country in a stirring letter to Dr. Verwoerd who responded
with an offer of liberal aid.
"It is a practical expression of South Africa's policy
of friendship to all the Black States who are receptive,
but we do not doubt that the Government would also
have paid attention to such an appeal for help whether
it came from a less sympathetic Black State. It is a
question of impending or actual famine in which we
should help as far as we are able to help. It also could
contribute to counteract those elements which want to
incite the Basuto nation in attitudes of enmity towards
the Republic.
"We hope that the facts about this assistance during a
time when our authorities have their hands full dealing
with precarious conditions among sections of our own
populations, will be publicized extensively and effectively.
In such cases one deems it unfit to blow one's own
trumpet but unfortunately there are circles in Africa
and in the world where they do not want to know about
such a deed of friendship. It impedes the monstrous image
they constantly propagate about South Africa too acutely.
"South Africa's willingness to help where it can, extends
beyond emergency assistance, of course. It can be stated
that its policy of friendsh ip is actually calculated to help
Black nations to help themselves so that the need of
support will progressively diminish. In the Protectorates,
under British guidance on the road to independence,
tremendous development tasks lie ahead, just as in our
own Bantu areas. South Africa is the natural source
from which the Protectorate Governments can expect
expert knowledge and experience. We know their problems more intimately than far-off countries, and we are
prepared to assist in resolving them in so far as it is
within our means.
"Through such co-operation, especially in their basic
subsistence problems, the type of goodwill relationship
can grow which we also have in mind towards our South
African Bantu nations in their own areas. But it will
demand effort from both sides to bring this policy to
successful fruition. It must be consistantly pursued against
constant endeavours from nearby and from afar to jeopardize peaceful co-existence.
"With the emergency assistance for Basutoland South
Africa has again showed its real earnestness."
This is what the English morning paper, The Cape
Times, said: "Prompt help for a Neighbour: South Africa's
prompt reply to the appeal for help by Chief Leabua Jonathan, who will be Basutoland's next Prime Minister if he
wins his present by-election, lives up to the long tradition
of good neighbourliness between the two territories. Perhaps the moral is made even more pointed by the fact
that the Republic and the independent-monarchy-to-be are
at the present moment sharing the effects of the same
drought. This does not, of course, detract from the South
African Government's highly commendable readiness
to help even from its own depleted stocks, while bearing in
mind its own territory's urgent needs. Whatever difficulties there may have been about certain political traffic
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across the borders of the Protectorate, there could, of
course, be no hesitation, other than that of availability
of supply, about answering a neighbour's call in distress,
especially when it was couched in the dramatic terms of
Chief Jonathan's letter.
"Perhaps this incident should prompt some thought
to be given to long-term plans for meeting periodic distres~
of such a nature among South Africa's ::1eighbours. A
pooling or reserve arrangement, though it would fairly
obviously receive the heaviest \COntribution from this
country, might even in some extraordinary eventuality in
the future be of stop-gap use to the Republic itself. At
the momt'nt Basutoland has annually to import some
of its grain requirements from South Africa, and is likely
to have to do so for many years to come if not forever.
However, there might be some basic requirement that
South Africa could very well stand in dire need of, such
as water, which Basutoland might take steps to store in
considerable quantity from her profusion of sources. In
addition a common agricultural plan for Southern Africa,
with some technical and information interchange, might
well help to ease the common rigours which so often
afflict the food-producing sectors of Southern Africa."

COMMUNIST PROGRAMME
OUTLINED
Mr. M. Suslov, the member of the Soviet Central
Committee's Secretariat, who is known to be one of the
main architects of Soviet policy, has explained to the
Bulgarian Central Committee precisely what that policy
is today .. .
1. The need to unite all " progressive and anti-imperialist"
forces in the world, no matter on what continent they
are to be found.
2. The need to develop "Socialism" as the dominating
thought and influence in all continents and at the same
time to undermine the influence of the " reactionaries and
imperialists" everywhere.
3. The need to encourage and support the " revolutionary and liberation movement" on a world-wide scale.
... Suslov said, "In 88 countries of the world there are
today Communist parties or groups strong enough to
influence events decisively."
He claimed that in the West there are 46,000,000 Communists working "for peace" and the realisation of Moscow's other aims. Through them, the thinking of millions
of other people is being influenced. As a result, the Communist world movement is striding confidently forward
. .. Meanwhile Moscow intended to step up its aid to the
Vietnamese "democrats" to enable them to cope more
effectively with the American "provocations."
.. . Further on, they reckon "trends" setting in in many
parts of the world are isolating the "imperialists" more
and more.- (Weekly R eview, 2/7 j65).
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THE ECONO,WIC FOUNDATIONS OF FREEDOM
LUDWIG VON MISES in the "Indian Libertarian."
Animals are driven by instinctive urges. They yield to the impulse which prevails at the moment and peremtorily ask for satisfaction. They are the puppets of their appetites. Man's eminence is to be seen in the fact that he
chooses between alternatives. He regulates his behaviour deliberately. He can master his impulses and desires; he has
the power to suppress wishes, the satisfaction of which would force him to renounce the attainment of more important goals. In short: man acts; he purposively aims at ends chosen. This is a moral person, responsible for his conduct.
All the teachings and precepts of ethics, whether based
upon a religious creed or whether based upon a secular
doctrine like that of the Stoic philosophers, presuppose this
moral autonomy of the individual and therefore appeal to
the individual conscience. They presuppose that the individual is free to choose among various modes of conduct
and require him to behave in compliance with definite
rules, the rules of morality. Do the right things, shun the
bad things.
It is obvious that the exhortations and admonishments
of morality make sense only when addressing individuals
who are free agents. They are vain when directed to
slaves. It is useless to tell a bondsman what is morally
good and what is morally bad. He is not free to determine
his comportment; he is forced to obey the orders of his
master. It is difficult to blame him if he prefers yielding
to the commands of his master to the most cruel punishment threatening not only him but also members of his
family.
This is why freedom is not only a political postulate,
but no less a postulate of every religious or secular morality.

The Struggle for Freedom
Yet for thousands of years a considerable part of mankind was either entirely or at least in many regards
deprived of the faculty to choose between what is right
and what is wrong. In the status society of days gone by
the freedom to act according to their own choice was, for
the lower strata of society, the great majority of the
population, seriously restricted by a rigid system of controls. An outspoken formulation of this principle was the
statute of the Holy Roman Empire that conferred upon
the Princes and Counts of the Reich the power and the
right to determine the religious allegiance of their subjects.
The Orientals meekly acquiesced in this state of affairs.
But the Christian peoples of Europe and their scions that
settled in overseas territories never tired in their struggle
for liberty. Step by step they abolished all status and cast
privileges and disabilities until they finally succeeded in
establishing the system that the harbingers of totalitarianism
try to smear by calling it the bourgeois system.

The Supremacy of the Consumers
The economic foundation of this bourgeois system is the
market economy in which the consumer is sovereign. The
consumer, i.e., everybody determines by his buying or
abstention from buying what should be produced, in what
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quantity and of what quality. The businessmen are forced
by the instrumentality of profit and loss to obey the orders
of the consumers. Only those enterprises can flourish that
supply in the best possible and cheapest way those commodities and services which the buyers are most anxious
to acquire. Those who fail to satisfy the public suffer
losses and are finally forced to go out of business.
In the precapitalistic ages the rich were the owners of
large landed estates. They or their ancestors had acquired
their property as gifts-feuds or fiefs- from the sovereign
who--with their aid-had conquered the country and
subjugated its inhabitants. These aristocratic landowners
were real lords as they did not depend on the patronage
of buyers. But the rich of a capitalistic industrial society
are subject to the supremacy of the market. They acquire
their wealth by serving the consumers better than other
people do and they forfeit their wealth when other people
satisfy the wishes of the consumers better or cheaper than
they do. In the free market economy the owners of capital
are forced to invest it in those lines in which it best serves
the public. Thus ownership of capital goods is continually
shifted into the hands of those who have best succeeded in
serving the consumers. In the market economy private
property is in this sense a public service imposing upon the
owners the responsibility of employing it in the best interests
of the sovereign consumers. This is what economists mean
when they call the market economy a democracy in which
every penny gives a right to vote.

ADVANCING THE SOUTH
AFRICAN BANTU
"The Whites in South Africa have possibly the most
uniform anti-Communist population in the world. I can
assure you that no country in Africa, either developing
or other, has made greater efforts than the Republic of
South Africa to raise !ts lower population groups. Nowhere
else in Africa can you come across the primary, secondary
and high schools, the colleges, hospitals and training colleges for Blacks such as those you see in the Republic of
South Africa."
-Dr. H. Carter, editor of the American Delta Democratic
Times and one-time winner of the Pulitzer Prize, in an
article in "Bantu," 1964.
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