
The Strategy of Liberation 

South Africa. He suggests a modification of the campaign to force US 
businesses to withdraw summarily from South Africa. When Mrs. 
Butcher asks pointblank what American Negroes can do to help him, 
he does not pander to romanticism or appeal to violence. At the top of 
his list he puts not bombs but education. When he is challenged for 
rejecting violence, he is sharp and impatient . . .  

At the end, the professional diplomat is awed with the sheer skill of 
the performance. Even the radicals, having got nothing for their cause, 
are admiring. The official custodians of President Nixon's policies on 
South Africa at the State Department could ask for no more. 

Chief Buthelezi is the most effective weapon they have yet found 
against their critics on the left who are trying to steer the United States 
in the wake of the United Nations on Southern African questions . .  

And, considering the service Chief Buthelezi has rendered in under­
cutting the bombs-and-boycott School, perhaps South Africans should 
be at least as pleased with him. 

Chief Buthelezi may, as he claims, be trying to outplay the Government 
at the game of diplomacy and brinkmanship which they call Bantustan, but 
he must appreciate that because he is not the banker, this is a game he can 
never win. Ken Owen frods it all 'amusing' - the spectacle of a Black leader 
allowing himself to be used to further the aims of Vorster and Nixon. We 
frod it tragic - as tragic as the spectacle of Black policemen with guns in their 
hands fighting (and some of them dying) in Caprivi and Rhodesia to 'save' 
Southern Africa for White Supremacy. 

The independence of many Black states in Africa has been threatened by 
the activities of White mercenaries. Let us make it quite plain here and now 
that we will not allow the freedom of South Africa for which we are strug­
gling to be removed from our grasp through the actions of Black mercenaries. 

An Exercise in Eyewash 

SWAPO 

Memorandum issued by the London office of SWAPO on 
1 1  October 1 968, concerning the implementation of 'The 
Self-Government for Native Nations in South West Africa 
Act ' in Ovamboland. 

The 'Self-government for Native Nations in South West Africa Act' was 
enacted at the end of last session in the South African Parliament. According 
to this act, Namibia (South West Africa) is going to be divided up into six so­
called 'Native Nations', each 'Nation' as an autonomous unit. On the 17th 
October, the first of these 'Native Nations' will come into being. The Legislative 
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What To Do About Bantustans 

Council for Ovamboland will be opened in Oshakati by the Minister of Bantu 
Administration and Development and Bantu Education, Mr. M.C. Botha. 
According to the Windhoeck Advertiser of 3rd October, 

The Legislative Council will be representative of all the seven 'regions of 
Ovamboland. Each of the seven regional Tribal Authorities is entitled 
to designate not more than six members . . .  As was the case when the 
Transkei was granted self-government, the Government of the Republic 
will second a number of civil servants to assist in the administration of 
the various departments of Ovamboland under self-government. These 
officials will be designated Directors. One of the Directors, Mr. F.A.J. 
du Preez of the Department of Bantu Administration and Development, 
will act as co-ordinating officer for the Departments of Finance, Econo­
mic Affairs, Justice, Community Affairs, Agriculture and Works and 
Education. 

In other words, the same personnel, representatives of the South African 
regime, will continue to rule, it is only their positions which are changing 
names. 

The South African Bantustan policy - of which this is an example - is 
based on the fallacy that cultural and linguistic differences between popula­
tion groups prevent co-operation and communal feelings. On the basis of this 
idea, South Africa regards herself justified in dividing up the areas where the 
indigenous population live, into small, autonomous 'Bantustans' which have 
minimal contact with each other. SWAPO has all along strongly opposed the 
South African Bantustan policy. We argue that in Namibia, where the various 
population groups live scattered this policy is undoubtedly a deliberate move 
to destroy the unity of our people. We also regard it as an exercise in eyewash 
and blatant hypocrisy, intended to fool the outside world. 

The implementation of the 'Self-government for Native Nations in South 
West Africa Act' has many implications. One can see that the exercise is 
bound to lead to great suffering on the part of the people of Namibia : all the 
Bantustans will be situated in poor areas without any natural resources worth 
developing. This, in turn, means that the Bantustans will continue to be 
utterly dependent upon South Africa for economic assistance. Furthermore, 
the areas which are left to the white minority are rich in natural resources; 
consequently the exploitation of these areas will directly benefit the white 
population, and only go to the inhabitants of the Bantustans as 'economic 
assistance' which, one can envisage, will be given with a patronising hand by 
the South African regime. As each Bantustan is going to contain people 
belonging to one population group only, one can foresee extensive forced 
moves of people from one area to the next. Many families will have to pull up 
their roots from the place where they may have lived for generations, and go 
to an area to which they have no ties whatsoever. Many families may also face 
financial difficulties, difficulties in adjusting to the new situation in which 
they fmd themselves; in short, they face stresses and strains which may easily 
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lead to a break-up of the family unit. 
Another facet to the South African Bantustan policy is that it keeps 

people without contact with the outside world. Their educational system pur­
ports this isolation, as it emphasizes the uniqueness of customs and traditions 
of particular population groups, and ignores the general development of mod­
ern society. Thus, people in a 'Native Nation' will end up as backwards, 
ignorant and unable to tackle the problems of modern society - exactly what 
is intended by the South African regime. The regime thus gets its justification 
for continued overlordship - 'these people are not ready for independence' -
a phrase too often heard from representatives for the white supremacists in 
Southern Africa. 

The Bantustan policy is a violation of human rights, of intemational law, 
of any ultra-national charters functioning today. We want to draw your 
attention to this and ask you to do your utmost to counteract and condemn 
this pernicious policy practiced in our country. We also ask you to urge your 
Government to support an urgent debate in the United Nations General 
Assembly, and to back any resolution leading to practical action. South 
Africa must be forced to give up her illegal administration of Namibia by all 
means at the disposal of the United Nations, including the use of force. 
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