlcthns on the
labour tenants. And there seems to be positive approbation in his remark about the pro-

clamation for the Lvdenburg district, (raising the servitude from 90 to 130 days.) .
"The natives will have to accept the new conditions as there is no alternative,

unless the promise to provide land elsewhere  for those displaced, is made

effective."

lative policy has been towards tightening up
of labour in response to the farmers' com=-



"'l 6" | 9% A
The last qualifyingremark does him credit in so far as he does not believe in that pr:E‘ |

mise to provide lande
f low wages and the low standard of living

Whenever he comes to the vexed question O .
of farm labourers, he raises the ald fallacies. (The average wage 1s between 4d and 64

a day, according to the statisticse.)
WThe Commission (Transvaal Labour Commission of 1904. Ed.) did not recommend

higher wages because 1l wes argued a) that the farmers could not afford to pay more.
b) owing to the simple nature of native wents, higher wages would reduce, not in-
crease the supply, for they would eneble the native to live longer at his home with-
out going out to work again. This latter argument ig of considerable importance

and has been advanced time and again as a power ful argument against raising native
wages. The Econounic and Wage Commission of 1925 came to the conclusion that it

" carried considercble weighteseos¥(P.12.)

He takes up argument a) more fully:
"From the workers' point of view their wage is their income and they measure 1tis

value by what it will buy. From the farmers' side it 1s, howgver, regarded as &

cost which is measured in relation to the value of the work performed by the labour-

Thus, if efficiency is low, what may appear as & low wage 1o the worker will
represent a higzh cost to the employer....The efficiency is 80 low that for what is
produced even these scanty wages represent a comparatively high cost.” (P.32s)

Thus he can see the only solution in raising the productivity of the Native ferm labourer,

Considering the future of these half-a-million regular workers on the farms owned by Euro-

peans, (together with their dependents something like two million) he says:
"If by training, good feeding and the offer of some hope for‘ﬁhe future, their

productivity could be raised so that they could earn higher weges, they would be-
come an important internal market for agricultural produce. But the general level
of menagerial ability emong white farmers being what it is, there 1is little hope of
- .a more enlightoned labour policy in the near future." (P.33s)
In other words he has no hope for the future of the farm Natives. It is not difficult to
understand the reason for this pessimism. In this very passage he supplies it unambigu-
ously end unmistakably - "the managerial ability among white farmers being what it is.”
He cannot see any other South Africa but that under the rule of the slave owners!

e

Naturally we do noti agree with Mr«Houghton. Although he separatecs the farm Natiwve
from the reserve Native, gilving them a different future and fate, their problem is one and
the same and their future is inter-related. That is our opinion. It 1s the future of a
poor gnd lendless peascutry in a country where there is plenty of lande For the three
million people in the Reserves end nearly two million people on the white man's farms the
problem is the agrariaon problem of South Africa. For they have always lived on the land
ond will continue io be occupied with agriculture. Even if some have to look for employ~-
ment in the mines or in the towns to supplement the family income, which is below subsis~-

tance level, they are vitally interested in the solution of the agrarian question. Even
ith the Reserves but form the industrial

the urbanised Bontu who are no longer connected W
proletariat of South Africa, even they are interested, because the forced migration to the
town is continually depressing their low wage level. e have said and we maintain: the

-~

Bantu problem is the agréarian problems | '
- Now there are two ways of looking at this question. ‘One is from the viewpoint of
the rich white landowners; the other ‘is from the viewpoint of the poor and lendless

peasant. In other wrds, of the feudal lord or the slave-owner on the one hand and the
serf or slave on the othere For the former, the Bantu both in the Reserves and on the

farms are only objects of cheap labour, for explQitation and profit., Like the French
feudal nobility, like the Russian pomieshtshiki before the Revolutions, our white land~-
owners consider the Bantu as lower beings created for the specific purpose of administer=

ing to their bodily needs. This is the viewpoint of our lecturer as well. Not for e
moment can he see the Bantu as subjects (not objects) who have a right to the land, not

only because it is their land, which was taken away from them, but because they work it.

For Mr.Houghton the Native farm problem 1is .only & gueation of raising the productivity
of the serfs so that the “country" - the white ruling class - may make still more profits.

Our viewpoint is that of the Bantu peasantry, the serfs of to-day, who are entitled
The French and Russian Revolutions solved the agrarian problem.

to land and libertye.
The agrarian revolution gave the land to the French end Russian peasantiry and the "nob-
ility" has gone with the wind. In the same wey will the agrarian question be solved in

South Africas There is no other way &

(To be continued.)
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