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APARTHEID AND THit SOUTH AFRICA CERISTIQN CHUKCHES

IHTRODUCTION
A. Significence of the Problem

A French enthropologist, Vacher de Lapouge, pre-
dicted about a century ago, "I am convinced that in the
next century millions will cut each otherts throats be-
cause of one or two degrees more or less of cevhalic in-
dex.”l Ceohalic index was known as the guotient of the
greatest breadth of the head divided by its liength. There-
fore, the long-headed Germans woula have less index than
the brosd-headed Frencl. For instance. This statement has
not been fulfilled, as tiere has not besen sny record of
nillions being slaughtered on the baslsz of antiropological
measuremsnt, However, pnersons wiho have been persecuted,

-

or discriminated sgalnst, after Vachzsr de Lapouge, be-

@

cause they bore the name of certsin rsce or people,
were countless, Tae author has expericnced this colour
aiscrimination, as the following .uotation fwom one of

Johaennesburg!s Deily llews in December, 1Y4x, sabout him

hows s

™

young and cultured Chinese
h academic cualiiications, in

iy
g"\o
e
(R W

l. Benedilct, Hece, Scilence and rolitics, 7. o
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chort, e University men, travelling frow Cliung-
king to Johannesburg for educational purposes
met with the following treatuent:

“Provelling first clacs oy air, train and strsamer,
he neturally mixed with many Rurooean men ol his
wn stencing---and of similar educational status,

"He was, as might e expected, treated by one and
8ll, es sn equal and & goow travelling companion
to boot, ©ill he reached Hombasa.

"Hers he was refused admittance to the alr-shiv
on which first class accommodation hac bein re-
served for him, because he was & 'Chineman.' In
Durban his finger prints were tsken.’

During the author's residence in South 2firica,

\.0

he found himgelf with many other non-whites living in
humilistion and oppreszion. The race problsm in South

Arrica was not only a matter of nmumilistion, but also

of political dominstion, economic exploitation, and
religious divicions.,

o

Politically, the majority of the population
are unrszpresented in the Parliament, Hconomically, mil-
lions of natives ars living in poverty, disease and ig-
norance. Rpliglousl;, the Separatist Churcih has drawn

n

million of African Christisns away from tie iuropean-
run missions,
The race problem has become more unbearable

every year, As Senator Brooks says,

The process of time has mace 1t & dream, a
Utopia 'laeid up in the heavens.'! Iyery year

1. Forwardi, Dec. 20, 1Y4c
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e more and more impracticanle, and be-
its faithnful adherents persist in treat-

& uvractical, more and wmore dangerous.”l
The vear 1943 marks a sharp turn in South Africats

racial problem, Tre old colour legislations were streng-

thened and new racial laws have been added,

Opposition was aroused all over the country.
Tihie Torch Commendo under the leadershis of Adolph Gyshert

¥Malen, a distant cousin of Prime Kinister Daniel ialan,

av]

has gained 1ts ground in the C

a

De.

The Indian Passive Résistance movement has
joined 1ts force witi tize Natives under tie leadership
of Manilel Gandhi, a =on of the late lorandas K. Gandhi,
and Patrick Iuncan, son of Sir Patrick Duncan, former
Governor General of the Uplon of South Africs,”

The Christian churches were divided because of

ral

the racial issue, Special conferences were called for

o)
‘:J-
o
p
n
w

ion and prayer. The churches have realized that

thez recs problem is a moral »problem. Its solution must

be gulided by the “ord of God,

B. Statement of the Problem and DTelimitation

1. DBrooks, The Colour Problemsin Soutir Africa, ». 53
“. Dvorin, Resce Separstion in South Africa, p. 34
3. Hew York Times, Dec. 9, 195z, 0. 7
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The term "zpartheid" means separation in the
Arriean language {(an official language in the Union of
South africa), It was coined by the Nationalist Party
in 1943 to mean race segregation, which includes all
soclal, economic and political colour discriminastion of
the vast in the country, In this thesis, the word
"apartheid” is used to cover all colour segregation -

olitical, economic, social and relligious, in the state
as well as in the church,

The Christian churcnes in South Aerica are
divided into thiree groupé, namely, the Dutch Reformed
Church, the inglish-speaking churches and the Alrican
or Separatist churchss,

This thesis 1s alwmlng to survey thie problem
of apartheid and the answers to the problem, from the

Ciristian churches s well as from other alternatives,

C. Method of Procedure

In order to understand the‘problem of apar-
theid, the first two chapters are to be devotzd to the
background and nature of apartheid in the state., The
third chapter will deal with the attitudes of the Chris-
tian churches toward apertheid and with their_practices.
The alternatives of apartheid are also to be discussged

and, finally, the chapter is to be concluded with



a Christian view on apartheid vnolicy, or apartheid and

D. Sources of Data

Iin acdition to the author!s personal expericnce
in the country of South Africa for a pseriod of four years,
and tixe orivilege he has had of studying Folitical
rhilosonhy, Economic Hiestory and South Africe: - Geography
at the Witwatersrand University in Johannesburg, books

by euthoritiss zuch as E, H. Brooks, R.F.A. foernie,

o

L. Marcuarc, and meny others were included. Feriodicals
specilally included: "The South African Outlook," "Rece
Relations,Y and "Kace Relations lews.," Tre author was
grateful for the privilege of using the special reference
books and materials on the course "Christian Vitness in
a kulti-racial Society with Special Reference to South
Africa of tne Union Theological Se=minary in New York,

* )

in the Missionary Research Library under the direction

{2

b

of Professor Z.K. Mathews (a Banbtu) who came to the

Union Seminary recent ly Ifrom South Aerica.



CHAPTER I
THE HISTORIC-GEOGRAPHICAL BACKGROUND OF THE
DEVELOPMENT OF APARTHEID



THE HISTORIC-GEOGRAPHICAL BACKGROUND OF THE

DEVELOPMENT OF APARTHEID

CHAPTER I
A, Introduction

The present policj of aparthied cannot be fully under-
stood unless one has examined the factors which have brought
it into being. The meaning and Implications of this policy
are deeper than appear on the face of the policy itself. ;
Therefore, this chapter is to be devoted to the background
of apartheid, giving light to its meaning and its implications.

Be The Land and the People as Factors in

the Development of Apartheld

Modern geogreaphy has devoted ltself to the interpreta-
tioﬁ of the environmentsl 1nf1uehce on human activities. It
has thrown much light on many historical events and policies,
that could not be adequsately explained otherwise.

In the author's travels in East Afrilca, South East
Africa, and South Africa, and most parts of Asia, he was
amazed to note the fact that there was no place in either
country where race and color prejudice (called apartheid in
this thesié) was so Intense as 1t was in South Africs. It
was the author's convictlon that geographical factors must

be included in explaining this human phenomenon. By geogrephy



ig. meant the natural environment, nemely the terrein, the
climate, the mineral resources, and slso the inhabitants,
their numbers, thelr distribution and their modes of living.
To this end, therefore, it is fitting to survey the geo-
grephlical setting of this country.

The Union of South Africa is located south of the grest R,
Limpopo in the East and the Orasnge River on the West. Its
size i1s gbout half a million square miles, or one seventh of
the area of the United States. Generally speaking, it is a
plateau rimmed by a narrow coastal plain on the east and the
south, Its importance in world position grew in successive
stages as its position, its climate, and its mineral resources
were discovered and exploited. These three geographical ele-
ments brought thils country declsively to world attention, on
the other hand they were slso largely responsible for the devel-

opment of the apartheid policy.

1. Tﬁe Land

a. The Position: It was the Portugese navigators who
had discoversd the Cape and called it "Good Hope", because
there they could anchor their ships after a long and danger-
ous voyage across the Atlantic}' From there they sailed to
the Far East. This original strategic commercial position of
South Africa at the Cape in the later part of the Dutch occu-
pition also invited the white men to reside at the Cape to
grow vegetables and to raise cattle to supply fresh food to

® 5 0 0 ¢ 00 00

1. Kiewilet, A History of South Africa, p. 2



.the psassing ships}‘ These early white sailors and temporary
settlers (most of them were bachelors) who marrled or lived
with the natives (or Hottentots) created a new raclal prob-
lem, the new rscial class known as "Colored people" or
Coloreds who were not blacks but desceundants of black and
white ancestors. Slavery developed at thé Cape also with
slaves belng bought and sold locally as well as shipped
through the port of the Cape.

b. The Climate: South Africa was no more than a re-
freshment station before 1700 A.,D. It was the discovery of
the High Veld and Natal by the Dutch descendants (Boers)
which allowed South Africa to be established as g white man's
country or Republice, The policy of apartheld was further
developed under the Boer's influence along l;pes of racism
and land segregationm, wifh raclsm developing as a religlous
pre judice, The Boers considered themselves as the chosen
people, the fsvorable climatic conditions made them consider
Soutn Africa as their "Canaan". This religious belief and
practice was an important factor iﬁ the exterminating wars
and land segregation (known as Reserves) which resulted.

In order to understand the historicsl developmentbof
this new apartheid (estaeblishment of land segregation) in
their new conquest, the geograsphical environment of the High
Veld and Natal needs to be understood. The High Veld is the
conventional name for the area of the Orange Free State pro-
vince and the south part of Transvaal (province), which lie

* 200 0 ¢ oo

1. Ibid., p. 4
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south of the Witwatersrand, a moderate high range which is
the waterdivide beﬁween the Limpopo and the Orange rivers.,
There the climate was extremely favorable to health,
The dryness of the air and the elevation of
the land temper the heat of the sun. The
climate has a braclng quality that gives men
keenness in_thelr youth and strength in
their ages.l
This high region also had sufficient precipitation for
grazing and cultivated crops. Thés‘climatic condiﬁion of‘
this region in South Africa was declslvely responsible for
the white men's ambltion td desire it as their permanent
resident land and the country was conquered and established
for this purpose. It 1is well to note that there hés*been'no
other region in Africa or in Asia which the whilte man has so
considered as his own country.
Natal province is located on the east of South Africa,
Due to its abundant rainfall and high temperatures, sugar
plantations were encouraged which again created another racial
problem with the present Indian population in Natal, who were
described as ' strangers forcing themselves on g reluctant
soclety.”
¢ce The Minerasl Resources; Further development of apartheid
policy begaen with the discovery of diamonds and gold in Kim-

berley and Johannesburg in the Cape and Transvaal provinces,,

and many other lucrative minerals such as platinum, coal, tin,

® s e o0 000000

1. Ibid., pp. 11-12



and in recent years vrsnium. The total minersl vslues mineg
in South Africs from the earliest detes to 3lst December, 1947
was £ 3,272,636,000 or about $10,000,000,000.00, for gold
£2,629,748,000, for diamonds f 363,936,327 and for coal
f179,126,000.1 It was the author's privilege to attend the
nationsl science conference in the Witwatersrand University
in Johannesburg ih 1946. The mining reports concluded that

the mineral outﬁut could not possibly be msintsined without
the economic color bar policy of'keeping the manual-labour
wages low, especially in the gold mines. In spite of its
being the richest gold-bearing ares in the world the cost of
the mining was higher than in other mines in other countrieg
because of the "rock mines" from the conglomerste rocks and
"deep mines" about 7,000 ft. below the surface.

It is not difficult to demonstrate that the

" apartheid policy was developed along capitalistic lines.
Capitalism here is tsken to mean the making of profits by

way of cheap labour and low wages. Under this caplitalistic
influence apsrtheid lost its breyious meaning under the Boerg,
where it was largely @ policy of physioalrseparation of the
whites and non-whites. Now 1t was changed to bring the Natiyeg
to the white man's urban and minging areas to work in miniﬁg
and other industries, to be house servants and farm workers,
However, the significance of apartheid was by no means lost,
Its function now was to ensure separation of the whites and

non-whites in wages and in professions. This unpassable

* & o o0 ¢ 0 00 o0

1. Sachs, The Choice before South Africa, p. 106



gulf debarred the non-whites from competition with the whity,
people in the labour market especially, and ultimately kept

their wages at an incredibly low subsistence level.

2. The Peoples

The pattern of population in its size, its
distribution and its modes of living influenced the develop.
ment of the apartheid policy.

a. The Size: According to the latest census
(1950) of South Africa, the native population was 9,250,000
(inecluding 1,000,000 Coloureds who are of mixed raclal
stock) out of the totsal population of 12,000,000. The whitegg
(2/3 Afrikaners of Dutch descent; 1/3 British stock) number
2,500,000.:L Outnumbered as they were the whites feared the
black Africans and this fear is a motivating force behind
the desire to keep the blacks under the domination of the
whites in order that the white man's civilization might be
preserved in South Africa. BSome even suggested the removal
of the blacks from South Africa entirely.

b. The Distribution: The Reserves or land aregg
assigned to the Natives to reside in and to cultivate con-
stitute only 13% of the total lsnd of the Qountry. The
are located mainly in the desert areas on the west and the
mountainous areas on the east. However, only 3,000,000 out
of the 9,000,000 Hatives live in the Heserves, while the regy
live in the temporary compounds or locations in tge Buropeay

urban areas or the separated houses én the farms. This

® o008 2 229 e

pPaton, South Africa Today, p. 16
X ﬁaruard, The Peoples and Politics of South Africa, p. 40



present distribution of the white and black population is op
course patterned under the apartheid poliecy.

The Natives were distributed all over the country
before the white mén came. When the whites came, constant
conflicts between the blacks and the whites made this present
distribution or land segregation policy not only necessary
but inevitable.

The Httentots looked upon the coast-belt as
theirs. The settlement of white men upon their
land was fatal to them. In the beginning the
administration strove desperately to keep the
whites and Hottentots apart. It even thought
at one moment fantastically of digging a canal
or growing a hedge across the Cape peninsula. 1

¢. The Modes of Living: The wars between the
whites (mainly the Boers) and the blacks had two main
causes. Both raised large herds. of cattle, and they had
a conflict over grazing grounds. The other reason was the
difference in concepts concerning ownership of land. kTo
the Ngtives land was communal. Private ownership was
unknown to them. This was not tolerated by the whites, who
would live with the blacks. Other reasons such as different
religions, cultures, and standards of living made not only
the whites but the Natives also desire to live in areas
separated from each other.

G. The Tradition as FéctorsAin the

Development of Apartheid

® o 0008000

1. Kiewiet, Op. cit., p. 20



It would be geographicel fatallsm to suggest thet geo-
graphical factors .are entirely determinetive of the apartheld
policy. Meny other intellectual or traditionsl factors have
entered to shape the people's policies and activities., Two
chief current thoughts which had been previocusly prevalling

in the country deserve discussion.

1. Relism
Ruth Benedict of Columbia University in New York has
defined racism as,

the dogma that one ethnic group is condemned

" by Nature to hereditary inferiority asnd an=-
other group is destined to hereditary superior-
ity. It is the dogma that the hope of civili-
‘zation depends upon eliminating some races and
keeplng others pure., It is a dogma that one
rece has carried progress with it throughout

human history and can alone ensure future pro-
gress,l

Benedict uses the term "dogma! because she says it is a be-
lief which cannot be demonstrated scieﬁtifically. She adds
that racism, therefore, can only be understood by studying
1tskhistory. This holds true in South Africa. Historically,
recism in South Africa might be divided into two periods,
‘namely, the religious racism snd the anthropologicsl racism,
with both aspects being present today.

2. Religious Racism: When slavery was made illegal by
the British authority in the Cape in 183l, great numbers

[ L ] ] .

1. Benedict, Op. Citu, pe 98+ ' o~ . o-



(about 10,000) of Boers sold their farms and trekked north

of the Orange Hiver and Natel. This wmigration was known in
1
South Africa as the "Great Trek" in 1835-1837. A4s they

travelled, they packed up their bpelongings in oxen wagons,
separated grouons of a hundrsd families each led by an able

leader. Bible study was their dally devotion. God was thesyn

.l.

guide., The decisive battle was fought against the Natives
(Zulus) in the "Blood River" where the preacher, Cilliers,
vowed to God if they should win the war, they would meke thayg

day an ever commemorated day in thelr nation., This was the

l_.h

"Dingaen' Day on Dec. 18, a national thanksgiving day even

now.,
The Boers' attitude was then developed toward tye
o .
Natives that they were either enemies or servants. Coupled
3

with their seli-consciousness as the chosen pecnle, the
religions racism, similar to the Jews! experience in Joshua,
was shapoed along two lines: one was the strictest prohibityyn
of sexuval relations with the Natives, which had been practisgg
4
in the Cape, under the penalty of casting out from the comiynity,
the other was the exterminating wars.
buang the course of their treklting the catt
Tarmers found the Bushmen...Thev killed with
poisoned arrows. The cattle farmers organi

an d
hunting parties which killed adult Bushmen and

A A R I R Y

1. Sober, Racism, a World Issue, p. 157

2. PFPoton, Opn. cit., p.1l

3. Frlessis, The South Africa, I. RJM. July,=1926; p. 367
4, Pston, Op. cit., p. 11
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captured their children whom they used as herdmen.
fhat remained of the Bushmen families fled north-
west to the semi~desert lands where their descend-
ents were to be found today living in a reserve
under the protection of the Union Government. 1
The black Natives! inferiority and servitude was
further justified by the Boers by Noah's condemnation to
Ham. The interpretation was that all dark people were
already condemned to perpetual servitude because of their

forefathers! sin.

b. Anthropological Racism: Racism based its
argument on anthropological data in modern times. It was
when Count de Gobineau published his great racist classic
on the Inequality of Human Races in 1895-185'72 that he
taught that the hope of the world was and had always been

the fair-haired Teutons or Aryans(nordics) and that the

glory of any nation depended upon only one class. This

doctrine was later developed by his successors along two lines:

1. the interpretation of anthropometric measurements

2. the survival of the fittest
Because this second theory borrowed from Darwinism, racist

theories after Gobineau gave more and more weight to the

sacredness of conguest and of force. These racial doctrines

which were responsible for the German Nationalism during the

second world war, had definitely reenforced the anti-Semitism

* e 60 8004 000

1. Marquard, Oo. cit., p. &
2. Benedict, Op. cit., p. 113
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in South Africa, which 1s not being dealt with in this theéis.
However, the Boers' nationalism led by Dr. Malan who had
sympathized with the Third Reich in theory and practice, hag
shown its antagonistic attitude not only to the blacks but
also to the Jews (white) and the English in South Africa.

2. Capitalism

Capitalism first arose in England in the 16th
century with a new economic philosophy to produce for profiig
and money (exchange), contrasting with the self-subsistence
economy of the Feudalism in the Middle Ages. A capitalist'y
primary concern was profits, because he was dealing with |
economics and laws, and not with ethics. This means he aimgg
to produce with all the economic means which he could reach
such as machines, better economic methods and systems withip
the spere of laws in the country. In other words, he was
not concerned with what he should but what he could do.

This introduction of capltalism explains why
capitalism had taken all advantages of South Africa's apartneig
policy and truned 1t almost immediately into a kind of econgpyie
exploitation, or "slavery wages" as called by Lord Oloviers,
Its theory and practice is to be examined under the following
topics:

a. Sugar Plantations: Indian indentured labourepg
were brought to Natal to work on sugar plantations for what

were called "racial work" and"racial wages". These
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ideas of racial work and racial wages were descended from
the time when manual labour was only done by slaves and the
low-wages were only paid to slaves, #&fter the indentured
period, those Indians were allowed to remain. in the country,
Now Indian descendants(ﬁainly in Natal) head mounted in
number to 250,000 and the present day Indians were not plan-
tation labourers but traders and business men who competed
with the white merchants over their absolute superiority of
hard-working and low standard of living. This was the causg
for all anti-Indian laws in South Africa.

b. Mining Industries: The mining industries of
dlamonds and gold were established on a basis of unequal pay
to the black workers regardless of their work. Their
averagé wage was two shillings or about thirty cents per
shift, about one seventh of the white man's. The theory
behind this practice was that high wages were only possible
for the white workers while the black workers' wages were lgy,
incredibly low, and the low-wage black workers must be the /
basis of the mining industries. However, the mine-ownérs Wepre
not so much interested in the high wages for the white workgng
as the low-wages of the black workers. Therefore, more blaey
workers were employed in the ratio of mofe than ten to one
of the white workers in the mines.

rThe white man commands, directs, supervises, the
black men work. rurther, the employer in all
classes, acting in accordance with the essential

principle of capitalist economics, has constantly
taken advantage
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of the cheapness of the subsistence needs of

the Kaffir (blescks), of his ignorance of the

ways of white civilization and of his political

impotence to keep down the wages of all un-

skilled labour to levelslat which the white

men cannot live on them.

ce. Land Segregstion Policy or Reserves; The lands set
sside for the black natives to live®ad to cultivate were
12% of the total land of the country, comparing with 87%
of the totel land for the 20% population of the country who
were whites, The Reserves were over-crowded so that only
3,000,000 natives out of the total 8,500,000 stayed there,
while the rest had to seek work in the white man's aresas,
It has been sald that the white employers, especially on
farms, feared the shortage of leborers. Efforts had been
made to force the natives to work under the "master end ser-
vant law," and many mining industries had to ilmport foreign
African workers from Basutoland and Portugese East Africa.
It was believed that the Reserves must be kept crowded, so

that the whites might get cheep labor for farms, industries,

and even for house work,

De Summery

Apartheid policy wss develcped and molded under the
influence of the geogrephical factors such as the position,
climate, mineral resources; and population factors such ss

L) [ ] L ° L]

l., Olivier, The Anatomy of African Misery, p. 20
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numbers, size and wmodes of living. As the pollicy developed,
it was justified philosophically, reiigiously, end scienti-
fically, and utilized by politics and Capitalism,
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CHAPTER II

APARTHEID IN THE STATE

4. Introduction

The previous chapter has dealt with the develop-
ment of Apartheid. This chapter will be devoted to the na-
ture of Apartheid as = nstional policy in the Union of South

Africa and also to the cslsmities resulting from this policye.

Be The Nature and the Theory of Apartheid

l. What Apartheid is

8, The Proclamation and Legisletions; The word prop-
erly snd significantly pronounced as apart-hate, wes first
coined by the Nationalist Party in South Africa. Naelan's
party chose thils term for their racial policy in the elec-
tion campaign of 1948, It was chosen for two reasons. The
non=-Europesn disliked the term segregstion as well as color
bar; the term apasrtheid which literally means separateness
was vague enough not to offend the non-Europeans and also
geve the Furopeans a sense of securlty from their feer of
the threat of non-European competition.

The coutent of the new epartheid policy was given

by the Nationalist Partyis Headquarters in 1948:

eseWe have the policy of apartheid whichles grown
from the experience of the established European

1
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population of the country snd which is grounded

on Christisn principles of justice gnd fairness,

It contemplstes the maintenance and protection of
the white population of our country as e pure

race, the meintenance and protection of the in-
digenous race-groups as sepsrate national en-
tities, with possibilities of developing within their
own areas into self-supporting national units, and
the fostering of national pride, self-respect and
mutual regerd within the various races of the coun-
tryesoeither we must follow the policy of equality
which will eventuwally mean national suicide for the
whole white race, or we must move on the path of
apartheid whereby the charscter and future of each
race 1s protected and safegusrded with full oppor-
tunities of development and self-malntenance within
its own area...spartheid is the guarantee of raclal
peace.

After lMalan was elected as the Prime NMinlster of
the Union, he explained this apartheid policy in his asddress
to a group of native representatives in Oct, 26, 1948:

I regerd the Bantu not as strangers and not as a
menace to the white pe ople, but as our children for
whose welfare we are responsible and as an asset to
the country. Ny Government haes no intention of de-
priving you of your rights or oppressing you. Noth-
ing will be taken from you without giving you some-
thing better in its place. 7Your reserves will remaln
intesct and where necesssry, will be enlesrged. Your
lend will be restored and your young men and women
tralned to Improve methods of cultivation, so that
your reserves will be capable of supporting a large
population. What you want is a rehgbilitation of your
own natlonal life, and not competition end inter-
mixture and equality with the ngte men in his
particular part of the country,.

& number of new legislstions were psssed in the
Parliament after the advent of the new apartheid policy.
They may be grouped in three headings, Politically, the

e ¢ o s o o

o Pamphlet, published by the Nationalist Party in South
Africs
2. Dvorin, Op. eit., pi 95 -
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Separate Registration Act was introduced in the House in 19gq
taking away the existing right of franchise of the Cape Colgyyed
and Natives. Economically, the Group Areas Act was passed
in 1950, further separating the Cape Coloured and the Nativg
in the Cage provibce from the white area. Soclally, the Mixgg
Marriage Act which was enforced in 1950 illegalized mixed
marriage between European and non-kuropean espousers. Othey
Acts which assisted the former Acts to be carried out were
the population and Registration Act 1950 and the Communiism
Suppression Act in 1950.

b. Comparision with the Previous Colour Bar Poljey,
The term apartheid was originally used in the national elecCyign
campalgn in 1948 by the Nationalist Party for their racial pgyi-
icy. When the Nationallst Party won the election, they werg
embarrassed by the vagueness of the word apartheid which they
had used. They claimed all old social segregations as apari.
heid and added new apartheids. There is no fundamental dif_
ference between the old segregation or colour'bar policy ex.
cert in degree. The new apartheld policy is more severe in
nature and wider in extent in 1ts separation and domination
policy. It has taken away the existing franchise rights of
the Natives and the Coloureds In the Cape. It stressed ter.
ritorisl segregation wore completely, restricting more stri -
ly the influx of the Natives to town and separating the Col.
coured and the Aslatics from the Europeans in residence as well

s 8% a0 0000000

1. ¢f. Dvorin, Ibid., pp. 61-70; 89-91l; 132; New York Times
Feb, 2, 1953, p. 7
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1 A new Bill was introduced into the

as in soclal life.
Parlisment in January 1953 to grant the Government the dic-
tatorial power to lssue regulations superseding the whole
body of existing law to sbolish freedom of speech and press
in connection with raciasl problems. In other words, thenon-
Europeans were further deprived of the democratic or con-

stitutionsl right to air their grievences and fight for their

freedom.2

Ce The Policy of Apartheid

Technically spezking apartheid policy began in
l9h8. Actually apertheid has no difference in its nature
and spirit from colcur bar or race segregetion. The former
term has becowe common since 1926 with the Colour Bar Act,
the latter began to be known in 1913 when the Natives' Land
Act or Land Segregstlon Act was passed in Parlisment. As
the term is used In this section apartheld is used to cover
all these racial policies since 1909, the beginning of the
Union., As the Natlonalist Party has claimed the previous
Colour Bar and Segregation policies to be included in apert-
heild, so the existing policy of apartheid is not the new
spartheid legislations alone but all colour legislations,

attitudes and traditions.

2. The New York Tlmes, Llctatorﬂa1 Rule Sought by Melan, p.7
Feb. 28, 1953
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The policy of apsrtheid is two~fold, namely sep=-
earation and domination. The function of the policy of sep-
sration is to divide or separate the population of the Union
into four groups; territorially, politicslly, economically,
and soclally. In other words, each race is a distinct and
isolated unit in the Union. <Yhe Group Areas Act divides the
races territoriaslly, the liixed Marriage Act and Population
ﬁegistration Act socially, and the Franchise Actlpolitically.

Yhe policy of domination divides the racizl groups
horizontally. The policy divides the bopulation into two
main groups: the Europeens and the non-Zuropesns. One is on
top of the other; one is the dominating group and the other
is the dominated. This is well 1llustrated in Chert 1. Here
apartheid is & horizontsl line separating the population into
two sections, the Upper White Group and the Lower non-{hite
Group. No non=-White can climb above this heavy black line,
the rece barrier or apartheid, nor is any White allowed to
live below this line socially, economically, or politically.
This demonstrates what is calle d the policy of domination
in this thesis,

Within these two sections there are meridisn or
vertical lines which divide both the White and the non-
White sectlons into sub-sections. 1In the wWhite section,
there are Boers or Afrikaners, English snd Jewsh sub-sections.
They are parallel but separated. In the non-White section,

there are Netive, Coloured, and Asiatic sub-sections. They

LEE B A BE BRI 2K AN

1. Officially called the Separate Registration Act (1950)
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are also sepsrsted with more or less the same status., This

demarcates the policy of separestion.

This two~fold apartheid policy was bassed on two
principles according to the "Proclamation"l of the FParty and
the Prime Ninister's address.? The first principle was that
the Native must deﬁelop on his own line, the second that he
must develop in his own plsce. According to the former prin-
ciple, the Native must not compete with the Europesn, ac-

cording to the latter, he must be separated.

1. Political Domination

8e Dominatioﬁ as a Technique and A Race Attitude: The
term domination designates a technique which functions to
safeguard the superiority of one race over the other, but it
1s also an attitude to solve problems one may confront.
Hellmann summarizes MacCrone's findings in rasce attitudes
in South Africa and explains domlnation in the followling

statement:

(Domination is) the technique of responding to others
by which a person resists differences, resists change,
resists growth., 1In cdominative behaviour a person is
rigid snd #mflexible, he has his mind made up, he does
not reduce the conflict of differences by finding a
common purpose among differences, rather he malintsins
or incresses conflict or tension between himself and
others who differ from himself, he expends energy
against or in opposition to others. In dominative be-
havior a person disregards the wishes of others, he
issues commands, thrests, or force to gein his un-
yielding objectives, he ettecks the status of others,
be adds to the iunsecurity of others...Domination may

1. Pawphlet, Nationalist Party
2. Dvorin, Op, cit, p. 95
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evoke counter-domination. But 1f the relative

strength is too great, domination will produce

submission,l
Domination here mesns a relation established by force and
conquest or a dictatorship ruling in the politlcal sense.

South Africa often claims herself a democracy,

True democracy, however, is government of the people, for
the people and by the people. The people of South Africa
definitely do not include the Natives or any native-born
non-Europeans, even thaigh they compose the great majority
of the populetion. In their government, moreover, they
govern by force without parliamentary discussion. There-

fore, the majority of the population of South Africa is

under dictatorship rather thanldemocracy.

be Domination in the Governments: The political domin-
ation of the whites oﬁer the non-Whites in South Africa is
obvious in the parliament, which i1s composed of white repre-
sentatives and senators. The British South Africa Act of 1909
gllowed the Natives in the Cape to elect three'white repre-
sentetives to the Assembly, and three white senators to the
Senate. The South Africa Act, however, also vested the
power in the Parlisment to change this Act by a two-third's
vote of both the Senate and the Assembly.2 This power was
exercised In 1951 and the privilege of the Native's repre-
sentation in the Assembly was withdrawn. The Coloured in
the Cape also lost their right to vote in common roll, Now

] L] L 4 [ ] o LJ

l. Hellmann, Handbook of Race Relstion in South Africa, p. 677
2+ Cf. Burger, The Black Man's Burden, pp. 139-140
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they have only representation in the Senate, and even then
are represented’by white representstives,

Thus the white man in South Africe produces the
ke gislation and the non-white obeys it.

The political dominstion has been further ground-
ed in the white men's control of the executive brench of the
Government. All civil servants are whites except a few

whose service is connected with the Hatlve affaire,

¢. Domination by force: The "sinful idea of domination"
ves never sccepted by the FHatives wmor by the non-Europeans,
Whenever tne Natives were given an opportunity to alr thelr
grievances they spoke agasinst race segregstion. Many con-
ferences in the Native Councll, the only Native represent-
ative orgsnization in the Government, were abollshed because
of thelr severe criticism on the race issues. Therefore, if
the whites were to continue domination, there was no alter-
native to government by force., Hellmann says:

In a multi-racial society, a3 we know it, the social

system 1s in a state of extreme discriminstion or

disequilibrium since the existing dominsting-domine-

ated pattern of relations between white and bl:ck

is not accepted by the dominated group andlcan only

be malntained in the last rescrt by force.
The white man in South Africe knew this too well and tried
by every meens to insure this dominstion. MNorrow gives a

general description of the public mind of the white community

in South Africa,.

1, Hellmann, ope cite, p. 685
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We must see thst we have in our power gll those
things which insure tactical end militery supe-
riority. We must prohibit non-Furopesns from
possessing firearms or learning to use them.
Manufacturing industries, wealth and education
must be kept in white hands, for all these add
up to military strength., We must frown upon
trade Unlonism among the Bantu or upon the
formetion of political bodies for thit leads to
potentially dengerous consolidation,.

South African military forces are absolutely under
the control of the white man. The Native is not allowed to
serve in the srmy or carry srms under the South African De-
fence Act of 1912, and the Transvaal Arms and Ammunitions
Act of 1907, During the world wars, native soldlers served
g8 sanitstion men or food workers, Some were used to fire

artileries but not firearms.2

2. Tconomic Dominatlon

a. Standard of Living: The South Africa Law which was
passed in the British Parliament in 1909, resds, "There shsll
be no equality between white and black ei ther in church or
state."? In conformetion of this law, the white man's stand-
ard of living 1is kept on a level on which even the upper -
class non—Européan cannot afford to live.

The white man will not eat with the Native, and

usually the latter eats different foods. The white mants
clothes are different from the Native's. The white man must

1. Morrow, Jan Christisn Smuts, p. 268

2. Hoernle, oouth African Native Policy and the Liberal Spirit,

3¢ Joshi, The Tyranny of Colour, p. 5

Pe5
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be well dressed. He is supposed to wear a suit and a tle
when he goés out., The street car will not admit him if he
does not have on a tie., It admits, of course, no Natives,

The white man'!s housing 1s far above the Native's
standard. This includes the space each person has in the
house, the utilities, the conveniences, and even the beauty,
The white man's standard is far beyond the Native's reach
in the Reser&es as well as in the Location (the Native com=-
pouné in the white man's urban area).

How could these different standsrds of living
between the white and the Native be kept., They were main-
tained by legislation, by depriving the Natives of the priv-
ilege of living in certain places and eating where they might
wish, by different or discriminative payment in wages, and
finally by Government ald to the poor Whites from the Native
taxes., In other words, it was by apartheild.

There were a number of laws passed within the
period of half a century to keep up this difference in stand-
ard of living between the White and the non-White. These
included laws suoh as the Social Welfare Act, the Mother's
Pensions Act, the 0ld Age Pension Act, the Workmen's Com-
pensation Act, the School Feeding Act. But the most impor-
tant factors which have fostered this difference have been

inegquality in land and in labour,

b. Land: Thee are three basic elements in production,

namely, lend, la bour asnd capital., Among these three, land



is more pnasic, pbecause it is fixed and inflexible.

he white man's first step of ecbnomic dominatigp
over the tative in .outh . frica was to dominate the land.
his would insure the superiority of the wnlte man's pro-
duction and his income. o dominate the land means two

gs: one, to have the soverelgnty to allocste the land

<

thin
and two, to possess most of the land and the best.

“heoretically speaking, the _ative possessed no
land in .outh Africa becsuse he had no right to decide wherg
he might livg and cultivate. ae had no right to choose
where his pefmanent hoﬁe whould be or where he should be
buriéd (twereis segregation in cemeteries). The Location
or the Keserve in which the Fative lives may be removed by
the order of éhe exclusive white man's Government any time.

The first land segregation law was passed.through
the Parliament in 1913. The Ngtives were prohibited to own
land except in the Reserves and until 1950 in the Cape pro.
vince. The right of the Natives to own land in the Cape
province was abolished finally by the Groupn Areas 4Act in 1950,2

By the HNative Land Act in 1913,nine  million

3
morgans of land were allocated to the Natives as Reserves,
which were considered as the national home of the Natives
that is, where they might possess land. Because of the

© ® 95 80 ¢ 8.5 090 00

. Hoernle, Op. cit., pp. 2-3
How Group Aress Act Will Be Applied, Oct, 7, 1950, ».8
. There are 1 4/9 acres in one morgan

[N o
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overcrowdedness in the Resérvesgifour million morgans of

land were added to the Reserves through the Native Land and

Trust Act in 1936, ©Now the Native Reserves consisted of a

total of 1% million morgans of land in the Union, which

equaled 13% of the total land in South Africa. The Whites,

composing only one-sixth of the total population, were to

occupy the rest of the land in the Union, that is, 78% of

the total 1and.l
Both the unequal distribution of land in quan-

tity and the quality or productivity of the land deserve

attention. Viewing from the Reserves Map (chart IV), one

-can see that the locations of the Reserves were either in

the deserts on the West or in the malaria fever area on the

north of Transveal, where the climate was unfit for the

white men to live. These were poor lands to cultivate either

because of its mountainow surface, the dryness in climate, or

because of the prevalence of disease, especially malaria and

the‘cattle disease. The productivity was bound to be low

even though other conditions were equal. The productivity

of the Reserve was much lower than the white man's areas

Annual Average Production of Maize in Million of Pounds@

Native Production European Production
1921-1930 610 _ 2900
1921-1939 Lo 3300

In the la rgest Native Reserves, the Transkei, the production
of maize and kaffir-corn declined 25% during the decade of

L4 ® . o L] L ]

1. Burger, Ope. cit., p. 36
2e Hellmann, Op. Cito, De 18)4.
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the second world war,.

In spite of their inability to own lend and have
other c¢ivil rights as a native of the country outside the
Reserves, most Natives lived outside their national home,
the Reserves.

Distribution of the Native Population (1936)%
Male Female Total

In Reserves. « « « « 1,236,300 1,726,006 2,962,396
European Urban

AT6ESe o o o o o @ hho,320 38L,141 8al,L 61
European Rural

Areas. « . o« » . o 1,062,678 1,153,057 2,195,735
Mining and Indus-

trial Compounds. . 573,353 Lo, 7Ll 61l;., 097

Totalesseessesossens 3,312,651 3,284,038 6,596,689

The reesons for the Natlives leaving their Reserves
Weré three; the Reserves were over-crowded, the lands were
deteriorated and the productivity declined, and the last, not
the least, they needed cash to pay thelr tax which, although
only one pound per year rer head and half a pound per year
per hut, asccording to Mrs. Ballinger'!s culculatlion absorbed
at least one-sixth of the average purchasing power of the
Netive.2

The passage of the Group Aress Act: in 1950 was
intended to force Natives outside the Reserves to be sent
back to their "home". A Commlssion was appointed by the
Government under the leadership of H.A. Fagen in 1948 to
survey the conditions in the Resefves, the report reads,

1. Burger, Op. cit., p. 42
© 2o Ibida., p. 131
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The Reserves are incapable of supporting their

present populetion let alone providing for the

vastly increased number that would be there if

all the Africans now residin% outside the Re-~

serves were to be sent back,.

¥r. Singh, the chairmen of Indiesn Passive Re-

sistent Committee in Durben, once told the writer,

If the Indian and Asistic Tenure and Representative

Act passes the Parliament, the Indian properties in

the white men's areas would lose half of their

prices, and the rental in the Indlan exempted areas

would be sky high.
This still holds true for the Natlves outside the Reserves.
This 1s what apartheid mesns. To the white man, it is a
means of economic domination, but to the non-White it mesans

economic bankrurtcy.

¢ce. Lebour: There are three ways the White man in South
Africa domlinates the Native's laebour: by dominating the move-
ments of labour, by controlling the bargaining of labour,
and by restricting the competition of lsbour,

The Native was restricted from moving freely under
the Pass Law which was enforced throughout the Unlon except
in Cape province. A Native who wished to move from one dis~
trict to another was required to carry a pass issued by his
employer or officer. Failure to produce this pass to any
police officer at any time meant a fine or imprisonment.2
This enabled the employer to retain his Native workers to

L] . L d L . *

l, Jack, What Is This 'Apartheid?!', Christian Century,

. Sept- 21‘-, 1952: D. 1095
2. Dvorin, Op, cit,, p.118
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work and acéept his terms.

The Group Areas Act prohibited the Natlve's leav-
ing the white mants farm or the Reserves to seek work in
town where he might get mofe wages, Dvorin comments on the
lsbour policy of apertheid in the following statement,

In order to prevent young Africsns from seeking
urban employment, attempts have been made to
restrict their movemwment, and to increase the
penal sanctions for asny resultant break of con-
tract. TUnder the Natlionalist apratheid pro-
granme the general service contrasct will no
doubt become compulsory for Native farm labour-
ers, as it will provide another weapon to the
Natlonalists in thelr effort to control tightly
movements of Natlves within the Union and in
additio? wlll stablize the agricultural labour
supply.

To dominate the Native's labour bargsining, a
number of laws have been passed through the Parliament. The
Ketive Lebour Regulation Act (1911) and the Master and Ser-
vant Act (1926) governed the service contract between the
Europeans and Natives, and made it a criminal offence for
the latter to refuse to obey an order or to bresk a contract,@

The Industrial Conciliation Act (192l ) forbade
the "pass-bearing Natives" to orzenize & labour Uniocn. A
Netive's striking ageinst his employer for more wages or
better conditions or for both was a criminal offence under
the Natlive Labour Regulation Act.5

The last step in dominating the Native's labour

[ ] * L] . ® L

1. Dvorin, ope. cite., pe. 118
2. Burger, op. cit., pp. 140-1}2
3¢ Cf. Ibid., pp. 1h2-1ll
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was to deprive him of theright to compete with the Euro-
peans and thus to enable the latter to monopolize the skilled
labour market. The Mines snd Works Act was‘passed in 1911,
It was used by the Government erroneoﬁsly’to prevent Natives
fror obtaining certificates of skilled occupations in mining
and englneering. However, 1t was made right by the Amendment
Act in 1926 which was known as the famous Colour Bar Act.
This Act limited the granting of certificates in engine-
driving, blasting, surveying, and other skilled occupations
in mines and workis' to Europeans,loape Coloureds--~in fact
to every race except the Bantu. Coupled with the Colour Bar
Act, the Native was debarred from scquiring skilled training
by the Aprrentice Act which enabled the master to refuse to
admit Netives as spprentices.l

Because of these restrictions in.movements, bar-
gaining, and competition, the Native's weges were bound to
be low. The Netlve's wonthly wage was from one to five
pounds (1936-19&2),2 out of which ten shillings were with~
held for tax. The European income was almost ten times as
rwuch as the Native's, and most of them did not pay income

tax (except those exceeding ;00 pounds a year).

1, Loc. cit.
2., Ibid., p. 45
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Spread of Wage-~income over the Races?!

Percent- Bantu Coloured Buropean
Wage age of Percent- or Asietic Percent-
Group Workers age Percentage age
9«36 Ibs. p.a. 55 90 10 Nil
56-60 " 23 66 26 8
60-~120 10 28 L2 30
120-2l0 " 8 , L 22.. : 71
d.0-500 " Ly Nil 98

This explains why the Natives were poor. It was not because
they were inferior by birth but because they were made in-
ferior. They were totally disarmed and defenseless, It was

because of Apsrtheid, a policy of labour domination.

3¢ Social Dominsation

a., Domination in Public Life: The social colour segre-
gation or apartheid was because of long-standing convention or
custom rather then by the Parlismentery laws. It was sym-
bolized and indiceted by the inscription "Europesn Only", a
living and most extenslive apartheid.

Thus socisl apartheid or apartheids were carried
out by the exclusive use of European officers, conductors,
and managers in public utllities end organizations concerned.

Tre re were two functlons in this social apartheid,
one was to separate the Europesns from the ron-Europeans, the
other was to accommodate the latter with a much inferior ser-
vice for equal or even higher prices.

In stations, the waiting rooms snd sitting Pe'nches

1, Ibid.p. 45



were separated., The train had differeunt cors and compart-
ments for Europeans asnd non-Europesns. An educeted non-
European man might be exemrted from trsvelling in the "Re -
serve Car" (used in South Africa for the Natives) provided
he had a letter from an officer certifylng his high social
standing.l

There were separate trams (street cars) for non-
Buropeans, these were few and stopped at different stations
from the European'!s. The white man's taki would not carry
non-Europeans even for emergency. The white man's elevator
excluded non-Europeans and dogs.e | |

Eurorpean recreation places generally refused to
admit non-Europesns, such as cinemss, biscopes.(South Africen
term for thestre), swimming pools, and amusement'pafks? Al-
though the Johannesburg Municipsl Zoological Garden has ad-
mitted non-Europeans it has caused a great controversy.:

Tea-rooms, restaurants, hotels, barber-shops
admitted no non-Europeans. He mightkbuy foods there, but
usually he. would be éent to eat it at a cormer place or in
the kitchen. If the latter werec allowed, it was due to the
extreme courtesy of the manager aﬁd his kindness.h

The white man would feel extremely insulted if he
should have to sit with a non-European by his side, In case

¢« o o o o

l. Personal Observation in 1946
2. Ibld,

ﬁ. Ibid.
+ Ibid.
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a non-Europesn sat beside him in the street car or bus, the
former would probsbly stand up and move to another seat,
It was an unusual thing for a white man to walk side by side

with a non-Eufopean or to eat with him at the same table.

b. Educational Domination: The schools were strictly
separated between Europeans snd the Natives through the
Education Act of 1907. This separation or apartheid started
with the administration. The European schools were governed
by the Union Educstion Department while the Hative school
belonged to the Notive Affairs Depsrtment. This apartheid
opened the door of educsational differentiation in quantity
a3 well as in quality between the Europesn and the Native,

For all Ruropean children between the ages of
seven to sixteen, educbion was compulsory and free, but for
the Natilve childfen only three out of eleven could go to
. school. The following official figures give an idea of the
guantitative educational discriminstion or epartheid.

School Statisties (1936)1

Race  Population No. of No. of Na of State Ex-
schools Pupils Teachers penditure

European.2,000,000 l,600 375,000 17,000 7,400,000
Colcured :

and
Asiatic....900,000 1,000 141,000 12,000 1,500,000
Bantue...6,500,000 3,500 360,000

The standard of the Native schocl was considered
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lower then the Europeants. The school-going age of the
former was three years higher than the lattert's. Burger
hes a general survey on the Native educational standard,

e+.20% of children of a schocl-going age who are

at school, about 75% are in $tendard 11 or below,

and only about three percent are in Standard VI,

for Europeans thefigures sre 30% and 10%. The

vast majority of Native pupils never reach a

higher standard than Stsndard 11, about one-

sixth per cent of the Natives of a school-going

age resch the secondsry school, while 1L4% of Euro-

pean children are In secondary schocls., Putb ‘

another way, cne Native child in every 600 re-

ceives an education beyond the primary school.l

The cause of this educational differentiation

was the Government financial control., The CGovernment spent
twenty pounds for each Buropeen child at school, but only
three pounds for s Native child. The Nstive teszcher's
monthly sslary wes ranging from three pounds to twenty-five
pounds,2 while the European teacher with equivalent qualifi-
cation received three to four tlimes as large and carried
pensions.

To most Europeans, to educate the Native was to
endanger the white man's domination; at least, they covld
see no reason why the Native should receive academlc educa-
tion, The minister of Native Affairs once wmade this comment
on the Native education:

He (the WMinister) was &afraid that very largely
education was calculated werely to Europesnize the
Netive, with the result that every Native who had

had a modicum of educstion did not want to do manual
work. TFor many years to come the bulk of the Native

S [ ] ] L] L L 4

4e Burger, op. cit, p. 171
2. Ibid., p. 167
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populaticn would have to do manusl work. But now
they wanted to be clerks or teachers, or work in
an office. People were asking to-day whether
public money should be used to educate Natives
and trein people who became Communists, !

The Natives were made to pay forthelr own educa-
tion. 1In a sense, they paid for the Europesn's education
too, which was seven times more costly than their own educa-
tione The white man did not pay for his primary education
which was fully paid through the general tax of the Govern-
ment. The majority of white men in South Africs paid no
income tax. The tax came la rgely from customs, mining
companies and Industries, snd those whose incomes were over
four hundred pounds., Their big profits were made possible
only because the Natives were working much harder yet re-

celved only one-tenth of the white mant's receipt.2

c. Sexual Domination:; The last resort on defending
the white man's supremecy in South Africa was sexual domina-
tion., The loss ofﬂdistinction among the races will give no
ground for apartheid politics, and the white man's supremacy
will vanlsh,

The first sexual discrimineticn law was passed

in 190% in Transvaal province as the Immorality Ordinance,
and was amended in 1908, Heavy penalty has been laid on
illegal sexual relationship between Europesn and non-European.3
Marriage contract between European and non-European was made

1, Dvorin, op. cit., p. 5%
2. Cf. Burger, OPe Cito, PLe. 102"106
3. Paton, Op. eit., p. 11~ ~. . 7
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illegal throughout the Union except in Cape province. Since
the inaugurstion of the apertheid policy in the Nationalist
Government in 1948, the Mixed Marriage Act was introduced.
Mixed marriage in the Cape now was made illegal,

The Native Defintticn Act was used to prevent/
mixed marriage. It defined a Hetive as "a serson both of
whose parents belong or belonged to an aboriginal race or
tribe." A verson who wished to free himself from all re-
strictions as a Native had to be & great-grandchlld of mixed

marriage.l

D. The Result of Apartheid

1. Poverty, Disease, and Ignorancé

a. Poverty: The Natives were poverty-stricken, Iﬁ a
broad sense poverty may be indicsted as lack of money, wealth,
knowledge and skille. But the most direet indication should
be the income. According to 1942 statistics, the average
Native family in the Reserve had about three pounds (about
$10.00) per year to s nd on taxes (one pound and ten shill-
ings), on clothes and on extra foode The total annusl in-
come of the family was probably twenty pounds, or about two
and a half pence per day per head of population. Resulting
from thisy most families were permanently in debt. The only
way to pnay off the debt was to work in the Furopean area.

1. Burger, op. cite., p. 138
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Sixty per cent of the adult male population were at least
once absent from the Reserve, seeking work in the European
area, twenty per cent of the adult meles were constantly
absent frow the Reserve.l
Because of the lack of adult populatlon in the
Reserve the farms became deteriorated, family life was de-
stroyed, polygamy flourished, more children were born, and
poverty increased.
Apartheid was responsible for the Native's poverty

through its policy of economic domination. South Africa as
a whole was rich, ninety-eight per cent of European femilies
received an annual incowe from 240 to 500 pounds. Why were
the Natives poor? It was not necessary at all that one
person's wealth should result in another's poverty. However,
some one's poverty might by chance, if not by apartheid,
result in snother's prosperity, as Burger says,

It is well known thet recruiting for the mines reaches

its peak when there hsve been crop failures in the

Reserves, or during what are officilally known as the

thunger months'!s, In a very real sense, mining dividends

depend on misery in the Reserves and part of Britain's

national income is derived from the misery of under-

nourishment and disease.2

b. Disease; The death rate of both Coloureds and Natives
was high in south Africa. According to 1940 statistics,

Coloured death rate 1s twice as high as that of the

Europeans. Moreover, the Coloured poverty-rates is

also abnormally high and in Cape Town it is ten

times as high as that of Europeans. The reason for
this sbnormally high death rate csn be summed up

L] . ® [ [ [}

l, Cf. Burger, op. cit.,, pp. 51-53%
2. Ibid., p. L9
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in one word 'poverty'.l
The infant death rete in the Reserve was incredible,2

15% to 25% of children die during tie first yesr,

30% " before second "
60% " before eighteenth

The reason for this high death rate might be explasined by
the deficiencyof food resulting, of course, from povertye.
The Hative food wes composed mainly of meslie meal (maize),
wild spinach and ksffir beer (a drink msde from corn and
maize). Neat was a luxury: snd milk was scarce and far
beyond the reach of an average family. These starchy foods
were insufficientic enable a persén to e rform continuous
lasbour. And even these foods, although inadequate.in
quality, were~frequently.unobtainable.

| According to statistics, twenty-five per cent
of adult males were physically unfit for mining labourers,?
Because of this, the Native Reserves have gradually fsiled
as being the reservbirs of labour for the white man's in-
dustries. DMNore Africens had to be imported from abroad to

work in mines.

Ce Ignorancé: Ignorance begets superstition, superstition
makes life more miserable and poor, In the Reserves, eighty-
éight rer cent of school-going age children did not go to
school. Even among the twelve per cent of children at school,

the majority of them were under or at standard eleven. Oc-

L 3 * L ] ® . .
1. Burger, op. cite., p. L9
2. Race Relation News, December, 1950
3. Burger, ope. cit., p. 51
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occasionally, there have been a few Bantu receiving a bache_
lor's degree from the University of the Witwatersrsnd and tpe
Cape Town University, the only universities in South Africa
hsving no race discrimination in admission of non-European
students.
| Thus, the mass of the population remains illiten

ate and superstitious. Initiation schools where puberty
rites were performed were regular features of life. Magic,
witcheraft and polygamy flourished. <+the witech doctor
performed healing, prevented evil, "smelled out™ the evil-
doer and told fortunes.

floughing and reaping were dictated by the witep-
doctor according to his "doctoring' of the field. There was
superstition agsinst having good séeds in cultivation for feayp
that the white man might come and take away their Heserve.

Through traditions cattle were used minly for
religious ceremonies and marriage compensstion known as
"Lobola". A certsin number of cattle was required by the
bride's psrents to compencate over thelr loss of a child-begpen,
Little had been done to remove thelcattle's quality for meat,

milk and ploughing.
2. The Impracticability of Apartheid

a&. Cultural Theory: The same old argument, thaj
the Native should develop on his own line, was still the ney
apartheid's cultural theory. Some argued that the Native

would be happier if left along his own line, others main-
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- tained the "good" 1ife for the Native is found in his racigy
cultural, and territorial isolation. The Nationalist al~

leged, "every person can only abttain his highest freedom ang
1
fullest self-realization within the unit of the nation."

Others went farther to say the Native can develop in Europ-
ean areas only at the expense of the European. Leo Mar-
quard summarizes apartheid's cultural theory in the follow-
ing words, |

The African and the European are two different
races and can never live in one political state
without producing either injustice to the African
or the decline of Furopean power. The European

on the other hand, dare not allow the African

his political rights because Western civilization
will then be swampéd by Bantu civilizabion. On

the other hand, if the African is working in
Buropean industries, it is unjust not to grent

him eivil rights. Farther, the African, like the
Afrikaner, is entitled to develop his own language
and culture, in fact, without that development

he will never become a really integrated person-
nality. As long as he remains part of the Buropean
state he will become an imitative European instead of
a good African. In the European state he cannot be
allowed to attain positions of trust and power and
responsibility as he could if he were in his own
country. £

The implications of the theory would be the re-
vival of the tribalism, the emphasis of Bantu language, and
separation between the Native and the Eurcvean. The Governgp
General of the Union, Dr. E.G, Jansen, once urged the de-
tribalized Native td come Eack to their tribal life,

® 9 50 8 6t 0

1. Dvorin, Op. cit., p.5
2. Marquard, Op. cit., p. 135
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It will definitely be worth one's while to consider
whether this type of Native cannot ageain be part of
a progressively oriented tribel relstionship to the
advantage of all concernedel
Missionsries have transcribed the Bantu language
into writing. It has been studied in the leading univer-
sities in South Africa as a subject. It was glso used in
the Bantu schools as their wedium until Standard IV. A4s
soon - as the Native reslized it was the English language,
not Bantu, which ensbled him to get a job in the European
area, he was relubtant to learn the latter. For a few
advanced Native students in colleges, requirements had to
be met according to the English standsrd. One cannot expsct
them to learn the Bantu language which offers very little
credit to their success.
The question of tribalism needs to be considered.
Can tribelism be preserved? What is tribslism? Would
it mean the tribal relationship, the suthority of the chief,
the matrimonial traditions, pubertsl initistion, or many
other traditions? No one can deny that the African tribalism
waf broken down simply because of the Europesn countact., If
E tribalism is Inevitsble, the former result should be ex-
pected, even it 1s undesirable. One should not expect the
Hative to keep "Lobola" and yet receive Christisn missionaries

preaching the free will of man. Tribslism was doomed to be

broken, as Dvorin says,

l. Dvorin, op. cits., p. 97
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Tribalism cennot be preserved. The influences
which lead inevitsbly to its disappearance are
already too powerful and widespread. The African
all over the continent is claiming liberty from
the old tribal restrictions, he has seen or
heard enough of a new world to make him frankly
bored with village life on the customasry model,
and he is rapidly losing his respect for tradi-
tionsl lore, The tribs are bresking up from
within and ii is too late for the process to

be arrested.

The last implication of apartheid!'s cultural
theory is sevaration of contact between Buropesn and non=-
European., Can this be done? Contact is the beginning of
cultural assimilistion and the impulse of cultural progress.
Separation of contact would mean stagnancy at least of Bantu
civilization if not the Turopesn's. Even if separation
should be done for European cultural expediency to prevent
the European deterioration, it would be impracticable simply

for economic reasons., This will be explained lster,

B. BEconomic Theory: This involves the theory of "devel-
oping within his own area," MNalan had promised the Native
leaders during his inaugurstion, "Your land will be restored
and your young men and women trained to improve methods of
cultivation,"2 Therefore, the sxpectancy of future develop-
ment in the Reserves was the justification of apartheid
policy, justification to force millions of Natives to come
back to the Reserves,

There are two practicable problems here. Can the

1. Ibid., p. 98
2. Ibid., p. 95
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Reserve be developed as a happy and prosperous national
home? Can the three million displaced Natives be sent back
to the Reserves?

The burning problems of the Reserve now are the
deterioration of land, the reduction of productivity, and
the deterioration of the cattle. 4ll of these are related
to the shortage of land and the misuse of it. Before
Europeans dominated the cowmntry, the Native primitive method
of cultivating and pésturing often caused beriodical famine.
Because the land and lgbour were abundant, the situation was
not too severe., After the European arrived, the Natives
were jammed into the designated Reserves, the acreage was
much reduced. Because of the cessation of tribal war, the
population had increased rapldly. The land was much wasted
because of the absence of adult male labourers and because
of the self-subsistance economic system. 4&ll these resulted
in the deterioration of land and reduction of productivity,

Efforts have been made by the Government to re-
store the land in the Reserves. Three million pounds (paid
through the Native Texation), were spent during the period,
1910-19%36, while during the same period one hundred million
pounds wergAspent for the Europeasn farms.l The European
insisted the Native must pay for his advancement. Bearing in

¢« o s s o o

1. Burger, op. cit., Dpe. 149
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mind that the sverage Native received only about one-tenth
of the average Zuropesn income, one can visulize how far
the Native could advance and how much the Reserves can be
improved.

Much has been said about allocating more land to
the Reserves. The movement started in 1913 when the Native
Land Act was ta ssed end nine million morgsns of land were
allocated to the Native., After twenty ye:zrs of pleading for
more land, four more million morgans were added, composing
only thirteen per cent of the total area of the country. It
is very doubtful if more lends sre availeble for the Reserve
right now,.

The problem of the displaced Netives must also be
considered. Can these three million Natives be sent back to
the Reserves? The fsmous Fagan Report of 1948 has stated
the impossibility of sending the town Natives back and of
stopping the influx of Natives to towns. Statistics have
shown that in the yesr of 1953 more Natives came to town to
work in the industries than four years ago before the inau-
guration of the apartheid policy. NMalan's Opposition in the
Parliament quoted the: figures of inereasing Natives in the
white man's area as from 165,000 to 220,000,t

The sincerity of the apartheid policy in separa-
ting the Zuropean and non-FEuropean population has been doubted

by the late Prime Minister simply because of its impracti=-

le New York Times, Februsry 2, 1953, p. 7
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cability,
The policy of separating and segregating our Native
population as a whole in our Native Reserves is a
policy which is impossible to carry out in this
country. If that is the policy which is meant by
apartheid then I have no hesitation in saying it is
an impossible to carry out. 1
The further impracticablility of the economic
theory of apartheid is that the European society cannot
afford to lose the Native'!s cheap labour, which has become
an integral vart of the Union's production. If, one day,
all Natives left the white man's area, all economic establign-

ments would cease to function.
B, Summary

The Unionist, E. Sachs, in his new book, The

Choice Before South Africa paints apartheid really dark in

his summary paragraph,

To sum up; 'Honourable Apartheid! means for the Native
people landlessness, poverty, a complete denial of
elementary rights, a denial of proper education,
vocational training of ever becoming skilled; it
means violence, terror, wholesale imprisonment, per-

petual slavery. 2
According to the findings in this chapter, apary-
heid was not a new social policy of the white man's South
Africa. The difference between the Nationalist's apartheid
and the pfevious Colour Bar policies was only in degree

1. Proposed Abolition of Native Representation, Weekly
News Letter, No. 445, Aug. 23, 1948, p. 7
2. Sachs, Op. e¢it., p. 35
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rather than in nsture. Apartheld was more strict and thorough
and wider than the Colour Bar policies in its applications,

There were two functions in the implications of
apartheid, one was to divide, the other was to rule. In other
words, it was a policy of separation plus domination. It
separated the population of the country into four isolated
races, Europesn, Coloured, Asiatic, and Native, in territory
as well as in soclal systems. The separation was not only a
horizontal one but slso a vertical one which elevated all
Buropesns on top of other races. This was the policy of
domination, another name for apartheid; Domingt ion was dic-
tatorial and was possible only through force.

It was noted thet the Reserve deteriorated rather
than improved in the Native's 'Geveloping on his own area."
The tribalism was broken rsther then reinforced by the non-
thite's "developing on his own line,"

The result of apartheid wss poverty, disesse,
and ignorance., Avartheid wzas impracticsble and dishonest.

Its result came far short of its alle gations, "Nothing will

beitaken from you without giving you something better in itg
l .

place."

¢ &0 000 a0 000

l. vvorin, Up. cit., p. 95
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CHAPTER III
APARTHEID IN THE CHURCHES

#. Introduction

As the previous chapters have deelt with the
background and policy of(apartheid in the stete, this chap-
ter will deal with the attitude and practice of the White
Christian churches in this apartheid policy. Finally, the
chapter will conclude with a comparative survey of the
world's existing racisl theories and with the Christian

judgment on apartheid policies.

Be Attitude of White Churches Toward Apartheid

1. The White Christian Churches in South Africa

a. The Dutch Reformed Church; The South African Chris-
tian Churches were divided also along the racial line. The
Duteh Reformed Church of Soubth Africa, officially celled
"De Nederduitse Gereforeerde Kerk in Zuid-Afriks," was estabe
lished as the oldest Christian church of the land after the
arrival of Van Riebeek in 1652 in the Cape.1 In 1946 it had
won the unanimous support of the white population of the
country with an enrolled wmembership of one million and a

l. Taylor, Christianity and the Natives of South Africa, p. 205
Plessis, A History of Christian Missions in South Africa,

Pe 7
Dvorin, op. cite, p. 39
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gquarter out of the total two and a half million white popu-
lation in the country.l It composed four Federated Dutch
Church mission churches of the Cape, Free State and Trans-
vaal as well as the Gereformeerde and Hervormde Churches,
In the days of the Great Trek, a century ago,
the Dutch Reformed Church followed the trekkers to the in-
land 2nd has woven itself deeply intc the life of the Cal-
vinist Boers. The Church then identified itself with the
Afrikaan-~spesking Boers'and their Nationalistic racial
policy.2 Today\the Reformed Church stands closest to the
Government. The Prime Minister, Dr. lialan, was a former
Reformed Church minister 1ﬁ the Cape and a seminsry student
of the University of Utrecht where he received his Doctor's

degree of Divinity.

be. The English-spesking Churches and the Christian

Council: The Anglican snd many other Protestant denomina-
tions came to South Africa accompanied by English Colonists,
Owing to the reluctance of learning the Africaan language
and to the Nationelistic action of the Boer towsrd the Eng-
1lish newcomers as congquerers, those Churchés often grouped
themselves as the English-speakling Churches. This dividing
line was sharpe ned after the withdrawsl of the Christian
Council of South Africa in 19413 Tt is justifiable, there-

L » . L] ® L 4

l. Marquard, op. cite., p. 203

2. Burger, op. ¢ite, T. 177, Dvorin, op. cit. p. L0

5. Taylor, The Christian Council of South Africs, South
African Qutlook, May 1, 1941, p. 101
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fore, to consider the Christian Council of South Africa sas
s collective representation of the English-spesking Churches
of this land in racial asttitudes for two reasons. First,
the Council wes estsblished in 1936 and was sffilisted with
m~re than thirty churches and missions in this country. These
included four of the princinpal English—speaking churches with
large Europsan communities, namely, the Church of the Province
of South Africa (4nglican) and the Congregational, iethodist
and Presbyterian Churches, Each of these had its own missions
among the Coloured and African people.l Second, the Reforwed
Church withdrew its support from the Council on account of
the rscial issues. This was verified by the president of
the Council, Dr. Bdward W. Grant as he said,

If racialism or a different social outlook or wﬁat~

ever it may be has deprived the Council of the rich

benef it of the presence and help of the Dutch Re=-

formed Church, there is the more reason for the

other churches to draw together.2
2. The Attitude Towsrd Apartheid as a Policy of Domination

With the findings of the previous chapter in mind,
apertheid policy had seemingly bsen formulsted and carried
on as a policy of domination., Most accusations which had
been made by the English churches to the Government as well
as the Dutch Reformed Church were on this base, Christian
principles and Scriptures were used on both sides pro and
con, to some degree, both were seemingly honest in their
o e o o o o

1. Grant, The Christian Council of South Africa, I.R.M.,
July, 19)4)4-: Do 258

2. Taylor, The Christian Council of South Africa, Op. cit.,
p. 101
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beliefs,

Both were convinced that the racial issue was
involved with moral 2nd religious principles of huiian re-
lationship, therefore,the church could not keep silent. Both
the English-spesking end the Dutch Reformed Church claimed
this policy must be in conformation with God's purpose, and
His‘guidsnce must be sought.l However, the English-spesking
Churches referred more often to the principles of the New
Testament while the Dutch Reformed Church had more Hebrew
Nationalistic influence grawn specially from the 01ld Testa-
ment. While the English guoted the Sceriptures for Christian
unity, the Reformed Church sought in them for the Divine
sanction for racial differentiatim. As the argument grew
bitter 2nd as the Yew Testament support for this apartheid
policy was almost exhausted, the Reformed Churchmen started
to talk sbout the history of racial relations in South Africa.
Their realistic philosophy was accompanied with words of
accusation and amibiguity such as "The Crux of the Racial
Situvation in South Africa,"2 and "the voice of Communism."

"The Kerbode (the officizl napers of the Reformed
Church) after listing the churches lined upén the other side
declared, "the editors of the Christisn Century ststed,"that
it recognized 'The Voice of Communism! in the condemnation
which‘these churches have leveled against the lMalan rscial

1. A Report of the Rosettenville Conference, Op. cit., p. 7
2. Gerdener, The Crux of the Roce Relstion, I.R.M., July,

19&9: pe 281
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polities.'" "When a Christian church is reduced to charging
the other churches are Comsunist'!s dupes or agents," the
editor continued, "Thats a sign that it has about run out

of valid arguments by which it supports its position."

a. The Accusation of the English-speaking Churches.
When the Colour Bar Blll was under discussion in the House
in 1926, the English-speaking Churches launched their of-
ficial protest against it to General Hertzog's Government.
The protest was signed by the Archbishop of Capetown and alq
the Anglican Bishopa in South Africa; by the Councils and
other representative bodies of the Wesleyan, Unitariaen,
2
Baptist. Presbyterian, and Congregationist communions.
The protest stated that |
it is certainly wrong that any should be legaliv
prohibited from doing any kind of work for ’
which he is qualified, merely on the ground of
colour. 3
The protest went on,
It is contrary to the moral and religious
principles of white civilization and Ghrsitianitv
to discriminate as this Bill does against working
men on the ground that they are 'natives as
therein defined. 4
This protest was rejected by the Prime Minister as "A most
unworthy document." Then he turned on the English ministerg

as well as missionaries with contempt and hatred saying,

...people of South Africa have not seen the ligpns
of day in connection with a matter like this fon

® 6 50000000 an

1. Church Opposition to Apartheid Growing, The Christian
Centruy, Nov. 16, 1949, pp. 1348-1349

2. Olivier, Op. cit., p. 146

5. Ibid., pp. 145~146

4. Loc. cit.
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a hundred years, when the Boers on the eastern
borders were slandered =2nd driven out of the
country by a number of missionaries and others
esesthe people of South Africa looked on the
missionaries of South Africa as = contem&tible
class of persons who should not be here,

When the new apartheid policy was initiated by
the Nationalist Party, the Christisn Council in South Africs
published a pemphlet entitled "The Churches! Judgment on
Apartheid! which resds,

The churches in South Africa, wi th the exception
of the Dutch Reformed Church, have condemned as
immorsl and unchristiesn any policy based on racial
distinctlions in so far as such a policy is con-
trary to the precepts of natural law and of Chris-
tian revelstion...+.The policy of apsrtheid is not
a purely political matter, It affects the foun-
dations of relations of men to men and involves
our deepest valuations of humen nsture. It is
primarily & morel and religious issuve.,...The
churches steand firm on the universal dignity be-
longing to all men as rational creatures called
to one end.=

In addition to the accusation of the violation
of the Christian principles in the racial issue, a further
attack wes made on the raclal attitude of the Reformed
Church. A century ago,ever since the Great Trek, the Boers
have alweyé considered tlemselves as the chosen people of
God with the right to dominate other races. lackenzie veri-
fied this fact as he salid,

«..the literal fact is that the Boers apply the 01d
Testament language concerning Israel literally to
themselves and its langusge concerning the Canaanites

who were destroyed and crushed out, literally to
the Native tribeseess

1. Ibid, p. 143
2. The Civie Rights League, Capetown, 1949
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In their prayers the language of the heroes of the
01d Testament is freely appropriated, they are God's
people, and their enemies are His enemies. No one
who has freely mingled with this people can doubt
that they have persuaded themselves by some wonderful
mental process that they are God's chosen people

and that the blacks are the wicked and condemned
...0ver whose heads the Divine anger lowers con-
tinuously. 1

This is not merely a historical record but a
live attitude which had been carried down for a century.
Coupled with this coneept of Jewish nationalism, the Cal-
vinistic creed of predéestination had also played a great
part in their racial attitude. In Dr. MacCron's elabrate
study of the racial prejudice in South Africa, he admitted
the Calvinistic theotrogy of the Reformed Church had greatly
influenced the people,
its (the Calvinistic creed) doetrine of predestination,
its emphasis upon the community of the elect, the
exclusive twist that could be given to its teachings,
were all perfectly adapted to the interracial situation
of the frontier. The conclusion was readily drawn and
applied, that the heathen fell outside the scheme of
salvation. 2

By virtue of this fact he (the Boer) justified to himself

his right to dominate others, the Coloured and the Native

3

alike, who could never compete with him on equal terms.

This over-simple interpretation of the Scripture
was ridiculous to the English Churches. To clarify this
Christian concept of race, the Archbisop of Cape Town pub-
lished his article, "Christianity and Race," in 1950. He

0 509800 0000

1. Mackenie, South Africa, p. 154

2. MacCron, Race Attitude in South Africa, p. 129

3. The Most Rev. the Archbishop of Cape Town, Christianity
and Race, Race Relations, Nos. 1-2, 1950, pp. 13-14
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answered the Boers' question in a simple statement,
...the claim that because you belong to a particular
race you have the right permanently to dominate
other races seems to me to be un-Christian.... Race
according to His will is good, but racislism is of
the Devil. 1

The English-speaking Churches! accusation on
apartheid policy will not be complete without mentioning
the declaration of the famous Rosetenville Conference of
the Christian Council of South Africa in 1949. Here the
Conference solemnly proclaimed, "The value of man belongs
to all men." God's purpose for man is not that one race
should be dominated by other or that the state should reduce
the individual to a slave, but to produce free men and to
afford men regardless of race and colour to develop his

2
personality and talents unrestrictedly.

In line of this liberal and Christian view of
humanity, Professor Mokitimi, an African Vice-Prinecipal of
Healdtown Institute, echoed this declaration and poured his
lamentation over apartheid in his article, "Apartheid and
the Christian Spirit."

Those who preach apartheid insist that it is the only
way by which white domination can be preserved. To
the non-European this can only mean perpetual subju-
gation, a denial to him of the fundamental human
right of attaining, in the land of his birth and

his domiecile, the highest of which he is capable.

There weill be obstacles purposely laid ageinst his
advance. There will be 1limits set

& s 0090 80 00

1. LOC L cit‘. *
2. Cf. Report of Rosettinville Conference, Op. cit., pp.15-41
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to his progress, It must mean this, otherwise one
cannot see how white domination can ever remain en-
sured. And to let any one see the light and then
deny him the right to aspire to reach it is of the
very essence of crueltye.

be The Answer of the Dutch Reformed Church: The Re-
formed Church denies thet apsrtheid is a policy of domina-

o , :
tion.: Concerning the politicsl dominstion, the Reformed
Church excused itself on the grounds of the Native's poli-
ticsl immaturity ss "having.(not) cut their wisdom teeth
and become of age." The Reformed Church Federal Council
also argued,

The franchise 1s a means of grace that wmust be used

with the greatest care and responsibility to God.

The Christisn does not regard the franchise sas

qualifying him to wake laws, which is the function

of the state, the vote, for the Christian is always

a 'symbol of God's sovereignty and every vote cast

must reflect the will of God...The franchise is a

treasure wnich should belong only to those who are

of age politically =2nd are able to use it respon-~

sibly before God. The African does not fulfil these

requirements, and tie refore, will not be able to

use their right correctly.’

The Church never defended the economic domination,

The aims of the Church's economic policy was parallel de-
velopment of both white and black. It wes entirely different
from apartheid as a policy of economic domination. At this
point the Church had a clean hand and the Government admitted
its responsibility of initisting this economic policy. It

C e L ® . L] L

1. Mokitimi, Apartheid and the Christian Spirit, I.R.M.,
July, 1949, p. 277

20 Ib ti-dc’ p L] 289

3. Marquard, Op. eilt., p. 213 -



is interesting to note that the Reformed Church was silent
both in the Colour Bar Act and in the apartheid policy on
their economic aspect, because there was a cqmplaint which
was made to the Economic Commission in 1926 when the Colour
Bar Bill was under discussion, "We wish to apply Christian
principles but apparently we cannot do so without committing
suicide."

A congress of the Reformed Church was held in
Bloemfontien to discuss the apartheid poiicy in 1950. The
conclusion was made that apartheid should mean tatal separa.
tion instead of domination. When Malan, the Prime Minister
of the Union, referred to the Church's decision in the
Parliament, he said,

It was not considered, however, that total territorial
separation was a practical poliey. It was an idesal
but it was not the policy of the Nationalist Party. 2

In other words, the Prime Minister implied the
economic policy of apartheid will continue to bring the
Native inbo the European economic system as a labour class
under the Colour Bar Law,

The Church made no defense on its doctrine of
chosen race or heathen race from the Scriptures bub froﬁ
the authority of their experience. Dr. Gerdener, the Re-
formed Church's spokesman, called the racial situation in

® ¢ 09 86685000000

1. Van der Merwe, The Development of Missionary Attitudes
in the Dutch Reformed Churches of South Africa, p. 208

2. The Dutch Reformed Churches Call for Root and Branch
Separation, South African Outlook, May 1, 1950, p. 69
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South Africe the "ecrux" which could only be understood by

1

long experience. lalan praised the Bloemfontein congress's

epproval of apartheid not éo much for their Biblical know-
ledge but because "delegates there had been authorities on
miséionary work, e

It is not just to classify all Reformed Churchmen
as holding the sawe view. There were many church members
who spoke sgainst the Church's policy. Dr. B.B. Keet, a
prominent scholsr of the Dutch Reformed Church and also g
member of the faculty of the Theological Seminary at the
‘Stellenbosch University wrote in "Die Kerbode", the official
papef of the Church, dealing with the Scriptural grounds
quoted by the Synodal Commission, that

WWhen we come to the second pert of the Commission's
report, viz. the Scriptural grounds of apartheid,
we must remember that the pronouncements of the
Scriptures sre used to support the political as
well as the religious policy of apertheid,...the
whole reasoning is false and unscriptural. One can
ask: 'How does the Commission arrive at such an
interpretation snd declaration of the Scriptures?!
I notice that some of the members of the Commission
were old students of mine. I can but declare
solemnly here that they did not lesrn such an in-
terpretation of the Seriptures at the Theological
Semlnary, and they will find it no where in the
Christian Churche....The Cormission says that

they find nothing in the letter or spirit of the
01d and New Testaments in conflict with the

policy of separate, autonomous development to
independence. It all depends what is meant by
sepsrate development, If it mesns separated,
divided from, as- it must be rezd in the whae con-

© [ ] ® L - L J

l. Gerdener, op. cit., I.R.M., July, 1949, op. 283-290
2. The Dutch Reformed Churches- Call- for-Root and Branch
Separation, Op. cit., p. 69
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text, then it is opposed to everything to which the
evangelical message both in the Yew and 014 Testa-

ments stand.
%2e The Attitude Toward Apartheid as a Policy of Separation

Both the English-speaking and the Reformed
Churches agreed that there should be a sepsrstion between
the black and white races., However, the cause, the method
and theextent of sepsration are totally different according
to both Churches. To the English Church sepsration was
necessary because of the temporery and cultural difference
of both races, the method should not entail force and the
extent was confined to the residence only. On the other
hand, the Reformed Church conceived that the separdion was
imperative because of the permanent difference betwesn the
white and blasck races. It is like '"an African lily," as
it was literally expressed, which can never become "a Euro-
pean rose."? Separation should therefore be . eXtended to
every sphere of life: political, socigl, and religious.

The Reformed Church spoke boldly on segregation
as her '"solemn duty"? snd here she clsimed thet this was the
purpose of God,

eeeit 1s evidently impossible for the White end Black
to live together end fulfil the purposes of God for
themese.there sre basic principles in God's Word

which support it, it is agreed that sepasrate churches
and schools are in the interests of the Nastives,

e L ] * L] L J L 4

l. Weekly Wews Letter, Jan. 1, 1950
2. Gerdener, The Dutch Reformed Church end the Racisl Situa-
tion in South Aprica, Race Relstions, No. 1-2, 1950, p. 6

3. Paton, Christian Unity, p. L
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while the maln purpose of the Church remains the
dissemination of God's Word. 1

The Scriptural sanction of apartheid was not
clearly stated with definite references. In this juncture,
Dr. Gerdener only argued on the negative side,

If segregation needs Biblical justification, then
surely integration (race) cannot do without it.

We are not prepared teo acknowledge that the Bible
" eontains in so many words any text in favour of
such things as the abolition of slavery, the re-
pudiation of polygamy or the practice of infant
baptism. And yet these things have been brought
about---in some cases long after the New Testa-
ment was written....2

Maybe the real cause of race segregation in
this connection was not a matter of Scriptural approval
or disapproval. Viewing the historical development of the
race attitude of the Reformed Church, one can find nothing
against race integration. Even mixed marriage was never

, 3
considered wrong in the early years. It was through many
sad experiences of mixed marriages and miscegenation in the
vape that the Church started to preach against it, and

Sceriptural disapproval was sought. To this purpose, both

Reformed and English Churches are holding firm.

Many other reasons have been given for supporting

the separation policy, Dr. Gerdener of the Reformed Church

argued that the separation policy was ecclesiastically,

1. The Dutch Reformed Churches Call for Root and Branch
Separation, Op. e¢it., p. €8

2. Gerdener, Dutch Reformed vhurch and the Racial Situation
in South Africa, Race Helations, wnos.l-2, 1950, p. 4

3. Van der Merwe, Up. cit., p. 240
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morally, end educsticnaelly sound. Educstionally, sepsrate

system would ensure best and practical results for the Na-
tives to meet the needs of their daily life. liorally, it
prevented the Wative from leaving his home to work in the
white mon's area for the materialistic gain. Ecclesiasti-
cally, it assisted the missionsary work by increasing the
efficiency of the work when the Bible and hymn books were

used in the native's own tongue.l

Ce Apartheid In Church-Practice

l. The White Christian Churches

ae The English-~spesking Churches: The English Churches
consldered all Christians, white and black alike as members
of the same community and that they should share in the
Government of the Church even though it might be practically
expedient for white and black to worship in separate churches.
In fact, there were only a small nuwber of Anglicsn churches
where Europeans and non-Europesns worshipped together, but
the great majority of congregstions had separate churches.

Not like the Reformed Church, a non-Europesn

would not be refused admissicn into the church. However,
the non-European wowld, in most cases, sit on the back pew,
In Conmunion, he would wait on one side and be served after

the white communicants,

1. Gerdéner,rop, cit,, International Review of Missions,
July 1949, pr.292~-294 :



The English Churches did not believe the idea
that the Furopesn should not treat the non-European on
equal terms in daily contacts. This would be best illus-
trated in the Sundasy School Convention.

The World Sunday School Convention was due to be
held in Durbsn in 1940, 411 South Africa Christian Churches
were invited to send representatives to the Convention.
Controversy was aroused because there would be no colour
bar in the Convention. The Afrikanerbond Vir Rassestudies
_proteésted, ‘'saying that- . the equality of colour proposed
by the Convention 1s opposed to the religious and socisal
policy which, under Godts guidance, makes a sharp dividing
line between black and white, Other reasons were given
that joint conferences cause the "lower cultural race'' to
lose his réspect for the white man and also lecse his respect
for himself,

Some liberal Reformed Churches compromised by
agreeing thst they would go to the Convention if their rep-
resentatives would be housed separately, sit separately,
and have their tea separately. The English Church immediately
replied, thet if this were agreed to, it would be the Afri-
caners who would be sepsrated in the Gonvention.l

The Fnglish-spesking church believes that Chris-
tian fellowship end unity ere besed on equality. Galatians
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1. Burger, op. cit., p.178
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%:38 was often quoted in support of the absolute equality
of all, At this point, Ur. Gerdener asrgued, there are two
kinds of equalities like the equalitles between husband and
wife. They ere spiritually equal but physicslly unequal,
Dr. Gerdener implied the unequal treatmént of a non<REuropean
Christian in the daily contact is only a reflection of the
‘physicael inequality end it does not injure the spiritual
equality in fellowship.l This idea is well expressed in one
of the Heformed Church's Synods,

The disposition of Curistian love and spiritusl

oneness of which the New Testament speaks does

not in any way demand social eguality. We can

feel one and be one in the Lord, without having

contact with every colgur and race on equal

footing in deily life.2
In this connectlon the English Church does promote inter-

racial Christian fellowship in conferences and in church

fellowship with the educated Natives,

b The Dutch Reformed Church: Separate Communion for
the Natives in South Africa was first suggested e=rly in
1857 by Andrew Murray, 2 prominent missionary for the Africans
of the Reformed Church. Sepsrate mission churches were then
established in 1880. In the early days the question of bap-
tizing slaves was once raised in the Church's conference in
the Cape., Nevertheless, many slaves were baptized but not
one wes permitted to be a full member of the Church.B
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1, Gerdener, ope cite., I.R.M., July 1949, p. 286

2¢ Dutch Reformed Church and Colour Bar, South Africsn
Outlook, lareh 1, 1941, p. 52

3+ Defient South Africa, Christian Century, Sept. 28, 1949,
p. 1126
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The South Africa Law of 1909 decreed, "There shall
be no equality between white and black either inkchurch or
state."! This was the o0ld faith of the Boer Republics and
was interpreted in a way that the black and white must nét
agsociate on equal terms.l It was in conformity with the
State Law as well as with social condition that the Native
was not permitted to enter the white man's church to wor-
ship. It 1s interesting to know that Mahatma‘Gandhi was
once refused admission into a church at Durban on account of
his being non-European. Rev. C. P, Andrews lamented this
fact as he said, "Christ himself had been denied entrance
into his own Church where His name was worshipped." ?

The English-speaking churches have taken their
stand against apartheid upon the principles of Christianity
and the words of the Holy Scriptures. Eveﬁ the Duteh Reformed
Church d4id not approve the economic inequality of the apart-
heid pelicy in the past as well as gtkthe present. Here a
gquestion was asked once by the Nati#e Representative
Senator brooks,

If, for example, the principle of the colour bar is
wrong, how is it that we have a de facto colour bar
in so many of our churches. If The Church practice
is right, ought we not to be a little less self-
righteous in our criticism of the State?

Is it not true that in the most sécred of Christian

service, bitter resentment would be felt by many
at the intrusion of colourt Is it not true that,
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1. Dutch Reformed vhurch and Colour Bar, Op. cit., p. 52
2. Brooks, Op. cit., p. 169
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to obtain real fellowship a Coloured man or woman,
light enough to pass as white, would frequently
have to live a lie in his church just as much as
he has to do in the world outside? Is it not the
case that sometimes behind a facade of equal rights
- are hidden practical discriminations of great
importance? 1
These accusations were aprliable not only to the Reformed
Church but the English Churches alike. The English Church
would pay his Coloured morker just as the way the Crown Mine
would its Coloured miner upon a coloured discriminative
scale., Separate congregations were just as distinctive as
separate residences. ©Separate churches were just as signi-
ficant as separate Reserves. One can go to endless number-
ing of race discriminations in the Christian Churches,
However, the existence of race segregation in
the English Churches must not discredit her faith in race

equality and uhity and their lip service in provagating

this cause.

2. The African or Separatist Church
| a. Origin: "Separatiém has been the result, to
a very large extent, of the presence of the colour bar within
the Christian Church." This is Senator Brooks! interpre-
tation of the resultofapartheid’ in theChristian Church.

The first Separatist‘church was established in
1892 by a Native Wesleyan minister Mokoni. Within ﬁhese
60 years, there have grown up éoo separate sects, 800

. 3
separate churches with 759,000 members (1952).
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1. Ibid., p. 168 _
2. Sundkler, Bantu Prophets, p. 37
3. Marguard, Op. cit., p. 203



The Reformed Church, believing in the separate
congregations for different racial groups, maintains the
African should establish his own separate churche He must
not have membership or control in the affairs of the parent
church, as it was often said, psople of dififerent races
should worshic God each in his own church. |

On the other hand, foreign missionaries advocate
planting an indigénous church; whichmms been defined as 2
self-supported,-éelf-propagated, and self-govérnad church,
This Would oproduce a truly native tyve of Christianity
sulted to the genius and needs of the race.

But to the Africenstheir motivation was to estab-
lish a church under their own control iIn reaction to the
race attitude and discrimination found in the white man's
church and among the white missionaries. Due to the increase
of colour consciousness of the Nstives, "the dack man dis-
covers that his salvetion is not found through the white
Christ."l 4s he is not wanted in the white men's church,
so his church must not be controlled by the white Church's
Government,

The Separstist church does not owe its existence
to any theological differences with its mother mission church
which is under the BEuropean control. All Sepsrstist churches
sre the results of secessions from Buropean - missions.
They all retsin the doctrines, policy, hymns and methods of
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l. Sundkler, op. cit., p. 280
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worshin of their parent bodies. They all draw recruits
from established Euroresn cortrolled.missions.l

The Separatist church is a nationalistic church,
anti-Furovean in sentiment, if not in its esctivities, I% 1is
an emotional escape from racial prejudice. TUnder the racial
domination system, the letives found no place in the Ilmd
of their birth. They dreamed thast in Heaven, there will be
a place for them. It is interesting to note that John 1l:2
was used to justify their hope., '"In my Father's house are
many mensions, 1f it were not so, I would have told you, for
I go to prepare a place for you." wss literally ianterpreted
88 a charter and a guarantee that there will be a separate
mansion ‘n Heaven for them.2

be Ethiopisnism: The idez of establishing a church

separated fror white control was esrly conceived by Reve
Nehemish Tile, 2 minister of the Wesleyan Church st Tembu-
land. He designated his church's nawe, the Tembu Church of
South Africa and in 188l enfroned Chief Ngangelizwe as its
visible head.?

The Ethionean Church was not estzblished until
1892 when Rev. lMangena lokoni seceded from his mother Wes-
leyen Mission Church in Pretoria.t The name given it was
taken from Psalm 68:31, "Ethiopie shall soon stretch out her
hands unto God." liokoni also took Acts 8:27 25 a nromise

L ] ® s L4

l. Hellmann, Op. cite, D. 56Z
2. Sundkler, ope cit., p. 27
5 Taylor, Christisnity and the Natives of South Africa, Op.cit.,
lie Tvid., F. 26 p. 75
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of the evangelizstion of Africa end to mean self-government
of the Africsn Church under African l aders.l The movement
under the Xk a2dership nof Iiokoni and his successors Mzimba,
Dwana and Coppin (190L) drew 16,000 members into their folds,
end missionaries were sent to Hhodesia, Zambezil, Suden and
Egypte
The Black Christ was portrayed in this movement,
and rumor was spvread thmt the white man's Bible is not the
true Bible., It says,
The Bible has been distorted by the Whites. The
Bible which the Bantu now have is the wrong book
eoees (There is) another Bible, hidden away from
the Bantu by the Whites, 2 book containing real
truth, whilst the !old Bible! was written only
to chest the Black man,
€, Zionism: The next largest Separatist movement in
South Africa wss the Zionist movement. It sprang up at the
turn of the 20th ceritury. This wmovement was chearscterized
by Fentecostsl speaking in tongues, and heelings which re-
call the "language of the dead" and magic spirituaslism. The

worshippers wear white robes adorned w th crosses of bright

*
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0lour and carry holy sticks. Their meetings are character-
ized by shouting, singing, and drum besting. More ALfrican
religious spirit wos manifested in them than Christian.

The Seperatist Churchhas grown and spread all over
the lend. But it is & résult of racial hetred and Nationalistic
response and Africsn Sniritualism rather than a healthy devel-
cpment of an indigeneous Christisn éhurch.
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An observer said,
It would confine its ectivities snd aggresive
energies to the creastion of discord and division
in the existing Churches....it would try to grab
from the existing Churcheg by means of splits,
as many people as 1t cen to be able to gsin
ground. The way open to this Church tells us
that unity will never be obteined by creating
a church on the foundetion besed on dividion
end hsatred., What would hapren is thet the
distance between the Eurcpeans and the Africans
would be widened sand thet the Africsns out
of touch with Euroveasn thougit would compromise
with heathenlism. Such g church would be were
African then Christian.
This warning should ewaken the Christian Church to realize
the severity of the race problem. She should not just blame

the State but work to put her house to ordere.

D. Apartheid and Other Rscial Policies

South Africa is not unique in her racial problemn,
there are many countries in Africa(as well as in South and
North America:) facing this 1 oblem of race relstions. llany
racial theories heve been practiced and scme have proven

successful,

le Bpartheid and Parsllelism

One successful policy is that of parallelism which
allows sll races to develop in a wmulti-racisl society parallelly.
Each race has full anc¢ equal opportunities to develop its
extellence in its culture as well as in its mode of life,
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1le Whet Africsn Church Lea&ders are Thinking, South African
Outlook, Feb. 1, 1951, p. 23
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Fach race is to be g distinct unit, and there is to be =
separsting of each from another socislly, politically and
econOmically.l But the sepsration is a verticsl rather than
a horizontel one like apsritheid. The function of Avsrtheid
is rather horizontal sevaration than the vertical divisiou
of the races. Apsrtheid is a policy of domination of one
rece over the other, admitting no equality and pafallel
development of the dominated facé. White South Africa will
not accept the parallelist race poliecy es leng as the white

can keep his supremacye.

2o Apsrtheid and Totel Separation

The racial policy of total separation had been
rracticed in Africa where the African populetion was dominant,
The word "sundering! or "dissceidtion'hes been coined for its
rveaning. It wasapolicy of complete separstion between the
Europesn and the Native in order to prevent the possibility
of the domination by the advenced rsce and to rreserve the
integrity 2nd cohesion of the Native population. They would
not live in a multi;racial scciety but a scciety of their own.
Their economic systew would be based on self-support. They
would keep thelir sociasl entity end indigenous political sys-
tewm. Professor Hoernle argues a true totel racisl servaration
system should,

include all that they (Netives) cen, end choose to
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make their own. It would emphstically not mean

thet they would be pushed beck into, or kept in,

an srtificisl perpetuation of primitive 'ways,F

on the contrary, they would have every oppor-

tunity to become sccultured at their own pace

end according to their own wishes, developing

industries and professions ss required. Total

gseparaticn, so conueﬁved would mean for the

Native escape from white domination, coupled

with unhindered access to Turogean culture.
This policy is in conflict with apartheid becesuse the la tter
allows no economic self-sufficiency in the Native Heserves.
The Wetive under Apertheid policy cannot be separated from
the European society economically. Therefore the total

seperation policy is no more prscticable than parallelism.for S.A

%o Apartheid and Assimiliation

The policy of assimilistion has been csrried out
in Sax th America. Racisl assimilistion does not mean race
ossimiliation but individuegl assimilistion. A race does
not assimilate but an individual does, Racial assimilation
cennot hspren on a large scele, it can only hacpen in a émall
scale and very slowly. It is a very n=ztural thing for one
race to become assimilated with an other when both come into
contect in ore society.z The first step of assimilation
would be cultuvral. The weak race would lesrn the language,
religion, vhilosophy, science and meny other cultursl back-
grounds of the advanced race. The indlvidual of the weak

race might totelly forget his own cultural background and

le Ibide, pe 172
2. Cfo Ibldo, Dp. 165 168



adopt the alien culture as his own. Thevnext step.-would
be nsturslly econowic assimilstion, The ihdividuél of the
weak race wmight submit himself to work for the advenced
rsce., He might scquire the civilized skills snd becorie a
croftsman in the multi-rscial society. Then he might take

a furtﬁer step to chenge his moces of living as his income
increassed. His food, clothes and many social habits might
be changed. Further asssimilstion would be political assimi-
lation. He might vote in the same roll with the individuals
of the advenced race snd he might even hold public office

in the government, The last step of zssimilation would be
nsturally racisl assimilstion in the form of inter-marrisge.
This policy would never be accepted in South Africa, The
Buroresn might have no objection to the first three steps

of culturel, economic and socialaassiﬁilation. In fact they
reject the whole development becasuse they know the outcome
would be rscial assimiletion., Rscial assimiletion will

destroy both apartheid and racisl domination.

. Tristseship snd Apertheid

The name trusteeship came after the first world
Wer while theﬁbrmér German and Italian colonies in Africa
were under the Trusteeship of the League of Nations. "There
should be aprlied the principle," ‘the League of NWations
vroclsimed, "That the well-being and development of such
peoples form a sacred trust of civilization."l

L ® * ° o »

l. 0ldham, Christianity and Race Problems, p. 100
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It was called a "sacred trust" to rule in the interest of
the indigenous race. This rule was to cove to sn end as
gsoon as the aboriginal rsce was politically meture. 1In
South Africa this would mean as Senator Brooks of ZSouth
Africa clailms:
the gradusl extension of the vote on a common roll
to all the peorle who have accepted Western civili-
zation; the gradusl abolition of the colcur ber in
industry, with prover safegusrds to European workers;
eventusl compulsory education for Africans; the
increase of land aveilable for African occuvration;
the provision of sub-economic housing for urban
Lfricans; the sbolition of legisletion that re-
stricts the free movement of Africauns,.

Trusteeshis will not be accented in South Africa
becsuse the white man wants to keep his rule forever, the
Wative will not be brought up to the level where the latter
wmaey compete with the former politically, economically and

culturally. In this connection, trusteeship is totally con- .

tradictory to apertheid.

5 Apartheid and Liberalism

The liberal in South Africa claims to love liberty
and wanﬁs to have it extended to every one regardless of his
colour end race, not like the English man, as Professor
Hoernle says, "a man whose birthright is liberty is an Eng-
lish men, or =t least 2 white man, and no non-Europesn is a
men withi~ the meaning of the formula,"2 nor like the Boers
who fled from the English persecution to preserve thelir free-

1, Harguard, op. cit., p. 159
2. Hoernle, ope cite, p. 127
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dom on the one hand and subjected the Natives into slavery
on the other. The libersl race rolicy cleai~s liberty for
every one regordless of his race that he may de his best to
obtain the highest possible happiness in this life and bene-
fit soclety as a whole to the utmost. The libersl does not
claim equality on a racial basis but on a cultural basis,
4s a liberal, Professor R.F. Hoernle set forth his racial
view as:

essequality notessuniformity. The liberal spirit

way foster 2nd encourage differences, provided they

are different forms of human excellence, or dif-

ferent values which make humen life worth living,

What the liberal spirit is pledged to resist is

the denial to any humsn being, or groun of human

beings, of the opportunity of achieving such ex-

cellence, or filling their lives with such values

as they sare cspable of. It opposes those man-

made inequalities of opportunity and power which

secure fullness of life to sowe whilst denying

it to others. There is nothing in the liberal

ideal, so intermeted, which imrclies that there

is only one m ttern of life worth living; on

the contrgry, tc limit the development of ex-

cellences, other than one'!s own fr those of one's

own culture, 1s to be illiberal.
Before the liberszsl's eyes, & man is not a race but an in-
dividuel. What matters in & man is not his blood but the
attsinment of culture, not necessarily the Europesn culture
only but all cultures alike, or st leasst the potentially
being able to do it is what matters.

In the eyes of apsertheid, man is not considered

as an individual but as a race, His value 1lies not in him-

1. Ibide, T. 130
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self but in the rece he belongs to. lr. Dvorin describes
the spirit of apsrtheld in the following excerpt

Thus in the ideslized community which apartheld
envisages racial derivetion is the sine qua non
which determines the role of the individual in
the community snd tle benefits to be conferred
on the members of this multi-rscisl society.
The organization of the community is to be de-
termined by racial princigle s arrived at znd
applied by the white element of‘the population.
Netural law is replaced by 2 rzcilal lawe.

The implicstion of such a theory is that the
existence of a 'nztursl®, Y"cowmon'! or 'uni-
versal! man is denied and that men are con-
ceived as only menmbers of different rzces., The
destiny of en entire people is to be governed
by racial lawe. The !good'!' in life thus be-
comes associated with that which is to be we-~
served at all costs, that. is, the white race
and its Europesn cultire.t

Ee. Apartheid egnd Christianity

The million Separatist Africans are a live pro-
test to the injustice of the Christian Church in the lsnd.
The church cannot wash her hands and pla ce the blood of
apartheid entirely upon the Government,

These foregoing facts and asrguments, true and
honest as they zppear, should be the evidences to a further
analysis of the apartheid policy from the standpoint of
Christisnity.

To substitute the word Church with "Christisnity"
here is significant. Concluded from the light of church

° L] L L] . L J

le Dvorin, op. cite, De 56
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history; the Christien Church wss never, nor is, infsllip lee.
She hes sinned 2nd Eetrayed her Christ again and sgain. But

a Christien needs not to fix his eyes on thé church on esrth,
it is Christ end his mind which never fail .

& Christian should never feel discour:-ged with

the imperfections and shortcomings of his time, But he should
constently be seeking, with an unquenchable hove, the truth,
goodness and justice. These ere independent and self-evident,

- =nd cannot be eradicsted.

1. Social Equality

Before J.H. Oldham wroteonileequality of men in
his book, "Christienity ond Race Relations," he elsborated
on man's inequalities in a previous chapter.l it is a bib-
logical ard ethnologicsl fact that man is not equal to man
in talents or heritage. 'Ken are not equal' Dr. Oldham
seys, "in their capacity to serve the community, nor sre they
équal in their needs."? If the word equality here tends %o
mean resewblance, 1t is contray to the nsturel law which
eliminates the varleties of ﬁature which would eventually
suffocate the living iwpulse of mutual communication.

As a matter of fect, no one has ever asked for
nstural equality. When equality was demended by a class or
a nation, they demanded it with 2 specific end and target.3

® L] L) . . €

l. Ofs 0léham, op. cit., pp. 63-79
2, Ibid., p. 92
3. Ibide, p. 0L
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3

They‘wanted to remove the inecualities which had been
imposed by men and to claim for themsel ves the liberties
which others have enjojed so0 much.
| The social ihequ&lities in south Africa are

inveolved in privileges and means of substenance of present
agd future., Here a Coloured man is denied having the same
standard of 1living on the grbund of his different heritage
and skin, and forced to live in a location where disecases
strike the Coloured men as surely as the Whites. In spite of
211 biological and etnological differences between the
furopean and Coloured which are fully recognized, how cen this
colour discrimination and social ineguality be justifiedy The
Coloured man was often blamed for alienating himself from
his own people, and so excused from sympathy. It is not a
guestion of not being willing to 1live with his own veovle
but that where his people are, all modern utilities end,

As to education, 1t 1s not an end but a means to
achleve a more abundant and happier 1life, if this should be
so difined. Slavish imitation of other people and visionless
leaming offers nc great promise. Africa's future develov-

3

genius of the men of the land

(o]

N
s
cf
;
)

ment, of course, lies
just as in any other Huropean country. Indeed, one should
expect that many shakesreares, Byrons, Goethes, and Newtons
would come out from this ilmmense land with all its mentel
and other potentialities of its one hundred wmillion inhabitants,

which will contribute a still richer civilizetion to the



world. One should not, of course, sxpect the African poet
to be like the BEnglish poet. It is a plety and also a loss

when a race loses 1ts distinctivensess and becomes a ba

i:!o
f..l

abtion of other races., put the gruestion is not solved
by forecing one race "to develop on ifs own line' and then
to debar it from free access to other civilizations.
veparate academic Institutions and universities cennot even
be Justified. ror all Zuropean universities which have been
established for generations were not for a temﬁorary PUrTOSe
nor were they established fof one racé alone, LI the Africgy
is debarred from or deprived of their educstion, no higher
1
culture of any kind in Africd will likely be forthcoming.
According to the past experience, culture grew
often from the‘free contact betwesen peoples. o drive the
ative back to ths Reserves, to eliminate all their social
contects with muropeans, to debar them from entering

Zuropean cultural institutions and to deprive them from
sharing the comson puwiic responsipiiities means nothing
lzge then to keep them in perpetusl subordination and to
take away from them every chance of future advance,

the churches of south ifrica of both =nglish

and fricaan suye caxing popuration denounce mixed marricsge

®« o2 2 000 80 e
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between black snd white rsces., With the past experiences,
especially in the Cave in view, one should view the situstion
with a great sympathy. No one can deny that there are dif-
ferences between the reces which did not, snd will not in

the nesr future, give vromise of & happy family life. Nor
can one erase fror history, the bitter experiences of the
past. If mixed msrrisge has yroved to be evil, it must be
stopped,

But the idea of the State taking away this free-
dom Sy legislstion in & metter wiich is essentially private
in nature is invading the individual's inaliensable right and
stultifying thé mentality of the {(iwmplicitly iwplied) infer-
ior race, not just in South Africa but all over the world.1

Tn. light-of the 01d Testament, meny Jews saw
nothing wrong in mixed marriage. The stream of Jewish blood
indeed had constently received alien mixture. The besutiful
story of Kuth end Bosz is & plea for the validity §f nixed
ﬁarriage. Even Devid hed alien blood.2

In the New Teétament there is a thorough-going
break with the Jewish idesl of rscial purity. In the Chris-
tisn church there were peoples of all races and tongues.,
Paul described a new Community in which was neither Greek,
nor Jew, Barbarian, Sythian, bond nor free but (vhere)
Christ wes 81l and in all,

© o o s o @

1. Olivier, ops. cit., p. 132
2. Bruce, Rece Purity, South Africen Outlook, Feb. 1, 1951,
p. 25 K
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As it has been said before, marriage is essen-
tially an individual matter. A nation does not marry, nor
a race, only individuals do. If a mixed marriage proves
to be evil, néture(alone) takes care of it. Before the
passage of the Mixed Marriage Act in 1950, only forty-two ..
European men married Native women and there was not a
single marrige of a European woman and a Native between
1951-—1956.l
2. Political Equality

The problem which arises in matters éf Parlia-
mentary representations and rights of enfranchisement in
South Africa are involved with local complexities. Failure
to recognize these pecullarities with a hasty judgment proves
to be unjust itself. Up to the present, the white popula-
tion counﬁé not more than 2,500,000 people. The Natives
and other non-BEuropeans oubtnumber the whites five to one.
This fact must be taken consideration seriously. This gives
ground to Marshall General Christian sSmuts' saying that they
are a small population and a small civilization. The threat
of number could serious, “For white South Africa" he said,
"it is not a question of dignity but a gquestion of existence"
There ié justification for the white man in South Africa to
be afraid of this ratio in numbers. His very existence may be

endangered, in view of the continuous wars with the Natives.

T s ee s s s 0000

1. Burger, Op. cit., p. 192

2. Oldham, Op. cit., p. 188
3. Loec, cit.
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Couvled with the difference in nuwbers, the black
race of 3ouvth Africa is entirely non-hombgeneous with the
White races. The Iinglish are not sure whether they can
éasimilate the black race, as it is grest in numbers and
extremely different in its traditions. The present perlia-
mentary system is a point in question. The povulation ratio
makes propcrtional representation a danger to the ¥White
man's control. 3But the national and social 1life will surely
change in South Africs.

The idea of keeping a white supremscy wss not
all together selfish. Apperently, the elements for good
government, hacrpy community snd prosperous nation such as
knowle dge, virtues, skills and exveriences are sssocisted
mostly, if not exclusively, with the white skin. True as
this seems to be, to keep the white dominent wmeans to insure
good government, social security and prosperity for the land
better than thevpeople heve ever seen in thelr lives,

To the Europesns thewmselves this dominance is a
matter of their own interests end even of the interests of
their many, meny generations., Self-preservation, fesr,
stimulus of opp rtunities anead, age-long biss on race re-
lations sllow thewm little freedow of seeing any alternative
beyond their own horizon. Domination itself enhsnces fear
and greed, as a lion over its prey has no time to consider
its victim but only to grae it with all it strength.

Justice, founded on one-sided interest gnd se-



curity, and the Derwinian idea of survival based on strength
and force, plus the Teubtonic aessumption of greater respon-
sibility snd right to be the superior race has no beasis in
Christianity. "Tnaswuch s ye did it unto one of these wmy
brethren, even these least, ye did it unto me.”l does'not
praise the strong except as the strong serve the east.
Indeed, Christisnity breeds strong 2nd unconquerable in-
dividuals. 4 strong Christisn is one who is willingAto glve
ur his physicsl force, even tho he can “"beseech his Father
to send more then twelve le gions of angels,”2 ané humbly
serve the weak.

Domination accompanied by mass disenfrenchisement
cannot prcduce justice, ThegEurbpeans;indeedywant to be
just to the Natives, But in mestters which involve group
interests and attitudes, no individusl nor political parties
can afford to act imrnartislly without losing their public
vote end support, or refrein frow aggressiveness in political
metters concerning other classes who asre unrepresented. The
unrepresented wess of the country is bound to be dispensable.

Their interests are neglected.

%. Economic  imquality
If two people, races, or nations dislike esch other,

theyhalbetter stay away from each other. Segregstion in

a0a

residence is an essy way to cstoop immediate conflicts and

1. Matthew 25:40
2., Ibid., 26:54
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strife of groups or réces. Land segregation, as early
rroposed, by sincere wen, statesmen ss well as missionaries
in the Csne was not concelved as a mattef'of economic in-
equality. It was, 83 stated, to easse racial tension and
avold the clash of differences simply by e method of escépe.
Nevertheless, it worked for a while. | |

Eerlj in Abrgham's day; the conflict/between ﬁot's
men and his men was settled by separation., 'And Abraham
s2id unto Lotf'hat there be no strife, I prey thee, hetween
me end thee, and between my herdmen and thy. herdmen, for
we ere brethren. Is not the whole land before thee? Sepvarate
thyself, I vpray thee; from me: if thou depert to the right
hand, then I will go to the lept)nt But'ébram allowed his
oproser, Lot, to choose the land he divided and proved it to
be egual and just in the quality as well as the quantity of
the e2llocation.

In South Africa Lend Act in 1913, thirteen wmilliom
morgans of dand (most of them were added after twenty years
of the psssage of the Act) which esmounts to only thirteen
rercent of the total land of the country was allocsted to
the Natives. As it has been stated in the second chapter,
these lands, or Reserves are located either in the desert,
or in malaris fever arees, or in mounteincus regions. The

White man's Parlisment dictated this land Act to force

l. Genesis, 8:8-9



_85,

seventy-five percent of the whole population to be crowded
into this thirteen percent aree, of the so-called Reserves,
as a result. |

The Colour Bar Act passed in 1926, debarring a
Native frovw engaging in skilled work, pervetuating his status
as s manual servant, and not ailowing him a wage of more than
one-seventh or one-tenth of the lowest incowme of a white
lsbourer, cannot be justified in Christian ethics or by a
normael humen consclence. A black man painted the tops of
2 lamppost at twp shillings a day while a white man peinted
the bottoms at twenty shillings. This discrépancy cannot
be expleined by any reasoun convincing to the black or even
to the white,

This one-sided solbtion hurts both economics and
ethics. Under this system of unequal pay for equal work
all incentive in the individual is killed snd a man is driven
to a condition where he works only if he is forced by power
or by Iife's necessities, No creative contribution couvld
ever be expected. Economic inequality takes away from the
million Africans opportunities of growth, of bettering their
lives and of developing their sbilities to the highest.

On the other side, the privilegel whites who are
so protected by this bestowal on them of unearned distribu-
tions, are gradually losing their strength asnd becoming de-
generate., They sre merging into a class of so=cslled "poor

whites" who nurber not less than thrse hundred thousands,
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or fifteen percent of the total white population.i

5. Religious Equality

Ian must be saved by religion becasuse he realizes
his finiteness in the immense universe. He must constantly
lock to a Being who can transcend all berriers, man-made or
otherwise, in order to be free himself from the bondage of
hig limitations of birth or those inflicted on him by his
fellowmen by the classificetions of class, group, rsce, or
netion,. |

The hecrt of Christ is menifested as he says,
"hosoever shall do the will of my Fether which iIs in heaven
the same is wy brother snd sister and mother.," 1

Colour consciousness cereeps into the Church and

plegues the Christian's mind, wmaking him more aware of his
socisl or recial maperd il ty - - than of the oresence of
God. As a result the Churchtries to compromise by this
social or racial expediency. To substitute an instiﬁution
based on social expediency for the church of the laster who
died for all wen, whether Greek or Borbasrian, Jew, or Gen-
tile: , who rent asunder the Inner veil between God andé man,
wno bridges all gulfs and passes over ell berriers of races
and castes in order to ensble men to worship the sawe God
and to be brothers under the same altar.is doamed to faillure.,

A ststement once made by an uneducated Koslem

c o s s o »

1. 01ivier, op. ¢it., p.131l; Olcdham, ov.cit., pp.22,23
2. liark 3:35
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guide, recorded yesrs agoc, pubs weny Christian churches to
sheme and reminds thew why thousands have turned asway and
looked for the bread of life elsewhere.

A visltor to a ilohammedan mosque enguired what

place wss reserved for the Nawab during divine

service. !'What?! exclaimed his guide, 'A

place for the Wawab in the House of God? _The
begger and the lNawab stand side by side.'!

F. Summary

This chg ter has surveyed how the church has dealt
with the racisl problem in South Africa speclally on the new
issue of Apartheid. In theory, the English  church ovrosed
apartheid as a pblicy of domination, political, economic
and soclal. The churchmen thus joined the Natives to ask
for justice =nd equality in opportunities and future devel-~
oprent. However, the Reformed Church held to the princinle
of inequality in socisl relstions ond political representation,
but tried to keep herself apert from economic issues.

As to the apartheld es a policy of sevaration,
both the churches of the Council and the Reformed Church
accented the generel principle as such, but differed in de-
gree and extent.

In church practice, both the churches of the
Council and the Reformed Church have sepsrate congregstions,

Hecwever, the churches of the council were prepared to fellow-

L d L] L ] (] L] L ]
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ship with all non-Buropeasn Christians on ecual footing when
circumstsnces allowed, while the Reformed Church strictly
allowed noc social O?Areligious contacts with non~-Europeans
on equal terms,

The result of zpartheid in the church is 2 separa-
tion of a2lmost e million Natives, seceding from their wother
Europesn-run mission church to estsblish their own so~-called
Seperatist Church, sbaying out of the white men's control.
These churches are racisl and anti-BEuropean in sentiment.
Their exXistence had nothing to do with theological or eccle-
siastical issues nor did they conform to the originel prin-
civles of the indigineous church.

In conclusion of the chepter, 2 survey of the
world rscisl theories wes given, but there is no possible
alternative to apartheid in view of the present attitude of
the Europesns in the country,

Concerning sttitudes, the auvthor turned his hope
to Christisnity which e2lone cen chenge the attitude of the
people and ultimately the situabion of the:country if 211
others heve failed,

This section on the Christian view of race re-
lations 2imed to iInterpret the foregecing facts and arguments
from a Christisn view or principle, tried %o fethom the depth
of the HMaster's mind in facing the reglities of razce relg-~
tions. “There is no room for speculestion here, consideration

was only given to the realities of those phenomella, political,
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dness and

sceial end economic and above 8ll the truth, goo
justice which are self-evident and 1ndependeﬁt of all. The
former were créated by men and are by-gone facts and nistory,
while the lestter is the mind of God to which the former must
be reconciled and ultimately be judged.l This may be put

in snother way, the problew of race relztions or epsrtheid

is not only = politicel, social, anthropological or economic

problem, but 1s 2lso & moral end spiritusl problem, a prob-

lem which cuts across the true moral spirit of Christisnity.

l. Brooks, op. cite, . 166
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

The purpose of this study has been to discover
the forces which have shaped apartheid policy in the-past,
and to survey how apartheid has worked in the state as well
as in the church. In order to fubly understand spartheid
policy, the world racisl theories have been surveyed and
- compared with apsrtheid itself. 4 Christiesn view was gilven
to differentiate the views of the church, the world tle ories
and the spirit of Christ.

The first chapter has given the forces, such as
natural resources, economic system and religlous bellef,
which shaped the apratheid into the modern form through
almost three sﬁages, namely: slave trade, religlous pre-
judices and capitalistic explcecitation.

The second chapter deslt with the nature and theory
of apartheid in the state. Apartheid here 1s portrayed as
a policy of separation as well as domination. It separates
the white completely from the blaék and elevates the former
over the la tter, socislly, economically and politicallye.

The third chapter has dealt with the attitudes
and practices of the Christian churches toward the apartheid
policy. Here it is noted that the English-speaking churches
oppose this policy, while the Dutch Reformed church stands
for 1t. However, both the English-speaking churches and the

Dutch Reformed Church practice apartheid policy in their own
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church in form of separate congregations. The result of
apartheid in the church is the secession of almost a mlillion
African Christians from thke ir European mission churches,
There are other racial theories which have ﬁeen propagated
and practiced in other countries, but they are not practical
in Soubth Africa because of the white men's dominating atti-
tude. The third chapter was concluded with a Christian view
of race relations. The apartheid policy was analyzed in a
Christian spirit.

In light of ﬁhis study, apartheid has sprung up
with Capitalism and religious prejudice along with the dis-
coveries of the natural resources in South Africa. Apartheid
policy itself is a policy of political domination and eco-
nomic exploitation which is not only enforced by the white
- man's govefnment externally, but also strongly supported by
the white man's Dutch Reformed Church internally.

In splte of the fact that apartheid involves
political, economic, ethnological and social problems, it
is, at its root, a moral and spiritual problem. It must be
reconcliled and wili be eventually judged by God. It has
become clear that apartheid has been infiuenced by Calviﬁ-
istic predeatination and Jewish nationalism in its race
attitudes It has little ground in the New Testament or in
the spirit of Christ,.
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Chart 1l.Religions
Denomination European

The FFree Dutch
Reformed vhurhces 1.278,000

Anglicens 375,000
Kethodists 181,000
Roman Catholics 118,000
Presbyterians 956,000
Baptists 24,000
Lutherans 23,000
CGongregationalists 13,000

of the Population 1946

voloured

African Total
267,000 292,000 1,837,000
553,000 186,000 1,114,000
1,008,000 90,000 1,279,000
373,000 56,000 547,000
164,000 5,000 264,000
71,000 5,000 100,000
394,000 48,000 465,000
115,000 100,000 226,000



Union Legislations Specially or Differentially

Affecting Natives 1910-193Z2

South “frwca ek, 1909 (Sec. 26,35,44,147 & 151)
ﬁct 12 of 1911 #ines and Works AcT
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1

13
12

27
17

1
48

23
24

]
18
21

7
11
28
217
41
25
26

27
28

15
34
58
22
30

9
18
19
25
24

1912

1

1913

i

1915
1916
1919

1920
i

1921
n

1923
1924
i

u

1925
i
1928

i

Y
i

1927
i

1828
1"

1929
1930

1932

Native Labour Regulation Act

Watal Native Trust and Netive Administration
Amendment Act

south African D@fence Act

iaclear & Blliot Districts Further Frovision
Act .

Vatives! Land Act

Dipping Tanks Further rrovision (Natives) Act
lative Definition Amendment Act

Wative Reserve Locations Act (Cape) Further
Amendment Act

Native Affairs Act :

Native Registersd voters Relief Act 1887
(Cape; Amendment Act

Natal Native High Court Act

Native Advances Regulation Act
Watives(Urban) Act

Native Chief's Juridiction (Trans.) Act
Industrial Conciliation Act

oraka Werds Relief Act. ) IECTI
Wative Lands (Netal & Trans,) Helease iAct
Native Taxation & Development Act

Kines and Works Act 1911 Admendment(Colour par ict)
Masters and servants Law (Transvazl and

Netal) Admendment :

Native Affalirs Act 1920 Admendment Act

Native Taxation and Development Act

Native Affairs Act 1920

Native Lands Further Release and Accuisition

act

Wative Administretion Act

01d Age Pensions Act

Liquor Act

Native Administration Act 1127

vy e

Homan's Enfranchisement Act

Riotous Assemblies (Admen.) Act
Natives (Urban; ict 1923
Native Service Bontract Act
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