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Abstract 
A common characteristic feature of the European powers be it in Africa, 
Asia or Latin America had been the search for territorial acquisition. 
Originally, there has been a considerable disagreement among the 
historians and social scientists about the causes of this ambition. Thus 
while Fanon perceived such outward movement as violence, Lord 
Lugard saw it as a civilizing mission. But whatever interpretation we 
may give to this outward expansion, it is crystal clear that the European 
powers left some indelible imprints on African soil. For one thing, the 
influx of these foreign powers had disrupted African homogeneity. 
Different policies were established and practised. Thus while the 
philosophy of indirect rule was practised in few countries in West 
Africa and East Africa (Anglophone countries), direct administration 
was practised in Francophone countries. However, the objective of this 
paper is to carry out a dialectical analysis of the obnoxious ‘Apartheid 
policy’ in South Africa with a view to exposing the evil inherent in it 
before its final demise in 1994. In the light of this, the paper is divided 
into four parts, origin, practice, demise of Apartheid in South Africa 
and lessons for Nigerians in a democratic setting. 

Introduction 

According to Boateng (1980), the Republic of South Africa has a total land area of 1,221,037sq 

kin and ranks fourth in population among states on the African continent (Boateng. 1980:157; Ojo, 

1982:188). It is located at the Southern extreme of Africa and it is made up of four major ethnic groups 

in these proportions, Black 68 per cent, white 18 per cent, coloured 10 per cent and Asian 3 per cent 

(Sunday Times, March 11 1990:18). It has a labour force of 30 per cent agriculture; 29 per cent 

industries; commerce 34 per cent and 7 per cent for mining (Sunday Times, March 11 1990:18). The 

Union of South Africa was formed in 1910, but the desire to colonise and institutionalize colonial rule in 

Africa Preceded 1910. 

European settlement in South Africa started in 1652 when Jan Van Riebeeck, a Hollander landed 

at the Cape of Good Hope with some men and women to found a victualing station for ocean going 

vessels sailing between Europe and Orient (Ngubane, 1976:4). But since points of contacts are usually 

points of conflicts, disagreement arose between the colonial bourgeoisie (Europeans) and the Africans. 

Initially, this was between Jan Van Riebeeck and his people against the Hottentots in South Africa. The 

constant clashes between Jan Van Riebeeck and the Hottentots reached the climax in 1660 when Jan Van 

Riebeeck separated his people from Africans. By 1688, when the French Huguenot refugees thronged to 

the Cape, social stratification became more pronounced between the white settlers and the Hottentots 

(Africa Today, Vol. 1 1995:3). 

A century later, the idea of segregation which was started by Riebeeck was given much 

specificity than before making more African lands to come under the white domination. The total take 

over was thus effectuated when the Union of South Africa was formed in 1910. 

Origin Of Apartheid Policy 

The Union of South Africa had experienced a period of three hundred and fifty years (350) of 

white domination and forty years (40) of apartheid regime. Hornby (1974) defined apartheid as a racial 

segregation; separate development of Europeans and non-Europeans (Hornby, 1974:34). Originally, the 

word ‘Apartheid’ comes from the Afrikaans language meaning separateness, apartheid, segregated, 

separate existence and development (Woronoff, 1970:275). 

Apartheid as a policy was devised by Dr. Hendrik Verwoerd, a former University professor of 

psychology and philosophy, but this policy was actually put into practice when he was the Prime 

Minister. Initially, the policy did not mean a political subjection of the African people (Woronoff, 

1970:276). In other words, the attendant brutality that accompanied the policy of apartheid for so many 

years before the policy met its Waterloo was not initially so. 



In the beginning, each of the major ethnic groups of South Africa was given its separate 

homeland. For instance, the Africans, the coloureds and the Asians lived in separate areas devoid of any 

political discrimination. But society being what it is, is not expected to be static. Growth is inevitable and 

contact cannot be totally prevented. Where this exists, conflict and consensus emanate, in group and out 

group exclusiveness surface and as Nnoli (1980) has shown, contact between members of different 

communal groups lead to the emergence of ethnicity (Nnoli, 1980:21). The white in the Republic of 

South Africa soon became worried and thought that white civilization might be destroyed if allowed to 

flourish side by side with non white races (Rich, 1980:172). 1'he resultant effect was that, Africans were 

to live in ghetto while Europeans were to live in urban centres. Africans could only live in urban areas on 

the condition that they ‘ministered to the needs of the white man’ (Rich, 1980:172). 

Apartheid as a policy was conceived by the while settlers to have an overwhelming control in 

virtually everything - political, economic and social things. With the coming into being of the Union of 

South Africa in 1910, Africans were deprived of political decision making (African Guardian, May 9 

1994:23). Economically, it is interesting to point out that South Africa is among the comity of nations in 

the world that is endowed with mineral resources. It is the world’s leading producer of gold and 

diamonds (Boateng, 1980:170). It is equally blessed with other minerals such as coal. iron, copper and 

manganese. South Africa is also having an extensive area located within different climatic zones for 

agricultural production. All these economic benefits were taken over by the white settlers. Socially, 

Africans were discriminated against. In the area of sport for instance, only white settlers were allowed, 

none of the numerous blacks were considered for the national team however most qualified the person 

might be. 

The Practice Of Apartheid Policy 

With the coercive power at the disposal of the white settlers, apartheid policy was brought into 

existence for their selfish interest. Numerous laws were enacted through which apartheid was put into 

practice. We present underneath some of these laws. 

1948 

The Asiatic Laws Amendment Act withdrew Indian representation in parliament. 

1949 

a. The Prohibition of Mixed Marriage Act made marriages between whites and non-whites 

illegal. 

b. The Unemployment Insurance Amendment Act excluded from available benefits all those 

whose earnings did not exceed El82 a year (the majority of African workers) and all 

immigratory workers irrespective of their earnings. 

1950 

a. The Population Registration Act established a racial register of the population, which was to 

be classified into Europeans, Coloureds, Africans and Asians with Coloureds and Africans 

further classified according to ethnic sections. 

b. The Suppression of Communism Act defined Communism so loosely as to include much 

liberal and democratic thought and practice and laid down a penalty of ten years’ 

imprisonment for advocating ‘Communism’. 

c. The Immorality Amendment Act prohibited sexual intercourse between white and nonwhite. 

d. The Group Areas Act, amended on numerous occasions, provided for the creation of 

separate areas through the country in which ownership and occupation of land would be 

restricted to specific population groups. The vast bulk of the country (86%) was to be 

reserved for the whites, and hundred of thousands of people, nearly all non-whites would 

have to give up their homes and move to other areas. 

1952 

The Natives (Abolition of Press and Co-ordination of Documents) Act required all African men 

and women to carry reference books at all times. On average since 1953, over a thousand Africans a day 

have been arrested for not carrying passes. 
1953 

a. The Bantu Education Act 1953 and the Extension of Universities Education Act 1959 
enforced separation of races in all educational institutions. Even Universities were made 
‘tribal’ and many mission schools had to close. 



b. The Reservation of Separate Amenities Act permitted any person in charge of any public 
premises or public vehicle to reserve them for the exclusive use of any race. 

c. The Native Labour (Settlement of Disputes) Act outlawed strikes by African workers. 
d. The Criminal Law Amendment Act provided five years’ imprisonment and/or ten lashes for 

anyone causing anyone else to break the law in protest against the apartheid laws, and was 
the direct result of defiance campaign. 

e. The Public Safety Act gave powers to the government to declare a state of emergency and 
suspend parliament and the courts. 

1954 

a. The Natives Resettlement Act provided for the forcible removal of 57,000 Africans from 
central Johannesburg to ‘Soweto’ and to segregate them there along ‘tribal’ patterns. 

b. The Native Trust and Land Amendment Act removed the obligation on the government to 

find land for displaced squatters. 
1955 

The Criminal Procedure and Evidence Act empowered the police to enter and search premises 
without a warrant. 

1956 

The Industrial Conciliation Act prohibits mixed trade unions and reserved certain jobs for 

different races. It guaranteed work for whites at the expense of non-white and relegated Africans to 

manual work. 

1957 

a. The Native Laws Amendment Act restricted freedom of worship by allowing the Native 
Affairs to ban the attendance of Africans at any church service in a white area. 

b. The Nursing Act introduced apartheid into the nursing profession. 
1959 

The Promotion of Bantu Self-Government Act abolished African representation in parliament 
and outlined procedures for setting up so-called ‘self-government’ in the reserves. 

1960 

The Unlawful Organisations Act banned the African National Congress and the Pan Africanist 

Congress. 

1962 

The General Law Amendment Act (1962), generally known as the ‘Sabotage Act’ provided 

death as the maximum penalty for sabotage, and introduced house arrest. 

1963 

a. The Undesirable Publications Act provided for the prohibition of publications on both 
political and moral grounds. Among the titles banned was Thomas Hardy’s novel The Return 

of the Native, about English rural life in the nineteenth century. More seriously, the banned 
titles contained 8,000 works which contradict racial apartheid and the rigid Calvinistic Dutch 
Reformed Church. 

b. The General Law Amendment Act (1963) outlawed law itself. It empowered the minister of 
Justice to detain anyone, without charge or trial, for indefinitely recurring periods of 90 
days. This ‘No-Trial Act’ marked the final disappearance of the rule of law and of habeas 

corpus from South Africa. 
1964 

The Bantu Laws Amendment Act deprived Africans living and working in white areas of any 
right to remain there. Under this Act, government - controlled labour bureau were given absolute 
power to direct African workers to specific jobs or to cancel their permits to live and work in a 'white 
area - even if they had been born in the ‘white1 area. 

1970 

The Bantu Homelands Citizenship Act made every African a citizen of an ethnic homeland, 
where he might exercise his civilian political rights. The Act reinforced the government policy that an 



African had no rights in white South Africa, except to sell his labour. 
Source: Mazrui, A.A. and Tidy, M (1984) Nationalism and New States in Africa  Pp 163 and 164. 

The above laws showed the severe hardship that South Africans were exposed to. However, 
apartheid as a policy met its Waterloo following its world-wide condemnation. 

The Demise Of Apartheid In South Africa 

Political observers have pointed out the changeability of political systems. This underscores that 

no political system will last forever. Considering the widespread subjugation and exploitation that 

characterized the South African political system, one would agree with Professor K. Matthews (1952) 

that “only the African people themselves will ever rid themselves of political subjugation, economic 

exploitation and social degradation”. (Carter and O’Meara, 1979:104). 'Phis led to the development of 

liberation movements such as African National Congress (ANC), Pan African Congress (PAC), 

Umkhonto We Sizwe and POQO. The United Nations and Organisation of African Unity also 

contributed to the fall of apartheid regime. 

The African National Congress was formed in 1912 and had the following objectives (Sisulu. 

1959:28) (Momoh, 1990:82): 

1. To unite all the various tribes in South Africa, 

2. To educate public opinion on the aspirations of the black man of South Africa, 

3. To advocate on behalf of the African masses equal rights and justice, 

4. To be the mouthpiece of the African people and their chiefs, 

5. To represent the people in government and municipal affairs, 

6. To represent them in the union parliament, and generally to do all such things as are 

necessary for the progress and welfare of the African people. 

The African National Congress was resolute in wanting to dismantle apartheid policy. It 

adopted non-violent strategies which included campaigns of civil disobedience, non-co-operation 

movements and stoppages of work. 

The Pan African Congress (PAC) was formed in 1959 by Robert Sobukwe. Originally PAC was 

part of ANC but broke away from ANC because of ideological differences among the members of 

African National Congress. Thus while a faction of ANC from which the PAC broke away from believed 

that ‘South Africa belongs to all who live in it, black and white’... (Momoh, 1990:83), the PAC believed 

that ‘South Africa belongs to Blacks alone, and the struggle in South Africa must be fought by the black 

and for Blacks. Most of the frontline of PAC were based in America. It was the introduction of the armed 

resistance within the PAC that eventually gave birth to Umkhonto We Sizwe and POQO respectively. 

The Umkhonto We Sizwe (The Spear of the Nation) was formed in June, 1961 by Nelson 

Mandela and other militants of ANC. Umkhonto We Sizwe launched its attack on apartheid through 

guerrilla warfare. Several members of the organisation were sent for guerrilla training in Ethiopia. 

Algeria and China. A sizeable number of people that were available through the training fought against 

apartheid within and outside South Africa. 

POQO was the military wing of the PAC. Principally, POQO concentrated its attack on the 

white people and its major weapons consisted of pangas, machete - like knives and only a few guns. 

POQO as well sent many of its people for training in China, Tanzania and Libya and was able to cany 

out several sabotage acts. But by August, 1990, Dr Nelson Mandela announced the suspension of armed 

struggle and opted for a meaningful dialogue. Announcing the suspension he said: 
In the interest of moving as speedily as possible towards a negotiated peaceful 
political settlement and in the context of the agreement reached, the ANC 
announced that it was suspending all armed actions with immediate effects 
(Bamgbose, 1990:46). 

The United Nations Organisation also was concerned in dismantling apartheid policy. U 
mounted a series of condemnations of the minority rule in Southern Africa. It also strove to ensure that 
the administration of Namibia was taken away from South Africa. It declared that the apartheid policy 
was contrary to its Charter and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and by 1962, the General 
Assembly ol the United Nations ordered severance of diplomatic ties and a total boycott w i t h  South 
Africa. 

The Organisation of African Unity created both liberation movements and the Standing 
Committee for action against apartheid policy. These went a long way to strangle apartheid out of 
existence. 



Tremendous development was later recorded following the activities of the above-mentioned 
organisations. The climax of this was that, Dr. Nelson Mandela was released from the prison and he went 
back to politics and eventually became the first President of the Union of South Africa following his 
swearing in as the President of the Union of South Africa on March 5th, 1994 (Guardian, June 3 
1994:17). 

Lessons For Nigerians In A Democratic Setting 

Both Nigeria and South Africa happen to be in the same continent of Africa and they are both 

endowed with renowned political leaders. These facts notwithstanding, Nigerians could learn the 

following from South African Democracy. 

1. South Africa is more united. Apartheid’s attempt to divide the country into racial enclaves 

failed (Diamond et al, 1995:562). The distribution of portfolio which is ethnically balanced in 

South Africa should also be balanced in Nigeria. No part of the country should be marginalized 

in portfolio distribution. 

2. Nigerian governments should cultivate the habit of inviting the industrialists to contribute in the 

preparation of budget as it is done in South Africa. 

3. The civil society in South Africa has substantial expertise that can help South Africa to deal 

with the political and socioeconomic problems. In the same way, Nigerian leaders should work 

towards solving their political and socioeconomic problems rather than engaging in frivolous 

matters. 

4. In South Africa, institutions such as courts, political parties, electoral commission, civil service 

are more integrated. Nigerians should emulate such example in such a way that these 

institutions are integrated. 

Conclusion 

This paper has appraised the obnoxious practice of apartheid policy since it had developed its 

tentacle from its inception and lorded it over the South Africans for forty years. Its practice was both 

subtlely and violently reacted against through diverse organisations such as African National Congress 

(ANC), and Pan African Congress (PAC) among others. It was such struggle against apartheid policy 

that eventually stilled this unpleasant policy. South Africa was eventually liberated and today, is under a 

democratic government. 
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