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Smith Government, and indeed, with 
the exception of some of the more 
serious-minded businessmen, the gene
ral Rhudesian mood is excessively 
confident, particularly in view of the 
support promised to them by the 
South African Government which 
could make it difficult for sanctions 
to operate. 

Zambia's Predicament 
The United Nations resolution "culls 

on all States to do their utmost in 
order to break all economic relations 
with Southern Rhodesia, including an 
embargo on oil and -petroleum pro
ducts." The main supplier of oil to 

"Rhodesia is Iran who will have in be 
asked to slop crude exports to Rho
desia which are only a minute fraction 
of her total exports. Most of Rho
desia's oil is processed at the relinery 
at Umlali which is owned by a num
ber of international oil companies 

B P and Shell own 31 per cent and 
the bulk of the remainder is divided 
among Mobil, Caltex and other US 
companies. The refinery could be 
ordered to reline any crude oil it can 
get, even from sources other than 
its own parent company, under the 
threat of a possible Rhudesian take
over. Rhodesia already has a month's 
supply of oil, and has also arranged 
to obtain supplies from Portugal, and 
is, therefore, confident of being able 
to stand up to these sanctions. 
Moreover, Rhodesia only depends 
upon oil for one-quarter of her total 
energy needs, and with her Wankie 
coal and the Kariha hydro electric 
power, industry could still carry on, 
and of course, Rhodesia's trump 
card is the immediate impact that such 
sanctions would have on Zambia, 
particularly as Zambia is dependent 
on Rhodesia for Kariba power. 
Wankie coal, Umlali oil, and a 

large proportion of her food and 
manufactured imports. In order to 
deal with the problem of Zambia, 
Malcolm McDonald, as Her Majesty's 
Government's special representative 
in Fast and Central Africa, is on his 
way to Lusaka. Norman Kipping, 
former Director-General of the Fe 
deration of British Industries, is also 
in Lusaka at the request of the 
British Government "to look gene
rally at Zambia's economy". At THE 
moment it. therefore appears as if 
Zambia wil l have more in fear in 
the repercussions of sanctions than 
Rhodesia. 

The Iogic OF events seems to 
prove that nothing short armed inter
vention will really succeed in bring
ing down the rebel Government, and 
the snoner the British Government 
realises this and Lakes strung action, 
the better it will be. 

De Gaulle's Rule By Referendum 
(From a Correspondent) 

EARLIER this month Georges Poz-
pidou, the French Prime Ministerr 

invited his cabinet to lunch for having 
sel a record by slaying in office longer 
than any other French Government in 
recent years. T i l l General de Caulle 
ushered in the fifth Republic in 1958, 
Governments in post-war France rarely 
lasted more than nine months. Beliad 
this new-found stabilily is the over-
shadowing figure of the General, rather 
than Gaullist trappings like the nuclear 
force de lrappe. The General knows 
very well that without him, the futare are 
of CanIIism is in doubt. This partly ex
plains his decision, announced on Nov
ember 4, to run for re-election to the 
Presidency for another seven-year term. 
The 75 -year old General is expected to 
win the election which is due In be 
held on December 5. 

De Gaulle's decision to run for re
election is proof that his policies have 
not taken root in France and that he 
fears tilings will fall apart again in his 
absence. Here is a paradox — the man 
is accepted, but his policies are not, to 
the same extent at least. This is to be 
explained in terms of de Gaulle's spe
cial, technique of power. 

De Gaulle has abandoned Algeria: he 
has defied America, France's benefac
tor fur many years; he has slammed 
the dour of the EEC in the face of 
Britain; and he is spending record s'inis 
on defence now when France is not 

at war. In all these controversial n.al
ters, de Gaulle bus carried the nation 
with him, Any explanation of his 
strength in terms of the weakness of  
the French for military men and the 
General's war-time record as Resistance 
Leader are hardly adequate. They do 
not explain why General Salan was al
lowed to be tried as a common oritai
nal, without much protest, except from 
the extremist SDA. 

The real explanation has to be sought 
in de Gaulle's political skill. By his 
own Constitution the President is sup
posed hi be "above the parties" and an 
"arbiter". But he has interpreted his 
conslitutional position to suit himself. 
De Gaulle's "direct approach" to the 
people through the referendum, person
al tours, the TV and the radio appecr. 
ances and what is euphemistically term
ed as his "Ioud thinking", which is re
ported widely in the press, is the spcret 
of his personal rule. Through these 
means he has managed to get his ac
tions confirmed by the people. 

He has used the referendum most 
effectively. He has resorted, to if four 
limes since he came in power in 1958. 
The first referendum, in Otober 1958, 
was to get his Constitution approved: 
the second, held in January 1961, was 
over the granting of self-determination 
for the Algerians; the third, in April 
1962, was to approve the Algerian 
peace-terms; and the last, held in Oct

ober 1962, was over the issue of popu
lar Presidential elections. It is interest-
ing to note in retrospect that the Gene
ral who was called in power in save 
Algeria fur France made the French 
confirm his decision to the contrary in 
two successive referendums. 

De Gaulle has a knack of handing 
the referendums. Take the last one 
which approved the direct election of 
future Presidents: de Gaulle made full 
use of the State information media to 
deliver the message that he stands for 
order against the chaos that will he 
France's if they vole for the "unknown" 
as against the "known", meaning him
self. Then there was the threat that un
less the French electorate not only voted 
"yes" in the referendum, but did so by 
a massive margin "my task will be End
ed, immediately and irrevocably". "But 
if, as I hope, as I am sure, you answer 
me 'yes' once more, then I shall be 
confirmed by all of you in the burden 
I bear". If "the majority of 'yesses' is 
small. mediocre and uncertain", he 
would resign! As one of the political 
commentators said: "the threat has 
been mails with such emphasis that a 
vole for or against the Constitutional 
changes is indeed a vole for or against 
de Gaulle. And although no one can 
foresee exactly what would happen 
should de Gaulle retire to Colombey-
vole will be for de Gaulle and against 
Les-den Eglises, the odds are that the 
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the Government of the Fourth Repub
lic ' ' . In the event 62 per cent of those 
who voted did vole "yes". 

With his direct approach to the peo
ple, over the heads of the legislators, 
de Gaulle is trying to build a new form 
of democracy based on referendum. 
The device is not liked by the old puli-
dicians whom the General is trying to 
eliminate from effective power, Arcoord-
ing to the 1958 Constitution —drawn up 
under de Gaulle's own supervision—the 
President of the Republic does not gov
ern, he arbitrates between Government 
and Parliament and inspires the bread 
lines of policy. Hence, the politicians 
argued de Gaulle had on right In ap
pear on television and announce a re
ferendum. The correct procedure, they 
said, should have been for Pompidou, 
as Prime Minister, in submit the new 
proposal to Parliament and get a two-
thirds majority for it, before consulting 
the electors. 

Constutional or otherwise, de Gaulle 
knew his trump cards. He knew that 
people would like In have a say in the 
election of the President instead of it 
being done by a college of 60.000 nol-
ables on their behalf. Ami he forms 
the crucial questions fur the referendum 
with great care. As one writer put it: 

" I f a referendum is to be held tomor
row to decide whether France should 
have a nuclear deterrent the actual 
question would, I imagine, be phrased 
something like: 'Should General de 
Gaulle be given full power to raise 
your standard of living by 25 per cent 
during the next year and equip France 
with modern means of defence?' " 

In the wake of the 1958 constitution 
two issues were prominently discussed 
among constitutional experts. On the 
first—the necessity of restoring the au
thority of the state most were agreed. 
De Gaulle himself had said: "The 
French nation will flower again or per
ish, depending on whether the State 
has or has not the strength, steadfast
ness and prestige enough to direct it 
in the way it must lake , . . " . Michel 
Debre his Prime Minister from 1959 to 
1962 echoed the same sentiments: "Be
cause in France Goverment stability 
cannot result from making constitu-
ional law, it must result from making 

cunstitutional rubs, and it is just what 
gives this propusal its decisive expla-
nation and its historic justification." 
Ministers and the Premier, but he '.'an
nul remove the latter and, despite his 
new powers he remains in his role as 

arbiter, above political discussion. The 
Premier and the Government who det
ermine and guide the policy of the 
nation are responsible for it only be
fore the Assembly". De Gaulle decisive
ly resolved this controversy. He uncere
moniously dropped Debre and picked 
Pompidou to echo his policies. 

As one commentator has pointed out, 
Gaullisls have no policy —unti l de 
Gaulle announces them. With his refer
endum, his provincial tours, his T V 
appearances and radio taIks de Gaulle 
approaches the people directly, by-pass
ing the Parliament in the process. 
Should the legislature decide to obs-
truet him in carrying out his mission of 
restoring the grandeur of France, he 
will again appeal to the electorate. 
Characteristically, de Gaulle announc
ed his decision to run for the Presids 
ency in a radio-television address to the 
nalion emphasising, above all, his ser
vice to France and France's greathess' 
under his stewardship. 

Yet there was controversy as to whe
ther this authority of the State lies in 
the President or the Prime Minister. 
One expert said: "in our opinion, if the 
constitution is applied in the letter, the 
President of the Republic namer the 
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