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stM..OCK PND PROSPEOO: 
ANTI-SEMITISM. ZIONISM AND SOUTH AFRICAN IDEOLOGY 

by 

EDWARD I . STEINHART 

When war broke out in the Middle East in October, 1973 
for the fourth time in a quarter of a century, it signaled the 
nadir of Israel's deteriorating popularity in black Africa and 
the Third World. The struggle of the Jewish state, composed 
of the outcasts of European intolerance, against the forces of 
a hostile desert and more hostile neighbors, had earlier in­
spired support and admiration from a wide range of new Afri­
can nations confronted with similar problems of state building 
and economic obstacles . But whatever residual sympathies may 
have existed for the hardy pioneers of Israel dissipated in 
the growing consciousness of Third World solidarity and Israel's 
dependence upon those powers which appeared opposed to Third 
World security and prosperity. The process of withdrawal of 
African diplomatic support for Israel, which began well before 
the 1973 war,l was climaxed by a round of diplomatic breaks 
which left only five African nations with ties to Israel by 
the end of 1973.2 

Among those nations who continue to support Israel, the 
strangest by far is the Republic of South Africa. Indeed, 
South Africa's support for Israel .has grown beyond mere diplo­
matic relations towards a new, and to many Africans, an unholy 
a 11 iance. During the Yom Kippur War. the South African 11i ni­
ster of Defense, ~lr. P. W. Botha, said that "South Africa would 
give moral support to Israel in the Middle East war, and that 
he did not doubt that ways and means of showing the Republic's 
sympathy in a pr><U:tiaaZ way short of war would be found." He 
went on to explain that "(T)here existed a deep feeling of sym­
pathy in South Africa with Israel in its strug~le against 
forces supported by 'militaris tic Conmunism' ." Such means 
were found when exchange controls were relaxed to allow South 
African Jews and others to send $30 million worth of support 
to Israel in the wake of the conflict . 4 

What makes the South Africa-Israel alliance and the sym­
pathy underlying it so strange and paradoxical is the strong 
tradition of anti-semitism among South Africa's rulers.S The 
current Nationalist Party leadership and every South African 
Prime Minister since the establishment of Israel in 1948 was, 
prior to that watershed date, an outright supporter of Nazi 
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Germany and of fascist racial policy as regards Jews.6 None­
theless, recent leaders have emerged over the past twenty-f ive 
years as among Israel's most reliable friends. It ls poss1ble 
to explain the shift in policy by the Afrikaner leadership in 
terms of changing strategic and foreign policy considerations; 
i.e., a marriage of convenience. But , we cannot hope to ex­
plain the development of 'a deep feeling of sympathy' in these 
terms. And there is little doubt that many South African 
whites, both Afrikans and English speakers, feel a deep and 
keen sympathy with the Jewish state and the Zionist cause. An 
examination of some of the ideological bases of South African 
policy is required if we are to resolve the dilemma of the 
transformation of South African anti-semitism into active, 
affective pro-Zionism. 

Ant i-semitism: Shylock in South Africa 

Anti-semitism in South Africa followed closely the develop­
ment of modern anti-semitism in European society. 7 Until the 
closing decades of the nineteenth century, we can observe a 
phenomenon which can best be described as Christian anti-semi­
tism. This is the result of the stigma attached to Jews not 
primari ly as a race or nat ion but rather as non-believers. 
The Jew is not despised as a Jew, but as a misbeliever. The 
result of this may be difficult to distinguish in terms of the 
resulting social and political discrimination from the more 
virulent form of modern anti-semitism which seeks not so much 
to exclude but to ext irpate the Jew from society as incarnate 
evil . Prior to thi s century the Jew was hated because of what 
he did or believed, but since the rise of post-national anti ­
semitism he has come to be hated for being a Jew. Even those 
traits acclaimed as virtues in others were condemned as 'Jewish 
in the Jew.8 

In South Afri ca, thi s development can be observed in the 
transition from the early treatment of Je1~s, first by the Dutch 
Company and settlers and later by the independent Afrikaner 
republics. There were no practicing Jews during the first cen­
tury and a half of white occupation in South Africa. The rules 
of the Dutch East India Company forbade the employment of any 
but Protestant Christ ians by the Company or as settlers. This 
reflects the attitudes of the classic kind of Christian anti­
semitism. The same restrictions which applied to Jews applied 
in equal force to Catholics, and even Lutheran Protestants had 
difficulties in acquiring permission to bui ld churches due to 
their departure from the Company's Dutch Reformed and Calvinist 
orthodoxy. Thus. South Afri ca's first Jews were recorded as 
Jews only after the fact of conversion and baptism. Despite a 
high regard for the Ol d Testament Jew of the Book, the flesh 
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and blood Jews of early South Africa were severely discrimi­
nated against and disallowed from participation in society.9 

But the Jewish problem as such does not begin in South 
Africa until after British occupation of the Cape; indeed, not 
really until the arrival of Eastern European, especially Lithu­
anian Jews in the 1880s and after. Then the problem begins to 
take on the classic configurations of twentieth century anti­
semitism. Jews are reviled as alien and unassimilable as a 
group and attempts to restrict Jewish immigration to South 
Africa begin in earnest. The South African Republic under 
Paul Kruger, continuing the older policy of Christian anti­
semitism, added restrictions on Uitlanders in general to the 
list of disabilities already suffered by Jewish and Catholic 
misbelievers under the Republic's laws.lO More interesting 
is the fact that the Afrikaner Bond in the Cape Colony took 
up the cry for keeping the Jews out of South Africa, favorably 
pointing to the South African Republic's example of restric­
tions. Thus, the first organ of Afrikaner nationalism responded 
to the darker appeal of anti-semitism. 

Fear of loss of property to Jewish business became a key 
anti-semitic argument. A leader of the Bond put it thus: "If 
foreigners make an inroad into the country, they would take 
the farmers' property and would outvote the Afrikaner party 
at the polls ."ll To the Afrikaner conmunity, the loss of the 
soil to these alien, ruthless and cosmopolitan businessmen 
would be a tragedy of the highest order: a violation of a 
sacred vow to the motherland. The Afrikaner appears to fit 
Jean Paul Sartre's description: "The anti-semite can conceive 
only of a type of primitive ownership of land based on a veri­
table magical rapport, in which the thing possessed and its 
possessor are united by a bond of mystical participation ."l2 
The mystical bases of Afrikaner voZk and the rising national 
consciousness which began during the late nineteenth centuryl3 
found a ready ally in the anti-semitic 'passion' of Europe in 
the grips of a similar nationalist revival. 

While some Jews did successfully enter agriculture. espe­
cially in the Outdshoorn ostrich ranching region of the Cape, 
and some displayed a remarkably capitall~t attitude towards 
the resources and products of the soil, the bulk of the new 
Jewish immigrants arrived poor and remained poor. Itinerant 
trade on a small scale was a much more typical occupation of 
the rural Jew and the vast majority of 'cosmopolitan' Jews 
were in fact metropolitan in th~i r orientation . As early as 
1904, 88 percent of the Jews living in the Transvaal were in 
the Rand-Pretoria urban centers . l5 The concentration of Jews 
in the urban areas, their predominance in commercial and finan­
cial operations and especially their notable successes in the 
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highly capitalist mining i ndustries16 contributed to the emer­
ging image of the South African Jew as a modern Shylock. We 
need not rehearse the list of outstanding Jewish magnates which 
begins with Barney Barnato and Alfred Beit and persists to 
today in the person of Harry Oppenheimer (despite the conver­
sion of the Oppenheimers to Anglican religion). What needs 
mention is that from early in the Jewish experience in South 
Africa, Jews engaged in those occupations (ranging from pet ty 
traders, middlemen and lenders through to bankers, financiers 
and 'cosmpolitan capitalists' in the mining industry17) which 
struck the Afrikaner nationalist as particularly 'Jewish'. To 
the 1 andl ess b ijuoner and the wea 1 thy farmer of the pZattleland 
as well as to the rapidly urbanizing 'poor white' and the as­
piring middle class Afrikaner, the Jewishness of these occupa­
tions added to their reputation as part of the pernicious and 
unwholesome life which the twentieth century was thrusting on 
the simple, pure and idyllic Afrikaner volk. 18 

It should come as no surprise then that poli ti cians inter­
ested in mobilizing the Afrikaner nation and its electoral 
power, l ike the 'demagogic' politicians of the European1 ~ight, should find in anti-senitism a sharp and useful weapon . 
That this weapon should be brought to bear by the Nationalists 
under Hertzog during their first bid for power after the Rand 
Revolt of 1922 is perfeclly natural. If anti-semitism in South 
Africa is not an aberration of Afrikaner character any more 
than it was an aberration of German character, its political . 
application by Nationalists in South Africa must be understood 
as a general symptom of the same crisis which saw the rise of 
Fascist anti -semitism in the heartland of European culture. 
The steady rise to power of Afrikaner racist Nationalism from 
the 1920s to 1948 is both parallel and intimately tied to the 
rise in vocal and virulent anti -semitism in Western society at 
1 arge. 

The first form this modern anti - semitism took was a renewal 
of the call for the exclusion of Jews from South Africa by the 
tightening of immigration legislation . In the wake of the Red 
Revolt on the Witwatersrand in 192220 an agitation began for 
the exclusion of Jews as potential radical aliens, especial ly 
Bolsheviks, who would contaminate the laboring men of all 
races and bring turmoil to South African industrial life. That 
this shoul d be the cry of the Nationalists and Labour and not 
of the magnates and the South African Party of General J. 'C. 
Smuts, who was so often accused of being a tool of the mining 
concerns, is only superficially contradictory. The very fact 
that the attempt to restrict immigration was made by t rying 
to have the Jews included under those laws which effectively 
prohibited the immigration of Asians indicates the fundamentall. 
racist, rather than simply capitalist purpose of the agitation. 
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Jews were to be considered along with Indians as an unassimil­
able alien minority which should be excluded and if possible 
expelled. 21 

The Pact Government, which included the Nationalists, came 
to power in 1924 and the agitation declined. But, it wasn't 
until 1930 that effective anti-semitic legislation could be 
put into effect . In this regard, South Africa was a step 
ahead of the German Reich. But it was not possible due to the 
constitutional limitations imposed by Britain at the time of 
Union against expZicitZy racist legislation to write the law 
actually mentioning Jews. Nonetheless, the Immigration Quota 
Act of 1930 succeeded de facto in reducing the number of Jew­
ish immigrants to South Africa.~2 Its author, the then Minis­
ter of Interior, Daniel F. Malan, years later frankly stated 
"that that had in fact been its objective."23 

But anti-semitic agitation aimed at restricting Jewish immi­
gration was just beginning. With Hitler's rise to power in 
1933 and the beginnings of Nazi persecution of German Jews, 
the 1930 Act proved insufficient to prevent a wave of Jewish 
refugees from spilling over onto South Africa's shores. Agi­
tation reached unprecedented heights in 1936 and 1937 when 
marches of black shirted South African Fascists took place in 
major cities across South Africa. The Nationalist Party per­
sistently called for an end to Jewish inmigration. The goven­
mental response was to pass a law further restricting Jewish 
entry into the country. The Aliens Act passed by the Smuts­
Hertzog Fusion Government in late 1936 did not satisfy the 
'purified' National ists, who were led by D. F. Malan, the 
author of the first restrictive irrrnigration act. "The Nationa­
list Party . .. regarded this Act as 'ineffective' and inces­
santly2demanded the total cessation of further Jewish immigra­
tion." 4 

It was during this period of the late 1930s that the ideo­
logues of Afrikaner Nationalism incorporated anti - semitism 
more fully into the Party's program. Anti-semitism went well 
beyond mere attempts to restrict immigration. South African 
right wing politicians and intellectuals of the Nationalist 
movement were discovering that South Africa as well as Europe 
had 'a Jewish problem" . The poor white problem which had led 
to a militant economic nationalist program of "Buy Afrikaans, 
Save Afrikaans" was now traced to the evil influence not just 
of capitalism but of 'British-Jewish capitalism'. The Shylock 
figure of Christian anti - semitism was transformed in South Africa 
to the image c.f a "Hoggenheimer," a Jewish-capitalist glutton 
grown fat on the efforts of the poor, Christian and Nationalist 
Afrikaner voZk. Again we can hear echoes of European anti­
semitism especially that of the lower middle classes . The 
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hatred of the fully integrated members of society was aroused 
against those who they viewed as alien, anti-social and ex­
ploitative. Nor was the Jews' alienation a question of in­
tention, profession or design but of nature and race.25 The 
anti-semitic agitation can be seen as an attempt to create a 
crisis in which the Jew could be repaid for his perfidy and 
the natural ascendancy of the voZk , the primitive community 
of native and true Afrikaners, could be re-established.26 
Thus, the anti-semitic 'passion' and political program of the 
Afrikaner Nationalists was intimately related to the specifi ­
cally nationalist ideas of a nation in crisis. Anti -semitism 
was another element in the core ideas of reactionary national ­
ism which inspired the outward riturals and symbols of the 
more purely Afrikaner national consciousness such as Dingaan's 
Day, the Woortrekker Monument and the celebrations of national 
heroism in the two "Boer" Wars. 

At the core of the new anti-semitism was the recognition 
that South Africa had 'a Jewish problem' as well as a 'Native' 
problem; that Jews, despite their obvious success in accommo­
dating the demands of the modern sector of the South African 
economy, were viewed as unassimilable by the majority of white 
society. This kind of Jewish question could not be regulated; 
it had to be extirpated. Even the educated and traveled, like 
the publisher and editor-in-chief of the new Afrikanns language 
newspaper, Die TransvaaZer~ Hendrik Verwoerd,27 seemed inordi ­
nately concerned about Jewish immigration and citizenship. 
Verwoerd, who is best known as the author of South Africa's 
apartheid policies of 'separate development' , felt that the 
probl em of South African Jews deserved the very first editoria 
statement of Die TranavaaZer in October, 1937 In "The Jewish 
Question from the Nationalist Point of View,'•28 Verwoerd, al ­
ready identified with the agitation against Jewish immigration 
which led to the Aliens Act, complained that South Africa's 
Jews did not join in that agitation against what he saw as 
harmful further immigration and chastised them for not support· 
ing and identifying with the Afrikaner majority and their Na­
tionalist political parties. This accusation of disloyalty 
came after a cataloguing of the anti-semitic gospel of Jewish 
alien and unassimilable character, unChristian business method~ 
and general un-Afrikaans-ness. Thus, the leading architect of 
Afrikanerdom's racist policies vis-a-vis the African majority 
sharpened his ideological claws on the relatively easy prey of 
the Jewish minority. A campaign sympathetic to Blackshirts 
and hosti le to Jews and Communists was carried out in the 
pages of Die TransvaaZer . Verwoerd was joined in t his press 
campaign ~ J. G. Strijdom, another future South African Prime 
Minister. 
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The attitude of the Nationalist party at this time (1937-38) 
can be judged by the fo l lowing statement by D. F. Malan, its 
leader: 

The fact is~ that the JaJish people have no national 
home~ 01ld that as soon as their nUIV e.rs in any Land 
exceed a certain percentage~ it creates a race pro­
b Zem theve. Antirsemitism is there • . . . In South 
Africa we :r>eached this Umi t a oonsiderd:> Ze time 
ago already .. . . 29 

The racialist thought of Afrikaner nationalism, forged in the 
wake of the Boer war against the 'British race', was refined by 
the tortuous arguings over the fate of the Jewish race a decade 
before the solution of total segregation, know as apartheid, 
was applied to the various ' non-white' races of South Africa. 

The war which broke out in 1939 between Nazi Germany and the 
British, brought the Union of South Africa led be General Smuts 
into the anti-Fascist camp. The Nationalists were severely 
divided as to what their response should be.30 Their legal 
obligations as members of the British Empire and Commonwealth 
made overt support for the Nazi cause dangerous and possibly 
treasonable. Malan led the party into a position favoring 
strict and legal neutral ity. Other ~arty members, like J. B. 
Vorster, took a stand more in keeping with their real sympathies 
by organizing subversive activities through Afrikaner fascist 
organizations like the OssaJa Br~ag. But, even the official 
and more moderate position of the Nationalist party on the ques­
tion of Jews was quite in keeping with its Nazi sympathies. The 
1941 Programme of the Federal Council of the Nationalist party 
had a section entitled 'Immigration and the Jewish Question' 
i n which Jews were named as 'unassimilable elements'. It called 
for a complete end to immigration at a time when the Jewish 
population of Europe, even of Holland, was being systematically 
uprooted, driven into exile or placed in concentration camps. 
lndeed, the party program went even further by calling for the 
repatriation of 'illegal and undesirable elements' which could 
only mean those handful s of Jews who had reached South Africa 
through 'loopholes ' in the immigration laws. All this was pro­
posed in the name of protecting 'South Africa's own original 
white population' from 'unfair competition•.31 Not surprisingly 
the Transvaal Congress of the Party officially banned Jews from 
membership in 1943 and were followed by the Orange Free State 
and Natal Congresses. This ban stayed in effect until the 1950s 

While the war in Europe had the effect of exacerbating the 
Jewish question among Nationalist ideologues, the end of the war 
the defeat of German and Italian fascism and the revelations of 
the extermination of mill ions of European Jews did not in itself 
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ease the tensions . It took the much less dramatic, but far 
more practfcal revelations of Natfonalfst electoral possfbi­
lities in 1948 to bring about the relaxation of tensions. 
Malan's campaign platfonn included a few sops to Jewish opinion l 
He still called for an end to immigration, but now provi ding for 
exceptions for 'humanitarian' reasons and the 'cultural needs o1 
the community' . Moreo~~r, he propsed no new discriminatory leg· 
islation against Jews. From relaxation to reconciliation, 
however, would take more than moderate electoral proposals and 
time. It would begin to come about with the creation of the 
State of Israel as a national homeland for the Jewish people 
and the consequent emergence of a new Jewish stereotype. I 
don't mean to suggest that garden variety anti-semiti sm vanishe 
in South Africa. On the contrary, while official anti-semitism 
was restrained, popular anti -semitism directed at Jews in South 
Africa seems to have remained alive, co-existing quite well witt 
the new image of the Jew as white settler elsewhere.34 The new 
image was no longer a South African version of Shakespeare's 
Skyl·ock, t he merchant and usurer. Now the Afrikaner conjured 
Shakespeare's Prospero as well -- a European Prince, cast up 
on a distant and hostile island anid strange and vulgar 'native! 
by the Tempest. 

Pro-Zionism: Prospero and the shoek of recognition 

South African sympathy with Zionism and hence with the new 
state of Israel did not spring fully armored from the heads of 
the Broederbond. Like Israel itself, it had a long gestation 
period. The first South African Zionists were Jews, although 
many leaders of the Jewish community held back from the move­
ment for quite some time. Other Jews were quick to realize the 
compatability of their own Zionism with elements of Afrikaner 
national ism and parallels were duly noted. "The Jewish paralle· 
to Afrikaans nationalism was the spreading of Zionist ideology 
and the fostering of Hebrew as a living tongue' during the 
first decade of this century.35 Despite the opposition of the 
rabbinate and the leading liberal synagogues to the Zionist 
movement of Jewish nationalism.36 it sank deep roots among the 
South African Jewish population and struck a responsive chord 
among the nationalist Afrikaners from an early date as wel l . 
Th is should not be surprising. In many ways modern Zionism re­
cognized the unassimilable and alien nature of South African 
Jews asserted by anti -semitic Nationalists. 'In the eyes of 
the anti-Semite, the establishment of a Jewish nation furnishes 
only another proof that the Jew is out of place in the ... com­
munity. •37 

In many ways, the anti-semitic progaganda of the nationalist: 
borrowed a page from the Zionists themselves. Malan's argument 
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about a certain percentage of Jews creating a race problem as 
they have 'no national home' sounds remarkably l ike Zionist 
progaganda of the pre-Israel period. 

Witlwut Zionism .. IJJithout a c:ente1' in Palestine .. the 
JeJswilZ, until, they cease to e:r:ist, constitue an 
intemationa~ irritation- a pPcb lem. • • in any 
country where they, as a scattered minority, re fw!.e 
to merge themselves . .. with the majority ... 38 

Depite the harmony of Zionist and Afrikaner nationalist 
ideas regarding the importance to national life of a homeland 
where the complete and unrestricted exercise of national sove­
reignty could be enjoyed by a 'chosen people', there was little 
in the programs of Afrikaner leaders in 1948 which would allow 
us to anticipate their hearty welcome and sympathetic regard 
for the Jewish state. Yet, it is indisputable that South 
African statesmen and Afrikaner National ists in particular took 
a lead in making Israel at home in the society of nations. 

In this regard J . C. Smuts, the leader of the South Afri­
can Party and United Party and a non-Nationalist Afrikaner, 
played a singular role in the creation of the Jewish State.39 
As a member of the Imperial War Cabinet in 1917, he met and 
befriended Chaim Weizmann, later to become the first President 
of Israel, and helped to draft the Balfour Declaration which 
set British controlled Palestine as a national homeland for 
the Jews . By 1929, Smuts had become a leading international 
patron of the Zionist idea. As Prime Minister of South Africa 
in 1947 he supported the partition plan in the United Nations 
and just two days before the General Election which brought 
Malan's Nationalists to power in May, 1948, he granted de facto 
recognition to the new State of Israel. 

Smut's support for Israel predicted on his view of British 
imperial interests, certainly did not help his election chances 
within South Africa. But neither did it force the Nationalists 
into an anti-Zionist position. Malan expanded South Africa's 
support for the Jewish state by extending de jure recognition 
and by becoming the first head of government to make a visit 
to the fledgling state. The successful 'war of liberation' 
against the Arab states by Israel in 1948 'made a deep impres­
sion' on the Nationalists , "both because of the fortitude shown 
by the Jews in Palestine and because many Afrikaners saw in the 
new state the fulfillment of Old Testament prophesies ."40 

It would be a mistake to attribute the rise of South African 
pro-Zionism to contingent and convenient events like mil itary 
victories over 'common' enemies. Various excuses for the blos­
soming love affair can be concocted. The 'hostage' status of 
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South Africa's 115,000 Jews41 helps explain Israeli receptivity 
to south African advances. The role of Jewish businessmen in 
cementing economic ties between the two states42 contributes 
to the spirit of detente. But, there is further evidence that 
economic and cultural ties have been growing at an increasing 
rate since the 1967 war brought the romance into the open.43 
And it seems unlikely that the small vulnerable Jewish communi~ 
of South Africa could have so profound an influence on Afrikane 
sentiments from their position as an oppressed minority. Even 
the highly influential role of ~outh African Jews who have 
'returned' to Israel to settle4 like Israeli Foreign Minister 
Abba Eban, itself cannot account for South Africa's change of 
heart. All in all, it is hard to contend that the Jews of 
South Africa, whether they remained or 'returned ' , have played 
anything but a minor role in the emergence of pro-Zionism in 
South Africa. 

Perhaps the most convincing argument on the superficial and 
opportunist nature of the reapproachment is the geo-political 
one. From a military and strategic point of view, Israel is 
seen by South Africans as a fellow guardian of European 'white' 
democracy against the forces of ·~ilitaristic communism'. The 
recent emergence of new alliances out of the 1973 war have adde1 
to that conviction. South Africa. already in informal alliance 
with Portugal in support of the buffer states of Angola and 
Mocambique, was brought closer to alliance with Israel by the 
efforts of the United States to re-arm and supply Israel throug 
the Portuguese owned Azores islands. Portuga l was quick to 
demand concessions from the U.S. on her stand on Portuguese 
colonialism which not only stimulated the emergence of an Arab­
African bloc, but drew the Israelis closer to the camp of 
Southern African reaction.45 This recent example of the devel­
oping Israeli -South African entente continues a trend based on I 
the common hostility to so-called 'terrorism4 and to Third Worl 
nationalism by both Israel and South Africa. 6 But, the recog­
nition of common interest in defense posture and military ques­
tions of retaliation against guerrilla sanctuaries falls far 
short of explaining South Africa's active sympathy with Zionism 
and the Jewish state . For that emotional development, recogni ­
tion of deeper ties was required. South African perception of 
a common situation of Israeli Jew and white South African as 
al ien settler minorities in lands they have taken from others 
provides the basis of that development. Recognition of ele­
ments of t he character of colonizing conqueror in the Jewish 
rulers of Palestine best accounts for the empathy of South 
Africa's own white Prosperos.47 

A key to understanding the Prospera complex is found in the 
views of the immigrant settlers of the questions of land, the 
people of the land and of human ~ature and ethnicity . Whil~ 



- 45 -

the Israelis conquered their land from the British, the Arabs 
and the desert' the Afrikaners wrested theirs from the same 
British Empire and the African. The common ideology of being 
'chosen people' seeking to establish a New Jerusalem underlines 
the sense of identification which South African whites are able 
to feel for the Israeli frontier kibbutznik, gun in hand guard­
ing his homeland from the Arab Palestinians. 

Moreover, Zionists and Nationalists share a common view of 
those who oppose the establishment of the settler regime. 
Their claims to the land are said to be spurious, and their 
ability to use the land is demeaned. Arab and Bantu are seen 
as interlopers, temporary sojourners with no rights to the land 
except as allowed under settler law. Certainly they have no 
right to participation in the political life of the state ex­
cept as permitted by those whose purpose it is 'to make the 
desert bloom' or to be 'a bastion of western civilization' on 
the edges of darkness and chaos. 

Behind this common view of the 'barbarian enemy' is a more 
subtle view of the nature of ethnic relations and indeed of 
human nature. For the Zionist, to be a minority in another's 
land is to be persecuted. The history of Jewish oppression 
by European Gentiles is seen as proof of the inherent evil in 
human nature -- the immutable tendency of the majority to domi ­
nate and tyrannize over the weak and ethnically distinct minor­
ity. Despite periods of liberalism, emancipation and assimila­
tion, the eventual return of the repressed hostility towards 
the alien means the return of persecution. In this view the 
only solution to the problem of minority status is to become 
a majority in your own land with your own state -- to be strong 
enough to be the oppressor and not the oppressed.48 

This view of human and ethnic relations is perfectly consis­
tent with South African's ideology. Not simply out of a puri­
tan doctrine of original sin, but out of three hundred years 
of historical experience, white settlers in South Africa have 
come to understand their relations with the surrounding indi­
genous Africans in terms of separation and domination of one 
or the other. It is anathema to the Afrikaner to consider 
sharing the state with those races and peoples with whom of 
necessity he shares a common territory. Not even the British 
could be fully trusted with a share of state power in the minds 
of Afrikaner nationalist. The inevitabl~ result of sharing 
power with other races is the domination of the stronger. A 
black electorate means the suppression of the white man. Ideas 
of cooperation, equality , even limited multi-racial ism within 
a single state are incomprehensible. The fundamental tenets 
of gross apartheid, of Bantustan policy is that only the separ­
ate existence of ethnic states, where each group is a majority 



- 46 -

can prevent the domination of one by an~ther ... and of the 
white by the black. South Afri can ideology is 'Zionist' in 
its view of ethnic and racial relations.49 

In general , Zionism, despite its socialist proclamations, 
is understood by whites in South Africa as t he nationalist 
ideology of a white settler community. Israeli settlers like 
those of South Africa occupy a borderland between Western 
civilization and barbarism and must exclude ' the barbarians' 
from within the walls of civil society. Zionism becomes then 
an exclusive and racist ideology in the eyes of Afrikaner na­
tionalsim as well as in the view of other observers of Zionist 
thought and society.48 White South Africa sees in Israel a 
reflection of its own likeness. It is this likeness to each 
other and to the image of Prospera on the island which I be­
lieve is bringing them together in ideological and pol itical 
partnership. 

Despite the basic sympathies between Afrikaner Nationalism 
and Zionism the course of their 'fri endship' was not always 
smooth. The first difficulties came in 1956 over the Suez 
Crisis, which proved to be a hornet 's nest rather than a bee­
hive as South Africa's Prime Mi nister Strijdom referred to it.5 
Not only did Egypt end up losing the valuable resources of the 
Suez Canal i t had just nat ional ized, but even the three allied 
invaders, Bri tain , France and Israel , managed to get stung by 
the first joi nt action by the United States and the Soviet 
Union in the United Nations.52 White South Africa chose to 
remain at arm's length from her western allies and especially 
her Commonwealth cousin, t he United Kingdom. Her sympathies 
for Israel were neutralized by her tradition of anti-semiti sm 
and anti -British feeling and she remained aloof. An abstentio 
on the U.N. General Assembly vote which condemned the Anglo­
French invas ion left South Afri ca free to not only feel sym­
pathetic for Israel, but to benefit from the side effects of 
the closing of the canal such as the increase in Cape Route 
shipping without spending any ~olitical capital in open 
defense of Israel. 

After initial reticence, the long term impact of the Suez 
Crisis allowed a freer play for Sout h African sympathy for 
Israel. First, the Suez was a crisis for the United Nations, 
which at that very time was engaged in attacking South Afri ca's 
domestic policy of apartheid. South Africa's vulnerability 
to the Uni t ed Nations which would come more and more to reflect 
the aspirations of the Asian and African nations, meant that 
any discrediting of the United Nations especially through divi­
sions among the permanent members of the Secur~~Y Council 
operated to allow South Africa breathing room. When Israel, 
which on one occasion supported South Africa in the U.N . , came 
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to be castigated by the United Nations' Afro-Asian block, 
another link in the white settler front against Afro-Asian 
nationalism was forged. 

Second, the Suez crisis marked a breakdown in Commonwealth 
relations as that body changed from a white dominated to a 
multi-racial entity. The ineffectiveness of the Commonwealth 
in protecting Britain from the sting of the Suez crisis was 
duly noted by White South Afri ca, who within a few years de­
cided that the Commonweal th was a luxury a white racist regime 
could ill-afford.54 Breaking the Commonwealth connection 
would give the new Republ ic of South Africa an even freer hand 
in ordering its relations with the State of Israel, itself a 
former area of Briti sh control. 

Lastly, the clos ing of the canal and the diversion of mer­
chant and naval vessels to the Cape route meant more than 
just an increase in port activity and revenues. It opened up 
a whole new set of strategic considerations which has led 
South Africa to see itself as a major partner in the western 
alliances'defense of the Indian Ocean and Asia, as well as a 
bulwark against Soviet and Chinese Communist influence in 
Africa. This view, which was given a fillip by the Suez crisis 
and i ts aftermath has become t~e lynch-pin of South Africa's 
foreign policy.55 Once again, the analogy between the pro­
western states of Israel and South Africa, respectively guard­
ians of the Northern and Southern gateways to the Orient, was 
drawn by anti-communist Nationalists. The Communist enemies 
of the two settler ' democracies' provided further grounds for 
the growth of sympathy for Zionist Israel in 'Christian' Nation­
alist South Africa. 

The fa i lure of South Africa to come to Israel's support dur­
ing the troubled days of the Suez Crisis was nothing compared 
to the injury inflicted by Israel on South Africa in the wake 
of the Sharpeville crisis four years later.56 The resulting 
censure of South Africa by Britain and the United States was 
not really surprising, but the Israeli condemnation seemed 
uncal led for coming as it seemed to South Africa from another 
settler society with no shortage of massacres of Arab civilians 
on its record. Indeed, in the debate wi thin South Africa in 
1961 which fol lowed the Israeli vote in the U. N. for a strong 
resol ution condemning South Af rica, Prime Minister Verwoerd 
agreed with the Arab victims of Zionism by averring: "Israel, 
1 ike South Afri ca, is an apartheid state. "57 His accusation 
asserted that Israel had been taken from the Arabs . It in 
fact contained backhanded approval of Israel's restrictive 
policies towards non-Jews by suggesting their common condition 
as settler societies . And while there was some rancor at 
Israel for its public stand against apartheid at this time 
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of crisis for South Africa,58 there was the simultaneous pro­
mise of mending the break with a stronger cement. 

At the time of the debate, Verwoerd did not engage in an 
anti-semitic smear against South African Jews, although Jews 
were castigated for their failure to support the Nationalists 
at the polls. In fact, he talked of the need for white soli­
darity which would include Jews and ultimately might allow 
some expression of their Zionist ideals . 59 The disagreement 
was one between natural friends and potential allies. 

Furthermore, like the Suez crisis before it, Sharpeville 
became a crisis not just for South Africa, but for the Common­
wealth and the United Nations . In the wake of the crisis, 
South Africa withdrew from the Commonwealth and its isolation 
made Israel a more likely companion in international affairs . 
The inability of the U.N. to mount effective sanctions against 
South Africa increased her isolation without damaging her 
granite response to demands for change in racial policy. 

The reapproachment was not to emerge fully until the 1967 
Six Day War demonstrated to South Africa the value of Israel 
to a trans-African military alliance . South Africa, now 
under the leadership of Vorster, a former Nazi, let the ' vic­
tory' of Israel lead to reconciliation and detente. No longer 
would the former anti-semites carry a b·.1rden of guilt for the 
holocaust. Militant Zionism lifted that burden by proving that 
Jews were just like everyone else: a people with a homeland 
to defg8d, to expand and to vindicate their claims to worldly 
power. Here was a nation of conquerors which a 'true ' 
Afrikaner could respect and support. 

In the wake of the war, the settler government of South 
Africa loosened its exchange control regulations to allow some 
$25 million to flow to Israel. over 1000 white South Africans 
volunteered for non-combatant service in Israel for six months 
and most symbolically the South African Blood Bank made plasma 
available to the Israelis. The alliance of the settlers was 
tied with a bloodknot.61 In the United Nations, South Africa's 
support for Zionism was manifested by her abstention on Third 
World resolutions aimed at Israel during June and July. Signi­
ficantly, South Africa abstained again in September when a 
resolution by Sweden, Finland and Austria to send the Middle 
East issue to the regular session of the General Assembly 
passed with no negative votes. Only Israel and Portugal joined 
South Africa in abstaining.62 The triangulation of Africa by 
the three African colonial-settler states had begun over the 
question of continued United Nations ' interference' in their 
area of prime concern, the defense of settler colonialism. 
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On the eve of the Six Day War, South Africa embarked on its 
new' outward policy•.63 Israel was important to this new 
foreign policy in several ways. First , in many ways the policy 
of find i ng friends at the rear of one's immedi ate enemies was 
pioneered by Israel in Africa through her one time relations 
with Uganda, Kenya, Chad, Nigeria and other states on the 
Muslim-Christian divide in Africa. Also, Israel could serve 
as a model for 'third country' imperialism, a policy of funnel­
ling western economic and political influence in Africa through 
a third, local power;64 Israel and Iran in the Middle East; 
South Vietnam and Thailand in South East Asia; then why not 
South Af rica and Portugal, the West's natural allies in the 
strategically vital southern third of Africa? 

Second, there was a considerable increase in commercial con­
tact between the two states. By 1969, the Israel-South Af rica 
Trade Association could announce that exports from South Africa 
to Israel had more than doubled since 1967 while the slightly 
larger volume of Israeli exports to South Africa were also in­
creasing.6~ This trade was significant, not in volume, but in 
comparison to trade with other African or Arab states. But 
increasing trade was not the cause of the new relations between 
the 'allies'. That rested on a new South Africa's perception 
of her situation: 

In their> 1'9- eva Zuation of the extema7, envir>onment 
the white South Africans began to dra.J a close analogy 

b12ti.Jeen their> position and that of the Israeti 's ... 
By the late l9 60s, and especially after the IsraeLi 'a 
dramatic victory in the Six Day WCU' of l9 67, the conr­
parisonwas draJn in terms of tJ,Jo smalZ states IJ) hich 
had demon.strated t heir <hi Zity to survive by guts and 
dete1'1Tiination. 'l'he Isr>aeli e:cperoieneu2 confirrmed t he 
South African vie.J that apparently ovew he Zming odd$ 
can be overcome by a aorib ination of economic and 
technical strength~ a dedicated citizen army, and a 
concerted national. effort. 66 

Add to this the perception of Israel as a white society among 
darker ' natives', the racist perception of Israel, a European 
nation, as another extension of western civilization which the 
western powers would ultimately support and defend and the 
image of Prospera was complete. 

Only one brief crisis threatened the new 'alliance' of the 
northern and southern gatew~s. This came in 1971 when Israel 
following its own outward policy in Africa offended white South 
Africa's sensibilities by offering aid and succour to the Afri­
can liberation movements. South Africa ' s 'terrorists •.67 The 
reaction of the liberal Rand DaiLy ~il to what they termed an 
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act of "cheap expediency" to the grant of a paltry $2500 indi­
cates the unanimity of South African white op~nion on questions 
of 'terrorism'. The crisis would pass qoickly when the Organi­
zation for African Unity rejected the Israeli offer and subse­
quently Israel withdrew the offer under settler South African 
pressure.68 The common interests of Arabs and Africans caught 
in the pincers of racist South African and Zionist colonialism 
had begun to be understood by the victims as wel l as the desig­
ners of the South African-Israeli entente. By 1973, the injury 
to white South African sensibilities by the Israeli offer had 
heal ed and the Republic's reaction to the Yom Kippur War could 
be charcterized as one of 'deep sympathy' on the part of the 
white South African nationalists for Israel and Zionist ideology. 

Shylock, Prospero and (the Ideology of White South Africa) 

What conclusions can we draw from this rehearsal of white 
South Africa's attitudes and ideas about Jews and Israelis? 
The 'facts of settler South African anti-semitism and her ulti­
mate reconciliation with the Jewish nation-state of Israel sug­
gest two ideas which have to do with the nature of South Africa's 
racist ideology. The first is that in terms of South Africa's 
racist ideas, both anti-semiti sm and pro-Zionism are really not 
very strange bedfellows . The hatred of Jews as a cosmopolitan 
and rootless minority wi t hin South African society is merely 
another facet of the radical nationalism of the Afrikaner 
parties, whose ideas about race, culture and nation produced 
the unique program of totalitarian segregation called apartheid. 
These same i deas produced the anti-semitic agitations aimed at 
excluding Jews f rom the country and from the political life of 
South Africa. Moreover, the transition to pro-Zionism as offi­
cial policy and popular sentiment did not abrogate the pariah 
status of Jews within South Africa although the demonstration 
of Israeli-Jewish power may have relieved some of the worst 
forms of anti -semitism. Zioni sm served to justify anti-semitism 
against 'cosmopol itan Jews' while simultaneously normalizing 
and nationa l izing the Jewish population. Israel lifted the 
guilt of the anti -semite from the South African white by allow­
ing him to expiate it in his support for Judaism, armed, en­
trenched and 'nonnalized' in Israel. Ideas of white South 
Africa about the nation, the land and chosen people could now 
be extended to Jews, like other national groups. Moreover, the 
Jewish nationalists and Zionists were asserting their national­
ism against first, the forces of internationalist imperialism 
which had once held Afrikanerdom in thrall and second, against 
the socialist and revolutionary ideology of the Afro-Asian na­
tionalism which threatened white hegemony in southern Africa. 

The second idea is that white South Africa's ideol ogy, des­
pite its obnoxious manifestations ~n anti-semitism and racism 
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against Africans, Coloureds and Asians, is really harmonious 
and consistent with western nationalism as it confronts cul ­
tural and racial diversity and economic necessity. Just as 
South Africa's anti-semitism flowed from and paralleled the 
western European cultural tradition going back to Shylock and 
before, its reconciliation with Zionism compares with the re­
markable support and admiration for Israel felt in Germany 
and central and western Europe for the survivors of their own 
virulent anti-semitism. But then what is the need for the 
myriad explanations of South Africa's uniqueness in terms of 
the seventeenth century attitudes of the Afrikaner farmer, of 
the exceptionalness of their frontier history and their situa­
tion of ethnic diversity? The experience of European settlers 
in southern Africa amidst millions of Africans, was obviously 
conditioned by their environment and the history of contact and 
conquest. But, South Africa was never far out of touch with 
the metropole , never an isolate, always dependent upon Europe 
for strategic goods, for protection and for cultural re-infu­
sions. It was always in touch with the intellectual and poli­
tical currents sweeping the western world from the liberal na­
tional ism of the Caapse Patriotte in the 1790s through the 
student protests of the 1960s and the recent fad of streaking. 
The tradition of Shylock and the image of Prospera as white 
colonial settler, are found in the Afrikaner ideology and in 
the mainstreams of western culture. As such they serve to 
emphasize the western roots and continuing imperial ties of 
South Africa's racist ideology. 

lastly, if we are correct about the depth and strength of 
the ideological basis of the South African detente with Israel, 
we may be on the verge of a new era of international conflict 
in Africa. The unstinting support which the United States has 
guaranteed to Israel is providing the basis for an expansion 
of the imperial sphere of influence. This sphere may revolve 
about an axis running from Tel Aviv to Pretoria as the two 
states are drawn together in defense of their interests as set­
tler states. Buttressed by support of colonial Portugal and 
neo-colonial Iran, this sphere may project the conflicts of 
the Middle East to a continental theatre. Unless an unlikely 
and 'lasting' peace is achieved in the Middle East, the peren­
nial tempest in that region may grow into an African holocaust 
as the white colonial and settler states t ighten the circle 
around the Afro-Arab world from the Nile to the Zambezi. 
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