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The
interaction

betw
een

A
frikaans-

and
English-speaking

w
hites

has
played

a
decisive

role
in
South

A
frican

history
sincethe

U
nion

cam
e
into

being
in
1910.

To
understand

the
shifting

relationship
of
conflict

and
co-operation

betw
een

these
tw
o
dom

inant
groups

over
the

last
eight

years,
it
is
necessary

to
give

a
brief

overview
ofSouth

A
frican

history
since

1652.
The

D
utch

East
India

C
om
pany

founded
a
'refreshm

ent
station'

atthe
C
ape

of
G
ood

H
ope

in
1652.

Such
a
station

w
as
necessary

to
supply

the
large

com
m
ercial

fleetofthe
C
om
pany

w
ith
fresh

food
on
their

long
journeys

to
and'

from
India

and
B
atavia

(jakarta).
In
contrast

w
ith
the

colonies
or
'N
ew

Europes'
that

w
ere

founded
in
N
orth

and
South

A
m
erica

during
the

sam
e
period,

the
C
ape

ofG
ood

H
ope

w
as
not

a
colony

of
a
country.

It
w
as
a
colony

of
a
com

m
ercial

com
pany

and
w
as
sus-

tained
and

developed
only

for
com

m
ercial

purposes
and

for
the

purposes
of

short-term
financial

considerations.
ID
uring

the
D
utch

period
(1652-1795)

the
colony

at
the

C
ape

of
G
ood

H
ope

developed
very

slow
ly
as
it
w
as
m
uch

neglected
by
the

D
utch

East
India

C
om
pany.

B
y
the

end
of
the

eighteenth
century

the
W
hite

population
(w
hich

later
becam

e
the

A
frikaners),

num
bered

only
35,000.

In
contrast

the
W
hite

inhabitants
of
the

colonies
in
N
orth

A
m
erica

w
ere

300,000
in
1780.

The
sm
all
num

ber
ofEuropean

im
m
igrants

w
ho
settled

at
the

C
ape

during
this

period
m
ay
be
ascribed

to
various

factors.
The

fact
that

South
A
frica

did
not

have
navigable

rivers
and

the
difficulties

encountered
w
ith
penetrating

the
m
ountainous

and
drought-stricken

country,
m
ade

the
colony

unattractive
for

European
im
m
igrants.

The
slow

developm
ent

during
the

D
utch

period
m
ust,

how
ever,

to
a
very

large
extent

be
blam

ed
on
the

benign
neglect

of
the

D
utch

East
India

C
om
pany.

The
C
om
pany

neglected
the

colony
because

'its
ow
n

financial
position

deteriorated
quite

considerably
after

ithad
reached

its
zenith

shortly
after

1650. 2
~

The
benign

neglect
ofthe

com
pany

increased
the
isolation

ofthe
sm
a
W
hite

population.
A
n
im
portant

aspect
of
this

neglect
and

isolation
w
as

hat
no

university
and

not
even

a
high

schoolofm
erit

w
as
founded

in
this

period.
The

situation
ofgeographical.rcultural

and
even

educational
isolation,

especially
in

the
eighteenth

century,
w
as
conducive

to
the

developm
ent

of
a
new

language,
A
frikaans,

and
a
new

cultural
group

called
the

B
oers

or
the

A
frikaners.

To
survive

in
the

harsh
conditions

as
partly

nom
adic

cattle
farm

ers,
the

A
frikaners

I
A
fter

the
C
ape

becam
e
a
B
ritish

colony
in

J795
itw

as
handed

'back'
to
H
olland

for
the

short
period

J802-6,
Strictly

speaking
the

C
ape

w
as
a
colony

of
H
olland

during
this

period,
but

w
as

governed
by
B
atavia.

,
2
The

D
utch

East
India

C
om
pany

w
as
founded

in
J602

and
w
as
one

ofthe
first

successful
joint

stock
com

panies.
Its
extraordinary

success
during

its
first

fifty
years

w
as
partly

due
to
the

Eighty
Y
ear

W
ar
against

Spain
and

the
so-called

"profit
on
the

enem
y".

A
fter

the
Peace

ofW
'estphalia

(J648),
the

opportunity
for

w
ar
profits

disappeared.
In
J65J

B
ritain

enacted
its
N
avigation

A
cts

and
expanded

its
colonial

and
com

m
ercial

interests
as
w
ellas

its
seapow

er,
at
H
oiland's

expense.
©
International

R
elations,
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and
later

also
m
the

neigbbouring
countries

to
keep

w
age

rates
as
low

as
possible."

5 ::'"7
This

system
w
as
very

beneficial
for
the

gold
m
ines.

A
nnual

B
lack

w
ages

declined
from

R
225

in
1911

to
R
209

in
1971

(1970
prices).

In
1911

w
hite

w
ages

w
ere

eleven
tim
es
higher

and
in
1971

tw
enty-one

tim
es
higher

than
B
lack

w
ages.

M
.
Lipton,

Capitalism
and

APartheid
(London:

G
ow
er,

1985),
p.
410

This
com

prom
ise

on
B
lack

labour
prevented

an
open

clash
betw

een
agricul-

tural
and

m
ining

interests,
but

w
as
very

m
uch

to
the

disadvantage
of
the

B
lacks.

W
hen

industrial
developm

ent
took

off
in
the

1940s
and

'50s
this

com
-

prom
ise

no
longer

m
et
the

dem
ands

ofthe
industrialists.

They
w
ere

in
favour

of
a
perm

anently
urbanised

and
sem

i-skilled
(B
lack)

w
orkforce

and
w
ere

pre-
pared

to
pay

higher
w
ages.

The
m
aintenance

ofthe
system

of
influx

control
in

the
sixties

and
seventies

w
as

strongly
opposed

by
the

(m
ainly

English-
speaking)

industrial
sector

and
w
as
for

m
any

years
a
bone

of
contention

betw
een

governm
ent

and
business.

The
system

w
as
(belatedly)

abolished
in

1986.
The

tension
betw

een
A
frikaans-

and
English-speakers

turned
into

a
typical

class
struggle

in
the

1930s.
Itw

as
a
struggle

betw
een

the
A
frikaner

'underdogs'
and

the
English-speaking

'upperdogs'
.
The

poor
w
hite

A
frikaners

suffered
from

a
strong

inferiority
com

plex
because

of
their

poverty,
lack

of
skills,

inad-
equate

education
and

fear
of
the

so-called
'B
lack

peril'.
M
any

English-
speakers,

on
the

other
hand,

projected
a
strong

superiority
com

plex,
as
a
result

of
their

w
ealth,

their
skills,

their
better

education
and

their
typical

V
ictorian

cultural
orientation.

These
underlying

tensions
betw

een
A
frikaners

and
English-speakers

reached
their

ap~e
atthe

end
ofthe

thirties.
8The

indifferent
attitude

of
the

V
ictorian

and
laissez-faire

orientated
English-speakers

tow
ards

the
problem

s
arising

from
the

em
ergence

ofan
A
frikaner

proletariat
as
a
result

of
m
odernisation

w
as
an
im
portant

aggravating
factor

in
the

deterioration
of

relations
betw

een
the

tw
o
groups.

The
new

,
aggressive

attitude
of
A
frikaner

nationalism
since

the
thirties

is
show

n
in
a
com

parison
of
H
ertzog's

idea
ofnationalism

w
ith
that

ofD
r
M
alan:

The
focus

of
H
ertzog's

nationalism
w
as
the

legal
status

of
the

A
frikaners

...
H
is

definition
w
as
not

narrow
ly
exclusive,

and
em
braced

not
only

A
frikaans-speaking,

but
also

English-speaking
w
hites

w
ho
w
ere

truly
loyal

to
south

A
frica.

A
pow

erful
sense

of
"South

A
frica

first"
distinguished

his
nationalism

,
and

this
helped

to
shape

his
foreign

and
econom

ic
policies.

[B
ut]

in
association

w
ith
the

new
[Purified

N
ational]

Party
a
far

m
ore

aggressive
nationalist

ideology
w
as
form

ulated
[in
the

thirties].
Strongly

republi-
can

and
ethnically

exclusive,
itstressed

the
distinctiveness

ofA
frikaner

"culture",
and

saw
as
a
priority

not
m
erely

the
legal

parity
ofA

frikaners
but

their
social

and
m
aterial

predicam
ent.

These
objectives

w
ere

given
institutional

form
in
a
range

of
political,

cultural
and

econom
ic
agencies

...
9

A
frikaner

nationalism
w
as
effectively

institutionalised
during

the
thirties

in
the

form
of
the

Purified
N
ational

Party,
the

A
frikaner

B
roederbond

(B
rother-.

hood),
the

A
frikaanse

H
andelsinstituut

(C
om
m
ercial

Institute),
the

D
utch

8
A
series

ofevents
during

the
thirties

contributed
to
the

aw
akening

ofa
m
ore

aggressive
form

of
A
frikaner

nationalism
.

The
B
ible

w
as

first
published

in
A
frikaans

in
1933.

The
thirties

also
experienced

an
A
frikaner

cultural
revival

through
publications

by
A
frickaner

authors.
The

devel-
opm

ents
in
G
erm
any

and
the

upsurge
of
H
ider

also
stim

ulated
A
frikaner

nationalism
.

9
B
.K
.
M
urray,

'The
Period

1924
to
1939'

in
An

illustrated
History

ofSouth
Africa,

T.
C
am
eron

(ed.)
(johannesburg:

Jonathan
B
ail,

1986),
p.
259.
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R
eform

ed
C
hurch

and
several

other
cultural

organisations.
Strongly

sup-
ported

by
the

D
utch

R
eform

ed
C
hurch,

A
frikaner

leaders
like

M
alan,

Strijdom
and

V
erw
oerd

used
the

poverty
and

underdog
m
entality

of
A
fri-

kaners,
the

folklore
about

the
A
nglo-B

oer
W
ar,

A
frikaner

anim
osity

tow
ards

English-speakers
and

their
perception

of
econom

ic
deprivation,

to
m
obilise

a
strong

political
m
ovem

ent
w
ith

a
strong

ideological
m
ission.

The
centenary

celebration
of
the

Q
;reat

Trek
in
1938

w
as
turned

into
a
country-w

ide
volkfees

(national
festival).

The
explicit

purpose
of
A
frikaner

nationalism
,
in
its
new

aggressive
and

overheated
form

,
w
as
to
regain

for
the

A
frikaners

-
as
the

true
pioneers

of
W
estern

civilization
in
South

A
frica

-
their

alleged
rightful

politi-
cal,

econom
ic
and

cultural
position.

A
frikaner

nationalism
grew

in
the

thirties
and

forties
into

an
ideology

that
the

A
frikaner

nation
had

a
right

to
use

political
and

other
m
easures

(not
necessarily

parliam
entary)

to
eradicate

the
real

and
im
agined

injustices
they

had
suffered

as
a
result

of
English

capitalism
and

B
ritish

colonialism
and

because
the

Sm
uts

and
Fusion

governm
ents

had
not

protected
them

effectively
against

the
B
lack

peril.
.

W
hen

H
ertzog

w
as
defeated

by
Sm
uts

in
1939

on
the

question
of
South

A
frica's

participation
in
the

W
ar

m
any

of
his

A
fr1kaner

supporters
joined

M
alan's

N
ational

Party.
G
iven

that
roughly

70
per

cent
of
the

A
frikaners

supported
M
alan's

N
P
during

the
W
ar,

this
im
plied

that
70
per

cent
of
the

A
frikaners

w
ere

against
South

A
frica's

involvem
ent

in
the

w
ar.

The
m
ajority

of
A
frikaners

found
them

selves
in
a
kind

of
'political

w
ilderness'

during
the

W
ar

years
and

experienced
it
as

a
new

form
of
cultural

and
political

deprivation.
C
onsequently,

the
already

feverish
A
frikaner

nationalism
w
as

further
strengthened

during
the

w
ar
in
spite

of
the

fact
that

m
any

'poor
w
hite'

A
frikaners

joined
the

arm
ed

forces.
A
lm
ost

im
m
ediately

after
taking

office
in
1948,

the
N
ational

Party
(N
P)
put

a
three-pronged

program
m
e

into
operation

to
prom

ote
the

interests
of
A
fri-

kaner
nationalism

.
N
ew

discrim
inatory

law
s
w
ere

added
to
the

existing
arsenal

and
also

extended
to

C
oloureds

and
Indians;

the
bureaucracy

w
as

system
atically

enlarged
and

additional
parastatals

developedto
create

lucra-
tive

em
ploym

ent,
m
ainly

for
A
frikaners;

w
hile

a
variety

of
w
elfare

pro-
gram

m
e~

w
ere

l.aunched
to
redistribute

w
ealth

and
upliftr.;

w
ho

w
ere

m
ainly

A
fnkaners.

'
"

For
m
any

English-speakers
the

advent
of
the

M
alan

gover
m
ent

w
as
m
ore

than
a
cultural

shock.
They

genuinely
feared

that
the

new
governm

ent
m
ight

nationalise
the

goldrnining
industry

and
turn

the
country

into'a
quasi-socialist

republic.
A
t
first

the
English-speakers

hoped
that

the
new

governm
ent

w
ould

only
be
tem
porary.

The
larger

m
ajority

attained
by
the

N
P
atthe

1953
Election

served
as
proof

that
the

apartheid
governm

ent
w
as
destined

to
rem
ain

perm
a-
,

nent.
English-speakers

found
this

very
hard

to
sw
allow

.
The

battle
lines

betw
een

the
A
frikaner

and
English

establishm
ents

w
ere

clearly
draw

n
during

the
1950s.

The
A
frikaner

establishm
ent

controlled
South

A
frica

politically
for
the

first
tim
e,
but

w
as
convinced

that
they

deserved
to
ow
n,

and
to
control

a
m
uch

greater
share

ofthe
econom

y.
The

English
establishm

ent
stillow

ned
and

controlled
South

A
frica

econom
ically,

but
could

not
accept

the
idea

that
they

had
to
relinquish

their
political

control.
The

English-speakers
experienced

the
loss

of
political

control
as
a
threefold

blow
:
as
V
ictorians

they
believed

that
they

w
ere

called
to
govern

other
people;

they
had

becom
e
accus-

tom
ed

to
and

w
ere

even
spoilt

by
the

practice
of
governing

South
A
frica

(as
they

w
ere

part
of
the

governm
ent

for
tw
enty-nine

ofthe
first

thirty-eight
years
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after
U
nion);

and
they

had
also

becom
e
accustom

ed
to
(m
is)using

their
politi-

calpow
er
to
enhance

their
vast

econom
ic
interests.

For
allthese

reasons
itw

as
extrem

ely
hard

for
them

to
accept

that
they

w
ere

now
on
the

losing
end.

In
the

relentless
battle

for
political

suprem
acy

during
the

1950s
tlu

ISE
i!;

the
C
oloured

com
m
unity

becam
e
trapped

in
the

cross-fire.
Fearing

that
the

C
oloured

voters
on
the

com
m
on
voters'

role
m
ight

support
the
m
ainly

English-
speaking

U
nited

Party
and

deprive
the

N
ational

Party
oftheir

political
pow

er,
the

M
alan

governm
ent

introduced
legislation

in
1951

to
rem
ove

the
C
oloureds

from
the

com
m
on

voters'
role.

This
legislation

w
as
to
herald

the
beginning

of
the

m
ost

serious
constitutional

crisis
in
South

A
frica's

history.
In
1952

the
A
ppeal

C
ourt

gave
judgm

ent
against

the
governm

ent
because

the
legislation

infringed
the

provisions
ofthe

South
A
frica

A
ctof

1909.In
1955

the
Senate

w
as

enlarged
from

44
to'89

m
em
bers

to
supply

the
governm

ent
w
ith
the

required
tw
o-third

m
ajority

in
a
joint

sitting
ofthe

H
ouse

ofA
ssem

bly
and

the
Senate.

In
1956

the
C
oloureds

w
ere

rem
oved

from
the

com
m
on

voters'
role.

The
unethical

passing
of
this

legislation
not

only
heightened

the
tension

betw
een

A
fr~kaner

and
E.nglish

establishm
ents,

but
also

served
to
alienate

the
(m
ainly

A
frikaans-speaking)

C
oloureds

from
the

A
frikaners.

The
events

surrounding
the

C
oloured

vote
m
ust

be
regarded

as
one

of
the

m
ost

lam
entable

episodes
in

A
frikaner

history.
The

N
ational

Party
governm

ent's
three-pronged

policy
forthe

advancem
ent

of
the

A
frikaners

-
i.e.

discrim
inatory

m
easures,

em
ploym

ent
opportunities

in
the

public
sector

and
redistribution

and
favouritism

-
w
as
rem
arkably

successful.
Tow

ards
the

m
iddle

ofthe
1960s

the
poor

w
hite

problem
w
as
for
all

practical
purposes

solved.
A
lm
ost

all
A
frikaners

-
even

those
w
ho
had

been
desperately

poor
tw
enty

years
earlier

-
had

acquired
m
iddle-class

status.
Even

ifthe
policy

ofim
proving

the
lotofthe

poor
w
hite

A
frikaners

had
som

e
justifi-

cation
in
the

1950s
(especially

if
one

takes
all
the

param
eters

of
the

com
plex

South
A
frican

situation
into

account),
ithad

lostitsjustifiction
by
the
end

ofthe
sixties.

Instead
ofbroadening

the
w
elfare

state
policy

to
include

the
C
oloureds

and
at
least

the
urban

B
lacks,

the
A
frikaner

governm
ent

contim
ied

w
ith

its
policy

ofW
hite

(and
especially

A
frikaner)

patronage
and

protection.
Even

today
the

governm
ent

spends
six

tim
es
m
ore

in
per

capita
term

s
on
w
elfare

services
(broadly

defined)
for
W
hites

than
on
sim
ilar

services
for

B
lacks.

The
spending

on
C
oloureds

and
Indians

lies
betw

een
these

tw
o
extrem

es.
O
ver

the
years

it
has

been
(and

still
is)
m
ainly

English-speaking
taxpayers

w
ho
have

filled
the

public
coffers.

A
s
one

m
ight

expect,
this

has
caused

m
uch

resentm
ent

in
English-speaking

circles.
Perhaps

their
objection

should
not

have
been

against
the

factthat
they

have
to
support

a
w
elfare

budget.
It
ought

rather
to
have

been
directed

against
the

w
elfare

spending
priorities

as
far
as
the

different
population

groups
w
ere

concerned.
The

im
provem

ent
in
the

relative
econom

ic
position

of
the

A
frikaners

over
the

last
forty

years
has

been
quite

dram
atic.

In
1946

the
per

capita
incom

e
of

A
frikaners

w
as
less

than
half

that
of
English-speakers.

It
is
now

three
quarters

ofthe
(now

m
uch

higher)
per

capita
incom

e
ofthe

English-speakers.
This

rapid
em
bourgeoism

ent
of
the

A
frikaners

has
had

unfortunate
side-effects.

N
ot
only

have
the
A
frikaners

becom
e
as
m
aterialistic

as
their

English-speaking
counter-

parts,~ut
~hey

have
also

becom
e
spoiled

and
in
som

e
cases

even
corrupted

by
the
corf;.num

g
governm

ent
patronage.

They
have

also
becom

e
very

dem
anding.

A
fter

being
pam

pered
for
forty

years
by
the

apartheid
governm

ent,
m
any

A
fri-

kaners
today

act
like

typical
nouveau

riches,
and

often
have

a
very

unfortunate

W
hite
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pejorative
attitude

tow
ards

C
oloureds

and
B
lacksw

ho
have

notbeen
assuccess-

fulasthey
have

been.
The

advent
ofthe

extrem
e
R
ight-w

ing
in
A
frikaner

circles
over

the
lastten

years
can,

to
a
large

extent,
be
ascribed

to
the

fiscalinability
of

the
governm

ent
to
m
aintain

the
high

levelofpatronage.
Itis,how

ever,
argued

below
that

the
English-speaking

business
com

m
unity

have
also

lately
becom

e
dependent

on
m
any

form
s
of
governm

ent
favours

and
protection.

D
uring

the
first

ten
or
fifteen

years
of
N
P
governm

ent
(after

1948)
it
w
as

relatively
easy

to
justify

the
governm

ent's
three-pronged

policy
forthe

uplift
of

the
A
frikaners.

It
w
asjustified

as
a
tem
porary

and
necessary

m
easure

to
alle-

vi~te
the

u~de~er:ed
poverty

and
deprivation

ofthe
A
frikaners.

B
utthe

apart-
heid

and
discrim

inatory
m
easures

w
ere

(unfortunately)
part

and
parcel

of
the

policy
for

the
upliftm

ent
and

protection
of
the

A
frikaners.

C
onsequently

the
N
P
policy

becam
e
the

object
of
relentless

m
oral

criticism
by

the
English-

speakers
and

es~ecially
the

English
language

press.
This

criticism
w
as
strongly

resented
by
A
fnkaners.

O
ne
of
the

reasons
for
their

resentm
ent

w
as
that

the
English-speakers

also
benefited

from
unethical

apartheid
and

w
ere,

in
fact,

the
creators

ofthe
system

.
B
y
the

end
ofthe

fifties,
how

ever,
the

A
frikaners

could
no
longer

ignore,
nor

try
to
justify

the
policy

ofcrude
apartheid.

This
situation

created
an
excellent

opportunity
for

D
r
V
erw
oerd,

the
ideologue.

W
ith

his
policy

of
G
rand

A
partheid

he
assuaged

alm
ost

allthe
m
oral

discom
fort

ofthe
A
frikaners

concerning
the

apartheid
policy.

.
The

V
erw
oerdian

approach
gave

rise
to
a
new

dim
ension

in
the

tension
betw

een
the

ideological
and

religious
orientated

A
frikaners

on
the

one
hand

and
the

m
uch

m
ore

pragm
atic

and
liberal

m
inded

English-speakers
on
the

other
hand.

In
retrospect

the
ideological

argum
ents

betw
een

A
frikaners

and
English-speakers

in
the

sixties
and

early
seventies

about
separate

'freedom
'

and.econo~ically
viable

B
lack

states
constituted

a
rather

ludicrous
chapter

in
A
~n~a~er.hISt~ry.U

nfortunately
the

extrem
e
R
ight-w

ing
is
stillbusy

fighting
this

hilarious
battle

to
the

am
usem

ent
ofthe

restofthe
w
orld.

The
ideological

d~tour
caused

by
V
erw
oerd's

concept
of
G
rand

A
partheid

undoubtedly
w
idened

the
conceptual

gap
betw

een
the

tw
o
w
hite

population
groups.

The
extent

to
w
hich

V
erw
oerd

succeeded
in
indoctrinating

alm
ostallthe

A
frikaners

isto
be
deplored.

.
.and

a
cause

ofsham
e
forthe

A
frikaners.

I~'the
early

1960s
D
r
V
erw
oerd

announced
the

governm
ent's

intention
to
calla

eferendum
on

the
issue

ofa
republic.

This
gave

rise
to
another

sharp
confrontat

on
betw

een
the

tw
o
w
hite

population
groups.

D
uring

this
battle

the
conceptual

and
ideological

gaps
betw

e~n
the

tw
o
groups.w

ere
again

very
visible.

The
A
frikaners

regarded
the.

repubhc
as
an

opportunity
to
restore

t~
constitutional

'sovereignty'
unjustifiably

taken
from

the
tw
o
B
oer

republics
during

the
A
nglo-B

oer
W
ar.

The
N
P
claim

ed
that

m
any

English-speakers
had

a
divided

loyalty
and

that
they

w
ould

only
becom

e
true

South
A
fricans

w
hen

the
constitutional

link
w
ith

.B
ritai.n

had
been.brought

to
an
end.

V
erw
oerd

declared
unequivocally

that
only

m
a
repubhc

w
ould

there
eventually

be
unity

betw
een

the
tw
o
w
hite

groups.
The

English-speakers
(and

especially
the

U
nited

Party)
fought

a
courageous

battle
against

the
form

ation
of
a
republic.

They
stressed

the
econom

ic
dependence

ofSouth
A
frica

on
B
ritain

and
the

rest
ofthe

C
om
m
on-

w
ealth

and
the

political
advantages

ofm
em
bership

ofthe
C
om
m
onw

ealth.
O
n
5
O
ctober

1960
no
less

than
90.5

per
cent

of
the

w
hite

voters
cast

their
votes

in
the

R
eferendum

.
The

governm
ent

attained
a
m
ajority

of
74,580.

In
retrospect

V
erw
oerd

m
ight

have
been

correct
w
hen

he
stated

that
unity

betw
een

the
tw
o
groups

could
only

be
attained

in
a
republic.

Since
South

A
frica

~
.l\-

~.
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attained
the

characteristics
of
individualism

,
stubbornness

and
a
m
istrust

ofall
other

groups,
w
hether

B
lack

or
W
hite.

It
also

developed
a
som

ew
hat

sceptional
and

even
hostile

attitude
tow
ards

the
outside

w
orld.

A
n
im
portant

feature
of
the

D
utch

period
w
as
the

continuing
friction

and
conflict

betw
een

the
W
hite

farm
ers

and
indigenous

groups
such

as
the

San
(B
ushm

en)
and

the
K
hoi-K

hoi
(H
ottentots).

D
uring

this
period

itw
as
consid-

ered
perfectly

acceptable
for

one
group

(or
nation)

to
enrich

itself
by
plun-

dering
other

groups
(nations).

This
w
as
in
accordance

w
ith

the
prevailing

econom
ic

w
isdom

in
w
hich

econom
ic

relations
betw

een
countries

w
ere

still
regarded

as
a
zero-sum

gam
e.
In
the

situation
of
geographical

and
cultural

'isolation
this

view
ofintergroup

(or
inter-nation)

relations
as
a
zero-sum

gam
e

w
as
deeply

ingrained,
especially

in
A
frikaner

thinking.
Even

today
som

e
A
fri-

kaners
are

still
of
the

opinion
that

it
is
appropriate

for
one

group
(ethnic

or
national)

to
im
prove

its
ow
neconom

ic
situation

at
the

expense
of
others.

It
is

therefore
not

surprising
that

South
A
frica's

history
is
a
sad

tale
of
continuing

group
conflict.

Shortly
after

the
C
ape

becam
e
a
perm

anent
B
ritish

colony
in
1814,

tension
developed

betw
een

the
colonial

pow
er
and

the
W
hite

A
frikaans-speaking

farm
-

ers
or
B
oers.

The
m
ainly

nom
adic

farm
ers

in
the

Eastern
C
ape

w
ere

dissatis-
fied

w
ith

the
lack

of
protection

the
colonial

authorities
provided

against
the

B
lacks

or
X
hosas.

This
controversy

w
as
an
im
portant

cause
ofthe

G
reat

Trek
of
15,000

A
frikaners

(or
V
oortrekkers)

to
the

northern
parts

of
the

country
from

1834
to
1838.

The
V
oortrekkers

form
ed

tw
o
B
oer

republics
in
Transvaal

and
the

O
range

Free
State,

and
prolonged

their
relative

cultural
and

educational
isolation

up
tillthe

tw
entieth

century.
D
uring

the
second

part
of
the

nineteenth
century

the
B
ritish

colonial
authorities

in
both

the
C
ape

and
N
atal

w
ere

involved
in
bloody

battles
w
ith
the

X
hosas

and
Zulus

before
the

latter's
resistance

w
as
broken.

A
lthough

the
A
frikaners

w
on

a
m
em
orable

battle
against

D
ingaan

in
1838,

it
w
as
not

the
A
frikaners,

but
the

English-speakers
(w
ith

the
support

of
the

B
ritish

govern-
m
ent)

w
ho

succeeded
in
forcing

the
B
lacks

into
subm

ission.
The

original
m
odern

structure
of
an

apartheid
South

A
frica

w
as
created

by
the

colonial
pow

er
as
part

and
parcel

of
the

process
of
m
odernisation

after
the

discovery
of

diam
onds

and
gold

in
the

second
half

ofthe
nineteenth

century.
3

A
fter

the
discovery

of
diam

onds
and

gold,
all
kinds

of
conflicts

developed
betw

een
the

tw
o
w
hite

groups,
especially

in
the

northern
part

of
the

country.
These

conflicts
reached

a
clim

ax
during

the
A
nglo-B

oer
w
ar
of
1899-1902.

D
uring

this
w
ar
alm
ost

400,000
B
ritish

troops
w
ere

sent
to
South

A
frica

and
the

casualties
on

both
sides

totalled
alm
ost

100,000.
This

w
ar

and
the

anim
osities

itcreated
set
the

stage
for

the
future

pattern
ofinteraction

betw
een

the
tw
o
w
hite

groups
during

the
tw
entieth

century.
In
1900

the
W
hite

population
of
South

A
frica

totalled
only

one
m
illion

-
600,000

A
frikaners

and
400,000

English-speakers.
The

ratio
of
6:4

is
still

m
aintained.

The
num

ber
of
B
ritish

im
m
igrants

w
ho

settled
in
South

A
frica

,
D
uring

the
first

half
of
this

century
the

English-speaking
establishm

ent
governed

South
A
frica

alm
ost

unintereuptedly.
D
uring

that
period

the
governm

ents
of
B
otha

and
Sm
uts

enacted
all
the

essential
aspects

of
an

apartheid
system

,
The

B
ritish

historian
Paul

Johnson
is
correct

in
his

statem
ent

that'
all
the

structural
essentials

of
w
hite

suprem
acy

and
physical

segregation
existed

before
the

U
nited

Pa:ry(ofJan
C
hristiaan

Sm
uts)

lost
pow

er
to
the

B
oer

N
ationalists

in
M
ay

1948',
Paul

Johnson,
A
H
lstoJ:,..of

the
M
odern

W
orld

-from
1917

to
the

1980s,
London:

(W
eidenfeld

&
N
icolson,

1983)
pp.

521-2.
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during
the

nineteenth
century

w
as
also

surprisingly
sm
all

if
com

pared
w
ith

m
igration

to
other

N
e~

Europes.
In
1820

a
relatively

large
group

of
4,000

B
ritish

settlers
arrived

at
the

C
ape.

The
discovery

of
diam

onds
(1867.),

gold
(1886)

and
the

A
nglo-B

oer
W
ar
gave

rise
to
the

settlem
ent

oflarger
groups,

but
the

total
num

ber
w
as
relatively

sm
all."

A
fter

the
B
oer

W
ar
the

B
ritish

governm
ent

m
ade

a
concerted

attem
pt
to
heal

the
w
ounds

and
to
reconstruct

the
w
ar-torn

country.
Its
attem

pts
w
ere

rela-
tively

successful
and

played
an

im
portant

role
in
the

unification
of
the

four
sm
all

colonies
into

the
U
nion

of
South

A
frica

in
1910.

The
first

tw
o
prim

e
m
inisters

-
G
enerals

Louis
B
otha

and
Jan

Sm
uts

-
im
plem

ented
a
policy

of
conciliation

in
an
attem

pt
to
bridge

the
gap

betw
een

the
A
frikaans-

and
English-

speakers.
A
first

m
ajor

setback
occurred

in
1912

w
hen

G
eneral

H
ertzog

w
as

sacked
from

the
B
otha

cabinet.
It
happened

after
he
referred

to
som

e
English-

speaking
leaders

as
'foreign

fortune
seekers',

and
advocated

tw
o
separate

stream
s
for
the

developm
ent

ofthe
tw
o
w
hite

groups.
H
e
also

stated
that

'South
A
frica

w
as
for

the
A
frikaner'

and
m
ade

a
plea

that
South

A
frica's

interests
should

getpreference
above

those
ofG

reat
B
ritain.

For
m
any

years
H
ertzog's

stand
represented

A
frikaner

resistance
against

three
things

that
w
ere

closely
connected

from
an
A
frikaner

point
of
view

and
w
hich

w
ere

often
regarded

by
them

as
a
single

issue:
the

political
dom

inance
of

the
English-speakers;

the
econom

ic
w
ealth

and
pow

er
of
the

English-speakers
as
institutionalised

in
a
capitalistic

system
and

m
ainly

controlled
by

the
C
ham

ber
of
M
ines;

and
the

colonial
pow

er
of
G
reat

B
ritain

and
its
policy

of
im
perialism

."
For

the
greater

part
of
this

century
A
frikaner

nationalism
w
as
m
obilised

to
counteract

these
political,

econom
ic

and
colonial

'pow
ers'

of
the

English-
speakers

and
their

reaband
alleged

exploitative
effect

on
A
frikaner

interests.
In

the
years

after
the

A
nglo-B

oer
W
ar,

the
idea

that
the

A
frikaners

w
ere

deprived
of
their

political
and

econom
ic

'independence'
by
G
reat

B
ritain

in
a
m
orally

unjust
w
ar
w
as
system

atically
nurtured

and
becam

e
part

of
the

A
frikaner

folklore.
The

internal
'struggle'

against
the

English-speakers
w
as,

in
the

m
inds

ofm
any

A
frikaners,

nothing
but

an
extension

ofthe
unequal

international
w
ar

betw
een

G
reat

B
ritain

and
the

tw
o
B
oer

republics.
A
frikaner

nationalism
w
as

strongly
stim

ulated
during

the
First·W

orld
W
ar
w
hen

a
rebellion

by
11,000

A
frikaners

-
led

by
highly

regarded
A
nglo-B

oer
W
ar

generJls
-
protested

·w
ith

arm
s
against

South
A
frica's

participation
in
the

w
ar
agairst

G
erm
any.

The
uprising

had
the

m
akings

ofa
civilw

ar
and

w
as
severely

quashed
by
B
otha

and
Sm
uts.

A
fter

the
W
ar

A
frikaner

nationalists
used

B
otha

and
Sm
uts's

actions
against

the
rebels

to
portray

them
as
traitors

ofA
frikaner

interests
and

as
handy

instrum
ents

ofEnglish
capitalism

and
B
ritish

colonialism
.

In
a
com

pletely
different

set
of
circum

stances
in
1922,

G
eneral

Sm
uts

w
as

not
only

accused
ofbeing

the
protector

of
English

capitalism
and

B
ritish

colo-
nialism

,
but

also
attached

as
an
opponent

ofA
frikaner

interests.
The

decline
in

the
price

of
gold

in
1921

forced
the

C
ham

ber
of
M
ines

to
alter

em
ploym

ent

4
In
the

fifty
years

before
the

First
W
orld

W
ar,

50
m
illion

Europeans
left

Europe
for

the
N
ew

Europes.
Thirty-five

m
illion

w
ent

to
the

U
nited

States.
D
uring

that
period

less
than

a
quarter

of
a

m
illion

-
m
ainly

English-speakers
-
cam

e
to
South

A
frica.

5
In
the

eyes
of
m
any

A
frikaners,

G
reat

B
ritain

unjustifiably
m
aintained

and
expanded

its
dom

inance
over

South
A
frica

after
U
nion

by
increased

investm
ent

and
trade

and
by
expecting

South
A
frica's

involvem
ent

in
the

First
W
orld

W
ar.

G
eneral

Sm
uts

w
as
a
m
em
ber

of
the

B
ritish

W
ar
C
abinet.

This
w
as
very

m
uch

resented
in
A
frikaner

circles.
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conditions
in
the

m
ines

to
give

m
ore

jobs
and

opporturnnes
to
the

m
uch

low
er-paid

B
lack

m
inew

orkers.
The

uprising
of
English-speaking

and
A
fri-

kaner
w
hite

m
inew

orkers
in
1922

w
as
harshly

suppressed
by
Sm
uts,

after
a

short
but

bloody
arm
ed
conflict

and
a
death

tollofm
ore

than
tw
o
hundred.

The
strike

of
1922

led
to
a
strange

coalition
or
'pact'

betw
een

the
m
ainly

English-speaking
Labour

Party
(led

by
C
resw

ell)
and

the
N
ational

Party
of

H
ertzog.

The
'pact'

w
on
the

1924
Election

~nd
form

ed
a
's~all

m
~n's.'govern-

m
ent

against
the

'big
guys'

or
H
oggenheim

ers
of
C
olonial

C
apitalism

.
The

Labour
Party

w
as
socialistically

orientated
and

hostile
tow
ards

the
C
ham

ber
of

M
ines"

The
N
ational

Party
w
as
'nationalistically'

and
'patriotically'

orien-
tated

in
their

opposition
to
the

econom
ic
and

colonial
'pow

er'
of
the

English-
speakers.

The
Pact

governm
ent

posed
the

first
serious

challenge
to
colonial

capitalism
in
South

A
frica.

The
Pact

governm
ent

started
w
ith
w
hat

can
be
regarded

as
a
w
elfare

state
.policy

to
com

pensate
the

poorer
half

of
the

w
hite

P?pulatio~
(of
w
hich

m
o. re

than
80
per

ceI?-tw
as
A
frikaans-speaking~

for
the

l.m
p?venshm

ent
a~d

.dls-
ruptions

caused
by
the

process
of
econom

!c
:nodern!satl~n

and
urb~m

satlon.
A
n
im
portant

part
ofthe

Pact
governm

ent
s
w
elfare

pohcy
w
as
to
glV
efinan-

cial
support

to
im
poverished

farm
ers,

to
supply

them
w
ith

adequate
B
lack

labour
and

to
protect

W
hites

against
blacks

in
the

labour
m
~rket.

The
P~ct

governm
ent's

intentions
m
ay
have

been
good,

as
far
as
the

W
hlte

C
om
m
~m
ty

w
as
concerned,

but
itlacked

the
experience

and
com

petence
to
succeed

w
ith
a

w
elfare

policy.
B
efore

itcould
solve

its
teething

problem
s,
H
ertzog

w
as
for~ed

to
enter

into
a
coalition

w
ith
Sm
uts

in
1933

as
a
result

ofthe
G
reat

D
epression

(1929-33)
and

exchange
rate

instabili.ty.
.

H
ertzog

and
Sm
uts

form
ed
the

U
nited

P~rty
or
~heso-~alled

Fusion
gov~rn-

m
ent

in
1934

as
part

of
a
new

attem
pt
to
reconcile

A
fnkaners

and
Eng.h~h-

speakers
and

to
solve

the
country's

serious
e.conom

ic
problem

s.
T~~

.coalltiO
n

led
to
D
r
M
alan's

resignation
from

the
cabm

et.
H
e
broke

aw
ay
w
ith
a
large

group
of
hardline

A
frikaners,

and
in
1934

they
f~unded

the
so-~alled

Puri~ed
N
ational

Party
and

started
to
m
obilise

an
aggressive

form
ofA

fnkaner
nation-

alism
.
H
ertzog

and
Sm
uts's

attem
pt
to
reconcile

the
tw
o
w
hite

groups
in
the

political
arena

w
as
a
praisew

orthy
attem

pt.
The

Fusi?n
g~vernm

~nt
(1934-9)

w
as
in
m
any

aspects
(and

especially.from
an
econom

ic
pom

t
ofview

)
perhaps

the
best

governm
ent

in
the

m
odern

history
of
South

A
frica.

U
nfortunately

the
reconciliation

attem
pt

failed
dism

ally
and

even
proved

to
be
counte~-

productive.
A
lthough

several
international

events
-
such

as
the

econorruc
instability

of
the

1930s,
and

the
outbreak

ofthe
Second

W
o.rld

~ar
-
contrib-

uted
to
its
failure

several
internal

factors
also

m
ade

a
contribution.

H
ertzog

and
Sm
uts
m
ust

bear
som

e
ofthe

blam
e
forthe

failure
ofthe

Fusion
governm

ent.
B
oth

entered
into

the
~usion

~ith
hidd:n

agendas.
Sm
uts:shidden

agenda
w
as
to
stop

H
ertzog

from
m
creasm

g
taxation

on
the

gold
m
m
e
com

-
panies."

H
ertzog's

hidden
agenda

w
as
to
attain

Sm
ut's

support
forthe

rem
oval

ofB
lacks

from
the

com
m
on

voters
role

in
the

C
ape

and
N
atal.

B
oth

succeeded

6
W
hen

South
A
frica

stepped
dow

n
from

the
gold

standard
in
D
ecem

ber
1932,

the
p.rice

of
gold

increased
from

85/-
to
120/-

per
fine

ounce
-
a
'prem

ium
'

35/-
per

fine
ounce.

Early
In
1933

the
governm

ent
announced

proposals
to
tax

m
ost

of
the

gold
prem

.i~m
.
'~rom

this
m
o?,ent:

t~e
C
ham

ber
of
M
ines

began
to
prod

the
SA
P
(of
Sm
uts)

tow
ards

coalition
w
ith

...
the

nationalists
,

D
.
O
m
era,

Volkskapitalism
e,
O
ohannesburg:

R
avan

Press,
1983),

p.
43.

w
ith

their
hidden

agendas.
W
hen

w
ar
broke

out,
H
ertzog

lost
his

neutrality
m
otion

and
w
as
succeeded

by
Sm
uts.

M
any

ofhis
A
frikaner

supporters
joined

M
alan's

Purified
N
ational

Party.
A
fter

only
five

years
the

attem
pt
at
recon-

ciliation
w
as
replaced

by
greater

anim
osity.

D
uring

the
w
ar
years

old
scores

from
earlier

struggles
betw

een
A
frikaners

and
English-speakers

w
ere

reopened.
Econom

ic
considerations

played
an
im
portant

role
in
the

intensi-
fication

ofthe
tensions

betw
een

English-speakers
and

the
m
ajority

of
the

A
fri-

kaners
in
the

1930s.The
A
nglo-B

oer
W
ar
had

been
a
severe

econom
ic
setback

for
m
any

A
frikaners,

from
som

e
w
hich

never
recovered.

Instability
in
the

prices
of
agricultural

products
after

the
First

W
orld

W
ar
ruined

m
any

of
the

A
frikaner

farm
ers,

and
the
G
reat

D
epression

of1929-33
exacerbated

the
prob-

lem
s.
The

farm
s
w
ere
on
average

too
sm
all,financial

support
lacking

and
m
any

farm
ers

w
ere

m
uch

too
traditionally

orientated
to
be
able

to
adapt

to
changing

econom
ic
conditionsjand

to
exploit

new
opportunities.

M
arketing

boards
to

stabilise
the

prices
of
agricultural

products
w
ere

only
established

after
the

M
arketing

A
ct
of
1937.

Since
the

beginning
of
the

1920s
until

the
end

of
the

1930s,no
less

than
10,000

sm
allfarm

ers
lefttheir

farm
s
annually

and
m
igrated

to
the

cities.
The

proletarisation
of
(A
frikaner)

sm
all
farm

ers
played

a
decisive

role
in

turning
A
frikaner

nationalism
during

the
thirties

into
an
aggressive

force
w
ith

a
com

m
anding

political
ideology.

In
their

search
for

a
scapegoat

for
their

econom
ic
predicam

ent,
itw

as
easy

for
them

to
blam

e
iton

English
capitalism

and
B
ritish

colonialism
.
A
t
the

sam
e
tim
e
the

fear
ofbeing

overrun
by
B
lacks

w
as
alw
ays

present.
The

bankruptcy
ofm

any
sm
all
farm

ers
during

the
1920sand

'30s,
created

a
severe

poverty
problem

.
A
ccording

to
the

C
arnegie

R
apport

(1932)
on
the

'poor
w
hite'

problem
,
one-third

ofthe
A
frikaners

(or
330,000

out
of
an
A
fri-

kaner
population

ofone
m
illion)

w
as
desperately

poor,
w
hile

another
third

w
as

classified
asvery

poor.
Those

w
ho
w
ere
com

pelled
to
m
igrate

to
the
cities

found
itvery

difficult
to
adapt

to
the

rather
unfriendly

English-speaking
cities.

They
also

lacked
the

necessary
skillsand

for
the

firsttim
e
encountered

direct
com

pe-
tition

from
B
lacks

and
C
oloureds

for
scarce

job
opportunitiesl

For
alm
ost

all
the

'poor
w
hite'

arrivals
in
the

cities
the

process
of
urbanisat'on

w
as
a
trau-

m
atic

experience.
This

provided
fertile

soil
for

the
grow

th
of
a
strong

and
overheated

A
frikaner

nationalism
.

!
In
the

firstsixty
years

after
U
nion

every
governm

ent
had

the
difficult

task
of

reconciling
the

conflicting
econom

ic
interests

w
hich

the
(m
ainly

A
frikaner)

agricultural
sector

and
the

(m
ainly

English-speaking)
m
ining

and
industrial

sectors
had

in
the

availability
and

price
of
B
lack

labour.
The

farm
ers

w
ere

strongly
in
favour

of
an
abundance

of
cheap

B
lack

labour
in
rural

areas
and

dem
anded

restrictions
to
stop

the
flow

of
B
lacks

tow
ards

the
cities.

Those
A
frikaners

w
ho
m
igrated

to
the

cities
as
'poor

w
hites'

w
ere

also
in
favour

of
influx

'control,
because

they
feared

the
com

petition
and

the
presence

ofB
lacks

in
the

cities.
The

(m
ainly

'English-speaking)
m
ining

and
industrial

sectors
w
ere,

how
ever,

strongly
in
favour

of
a
large

supply
of
cheap

B
lack

labour
in

urban
areas.

A
com

prom
ise

to
reconcile

these
conflicting

econom
ic
interests

had
to
be
found.

O
n
the

one
hand

strick
influx

control
w
as
enacted

to
keep

as
m
any

B
lacks

as
possible

in
the

(W
hite)

rural
areas.

O
n
the

other
hand

a
system

ofm
igratory

labour
w
as
introduced

forthe
gold

m
ining

industry.
The

m
ajority

of
the

m
igrant

labourers
w
ere

recruited
in
the

B
lack

reserves
(or

H
om
elands)


