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FOUR YEARS 
Editorial 

This issue marks the beginning of the 
fifth year of publication of the African 
Agenda. The African American Solidarity 
Committee is proud of the growth of the 
publication during this period. We take 
this opportunity to thank you, our read
ers, for your thoughtful criticism, encou
ragement, and cominued support. 

These four years have seen interesting 
changes in the Black community vis a vis 
Africa. In 1972 when the AASC was 
formed in Chicago, our communities 
were filled with well meaning but 
misguided organizations who propa
gated romantic notions about Africa. Our 
committee felt at that time that a news
letter was desperately needed which not 
only would give people factual informa
tion about Africa, but would also take a 
consistent anti-imperialist position. An 

. anti-imperialist position pinpointing U.S. 
imperialism the main danger, and not 
some segments of the black community. 

For a while some fuzzy ideologists with 
their romantic notions and political ac
tion based on skin color alone tapped the 
deeply rooted sentiments of our people 
about Africa. African Liberation Day 
demonstrations from 1972 to 1975 saw a 
massive expression of support for the 
struggles of African peoples against colo
nialism, neo-colonialism and imperial
ism. But without a clear understanding of 
the world situation, without factual infor
mation, without a committed anti
imperialist program of action this support 
could do nothing but grope, flounder, 
and dissipate. 

The extent to which much of the lead
ership of various nationalist organiza
tions and of "black" political thought 
were ill-prepared to guide the progress
ive instincts of our people is sharply ref
lected in their attitudes towards the Sixth 
Pan-Africanist Congress. The Cong;ess, 
which met--in Dar-es-Salaam, Tanzania in 
June 1974, clearly stated: "Our present 
task is to show unfailing vigilance tow-

ards any ideology which while professing 
Pan Africanism, conceals the interests of 
the imperialist powers with a view to 
making us accept the philosophy . and 
submission to foreign interests on the ba
sis ?f skin color .. . Skin color, be it black, 
white, yellow or brown, is no indication 
of the- social class, ideology, nature, be
havior qu<1lities or abilities of men or 
peoples. We must therefore define our
selves not in terms of skin color, which is 
a static element, but solely in terms of 
our aims of progress, which are dynamic, 
just and noble." 

The reaction of the majority of the U.S. 
delegates was one of shock arid dismay, 
representing some ideological differ
ences, but even more disturbing a pro
found IGNORANCE of the political de
bates taking place in the world today. 
The resolutions of the Sixth Pan Africanist 
Congress were not popular in some seg
ments of the Black community. 

It was not popular in 1972 to single out 
and support, as we did, six national liber
ation movements: the African National 
Congress of South Africa (ANC); the Mo
zambique Liberation Front (FRELIMO); 
the Popular Movement for the Liberation 
of Angola (MPLA); the African Party for 
the Independence of Guinea-Bissau and 
the Cape Verde Islands (PAIGC); the 
~outh West African People's Organiza
tion (SWAPO) and the Zimbabwe African 
Peoples Union (ZAPU). We have sup
ported these movements since 1972 be
cause our analysis showed that these or
ganizations were waging struggles which 
had the support of their peoples. Their 
programs outlined clear strategies for the 
defeat of imperialism. All of them sup
proted the struggles of the Arab, lndo
Chinese, and Latin American peoples, 
and the struggles of workers in capitalist 
countries. We support these organiza
tions because they are engaged in a two
fold struggle of fighting for their political 
independence as well as for their social 
and economic emancipation. 

Those forces who were making serious 
efforts to understand and support the 
struggle on the African continent were 
scattered and disorganized at that time. 
In the spring of 1973, the African Agenda, 
joined Freedomways and Afro
American Affairs in calling for a confer
ence which would help crystalize a 
movement national in form and anti
imperialist in content. The conference 
was attended by 1,000 Black people from 
around the country. That conference 
mandated the formation of the NA
Tl O NAL ANTI-IMPERIALIST MOVE
MENT IN SOLIDARITY WITH AFRICAN 
LIBERATION (NAIMSAL). 

NAIMSAL has the most consistent, 
anti-imperialist position of any national 
organization in the U.S. It spearheaded 
the petition campaign to oust the Repu
blic of South Africa from the United Na-
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Growing Recognition of the People's Republic of Angola 

The fact that the People's Republic of 
Angola was admitted as a full-fledged 
member of the Organization of African 
Unity (OAU) as a single sovereign state 
shows that the majority of African coun
tries have taken a clear-cut and definite 
stand with regard to developments in 
Angola. 

Three months ago Africa seemed split 
into two factions as far as the assessment 
of the situation in that country was con
cerned. Since that time, significant 
changes have occurred in the political 
outlook. First of all the prestige of the 
Popular Movement for the Liberation of 
Angola (MPLA) and its government have 
been further enhanced. This is vividly ex
pressed by the fact that about 90 states 
have already recognized the People's 
Republic of Angola. Further confirma
tion comes from the successes of the 
armed forces of the young republic at the 
northern and southern front. 

Despite all the talk about Cuban volun
teers and Soviet rocket mortars, the bal
ance of forces and material does not yet 
explain military successes of this scope. 
Certainly, they would have been impossi
ble had not the MPLA enjoyed the sym
pathies of broad sections of the Angolan 
population, unlike the purely tribal pop
ularity of the National Front for the Total 
Independence of Angola (UNITA) and 
the National Front for the Liberation of 
Angola (FNLA), organizations opposed to 
the MPLA. 

Naturally, Holden Roberto, leader of 
the FNLA, can count on tlie loyalty of 
some of his tribesmen. But the ethnic 
levers which had been skillfully used by 
the Portuguese colonialists proved pow
erless against the clear-cut MPLA politi
cal program. The aims it proclaimed, na
m e ly- a ceiling for private land 
ownership, land to the landless, restric
tion of foreign capital, and democracy 

for workers and farmers-are equally at
tractive for all Angolans irrespective of 
tribes. 

The tremendous popularity of MPLA, 
which manifested itself during the hostil
ities, has, no doubt, become one of the 
factors influencing the stand of many Af
rican countries. 

Another factor affecting the change in 
political sympathies was the realization of 
the danger which neutrality regarding 
the developments in Angola represents 
for the whole of free Africa. At one time 
some African capitals almost encouraged 
South Africa's intervention believing that 
racism would retreat as soon as it helped 
to restore equilibrium between the rival 
Angolan movements. 

The amendment to the law on defense 
worked out by Pretoria made many Afri
cans wonder at their own credulousness. 
It declared the entire continent south of 
the equator a zone of "legalized" aggres
sion should the apartheid regime find its 
existence threatened elsewhere. Along 
with enhanced mobilization in Rhodesia 
this amendment showed once more the 
invariable nature of racism, the bitter en
emy of freedom and independence in 
Africa, no matter how it disguised itself 
-as a champion of normalization or a 
guardian of Angolan stabi lity. 

Over the past three months a part of 
the continent managed to recover from 
the shock it experienced upon facing po
litical pressure from certain Western 
countries which tried to impede the 
growing international prestige of the 
People's Republic of Angola . Yet, West
ern economic pressure pursuing the 
same aims can stil l be found in Angola . 
Along with threats to reconsider econ
omic relations, hints of a possible activi
zation of internal opposition, and finan
cial handouts, hypocritical assurances 
have been offered that the Angolan crisis 

is in need of a purely African solution. 
This "African solution" was quick to 

show at the fronts of Angola in the form 
of hundreds of white mercenaries. Thus, 
once and for all, the entire propagandq 
demagogy on the need to "save Angola 
from the Communist threat" and esta
blish the ideals of Western democracy in 
Angola lost the Africans' trust. 

By granting the People's Republic of 
Angola membership in the OAU, inde
pendent Africa proved that it has not lost 
it ~ ability to consolidate and elaborate a 
single position when necessary for the 
victory of the forces for national libera
tion and progress. 

(Novosti Press Agen cy) 
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EDITORIAL 
tions. It has consistently spoken out 
against imperialist activities in Chile, Pu
erto Rico, and wherever peoples lives are 
threatened. 

Events in Africa and the world. have 
moved swiftly since 1972. The Vietna
mese people have scored a great victory 
in their fight against U.S. imperialism. 
PAIGC and FRELIMO, with the solidarity 
and support of all peace-loving peoples, 
especially the socialist countries, have 
successfully defeated Portugese colonial
ism and world imperialism. The peoples 
of Angola under the leadership of the 
MPLA, and with the aid of their friend
s-especially the Soviet Union and Cuba
-have successfully repulsed an invasion 
by the forces of reaction, racism and U.S. 
imperialism. Imperialism, led by the 
United States, finds itself in retreat throu
ghout the world . But events in Angola 
and Southern Africa are not over; the 
danger of massive U.S. troop commit
ments looms larger every day. It is our 
responsibility to guarantee thai this never 
happens. 

We must fight the danger of imperialist 
folly abroad and facist repression at 
home. Now more than ever , we need 
your support to strengthen the N

1

ationa·1 
Anti-Imperialist Movement in Solidarity 
with African Liberation and other pro
gressive movements in our country. In 
order to make that guarantee, we need 
to strengthen the movements that have a 
conscious anti-imperialist ideology cap
able of combatting the lies and confusion 
spread by the ruling class. We need to 
strengthen our ability to mobilize masses 
of people in support of African libera
tion. We need a strong movement that 
understands the interrelationship be
tween the international struggle against 
colonialism, neo-colonialism, and impe
rialism, and the struggle for Black libera
tion here in the U.S. 
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Early Colonialism in Rhodesia 

The "El-Dorado" of Africa was the 
name given by the British colonialists to 
Rhodesia in the 19th century. Rhodesia is 
taken from the name of the British colo
nialist Cecil Rhodes who obtained a 25 
year charter from the Queen of England 
to administer the country directly in 1889. 
The British South African Chartered 
Company which Rhodes formed in the 
late 19th century ruled what was ca lled 
Northern and Southern Rhodesia. Both 
Rhodesias along with old Nyasaland have 
similar histories since they all used to be 
British colonies. Nyasaland was a British 
protectorate while both Rhodesias were 
administered by Rhodes' Company. Pres
ent day Zambia and Malawi were known 
as Northern Rhodesia and Nyasaland un
til 1964 when they proclaimed their in
dependence. Present day "Rhodesia" or 
Zimbabwe was known as Southern 
Rhodesia . The th ree countries went un
der the name of British Central Africa, 
and London sought for many years to 
turn them into a single economic unit. In 
t he period between 1953 and 1963, all 
three, despite the protest of the African 
population, found themselves merged in 
the " Federation of Rhodesia and Nyasal
and". 

Colonialism made its deepest impact 
on Southern Rhodesia, even though 
l\lorthern Rhodesia was subjected to the 
same methods of exploitation. A Co.nsti
tution was drawn up to protect the white 
co loniali sts in the early 19th century for 
both Rhodesias. The constitut ion en
acted the hut tax, " pass laws" and an en
franchisement system for the indigenous 
population. Africans were required to 
pay a tax, whether they worked or not. 
Africans were also pushed off their land 
for white co lonialists. This assured the 
colonia lists of a read y cheap source of 
labor. The hut tax meant that Africans 
had to w ork for whites in order to pay the 
tax. The constitution did not specifically 
bar Africans from voting, but the literacy 
and property requirements had the same 
effect. In fact, the early administration of 
both Rhodesias was fashioned after the 
apartheid laws in neighboring South 
Africa . 

One of the first acts passed by the early 
administrations, which is still in effect, 
was the Masters and Servants Act of 1901 . 
It regulated all African employment; ab
sence, drunkenness, neglect, abuse and 
disobedience which were cause for crim
ina l prosecution. In 19·11, the African La
bor (Identif ication) Act was passed to 
prevent laborers from leaving Southern 
Rhodesia to find work (South African 
jobs at the time paid more). Recently, this 
law has been used to prevent African 
workers from going to Malawi or Zambia 
for jobs. 

SOUTHERN RHODESIA 

By 1921, approximately 33,000 whites 
had settled in both Rhodesias, of which 
40% were from South Africa. In Southern 
Rhodesia the colonialists voted on the 
country's future and opted to become, in 
1923, a " responsible, self-governing Brit
ish colony" with its own Parliament. 
Northern Rhodesia became a British pro
tectorate. From 1923 to the post World 
War II period, both Rhodesias were in a 
relatively backwards state, as far as colo
nial exp loitation was concerned. Many 
repressive laws were passed aimed at the 
African majority but few were at first fully 
enforced. By the end of World War II 
however, the colonialists began to fully 
exploit the land they had stolen through 
laws that were passed in the past. For 
example: the 1930 Southern Rhodesia 
Land Apportionment Act reserved differ
ent tracts of land for whites, Africans and 
" undesignated." Any Africans in "wh ite" 

The African Natio.nal Council President . 
Joshua Nkomo addressing the ANC Congress '. 

areas were deemed squatters and could 
be removed by the owners. This is what 
happened to the Tangwena tribe in pres
ent day Rhodesia . They had occupied 
their land for at least eight generation> 
but were deemed squatters. No one in 
formed them of this, however, until thE 
late 1960s, when the owner decided hE 
only wanted a certain number of Africans 
on his land to work for him. They were 
forcibly removed from their land, their 
homes and life savings destroyed. All at
tempts to rebuild their homes were met 
with bulldozers, helicopters and fire. 
(This Act was updated in 1969 to the Land 
Tenure Act, where 47% of the land was 
set aside for whites who made up 4Y2% of 
the population and 6% of the land went 
to national areas-white recreation areas. 
Included in the white areas were all ma
jor cit ies, all mineral deposits, the most 
fertile and arable land with adequate 
rainfall and all transportation networks.) 
The Land Alienation Act of a similar na
ture was also passed in Northern Rhode
sia . 

Also, The Industrial Conciliation Act of 
1934 effectively excluded Southern 
Rhodesians from all rights given to work
ers by its definition of employees: any
one engaged by an employer to do work, 
but not including natives. Africans were 
thus excluded from trade union activity 
(their work activities were covered by the 
1901 Masters and Servants Act). This 
gave the " Industrial Councils of Employ
ers and Employees", the ability to regu
late apprenticeships-keeping blacks in 
the category of "unski lled labor." In 1959 
this act was amended so that Africans in 
trade and manufacturing occupations 
could form unions. However the restric
tions were so numerous as to render Afri
can unions ineffective (for example : 
permission was needed for meetings, 
which couldn't be held evenings or Sun
days; unions couldn't be involved in po
litical activity; they couldn't receive help 
from international labor organizations; 
they were not allowed to strike in "essen 
tial industries.") The vote in multi-racial 
unions was manipulated so that the un
skilled (black) vote would never count 
for over one-third of the skilled (white) 
vote. The Apprenticeship Act of 1959 al
lowed African apprentices but, again the · 
restrictions made it impossible for more 
than a few Africans to take advantage of 
it. 

The ·Native land Husbandry Act of 1944 
in Southern Rhodesia restricted the num
ber of cattle or other livestock that Afri
cans could ra ise and the number of acres 
of land they could possess. 

Starting in the 1950s, several political 
changes were beginning to take place. 
Among them were the increase of impe
rialist plunder of both Rhodesias, the 
rapid rate of white immigration and the 
move among whites for separation from 
Britain. In 1953, the Central African Fed-' 
eration was formed. The Federation 
brought together both Rhodesias and 
Nyasaland to consolidate the white com
munity in the three countries and to pre
vent a merger of Southern Rhodesia with 
South Africa. For the brief period of the 
Federation , an attempt was made at "ra
cial partnership." This was done to incor
porate the black " middle class" into a 
more stable political structure. The at
tempt was short-lived. 

Nationalist groups of the two attached 
territories wanted emancipation. Zim
babwean nationalist groups were de
manding parliamentary representation 
and an end to increasingly repressive le
gis lation (only the "middle class" was 
reaping any benefit from "racia l partner
ship") . White Rhodesians were becom
ing increasing ly afraid of African nation
alists and ca lled for more repressive 
measures. 

By 1960, the British were clearly on the 
verge of granting independence with 

(cont11wed on page 61 
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Dialogue With Free Africa 
(Taken from The Zimbabwe Review Vol. 4 No. 
5, 1975. The Zimbabwe Review is publi shed by 
the "Informa ti on and Publicity Bureau of the 
People of Zimbabwe") 

Because of recent developments in 
Southern Africa, followed by a f lu rry of 
v isits to Pretoria by some African govern
ments, coupled w ith the South African 
Prime Minister's own trips (a lmost in
cognito) to some independent African 
states, the whole Southern African region 
has been thrown into a glare of interna
tional focus. Visits to South Africa have 
been made by General Bokasa 's Central 
African Republic and the Ivory Coast's 
Minister of In formation, Dona-Folongo, 
among those publicly known. Vorster 
himself has been to Liberia and very re
cently, to the Victor ia Falls (border be
tween Rhodesia and Zambia) in addition 
to some African capitals clandestinely. 

These developments are a result of 
South Africa 's ardent wish to establish 
relations w ith free Africa. To achieve this 
objective eas il y, South Africa has been 
propagating a policy of dialogue (now 
wrong ly referred to as detente) on whose 
basis the South Afr ican regime says it 
would like to co-operate with independ 
ent Africa on equal basis, that is, as inde
pendent and sovereign nations. The 
South Afr ican regime has stated that it 
would like to settle whatever differences 
it has with free Africa th rough peaceful 
discussions. 

Drawn into th is exercise by its depen
dence on and proximity to South Africa is 
Sm ith 's Rhodesia. Having first thrown its 
fortunes with South Africa 's, Rhodesia 
now finds it rathe r difficult to drag itself 
out of Vorster's grip or influence without 
damaging either its economy or pol itical 
standing and secu rit y. Free African na
tions engaged in finding a solution to the 
Rhodesian question demand that South 
Africa must abando n Rhodesia and actu
al ly participate in finding a peaceful solu
tion to the problem. South Africa has 
agreed to th is. Although it has not been 
publicly stated, South Africa hopes to get 
benef its by adopting its present posture. 

Vorster 's current diplomatic ons laught 
aga inst free Africa is not new. It dates 
back to the late 1960s when he an
nounced that he would embark upon 
what he termed an outward-looking pol
icy. This policy, meant to promote dial 
ogue between the South African racists 
and free Africa, does not imply that Vors
ter has changed his ra cist ideology whose 
practical application is apartheid. He pur
sues dialogue with free Africa wh il e he 
strengthens hi s opposition to freedom 
for the Africans inside South Africa. 

The purpose of South Africa's promo
tion o f dialogue w ith free Africa appears 
to be three-cornered. The apostles of 
aparthe id mean to ben efit politically, ec
onomica ll y and strateg ica lly by the suc
cessful applicat ion of Vorster's so-ca lled 

outward-looking policy. It is a po licy pri
marily meant to promote South Africa 's 
economy as we ll as protect it from free 
Africa 's diplomatic moves and attacks by 
liberation movements. 

ECONOMIC INTERESTS 

South Africa 's support for the Rhod e
sian regime was motivated primarily by 
common economic interests between 
the Pretoria apostles of apartheid , and 
the Rhodes ian Front racists. The late 
South African premier, Hendrik Verwo
erd , was of the st rong op ini on that the 
security of his country's economy de
pended, among several factors, on the 
survival of the Rhodesian white settler re
gime. 

It was because of this feeling that he 
assured Ian Smith that South Africa 
would not stand idly by if Rhod~sian po
litical power was seen or felt to be about 
to change hands from the white settler 
minority to the African majority. Verwo
erd's feeling was that majority rule in 
Rhodes ia would wil ly-n ill y precip itate a 
violent clash between the oppressed Af
rican masses of South Africa and the fas
cist Boers. This sentiment is still found 
among the so -called verkramptes (die
hard conservatives) of the late Verwo
erd 's Nationalist Party. Verkramptes im
ply that the holders of such views are not 
enlightened. 

This ultra-conservative group attaches 
greater importance to Boer cultural in
heritance and historical background than 
to South Africa's interests in the light of 
today's po liti cal and economic interests 
and dynamics both inside and outside 
the land of apartheid . On Rhodesia, the 
verkramptes regard kith and kin links 
much more important than economic 
ties (with South Africa). Joh annes Baltha
zar Vorster, however, is be li eved to be a 
champion of a sect ion of the same party 
which attaches more importance to 
South Africa's economic interests than to 
cultu ral or other links. This section, 
known as the ver ligtes (enl ightened 
ones) advocates for cooperat ion be
tween South Africa and the rest of Africa 
without regard for race, creed or colour. 
This group says free Africa is of greater 
importance to South Africa than Smith's 
Rhodes ia. 

Lest a wrong imp ress ion is created that 
South Africa is now prepared to jettison 
Rhodesia comp letely for free Africa , it 
must be emphasised that South Africa 
regards Rhodesia as being militarily pre
pared now to face freedom-fighters with
out much aid in the form of personnel 
from South Afr ica. South African strate
gists believe that they have nurtured 
Rhodesia long and suff iciently enough to' 
leave it to stand on its own feet. If this can 
be done by appearing to be abandoning 
the Smith reg ime, as many free African 

observers now wrongly be li eve, the bet
ter for South Africa. As for the Rhodesian 
economy, it is as much dependent on 
South Africa as ever. Beca use South Afr i
ca's eco nomy is expanding due to a num
ber of factors, including the high price of 
gold, Vorster needs to get a market for 

(continued on page 6) 

!-WilrliingtOO-fO 
An emergency appeal to safeguard the 

I lives of the Wilmington 10 has been is
l suec.; by the ~~t i onal Al lian.ce Against Ra-

cist and Pol1t1cal Repress ion. Rev. Ben 
I Chavis, the 29 year old Vice-Chairperson 

I 
and treasurer of the Alliance along with 
Marvin Patrick were placed 1n solitary 

I confinement at Caledonia Prison Farm in 
Tillery, N.C. but have now been taken 

I out of so li tary conf inement and moved 

I to McCain Prison . 
In past issues of the African Agenda we 

I have given the facts of the false cha rges 
that have been level ed against the Wil

l mington 10. The most important question 
I now is for them to be released on bail. 

Since they were re-arrested on Feb . 6, 
I 1970 the judge has refu sed to rant bail. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

We st rongly urge you to send the follow
ing telegram or letter: 

"Atto rney Genera l Rufus Edmisten 
State Capital 
Raleigh, N.C. 27602 

We are outraged at your decision to op
pose continuance of bail for th e Wil
mington 10. We demand you reverse 
your decision and support the bail peti
tion of the defense. Rev. Ben Chavis, fa
ther of three, Ann Shepard , mother of 2, 
Marvin Patrick , Connie Tindell, Jerry Ja
cobs, James McCoy, Reginald Epps, 
Wayne More, Joe Wright, William Earl 
Vereen-all workers or st udents-have 
appeared before the court each time re
quested. Because of the omi nous threats 
against the 10, the danger to th ei r lives 
heightens each moment they are in jail. 
We hold you respon sible for their lives 
and well-being of these dedicated broth
ers and sisters. We, the people, demand 
the immediate freedom of the Wilming
ton 10 on reasonable bail. 

Signed by, " 

Please send cop ies of the above letter 
or telegram to E. H . Harris, Warden , 
McCain Prison, POB. 58, McCain, N.C. 
28361, and to Gov. James Holshouser, 
State Capita l, Ra le igh, N .C. 27602. 
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Which Side Are You On? 
The question of the liberation of 

Southern Africa is the central question 
facing the anti-imperialist movement to
day, just as the struggles of the Vietna
mese people were a few years ago. 

But this time the U.S. go4-ernment had 
to take special pains to hide the truth 
from the American people, especially the 
Black community . It is difficult for the 
American ruling class to mobilize sup
port for its reactionary imperialist inter
vent ion with a well informed, well organ
ized, and angry Black community. They 
know the leading role Blacks have played 
in every progressive struggle in this 
country. They have a right to fear that the 
anti-imperialist consciousness amongst 
Blacks will spread and spark a massive 
movement that will make the protests 
during the Vietnam War seem like child's 
play. But most importantly they fear th~t 
the lesso ns drawn from a movement in 

solidarity with anti-imperialist struggles 
would spill over to the domestic struggles 
against the monopolies. 
nopol1es. 

So it was critical to their strategy that 
they confuse and divide the Black com
munity. Some forces, like the notorious 
Roy Innis, cooperate openly with the CIA 
in trying to recruit Black mercenaries. 
Others, typified by lmamu Baraka, and 
what is left of the African Liberation Sup
port Committee continue to support 
UNITA and FNLA and call for a " coalition 
government". Many other Black leaders, 
wh il e condemning the involvement of 
the USA and South Africa, errored in call
ing for the withdrawal of Soviet and Cu
ban aid. Then of course there are those 
"leaders" who have chosen to remain SI
LENT. 

But far too many blacks had never even 
heard of Angola until it hit the headlines. 
But instinctively most Black people ar
rived at a progressive position. As the 
Washington Afro-American editorial in 
December states, "The Afro cannot over
look, nor will most African countries, that 
throughout the long battle by Guinea
Bi ssau, Mozambique, and Angola to free 
themselves from colonial rule by Portu
gal, the U.S. supported its NATO ally, the 
Portuguese . .. had it not been for the 
assistance, including weapons, from 
countries like Russia, Angola and -the 
other recently freed countries still would 
be colonies of Portugal." 

We must take a firm position against 
our various " leaders" who take reaction
ary positions. Those who operate openly 
in support of imperialism must be pu
blicly denounced. There must be no 
doubt in anyone 's mind th<it they do not 
speak for Black people. Roy Innis is espe
cailly despicable. His Black mercenaries 
would join South African troops in the 
wanton murder of Angolan men, 
women, and children. The fact that these 
mercenaries are Black does not make 
murder acceptable. It is not the color of 

skin that matters, but which side you are 
on. 

Then there are those Blacks like Ver
non Jordan, head of the Urban League, 
who publicly argue that the U.S. should 
continue to support the racist apartheid 
system in South Africa. He claims the U.S. 
companies based there are fighting 
against the racist policies. This is absurd 
since they are the main racist ideologists 
in South Africa and here in the U.S. And 
of course there are those singing, dan
cing, playing folks like the Supremes and 
Arthur Ashe who ignore the interna
tional boycott on South Africa. Their 
tours lend credibility to the white minor
ity government in South Africa. These 
blacks speak openly in the name of U.S. 
imperialism; Africa, they say, must be 
saved from communism and the U.S. is 
just the country to save them . We suggest 
to these ladies and gentlemen that Afri
cans are perfectly capab le of determining 
their own destinies. 

Bara~a and other nationalists of various 
stripes have historically supported 
UNI TA even though UNIT A has NEVER 
waged a struggle against Portuguese co
lonialism. Their call for a coalition gov
ernment is in reality a call for the Ango
lan people to surrender their hard won 
independence to the U.S.A. and South 
Africa (who are the powers behind 
UNITA, FNLA, and Zaire). The Angolan 
people who have struggled for the last 20 
years under the leadership of MPLA are 
expected to surrender their freedom to a 
farcical coalition all in the name of 
" BLACKNESS". Black unity is not the 
principal question in Angola or any
where else. The issue in Angola is the 
forces of colonialism, neo-colonialism 
and imperialism versus the people of An
gola. Those Blacks who choose to side 
with imperialism are traitors. It is not the 
color of skin that matters, but which side 
you are on. 

Other Black leaders are confused by 
the propaganda in the papers. They de
plore the U.S. intervention, but worry 
about the "red menace" in Africa. Any
one who follows events on the continent 
should know that no socialist countries 
own mines, factories, or anything else on 
the continent. The socialist countries 
have always given material aid to national 
liberation movements around the world . 
The heroic sacrifices of the Cuban and 
Soviet peoples should be applauded by 
Blacks. The socialist countries have taken 

a consistent pos1t1on against those who 
would exploit African peoples. Blacks 
must reject anti-communism. We must 
reject simplistic formulas like "all white 
aid should be stopped in Angola ; U.S. 
and South African, Soviet and Cuban." 
This racial formula is inaccurate in any 
case, for as Fidel Castro pointed out, "We 
are not just a Latin people, the blood of 
Africa flows through our veins." But it i:; 
not the color of skin that matters, but 
which side you are on. 

We have seen that the imperialists have 
used two ideological tools to confuse us 
about Angola ; RACISM and ANTI
COMMUNISM. These should be familiar 
to Blacks for they are the same tools used 
inside U.S. borders to perpetuate exploi
tation. The MPLA and all other progress
ive forces in the world are actively fight
ing this dual edged poison of the 
imperialists. Those Blacks who speak 
(even in their silence) in favor of South 
Africa and the U.S.A. and against the 
peoples of Angola, Africa, and the world 
must be exposed. 

We cannot clearly understand the 
roots of the present economic crisis 
unless we have clearly understood the 
struggle in Angola and the world-wide 
struggle against imperialism. As the peo
ples of Africa, Asia, and Latin America 
sieze control of their natural resources, 
the super profits of the multinational cor
porat ions are be ing slashed . Can anyone 
be surprised that the monopolists conti
nue raising prices and firing millions of 
workers here in the U.S.? 

As " domestic unrest" increases, as 
workers strike in a desperate effort to 
keep up with inflation, as Black, Chica
nos, Puerto Ricans, Asians and Native 
Americans escalate their struggles against 
racist super-exploitation, as the people of 
this nation fight the onslaught against 
their political and civil rights, their 
health, their future, the pillars that sup
port the power structure are weakening. 
Does anyone doubt that this adds an urg
ency to the imperialist necessity to ex
ploit the rest of the world? 

The peoples of Angola, and all of 
;outhern Africa deserve our support. We 
;hare a common enemy. Our movement 
:nust develop a conscious anti-imperialist 
strategy if we are to fulfill our humanistic 
duty to African peoples. We must also 
develop a conscious anti-monopoly 
strategy if we are to carry out our respon
sibilities to ourselves and our children. 
The imperialists understand this, that is 
why they work so hard to confuse us. We 
must keep informed, and be able to de
cide what positions we will hold not 
based on skin color alone, nor on blind 
anti-communism-but based on what is 
in the best interests of our people and 
the peoples of the rest of the world. And 
the critical question remains; WHICH 
SIDE ARE YOU ON? 
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Rhodesia 
his consumer commodities. Free Africa is 
a likely market. 
majority rule to Northern Rhodesia and 
Nyasaland. It was also clear that Britain 
was ready to grand freedom with minor
ity rule to Southern Rhodesia-providing 
certain conditions were met. In 1961 
Prime Minister Edgar Whitehead intro
duced a constitution which he was cer
tain would meet British approval, giving 
Southern Rhodesia independence and 
maintaining, for a time at least, white 
rule. 

RHODESIAN FRONT POLICY 
AND THE UDI 

Nevertheless, 1963 saw the end of the 
Central African Federation. Both Nyasal
and and Northern Rhodesia were given 
the right to secede after a great deal of 
protest and strikes by the African popula
tion against the British government in 
1963. Zambia, the new name for North-. 
ern Rhodesia, was granted indepen
dence on October 24, 1964 under the 
leadership of Kenneth Kuanda while Ny
asaland (Malawi) gained its indepen
dence on July 6, 1964. 

In view of the above events, the right 
wing forces in the Rhodesian Front Party 
in Southern Rhodesia seized control of 
the Party, arid proceeded to draft legisla
tion that wo 11ld continue European polit
ical power indefinitely; strengthen white 
domination in administration and legisla
tion of government; curtail African polit
ical resistance through police powers; 
give economic benefits to whites at the 
expense of Africans and resume segrega
tion wherever racial groups came in con
tact. The Rhodesian Front Party also ar
rested liberation fighters such as Joshuo 
Nkomo, head of ZAPU, and others and 
began to increase tis repression throu
ghout· the country. 

On November 11, 1965 the Southern 
Rhodesian Front Party declared a Unila
teral Declaration of Independence (UDI) 
from Britain. 

From UDI to December, 1966, Britain 
unilaterally placed economic sanctions 
on the Rhodesian government. Most UN 
members cooperated in blocking trade 
and ending currency transfers, refusing 
to recognize the Smith regime and pre
venting arms and oil from reaching 
Rhodesia. In 1967, the UN placed manda
tory sanctions on the import of tobacco, 
chrome, asbestos, sugar ar.d meat from 
Rhodesia. In May, 1968 trade sanctions 
were strengthened and the only things 
allowed by the UN to enter Rhodesia 
were educational materials, medical sup
plies, news materials and, in humanitar
ian cases, money and commodities. No
thing was to be imported from Rhodesia . 

Because of the sanctions, Rhodesian 
economy has suffered to some extent. 
The tobacco industry has been hurt and 
oil has had to be rerouted, making it 
much more costly. Most of all, it has been 
virtually impossible for Rhodesians to ob-

tain replacement parts for railways and 
industrial machinery, cutting back on ef
ficiency in both transport and manufac
turing. Rhodesia's survival has been 
aided by South Africa. Therefore, she has 
escaped a real economic saction. 

The reasons for the sanctions should 
be clearly understood. They were re
quested by Great Britain in order to re
turn Rhodesia to the status quo before 
UDI. They have been maintained by 
progressive countries as a lever which 
supports the Zimbabwean liberation 
movement in its attempt to end minority 
and foreign rule completely. Through 
1972 Britain has attempted, three times, 
to reconcile differences with the Smith 
regime. Each time . Britain retreated fur
ther and further from the requirement of 
majoritv rule. This stance will never be 
accpet ed by Zimbabwean liberation figh
ters, vd10 call for a continuation of the 
sanctions until the principle of majority 
rule is a reality. 

Of course there are the sanctions 
breakers : France, Italy, Japan among oth
ers have been providing cars and re
placement car parts through South 
Africa. With the passage of tlie Byrd 
amendment in October, 1971, the U.S. 
began a resumption of the importation of 
Rhodesian chrome. U.S. multi-national 
corporations such as Union Carbide and 
Foote Minerals, also sanctions breakers, 
are exerting more pressure for the U.S. to 
collaborate with the white regime-such 
as in Rhodesia-for the sake of their 
profits. . 

PEARCE COMMISSION 

The last major attempt at reconciling 
Anglo-Rhodesian differences was the 
Pearce Commission. In December, 1971 
Britain and Ian Smith agreed on terms to 
recognize Rhodesia as an independent 
republic. However, for the agreement to 
go into effect, the British stipulated it had 
to also be acceptable to the African ma
jority. The Pearce Commission was em
powered to find out whether or not it 
was, in fact, acceptable. (Africans have 
such a limited vote that this method 
could not be used.) According to this 
"Douglas Home-Smith settlement agree
ment" the earliest date for a half-African 
parliament would be 2035, and then only 
if there is no white immigration and if 
Parliament does not, in the meantime, 
decide to change the laws. Despite gov
ernment intimidation, the Pearce Com
mission received a resounding" no" from 
the African people. They wanted "no in
dependence before African majority 
rule ." 

---------------------------· 

FREE AFRICA 
(continued from page 4) 

FULL RECOGNITION 

Not only does South Africa want mar
kets for its consumer commodities; it also 
wants areas of investment especially for 
its mining magnates like Anglo
American's Harry Oppenheimer. Given 
the chance, South Africa can soon con
trol free Africa's economies through its 
investments and consumer commodities. 
If this comes about, as it can, it will be 
Vorster's policy of dialogue that will have 
paved the way. Rhodesia is already in 
South Africa's economic vice so that talk
ing about Vorster leaving Smith out in 
the cold is meaningless. It is not true that 
South Africa has to choose Rhodesia or 
free Africa. All that the Vorster dictator
ship has done, and is still doing, has been 
to preach peace and by using a few 
emotive words to paint himself as a 
champion of peace in the whole of 
Southern Africa. The fact that he 
preaches peace to those outside South 
Africa while at home he weilds his apar
theid sjambok and guns has not been 
appreciated for what it is, absolute hy
pocri'y to free Africa. 

Poiitically, Vorster would like his re
gime to be accorded official recognition 
by free Africa. Once that has been done, 
as it has been by a few, the ground will 
have been cut from underneath the feet 
of free Africa at the United Nations. 
South Africa's traditional allies like the 
United Kingdom, France, the Federal 
Republic of Germany and the United 
States will no longer find it difficult, let 
alone embarrassing, to defend apartheid 
South Africa. It is obvious that South Afri
ca's independent status can and should 
be decided finally only by the people of 
South Africa as a whole. This takes us 
back to whether Vorster should be en
couraged in his dialogue with free Africa 
while he stubbornly keeps Africans in his 
own borders under bondage. 

If Vorster is recognised as a leader of a 
sovereign state, it will be tantamount to 
accepting South Africa as it is today, with 
its balkanised, tribal, cheap labour reser
voirs known as Bantustans. Free Africa 
will have failed unpardonably if it ac
cepted the present situation in South 
Africa. As it would not make sense to 
accept Vorster's regime without accept
ing its Bantustans, the reasonable course 
of action is to reject the whole unjust 
structure inasmuch as it is based on ra
cism manifested through apartheid evils 
of which can be seen especially in Ban
tustans. 

, Vorster may argue that he has aban
doned Rhodesia in the lurch, and that 
free Africa must reciprocate by according 
him full diplomatic recognition and ac
cess to its markets. He may also demand 
free Africa to curb the external activities 
of South Africa freedom-fighters as 
another reciprocal gesture by free Africa. 

(continued on page 7) 



(continued from page 6) 

STRENGTHENING BORDERS 

It should be driven home to Vorster 
that the freedom of the Africans of Zim
babwe is not dependent on the contin
ued oppression of the African masses of 
South Africa. The freedom of Zimbabwe 
cannot be guaranteed by the oppression 
of the non-white masses of South Africa . 
The class struggle of the people of Zim
babwe is in fact and effect indivisible 
from that of the people of South Africa. 
Zimbabweans cannot procure their free
dom at the expense of the masses of 
South Africa . Our struggle is one with 
that of South Africa. By our downfall the 
masses of South Africa fall , and by their 
victory we in Zimbabwe survive. Mozam
bique's freedom is a typical example of 
the inseparability of the area in terms of 
causes and effects of political and econ
omic trends. 

Before the April 25, 1974 coup against 
the Caetano regime by the Portuguese 
Armed Forces Movement, there was a 
triangular alliance, in Southern Africa. 

This compr ised Rhodesia, Portugal and 
South Africa. This "unholy" alliance, as 
the African Nationa l Congress aptly 
called it depended on the continued co
lonial presence of the Portuguese in Mo
zambique and Angola. Once one or both 
these countries were liberated, South 
Africa had to re-assess its military capabil
ities and possibilities with a view to 
strengthening its own borders rather 
than defend itself along borders of its 
oppressed neighbours-Angola, Rhode
sia and Mozambique. 

With a free Mozambique on its eastern 
flank, an almost independent Angola on 
its north-western side, and a guerrila
filled Rhodesia to its immediate north, 
South Africa deemed it sagacious to re
arrange its military strategy. This necessi
tated recalling all its armed forces from 
abroad so that there would be no strain 
on the country's military machinery in 
case of emergency. The South African 
fascists also accepted the simple fact that 
if the US failed to subdue the Vietnamese 
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patriots with all their weaponry and 
thousands upon thousands of military 
personnel, South Africa stood no chance 
abroad. 

The withdrawal of South African forces 
served two purposes. It was used to get 
some free African nations to talk to Vors
ter because he had at least quit Rhodesia, 
and it also avoided a strain on Vorster's 
armed forces. With its armed forces now 
inside his borders, Vorster has an immed
iate means to pounce upon the African 
masses of South Africa, as he did at New 
Castle in Natal in October to ensure their 
continued exploitation and the success 
of their displacement as laid down by the 
apostles of apartheid. 

Vorster's policy cannot succeed, how
ever, for as long as the masses of South 
Africa are denied their basic rights. For it 
to succeed it must first be applied inside 
South Africa. Free Africa can accept dial
ogue only at the expense of its econo-
mies and security. · 

~-----··-·---------------~-----------------------------------------------~------~---------
Namibia In The News 

• NAMIBIA (formerly South West Africa) 
1s the mineral-rich country bordered by 
Angola, Botswana and South Africa. Of a 
total population of 852,000, 753,000 are 
ind_igenous Namibians and 99,000 are 
white settlers. The majority of African 
population are the Ovambo, Damara, 
Herero and Nama. The capital is Wind
hoek. 

• NAMIBIA was colonized by the Ger
man empire in 1884. In 1915 during 
World War I, the territory was seized by 
South African forces. The Versailles 
Treaty stipulated that Namibia would be 
a mandate of the League of Nations 
which, in 1920, decided to make it a man
date of the Union of South Africa. After 
World War II, the United Nations (the 
successor of the League of Nations) 
changed the mandate system to a trus
teeship system. The South African gov
ernment refused to recognise this deci
sion and annexed Namibia in 1949 as a 
fifth "province" of the Union of South 
Africa. 

• NAMIBIA has rich deposits of natural 
resources such as diamonds, gold, cop
per, zinc, vanadium and lead. These nat
ural resources, as well as the labor of the 
Namibians, are being ruthlessly exploited 
by the racist South Africar1 government 
and over 50 multinational corporations. 
Some of the United States firms are 
Standard Oil of Cal ifornia, Getty Oil , 
Continenta l O il and Texas Oil. 

"BUFFER ZONE" 

• THE NAMIBIAN PEOPLE have been 
subjected to the same racist apartheid 
system that is instituted in the Republic 
of South Africa today against Black South 
Africans. Under apartheid rule, Namibi
ans have no political, social or trade un
ion rights. They are compelled to do 
forced labor in the mines and on the 
plantations for below subsistence wages, 
and are subjected to brutal police repres
sion for minor "violations". 

The South African government exer
cises complete illegal control over Na
mibia's defense, police, African adminis
tration, taxes, finances, immigration, 
transportation, domestic and foreign 
trade, industries, labor, education and 
public health. 

• THE NAMIBIAN PEOPLE under tht 
leadership of the South West Africa Peo
ple's Organization (SWAPO) have been 
waging a struggle for national liberation 
against the forces of imperialism since 
1959. SWAPO has been recognized by 
the United Nations and the Organization 
of African Unity as the only legitimate 
representative of the people of Namibia. 
Sam Nujoma serves as the President of 
SWAPO. In spite of the difficult condi
tions of their struggle against the forces 
of imperialism, the SWAPO forces are 
continuing their mobilization of the 
masses for political and armed resistance. 
Their just struggle will be victorious. 
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Recommended Books 

1. Rhodesia: White Racism and Imperial 
Response, by Martin Loney, Penguin 
African Library. A historical study of 
white control in Rhodesia. Price: 
$2.95. 

2. Africa Makes A Choice, by Gleb Sta
rushenko, Imported Publications, 320 
West Ohio St .. Chicago 60610. A brief, 
well done work on the process of 
building socialism in Africa. Price : 
$1 .00. 

3. Strategy For A Black Agenda, by Henry 
Winston, International Publishers. An 
important work that needs to be rest
udied in light of the events in Angola 
and the positions taken by certain 
Black Americans. Price: $2.50. 

4. New Times, A Soviet Weekly of World 
Affairs, Imported Publications. A must 
reading in order to keep up on devel
opments in the world on a weekly ba
sis. 52 issues per year. Price: $5.50. · 
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Remember Sharpeville 
South Africa 

On March 21, 1976, Alfred Nzo, Secretary-General of the African National Congress (ANC) of 
South Africa, Lindi Pettiford of the ANC: and Anthony Monteiro, Executive Secretary of the 
National Anti- Imperialist Movement in Solidarity With African Liberation,! addressed a Chicago 
audience to honor the freedom fighters who lost their lives at _ Sharpeville 

The African Agenda is published by the Afri
can Solidarity Committee, a non-profit organi
zation. All correspondence should be sent to 
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price for organizations and institutions is 
$10.00 per year. Individual subscriptions in the 
U.S. and Canada are $2.00 per year, outside 
the U.S. and Canada $3.50 per year by air or 
$2.50 per year by surface. Bookstores and or
ganizations that order a bulk numb<:!r of 10 or 
more are allowed a~ecial discount of 40%. 
The AASC seeks to inform interested people 
on the social, political and economic develop
ments in Africa. Anyone interested in the 
AASC should write to the above address. 
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