








SOUTH AFRICA, SANCTIONS AND THE STEEL INDUSTRY

Propping Up Apartheid

The great bulk of ferrochrome is used in the production
of stainless steel, which has a chromium content of bet-
ween 13 and 35 percent. The Apartheid economy has only
16.5 percent of world ferrochrome-smelting capacity, yet
in 1986 Britain imported 60 percent of its ferrochrome
supplies from South Africa.

Equally strikingly, in 1986 Britain imported 32 percent
of its ferromanganese from South Africa, whose share of
current world production is only 13 percent. BSC could
have smelted these imports itself at its Teeside furnaces,
which it runs at less than half capacity.

Britain relies on other South African steel-related raw
materials more than it needs, too. We buy disproportion-
ately high amounts of South Africa’s manganese ore, nic-
kel and tin.

All these materials are easily available elsewhere at
the same price.

Instead, Britain relies on an old pals’ act relationship
with Apartheid. Last year over 11 percent of our iron ore
supplies (value £18.3 million) came from South Africa. Yet
South Africa is a minor producer of ore on a glutted world
market, where the largest suppliers are said to be ‘plead-
ing for mercy’ to consumers and making substantial price
cuts. (Financial Times 27 February 1987).

An examination of the facts concerning another key
material — vanadium — shows that even where South
Africa is in a strong position of the world market (36 per-
cent of production) we need not be dependent on it. Tran-

this raw material from the Apartheid state.

Trades Union Congress 1986 . . .

‘... calls on the whole labour movement
in concert with the Anti-Apartheid Move-
ment and the international trade union
movement to strengthen the boycott
against South African goods and to help
to achieve a complete embargo on all
trade . ..’

‘every effort to isolate
South Africa adds strength
to our struggle’

il ?

Nelson Mandela,
Leader of the African National Congress,
imprisoned since 5 August 1962

Living Without Apartheid

Sheffield City Council’s report points out that ‘the case of
vanadium shows that a metal’s physical concentration in
South Africa need not lead to a commercial dependence
on it as a supplier.’

And it argues that Britain should move to alternative
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that might occur as a resuit of sanctions or because of
the war in Southern Africa itself.

Fears of an increase in the prices of these key raw
materials are also answered. Even in the supply of chro-
mite ore and ferrochrome, where South Africa’s position
as a supplier is strongest, and Britain’s dependence is
greatest, world demand could be met from existing capac-
ity and any price increases are likely to be temporary as
the market adjusts to a new situation.

Moreover, a price increase - if it occurred — would hit
all steel producing countries and should not therefore
undermine their competitiveness inrelation to each other.

Britain can live without Apartheid. It is time that we
responded to the call from the people of South Africa
for mandatory comprehensive sanctions. And it is time
to take action to end the British Steel Industry’s depen-
dence on Apartheid.

This leaflet is published by Sheffield Anti-Apartheid Movement. If you would like a copy of the report ‘Steel, South Africa and

Sanctions’, please write to:

Department of Employment and Economic Development i

Sheffield City Council
Palatine Chambers
Pinstone Street
Sheffield s1 2HN

(tel: 766755 ext 226)

The Anti-Apartheid Movement has produced a ‘Manifesto for Sanctions’. Copies of this and other AAM publications are available from:

Sheffield Anti-Apartheid Movement
c/o MP’s Office

54 Pinstone Street

Sheffield s1 2HN

{tel: 737947)




