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COMMUNIST INROADS

The Communist threat to the Free World would, if one were to judge by the mass indoctrination by
news media dominated by United States propagandists, appear to have been concentrated in the
1960's on South-East Asia, notably Vietnam, and the Western Hemisphere, notably Cuba. And yet,
International Communism has launched its most intensive and diabolical campaign in the present
decade on the continent of Africa, where a stream of |ess-devel oped nations have burst onto the
world scene as sovereign independent states.

The Western world has reacted to this campaign in Africa either by turning a blind eye or by making
preposterous excuses on behalf of emergent African states and seeking to cover up Communist
inroads. Regrettably so, for it isin Africathat the millions have most needed the inspiration and
guidance of the Free World in confronting the wiles and deceit of Communism.

This reaction of the West can be traced, by and large, to the guilt complex of the European, or
former colonial, powers and the isolationist attitude of the United States. The European powers -
Britain, France and Belgium - have failed dismally in preparing the people of Black Africafor lifein
the modern, 20th Century. Confronted with the failure of colonial rule, these powers have panicked
and rushed the peoples of Black Africainto premature independence with the result that Africa has
been exposed to the full fury of Communist onslaughts. The European powers unscrambling of their
links with Africa could not have dove-tailed more neatly with the plans of International
Communism.

The European powers have sought to ease their guilt complex by turning their backs on the harsh

realities of the situation or trumpeting profuse apologies for the Black African. The United States
reaction has been to retreat hastily in the face of the fact of Communist infiltration of Africa, and

leave the continent to its fate while building bridges against Communism nearer home.

The American attitude is epitomised in the statement by G. Mennen Williams, the American Liberal
politician, when heretired at the end of hisinglorious period as U.S. Secretary of State for African
Affairs with the boastful assertion that "particularly noteworthy" of his stay at the State Department
had been the "fact" that "not a single Communist satellite has emerged in Africaand that Communist
efforts at dominating African countries have been curtailed".

The statement is naive and not strictly correct.

It istrue that there is not a single state in Africato-day that is Communist in the sense that East
Germany or North Vietnam are Communist states. Russia and China have no satellitesin Africaas
they have in Europe and Asia. But bland acceptance of this fact would be misleading and would
certainly not give the West any cause for complacency, because in Africa, a development has
occurred that is equally disturbing to the development of Communist satellite states in Europe and
Asia

In Africa, there has been the development of Communist stooge states. A Communist stooge state in



Africacan be defined as one in which policies are followed that actively promote the cause of
International Communism. This active promotion is to be found in two avenues: firstly, the
pursuance of internal policies that have led to totalitarian rule and intense socialism to the extent that
a climate has been created that could, and in most cases inevitably must, lead to establishment of a
Communist state unless there is a dramatic check on current directions; secondly, the pursuance of
policies that are preparing the soil for Communism and are exporting the seeds of Communism to
the soils of African countries elsewhere on the continent.

Some of the stooge statesin Africa conform to the first classification, some to the second, and most
of them to both. Aswill be seen in subsequent chapters, countries in Africathat had become
Communist stooge states by the beginning of 1967 were Algeria, Burundi, Congo-Brazzaville,
Egypt, Guinea, Mali, Somalia, the Sudan and Tanzania. For International Communism, these nine
stooge states represent a valuable asset in the ideological and propaganda warfare that is commonly
termed the "Cold War" but is, in reality, awar in which, in Africa, much heat is engendered.

The success of International Communism in gaining nine stooge states in Africa by the beginning of
1967 is near spectacular if two factors are borne in mind.

Thefirst isthat Communism has made its gains in a comparatively short period of time. Although
the first Communist Party in an African state was formed in 1921, in South Africa, it was not until
after World War 11 that Russia began turning her attention to Africa, Communist activity up to then
having been sporadic in Africa. In the first half of the 1950's, Communist concentration in Africa
was largely confined to North Africaand it was only in the late 1950's, mostly in the early 1960's,
that Russia started turning on the pressure in Africa south of the Sahara. Communist Chinas first
stepsin Africacame in 1956.

The development of nine Communist stooge states within the space of 10 years certainly does not
bear out Mennen Williams' bland statements.

The second factor that must be borne in mind is that in contrast to the Communist "revolutions” in
Europe, nationalism has been a powerful political force in the "revolutions' in Africa. Black African
leaders who have gained power have not easily relished the thought of sacrificing their nationalism
for Communism. Kremlin Communists and African Marxists have therefore compromised to the
extent that the Marxists have not been expected to become Communists openly. This compromise
fitsin with the general trend in the development of International Communism as presented to the
outside world, namely atendency to split into groupings of states rather than to perpetuate the
monolithic Communist concept of a world-wide movement in which all the components owe prime
loyalty to Russia.

To what extent there has been a split in Communist ranks and to what extent satellite states will be
prepared to follow policies other than those prescribed by the Kremlin is open to debate, but
certainly the image presented to the outside world is one of a Communist world in which members
do not have to conform too rigidly to a common policy. In the light of this, it has not been necessary
for African Marxists to declare themselves openly Communist. International Communism can reap
the fruits of their political affiliations without such a declaration. (It should be stressed that, at the



same time, the aim of aworld revolution remains common policy to all Communists.)

The emergence of nine Communist stooge states out of 40 independent states in Africamay not be
an impressive number. But it is by no means a poor start for the Communists. Furthermore, as will
be detailed in subsequent chapters, Communism has been active throughout the continent to such an
extent that in the remaining 31 states, only a handful can be regarded as completely secure from the
threat of Communism. South Africaand Rhodesia are at this stage the only countries on the
continent which have certainty of repelling Communism except in the event of a Communist-backed
United Nations operation or other international intervention. Portugal's African provinces can
possibly fall into this category if Lisbon displays sufficient resoluteness; and so, too, can one or two
of the smaller states that are wholly dependent on Western nations for their economical survival. But
in most of the 31 states that are not stooge states at the present time, conditions are such that none
can feel safe if exposed to a sudden Communist challenge. The inroads made by Communism in
Africa, therefore, have been deep.

One other, extremely important, matter deserves mention. Those in the Western world who oppose
Communism do not do so merely because it isapolitical ideology opposed to Democracy. Indeed an
acceptable aternative ideology to Democracy would probably be a good thing. Communism is not
opposed simply becauseit is "different” to Western ideologies, but because of the depravity and
bestiality of the systems produced by implementation of Marxism-Leninism. It is opposed because
millions of people are subjected to tyranny and slavery. Even if one were to accept at face value
Mennen Williams' statement that there are no Communist states in Africa, the tyranny of
government and the depravity of life in many African states ruled by Black leaders who claim to be
"non-aligned” politically are not far removed from conditions pertaining in Communist states.

The thousands of Black men* butchered by Kenyatta's infamous Mau Mau terrorists and the
thousands murdered by Khruschev, the "Hangman of the Ukraine" all met the same fate at the hands
of men who were bent on a common goal - imposition of the will of their master. Indeed the satanic
nature of the bestial oaths taken by the Mau Mau - gouge out eyes and drink the liquid from them,
burn children alive, hack off the feet of captives, etc. etc. - were, if anything, on afar crueler scale
than the crimes committed by Khruschev's henchmen in the Ukraine. The tactics adopted by the
Black Communists in the Congo and the tactics adopted by the Russian Communists to suppress the
Hungarian revolt differed only in shades of intensity. If anything, the atrocities committed by the
Congolese and Black United Nations troops - repeated raping of women, mutilation of children, acts
of lust against nuns - were more shameful than even the brutal mowing down of defenceless people
by Russian tanks in Budapest. Nkrumah's secret police did not murder as many innocents as Lenin's
Chekaor Stalin's thugs, but it is doubtful whether they showed any greater morality in the execution
of Comrade Nkrumah's whims than did those working under Comrade L enin and Comrade Stalin.
At least Beria, for instance, died quickly - the highly-respected Dr. J. B. Danquah, for one, died a
lingering, painful and tortorous death in a Ghanaian prison.

* Between October 1952, when the Mau Mau rebellion broke out, and July 1960, when the state of
emergency ended, Mau Mau terrorists had killed 1,858 civilians, of whom 1,800 were Black
Kenyans and only 32 Whites and 26 Asians. The Mau Mau campaign had also cost the lives of an
estimated 10,000 terrorists and 1,167 Army and Police personnel.



The tendency in Africato use the most bestial forms of force to gain or retain power are very
reminiscent of Communist tactics. Even if their perpetrators do not admit to being Communists, the
societies of fear they are bequeathing to their people can be admired only by those in Moscow and
Peking. What use is there in leaders declaring that they are not Communistsif their people are living
In the same societies of fear as are found behind the Iron Curtain?

Communism by any other name would smell as rank.

If one were, therefore, to contemplate alist of states in Africawhere leaders depend on the same rule
of the rifle as the Communists do and have, or threaten to, plunge their people into the same rigidity
of life asisfound in Communist states, then the number of Communist stooge states in Africawould
be far higher than nine. And the West would have even less cause for complacency, for it is such
statesin Africathat, if a choice hasto be madein five, ten or twenty years time, will find their
ideologies far more aligned with those of the Communist world than with the Free World.

The tragedy is that, given an opportunity, Africawould stand a good chance of repelling
Communism. Thisis not to say that Communism does not have an inherent appeal for the Black
peoples of Africa. On the contrary, the theory of Communism can have tremendous appeal to these
people.

In the first place there is the question of economic appeal. The term "under-developed” nationisa
popular one in this day and age, but even the derogatory "under-devel oped" does not fully describe
the state of development in the vast majority of African statesimmediately after independence.
These states were poverty-stricken and the people were poverty-stricken.

These poverty-stricken people were suddenly thrust into the glittering sophistication of the 20th
Century, with its tremendous emphasis on material things; and where they were confronted with
Capitalism and Communism - and it should be borne in mind constantly that from an early stage
Communist ideas were flooded into the continent of Africa- it is obvious that Communism, with its
theoretical dissertations on the equitable distribution of the wealth of the land, could be a magnet
and often made more sense to the Black African than did the complexities of private enterprise and
suchlike in Capitalism.

It made even greater sense because traditionally the Black man was accustomed to working on a
communal basis with the less-privileged in the family - a Bantu family consisting, in addition to
conventional members, of "brothers' and "cousins' that are not necessarily blood relations - being
assisted by the more fortunate. This basic belief was exploited cruelly by the Communists and by the
so-called "nationalist" |eaders through promises of a Utopian state once independence was achieved
from the hated colonia rulers, who were responsible for the Black man's poverty. Although long
since lost in the short memories of the Western Liberals, there were the shocks in recent years when
news despatches were received from countries such as Kenyathat a certain house occupied by a
White family had been ear-marked by a Black man after independence, or that a White man's wife
had been "booked" by a Black man, or that a young White girl had been "won" in alottery by the
Black office-boy where she worked. This belief that independence would automatically bring with it
the material pleasures of the White man, was assiduously cultivated by the Communists.



Its force is reflected time and again in the repeated admonishments by Black |eaders to their subjects
to work hard, to "pull together" and not to expect alife of comfort and ease just because they now
livein an "independent” state. For many the disillusionment was great and led to violence. For
others, the fruits of independence did, in fact, appear to be sweet, but they were few - usually heads
of state who built themselves multi-million rand palaces and cabinet ministers or party functionaries
who found themsel ves suddenly with enough money to buy big houses, big limousines and the flesh
of other men's women.

Some government leaders saw the red light and cut down on extravagances, others gave full reinto
the debauchery and their countries ended up in the corruption, chaos and tyranny that the
Communists had been angling for.

Secondly, the theory of Communism had definite political appeal for the peoples of Black Africa.
Russia, and Communism in general, had, after all, made tremendous strides. By the time Black
Africawas emerging to independent status, Communism had spread, in less than half a century,
from asingle country to cover aquarter of the surface of the globe and had consumed athird of the
population of the world. Russia herself had made startling advances not only in conventional fields
but in that even more tantalizing sphere of space technology - and, what was important, Russia had
attained her position of eminence and power in the world in direct competition with the hated
colonialists. Where the policies followed by the European powers prior to independence resulted in
an utter rejection of these powers, the Communist nations were represented as "clean” powers who
could show the way to a better life. The complete subjugation of the individual to the interests of the
State and the hardship and tremendous loss of life that had made Russian and Communist progress
possible was not appreciated by Black Africans; likewise, the fact that the endeavour required to
achieve agricultural and industrial progress was absent from the make-up of the vast majority of
Black Africans was immaterial. Feasting on Communist propaganda that always emphasized the
theory and avoided the harsh realities of Communism in practice but dished up the results of the
policy of tyranny although not the tyranny itself, the Black African had much food for thought. The
Communists were not slow in exploiting this feeling of wonderment.

In the third instance, there was the sociological aspect of Communism. Africa, under colonial rule,
was seen in shades of black and white. The European from across the seas saw himself as superior to
the Black man, who was regarded as an inferior being, epitomised as the inhabitant of "Darkest
Africa’'. The Black man was made to feel acutely conscious of the colour of his skin and was
subconsciously puzzled at the social injustices and inequalities inflicted on him. Apart from the fact
that he saw Capitalism as the embodiment of the sentiments of the White man across the sea who
looked down on him, Communism purported to have all the answers that would free him from these
social injustices and inequalities. When he was faced with a choice, his natural inclination, both
because of his experience of the Capitalists and because of the theoretical teachings of Communism,
was to go for Communism. The fact that, as in economics and politics, the theory of Communism
differed radically from the practice of Communism, did not enter into the matter in his emotional
approach to his sociological state of mind.

A complicating factor was that in Europe, Socialism and Communism had become blurred, and if it
Is remembered that even in devel oped Western countries there was mass ignorance on where to



draw the dividing line between Socialism and Communism, it is obvious that in the mind of the
Black African there was even greater confusion. The natural inclination was to fuse the two concepts
and to regard Socialism and Communism as one, particularly where this suggestion of fusion was
encouraged by Communist propaganda. The Black African, looking abroad, saw that in Western
Europe his staunchest friends were the Socialists such as Fenner Brockway, who were always ready
to rush to his side to demand that he be given independence, always ready to jump to his assistance
and act as apologist with ready-made and stereotyped excuses if he faltered.

Flowing from this, there is the fourth appeal that the theory of Communism held for the Black man
in Africa - the psychological appeal. Boiled down to its essence, the organizational administration of
Communist movements rests on regimented |leadership at progressive levels from the very inferior to
the very superior. In this strict regimentation, the leaders make all the decisions and the individual
must blindly follow the instructions and guidance of the leaders. This does not find mass appeal
among Black Africans, except to the extent that they are accustomed to the strict rule of their chiefs,
but it certainly does find decided appeal among the "nationalist” leaders. These leaders saw in the
Communist system an opportunity to dominate and execute their authority over the mass of their
followers, and they knew from their tribal histories that this was of utmost importance if they were
to succeed. Many of these |leaders modelled their own governmental machinery on the patterns of
the Communist party organization. Indeed, in the majority of independent statesin Africa, the
executing of power by the man at the top derivesto afar greater extent from Communist
organizational machinery than from Western democratic institutions; and by 1970 thisislikely to be
genera in Africawith the exception of most of the states in Africa south of the Zambesi. In
assessing the impact of Communist thinking on the Black elite of Africa one must not lose sight of
the fact that for the few, Communism gives a sense of importance and ensures authority.

It might well be argued that all this reasoning would be too sophisticated for theilliterate, ignorant
and backward peoples of Africa. Naturaly, it istrue that the vast mgjority of those living in Africa
have no conception of the complexities of political systems or even of the real meaning of aword
such as"independence”. This, as far as the Communists were concerned, was just as well because
not only would the practical implementation of Communist theory not stand up to penetrating minds
but a deep analysis would, indeed, find Communism alien to traditional normsin Africa. It cannot
be sufficiently stressed, however, that International Communism flooded the continent with
propaganda that was expertly designed to excite the Black African into believing that Communism
was the way to Utopia; the Communists were adept at political propaganda, picking out just the
basics to win over men's minds. In other words, whereas the theory of Communism could have
appeal in Black Africa, the practice, if fully understood, would be rejected. Except, of course,
among the few who could often benefit personally from Communist teachings; and, in fact, where
Communism has succeeded in Africait has been through the few, the dedicated |eaders who have
used Communism to obtain and maintain power. The danger of Communism is an ever-present one
in Africa. The Communists have won important victories in the stooge states, but they have lost the
first round in the battle for complete domination of Africa. They are now re-grouping for the second
round, and they will not make the same mistakes they did in the first round.

The dramatic gains made by Communism in Europe were largely attributable to the unsettled
conditions prior, during and after the war years 1939-1945 and the presence of substantial units of
the Russian Army in most of the countries that were to become Communist satellites. Initial



Communist successes in Asialikewise came in the aftermath of amajor armed conflict. In Africa,
these favourable conditions were lacking. There was no Red Army in Africa, and no large groups of
local Communists.

The Communists, accordingly, found it necessary to import Africans for indoctrination courses and
then send them back to their homelands and they had to smuggle arms into African countries. This
(obviously not asideal a set-up as had existed in Europe) import-export of men and arms formed the
basis of Communist tactics before Black Africabecame independent and even after it became
independent. At the same time, it was found necessary to launch a crash indoctrination programme
amongst the masses to make up leeway. The continent was swamped with Red literature. Hundreds
of thousands of copies of Mao Tse-tung's handbook on revolution were, for instance, distributed in
Africain various languages.

The radio became a prime source of distributing propaganda. Africais poorly served with local radio
networks of quality. Programme standards are generally low and news bulletins are not renowned
for their freshness (two notable exceptions are South Africa and Congo-Brazzaville). Because of
this, Africa has always been an ideal hunting ground for airwave propagandists.

The importance the Communists attach to radio propagandais shown by the fact that in 1966
Communist Chinese technicians completed building and equipping a R2,800,000 shortwave
broadcasting station with a powerful 100 kilowatt transmitter outside Dar es Salaam that is intended
mainly for broadcasting propaganda in vernacular languages such as Zulu, Ovambo, and Herero to
South Africa, South West Africa, Rhodesia and Mozambique.

The Communists concentrated chiefly on two factorsin their drive for the minds of the people of
Africa. They selected those Black Africans whom they felt would make good puppets and backed
them to the hilt, and they concentrated on playing off personalities, factions, tribes and countries
usually with the assistance of weapons and ammunition.

The men the Communists selected were those such as Lumumba of the Congo and Nkrumah of
Ghana. But they exercised utmost caution in not offending Black nationalism. The Communists
realized only too well the power of nationalism. They realized that unlike Europe where
Communists had exploited class grievances and had made much play of the need for the "workers of
the world" to "unite" against the oppression of the capitalist landowners, factory owners or noble
rulers, all the people of Black Africa, from the future Prime Minister to the peasant farmer, werein
virtually the same economic plight. Furthermore, they were all Black, and their quarrel was not
against a Black ruling elite (with exceptions such as in Ruanda-Urundi) or against awealthy Black
clique but against White "oppressors’. By and large, Black Africans were never as united before or
since as they were in the "liberation years' fighting the "colonialists'. Black nationalism was,
therefore, aforce more potent than the forces of workers vs capitalism that had been used by the
Communists in Europe. The Communists, appreciating this, were careful to nurture the seeds of
Black nationalism rather than oppose it as they had opposed nationalism in Europe.

Having found their "elite" Black leaders, the Communists worked incessantly on them. They were
invariably "sweetened" with considerable and regular amounts of money both for their own use and



for distribution among the party hacks and for oiling the party machinery; they were fed with violent
anti-White and anti-Western propaganda; and they were royally treated on trips behind the Iron
Curtain which were designed to form a marked contrast to their treatment at the hands of the British,
French and Belgian administrators. In return this"elite" corps was expected to act as the channel for
vicious Communist propaganda to be disseminated amongst the masses. They were expected to be
sympathetic towards Communist regimes. They were expected to work themselves into positions of
authority and influence.

The strategy worked well, especially as the Communists proved extremely patient, realizing that it
would take many years to win the battle for Africa. The basic theory of Communism could find
appeal amongst Black Africans, but it would take time for that theory to be disseminated effectively.
There were alot of peoplein Africa, most of them illiterate and uneducated, and it took time for
them to absorb the propaganda.

In the meantime, the aim was to encourage, propel or bribe Communist sympathisers into,
preferably, the saddle of government but if not the saddle at least onto the hindquarters of the horse.

Of course, not all the leaders of the emergent states of Africa were ready-made puppets. Others
were. Nkrumah was one. In his case, the Communists made the mistake of waiting too long before
taking over power completely. Lumumba was another and in his case the bid to achieve total
Communism came too soon. Ben Bella of Algeriawas an excellent puppet but the Communists lost
him when he went too far in building up his own personality cult. Toure was yet another, and in his
case the Communists decided that he could best serve the cause of International Communism by
remaining a stooge state ruler for the time being. This pattern of varying Communist tactics has been
repeated in several statesin Africa

Where it was considered that the leader of an emergent state did not have sufficient potential asa
puppet, the Communists employed the tactic of sponsoring an influential member of the government
with aview to along-term take-over. A typical example of this occurred in Kenyawhere the
Communists had little faith in the ageing Kenyatta, despite his |eftist associations in his youth and
his Stalinistic Mau Mau attributes, and so selected Oginga Odinga as their front-runner. Here again,
the Communists overplayed their hand and the immense financial and other resources they spent on
Odinga came to naught - for the time being at any rate.

In yet other African states, the Communists were unsure of specific "leaders" and concentrated on
fomenting general unrest. This was the case in Nigeria and the Congo-Brazzaville where much
energy was expended in a combined attack through politicians, trade unions and sometimes
intellectual s to precipitate tribal and racial tensions, with a view to throwing the whole country into
the melting pot and then backing a dark horse to come to the fore out of the fire. In Nigeria, this
tactic up to now has failed; in the Congo-Brazzaville it met with success. Tribal and racial unrest
remains a key Communist tactic in the battle for Africa

Other states were used as the routes to their neighbours, and whilst every attempt was made to make
the leaders good Communists their real value was seen as agents provocateurs in other regions of
Africa. Nasser and Nyerere were particular favourites for this role and were widely used by the



Communists to spread subversion in other countries of Africa. Nkrumah and Ben Bella, before they
disappeared from the scene, were also agents provocateurs of exceptional value to the Communists
as well as leaders of Communist stooge states.

It is obvious, therefore, that the Communists saw Africa as a continental chess-board, both in the
complexity of the game and in the stature of the individual pieces, rather than as a sudden-death
game on the draught-board. A few countries were selected as the prime targets; the others would
follow in the course of time. In the former cases, concentration was upon establishing Communist
stooge states as soon as possible. In the latter, the aim was to foment as much chaos along racial and
tribal lines as possible in a process of slowly wearing away resistance until such time as the
Communists behind the scenes could come forward and administer the death blow. Wherever
possible, frictions between states based on the illogical boundaries drawn by the European powers
were exploited and fanned into life. And al the while, Communist arms and propaganda poured into
Africa

In those countries where White Africans formed the government, the technique was one of open
Communist subversion.

While Communism was rejected by the vast majority of the White Africans, the Communists went
underground and waged a relentless and subversive campaign through local agents. Very often the
most dedicated Communists in Africawere found in the ranks of White Africans.

The value to the Communists of a stooge state is borne out in an article in the American magazine,
Life, in March 1965, in which Ida Lewis reported a detailed plan whereby Black African
"“revolutionaries’ and the Communist Chinese would join forces to conquer Africa. The article
makes it clear that under this plan, details of which Miss Lewis collected on avisit to Africa, the
island of Zanzibar will be the base for continent-wide operations by Chinese-trained and financed
terrorists. An unidentified Cabinet Minister in Tanzaniatold Miss Lewis: "First we ignite a Black
revolution in the Sudan. The issue there is Arab domination. Our plans then take usto Somalia...
these plans will naturally affect Kenyaand Ethiopia... Revolution in Ethiopiais not our concern
now. Her day will come when Selassie dies... Kenyais different... our key word for Kenyais
patience but we have a good man in Kenya - Oginga Odinga... once the Indian Ocean is under our
control, there is no god who will be able to save the Whites in South Africa..."

This article underlines not only the pregnant danger of the Communist sword that hangs over Africa
but also indicates why the Communists have been content to establish stooge states rather than fully-
fledged satellite states and sharply illustrates the patience which the Communists have displayed in
their campaign for the soul of Africa.

Where the Communists have failed in Africait has been mainly through the timing of their
individual campaigns rather than through flaws of policy. But the Communists have made some bad
mistakesin Africa. They presumed that sustained indoctrination and intimidation of the masses
would have the desired effect. In this they migudged the strength of purpose and determination to
remain free that is a characteristic of White Africans; and they misjudged the ability of educated
Black Africans (including the Sandhurst- and St. Cyr-trained military careerists) to be able to grasp



and appreciate the true meaning of Communism when stripped of its fanciful theory and to act
decisively and with determination to reject an ideology that in its practice is alien to Black African
traditions.

The Communists have also made "silly" mistakes. Favourite story is of the snow-ploughs that
Russia delivered to Guineain the early days of her "aid programme" and that lay in the sweltering
heat of Conakry docks for three years. Guinea, in fact, is a haven of such stories - tens of thousands
of lavatories have been standing idle at Conakry docks for years, the Russians sent amillion
screwdrivers to a country that uses 5,000 a year, a pen-holder for every inhabitant was provided but
no nibs, on one occasion thousands of tons of cement were off-loaded in cement bags in the rainy
season and a monumental mass of concrete was formed... There have been similar faux pas
elsawhere: the Egyptian Government had to buy R88,000 worth of lorry spares from an American
firm because the Russians could not provide spares for the lorries they had given the Egyptians to
help build the Aswan Dam; on another occasion, Egypt bought 45 British lorries for work on the
Dam because the brakes on the Russian vehicles were so bad that the doors had been removed and
the driverstold to jump clear if the lorries went out of control; Y ugoslavia once bought tractors from
the United States and shipped them to Algerian farmers some years later but they were so obsolete
that no spares were available and when they broke down they had to be abandoned in the fields; in
the Sudan Communist money built canning factories with nothing to can; the Russian oil refinery at
Assab in Ethiopia cost double what Western companies could have built it for; Ethiopiainvested in
United States government bonds, at something over 3%, 2,000,000 United States dollars advanced at
2.5% interest by Russia...

These and other stories were always good for alaugh in conscience-torn Western capitals but it is
doubtful whether they have had any measurably adverse effect on relations between Africa and
Communist countries except in the case of afew individuals who have been affected personally by
Russian inefficiency.

What has caused considerably greater embarrassment to the Communists has been the reports of
racialism involving Black Africansin Communist countries. These reports have been given great
prominence in news media and have constituted a serious affront to the pride of Black Africans.
These incidents deserve more than passing attention not only because of their effect on African/
Communist relations but also because they so graphically give the lie to Communist assertions that
racism is absent in Communist states.

In December 1963, 700 Ghanaian students broke through police cordons and rushed to the gates of
the Kremlin in a bitter demonstration alleging racial discrimination by Russian authorities after one
of their number, Edmund Asaro-Addo, had been found dead in mysterious circumstances, never
satisfactorily explained. The Ghanaians carried placards reading " Stop killing Africans' and
"Russian Friendship", the latter under a skull and crossbones. The demonstration, according to a
report in the Daily Telegraph of December 19, 1963, was the climax to "an increasing amount of
violence against African students in Russia, very often over their relations with Russian girls. These
have involved a number of brawlsin which the police, the students say, aways take the side of the
Russians'. The newspaper also reported that "The Africans have been forced to realize that not all
Russians treat them as brothers and equals’. Asfor Asaro-Addo there were two versions of what
happened to him. The Russians claimed that he had been drunk and had frozen to death. The



Ghanaians claimed that he had been beaten to death because he had wanted to marry a Russian girl,
who was pregnant. Some Ghanaians claimed that his was the third "mysterious death" of a Ghanaian
inayear.

In January 1965, ten Sudanese students arrived in Athens from Sofia University, Bulgaria, after
being subjected to racia taunts and Communist indoctrination. The following month, 70 Black
Africans were deported from Bulgaria for taking part in demonstrations protesting against a
Government order to disband their "All-African Students Union".

In April 1965, 29 Kenyan students returned from the University of Baku, in Russia, with diretales
of cold, hunger, low standards of education, perpetual propaganda - and racial discrimination. (This
followed racial demonstrations at the University after the death of George Daku, a Ghanaian, under
mysterious circumstances.) Nicholas Nyangere, one of the Kenyan students, described the racial
discrimination as "unbearable’. Another student said: "It was hell. May God let us al forget that
place." Nyangere told newsmen that the students were scathingly referred to as "the Blacks'. Many
local people had never seen a person from Africa before and because they were black, they were
hated by the Russians. "We got our first taste of race hatred as soon as we arrived in Baku. We were
told that we could not go out with Russian girls. There was no law against it, but they said it was just
local custom. In any case we soon discovered it was unsafe to go out alone with a Russian girl
because there was a good chance of being beaten up by the local people. Several Kenyan students
got beaten up. Usually it would begin with abuse, then lead to violence. | don't remember a week
that went by without an African student being robbed or attacked. One of my friends was beaten up
In arestaurant while drinking a glass of lemonade. | was actually with another friend when he was
robbed of hiswatch and pen in atrain. We shouted but the thief just walked away. A policeman
stood by doing nothing. Taxis refused to pick usup and | was often refused service in restaurants.
There were queues for everything. When an African reached the head of the line, he would be told
they had just sold out, but the person behind him would get served.”

In May 1965, another Kenyan student returned to Nairobi with allegations of racialism practised by
Communist countries. He was Samson Mzerah, who had left Communist Czechoslovakiaon a
pretext because of the racial discrimination. Mzerah complained that everywhere he went,
Czechoslovakians shouted "Black man" at him. He said Black Africansin Czechoslovakiawere
"treated as less than human beings" and revealed that young thugs often beat up students from
Africaand sometimes policemen joined in the beating of students for no apparent reason. His report
was confirmed by a Sudanese student who had also studied in Czechoslovakia and who said there
was racialism and maltreatment in that country. He told of a Rhodesian student who had been
thrown off amoving train by Czechoslovakians.

Communists also practised racism on an extensive scale when in Africa. The racism of Russians, for
example, was brought home forcibly to many in Africa particularly in a country like Guinea, where
there have been several bitter conflicts because of a Russian diplomatic rule forbidding Russians to
fraternize with Black men or women. A good example of thiswas brought to life on January 31,
1963. On that date, Miss Svetlanda Ussopova, a Russian schoolteacher working in Guinea, arrived at
Conakry Airport in the company of two Russian diplomats to board a flight to Moscow. Checking
her passport, a Guinean official found the photograph in the passport was not of Miss Ussopova. He



questioned her in French, and she said she was being forced to return to Russia because she had
broken the Russian rule forbidding social fraternization with Black Africans. The Guinean officer
refused to allow her to board the aircraft. The Russian diplomats tried another ruse - Miss Ussopova
was dressed in an air hostess' uniform but she was again turned back.

Racism is not confined to Russia and other European Communist countries alone, however, but
manifestsitself in Communist China, which has an official policy of denigrating the Russians as
"White" whereas the Chinese are "coloured, like the Africans'. In 1961, for instance, four Sudanese
students returned to their homeland after completing only one year of their seven-year course
because of the racial segregation practised in Communist China. About the sametime it was
unofficially reported that 20 Somali students had returned to Africafrom Communist Chinafor the

same reason.

In March 1962, it was reported that several people had been injured seriously in a brawl outside a
Peking hotel started by a Zanzibari and a Chinese. In July 1966, Clarence Adams, a 37-year-old
American negro returned to the United States from Communist China, where he had defected after
the Korean War, sadly disillusioned, inter alia, by racia inequality in Communist China. On two
occasions, he told newsmen, he had been involved in fights with Chinese after racial slurs had been
hurled at him.

In hisbook "An African Student in China" (published by Frederick A. Praeger, Inc.) Emmanuel
John Hevi, a Ghanaian student in Communist China, describes the racism in that country and
concludes: "Chinese racial discrimination is not of the kind that springs spontaneously from the
people. It is adeliberate attempt by the Communist Party to assert and to make the African accept
once and for all the idea of the superiority of Yellow over Black." Another comment by Hevi
underlines the racialism in China: "Sino-African relations were in no way improved by the fact that
such girl friends as we were able to make were packed off to prison or to commune farms for hard
labour almost as fast as we made them, their only crime being that they dared to make friends with
Africans contrary to the Party's orders."

These reports, and others of racial discrimination practised by Communists, certainly did harm to the
Communist drive in Africa because of the prominence given to them and because of the inbuilt
resentment amongst Black Africans against those who regard them as inferior.

They emphasize, too, the fact that the West should not assume that it is essential in combating
Communism to give up al principles out of fear that Communism will triumph if Democracy does
not pander incessantly to the whims of Black African leaders. Communists make mistakes in their
drive for the minds of the peoples of Africajust like the West does and yet they prosper in Africa
The West will prosper, too, even if it sacrificesimmediate gain for the sake of principles. The West
would be well advised to write-off its set-backs as liabilities that are inevitable accompani ments of
strict principles. What is lost on the swings by alienating Black African extremism will be made
good on the roundabouts by virtue of the fact that the Black man of Africa understands and reacts
better to those who deal straightforwardly and honestly with him.

Some observers would doubtless aver that in addition to the above factors, the split in the



Communist ranks along Sino-Soviet lines has also damaged the Communist presence in Africa
Certainly it istrue that a superficial survey shows that Russia and Communist China have competed
with each other for influence in Africa. The appearance of other Communist bloc countries, such as
East Germany in East Africa, Cubain parts of West-Central Africa, Yugoslaviain North and North-
East Africa, and Czechoslovakiain the "liberation movements', can be regarded as largely
supplementary aid in specific directions. Moscow and Peking, however, appear to have beenin
direct conflict.

The conflict, as far as Africais concerned, has been mainly on racial lines. Communist China has
made much play of the fact that Russians are "White" and as such are not in a position to feel
brotherly love for the Black man of Africa; China on the other hand is a country of yellow men and
Isin the same camp as Black Africansin what will eventually be a global White-Coloured clash.
The Chinese, for instance, when entertaining Black |eaders from Africatake great painsto
differentiate between the men in the Kremlin and the Russian people. They refer in contemptuous
terms to the "Ukranian group” when speaking of Khruschev, Brezhnev and Kosygin, regarding them
as European Russians who have imposed themselves on the majority of the Russian people who are,
the men in Peking take pains to point out, Asiatics. Thisis, of course, true, there having been several
examples of the Kremlin despatching senior "European” officialsto "Asian” Russian republicsto
bring racism under control (Leonid Brezhnev, the Party secretary in Russia, was once assigned such
aduty). The Russians have tried to counter this slur on occasions by sending reliable "Asians' to
African states as diplomatic envoys.

Another point in favour of the Chinese istheir willingnessto roll up their sleeves and get down to
some hard work. With the notable exception of the thousands of Russians who have toiled on the
Aswan Dam in Egypt, the Communist Chinese have shown a greater preparedness to get down to
manual, even menial, work in Africa; they have been prepared to go into the fields and onto the
roads of Africaand help the local Africans. The Russians, on the other hand, have generally been
more sophisticated and have preferred to use their money to buy influence and their "technicians’ to
act as propagandists. Russians working in Africa have liked their comforts such as motor-cars and
their "flashiness" has been resented by many Black Africans.

Peking has aso generally gone to greater lengths than Moscow to lay on lavish receptions for
visiting Black Africans. One typical example of how the Chinese "win friends and influence people"
will suffice. John Kali, head of a Kenyan delegation that went to Russiaand Communist Chinato
seek assistance, returned to Nairobi in September 1963, and told newsmen that he and his delegation
members had been impressed by Communist China but had been bitterly disappointed by the
treatment meted out to them in Russia. "When they (the Russians) found we were on our way to
China", Kali said, "they simply transferred their hatred of Chinato us. We had to sleep in hotel
corridors while Russians occupied all the hotel rooms." He also complained of an eight-hour
passport check, during which they were not given any food, at Moscow Airport and contrasted this
with his 4 1/2 hour conversation with Chou En-lai and later discussions with Mao Tse-tung.

It would appear on the surface, therefore, that there is open conflict between Russiaand Communist
Chinafor the spoils of Africa, and it cannot be denied that there are historical and geographical
disputes between Moscow and Peking that would make sense of the Sino-Soviet schism. But it
cannot be too greatly emphasized that when taken in sum total, both Russia and Communist China



aim at the eventual goal of complete Communist control of the world, let alone the whole of Africa.
Western, freedom-loving nations cannot for one moment be tempted into a false sense of security
because of the Sino-Soviet dispute. Communism, in whatever form it manifests itself, is an ever-
present danger to Democracy and it would be fatal to relax one's vigilance for asingle moment in
the hope that the split in the ranks of International Communism will be the saving factor for the
West. For Communism, whether it be advocated by Kosygin or Chou En-lai, the means always
justify the end: and the end is total world conquest.

Thereis no proof that the Communists are really split over their campaign for Africa. Thereisno
proof that the Russians are not aiding and abetting the Chinese in their offensive in Africaand, in
the interests of Communism as such, are prepared to leave the lion's share of the dirty work in Africa
to Peking while they get on with the "clean" work of spreading roubles around. The history of
Communism is one long and sordid story of broken pledges and underhand dealing. Communism
and Communist leaders are notorious for deceit and total absence of morals. There is no proof to
gainsay an argument that the Communists are presenting a deliberate image to the outside world of a
split to further their own ends. After all, by splitting, the Communists have widened the choice open
to emergent nations in Africa: before there was a straight choice between Capitalism and
Communism; now there is a choice between Capitalism, Russian Communism and Chinese
Communism: when the pawns jump, perhaps the chances of them jumping into a Communist square
are greater if there are two Communist squares to every Capitalist square. There is no proof to
dispute a theory that the Russians would even be prepared to put up with the insults of being
"Europeans’ in the interests of International Communism. There is no proof that the Communist
"schism" in general is not adeliberately calculated bluff to put the West off its guard.

The above paragraph might not appear too absurd if it is constantly remembered that Communism
will use and has used in the present century any devices and any deceit to further territoria
ambitions; that the eventual goal of all Communistsisworld domination; and that Communist
infiltration of Africa hasindicated (although thisis not generally appreciated) a distinct splitting of
the battle field.

In North Africa, for instance, Russian influence has been predominant and likewise West Africa has
been largely left to Russiafor exploitation purposes. Communist China, on the other hand, has been
left avirtually free hand in East Africaand Central-East Africa, and, in recent years, in Southern
Africa. This demarcation of "influence spheres’ surely does not indicate that Russia and Communist
Chinaarein active opposition in Africa? There has, let it be said, been over-lapping of "influence
spheres’ but this can be regarded as part of the Communist campaign, i.e. acceptance of the fact that
brotherly niceties do not preclude injecting additional forces or doubling armies if this could help
win the overall battle. Thistheory that International Communism has demarcated specific spheres of
influence for Russia and Communist Chinain Africais borne out by the fact that the Russians have
concentrated on North Africa, where they have a greater chance of success by virtue of the fact that
North Africais not really part of Africaat al but finds a closer link with Europe (of which Russiais
apart) and the Middle East (which Russiais desperately interested in influencing). Communist
China, on the other hand, would have greater influence among the "coloured races" of Africa south
of the Sahara. Asfar as West Africais concerned, Russia was probably given this area as a sphere of
Influence because French-speaking Africais closer to Europe than English-speaking Central, East
and Southern Africa and because of the valuable Communist agents to be found in Ghana and



Guinea who were confirmed Marxists before independence and could thus serve as a basis for future
Communist intrigue in West Africain general.

As has been stated, and is detailed in subsequent chapters, Communism has been successful in
establishing nine stooge states in Africa. The tally could have been higher had it not been for
mistakes in timing and other set-backs. But its achievement in Africa has by no means been a small
one.

It has not been a small achievement, because the Communists have not had a particularly long
period of time in which to implement their diabolical plans for Africa. Indeed, they can regard their
initial offensive in Africa as one of experience-building and ground-preparing for the real battle for
the minds of the people of Africa. So much chaos and uncertainty has come to Africain the
turbulent 1960's that the Communists can look ahead with relish at the years that lie ahead.

Indoctrination campaigns have progressed well and in many of the African states the devel opment of
totalitarian government has put the Communists in a favourable position. In the days immediately
after independence, most of the African states had democratic governmental machinery that made it
difficult for the Communists to gain power; in most of the African states a stage has been reached
today where democratic principles have been so eroded that it will be much easier for a dedicated
Communist to take over the reins of power in five years time than it would have been five years ago.

Ghana rejected Communism through its military officers, but the machinery of government in
Ghanatoday is such that a Communist working his way up through the ranks of the Ghanaian Army
will be much better placed to get control than would have been the case in 1957. The same can be
said of countries currently under civilian rule such as Uganda. One or ancther of these two patterns
are to be seen in other African states. And it should not be forgotten that the years of Communist
indoctrination of the masses might one day begin bearing fruit.

In addition, the stooge states that serve as Communist agents against other states are a powerful part
of the Communist armoury in the battle that lies ahead in Africa.

All indl, therulersin Moscow and Peking can look back with satisfaction at the first phase of the
battle for Africaand can feel well pleased with the preparatory work that has been done in preparing
Africafor Communist domination.

Return to Contents




WESTERN FAILURES IN AFRICA

While International Communism can look back with satisfaction on recent yearsin Africa, the West
has little cause for jubilation; and while International Communism can approach the future with
confidence, the West has no reason for optimism.

The West hasfailed in the Africa of the 1960's and, short of aradical change of outlook in Whitehall
and the White House, the West has little chance of recovering the losses it has conceded to the
Communists, and only slightly more of a chance of halting Communist inroads.

Why, then, has the West failed in Africain the past?

In the first place, the West should never have handed over power to the states of Africa before they
were ready for independence. By the same token, the West should have done far more to prepare
Africafor independence. The European powers bear a heavy responsibility that they cannot escape
despite the strenuous efforts of apologists such as Mennen Williams and Harold Macmillan for the
chaos and strife that has come to Africain the present decade.

The West has never really understood the people of Africa- either the White or the Black African.
There has been no conception of tribal traditions and deep-rooted racism found in Black Africa.
Boundary lines have been drawn arbitrarily across the face of Africato meet contingencies of
European interests without the slightest thought being given to the tribal norms, aspirations or future
welfare of the Black Africans - or the White Africans. In some instances, boundaries were so drawn
that members of the same ethnic group inhabited more than one state (e.g. the Somali tribesmen who
are found in Ethiopia, Somalia, Kenya and French Somaliland) while in other cases, antagonistic
elements were bundled together in asingle, artificial state (e.g. the Ibo, Hausa and Y oruba of
Nigeria).

Where the European powers, with the exception of Spain and Portugal, have lost their dependencies
in Africa anyway, they would have done afar greater service to Africato-day if they had decided
yesterday to get around a table and work out the boundaries of Africain amore realistic manner. We
would then have been saved much of the chaos and loss of life that has been experienced in
countries such as the Congo-Kinshasa, the Sudan and Nigeria. We would, too, have been saved the
tedious border problems such as Algeria-Morocco, Sudan-Ethiopia and Kenya- Somalia. And the
subversive activities of the Communists would have been that much harder to carry out.

The second respect in which the European powers have failed the people of Africaisthat in those
states destined for independence, little was done about equipping the indigenous people of Africato
run their countries after independence. One night Black men went to sleep as post office clerks,
army sergeants and unemployed vagrants and the next morning awoke to be Prime Ministers, army
commanders and Civil Service administrators. The enormity of the responsibility that rests on the
European powers for failing to ensure minimum standards of advancement of the indigenous people
prior to independence cannot be shrugged off.



It should be emphasized that in mentioning the fact that the Black African is not at alevel of
development that warrants sovereign independent status, there is no intention whatsoever of being
derogatory. The typical Black African isaman of not inconsiderable charm who has attributes that
are attractive to those who know him well. But the typical Black African still finds sustenance in
traditional norms and attitudes. (Even a"sophisticated", "Westernized" leader like Nkrumah resorted
to the comfort of witchdoctors when he was in low spirits, and went so far as to marry an Egyptian
woman because a witchdoctor had told him this would be the way to become ruler of all of Africa.)
Traditiona tribalism is characterized by an autocratic family structure, rigid social traditions and
ritual religious cults; the traditional tribesman's outlook is dominated by fatalism, asis shown in his
acceptance that man and the world were made as they were and there is nothing a human being can
do about it - man must accept his placein life, and, in any case, to-morrow will take care of itself.

Black Africans, who still adhere to these and other tribal beliefs, norms and outlooks, were suddenly
thrust into the realities of a highly-sophisticated world and told to run a country along 20th Century
lines with all the complexities of administration that that implies. The result was that they simply
could not grasp the intricacies of atypical Western state, with its emphasis on things material, its
concentration on rationalism and individualism. The few |eaders who had been trained in overseas
countries were too small in numbersto carry the burden of the whole country. Chaos was bound to
result. The average man or woman had believed, naively, that this "thing called independence”
would bring them a personal life of luxury and happiness without their having to lift afinger to
effect the radical transition from tribalism. The realities of independence created confusion in their
minds and this confusion found outlets in killings and rapings.

If one bearsin mind the depravities which Europeans or Americans of advanced "civilization"
commit from time to time, it can readily be understood how greater the chances would be for the
committing of depravity by people unaccustomed to the realities of the modern world.

The fact that the European powers shot backward peoples into a modern world without any
preparation is the tragedy of Africa, and of world history, in the 1960's. It is here that the historians
of the future will return averdict of "guilty" against the leaders of the West of the present day.

It can be argued that the re-drawing of boundary lines throughout Africawould have been an
Immense task and that because of the pace of modern devel opments independence could not have
been withheld from Black Africaindefinitely.

It is true that afresh demarcation of frontiersin Africawould have been an immense task and
extremely complicated (even the most vociferous of Black African "nationalists' who raved and
ranted in pre-independence days about the evils of colonial boundaries would not be prepared to-day
to concede an inch of territory to ensure a more realistic demarcation of national frontiers); itisalso
true that tremendous pressures were placed on the European powers by the Communists, Liberals,
Communist fronters and other leftists all over the world to grant speedy independence to their
African dependencies.

These two cardinal pointsin which the misery of Africain the 1960'sis to be found, were for
solving by statesmen of vision, determination and inflexible strength of principle. These two



cardinal points could not be solved, and the misery of Africa could not be avoided, by weakling
political expedienters. When the rulers of the major powers in the West were tested on this score,
they were found to be wanting.

Perhaps it is not surprising that London, Brussels and Paris, saturated as they were with Marxist-
Leninist propaganda through such agencies as news mediaand Liberal literature, capitulated heavily
in the face of the onslaught mounted by the Communists and their witting and unwitting comradesin
the West. The alternative, for the West, would have been years of firm and rigid dedication to
principles; something which has appeared impossible for Western leaders.

Nevertheless, the alternative was there, and it must be studied to determine whether it would have
been what British, French and Belgian policy has not been - an effective counter to Communist take-
over bids for the continent of Africa.

The model of this alternative policy that could have been pursued is, of course, to be found in the
Republic of South Africa. At the outset, let it be said unequivocally that this book is not intended as
a defence of the South African policy of separate development, nor are the succeeding paragraphs in
any wise intended as even remotely a complete guide to this policy. However, in the context of
Communism in Africa, the active role played by the Government of South Africasince 1948 in
seeking a solution to the vexed race problem of Africawill decide the fate of Communism in the
southern part of Africa and the ideological thesis of South Africa's policy (as opposed to the political
combatting of Communism, dealt with in Chapter 9) should accordingly be analyzed.

In the first place, South Africais meeting the challenge of the two cardinal points enumerated above
by dividing the country's land mass into separate areas where groups linked by cultural and
historical associations will be brought together to devel op separately towards full independence. In
other words, the boundaries of South Africa are being re-drawn to group distinctive ethnic unitsinto
nation-states.

A study of Southern African history with the continual warring between Black tribes and the mass
annihilation of Black people by chiefs of other Black tribes, as well as the history of Africain the
current decade, would amply illustrate the necessity for such a demarcation of frontiers. Sufficeit to
say that the Black man of South Africa, like the Black man elsewhere in Africa, is not amember of a
homogeneous race but, in fact, forms part of a heterogenous group of people of different races,
tribes, languages, dialects and so on that are afflicted with tribal animosities that are
incomprehensible in their intensity and ferocity to Whites who have never lived at close quarters to
them. In the light of this, the South African policy of separate development is the only one that
would logically permit Black man and Black man to live alongside each other in peace. (Thereis, of
course, the complication in South Africa of alarge White population; but even though White/Black
relations are far more harmonious in South Africato-day than would Black/Black relations beif a
magic wand were suddenly to whisk away all the White people in South Africa, this policy seeksto
ensure a permanent place for both White and Black in South Africaand so, in one stroke, attempts to
solve not only problems found in all-Black countries but also problems found in multi-racial
societies where the alternative forms, such asin Kenya, have failed dismally. Although eventual
success of the policy of separate development will provide the only solution of many attempted at



attaining peaceful multi-racialism, the real value that success with the policy of separate
development will have for the millions of Africaisasamode for bringing peace and tranquility to
the entire continent).

It should be stressed, at this stage, that the demarcation of these boundaries and the consolidation of
ethnic groups into their separate areas is not by any means an overnight operation. It isahighly-
complicated operation requiring intensive research, much patience and tact, and considerable sums
of money. In the consolidation of these various areas that form natural boundaries, the Government
of South Africa has spent, and is continuing to spend, millions of rands each year of White, not
Black, taxpayers money. Despite the continual snipings from across the Atlantic Ocean at South
Africa, the South African Government has stuck with commendable resoluteness to its principlesin
continuing to pour money into what is essentially along-term investment in securing peace and
stability for all races (and rejecting Communism finally) in at least one part of Africa

Having accepted, therefore, the logic and wisdom of the alternative to chaosin Black Africa-
namely the establishment of separate states necessitating new boundaries for distinctive tribal
groupings, one faces the next question: the time-table for independence. Here, too, there has been an
extreme divergence of opinion and approach to cardinal issue number two by the European powers
and by South Africa. The former have followed a policy of granting independence as soon as
possible. The latter has decreed that independence can only be accorded when economic and human
resources match political ability.

Once again, it is necessary to stressthat it is difficult for some-one who has not lived close to the
complexities of tribal lifein Africato appreciate why it will be many years before the Black people
of Africa, including those who already have independence, are really ready to exercise the powers of
government. It should be stressed again that there is no intention of deriding the Black African but
merely is there acceptance of hisless-advanced stage of development. Once again, too, it is
necessary to stress that this book is not intended as a study of, or defence of, the policy of separate
development. But South Africa's race policy must be analyzed, however briefly, in any study of
Communism for, apart from seeking to solve race problems common to African states, it also
provides a clear and definite answer to Communist penetration of Africa.

Kwame Nkrumah, the one-time dictator of Ghana, exhorted his followers "seek ye first the political
kingdom" before worrying about such unimportant things as economic and social development; for,
argued Nkrumah, if there was political independence in Black Africa, economic growth and social
uplift would inevitably follow. This Nkrumahistic theory, so reminiscent of Communist theory for
its naive simplicity of presentation whilst glossing over amyriad of practical complexities, was at
the one extremity of the scale and the one generally followed by the European powers. At the other
extremity isthe South African policy of separate development.

Whilst the United States, Britain, and other Western powers, under the increasing pressures of the
Afro-Asian states in the United Nations, refuse to allow the latter extremity to be put to the test
under conditions of fair-play, they did, at least, permit more than is allowed for in the laws of cricket
for the Nkrumahist doctrine to be put to the test in Ghana.



Ghana, under Nkrumah, became bankrupt. Corrupt, immoral, tyrannical and economically bankrupt.

The alternative theory is unpopular because reason, logic and orderly development of societiesis
unacceptable to Communists and their fellow travellers at the United Nations.

One of the tenets of separate development is that the less-developed peoples must be assisted
towards achievement of full status and respectability but that they must help themselves. In other
words, the devel oped nation, or developed sector, is quite prepared to give assistance to the less-
developed, but expects that the less-devel oped pull their weight and help themselves.

Thistenet has not been devised just for the sake of being "different”. Nor has it been devised to be
derogatory or compassionate to less-developed sectors. Rather isit based on intimate knowledge and
experience of the less-devel oped peoples of Africa.

Experience in South Africa has shown that the Bantu (Black African) in genera displayslittle
individual initiative and enterprise, but is content to live according to the concept of "sufficient unto
theday..." In general, thereislittle thought for the morrow. There are many examples of this; afew
must suffice.

One of the best known is that cattle are the status symbol of the Bantu, kept not for their meat or
commercial value but for buying brides or slaughtering as sacrificial animals. In keeping up with the
Joneses, a Bantu takes pride in the number of cattle he possesses, not in the quality. It has taken
considerable patience and understanding to persuade the Bantu of the necessity for concentrating on
guality rather than quantity. The normal solution to such a problem in a Western country, namely
that the farmer would soon appreciate the value of good quality stock if his poor cattle realized
lower prices than good quality animals, is not applicable as the Bantu, until very recent years, have
steadfastly refused to part with their cattle. An analogy isin the harvesting of maize, where, again
until very recently, unscrupulous dealers would pay afixed price per bag of maize to Bantu farmers
irrespective of quality. The natural reaction was, therefore, one of acceptance that it did not help to
cultivate better maize, so why worry?

Thiswhole attitude is found time and again in, for instance, the Transkei, where, when the
Government launched its massive aid project, land was grossly over-grazed, eroded and inefficiently
worked. Typical isthe oft-told story of the pig that was drowned in a dam and |eft to rot for some
weeks. By the time a Government stock inspector arrived on the scene, the stench was unbearable.
On questioning the local Bantu asto why they had |eft the pig to rot in what was, after all, their
water supply, the reply was that the dam had been built by the Government and the Government
should therefore remove the pig.

A fertilizer company spent considerable money on advising a particular farmer of the best method of
growing maize with fertilizer. The results were impressive, and the farmer's crop outstripped any in
the district. The fertilizer had been provided gratis, and the following season, the fertilizer company
salesman arrived at the farm with the comforting expectation of alarge order. He was, to say the
least, taken aback when the Bantu farmer said curtly: "No fertilizer!" The salesman protested that
the farmer had produced three times the crop of any of his neighbours with the use of fertilizer. Ah,



explained the Bantu, he had obtained enough maize for three years, so wouldn't have to plant for
another three years.

This situation is not confined to South Africa, but parallels can be found throughout Africa. In an
article in the British newspaper, the Daily Telegraph, on May 19, 1966, Brigadier W. F. K.
Thompson drew attention to the remarkable results that have been achieved by White farmers, in co-
operation with the Rhodesian Government, in assisting non-White farmers. Of several such
schemes, Brigadier Thompson concentrates on the Stanning Scheme, started by Mr. Tom Stanning
in the previous decade when he offered to finance two Bantu farmers for a season if they followed
his advice on correct farming methods. They accepted, and after the first season were able to re-pay
Mr. Stanning in full. Now there are 60 Bantu farmers, making handsome profits, under White
supervision. Brigadier Thompson writes: "I have written of it because | saw the remarkable results
with my own eyes, visiting a number of African farmers with £300 to £400 worth of tobacco in their
drying barns and a splendid crop of standing maize, while the farms in between exhibited the normal
depressing sight of a miserable crop of weed-choked mealies. There are many obstacles to be
overcome to induce the subsistence farmersin the African reserves to become more productive.
They tend to produce enough for bare subsistence and no more; if you can grow enough for three
yearsin one, why continue to work? Tribal society is not conducive to competition: a member of the
tribe who does better than his neighbours is expected to support them."

But let us not cry over spilt milk, and accept colonial boundaries and independence as a fact.
Accepting that there are now 40 independent states in Africa, what could have been done in the post-
independence erato contain Communism? What measures would have been effective in stopping
the advances that have already been made by the Communistsin Africa?

Firstly, standing out like a sore thumb in the whole question of West/African relations is the matter
of foreign aid. Probably because of their guilt complex at having left Africain such a sorry state
when they pulled out, the Western powers rushed forward every time a Black finger curled and
beckoned, and pumped inexhaustible supplies of pounds, dollars and francs into Africa. Historians
of the future will doubtless look in amazement at the spectacle of immature politicians villifying the
leading nations of the West and, at the same time, cupping both hands for economic or military
assistance to keep themselves at the top of the pile; at the way in which these same politicians
played off the West and Communist East to squeeze the orange dry. Only occasionally, such as
when Nkrumah of Ghana published a book in which he had some particularly nasty things to say
about the United States and America found she just couldn't manage to ship the next consignment of
goods to Ghana, did the West refuse to tolerate the give-nothing, take-all attitude of Black Africa.

The West should have displayed a considerably greater measure of self-respect and principlein its
aid policiesto Black Africa. Thisis, admittedly, a complex subject and one in which the rules vary,
or should vary, from continent to continent, country to country. At the root of the problem, however,
isthe fact that the West did not know its Africa.

In mitigation it is only fair to mention that in the early years of post-independence in Black Africa,
the West was deeply under the influence of the Marshall Plan under which more than
RI,350,000,000 was pumped into Europe and it was assumed that what had been achieved in Europe



could be attained in Africa. It was only in 1963 with the publication of the Clay Commission's report
on foreign aid that the United States began appreciating the fact that development of human
resources was also important in saving Africa. The Clay Report brought home to the West the
correct way of using aforeign aid programme, even if subsequent practice and theory did not always
coincide.

If unlimited aid is not the answer, what is? Aid with strings attached? And if so, why should the
West continually see repeated the lesson of Aswan, where Egypt's dictator, Nasser, obtained with
consummate ease the money he sought from Russia when the United States tried to tie strings to her
offer to help build the Dam? Is the answer in limited aid? Would the result not then be as was seen
in a country like Guinea, where sudden cessation of Western (French) aid was promptly replaced
with Communist aid in abundance? It is, let one be honest, a vexed and complicated problem, not
easy of solution, and certainly he would be rash who would supply aready reckoner for determining
aid to Africa, as Africaand Africans are always yielding unprecedented surprises.

A study of the mind of the Black African, however, would make one inclined to accept two basic
rules: one, that aid should be limited in the sense of quantity and two, that it should be completely
without political strings. Limited because,as has been explained, the Black African does not really
appreciate anything for which he has not worked. If, therefore, a small nation requires, say, ten farm
damsit should be given not unlimited funds with which to build the dams but should be given
guidance and mechanical and physical help where required - but when the ten dams are compl eted,
the farmers should feel that they must look after them because they themselves physically built the
dams. Without politi