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We must begin to fight more forcefully for our freedom from this repressive regime. 
Despite repeated attempts to engage the government in talks, we have been turned 

down. Our organizations have been banned. Our people, protesting peacefully, have 
been shot at. The people are restless and are becoming disillusioned. We are in danger 
of losing our country entirely. Fifty years of nonviolent struggle has brought our country 
nothing but more and more repressive legislation. The government will not allow us to 
fight peacefully any more, and has blocked all our legal acts by making them illegal.

Rural people are already creating military organizations on their own, without 
central leadership. If we want to avert a civil war, in which we would surely be 
defeated in bloody struggle, we must organize the people and provide discipline.  
Structured, organized, limited sabotage of the white government will demonstrate 
our power, reduce the regime’s effectiveness, and show the international community 
that we are dedicated to preventing casualties. We must show our people that we 
are strong, resolute, and able to overcome this adversity. We will be giving hope, 
instead of sitting on our hands waiting for the next blow from the government. 

It is time to join with the South African Communist Party, which can provide financial 
backing and which believes that a small group should be the vanguard of the struggle. 
A cadre of trained fighters will bring about the revolution we seek. Mass action has not 
been successful, and it is time to try other means. Sabotage does not involve loss of life, 
and it offers the best hope for future race relations. Bitterness will be kept to a minimum 
and if the policy bears fruit, democratic government could become a reality. We are 
committed to creating a nonracial country. Attacking only government buildings and 
economically important infrastructure such as power stations will limit the government’s 
ability to function, but it will not kill people. We must not descend into a race war.

Nonviolence is a tactic that must be abandoned when it no longer works. That time has 
come. Sharpeville demonstrated the will of the government to crush our peaceful protests.  
Our people cannot have died in vain while we continue to wait for an opportunity to 
put more of them in harm’s way. Such inaction is immoral. We owe it to them to fight.

Option 2: Use Limited, Structured Violence with 
Communist Party Support

Beliefs and Assumptions Underlying Option 2

1.  It is immoral to subject our people to 
continued violence from the government while 
forbidding them from defending themselves.

2.  African people are becoming frustrated 
with the slow pace of reform and many are 
resorting to undisciplined violence, acts that 
will surely lead to a civil war. 

3. Revolution is only possible through 
the use of a small group of trained, militant 
insurrectionists.
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Supporting Arguments for Option 2

1. Deliberate, limited attacks will weaken 
the apartheid system without polarizing the 
races.

2. Our people will feel renewed and strong 
if we engage in sabotage, and they will be 
more dedicated to the cause.  

3. The avoidance of casualties will provide 
the greatest possibility for reconciliation in the 
future.

From the Historical Record

Nelson Mandela, address to the ANC, 1953
“[G]one forever are the days when harsh 

and wicked laws provided the oppressors with 
years of peace and quiet. The racial policies of 
the Government have pricked the conscience 
of all men of good will and have aroused their 
deepest indignation. The feelings of the op-
pressed people have never been more bitter. 
If the ruling circles seek to maintain their 
position by such inhuman methods then a 
clash between the forces of freedom and those 
of reaction is certain. The grave plight of the 
people compels them to resist to the death the 
stinking policies of the gangsters that rule our 
country.… Action has become the language of 
the day.”

Oliver Tambo, letter to the ANC leadership, 1955
“In the final analysis, the situation in 

South Africa today is such that alternative 
modes of struggle have been reduced and we 
are daily being reduced to the barest mini-
mum, and we shall not wait long for the day 
when only one method will be left to the op-
pressed people of this country....”

“Black Savage” in The Africanist, January 1956
“The times call for cold calculation and 

timing and yield little place for the ungov-
erned emotions. We cannot afford to be 
irresponsible in word or action....”

ANC National Executive, 1958
“When a spontaneous movement takes 

place the duty of leadership is not just to 
follow spontaneously but to give it proper 
direction.”

Robert Resha, ANC leader, December 1958
“It is...significant that the leaders who are 

being accused of having sold out [the African 
National] Congress to Europeans and Indi-
ans, are tried and tested leaders who suffered 
imprisonment, bannings, and banishments. 
Surely, such men...can only be thought of as 
being stooges by people who are either delib-
erately malicious or completely naive.”

Robert Resha, Treason Trial testimony, 1960
“My Lords, when I think of the brutal 

methods used by the government in imposing 
inhuman policy on my people, I sometimes 
have grave doubts about the policy of non-
violence. Sometimes it seems to me that if 
the government is prepared to use this force 
and violence in stifling every endeavor by my 
people to improve their lot and to attain some 
political rights, then sometimes I feel we too 
have the right to use this violence at times.”  

Yusuf Dadoo, SAIC president, March 1961
“As time goes on, that struggle will be-

come more bitter and hard…. If timely action 
is not taken, we may see in South Africa, 
whether we like it or not, a situation similar to 
that in Algeria, perhaps on a bigger scale.”

Nelson Mandela, May 1961
“Of all the observations made on the 

strike, none has brought forth so much heat 
and emotion as the stress and emphasis we 
put on non-violence. Our most loyal support-
ers, whose courage and devotion has never 
been doubted, unanimously and strenuously 
disagreed with this approach and with the 
assurances we gave that we would not use any 
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form of intimidation whatsoever to induce 
people to stay away from work. It was argued 
that the soil of our beloved country has been 
stained with the priceless blood of African 
patriots murdered by the Nationalist govern-
ment in the course of peaceful and disciplined 
demonstrations to assert their claims and 
legitimate aspirations. It was the government 
that should have been told to refrain from its 
inhuman policy of violence and massacre, 
not the African people. It was further argued 
that it is wrong and indefensible for a politi-
cal organisation to repudiate picketing, which 
is used the world over as a legitimate form of 
pressure to prevent scabbing. Even up to the 
present day the question that is being asked 
with monotonous regularity up and down 
the country is this: is it politically correct to 
continue preaching peace and non-violence 
when dealing with a government whose bar-
baric practices have brought so much suffering 
and misery to Africans? With equal monotony 

the question is posed: have we not closed a 
chapter on this question? These are crucial 
questions that merit sane and sober reflection. 
It would be a serious mistake to brush them 
aside and leave them unanswered.”

Nelson Mandela, June 1961 
“We agreed that violence was an unfortu-

nate thing. We felt, however, that appeals for 
non-violence should be addressed to the gov-
ernment who were spoiling for a showdown 
and massacre [and] not to the African people 
who had repeatedly protested the peaceful and 
non-violent character of their campaign. We 
also felt it to be our duty to place on record 
that, if people in history had listened to ap-
peals to drop political campaigns launched to 
back up the demands of an oppressed people 
simply because violence might occur in the 
course of such a campaign, the world today 
would still be languishing under the despotic 
rule of the Middle Ages.”




