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HOUSE KILLS RHODESIAN SANCTIONS BILL

On September 25, the House of Representatives
defeated another attempt to restore United States
compliance with sanctions against Rhodesia. The
vote of 187 to 209, which came on only one week's
notice, was a disheartening culmination" to almost
three years of effort in support of sanctions by
Africa liberation support groups~ church and civil
rights groups, labor unions and Congressional spon­
sors. The defeat of H.R. 1287 almost certainly
aestroys any possibility that Congress will renew
full U.s. compliance with sanctions against
Rhodesia during this session.

The f~ debate ~s a classic example of the use of anti-oommun!sm'and racism
to cloak the interests .of u.S. industries seeking profits.. from the exploitat°ion of
developinq countries. The bill"s' opponents argued that repeal would make the u.s.
campl tely dependent for chromium on the Soviet uniC , which would manipulate the
supply and pric~ to the u.s. Proponents respond d that the Byrd Amendment has not
bad th effect. of r ucinq. dependence on the Soviet Union,. and showed that 'imports" "
of Soviet Chromium have actually increa ~ while the u.s. has been breakinq sanction,
But these rational answers ·had no effect~

Other opposition arguments reflected flagrant racism and distaste for the
people of th third world. PennSylvania Democrat John Dent, a long-time opponent
of sanctions, declared dramatically, "Is there any person in this room 'that believes

'we can have on -man, one-vote, with equality, of any kind, when thO y practice
polygamy lin Rhodesia !?H Illinois Republican Edward oerwinski .showed an imperial
contempt for third world countries by arguing that the united Nations General
Assembly "mis~haved badlyt in 1974 and that the sanctions vote should be postponed
to give members of Congress an opportunity to "judge ll this year' ~ Assembly actions.

In an attempt to win ~'hard-h aQ.ed I moderates away from ,thes ideological' and
emotional appeals, Congressional sanctions proponents stressed the economic praqmati!
of reimposing sanctions'. Congressmen Donald Fraser and Andrew Young ,arque'd that
Rhode ian chrome would soon be excluded from the u.s. market, wh ther or not 'sanctiOl
were re-imposed, beca~e of the likely cut-off of sanctions-breaking traffic through
newly j.ndepend nt Mozambique and the over-burdened rail and port facilities of South
Afri~. They concluded that the United States should re~se sanctions now to en­
hance the prospects of long-term access to Rhodesian products from a future majority
gove t. Others applied this argument to the whole of Africa, saying that u.s.
access to Niger.ian oil, Zambian and Zairian copper and cobalt, and Malagasy graphite

'·could be jeopardized by continued u.s. opposition to the liberati n of south rn
Africa.
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