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O liver T am bo, P re s id e n t of th e  A frican  N ational C ongress, gave a  p re ss  conference 
in  th e  O SPA A A L  h e a d q u a rte rs  d u rin g  th e  v is it a delegation  from  th a t A frican  o rg an i­
zation m ade to  H avana, C uba, recen tly .

M zw ay B iliso, m em b er of th e  E x ecu tiv e  C om m ittee and  of th e  R ev o lu tio n ary  C ouncil 
of th e  ANC, an d  Jo sep h  Slovo, m em b er th e  R ev o lu tio n ary  C ouncil of th e  ANC and  of 
th e  C en tra l C om m ittee  of th e  S o u th  A frican  C om m unist P a rty , also p a rtic ip a ted .

The ANC delegation  set fo r th  its  o rgan iza tion 's  position  on th e  p re sen t po litica l s i tu a ­
tion in  S o u th  A frica  and on im p e ria lis t a ttem p ts  to  h a lt th e  so u th e rn  A frican  re v o ­
lutionary^ m o v em en t th a t is s tru g g lin g  to  do aw ay  w ith, a p a rth e id  an d  a ll o th e r fo rm s 
of im p e ria lis t dom ination .

M em bers of th e  E x ecu tiv e  S e c re ta r ia t of O SPA A A L; re p re se n ta tiv e s  of organ izations, 
p a rtie s  and  th e  g o v ern m en ts  of co u n trie s  in  A frica, A sia and L a tin  A m erica; and  jo u r ­
nalists a tten d ed .

This is a very im­
portant occasion for the delegation 
of the African National Congress. 
This is also an occasion in which 
we feel we are being very greatly 
honored by OSPAAAL, not only in 
arranging this meeting, but also in 
bringing us into contact with rep­
resentatives of the forces of revo­
lution in the world — especially 
the revolution that is being fought 
in Asia, Africa and Latin Amer­
ica . . . .

We also relate to this meeting 
with a feeling of some emotion, be­
cause we recall that the African 
National Congress participated in
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the Afro-Asian Conference which 
met in Moshiton, Tanzania, in 1963 
and adopted a resolution to form 
OSPAAAL. I led the ANC delega­
tion at that conference in Tanzania 
in 1963. Subsequently, OSPAAAL 
was established at a latter confer­
ence in Havana.

I think we all can look back over 
that period of more than ten years 
with a feeling that, although there 
is much yet to be achieved, many 
gains. . . .  There have been great 
transformations in some of the
areas of our struggle----Cuba itself,
since 1963, has developed its Revo­
lution to a degree which makes it 
already a lasting monument to the 
martyrs of the Cuban Revolution, 
a monument to the genius of the 
leader of that Revolution, Comrade 
Fidel Castro. But, as we like to say 
in southern Africa, a luta conti- 
nua . . . .

I should also like to say that we 
meet you in the year of the 60th an­
niversary of the great October So­
cialist Revolution. This is something 
that binds us all together into one 
great world force for change.

And the African National Con­
gress can look back to its long his­
tory and recall. .. that, on the 5th 
of December, 1956, all the leaders 
of the liberation forces in South 
Africa were arrested, and those 
which were not arrested on that

date were arrested within one week 
or ten days thereafter. It was an 
act of repression intended to stem 
the tides of the revolution that was 
building up in our country. But, 
three days before that, the Granma 
had arrived on the Cuban coast, 
and Comrade Castro and his col­
leagues had landed to start the 
Revolution, which brings us to this 
day. December, 1956, therefore 
— the first week of that month — 
is something which the people of 
South Africa and the Cuban people 
recall. . . .

Let me mention... a small but, 
for us, rather significant coinci­
dence: Comrade Castro entered Ha­
vana triumphantly on the 8th of 
January. The 8th of January is a 
historic day in South Africa; it is 
the day the African National Con­
gress was formed in 1912. Historical­
ly and scientifically, these are 
meaningless coincidences, but, for 
those who are involved in struggle, 
it is very good to establish these 
small connections.

My talk today will be around a 
number of questions which have 
been raised which it was felt would 
be of interest to the comrades 
but let me mention the African Na­
tional Congress and its long period 
of struggle. Perhaps I ought to tell 
the comrades about some of the 
main phases through which the 
struggle of the African National 
Congress has moved. It was estab­
lished first as an instrument of 
struggle against colonialism. At 
that time, the British colonies in 
South Africa had been formed into 
a Union of South Africa and given 
political power which excluded the 
black people. The leaders of the 
African people saw this as a colo­
nial arrangement for the perpetua­
tion of colonial domination. It was 
based on race; it was to ensure the 
continued exploitation of the ma­
jority of the people of South Afri­

ca. That arrangement virtually de­
prived them of political power. 
They have no means whatsoever of 
influencing the political trends. In 
looking at the South African situa­
tion, it is important to remember 
that historical incident, because, 
since then, since 1910, colonialism, 
as far as the oppressed people are 
concerned, has become intensi­
fied . . . .  If you are not white, you 
are not entitled to any share in 
the exercise of political power. You 
cannot participate in any elections; 
you have no say whatsoever. The 
struggle against that system con­
tinues, and it means that the op­
pressed in South Africa are fight­
ing to get out of the colonial status 
which has always existed ever since 
colonialism entered our territory.

The Vorster regime is not only 
a regime that rules dictatorially; it 
also is the current representative 
of the old system of colonialism 
and was an immediate and natural 
ally of Portuguese colonialism, a 
natural ally of the colonialism 
which dominates the people of 
Zimbabwe. Needless to say, it is an 
ally of all systems operated by im­
perialism, an ally of Zionism and 
all the forces that represent impe­
rialism in Africa and everywhere 
else.

The African National Congress 
started in the early period of its 
existence by using the methods that 
were common at that time — pro­
test demonstrations, resolutions 
adopted at conferences, various 
ways of trying to demonstrate the 
rejection of the system by the ma­
jority of the people. As time went 
on, the African National Congress 
began to rally under its banners all 
of the forces that were opposed to 
the system, especially during the 
era of apartheid, when a unity
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began to develop among the Afri­
cans and other racial groups in the 
country, including the whites.

This force created problems for 
the regime; it compelled the regime 
to resort to naked force to repress 
the struggle for democratic change. 
In the period between 1950 and 
1961, the people’s movement, which 
involved the peasantry, young peo­
ple and of course the working peo­
ple, was confronted with such vio­
lence that the most natural thing 
to do at that time was to reply to 
this violence with violence. The 
African National Congress advocat­
ed nonviolence — again as a means 
of mobilizing the masses, disciplin­
ing them and preparing them for 
brutal repression. By these methods 
the African National Congress also 
sought to win over more of the 
white population which supported 
the regime and to appeal to inter­
national opinion. The regime used 
not only armed police at the time. 
At that point, in 1961, the people 
decided to move away from non­
violence and embrace violent meth­
ods, adopt the strategy of armed 
struggle.

Nothing has changed in the South 
African situation to justify any 
departure from this strategy. On 
the contrary, the situation in Afri­
ca — and southern Africa, especial­
ly — now calls for the intensifica­
tion of armed struggle by the peo­
ple ----There are a number of fac­
tors which account for this histor­
ical necessity. First of all, the strug­
gle against Portuguese colonialism 
by the PAIGC, FRELIMO, MPLA, 
which lasted for a long time, itself 
preceded by the struggle of the 
Vietnamese people, reinforced by 
the struggle of the Arab people 
— all these forces, including the 
struggle that was being fought in 
Cuban territory against imperial

ta

ist  ̂threats, against the embargo, 
against Bay of Pigs invasions, 
against internal counterrevolution 
the struggle of the people of Latin 
America — all these forces repre- 
sented a new anti-imperialist pow­
er, which gave tremendous momen­
tum to the revolutionary forces 
everywhere.

The liberation movement fight­
ing against Portuguese colonialism 
became in Africa a focus of world 
support. When Portugal collapsed 
under the attack of the peoples 
of Guinea-Bissau, Mozambique . . . ,  
this revolutionary momentum shot 
into the rest of southern Africa and 
had the effect of arousing the mass­
es in South Africa, in Zimbabwe, 
in Namibia, and they became part

of the revolutionary process which 
had manifested itself in the defeat 
of Portugal, in the humiliation of 
American imperialism, in the hu­
miliation of Israeli Zionism. . . .

What has been an absolute neces­
sity was for the vanguard, the revo­
lutionary vanguard in South Africa, 
to maintain and heighten this of­
fensive. These events proved the 
effectiveness of armed struggle to 
dislodge systems that are fed by 
imperialism and which cannot pos­
sibly be talked into surrender, and 
the African National Congress is at 
present involved in attempts to 
heighten the stage of mobilization 
of the revolutionary people in South 
Africa, the working class, the peas­
antry — which is semiproletarian,



by the way — the young people, the 
intelligentsia and to spread this 
organization across the racial bar­
riers created artificially as strategy 
for the economic exploitation.

But, of course, for the African 
National Congress and the people 
of South Africa, there are enormous 
problems to solve. South Africa is 
the treasurehouse of imperialism 
on the African continent. It is a 
strategic stronghold. It is worth 
everything that imperialism can 
put into stopping the revolution in 
that country. An imperialist strat­
egy having learnt the lesson of the 
collapse of Portuguese colonialism, 
having failed to reverse the gains 
of that revolution — for example, 
the failure of the racist troops to 
intervene in the interests of neo­
colonialism in Angola — the igno­
minious defeat of these invading 
troops by the people of Angola, sup­
ported by their internationalist al­
lies — Cuba, the Soviet Union 
and other socialist countries and 
other revolutionary African govern­
ments — that was a serious defeat 
for imperialism. The South African 
troops were treated to another Bay
of Pigs in Angola----It made the
position of imperialism and colo­
nialism, of the racists, worse. And 
what was bad about it was yet 
again this failure of imperialist 
force as a means to contain a peo­
ple seeking liberation for them­
selves.

There’s a new strategy there . . . ,  
a strategy which is of great con­
cern to the African National Con­
gress, because it is basically aimed 
at preserving South Africa as a 
continuing imperialist base. Basical­
ly, this strategy is to bring the 
issues between imperialism and 
the masses of the people to a round 
table. Only so can imperialism suc­
cessfully replace colonial domina-
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tion with neocolonial domination to 
reach the objective which they had 
for Angola by a different route, a 
route which involves securing the 
agreement of the revolutionary 
forces to a cease-fire and trying to 
decide upon who will exercise pow­
er on behalf of the masses by way 
of elections, in which the rev­
olutionaries were going through 
fire. . . .  There have been thousands 
of martyrs who are compelled to 
compete for power with agents and 
puppets of the system that they 
have been fighting.

The enemy reckons that there is 
just a chance that the puppets 
might then succeed where, in a con­
tinued armed struggle, they would 
be compelled to surrender. If this 
strategy succeeds, the people of 
South Africa will go through at 
least a temporary period of isola­
tion. They will, for a time at least, 
continue their struggle without the 
massive international support which 
has supported.. . .  FRELIMO, the 
MPLA. This is the objective of im­
perialism — in particular, because 
the armed struggle in South Africa 
is not yet developed so that it can 
exist on its own momentum. Im­
perialism hopes that it can stifle 
the growth of armed struggle and 
reduce our struggle into what so 
many people think it is but is not: 
a civil rights struggle for improve­
ment of human rights here and 
there.

As I have said, our answer to 
this thing, higher strategy, is the 
intensification of armed struggle. 
We approach our internationalist 
friends, countries that embrace the 
principle of international solidarity. 
We approach them with urgency, 
for the intensification of the strug­
gle in South Africa in the face of 
these massive attempts to contain 
the revolution, to deprive the peo­
ple of the things for which they 
have sacrificed so much already.

The developments in South Afri­
ca, demonstrations, reactions to the 
murders of militants in the fascist 
jails of South Africa (one of them 
Steve Biko, but one of many), the 
funerals which are attended by 
scores of thousands of people when 
a child has been killed — these are 
expressions of the readiness of the 
people to challenge the regime. 
They mean that all these murders 
and massacres take place in the 
context of what the enemy regards 
as a war situation, but a war in 
which the regime is fighting against 
unarmed people.

When the masses of the people 
are able to organize weapons into 
their hands, then the world will 
realize that, indeed, there is a war 
going on in South Africa. . . .

After Soweto . . .

. .. Soweto brought to the surface
forces which were there already----
It has sailed a coordination of 
mass actions with armed actions. 
The working class has repeatedly 
brought much of the economy to a 
standstill. This was started, of 
course, before Soweto, and it is 
going on increasingly. Today, more 
"than 200 000 children, students, 
have left their classrooms, faced 
with this revolutionary moment of 
the people which has not been con­
tained by massacres of laborers or 
assassinations. The racist regime 
has done one of the worst things 
it could have thought of, and that 
is to declare illegal the organiza­
tions which have been operating 
lawfully. For those organizations, 
for all the members of these organi­
zations, for the youth, for the entire 
country, this ban is a challenge to 
take up arms against the regime. 
The regime has declared war, and 
the people will respond. The Afri­
can National Congress must lead 
these forces.

It is a desperate act on the part 
of the South African regime, be­
cause its economy, even as it is, is 
going through a crisis. First of all, 
South Africa is a capitalist country, 
and, when I said that our struggle 
is against a colonialist system, 
perhaps I omitted to say that it 
takes place in the context of a class 
struggle against a capitalist exploi­
tation, and there is a powerful 
workers’ movement — especially 
the black working class. In the 
South African situation, we would 
have to talk in these terms of race, 
making important distinctions, be­
cause the blacks are the most ex­
ploited . . . .

The South African regime, like 
any other type of capitalist coun­
try, is confronted with all the con­
tradictions that have overtaken the 
capitalist system all over the world: 
inflation, computer unemployment 
and low economic growth rates. 
These problems have become acute, 
but what confounds and compli­
cates the crisis is that this unem­
ployment hits most of all the op­
pressed masses, those who are 
rejecting this entire political and 
economic and social system any­
way.

f t  is expected that perhaps by 
next year there may be about 2 
million workers unemployed, and 
the regime recognizes that this is 
a very explosive kind of powder. 
Worse still, the continuing internal 
conflict between the rulers and the 
ruled, the evidence of a growing 
armed struggle in the country, is 
beginning to frighten capital away, 
and the flow of investments into 
South Africa is diminishing. Some 
of the professionals, sensing ap­
proaching troubles, are beginning 
to leave the country in the hun­
dreds. There is a large drainage of 
skilled manpower because manyjjĵI



white people do not want to serve 
a base . . .  and they are going over­
seas to escape the — what is this 
thing -called? — to escape conscrip­
tion. Thousands of them have left 
the country, and the immigration 
on which they have been dependent 
all this time has also thinned down.

The total effect is to hit the 
whole economic setup in the coun­
try.

The white opposition

Another question that has been 
raised of some interest is the ap­
parent or actual divisions occurring 
among the opposition, in the official 
opposition to the South African re­
gime. What is the significance of 
this? What is the significance of 
the fact that President Senghor has 
been meeting with some leaders or 
representatives of this opposition? 
Well, we think that this is a mani­
festation of the growing power of 
the revolutionary forces — not only 
in South Africa, but international­
ists — because the same kind of 
division is to be seen among, for 
example, in the western countries, 
from arising out of their finding 
that imperialism can no longer run 
the world in the old way. The 
structure of imperialist relations is 
breaking down under the impact of 
anti-imperialist forces in the world, 
and there is a difference as to the 
methods to be used by imperialism 
to contain this new situation and 
retain something of its old position. 
In a regional sense, this is happen­
ing in South Africa, too. The 
western countries are demanding 
change from Vorster — at -least 
they say so — and the investors are 
concerned that there will be an 
explosion if there is not some 
change. There is a difference of

opinion about what form this 
change should take place. The peo­
ple demand total change and are 
poised, with the support of the 
world forces, to get a change.

Within South Africa, the move­
ment for liberation, the movement 
against racism, against economic 
exploitation, has become so power­
ful that the South African regime 
cannot rule in the old way, and, 
therefore, there are differences and 
argument and debates about what 
is to be done. It is in this context 
that there appear to be differences, 
but there is no difference about the 
desire to maintain the status quo 
— if not in the old form, perhaps 
in a slightly different form. Who­
ever went to see President Senghor 
was not talking about the transfer 
of political and economic power to 
the masses of the people of South 
Africa. He was talking about the 
superficial cosmetics which attract 
the eye of the observer but in sub­
stance offer nothing new. Of course, 
it is part of our strategy, too, to 
create divisions among the enemy 
forces and to confound them and 
to exploit them when they occur. 
So, even these manifestations of 
difference of opinion about method 
lend themselves to exploitation by 
the liberation movement.

We cannot say that they are of 
any immediate significance at the 
present, but we shall use them. All 
the people must not take them se­
riously, because the enemy must be 
expected, too, to disarm its oppo­
nents and encourage them to think 
that there is change taking place . . . .  
These are all tactics designed to 
encourage belief that change is tak­
ing place or is about to take place 
and therefore there is no need, 
there is no need to seek solutions 
by way of the gun. We are very 
alert to this kind of tactic. . . .

There has been a concerted ef­
fort to present the South African

situation as being not only differ­
ent but very different from the 
situation in Zimbabwe and in Na­
mibia and, therefore, to try and 
remove any basis for cooperation 
between the leading forces in South 
Africa, Zimbabwe and Namibia.

These efforts have failed, because 
the people of Zimbabwe, represent­
ed by the Patriotic Front, and the 
Namibians, led by SWAPO, rec­
ognize the importance of the South 
African struggle to the attainment 
of real power by the peoples in 
Zimbabwe and Namibia. They

know that South Africa is an ally 
of Smith’s, and they understand 
that, unless we step up our strug­
gle their own positions are weak­
ened. This applies equally to us. 
And, therefore, we work in solidar­
ity, and we understand our prob­
lems the same way. There are de­
tails there are details which must 
be determined by the liberation 
movement in each area. The Anglo-

American proposals are dealt with 
by the Patriotic Front within the 
broad strategic objectives of win- 
n in g . . .  power for the people, and 
we support the tactics which they 
consider necessary in response to 
the tactics of the enemy.

The ANC: ally of the revolutionary

forces of all the world
. . .  The African National Con­

gress is an ally of all anti-imperial­
ists, an ally of all people fighting 
for self-determination against colo­
nialism in all its forms, and we sup­
port the struggles of the people of 
Latin America who have their 
representatives here. We support 
POLISARIO, FRETILIN and others 
who are the subjects of imperialist 
and colonial intrigue. We support 
the struggle of the non-aligned 
movement, and we support coun­
tries of southern Africa who are 
the victims of frequent acts of ag­
gression by the racist regimes in 
those countries. We regard it as a 
duty we owe to these countries to 
liberate South Africa.

The African National Congress is 
part of the liberation forces of 
South Africa. It leads them. But it 
has invaluable allies in that move­
ment of liberation, and, whenever 
we speak as the African National 
Congress, we also speak in the 
name of the entire movement for 
radical change in South Africa. One 
of the leading forces in South Afri­
ca which has stayed in the van­
guard of the struggle all the time, 
whose members are targets of per­
secution day to day, is the South 
African Communist Party. Com­
rades who read the South African 
newspapers will notice that the 
racist Minister of Police and Pris­
ons, who heads the repressive ma-
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chinery in the country, is constant­
ly complaining about the threat 
which the ANC and the South Afri­
can Communist Party pose for the 
regime. . . .  Then we have a power­
ful workers’ movement, the South 
African Congress of Trade Unions, 
whose leaders are also the target 
of repression, of victimization. We 
have women’s organizations, and 
there is the youth movement, 
which has developed a new revolu­
tionary power responding to the 
guidance given by the African Na­
tional Congress to the struggle in 
our country.

The African National Congress 
was the subject of another speech 
recently by the Minister of Repres­
sion and Persecution. He said in 
1960 they tried to destroy the Afri­
can National Congress by declaring 
it illegal. The response was sabotage 
on a large scale throughout the 
country. Then they arrested the na­
tional leaders, who are still in jail, 
serving life imprisonment, and ar­
rested every known member of the

organization. He says they have 
done various things since then to 
destroy the African National Con­
gress, but he says that it is clear 
now that their efforts have failed, 
and he is calling upon the South 
African electorate to adjust itself 
to the reality that the African Na­
tional Congress is there and it is 
going to be there in increasing 
measure. This is because the Afri­
can National Congress is supported 
by the progressive forces of Africa, 
in Asia, in Latin America, in the 
capitalist world, in the socialist 
countries.

The capitalist press has tried 
to divert the orientation 
of the revolutionary movement. 
Would you say that the 
movement has a defined 
orientation?

Mzway Biliso: I think, perhaps, 
one should say definitely that the 
African National Congress has a 
policy and a program. And I think, 
first of all, one should say this: 
that this was a program which was 
set up nationally by the people 
themselves as demands that they 
wanted for the future of South 
Africa, and I think that perhaps 
this is more evident in the young 
people that are coming out in the 
present moment from Soweto, some 
of whom have not had any contact 
with the African National Congress 
but who see the dangers that exist 
in the system, in the existence of 
South Africa itself, and are seeking 
for some other social system which 
they are not too sure of. Hence, 
in their determination, they have 
looked at the African National Con­
gress and the South African Com­
munist Party as the more progres­
sive movements in the country and 
movements which they can join to 
fight back. The African National

Congress — I think the Comrade 
President mentioned that the 5th 
of December, 1956, 156 leaders of 
all races were imprisoned and put 
into a prison trial that lasted for 
four and a half years.

What was in fact the problem 
of that case was the policy and 
program of the African National 
Congress, which is contained in 
what we call the Freedom Charter.



And, in that document, amongst 
other paragraphs, there are two 
main paragraphs which have been 
attacked not only within South 
Africa itself but have been a source 
of attack of the African National 
Congress in the European capital­
ist countries and especially in the 
United States. Those paragraphs 
deal with the wealth of the coun­
try, that the wealth of the country 
must be returned to the ownership 
of the people, that the land shall 
be redivided among those who 
work it. Insofar as the imperialist 
world, insofar as the ruling class 
in South Africa, that represents so­
cialism — and, therefore, the Afri­
can National Congress has to be 
persecuted out.

I’m trying to say, in short, that 
the African National Congress has 
a concrete program for a free South 
Africa which looks not only at na­
tional liberation but, as the Presi- 
dent has said, looks also towards 
the problem of social liberation in 
the country.

Is the army in South 
Africa made up only of whites? 
What is the military 
potential of South Africa?
What is the political position of 
the white workers?

Joseph Slovo: . . . Until about three 
years ago, the army and police 
in South Africa had blacks in 
it, but they were not allowed to 
use any fire weapons. They were 
there in the capacity of laborers. 
In the recent period, a new policy 
has emerged; consistent with the 
attempt to create some collabora­
tion amongst the black community, 
they began to employ black merce­
naries, as well, but these form a 
very small proportion at this stage.
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But, in this connection, we must 
also mention one other important 
fact: as part of its reformist pro­
gram, in order to find this new 
solution that our President was talk- 
ing about, the major strategy which 
south Africa has adopted internal­
ly is to create what the world 
knows as the bantustans. In the 
bantustans they are encouraging 
the creation of a black middle class 
a black small bourgeoisie, in order 
to gain allies on their side, but they 
are also creating in the bantustans 
small armies who they hope will 
be used against the guerrilla forces.

The military potential of South 
Africa in purely material terms is 
very big. It has got a very advanced 
industry there; it has got rich re­
sources on which to draw; it is 
being supplied through the arsenals 
of western imperialism, and in the 
last few years alone the military 
arsenals of South Africa have in­
creased by hundreds of percent. 
But that, as we have known from 
Vietnam, is not a complete answer 
in military-political terms. It would 
take too long to go into a discus­
sion on the strength and weak- 
nesses of South Africa from the 
point of view of an internal mili­
tary struggle, but perhaps one can 
emphasize one important fact 
which is not a directly military 
fact. It is a political fact which can 
influence the outcome of a grow­
ing military struggle. And that is 
that the whole of South Africa’s 
industrial production, including its 
armaments production, is based on 
a working class over 90 percent of 
whom are black, and it is clear 
that, as the struggle progresses, this 
black working class, as it has al­
ready shown in the past few de­
cades, will not lend itself to the 
support of the South African re­
gime.

The political position of the white 
working class has a history. Early

in the century, before the black 
working class came into the towns, 
the bulk of the South African pro­
letariat was white. In fact, when 
the South African Communist Par­
ty was formed, in 1921, numerical­
ly it had its roots amongst the 
white working class, immigrants 
who had come from Europe influ­
enced by socialist ideas. In 1922, 
this working class went in for a 
rebellion against the mining in­
dustry — against the mining boss­
es — in which they actually cap­
tured the city of Johannesburg for 
a week, but already at that point 
the seed of what the white working 
class was to become was clearly 
evident. Their uprising in the 1922 
general strike was because the mine 
owners attempted to get blacjc 
labor into the mines — because 
black labor could be exploited

more; the price of gold was drop­
ping after the First World War; 
and, when it comes to the rock bot­
tom, the capitalists are not interest­
ed in color but in exploitation.

During the course of the coming 
decade. " the white working class, 
feeling itself more and more threat­
ened, became more and more reac­
tionary, more and more right-wing, 
and became an ally of the ruling 
class, and I think it can be said 
today that the white working class 
is the most powerful support in 
electoral terms for the present 
Vorster regime. The white working 
class as a group has perhaps the 
highest standard of living of any 
working class in the world. Its 
trade unions have organized to 
keep the privileges for the white 
working class. Its trade unions 
have been the biggest enemies of 
the development of black trade 
unions, and, therefore, the histor­
ical situation — whatever the text­
books might say — is that the 
white working class at this stage 
does not have a revolutionary po­
tential in the struggle which we 
face at the moment. We believe, 
however — and this is contained 
in both the program of the African 
National Congress and the program 
of the Communist Party -— that the 
white working class will, in the 
end, in the long term, benefit from 
th e ’kind of change for which the 
revolutionary movement is working, 
and, therefore, in long-term per­
spective, for reasons which would 
again take a little long to go into, 
we believe that we will slowly 
gain more and more amongst the 
white working class to support our 
cause.

Would you tell us about
the South African regime’s ties



with the dictatorial regimes 
in Latin America and with 
Israel?

Mzway Biliso: Comrades, some­
times it is not very easy to find 
the friends of South Africa, because 
there is so much pressure from the
United Nations, from democratic 
organizations, which have demand­
ed that countries should embargo 
South Africa, should not have dip­
lomatic relations with South Africa, 
but I think that, apart from west­
ern Europe, the greatest activity of 
South Africa is in Latin America. 
We know that, in expanding, for 
instance, its military potential, 
NATO devised a South Atlantic 
Treaty Organization, and that South 
Atlantic Treaty Organization con­
sisted at the beginning of South 
Africa and two Latin-American 
countries: Brazil and Argentina.

More other countries, which are 
probably the more reactionary in 
Latin America, have growing rela­
tions with South Africa: countries 
like Uruguay, like Nicaragua, like 
Bolivia — which, interestingly, re­
cently has come out with an invita­
tion to white South Africans and 
those light coloureds in South Afri­
ca to come to Bolivia to increase 
the agricultural potential of that 
country.

. . .  What the relations between 
South Africa and Israel are. They 
were consolidated more especially 
last year when Vorster visited Is­
rael and signed a number of trea­
ties which are connected with the 
armed forces, economic treaties, 
and already I think all these trea­
ties have come into collision be­
cause our comrades of SWAPO 
have informed us of the activity of 
Israel between the borders of An­
gola and Namibia, acting together
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with the South African forces.
In the 1973 war, not only the 

United States, Britain and other 
European countries were involved 
on the side of Israel, but South 
Africa supplied Israel with pilots, 
with finance.

And, of course, if you read into 
the history of repressions in South 
Africa, you are reading into the his­
tory of repressions in Israel — and, 
of course, some of this is not ac­
cidental, because, where there is 
South Africa, some leaders of South 
Africa, including Vorster, were sup­
porting the Hitlerite movement 
during the last war to the extent 
that Vorster himself had to be 
interned throughout the last war 
for his Nazi activities. In Israel we 
find that the Zionist leaders of Is­
rael — including Golda Meir and

strategic necessity for the 
regime and for the western 
powers that support it, or is it a 
show of force?

Oliver Tambo: Well, I think, first 
of all, there can be no doubt that 
Walvis Bay is part and parcel of 
the territory of Namibia. Its sup­
posed annexation by the South Afri­
can regime is really part of the 
area act of annexation of the whole 
of Namibia, because Namibia is 
turning virtually into a province of 
South Africa and subjected to the 
policies of the South African re­
gime. Now that the South African 
regime is beginning to reckon on 
the inevitable loss of the independ­
ence of Namibia, it is moving on 
to another defensive position to 
prolong its occupation of Namibia, 
its domination and control, by 
grabbing Walvis Bay. . . .

In addition, it is doing this for 
strategic reasons, to deny Namibia 
the possibility of total independ­
ence, to place itself in a position 
to embark on aggression, under­
mine the economy, destabilize the 
new state and compel it to sur­
render to colonial domination by 
the same forces that dominate it. It 
would not be too much to claim 
that this act has been done with the 
connivance and knowledge of the 
imperialist powers. I think that is 
the position about Walvis Bay.

Do you think the 
South African regime really 
has the atom bomb, or is it only 
a threat?

Oliver Tambo: I think it is safer 
to assume they have it. I think 
they do. But, even if there was 
a doubt in my mind, I would 
want to proceed on the basis that

others — were during the last war 
collaborating with the Nazis in 
order to take their class brothers 
out of the country and to save them 
from the ghettos of Hitler.

So that the solidarity that exists 
at the present day between South 
Africa and Israel is at the highest 
peak.

Hence, the African National Con­
gress has always supported the 
struggle of the PLO. Hence the 
African National Congress even 
today supports and has the great­
est affinity and connections with 
the PLO, because the experiences 
are the same, and our struggle, to 
a very great extent, is the same. 
The enemy is the same.

Do you think that
the occupation of Walvis Bay is a



they do. Now, they have been 
working to maximize their military 
capacity. In fact, until the South 
African forces were humiliated in 
Angola, in just about every state­
ment Vorster made and in all their 
radio programs he spoke ceaseless­
ly about the economic and military 
power of South Africa. They have 
been working for that military 
power for many years; they started 
about 1960, and over years the ex­
panding power has taken some 
great leaps and bounds. They want 
to be regarded as a military power 
in Africa so as to be able to black­
mail the entire continent into ac­
cepting the regime and its policies. 
Over the years, when they were 
developing their nuclear techniques, 
they have said — and sometimes it 
was said by the Minister of De­
fense — that they are working 
towards having a nuclear bomb. 
The African National Congress has
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published evidence, detailed evi­
dence, of transactions between the 
Federal Republic of Germany and 
South Africa which indicated that 
they are working towards building 
a nuclear bomb. We also know, of 
course, that they have collaborated 
very closely with Brazil. There is a 
triangular arrangement involving 
West Germany, Brazil and South 
Africa, Israel is starting too; and, 
through various agencies, the Unit­
ed States is also in this. Now, in 
August, it was found that they were 
about to test. Those in a position 
to detect these facts were not — in 
fact, there was corroboration, there 
was corroboration of the fact. After 
we had published a document, the 
ANC, saying that South Africa was 
working to produce a nuclear bomb, 
the Soviet Union announced the 
fact that this bomb was about to 
be produced. The United States 
should know whether a bomb is 
about to be exploded or not, and 
they said something about it. So 
did France.

If there was a conspiracy to 
merely throw out a threat, by say­
ing that there is a bomb to be ex­
ploded to be tested, the Soviet 
Union would not have been a party 
to that conspiracy, and we know 
from information from the Soviet 
Union that, in fact, South Africa 
has the capacity to test a nuclear 
bomb. Of course, as far as the lib­
eration movement is concerned, 
this doesn’t limit it. It’s no deter­
rent of any kind; it doesn’t matter 
at all whether they have the bomb 
or not, as far as our struggle is con­
cerned. It might be a matter of im­
portance whether South Africa real­
ly wants to provoke World War III. 
We do not think the regime would 
survive that war, anyway.

Comments by Latin-American 
representatives

Dr. Hugo Villar, general secretary 
of the Broad front of Uruguay: 
First of all, on behalf of the Broad 
Front, we would like to extend a 
fraternal greeting to the comrades 
of the African National Congress 
and to transmit to them our peo­
ple’s full solidarity with the libera­
tion struggle being waged by our 
African brothers.

Our peoples of Latin America are 
deeply identified with the African 
peoples in the struggle against our 
common enemy. Even if the reasons 
for the necessary solidarity among 
the peoples struggling for their lib­
eration weren’t enough, we under­
stand that there are current events 
that argue even more strongly for 
acting as a single unit. It is clear 
that US imperialism is developing 
a strategy in the South Atlantic 
that affects both South America 
and southern Africa. In both con­
tinents, imperialism has been forced 
to resort to the most savage meth­
ods of repression to hold back the

growing movement of people’s 
unity. The struggle of the peoples 
in Latin America is externalized in 
the presence of tens of thousands 
of prisoners in the jails and concen­
tration camps of Chile, Brazil, Para­
guay, Uruguay and Argentina, in 
the thousands of crimes committed 
by the fascist dictatorships. Tens of 
thousands of people have been 
forced to emigrate from our coun­
tries, and these circumstances 
heighten our solidarity with your 
struggle in Africa.

The relations between Vorster’s 
regime and some of these regimes 
in South America have been 
stepped up in the last ten years. 
First, ties with Paraguay were 
strengthened, with efforts to in­
crease trade and political relations, 
starting in the mid-’60s. The same 
thing happened, later on, with Uru­
guay. These relations have been 
intensified in the last three years. 
Even though the volume of trade 
is not very great, it has increased 
sharply in the last few years, with 
Chile, Paraguay and Uruguay. In 
some cases, in addition to this 
strengthening of economic and po­
litical relations, military relations 
have been established. This is relat­
ed to US imperialism’s attempt to 
create a military organization, a 
military pact, similar to NATO. As 
Comrade Tambo pointed out, there 
has been an increase in investments, 
and banking capital has even been 
installed in the specific case of Uru­
guay. During a trip to Uruguay in 
August, 1975, Vorster compared 
himself with the Uruguayan dicta­
tor as follows: “We’re the same 
kind of men.” Absolutely right: 
these fascist puppet regimes in 
South America have the same ob­
jectives as the racist regime in
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South Africa — which is why all 
of them deserve to be repudiated 
by all the peoples. African brothers, 
we feel deeply identified with you 
and consider ourselves your allies 
in our common struggle.

Francisco Fernandez, chairman 
of the Chilean committee 
of solidarity with the antifascist 
resistance in Cuba:

Speaking in the name of the 
Chilean people and of the Antifas­
cist Resistance, we support the 
words of Comrade Villar. We have 
received reports, both from Mozam­
bique and from the Chilean resis­
tance inside Chile, that Pinochet’s 
regime — that has strengthened its 
ties with the racist Government of 
South Africa — has sent troops, 
commandos trained in the US mili­
tary schools in the Panama Canal 
Zone, to Namibia. We would like 
to ask the comrades of the ANC if 
they have any more information 
about this. In addition, we would 
like to supplement what Comrade 
Villar said about Chile. South Afri­
can consortia have invested in Chile 
in the last three years, especially 
in mining, and officers of the South 
African Navy have participated as 
observers in the joint naval maneu­
vers that the fascist Navy carries 
out with US naval units. We would 
like to know if you can add any­
thing in this regard.

Oliver Tambo: Well, first of all 
we should like to thank the com­
rade for the information. . . .  We 
all together represent the best in­
terests of the peoples, and our not 
working together to the extent that 
we really can . . . .  We of the African 
National Congress, . . .  not yet have
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we sent a delegation to Latin Amer­
ica or in the Caribbean except 
Cuba. We have been somewhat 
perhaps overwhelmed by the ap­
parent strength of the reactionary 
regimes. . . .  I think we’d be less 
overwhelmed if, in fact, we estab­
lished contacts with the progressive 
forces of this part of the world . . . .

We attack the imperialist coun­
tries for supporting the South Afri­
can regime. . . .  facts and figures to 
establish the degree of collabora­
tion that exists between some of 
the Latin-American regimes and the 
murderous regime in South Africa.

Now, some six months ago, we 
received information about in Na­
mibia the enemy had introduced 
troops which came from some 
Latin-American country. They spoke 
Spanish, and they were made to 
terrorize the Namibian people, and 
then the South African regime said 
they were Cubans — you speak 
Spanish, don’t you? There were a 
number of atrocities of that kind 
which were accredited to the 
“Cuban” troops, but SWAPO was 
quite firm that they were not 
Cubans; they had been recruited 
from somewhere in Latin America. 
So they have had information, and 
I think that this would be very use­
ful to our . . . .  These details would 
be very useful. They are not as­
sociated with Chile when we quote 
the information. This information 
ought to be exposed.

The interest of the investments 
in Chile and things like that; I must 
confess, . . .  we didn’t know about 
this. I think we must and we shall 
try to establish .. . communication 
between the ANC and our col­
leagues in Latin America.

Rogelio Gonzalez, representative 
of the communist party of 
Uruguay:



I would also like to state that I 
support what Comrade Hugo Villar 
said, because he expressed our 
sentiments and thinking perfect­
l y . . . .

We should get to know each other 
fully and keep up-to-date on what 
is going on in Africa and America. 
Right now, Andres Rodriguez, sec­
ond in command of the Paraguayan 
Army, is visiting South Africa. 
This shows us that, two and a half 
years after Stroessner’s visit to 
South Africa, high-ranking chiefs 
of the Paraguayan Army are once 
again visiting South Africa. This 
also means that the preparations 
for SATO are advancing. In this 
regard, I would like to say that it 
is necessary for contacts to be main­
tained between the peoples of Afri­
ca and Latin America, because the 
reaction and imperialism are join­
ing together, and it is necessary for 
all the anticolonialist and anti-im­
perialist forces to unite, as well, to 
counter them.

Pedro Pablo Barahona, 
representative of the Brazilian

communist party:

On behalf of the Brazilian Com­
munist Party and on my own 
behalf, I would like to say that this 
meeting has contributed many new 
things of great importance for us 
We view the problem of Latin 
America together with that of 
southern Africa, and we believe 
that imperialism is preparing and 
organizing a new counterrevolution­
ary offensive on a world scale. The 
things I have learned here, such as 
the existence of personal contacts 
between Latin-American military 
men and those of Africa, indicate 
to me — even on this superficial 
level — that bonds are being estab­
lished between southern Africa and 
the fascist bloc in South America. 
For all these reasons, our struggle 
must be a united one, in all the ter­
ritory south of the equator.

Once again, I would like to ex­
press my gratitude to OSPAAAL 
for having promoted this meeting, 
that is of great importance for the 
information it has provided.
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AND FOREIGN  

DOMINATION

ROGELIO GONZALEZ

Rogelio Gonzalez, member of the Central Committee of the Paraguayan Communist 
Party and its representative in Cuba, gave a press conference in the OSPAAAL head­
quarters in which he spoke on aspects of the political reality of hia country under the 
fascist dictatorship of Alfredo Stroessner. A cn. . . _ . . ..

Gonzalez informed the members of the Executive Secretariat of OSPAAAL about the 
outrages and crimes that Stroessner’s regime commit* dally against the Paraguayan

Among other things, he denounced the economic stranglehold maintained over the 
natural riches of his country by the transnationals — mainly those of the United 
States — and by Brazilian consortia.

In view of its general interest, Gonzalez's speech is reproduced below.




