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frontiers. The dispute between these two
sections of Afrikanerdom over this precise
issue has already surfaced..

However, should South Africa’s
armies become deeply engaged in Mozam-
bique, it is reasonable to suppose that their
action would not only create a different
situation in Southern Africa but affect in-
ternational opinion and policies.

Internal threats

Apart from these external threats to Rho-
desia’s security, there is also the likelihood
of internal threats. These could come, as
already indicated, from a more effective
guerrilla strategy linked to growing black
bitterness inside the country. There is, un-
fortunately, no reason to suppose that
black feelings can become anything but
more hostile under a regime such as Mr.
Smith’s.

A serious source of internal disaffec-
tion is the steady growth of black unem-
ployment. Already an estimated one mil-
lion of Rhodesia’s 5.4 million black popula-
tion are unemployed and their numbers
are added to annually by 45,000 school-
leavers. (An interesting and possibly sig-
nificant factor, too, is the increasing exo-
dus of young white Rhodesians who see no
future for themselves in the present soci-
ety.) There are other serious causes for
black frustration, arising from lack of ed-
ucational and social disabilities.

It is indisputably true that maintain-
ing sanctions will hit black Rhodesians
harder than whites and, in the short run,
will further worsen their condition; but
their disabilities precede the application of
sanctions. The fundamental nature of a
minority-ruled society is to favour its own
kith and kin over the majority. In the long
term, only a fundamental change in Rho-
desia’s power structure can bring mean-
ingful change to its black citizens.

Impact of sanctions
Economic sanctions have begun to bite;
those who judge Rhodesia’s economy from
its shop-windows or by the officially pub-
lished statistics, miss the deeper signifi-
cance of the damage done to the core of
the country’s economy. These have been
carefully described in the report recently
published by the Africa Bureau, London.
The best brief description of Rhodesia’s
difficulties is to be found in the following
statement made by Mr. Smith himself
when, on November 26, 1971, he defended
the Anglo-Rhodesian proposals at a confer-
ence of the Rhodesian Front;:

“If only Rhodesians could be apprised
of the facts and predictions available to
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Government — our economic require.
ments and anticipated development diff;.
culties and the security problems which
loom before us —then they would 1iore
readily understand our position. Rhocesis
could have gone on without a settlement
and her position would not have been orej.
udiced this year or next. But it is oy
assessment that in ten or 20 years’ ‘ime
the position would not be so good for our
children.”

The failure of the Anglo-Rhod: siay
negotiations has not changed that pos:tion
— except that the more effective appiica-
tion of sanctions could considerably reduce
the time-scale indicated by Mr. Smitl!-

Sanctions, as I have already sugge:ted,
will not by themselves suffice to defea: the
Smith regime. What, then, is the cas: for
persisting with sanctions?

First, because it is the only policy that
guarantees virtual international 2 ree-
ment in treating the Smith regime :s an
outlaw within the world community; ot a
single country (not even Portugal or {auth
Africa) has recognized it diplomati ally.
Second, because of this isolation, Rhc:lesia
has been denied access to the wrlds
money markets, which are indispensa ile to
its long-term survival. Third, it has s rved
the purpose of denying outright vict: ry to
the rebels and of preventing them from
solidifying their control; they are xept
economically weak, and politically an : mil-
itarily insecure. Fourth, it has bee.: the
only effective pressure to make white Rho-
desians even consider a negotiated «-itle-
ment. Fifth, it has sustained the mor .le of
the black and white opponents ¢ the
regime. Sixth, it has prevented fuither
polarizing of African and Western o;-nion
over the problems of Southern Aivica’s
white-ruled states.

All this mounts up to a fairly sub-
stantial vindication of sanctions. Bu: why
have sanctions not operated more >ffec-
tively in the past?

Because South Africa and Por:ugal
have, from the first, refused to co-o;-crate
and have provided markets and trade -han-
nels to the outside world. Because the main
effects have been shifted off white s: ould-
ers on to those of black Rhodesian:. who
have been forced to rely even mcve o0
subsistence agriculture. Because, : r di
verse reasons, the world communi y did
not match Britain’s own efforts, wh:-h, by
and large, have been exemplary. B-cause
the African states in the past lacke i com
fidence in the credibility of British 2olicy
and so failed to exert pressures : ¢ the
United Nations on those countries a: d had
defaulted on sanctions. Finally, becau ethe
UN sanctions machinery has been =most
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