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It is, Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members, simply a fact that Inkatha
has emerged as by far the most dominating group in opposition to
the National Party®s parliamentary role. The simple demographic
fact imposes on us in this Assembly, Mr. Speaker, Hcnourable
Members, a role that others do not have. The Zulu-speaking South
Africans number nearly  six- million and if the South African
Government thinks that they can do anything without our approval,
then they will be shown to be wrong. We, Mr. Speaker, Honourable
Members, are mindful of the fact that the role we have played over
.the years has actually turned history into a new direction. M.
Speaker, there is just no shadow of a doubt that had we succumbed
ta the terrible pressures mounted against us, and accepted this
quasi independence that others have accepted, the political face of
South Africa would have entirely changed. Had we done so, the
National Party wculd by now have succeeded with its homeland
policy. We were a make or break element in every attempt they made
to pursua their homeland policy te its logical conclusion. Had we
accepted so-called independence, Mr. Speaker, South Africa by now
would have had a ccnfederal constitution.

I -remind Members that in 1983 Dr. Kecornhof, then Minister of Co-
operation and Development, informed me that the State President had
inatructed him to go all out to make a confederation a reality.
Dr. EKoornhof's earnest plea to me then was that I realise that a
confederation between Scuth Africa and the Transkei would have been
laughable: that a confederation between South Africa, Transkei and
Bophuthatawans: would not have been as laughable, but that a
confederation between South Africa, Transkei, Bophuthatawanl'
Venda, and Ciaskei could givu rise to 'real palitix. He pleaded
earnestly with me to pt lled indep + because if I
did 8o, my action would make a canf.ﬁnral South Africa a de facto
reality which the international community could not ignore.

Unless we accepted so-called independence here in EwaZulu the
primary objectivea of the homeland policy would remain beyond
. ceach. Mr. Speaker, Sir, Honourable Members, we do not boasat when
we say that we have opted to occupy a pivotal opposition position
to the Government's homeland policy. Successive HNational Party
Governments have been hoisted with their own petard. They rammed
homeland institutional develcpments down our throats. We in this
ragion of South Africa were the only people who vehemently opposed
the Bantu Authorities system. Qur position was adamant and in the
end, the Government informed me that Zulus had no cheoice in the
matter and that these institutions would be introduced willy nilly.

The Government was scoon to find out, and it will £ind out
repeatedly, that you can take a horse to the water but you cannot
make it drink. They can only go so far without our concurrence.
Unquestionably our opposition to them going any further brought the
whole homeland policy into the crisis years which Mr. P.W. Botha's
administration had to contend with. Mr. Speaker, Sir, opposition
Parties in Parliament could not have broken the Government's



homeland policy. It is we here, Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members,
in this Assembly who did so.

The South African Government could ride roughshod over other

_ regions, disadvantaged for not having our numerical strength or not

having our history as a people. Our numerical strength and our
history has thrust on our shoulders the historic role of being the
real opposition to the implementation of apartheid policy. Mr.
Speaker, I have never claimed that we are the only opposition.
Apartheid is abhorred wherever you find Black men, women and
children. I do not advocate a multi-strategy approach as a
political tactic for my own advantage. I proclaim its existing
realicy. No single group in this country has ever won a major
battle. If we have been in the forefront of the battle against the
homeland policy, we must always remember that it was the massive
push of Blacks behind ua which made us so successful in the front
lines.

" This success is perceived by Black South Africans. That is why

Inkatha has now more than 1.2 million paid-up members. 1.2 million
paid-up members is but one indicator of our strength. Beyond each
card-carrying member , there are many more sympathisers and
supporters of Inkatha. What we have done, Mr. Speaker, Honourable
Members, carries the judgement of milliona of South Africans. This
is 8o because we are in fact an opposition reality as far as the
National Party is concerned. " Every Black man, woman and child is
aware of the horrors of apartheid. Mr. Speaker, Honourable
Members, leadership does not get mass support for failures. The
amergence of Inkatha, Mr. Speaker, was the extension of the
cpposition role of this House across the length and breadth of the
country. WNo other regional government has come anywhere near being
influential outside his oun region. Hc saw in th 1976/78 period
how Inkatha's PP ds d and 4 d and ex ded with
leapa and bounds when p.ﬂpll perceived thc failure of the tactics
and strategies of other Black groups. Mr. Speaker, that will again
happen after these crisis years have past and Black South Africans
turn to count the coata of the political folly of the United
Deamocratic Pront and the African National Congress Mission in
Exile. Inkatha will within the foreseeable future make another
surge forward.

I will later in this Session, Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members, make

a detailed analysis available to Members of the responses I

:ncqiv-d from writing to thousands of the country's opinion-makers.
able bers will ¢ ber hhlt in the last Session, I said:

"Mr. Speaker, Sir, Honourable Members, I would like to propose
that this House go into caucus to discuss what I have been
saying today, and thereafter immediately send a verbatim
transcription of what I said to a very wide range of
influential South Africans in all race groups, so that while
we are yet in session here, we have an indication from South



Africa whether it is thought that we are taken seriously, or
whether it is thought that we just play marbles here at
Ulundi, and are discounted as a moving force for change. Mr.
Speaker, Sir, it is urgently neceasary to give a central point
to the Black/White debate at the national level, and I am
convinced that Members will be greatly strengthened in the
resolve to do what we are doing when it is clear to them from
the responses we receive that we are a force to be reckoned
with."

I later reported, Mr. Speaker, Honourable Membera, that I had
written to five thousand prominent South Africans enclosing the
verbatim report of a secticn of my Policy Speech and asking them to
respond to me and to tell me how they saw our endeavours in this
Assembly. Mr. Speaker, H le bers, the P from these
five thousand South Africans can only be described as phenomenal.
I have received something like one thousand letters in reply and
this correspondence reflects a deep White South African awvareness
of the pivotal role that we play in this House. The stand we have
taken in these troubled times has not gone unnoticed, and it is as
clear as daylight that thinking White South Africans recognise that
the State President cannot succeed without us. We occupy a
different position to parliamentary opposition Parties. In
Parliament, the State Preasident announces what he wants to do, and
then he is autherised to go and do it after a simple show of hands.
When it comes to the doing of it, however, it is we who have to
carry the load of real opposition. This is perceived by White
Scuth Africans. We are not perceived as a regional government
which should be concerned with regional issues. Thia House, Mr.
Speaker, is accepted by many Whites as playing a vital role at the
national level and it is clear, Mr. Speaker, that this House has
constituencies which have broken every racial barrier in the
country. We in this House, Mr. Speaker, have shown that the
National Party's commanding numerical position in the South African
Parliament for now nearly 40 years, enables them only to paas laws
which opposition parties in Parliament cannot stop being passed,
but their majority does not enable them to implement their hidecus
apartheid policies to their logical conclusion. The Haticnal Farty
ia caught in a political vice of having refused to admit that the
country needs Black parliamentary representation and not being in
the position to campaign amongst Blacks for the acceptance of laws
which affect them. If the State President had to go to Black areas
to campaign for Black support; he would be proposing entirely
different legislation in the South African Parliament. The
exclusion of Blacks from Parliament restructures the democratic
process and excludes the real opposition from Parliament.

I have always valued White parliamentary opposition. They are part
of. a political procesa which plays its own important role, but in
the governing of the country, their yeas and nays in Parliament do
not really amount te very much. They are there to make statements:
they are there to keep values alive; they are there to make Cthe
Government talk about what it is doing, but in the doing world of



polities, they sink into minor roles. In the doing world of
opposition polities, it is EwaZulu which dominates the scene.

Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members, we saw only yesterday tha diadain
with which the State President is treating us. Mr. Greeff, who is
the Speaker of the White House in the Tricameral FParliament, was
instructed to come and open this Session of the EwaZulu Legislative
Assembly. He will know by today that we do not hold his person in
disreapect. The insult which is flung at us by the South African
Government in not sending a Cabinet Minister to open this Session
of the Assembly, or liaising with me to find a suitable
alternative, is an insult which will anger not only the Zulu nation
and Inkatha, but will demonstrate to all Blacks everywhere that the
spirit of arrogant baaskap is alive and well.

The State President simply does not perceive of the reality of
EwaZulu's opposition role at the natiocnal level. He tries to
pretend that EKEwaZulu is just one of ten regions in South Africa,
and his expectation is that I must potter around with local
regional issues as best I can. Let me not speak on his behalf.
Let me rather read to you what he himself actually says in private
conversaticns. In a pigque of anger, he released a tape recording
of his confidential discussion with Dr. van Zyl Slabbart. Mr.
Speaker, this is an extract from the transcript of that tape:

.

State President: You see, Doctor, I don't want to have a
political argument with you today. We can have it another time.
But I want to tell you how I see South Africa's real problem, and
you haven't helped me.

Firstly, we must do much more in the agricultural field in the
areas which have lagged behind, because in that way you can provide
many more people with work.

Secondly: through our rcegional development policy and
decentralisation we must create many more opportunities for people
to bring about this thing that you are asking, because Lhers are
not many opportunities in the metropolitan areas. There would not
be, even if we opened the central business arsa. They cannot find
satisfactory solutiona for their ambitions thers. But go to
Qwagwa. Do me the favour and go there before the Parliamentary
session and see what has been achieved with decentralisation in
that small country next to Lesotho where there ia nothing going on.
Do me the favour and go and lock there.

I said in Parliament this year I was going to visit the Black
states one after the other. I did that. I went to see.

I exhausted the Press and these politicians, .because I have
the aenergy. I went to see what we could do in the agricultural
area = what was the potential - and what we could do in the
industrial area and what we could do by means of urban development
in our backward regions. We could find an outlet in that for the




ambitions and energy of many of these young people who are stuck in
our metropolitan areas without a livelihood.

My answer to you is that you must help me with these basic
things so that we can get a balanced economy in South Africa. 4
think you would have appreciation for that.

Dr. Slabbert: No, I certainly do not have a problem with that.

State President: But we fight each other on party political
grounds so that we are not keen to tackle the basic issues in South

Africa together.

De. Slabbert: Mr. President, is it possible, and I ask thia in
all Tfalcness, is it not possible that we can start putting our
heads together on an informal basis and lcok at these plana. I am
not now talking about you. I am not Jjust talking about the
Government and opposition groups, but on an informal basis we must
have peopla such as Mabuza and Buthelezi - it cannot happen-on a
formal level. They are caught up in their own politics.

But I think we can atart this thing on an informal basis.

State President: I had - and I am talking to you confidentially -
a long talk with Buthelezi last year. I did not tell the outside
world what we talked about. He came to my office in the Cape this
year, I had a long discussion with him. Afterwards I had a long
talk with the king of the Zulus. 1 do not want these things to be
made known outside. There were only short articles that I had
spoken to them.

Since then I have had a series of discussions with church
leaders, with individuals, even with leaders of national states and
independent state leaders. Last week we had another conference
over days, preceeded by multilateral discusaions which culminated
in a conference.

We are busy with tremendous programmes. If only we could have
fewer attempts at destruction in this country... I do not say the
fault lies only with my opponentsa, but I say there is too little
positive co-operation to get to the real root of our problems.
That is my point.

DE . Slabbert: Well, yes I can appreciate your problems,
Preaidentc, and in my own way this year I tried to see who I could
talk to and how I could see that the middla groups hold, because we
are being polarised on the extremes. We are being consumed by the
extremists on either side.

State President: Yes.

Drs Slabbert: I can see from the Government's position that
thers are people with whom it cannot immediately talk in public. I
am talking of, say, Buthelezi and even ANC members.
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State President: But nothing prevents Buthelezi from talking to
me.

Dr. Slabbert: Well, he's in a tremendous vice...

State President: I +ill tell you what Buthelezi's problem is.
Buthelezi's problem i hat he wants to talk alone, but he does not
want to talk togethe. ‘with other Black people.

Dr. Slabbert: Yas, there is a problem there, there is o
problam, but that problem can be surmounted.

State President: How?

De. Slabbert: He must, as the English say, "be locked into an
initiative.® And I have a very strong feeling that we are on the
threshold of such an initiative into which he can be drawn.

But you see, if you tell me of the development and the ecconomy
I can't fault it and I can only support it.

Whereas White South African opinion-makers see me playing a vital
role in national politics, the State President sees me as an uppity
kaffir and has to shake a Greeff finger under my nose. The
transcript of his conversation with Dr. van Zyl Slabbert shows
White politics at its sickening worse. Here we have the head of
the ruling Party and the then leader of the Opposition party
exchanging views in private, and it is quite clear that neither
have any real perceptions about the political situation. The State
President tells Dr. van 2yl Slabbert that South Africa's real
problem is that he, Dr. Slabbert, has not helped him do more in the
agricultural field, has not helped him do more with the
decentralisation policy and in attempts to decentralise industrial
development. And he says to Dr. Slabbert: "But we fight each other
on party political grounds, so that we are not keen to tackle the
basic issues in South Africa together." The State President is
blind te reality if his definition of the basic problems of our
country exclude considerations about power-sharing.

In this tape-recording, we hear the State President telling Dr. van
Zyl Slabbert that he had a long talk to me and that nothing
prevents me from talking to him. He actually says: "

"I told Buthelezi, what the Zulu people need in the first
place are not just political righta, because you have that.
You can talk to me whenever you wish. Your government can
talk toc me whenever you wish. But what you need in the first
place is that the Tugela areas, that we develop the low=lying
areas of the Tugela. We must use Richards Bay to also make
provision for you. I told him that we must talk to each other
about the protection of the upper regions of the Tugela which
eventually could affect their water. This is a programme - if
tackled for 10, 15 and 20 years - for the sake of your entire
population. He agreed with me."
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It is absclutely clear £from this transcript that the State
president is not addressing the question of power-sharing in his
own mind. He thinks he and I should confine our talking to the
development of the Tugela Basin and Richards Bay, and that we
should be talking about agricultural issues, and then when I refuse
to do so, both he and Dr. van Zyl Slabbert exchange views about me
wanting to be the only bull in the kraal. The State President
said: *I will tell you what Buthelezi's problem is. Buthelezi's
problem is that he wants to talk alone, that he does not want to
talk together with other Black pecple.” The State President denies
me a lsadership role despite the fact that I represent six millien
people in this House and I represent many millions more through
Inkatha, and despite the fact that my conatituencies extend acroas
all racial barriers into distant parts of the country. The State
Presidont cannot see me as a person, he cannot see me as a leader,
and only wants to see me when I am made anonymous amongst. other
people.

Mr. Speaker, Sir, Honourable Members, I am reminded by the attitude
of the 3tate Preaident as revealed in this tape of how I am always
put at the end of the gueue of Black leaders from other regions,
bacause in protocol terms, EKwaZulu being the last to have the
Raegional Authority 'foisted, on them, I was the most Jjunior.
Previcus Prime Ministers and the State President expected me to
trot off to Pretoria or Cape Town when they clicked their fingers
and to smile as I took my place as the bottom end of the gueue of
cther leaders. God help South Africa if even now in this time of
crisis the State President can only break out of the past in public
statements which are shown to be meaningless when he reveals his
thoughts in a conversation which was not designed for public
consumption.

¢f ecourse, the South African Government must be concerned about
wconomic development. politics cannot be allowed to sideline
Jconomic reality, but in this transcript the State President
vlearly shows that economic realities is all he wants to talk to me
about. HBaving a commitment to economic development is one thing,
but playing an economic fiddle while South Africa burns is another
thing altogether.

Me. Speaker, Sir, Honourable Members, I am having increasingly
sombre thoughts about the future which we zan now begin to see
ahead. Unless the State President doces something dramatically
affective, he is going to find himself a very isoclated man. Week
after week and month after menth, White South Africans will
ifcreasingly perceive the State President's empty-handedness. They
have not heard a single word from the State President about hew he
is going to handle local government in Black areas. White South
Africans will begin to perceive ever increasingly as the days,
weeks and months pass that Regional Services Council development
which the Government is internt on pushing, will not be able to



address the guestion of adminiatration in Black areas. "The Starc"
of Tuesday, l8 March 1986 reported that 51 motorists were robbed of
their cars in Johannesburg's northern suburbs by Black youths.
Those motorists know that there is a Black township in the vicinity
of their own suburbs now cutside of the State President's control.
In Cape Town a magistrate imposes severe restrictions on a Black
funeral, and pecple in their thousands ignore these restrictions
and authority has to stand impotently by as they do so. Millions
of Black South Africans in townships have simply stopped paying
their rents, and the administration of their areas is done by
remote control which is just not possible. Regional Services
Council are not going to be able to control Black townships. The
upward spiralling of violence is continuing and White South
Africans who oppose Mr. P.W. Botha's reforms are jeering at him
because they are getting him nowhere, and White South Africans who
suppoct Mr. P.W. Botha's reforms will socner or later have to ask
him whether he in fact has the power to develop his reform
programme .

-

Mr. Speaker, Sir, Honourable Members, I can only conclude from the
evidence before me that when I had, in the eyes of the State
President, the temerity to tell him under what circumstances his
National Statutory Council could play a meaningful role in the
politics of change; he threw yet another political tantrum and
shook a Greeff finger under my nose. White Scuth Africans who
perceive the reality of our desperate situation will blame Mr.
Botha for not making it possible for me to play a significant role
in the National Statutory Council, if his present mood continues
for 'very much leonger. That statutery council cannot work without
KwaZulu and Inkatha participation. His Black Advisory Council did
not even get off the ground because of our oppositien to it. The
Special Cabinet Committee had to be sidelined by the National
Statutory Council because I would not be involved in it. While the
State President regards me as a little regional political Black
boy, who should be pottering around with regional issues, there is
ne hope for any meaningful negotiaticns between himself and myself.
If there is no hope for meaningful negotiation between himself and
myself, there is no hope for meaningful negotiations between White
South Africa and Black South Africa.

Mr. Speaker, Sir, I repeat my attitude to co-cperation with the
State President in the National Statutory Council. I repeat I
sincerely hope that it will get off the ground and become
meaningful. Properly handled it could be a meaningful development.
I repeat that I will do nothing to jeopardise its possible success.
I repeat that I am prepared to undertake great risks to make that
which could work actually work. I repeat also, however, that South
Africa simply can not afford yet another failing experiment. I
clearly perceive under what circumstances the WNational Statutory
Council could work. However the State President blusters, and
however many acticns he takes against me in pigue, he is not going
to fool all Whites all the time. As time passes, it will be he who
is perceived by Whites themselves as politically incompetent and
not I. Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members, the blunt truth of the
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matter is that I do not need the National Statutory Council for my
political existence. It is not I who put the 3State President in
the hot chair which heads that Council. He did so himself. He now
needa the National Statutory Council to work. BHe cannot afford yet
another damp sguib in reply to bursting bomba. For the sake of
South Africa, I will help the State President out of his
difficulty, I will help him make that Council work if it has any
prospects of achieving something. I am however not the State
President's hireling. I am not here to carry his political bags.
He either accepts me as a man, a leader and an indispensible force
in the politics of change, or he sinks on his own. I do not intend
sinking with him attempting te do that which simply cannot be done.

Me. Speaker, Sir, Honourable Members, I only say these things

because we need to look at the realities around us. I do not put
myself in a gloating position over the State President and say that
he cannot do without me. I only say that if any White State

President today thinks that he can do without the leader of a 1.2
million strong Black political organisation, and if he can do
without the elected head of six million South Africans, then he has
got his head very deeply buried in apartheid sand.

I have made these opening remarks in this year's Policy Speech, Mr.
Speaker, because it is wvital that every member in the House,
perceives the gravity of our responsibility. As we go about our
business in this Session, we must do so with a daily and an hourly
awareness of whatever is of importance which is taking place in the
South African Parliament this year. The South African Parliament
is in seasion within the broad process in which State violence and
counter-violence move ever further away from being relevant to
meaningful reform. The reform programme is not aided by violence.
whether it be State violence or counter-viclence. Tha state of
emergency which the State President declared on 20 July 1985 date
retarded the reform programme. The violence which the ANC Mission
in Exile uses and the violence which the UDF uses in their own
brand of the politics of intimidation, retard the programme of
reform which should be emerging in South Africa. And Mr. Speaker,
Sir, I am not here talking about reform as though reform in this
country can be initiated only by the State President. A spirit of
reform has emerged and ordinary South Africans are shifting their
positiona about apartheid, and it is in fact true to say that the
demand for reform is steadily out-distancing the State President's

reform initiatives. The State President wants reform 'a la
National Party or nothing. The support of his own Party members
will tire of waiting for reform. There is a groundswell demand

that our country be normalised as a modern industrial democracy.
Viclent action on the part of the Government only produces ever
increasing counter-violence, and the upward spiralling of violence
reaching ever heightened egquilibriums of State vioclence and
counter-viclence moves ever further away from the reform process.
The State President cannot attend to the problems of administration
in Black areas without becoming increasingly violent. The State
President must now understand that we cannot govern Blacks unless
they want to be governed. They do not want to be governed by
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apartheid. The State President will not gain Black co-operation by
the increased use of violence. Unless ordinary Blacks in our
townships perceive the State President as a true reformer, anarchy
will continue spreading. The police and the army cannot turn the
clocks back. Times have changed and the sooner the State President
accepts this fact the better it will be for South Africa.

It is the politics of prescription which leads to states of
emergency being declared. The new constitution fuelled the fires
of Black anger because it was rammed down their throats. It was
extreme political poverty of thought which attempted to change the
constitution in this day and age in which Blacks can no longer be
dictated to. I called for a moratorium on constitutional
developments until consensus has been achieved between Black and
White about what needs to be dons in this country. I was ignored
and the State President went ahead with his constitutional changes
thinking that he could make the new constitution workable without
Black approval. The new conatitution just has not worked. -~ It is
kept intact thus far, yes, but it has been kept intact to continue
stimulating Black anger and determination no longer to be dictated
to.

There are, Mr. Speaker,; Honourable Members, a great many Whites in
South Africa who conceive of progress in reform as measured by the
extent to which the Government is making political statements which
differ from the statements made by previous HNational Party
gevernments. When the State President said in his opening address
to Parliament that apartheid is outdated, he made no reform step at
_all. That kind of statement is only a step in preparation to take
a step in reform. If you multiply those statements many times you
still have not taken a step in reform. Talk about reform is not
reform. Black South Africa locks at progresas in reform on two
levels. There is the level in which reform is judged to be
meaningful or not to the extent that it alleviates suffering, or
opena up opportunities in which people can do something to
alleviate their own suffering. At the other level Blacks judge
reform in terms of the extent to which it addresses fundamental
issues, not in sentiment but in practice. On the first level, the
State President has made some moves, but there is the tragic
possibility that the State Preaident has actually no real
intentions of addressing the fundamental problems of the country.

It is only full political rights for Blacks and total social and
economic freedom that can salvage our country from a violent and
horrible end. The refusal of the State President to take
meaningful action on this second level is downgrading the actions
that he has taken on the first level. It is already said in some
Black political guarters that action on the first level is simply
designed to make the chains of bondage mores comfortable, and that
they should be rejected with contempt. If the situation continues
te be characterised by a refusal to take meaningful action on the
second level, that sentiment will grow. Thare is already an all or
nothing element spreading in the thinking of Black people. The ANC
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Mission in Exile say the only thing there is to negotiate about is
the handing over of powar to the people. They say they are not
prepared to talk to the State President about governing the country
after power has been handed over to the people. They say it is not
the concern of the South African Government how the country will be
governed in the future. They say that what happens between the
pecple and a future ANC Government is between the masses and the
ANC. This all or nothing demand will become increasingly
persuasive amongst the country's Black population as time passes,
if the State President does not move on to the second level of
reform.

In the new constitution the State President demands all for Whites.
The new conatitution entrencnes Whites as having final decision-
making power in 87 per cent of the country and over the totality of
things which make for the formulation of domestic and foreign
policy. The new conatitution panders to the White perception that
Whites have historical right by conguest and occupation to 87 per
cent of the country, and over all its wealth. We are thus
confronted with two all or nothing demands. Whites demand total
control over the country, and the ANC Mission in Exile demands
total control over the country. These kind of all or nothing
demands in our circumstances are the kind of demands which spawn
civil war which will reach the proporticns of a racial holocaust.
These are the demands which created the log-jam and whether the
State President 1likes it gr not, he is going to be judged by
history very severely if he does not become an equal partner with
Blacks in breaking the log-jam. While that log-jam exists the
upward spiralling of violence will not be broken, and while the
upward spiralling of violance is not broken, the politics of
negotiation will continually be downgraded.

I have again and again stated that politics is about the realities
of today. Idealistic pie-in-the-sky politics about tOmOrrow never
achieve anything. Reality demands that we today look at the need
for power—-sharing between Black and White as the first step towards
the final liberation of South Africa. Mr. Speaker, Sir, Honourable
Members, the South African Government and the ANC Mission in Exile
are enacting an unholy partnership in retarding the development
towards a situation in which meaningful power-sharing between Black
and White can be achieved through the politics of negotiation and
compromise.

Mr. Speaker, Sirc, Honourable Members, I think it is necessary to
spall out to White South Africa the circumstances as we see Chem,
in which the politics of negotiation can get off the ground.
Whites need to understand that it is the State president who is
making the politics of negotiation impossible. Within what the
state President has already said there are no prospects of power-
sharing at all. There will be no power-sharing in this country if
it is not power-sharing betwsen equals. We have a long history in
our country which spells out the futilicy of benevolent
paternalism. S5lacks simply do not want things done for them




because it is good for them. There can be no power-sharing which
is really meaningful which is not based on universal adult
franchise. There can be no power-sharing unless there is one
sovereign parliament within which to share power. The distinction
betwaen the division of power and power-sharing escapes the State
President. When power is divided equally, it ia shared. When
power is not shared equally, it is divided. The only reason to
avoid power-sharing and to talk about dividing power. is because
you want to give one party more power and another party less power.
While the State President conceives of South Africa as a country in
which there ia no majority and while he conceives of South Africa
as a country of minorities, and while he does so within a context
in which different minorities have different rights to different
parts of the territory of the country, he is doing no more than re-
casting apartheid and the homeland policy in a different mould.

Decade after decada of National Party rule has continually eroded
Black political options. The final outcome of this process of
erosion will be one in which Black South Africans have no option
but to resort to viclence to bring about change. Many Blacks feel
that this position has already been reached. We, Mr. Speaker, in
this House and in Inkatha, however, know that this is not the case.
Everything I have said today about our State Prasident indicates
that I am fearful that this may be the case sconer than some think.
It is, however, certainly not the case now. The forces of non-
violance in South Africa, ,L remain far more potent as forces of
change than viclent forces are now or have ever been in this
country. %

Mr. Speaker, Sir, Honourable Members, we in this House are as angry
as any Black in the country. We pursue our objectives as angry men
and women. As Black South Africans we are as appalled as any Black
is appslled that in this modern day and age we are still talking
about the need to do things which the present White generations'
forefathers should long since have done. Our anger, however, is
more calculating than most, and it gives us in this House a deeper
commitment to the things that are noble, than is apparently the
case in many other places in Black South Africa. Mr. Speaker, we
bear the responsibility of leading massive constituencies. I for
one can certainly not afford to be foolish in my analysis of the
South African situation. I have just too many people who are
supporting me. I will not act to lead them up the garden path. In
my leadership I am committed to tactics and strategles which can
work, and what is more which can work not only to eradicate
apartheid for the scourge that it is, but to build on the
foundations that our hercea and martyrs laid down in the past.

Society is not a thing written on a blackboard which can be wipaed
clean and re-written to the dictates of any formula you choose.
When I look at change, I talk within the realities of the South
African situation. Those realities dictate that unless our
political victory over apartheid brings about national
reconciliation, they will be empty victories. We atruggle to
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liberate our country from apartheid, knowing full well that we have
alsoc to liberate our country from any other form of racism, Black
or White, and to banish poverty, ignorance and disease. We do not
wage a narrow-focussed battle on apartheid. Those who do so have a
latitude of action we do not have. Those who are stupidly unaware
of the need to build on the foundations laid in the struggle for
liberation a long time ago, can talk about the destruction of the
econemy as a means of bringing about the Government's downfall and
eliminating apartheid. Those who think that South Africa's society
is written on a slate, and that the slate can be wiped clean with
violence and re-written in idealistic, socialist terms, are blind
to the realities of our country. They are blind to the history of
man, .and they are blind to the history of our beloved African
continent.

We in this House, Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members, have grown in
power because we work within the world of realities. Qur politics
is conatituency politics. It is the peolitics of non-viclent
tactics and strategies which actually works in the market-places of
the country. Democratic opposition to apartheid is the only form
of opposition which will bring about really meaningful change
without destroying everything else worth having.

We are committed to the normalisation of South Africa as a modern
industrial State. As we purSue objectives in this directien, we
gain ever increasing support in ever expanding constituencies
‘because this is what ordinary South Africans across all colours
actually want as their first choice. A great many of those who are
now attempting to bring about change through wviclence, or are
dabbling in ics employment, would cross sides and jeoin those who
support us if there was even a little more aevidence that South
Africa could be normalised through non-viclent tactics and
strategies. The vast, vast majority of Black people do not yearn
for a Communist or Socialist state. They yearn for a2 normalised
South Africa in which they can be truly free. They yearn for a
normalised industrial society in which there is eguality of
opportunity. Groundswell demand for a normalised South Africa is
ever increasingly becoming groundswell support for the tactics and
atrategies we pursue. Ever increasing support for the process of
normalising South Africa will not only come frem within South
Africa in ever increasing measures. The process of normalising
South Africa will also ever increasingly be supported by a Western
industrial world. We either choose the course of violence and ssek
the support of the Soviet Unicn, or we seek to bring about change
through non-violent <tactics and strategies to normalise our
country, and seek Western industrial support.

No . country in the world is an island unte itself. sry African

State which has gained its independence from colonial dominaticn.,
is located in an international setting beyond the shores of Africa.
The whole of Africa needs to be industrialised, and States in
Africa which seek to expand their industrial bases can only seek to
do so by Western involvement in their econemic development. Africa




needs Western technology and it needs Western investments and the
managerial skills which come from those investments. I stand in
very good company among African Heads of State when I say that
industrial expansion is essential. African Heads of State have
learnt that socialism and communism does not give rise to
flourishing industrial societies on African seoil. Americans are
not 3 atic b their democratic institutions are
different from those in, say, West Germany. Industrial democracies
take many forms and when we struggle to eradicate apartheid and
establish a new South Africa with a flourishing industrial base, we
are not unAfrican.

The Naticnal Party itself will need massive Western industrial
support if the State President's reform programme is going to
succeed. It has now alsoc learnt that South Africa is not an island
unto itself. It is not changing Government policy which has made
it realise that apartheid is not vulnerable to Western pressures.
Economic realities have overtaken apartheid and the National - Party
now knows that it is not free to do want it wanta in South Africa.

Those in South Africa who are truly committed to the eradication of
apartheid and the normalisation of our country as a modern
industrial democracy hold the key to the future which the West
desires for us not only for themselves but for our sakes as well.
Western veated interests coincide with our yested interests.

Mr. Speaker;, Sir, Honourable Members, I always report back to you
after I have been abroad, 3just as I report back to Inkatha and to
Black South Africa. Since this House rose last year I have had
personal discussions with Mrs. Margaret Thatcher at her request.
When she was preparing for the Commonwealth Confersnce, she sought
a discussion with me about the future of Scuth Africa because ahe
knew that it would £figure prominently on the Commenwealth
Conference agenda. I had a long discussion with her at Ne. 10
Downing Street. This is what I said to her:

MEMORANDUM FOR PRESENTATION TO THE RT. HON. MRS. MARGARET THATCHER,
MP, PRIME MINISTER OF GREAT BRITAIN, DURING A VISIT TO LONDON
BY MANGOSUTHU G. BUTHELEZI, CHIEF MINISTER KWAZULU, PRESIDENT OF
INKATHA AND CHAIRMAN, THE SOUTH AFRICAN BLACK ALLIANCE
AUGUST 1985

In June 1984, the State President, Mr. P.W. Botha - then Prime
Minister - visited Britain and Europe and met with a number of
Heads of Government. This trip of his followed on the Referendum
held in South Africa in November the previocus year in which White
South Africa had given him a massive endorsement of the new
constitution under which the present South African Tricameral
Parliament now cpearates. At the time, various Western Heads of
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State and Foreign Offices expressed cautiocus optimism that at laat
the South African Government had taken a small step in the right
direction by including Indian and Coloured people as junior
partners in government. Mr. P.W. Botha's Eurcpean trip was
specifically designed to use hia success in the Referendum campaign
to buy time for South Africa, and to drive home the advantages
which the cauticus but positive responses by a number of Western
Governments held for him.

I was deeply concerned about the misinterpretation of the
constitutional developments in South Africa by people in sc many
quarters and I wrote a short Memorandum to the Heads of States whom
Mr. Botha would be seeing, about the constitutional develcpments
which were taking place. In that Memorandum I said:

*I believe it is important for Western Heads of State to know
that the South African Government is continuing to pursue
policies which must neceasarily lead to disaster and that it
is in Western national and international interests that
Weatern Heads of State tax Mr. Botha on some issuas.

Firatly, there is the new constitution. The new consatitution
permanently excludes Blacks from having any say in the
government of 87 per cent of the land and therefore in the
policies which determine how the country's national wealth,
the country's internal policies, and the country's foreign
policy are determined. The new constitution is based on
repugnant racism and gives Whites a conatitutionally
entrenched right to rule over Blacks in their midst in

perpetuity. So-called White South Africa now has, and will
ever increasingly have, a population which is numerically
dominated by Blacks. The White controlled new tricameral

parliament will remain a minority government and will continue
to viclate the most fundamental of Western democratic
principles. Western Heads of State should knew that the new
constitution is a prescription for violence and that it pulls
the rug from beneath the feet cf responsible Black leaders
such as myself..."

I believe that events in South Africa since mid-1%84 have shown
that my concerns expressed in this Memorandum were fully justified.
Instead of buying time for progress towards @ normalising South
Africa, the new constitution had bought time towards the evolution
of violence. During the Referendum campaign, I did everything I
could possibly do to warn White South Africa that a Yes vote in
favour of the new constitution would deepen Black anger, and would
widen the chasm between Black and White which successive apartheid
Governments in South Africa had created. I warned that the new
constitution was a prescription for vioclence and that nothing that
the Government had done, and nothing in the new constitution,
addressed the central questions in South Africa which revolve
around the disenfranchisement of 72 per cent of the populaticon and
their exclusion from any meaningful participation in the Government
of their country.
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Those warnings were not heeded and today we have the tragic
avidence that my fears were fully justified. Black anger has risen
sharply across the length and breadth of South Africa and not only
have the levels of vioclence and the spread of violence used for
political purposes now risen to historically unprecedented heights,
but the ugliness of violence being employed for political purposes,
has deepened tragically. The vast range of repressive measures
made available to the Government through Draconian laws which have
been passed over decades of National Party rule, have proved
insufficient to contain Black anger. The State President has now
had to declare a state of emergency in 36 magisterial districts
which has resulted in between eight and nine million South Africans
living in circumstances which characterise the worst of Police
States.

The upward spiral of violence empleoyed for political purposes in
South Africa will only be broken if the South Africa now turna to
address the fundamental issues which White South Africa needs to
face up to. The Government needs to address the question of giving
Blacks a say in the Government of their country. Unless this is
done, and done boldly and scon, the forces working for non-violent,
democratic solutions leading to politics of negotiation will suffer
irreparable harm.

It is in these circumstances; Madam Prime Minister, that I so
deeply appreciate the cpportunity of meeting with you to talk about
South and Southern Africa. Whatever happens in South Africa has
ramifications for the whole of the sub-continent and for a very
wide range of Western interests in South and Southern Africa. The
sense of gratitude that I am' conveying is mere than a sense of
gratitude borne ocut of your recognition, Madam Prime Minister, that
I and Inkatha are playing a positive role in South Africa. My
gratitude runs deeper than that. My ancestors fought wars againat
British armies. We were subjugated by Great Britain, and the might
of the Zulu empire was smashed by Britain and my forefathers and
their people were handed to racist White political control by
British actien in South Afriza which led to the formation of the
Union of South Afrieca in 19101. 1 am indeed grateful that today
you as head of the country which thus once subjugatad my pecple and
handed us over to be brutalised by racism, can meet in friendship
and common concern about what is happening today. I am totally
convinced that the lack of permanent enmity and hatred which could
have characterised my attitude toc you, and could be generalised as
an attitude amongst the Zulu pecple towards Great Britain, could be
equally apparent in future attitudes towards White South Africa, if
the South African Government followed the wisdom of Britain and
withdrew from racist policies.

I pursue policies of democratic oppesition to apartheid, and I
remain committed to non-violent tactics and strategies, because
unleas Black South Africa wins the struggle for liberation through
these means, we will be laft with an aftermath of bitterness and
hatred which will take generations to dissipate.



Despite the upward spiralling of vioclence in South Africa, there
remains even today the kind of goeodwill among Black South Africans
which has resulted in my leadership and Inkatha's aims and
objectives being supported by a card-carrying membership of over a
million pecple. Beyond these card-carrying members, there is a
further vast Black South African support and sympathy amongst those
who are not yet card-carrying members. No party political machine
is capable of doing more than actually enrolling but a proportion
of the total potential support for a political programme.
Inkatia's membership makes it the largest Black political
organisation ever to have emerged in the history of South Africa.
It is a genuine voice of ths people and Inkatha is a genuine cross-
section of Black South Africa. It reflects demographic realities;
it is dominated numerically by peasants and workers; it ia
representative of every class of Black South Africans and it ia
supported as much in the urban areas as it is in rural areas.
Inkatha's aims and objectives and its statement of belief are
compatible with the best principlea of democratic government that
have been evolved by the Western industrialised world. -

I see South Africa locked into a north/south axis by history
jrself, and I see the natural destiny of the people of South Africa
as a destiny within the international Western industrial sphere of
interest. It is in this context that the value of Inkatha must be
seen. It is a mass movement which is truly democratic. its
policies and its tactics and strategies are in principle and in
practice determined by Annual General Conferences which take place
each year. it is a grass root political movement in which the
people themselves elect to follow the courses they follow and elect
leaders to pursue tactics and strategies they have determined to
further the causes which revolve around their aspirations. I say
nothing and I do nothing outside the mandate which is given to me
by my massive Elack constituency. Every point of view, Madam Prime
Minister, that I express today is a point of view which is an
Inkatha point of view and a point of view which has not only been
endorsed by Inkatha's leadership and its Annual General
Conferences, but which has also been endorsed by mass meetings I
held acroas the country.

There are othar Black voices. Inkatha is not the only political
group- There are other Black views about what should and should
not happen, but there is no voice to equal Inkatha's voice in terms
of being a voice determined by ordinary Black pecple.

I am now daily being made aware of the fact that unless the South
African Government now takes very early and bold steps towards
normalising Scuth Africa, as a modern, industrialised, demccratic
stata, there will be increased radicalisatiocn in Black peolities,
and the upward spiral of viclence for political purposes which we
are now witnessing, will succeed in making South aAfrica
ungovernable, not oaly for the National Party, but for any future
Government - whether it be Black or White.

If South Africa has any future at all worth having, that future
will have to be characterised by a constitution which enshrines
genuine democratic principles and practices and which gives rise to



13

genuine democratic government, and which will alse have to be
characterised by a real and continued increase in the quality of
life for ordinary pecple. After the struggle for liberation in
South Africa haa been won, we will have to face the heritage of
poverty and despair among the masses which apartheid has already
bagueathed to the country. We as Black South Africans therefore
dare not invelve ourselves in tactics and strategies which
undermine democracy and which destroy the productive capacity of
the South African economy. This is a message I constantly deliver
to my peopla. I say to them that there is no esasy sclution te the
South African problem: I say to them that there will be no
overnight victory; and I say to them that after the political
victory, there will be continued poverty for a considerable time to
follow and that they must accept there is no Utopian future. L
argue that socialist and communist doctrines contain no magic which
will solve South Africa's problems, and that the free enterprise
aystem and enlightened capitalism, leading to a massive development
af the South African economy, are things that Black South Africa
simply has to accept. In ocur circumstances, the free enterprise
system is the moat potent force of development available to us.

I am also deeply convinced that White South Africa would rather
adopt a scorched earth policy, and destroy the future for everycne,
than capitulate now immediately to a one-man-one-vote system of
government in a unitary state. Black South Africa has cherished
the ideal of a one-man-one-vote system in a unitary state for
generations. I argue, I plead and I cajole with Black South
Africans, that if we are to avoid destroying the foundations of the
future, we must commit curselves to the politics of negotiaticn and
we must be prepared to compromise wherever compromises can possibly
b2 made without them being self-defeating. I and millions of Black
South Africans are preparaed at this peoint in time to shelve our
ideal of a one-man-one-vota system of government in a unitary state
if negotiations between Blacks and Whites can begin to find a
compromise sclution acceptable to all population groups. One-man-
one-vote in a unitary state will always be our cherished ideal.
But I believe it can be shelved for now in order to make a start
where a start is possible.

I have already gone as far as it is humanly possible for me to go
towards establishing the basis of real negotiations in South
Africa. I believe that it is wvital for the future of Socuth Africa
for every leader, whether he or she be Black, White, Coloured or
Indian to reduce the list of non-negotiables to the barest possible
minimum, which they will have to take tc the conference table. 3 5
and the wvast majority of Black Socuth Africans are prepared to
negotiate, and we are prepared to limit our 1list of non-
negotiables.

I insist only that whatever negotiations do take place recognises
that South Africa is one country, with one people, who have
together but a single destiny:; and that negotiations should be
directed at tangible progress towards normalising South Africa.
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I have only had one single formal discussion with the State
President of South Africa once in the last four and a half vyears,
and I have only seen him once informally during that period of
time. It was after my formal meeting with him in May this year,
and it was after I had repeatedly offered to enter the politics of
negotiation, that the State President in an interview with Mr.
Brian Walden which was televised in Britain and South Africa, said
that he would not accept a single Scuth Africa, whether it be a
unitary state, or whether it be a federal union. If the President
ia incapable of even entertaining thoughts of talking about one
South Africa, with one people, under one government, then as far as
I am concerned there ia nothing left to talk about. If there are
to be any negotiations in Scuth Africa worth having, they must be
negotiations to find feasible and practical ways and means of
giving constitutional expression toc these very simple and baaic
demands.

The present parliamentary system locates the final deciding power
over 87 per cent of the country, over all its wealth, and therefore
over its fiscal policy and its internal and foreign policy, in the
White Chamber of the Tricameral Parliament. On no single occasion
has the State President given any evidence of his willingness to
entertain a future in which this 87 per cent of the country, which
Whites claim as their own domain, is sacrificed in favour of a
shared future for all. I believe, Madam Prime Minister, that you
and other Heads of Weatern Governments, should be made aware of the
fact that whatever reforms are being introduced, and however
meaningful those reforms are in fact in the daily lives of Black
people, unless the Government of South Africa is prepared to begin
meaningful negotiations with Blacks, there can only be an
escalation of violence. As a Black leader, I ask you Madam Prime
Minister, to exert every pressure on the South African Government
available to you to begin formal negotiations with Black leaders
who recognise the need for Whites to relinguish the wmonopoly of
power they enjoy in South Africa.

There is in South Africa already a significant body of Black
opinion which has already finally concluded that there are no
prospects of bringing about change through negotiation and this has
already resulted in South Africa having entered the first phase of
civil war. The unprecedented current levels of violence used for
political purpeoses is ever-increasingly expressing itself more in
Black/Black confrentations than in Black/White confrontations or
Black confrontations with the Government. The African National
Congress' Mission-in-Exile is seeking to make South Africa
ungovernable by encouraging Black South Africans, and particularly
the youth, ¢to kill any Black who cpposes them and whe is prepared
to work towards compromise solutiona. The ANC's Mission-in-Exile
sees the armed atruggle as the primary means of bringing about
change, and it intends using the resources for violence at its
disposal to further revolutionary aims which will in the end
ensconce it as a post-liberation government. Those committed to
the armed struggle and to the employment of violence for pelitical
purposes, will ever-increasingly become intolerant of any success
in the politics of negotiation. The ANC's Mission-in-Exile is not
seeking a compromise solution. It is driven by winner-takes-all
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revolutionary fires, and we face the tragic reality in South Africa
that the destruction of the politics of compromise and negotiation
is becoming of prime concern to the ANC'a Miassion-in-Exile.

It is in a very real sense of the concept that I say that South
Africa has already entered the first phase of civil war, and that
what was a struggle against apartheid is now becoming a struggle to
thwart democratic oppesition to apartheid. It is in this context
that I am asking you, Madam Prime Minister, to exert every possible
pressurs on Pretoria to strengthen the politics of negotiation by
insisting that the State President declare his intention to .
nagotiate with Blacks about the future of South Africa as cne
country, with one pecple whe share one destiny. I believe that
President Reagan has embarked on a course of action in his
uctive t policy which could accumulate the kind of
pressures which we so badly need in South Africa. Whether or not
the American party political scene permits this policy of aever
evolving into anything meaningful remains to be seen, and I am
concerned about the fact that apartheid is being drawn inte
American party politics. I am alsc concerned about statemants now
increasingly being made by the Labour Party here in Britain. Some
Democrats in the United States and some members of the British
Labour Party are adopting stances and making statements which if
continued will accumulate advantages for those committing South
Africa to ecivil war, and to the solution of South Africa's problems
through the armed struggle and through generalised violence.

I as a Black political leader in South Africa am aware of the role
that the British Government played to end hostilities between Black
and White in Zimbabwe. I am aware, Madam Prime Minister, Chat it
was your Cabinet which pursued the diplomatic endeavours which led
to the Lancaster House negotiations. Black South Africa regards it
as a very considerable achievement, and it has encouraged us to
think that British dipleomacy; which has accumulated its own
distinctive nature over the centuries, remains a vital force in the
Western world which could yet play a distinctive role in South
Africa. I do not draw naive parallels between what was required in
Zimbabwe to bring about a cessation of hostilities and what is now
required in South Africa to bring about the de-escalation of
violence and the promotion of the politics of diplomacy. Hor am I
ignoring the constitutional role, and the rele in international
law, within which British diplomacy brought about a sattlement in
Zimbabwe. I am simply referring to the value of Britain as an
honest broker in international diplomacy and I am expressing faith
that Britain could fulfill the role of an honest broker in South
Africa and between South Africa and the West.

I have admired, Madam Prime Minister, the extent to which you and
your Government have refused to bow to pressure to take
indiscriminate actieon aimply because apartheid is morally
repugnant. In a sense, there may now be a ripeneas of time in
which diplomacy could be more effective than it was in the past.

Black Scuth Africans have always seen the West as toothless when it
came to dealing with apartheid. Apartheid under the National Party
has grown vigorously and has thrived for over 37 years, despite all



the moral and diplomatic pressure which has been exerted on
successive National Party Governments. It would be tragic for
South Africa and the whole of Southern Africa, if Britain and its
allies failed toc make the combined weight of Western pressure on
the South African Government an ever-increasingly positive factor
in bringing about meaningful change in my country, now that there
is greater fluidity in the South African situation.

Statesmanship demands that apartheid is condemned and that
opposition to apartheid is strengthened in such a way that the
politics of negotiation are furthered, and the democratic future of
South Africa is assured. Apartheid is szo abhorrent that just
simply any measure against it is seen as justified by some in the
West. I have no doubt that there are many in the British Labour
Party, and even, Madam Prime Minister, amongst your rank and file
party members, who are genuinely indignant about apartheid and in
whom that indignation gives rise to irresponaible action in
aupporting the forces of deatruction in South Africa.

Thia has become very apparent in the disiavestment debate in the
United States;, and it is very apparent in much of the activity of
pressure groups in Great Britain and Western Europe. There is too
much at stake, not only for millions in South Africa, but for the
whole sub-continent of Southern Africa for Western indignation to
give rise to indiscriminate action against apartheid.

The recent indignation by France which has led to the recalling of
its Ambassador from South Africa will be applauded by many Black
South Africans merely for its symbolic impertance. This kind of
European reaction to current events will send shock waves through
White South Africa. When, however,; the Prench associate their
indignation with a high political symbalic value for those
committed to the struggle for liberation, with the further acticn
of prohibiting any further investment in South Africay their action
becomes a double—edged sword which hurts both Black and White, and
which strengthena the revolutionary forces in the country working
against demccracy. I am pursuing a path of non-violent, democratic
opposition to the Government precisely because I sea this as the
only way of preserving the future. Vast backlogs in Black housing,
health services and welfare, and in such things as education, can
only be wiped out some time in the future if the South African
economy grows at its maximum posaible rate. Any move against South
Africa which damages its economy now, is a move which will damage
the prospects of a worthwhile future. I am pursuing the politics of
negotiation because I do not want to reduce South Africa to
ungovernability, and this is what mass poverty will do some time in
the future if the country's economic growtj base is damaged naw.

Inkatha holds an Annual General Conference every year and at every
one of these Conferences, I inform delegates what I have said on
their behalf on the question of disinvestment. I inform them that
I tell the world:

- that ordinary Black South Africans still seek a negotiated
settlement and seek to pursue non-violent tactics and
strategies;
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- they know the meaning of poverty and are aware of the fact
that if they do not have work they asuffer terrible
deprivation and that therefore any strategy which results in
a decrease in the number of jobs available to Blacka is
rejected by Blacks:

- Blacks in South Africa who have jobs with foreign companies
would never be persuaded to relinguish their jobs to further
the aims and cbjectives of those who pursue the disinvestment
lobby

- that no membership-based Black organisation in South Africa
has &n executive with a mandate from its members to call for
disinvestment:

- that Black protest politicians who are not involved in
constituency pelitica but who are involved in veicing Black
grievances in a manner calculated to gain media acclaim, are
more prone to call for disinvestment than other leaders.

- that every leader of an organisation working to make this

. country ungovernable and whe is prepared to use violence,
whether it be mob viclence or armed violence, to bring about
political change, argues for disinvestment;

- that there is no prcspect of the armed struggle succeeding
within the foreseeable ,future and that we therefore will have
to rely on the politics of negotiation; and that the politics
of negotiation arse favoured by what has now bacome a total
dependence by White South Africa on Black South Africa:

- that Black bargaining power is increased by Black econonic
advancement and vertical mobility which accompanies it:

- that it is the responsibility of Black South Africans to
liberate South Africa from apartheid cppression in such a way
that we do not force on neighbouring Black States, and States
further afield in Southern and Central Africa, ¢to pay the
costs of our struggla.

- I tell them Lhat we& respect the national choices of B8lack
States in Southern Africa and that we have no quarrel with
those who have opted for a socialist future under a one-Party
state, but that that is not a viable option for us: and that
the besnefits we will derive from working within a race-free,
democratic state in which there will be equality for all, and
in which the principles of the free enterprise system will
dominate in government planning, will have a very significant
spill-over benefit for other 3tates in Southern Africa.

I @#ill report to my constituency, Madam Prime Minister, what I have
said to you today about disinvestment. I will do so at Inkatha's
cantral Committee: and I will do so at mass meetings I held in
various places in the country, including Soweto which is in South
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Africa's industrial heartland. Wherever I do so, I will receive
mass acclaim for the sentiments I am expressing.

Western industrialised countries which are moving towards banning
future investment in South Africa, or even worse to withdrawing
existing investment, and which regard Black opinicn among rank and
file workers and peasants as irrelevant, stand in the very real
danger of pursuing aims and cbjectives which conflict with what is
beneficial in our struggle for liberation. And in this wvein, I
would like to make an additional peint. I am beginning to hear
more and more arguments in fawour of selective disinvestment
because many of the points I have made above are taken and it is
naively believed that, for example, prohibition of further
investment in capital intensive industries, is warranted. Every
Western Government knows that sconomies are not maleable things and
cannot be turned on or off at will, and can only be directed
towards political ends with very limited succesa. The naivety of
some who think they can damage cne part of the economy without it
having repercussions for another part of the economy. is to me
. alarming. I am most certainly open to persuasion that one or
another form of disinvestment may put pressure on Pretoria without
damaging the economy, or causing greater Black suffering. I argue
against disinvestment because it has these negative effecta. Any
sanctions against South Africa which would not harm the growth of
the economy, but which would exert pressure on Pretoria, would be
welcome by every Black South African. I have always spoken against
- irresponsible exploitative gapitalism, but that to me is another
debate entirely. *

There is also a ripeness of time in which blunders would lead to
irrecoverable losses. The West should realise that the threat of
violence, and the threat of economic sanctions has more utility
than the employment of violence and the implementation of damaging
sanctions. The West should also realise that as soon as sanctions
do begin to bite, it is Black South Africa which will bear the
brunt of the burden. The West should alsc realise that the South
African Government is quite capable of taking retaliatory measures

® of the most despicable kind. If sanctions began to bite, and
Blacks began to suffer the burden of those sanctions, Pretoria
would have no scruples about repatriating more than a million
workers in South Africa who come from neighbouring States.
President Kaunda and President Banda unilaterally took action to
stop the recruitment of mine workers in Zambia and Malawi. The
South African Government is guite capable of taking reciprocal
action and repatriating foreign workers. More than a millien
families would suffer increased deprivation in impoverished
neighbeouring States. I plead with the West not to push the whole
of South Africa into an abyss because they underestimate the
brutality with which Pretcria could respond in a situaticn in which
very real threats became unbearable realities.

Today, after the signing of the Nkomati Accord, our brothers in
Mocambigue are developing trade links with South Africa. Despite
the admirable stand of Zimbabwe on the issue of apartheid, aconomic
realities are such that she still has a trade mission in
Johannesburg. I often wonder, when sancticns are advocated, what
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countries such as Zimbabwe are supposed to do Would Zimbabwe's
trade mission in Johannesburg be expected to be withdrawn from
South Africa when sanctions are applied? What will the
international community actually de for citizena of Lesotho,
Swaziland, Botswana and Mocambigue, once Mr. Louis Nel's threat is
carried out and citizens of these independent States in Southern
Africa are actually deported out of South Africa? South Africa
showed her claws recently when the Lesotho border was closed for a
few days with resultant suffering of many Lesotho citizens and
their families. )

I am not saying that pressures should not be brought to bear on the
South African polecat. All I am saying is that all of us who work
for the destruction of the apartheid polecat should not be blinded
by anger to the extent that we fail to examine carefully the
consequences of every act we take in the process of doing so. I
have become very skeptical on the issue of whether the West would
come to the rescue of more than a million citizens of these
independent States when the crunch comes, and South Africa decides
te expel them as a retaliatory act. I have become skeptical
because I have not seen a single Western country do anything to the
rogue elephant, which the South African Defence Force has been,
when they have killed our brothers and sisters in countries such as
Lesotho, Mocambique, Angola and Botswana.

Madam Prime Minister, the position the British adopted in last
week's Security Council debate must be applauded, and I plead with
you to withstand all party political pressures which may be exerted
on you to continue to protect the prospecta of British diplomacy
being employed to assist in the non-viclent resolution of the South
African problem.

I am fully aware cf the fact that even the maximum possible growth
rate of the South African economy will leave a great many Black
South Africans jobless for a very considerable time into the
future. The Black birth rate in South Africa is approaching three
per cent per annum, and already more than half of all Black South
Africans are 15 years old and younger. This huge population bulge
of millions of young people moving towards the market place, ia
going to create almost insoluble problems for whatever government
rules South Africa. I am therefore aware that the development of
an informal economy, and the development of self-help, schemes is
vital for our future. I am alsoc aware that the growth rate of the
informal economy rises and falls as the growth rate of the formal
economy rises and falls. Western governments should understand
that the cause for which we all struggle for in South Africa
demands the maximisation of the West's input into the South African
economy . Milliona of pecple now, and future generations, will
benefit from a vast inflow of capital into South Africa, and the
inflow of new technology and managerial skills which will come with
it.

I ‘believe that in part President Reagan's policy of constructive
engagement holds some promise for Scuth Africa, because it is
objective-orientated. Slamming down the eguivalent of an iron
curtain between the West and South Africa, is not helpful to the
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causes I serve. If you, Madam Prime Minister, and other Western
leaders, were to direct your oppoaition to apartheid and to seek to
bring the State President to the point where he can make a
declaration of intent which leaders like myself could co-sign with
him, you will achieve something of historic significance.

I isolate the State President's unwillingness to make such a
declaration of intent as by far the most negative aspect of his
whole political career and his current leadership of the country.
I have been pleading with Mr. P.W. Botha to make a declaration of
intent since he first tock office as Prime Minister. Until he
declares his willingness to negotiate about the future with Blacks
on terms they can accept - and which Whites will also accept =
there is no hope of breaking the upward spiral of. violence. For
many years I have been loathe toc put pen to paper and draft such a
declaration of intent because ideally it should have come as a
product of goodwill amongst Black and White leaders to enable them
to get round a conference table. Because, however, the State
President has so finally and clearly stated that he is not proepared
to talk about one South Africa, I had reluctantly to succumb to
pressures on me to draft such a declaration of intent. I have done
so in order to produce a discussion document and to give conteant to
the notion of a declaration of intent which could be debated and if

Yy for ptance. It reads as followa:

DECLARATION OF INTENT

We the undersigned hereby declare our commitment to serve God in
obedience to His divine will for our country and together:

Recognise that:

- The history of mankind shows the need for adaptive change
among all peoples and all nations.

- Wations grow in wisdom.

- Both mistakes and lessons not yet learned led to errors
of judgement in the mainstream politics in both the Black
and White sections of our society.

- The South African people are a family of mankind, seeking
te live in harmony in the African community of  nations
and seeking to do so by expressing civilised ideals in
the practical social, eccnomic and political affairs of
our country.

- The South African constitution as it is now written is oy
force of history and reality a first step in
constitutional reform which urgently needs the second
step to be taken of enriching the constitution te make it
as acceptable to the broad mass of African opinicn as it
has been made acceptable te the broad mass of White
opinion.



The Westminster model of government was not ordained by
God to be the only form of good government.

We therefore accept:

The need to make the preamble to the South African
constitution of equal value to all the groups and pecples
of the country by eariching the clause: "To respect, to
further and to protect the self-determination of
population groups and pecples” to include the notion that
this can best be done by sharing power in such a way that
no one group can dictate to any other group how to
express its own self-determinaticn.

The need to preserve Che constitutionality of the
adaptive democratic process on which we will jointly rely
in being subservient to the divine will for our country.

-

. We will therefore together seek:

To negotiate as leaders to amend the South African
constitution to make it acceptable to all groups.

To £ind an alternative political systen to that which the
world at large understands by the word ‘apartheid' and
also to seek an alternative political system in which
universal adult sufferage is expressed in constitutional
terms acceptable to all the pecples of South Africa.

To use the opportunities presented in practical politics
at first, second and third tier levels of government to
fashion national unity by despening the democratic
process, and to use the democratic process in
explorations of what needs to bae done to get the pecple
to legitimise the instruments of government.

We therefore pledge curselves:

To express national pride and patricstism by inaisting
that South Africans will decide South Africa's future in
the acceptance of each other as individuals and groups
and the acceptance of each other's cultural rights te be
who they are.

To start where we find ourselves in history and to move
from there to build on all that is positive and valuable
and to change that which is negative and undesirable.

Each to work in our own constituencies to develop a South
African pride in managing our own South African affairs
in harmony with internationally accepted standards of
civilised decency without being dictated to freom witheout.



Having thus declared we stand together to defend our right even
with our lives to take the steps and the time needed to establish
consensus between groups and to win support for our joint efforts
in the South African family of nationa.

And furthermore to stand together to defend South Africa from
external onslaughts and to stand together to resist any use of
violence which threatens the politics of negotiation aimed at
national reconciliation.

P s At

It is my carefully considered judgement that all Black leaders
committed to the politics of negotiation could sell such a
declaration of intent to their supporters, and I am totally
convinced that Mr. P.W. Botha could in fact sell this declaration
of intent to the White South Afirican electorate. 1 ask you,. Madam
Prime Minister, to examine this declaration of intent, and I would
find it a moat valuable contribution if you would find it possible
to endorse the kind of endeavours within which I found it necessarcy
te draft the declaration. I am seeking to establish points of
consensus across Black/White political chasms in South Africa. I
believe it is the kind of documant which, if signed by the State
President, would make the West believe that he is serious about
leading South Africa to reform. I am, Madam Prime Minister, not
asking for an endorsement 'by your Government of this specific
wording of a declaration of intent that is now needed. I am simply
asking that the British encourage the smergence of a consensus
document,; as a compromise consensus document, which could be
accepted by all population groups and which would encourage the
West to believe that there is hope for the future.

0

I think it is important that I share with you the details of what I
say to Heads of Government in North America, Britain and Europe.
Propaganda against me, Mr. Speaker, reaches very vicious heights at
times, and very freg tly I am d of not representing Black
viewa. It is important that I report back to 8lack South Africa
through this House, Mr. Speaker,; so that every single Member knows
what I have said on his or her behalf and con behalf of Black South
Africa. There is freedom of speech in this House, Mr. Speaker, and
if there is anything that I have said tec Mrs. Thatcher which
Members wish to guestion, they have the opportunity to do so. I
try always to talk within the framework of consensus Black opinicn,
and I again and again test what I say abroad when I get home.




EMBARGOED UNTIL DELIVERED

FOURTH SESSION OF THE FOURTH KWAZULU LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

CONTINUATION OF THE CHIEF MINISTER OF KWAZULU'S POLICY SPEECH

I was also invited to Israel in August 1985 by the Government of
Israel. In Israel I met with the President, Dr. Herzog, Prime
Minister Mr. Shimon Peres and Minister of Foreign Affairs Mr.
Yitzhak Shamir. I was warmly received wherever I went. I met the
Israeli Prime Miniaster in Tel Aviv, and this is what I said to him:

MEMORANDUM FOR PRESENTATION TO THE PRIME MINISTER OF ISRAEL
BY MANGOSUTHU GATSHA BUTHELEZI, CHIEF MINISTER KWAZULU, PRESIDENT
OF INEATHA AND CHAIRMAN, THE SOUTH AFRICAN BLACK ALLIANCE
TEL AVIV. AUGUST 1985

The real tragedy of South Africa ia the tragedy told in terms of
the narrowing cf options which Black political leaders have had to
choose betwsen over the last three guarters of a century. When the
Act of Union created modern South Africa in 1910 and Blacks were
excluded from the parliamentary process because they were denied
the wvote, the granting of even limited political participation
would have satisfied the aspirations of the vast majority of
leaders. In the early decades of the Union of South Africa, Black
leaders could work for gqualified franchise. Their demanda were
couched in liberal terms and they would have gone to any Conference
without there being talk of non-negotiables.

Between L1910 and 1948 Blacks sought inclusion in tne country's
parliamentary system and in its institutionalised life. The
strongest Black oppesition accepted the country's parliamentary
system and accepted the Weatern industrialised way of life which
was emerging, whereas today Black leaders. reject the countrcy's
sonstitution and no leader with any real following is seeking a
compromis® solution to enable Blacks to participate in the present
Tricameral Parliament.

Black political leaders are necessarily faced with the
responsibility of leading in such a way that not only do Blacks
gain access to the parliamentary process, but that that process is
acceptable to the majority of all race groups. It is in this
context that I want to make a few remarks about my role in the
South African struggle for liberation.

I am the Chief Minister of EwaZulu by popular election and I am the
elected leader of Inkatha. I hold office because I am a democrat
and have responded to popular demand to lead within democratically
based instituticnal 1life in KwaZulu. I have alsc responded to
popular demand in Inkatha and accepted nomination as President of




‘Inkatha.

The EKwaZulu Government over which I preside as Chief Minister is a
regional government which is elected by popular vote. Thare have
been twe KwaZulu elections in which every EwaZulu adult citizen wasa
eligible to vote, and in which Inkatha won every single seat. 1
was elected Chief Minister after both these landslide victories.

Inkatha is a democratic organisation; ita supreme body is the
Annual General Conference which not only.decides who shall . be
leaders but which also dictates the policies and tactics and
strategies in which elected leaders have to work. The President
of Inkatha and the main office bearers of the Movement are elected
for a period of five years, and during the Movement's ten years of
existance there has been overvhelming popular support for ay
Presidency. KwaZulu citizens number nearly six million people and
Inkatha's paid-up membership has now passed the million mark. &
make the point that I am responaible to vast constituencies in
which there are genuine democratic checks and balances within which
leadership operates. The point of view I expresa are points of
view which are tested against cpinion not only in the EwaZulu
Legislative Assembly, and not only at Inkatha's Annual General
Conferences, but at mass meeting which I held across the country
avery year. What I say in this brief Memorandum is said because [
have a mandate from ordinary people to say it.

My political enemies accuse me in terminology of their creation and
their connotation, and describe me as a puppet and a stooge and
they describe me as working within Government-created platforms.
But it is precisely because I have a hereditary leadership role
which dates back to EwaZulu antiquity, and it is precisely because
I have opposed apartheid vehemently all my life that I have been
elected by millions of ordinary Black South Africana to lead them.
I make mention of this not because I fesel the need to persuade you,
Mr. Prime Minister, that I am a genuine Black leader in the South
African struggle for liberation. You are informed, Sir, and you
know what my position is. I make mention of these things because
I want to say to you that Black South Africa supports my being
here, and I want to give you the assurance that when the African
National Congress' Mission-in-Exile declares Israel to be the ensmy
of the people of South Africa, they do so for the consumption of
Yassar Arafat and others, and they do not reflect Black public
opinion in Scuth Africa. I would not be here if popular Black
opinion were hostile to my visit to Israel. There will no doubt be
a hue and cry and accusations will be flung at me afresh that I am
consorting with the mortal enemies of Black South Africa. Thase
cries will rise because my leadership, which is right at the centre
of gravity of the South African political situation, is effective
and because the dominant role of Inkatha is becoming ever more
prominent.

In my international diplomacy, I remain non-aligned. I seek to



asacciate with those countries and leaders in the outside world whe
have something positive to offer in the development of South Africa
as a country striving for a race-free, democratic future.

Inkatha is dominated by concerns about what is in South Africa's
national interests, and I would like to discuss as briefly as the
nature of the topic permits what is in South Afric~'s naticnal
interests.

Foundations for the future- ‘-

—————— e e

Inkatha believes that those who are involved in  leadership
positions in the struggle for liberation have to be aware that the
way in which Black South Africa breaks the chaina of seccial,
political and economic bondage will determine the kind of future we
are going to have. The tactica and strategies we employ now will
determine what future South African Governments, whatever their
ideclogical persuasions may be: and whatever policies they attempt
to implement, are able to do. Black South Africans are aware that
their country will be the last on the continent of Africa to be
liberated from White racist control. Our suffering has endured
longer than the suffering of others, but we do have the advantage
of learning from African history.

3

It is quite clear to me that political victories which have as
their aftermath mass poverty and which have destroyed the means of
production, result in post-victory governments attempting to govern
what is ultimately ungovernabla. Whether Governments are Marxist—
based, socialist based or capitalist based; they cannot govern
effectively if there is masa starvation and growing deprivation at
every level in post-liberation periods. It is in South Africa's
interests so to conduct our struggle for liberation that we do not
destroy the prospects of governability.

The unigueness of the South African situation

South Africa in unigue on the continent of Africa in having a
really sophisticated central economy and it is unique in the sengse
that the foundations for future industrial expansion in Scuth
Africa are incomparably better than anywhere 2lse on the continent.
It is rank foolishness to ignore thia fact and to pattern tactics
and strategies in ocur struggle for liberation on models which have
successfully led to the overthrow of colonialism elsewhere in
Africa. I deny emphatically that South Africa is unigue in the
sense that the South African Government claims it is unique. The
South African Government claims ocur country to be unigue in defence
of their refusal to implement the wisdom that has evolved over
centuries in Western industrial democracies. There is no reason
why a one-man-one-vote system of government in a unitary State
cannot succeed in South Africa. There are no reasons why a federal




solution, which is colour-blind, cannot succeed in South Africa.
The point I make about South Africa's unigqueness is made on an

+ altogether different plain. There is no prospect for as far as
anyone can see into the future of an externally based armed
struggle againast apartheid succeeding and leading to the
establishment of a revolutionary government returned from exile.
We cannot repeat President Machel's success in South Africa. We
cannot repeat Prime Minister Mugabe'd success in South Africa. The
tactics and strategies we evolve must be South African tactics and
strategies which will serve South Afric n realities.

i Racial interdependence

Apartheid has polarised Black and White South Africa and the
ascalation of violence will inevitably lead te a Black/White
confrontation in which both sides will adopt scouched earth
policies, and establish circumatances in which there can be no
. poasible victors. The chasm which has been created by apartheid
between Black and White in South Africa Tneeds to be bridye
the tactics and strategies we employ in the struggle for liberation
must constantly take cognisance of this vital need.

The politics of confrontation and violence inside the country which
= is working in tandem with-those committed to using the armed
struggle as a primary means of liberating South Africa, can only
further polarise society and reduce the prospects of any kind of
worthwhile victory. Tactics and strategiea in our struggle for
liberation must be woven around the reality of interdependence
between all the races of South Africa.

The industrialisaticon of South Africa

. Having seen what has happened across the length and breadth of

Africa during the last 20 years, it is absolutely clear to me that
unless Black Scuth Africans accept the fact that history has locked
our country inte a global north/scuth axis, and unless they accept
that our natural position in the internaticnal community is a
pesition in which we are allied to global Western industrial
democracies, there are no prospects of political wvictories
resulting in anything but a vast increase in what is already
desperate poverty and suffering.

The Black South African population constitutes something like 72
per cent of the total population. Roughly half of the country's
Black population are already urbanised. There is a dramatic
increase in the Black migration from rural areas to urban areas.
Around every major town in the country vast squatter areas are
developing. There are no prospects of rural ares - becuming self-
contained as far as the production of food and oth : necessities of
life are concerned. The vast ghettoes housing mil .ons of poverty-




ridden Blacks demand a phencmenal rate of industrial development in
South Africa. This will never take place if we do not do
everything we can each day, each week, each month and each year
from now onwards to benefit from South Africa's location in the
north/south global axis.

The alienation of 3 uth Africa

Those who are atte: sting to alienate South Africa from the
international communicy are gravely mistaken. The more South
Africa is alienated from the Western industrial democracies of the
world, the more immune it will be to the kind of pressures which we
need in the Black struggle. The total econcmic and political
isaolation of South Africa is scught by those who have declared
their commitment to the armed struggle, and by those who seek to
make the country ungovernable through the employment of viclence.
White South Africans cannot be puniished into submission and the
international community must realise :hat the need is not to punish
Wwhite Socuth Africa, but to strengthen Black South Africa in its
democratic, non-violent demands for change.

Apartheid has excluded the majority of Blacks from any meaningful
participation in the country's free enterprise system. The massive
industrial development that has taken place in the country has
primarily benefited Whites, "and it is this fact which makes people
blind to the reality that Black Scuth Africans do not want the
wealth now monopolised by Whites to be destroyed, they want rather
to share the benefits of the wealth that is produced by the
country. All those who lobby to support disinvestment as a tactie
and strategy ignore the fact that Black South Africans are fighting
for their portion of what is already a thin slice of bread. A
redistribution of the total wesalth of South Africa would only
destroy any prospects of progreas. We need the redistribution of
opportunity to create wealth, and we need the rediastribution of
cpportunity to benefit from wealth, but to. take away the slice of
bread which Whites are claiming as their own because they refuse to
share it, is to take away from both Black and White.

Black South Africans are entitled to 2 fair share of the wealth of
the country because they contribute their share in the production
of that wealth. But to destroy the prospects of creating wealth is
to destroy all prospects of ever having the future we are striving
for.

The South African econemy is indivis:ible. You cannot damage one
portion of it without it having repercussiona throughout the whole
aconomy . Disinvestment, whether it be selective disinvestment or
blanket disinvestment, will damage the prospects of the growth of
the econcmy. Every Government ~% Western industrialised countries
knows the extent to which eccnomies are only minimally
controllable. They cannot be sw ched con or off at will. The pace



of economic development cannot be regulated at will. Economic
growth is accumulative and Western observers should understand that

* while there may be a limited utility in the threat of economic
sanctions against South Africa, the actual implementation of tha
disinvestment campaign would be useless unless it hurt the economy,
and if it hurt the eccnomy, Blacks now would suffer far more than
Whites.

The iivide between Black South African leaders who champion the
disi vestment cause and who reject it is a fundamental divide
betwwen protest politicians and politicians urging the use of
violence for political purposes, and politicians working for non-
violent means for bringing about radical change. I know of no masa
meeting of Black South Africans which has given any Black leader a
mandate to work for the economic downfall of the country. Ho
Black grass root organisation of any magnitude has ever supported
disinvestment as a strategy Black South Afri would endorse.
Th d of sds of Blacks wait outside factory gates for
vacancies they hope to fill. Blacks already in employment do not

] abandon their employment to support the disinvestment lobby.
Unquestionably, disinvestment will lead to ever-heightening levels
of Black unemployment.

The African National Congress' Mission-in-Exile is working to
destroy the country's econcmy. They are advising Black South
Africans to sabotage the mathinery of production, and they are
seeking to create the kind of chaocs in which the country will
become ungovernable. If they succeed, they will not make it
ungovernable for the National Party only. They will make the
country ung rnable for bsag’ t governments for a long time to
COoOme.

Quite apart from these kind of considerations Inkatha's leadership
realises that we cannot win the struggle for liberation through an
armed struggle and that we will have to use non-violent, democratic

. means of bringing about radical change. We also realise that it is
well-nigh impossible to mobilise Black communities inte effective
opposition for the politics of negotiation if they are totally
demcralised by mass poverty and the want and disease which
accompanies it.

There is now a total interdependence between B2lack and White in
South Africa and this interdependence is beginning to crsate cthe
circumstances in which the politics of negotiation is favoured.
The stimulation of the South African economy into maximum possible
growth rates is urgently needed to develop Black bargaining powers
in a situation in which they become ever-increasingly indispensible
for the production of wealth. This 4is not just a wvague
generalisation. It is a pertinent political statement of the fact
that the upward vertical mobility among Black South Africans
generates the k d of forces which accumulate to broaden bargaining
bases. The gr' ter the atake Blacks have in the economy, the more
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bargaining power they will have. Economic expansion from now
onwards must necessarily ever-increasingly have vital spin—-off
benefits for Blacks. The Yy has hed the point when any
future expansion must necessarily draw substantial numbers of
skilled workera out of unskilled ranks, and draw foremen out of
skilled workers, and draw managers out of foremen. The aever—
increasing upward vertical mobility of Blacks will weigh the scales
in favour of the politics of negotiation.

There are existing backlogs which even the moat enlightened
Government could not eliminate within the foreseeable future unless
economic - expansion takes place at an unprecedented rata. Any
damage to the real potential growth rate of the economy will push
the prospects of eliminating these huge backlogs into the
unforesesable future.

Economic sanctions have not worked anywhere in the world, and while
Western governments are entitled to expreas their indignation about
apartheid in Scuth Africa in ways and means they see fit, they must
be made aware that if they express indignation by applying econcmic
sanctions against South Africa, they act in callous disregard of
the wishes and the well-being of ordinary Black peasants and
workers.

There is generalised poverty across the whole of Southern Africa.
Mocambique is now facing mass starvation in the foreseeable future.
Every neighbcuring State depends for survival on the apin-off
benefits of the South African economy. Inkatha's leadership is
aware that the disinvestment campaign is not only detrimental to
the interests of Black South Africans, but ultimately detrimental
to the interests of Blacks in the whole of the sub-continent.
Southsrn Africa is a natural economic universe in which inter-
related and interlocked economies desperately depend on the
genecating capacity of the South African economy being ateadily
increased. The industrialisation of the whole sub-continent
depends on ever-increasing industrialisation in South Africa.
South Africa is a development base for the whole of the sub-
continent and it is only those who indulge in pipe-dreams of
socialist and communist Utopias who regard the present South
African economy, based on free enterprise and integrated with
Western industrial countries, as scmething which can be made a
handmaiden to ideological designs.

It is tragic that I express the truth when I say that the
disinvestment issue has ever-increasingly become a party political
football in Western democracias. It is the Republican/Demccrat
confrontation in the United States which has dragged the
disinvestment debate into the American political arena. There Iis
genuine American diagust with apartheid, and there are those who
naively think that support for disinvestment will assist the Black
struggle for liberation, but prominent Americans who have had yesars
of personal exposure in the political arena cannot claim to have



this naivety. Western Governments owe it as a duty to South Africa
and to Black South Africans to keep the disinvestment debate out of
their party pelitical arenas.

The choice between violent and non-violent tactics and strategies

The above factors dictate that leaders in the struggle for
liberation de—escalate the present growth pattern of vioclence in
South Africa and mount non-viclent tactics and strategies which are
capable of bringing about real reform. The politics of violence
will destroy the foundations for the future and will only succeed
if there is very substantial international support for violence and
this is not going to be forthcoming from the West. The politics of
violence necessarily involves leaders in alliances with
international communist and socialist forces. On the other hand,
non-violent tactics and strategies supporting the politics of
negotiation, will not receive substantial backing from
international communist and socialist forces, and must necessarily
be lzllind to forces emanating from the wnagngﬂ_‘indultrialisod
world. 2

The South African struggle must be won by South Africans on the
ground in South Africa. But the South African struggle is already
internationalised and therq is already a massive in-put from the
communist and socialist world which supports the politics of
violence. It 4is in South Africa's interests that leaders in the
Black South African struggle for liberation adeopt tactics and
strategies which makes possible the mobilisation of every possaible
suppert from the Western industrial world. I do not believe that
Black South African leadera have the luxury of choosing between one
or another ideclogical persuasion.

The politics of negotiation

I am correct in what I have said above and this necessitates the
recognition that leaders in the South African struggle for
liberation need to work towards increasing Black South Africa's
bargaining strength in the politics of non-violence. All too few
recognise that the politics of negotiation necessitates Cthe
mobilisation of public opinion and the expanding of negotiating
power bases. This process necessarily will inveolve Black leaders
in employing demccratic principles in constituency formatieon. The
actien which is needed to generate bargaining positions is
preparatory action which will sustain the effort needed to put
agreements reached around bargaining tables into practise. The
preparation for the politics of negotiation, the process of
negotiation and the implementation of negotiated deals, is all part
and parcel of the politics of reconciliation which must emerge
before negotiations, but which will only come into its own during

‘negotiations and in peost-negotiating situations.




Responsibilities towards the whole of Southern Africa

Black States bordering on South Africa which have struggled for and
achieved political emancipation are poverty-stricken and if leaders
in South Africa destroy the country's foundations of the future,
they will not only be failing every Scuth African, but they will be
failing millions of pecple across a whole sub-continent. As a
democrat I have a deep respect of a people's choice and I have
always respected the Mocambican choice to pursue Marxist ideals in
the reformation of their state. .On the sub-continent of Southern
Africa, every State must respect the national choices of other
States, but unless there is a symbiotic relationship between all
the States of Southern African, the sub-continent is headed towards
a wvery austere future, to say the least. The wealth-generating
capacity of South Africa needs to be enhanced in every pecasible way
to make this symbiotic relationship between Southern African 3tates
& reality in the future.

Th _Eadiisx of the past and the present

It is not in the interests of South Africa to ignore history and to
ignore realities around us. The politica of reconciliation must
always begin with a recognition of that which is real. If there is
going to be no overnight leap into a Utopian futuré: if there is
still a long, hard, uphill road ahead of us; and if the politics of
violence will destroy the future, the politics of negotiation must
necessarily begin by accepting the need tc make compromises in the
here and now. I am totally convinced that if Blacka try tc ram
down White throats the cherished ideal of cne-man-cne-vote in a
unitary state in the here and now, they will succeed only in
axploding a racial time-bomb which is already very senaitively sst.
It is not in the national interests of South Africa for Blacks and
Whites to confront each other with totally prohibitive non-
negotiables. The politics of compromise is vitally necessary in
the intereats of the whole country.

Israel is a vary distinctive country in the world, and the fire
that burns in every Israeli breast would never tolerate the inhuman
circumstances in which millions of Black South Africans have to
live. Israel as much as any other country in the world knows the
horrors of racism. Israel is committed to the free enterprise
system and to an industrial way of life which we in South Africa so
desperately need. Mot only this, but Israel is also versed in the
techniques of developing self-help schemes for those who are not
fully utilised in the country's industrial life. I am in Israel
today, Mr. Prime Minister, because I believe that Israel has
something vital to offer in support of the politics of negotiation
in South Africa. The Jewish community in South Africa has made its
own very distinctive contribution to the development of South
Africa's industrial base and to its growth potential, and they must



iz now make a very distinctive contribution towards the rapid
inclusion of Blacks in the free enterprise economy and in the
. democratic institutions of the country.

There is something like a three per cent per annum growth rate of
the Black population. Already over half of the total Black Scuth
African population is 15 years and younger. A huge population
bulge is moving towards the market place, and the prospects of
there being a sufficient number of jobs: the prospects of there
being sufficient schools and adequate educaticonal, health and
welfare services, are exceedingly slight or non-existent. There is
now a vast backlog in everything essential in life for Black South
Africans. That backlog will grow. It is desperately urgent that
everything humanly possible should be done to develop a masaive
growth in the country's informal economy and to develop avery
pessible technique which can be employed by communities who will be
forced to help themselves because this Government or any government
in the foreseeable future will be incapablw of doing that which

quld be done

The current situation within which Inkatha has to contend with
- —-South African imperatives =

The State President has throwh up a constitutional stone wall which
is detrimental to the politics of negotiation. The country's
present constitution gives Whites final decision-making powers over
87 per cent of the country; and therefore over virtually all its
wealth and therefore over its fiscal, domeatic and foreign pelicy.
The Tricameral Parliament excludes tha participation by Blacks in
the parliamentary process in principle even in so-called White
South Africa where the Government now recognises that their
permanent presence is not only necessary but deairable. The right
claimed by Whites to occupy, hold and rule 87 per cent of the
surface area of South Africa provides an ingurmountable stumbling

. block for the politics of reconciliation. The State President has
not made a single utterance which entitles anyone to believe that
he accepts the need for power-sharing betwe:n Black and White South
Africana. He talks about Black comstitutional development: he
talks about the abolition of hurtful and discriminatory apartheid:
he talks about the need for national reconciliation; he talks about
negotiation between Black and White:; he enunciates reform steps.
but he does all these things within the four corners of classical
apartheid which inaists on final White contrel in 87 per cent of
the country. I have gone as far as it is humanly possible for a
Black leader with vast constituency support to go to make the
politica of compromise and negotiation peoasible.

I, like millions of Black South Africana, cherish the ideal of one-
man-one-vete in a unitary state, but I have said to the State
President that I can shelve that ideal while we negotiate to see
whether there is a compromise solution open to us. The ruling
National Party must shelve the Afrikaner ideal, and to some extent
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the White South African ideal, of exercising exclusive political
control inm 87 per cent of the country. I have taken the necessary
bold step forward. The State President needs to do the same. I
know that I can sell a compromise solution to Black South Africa,
if that solution recognises that South Africa is one country with
ane people, whom hiatory has already dictated will share one

destiny. The State President must move away from wanting only to
divide power. He must take the necessary step towards making
posaible negotiations aimed at sharing power. I would shed

overnight the vast Black support I now enjoy if I agreed to the
fragmentation of South Africa along the lines envisaged by the
State President. The politics of negotiation can only commence if
Black and White leaders clearly state what they are prepared to
negotiate about.

Mr. Prime Minister, you are versed in the politics of conflict and
as a seasoned leader you will understand what I am saying. I plead
with you tec bring every pcassible pressure to bear on the South
African Government to make them understand that there will be no
conference table in South Africa unless all parties know what thay
are going there to negotirte about. Israel would enter into no
negotiations without an agenda which clearly states what the
negotiations would be about. As a Black South African leader I
cannot negotiate without an agenda.

Soon after Mr. P.W. Botha became South Africa's new Prime Minister
in 1979, I pleaded with him to make a declaration of intent with
Black leaders. Instead, he astablished the President's Council and
attempted to set up a Black Advisory Council to legitimise the
agenda which the State President's Council was given. I refused to
have anything to do with that Black Advisory Council because I knew
that the President's Council was the handmaiden of the National
Party and was established to formulate a new political dispensation
in which Whites would continue to monopolise total powver. The
State President had to abandon the BElack Advisory Council and it
never got off the ground. This year we had’ the first full session
of the Tricameral Parliament and in the State President's opening
address toc Parliament, he announced an enlarged Special Cabinet
Committee and an informal non-statutory negotiation forum within
which Black and White negotiations could take place. I had already
refused to have anything to do with the Special Cabinet Committee
which was established to negotiate Black political developments
within the framework of the new Tricameral Parliament. And this
year I re-stated my adamant refusal to be drawn into the enlarged
Special Cabinet Committee; and I rejected out of hand any
involvement in the informal negotiating forum while it was
committed to negotiating within the framework of the present
Government's constitution. I cannot negotiate on the part of
Black South Africa in meetings which have no agendas and which are
set up within the framework of a constitution which 72 per cent of
the South African population adamantly rejects.

The State President would be entitled to reject my pleas for a
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statement of intent and he would be entitled to reject any agenda
which was aimed at undermining real negotiation. The State
President knows that there will be no negotiation with me unless he
makes a declaration of intent with Black leaders, and unle we
have an agenda within which Blacks could find it poassible to
negotiate. My refusal to participate in the mechanisms of what the
State President calls negotiating bodies and forums is not petulant
or wilful. I am not obstructive in my politics. I do pursue the
politics of reconciliation, and the kind of statement of intent I
am calling for does not tie hands, but opens doors. The statement
of intent that needs to be made should necessarily be a consensus
document co-authored by Black and White leaders, but because such a
statement is so badly needed, I thought it palitically prudent to

- draft the kind of statement which I believe would break the South

African Black/White political logjam. I drafted it reluctantly and
I drafted it only as an illustration of the kind of thing I was
talking about. It reads as follows:

DECLARATION OF INTENT

We the undersigned hereby declare our commitment to serve Ged in
obedience o His divine will for our country and together:

Recognise that:
L
- The history of mankind shows the need for adaptive change
among all peoples and all nations.

- Nations which have managed to avoid the use of violence
in the achievement of national ocbjectives are the nations
which have grown in wisdom.

- Both mistakes and lessons not yet learned led to errors
of judgement in the mainstream politics in both the Black
and White sections of our society.,

- The Scuth African people are a family of mankind, seeking
to live in harmeny in the African community of natiocns
and seeking to do so by expressing civilised ideals in
the practical social, economic and political affairs of
QUE country.

- The South African constitution as it is now written is by
force of history and reality a first stap in
censtitutional reform which urgently needs the second
step to be taken of enriching the constitution to make it
as acceptable to the broad mass of African opinion as it
has been made acceptable to the broad mass of White
opinion.

- The Westminater model of government was not ordained by
God to be the conly form of good government.
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We therefore accept:

- The need to make the preamble to the South African
constitution of equal value to all the groups and pecples
of the country by enriching the clause: "To respect, to
further and to protect the self-determination of
population groups and pecples" to include the notion that
this can best be done by sharing power. We need to share
power in such a way that no one group can dictate to any
other group how to express its own self-determination.,
and we alsc need to share power in a formula within which
the hallowed values of good government ars not
compromised.

- F :hi need to preserve the constitutionality of the
* adaptive democratic process on which we will jointly rely
f‘ in being subservient to the divine will for our country.

. We will therefore together seek:

- To negotiate as leaders to amend the Scuth African
constitution to make it acceptable to all groups.

- To f£ind an alternative political system to that which the
world at large understands by the word 'apartheid' and
. also to seek an lternative political system in which
universal adult suffrage is expressed in constitutional
terms acceptable to all the peoples of South Africa.

- To give expression to the common citizenship of all South
Africa's peoples without gualifying the meaning of
citizenship for any group.

- To use the opportunities presented in practical politics
at first, second and third tier levels of government to
fashion national wunity by deepening the democratic

. process, and to use the democratic process in
explorations of what needs to be done to get the people
to legitimise the instruments of government.

We therefore pledge ocurselves:

- To express national pride and patriotidm by insisting
that South Africans will decide South Africa's future in
the acceptance of sach other as individuals and groups
and the acceptance of each other's cultural rights to be
who they are.

= To start where we find ourselves in history and to move
from there to build on all that is positive and valuable
and te change that which is negative and undesirable.

- Each to work in our own constituenciea tc develop a South




African pride in managing our own South African affairs
in harmony with internationally accepted astandards of
civilised decency without being dictated te from without.

Having thus declared we stand together to defend our
right even with our lives to take the steps and the time
needed to establish consensus between groups and to win
support for our joint efforts in the South African family
of nations.

.

And furthermore to stand together to defend South Africa from
external onslaughts and to stand together to resist any usa of
violence which threatens the politics of negotiation aimed at
national reconciliation.

Wk

Mr. Prime Minister, I have given you the text of this draft
declaration of intent, not because I seek support for its
formulation. I have done so only to illustrate the point I am
making that the demands I make are not politically prohibitive and
should be acceptable to all race groupa of the country. If Whites,
however, cannot make such a statement of intent at this juncture of
our history, then there are bitter years ahead. I ask you, Mr.
Prime Minister, to support not the wording of the statement, but to
support the politicas of reconciliation and negotiation which 1lie
behind ita drafting.

I repeatedly say that the struggle for liberation in South Africa,
must be waged by South Africans in South Africa. Western
industrialised countries cannot £ight our battle for us, but there
is a desperate need for the West to strengthen the hand of those
inside South Africa who seek a negotiated settlement and to avoid
the escalation of uncontrolled violence. Black pelitical
organisations must not only wage struggles for future generationa;
Black organisations invelved in the struggle for liberation must be
meaningful to pecple in the daily lives and circumstances in which
they find themselves. For the sake of the futura, we need now to

begin on fostering self-help development schemes. For the sake of
the future we need now to make a massive endeavour to make
ity develop t projects work. We need desperately to

stimulate formal and informal educational programmes. We need
desperately <F° grapple with poverty, ignerance and disease right
now. Inkatha .desperately needs humanitarian aid for the sake of
millions of suffering Black South Africans. The West cannot fight
our battles for us, but we do need support for the things we do on
the ground which we are doing both out of humanitarian concernsa and
to prepare Black South Africa to meet the rigours of the future
once apartheid has been abolished for the scourge that it is.




I received an invitation to address the South Africa Club in London
in October last year, and while I was there, Mr. Oliver Tambo gave
evidence to the British Parliamentary Foreign Affairs Select
Committee, and I was invited to do the same in January this year.

I think it is important for me to acquaint members with what I said
te this Committee. In my evidence to them I summed up the South
African situation and talked at length about our Black brothers and
sisters who attempt to denegrate us at every twist and turn.
Again, I am asking Members to listen carefully to what I said to
this Select Committee because when speaking there, I was speaking
on behalf of Black South Africa, and not on behalf of myself. It
there is any way in which I misrepresented my Black fellow
countrymen, who support me in their millions, Members must feel
free to draw attention to it. My evidence to the British Select
Committee on Foreign Affairs was as follows:

EVIDENCE TO THE TEE FOREIGH AFFAIRS COMMITTEE,
HOUSE OF COMMONS, LONDON
By Mangosuthu G. Buthelezi
Chief Minister of EwaZulu, President of Inkatha
and Chairman, The South African Black Alliance

20 JANUARY 1986

PREFACE

I see the relationship between Great Britain and South
Africa as certainly fundamentally important to South
Africa and also as not inconsequential to Great Britain.

The Foreign Affairs Committee is now reassessing British
attitudes to South Africa. This is a formidable task
and because of the significance which I attach to its
work, I have compiled scmewhat comprehensive notes about
Inkatha's position and my leadership in South Africa.

I find all too frequently that decision-makers in the
West pause too seldom to delve inte the underlying
realities which make Black South African politics so
very complex.



It is my sincere hope that the Foreign Affairs Committee
will €£ind the time to read this document prior to
hearing my verbal aevidence on South Africa. It is true
to say that the fate of not only South Africa but also
of the whole of Southern Africa, will be profoundly
affacted by what will be taking place in South Africa
in the foreseeabls future. What Great Britain and her
allies do during this crucial peried of our history,
could well be of cardinal significance.

Black South African politics has never been institutionalised in
South Africa in such a way that parliamentary norms and traditions
mould political action. In countrias with parliamentary
democracies, a wide range of resatraints and directing influences
are constantly at play establishing not only the who's who of
politica, but what is and what is not acceptable as political
behavicur.

In South Africa this is not the case. Not only have Blacks been
excluded from the parliamentary process since the incepticn of
modern Seouth Africa, but for many generations, they were excluded
from participating in the decision-making procesa in the country's
#conomic, religious and social inatitutiona. Parliamentary and
extra-parliamentary reatraints on political excessiveness have been
absent in Black Scuth Africa, and as Black politics has become
increasingly radicalised, it has become increasingly characterised
by ever-wilder excessiveness on the part of some.

British Parliamentarians should therefore approach the need to make
their own assessments of the who's who of Black South Africa with a
great deal of circumapection. Foreign observers have again and
again been misled into making false assessments of what the real
mood of Black South Africa is and who is and who is not accepted by
Black South Africa as national leaders. Self-appointed leaders,
celebrity leaders, media-created leaders and vociferocus but
transient protest leaders have always abounded in Black South
Africa. There has always been an indulgence by some in political
excesses unchecked by parliamentary restraints and by traditional
values and norms. This indulgence in excesses unchecked by
institutionalised pelitics has led to Black South Africans being
drawn into one hare-brained political scheme after another. The
broad masses, however, have kept remarkably constant in their
commitment to - time-honoured and centrally valued political
traditiona. They have always denied that they are faced with the
stark alcernatives of accepting subjugation by Whites on the one
hand, and killing Whites to liberate themselves on the other hand.
They have always opposed apartheid in the country's day to day life
and step by step have participated in the country's social,
economic and political life in such a way that apartheid has become
ever increasingly unworkable. It is not the exiles which have
brought South African society to the point where everybody now
accepts that there must be a radical break with past National Party
politics. The Government has accepted the need for reform not




because they have been frightened by the ANC Mission in Exile but
because Black South Africans and harsh realities in the eccnomic
sphere have made it imperative that they do so.

It is important for British Parliamentarians to understand that if
the ANC Mission in Exile ceased to exist tomorrow the demand for
raform inside South Africa would assume an ever increasing urgency.
Apartheid society simply cannot work because 72 per cent of all
South Africans are Black and all Blacks reject apartheid. The
waves of violent anger which have swept the country for the past 13
months have not been inspired by the ANC Mission in Exile's or the
United Democratic Front's political programme. These organisations
are attempting to capitalise on Black anger which they did neot
produce. It is the hidecusness of apartheid and the deep suffering
of a disenfranchised and economically deprived pecple which has
produced anger. It is joblessness, hopelessness and above all, the
South African Government's talk of reform without backing that talk
up with meaningful action; which has pushed Black anger beyond the
boiling peint.

The vast majority of Black Scuth Africans demand the normalisation
of South Africa in which there is equality of opportunity in a free
‘ enterprise system and a parliamentary democracy which is a heritage
that the British presence in South Africa bequeathed to ua.
Members of the Poreign Affairs Committee will be aware of opposing
"Black views about South Africa and what needs to be done to
aradicate apartheid for the scourge that it is. I would appeal to
them not to fall into the trap some foreign observers fall into, of
tracing differenceas of opinion between Blacks to diffecences
between leaders and to conflicts of interests which arise out of
personal idiocyncracies amongst Black leaders. An understanding of
the South African political process and an awareness of the real
issues which the Black struggle for liberation has always focussed
on are lost when media representaticns of the South African scene
are used as guidelines. Britain has always played a historically
significant role in South and Southern Africa and I perceive the
need for the British Parliament to play a very asignificant role in
the emerging circumstances we face. I take this Committee's work
very seriously and intend to make in-depth representations to it in
the hope that Britain will yet again show herself to be the kind of
honest broker which brought an end to violence in Zimbabwe.

I would like to stress that what I say goes beyond airing perscnal
views on crucial matters. I cannot afford the luxury of making
personal choices in politiecs. I was born to occupy a leadership
position in South Africa which has very defined parameters. The
role that I play has been determined by history itself and it is
with a deep sense of historical awareness that I respond to demands
on my leadership. I am a leader by hereditary right and follow in
the footsteps of my father, grandfather and great-grandfather, who
in turn followed in the footsteps of their forebears to the time of
the founding father of EKwaZulu, King Shaka. I and my £forebears
have always occupied influential positions as prime ministers,
advisers and generals to successive Zulu Kings. Whatever Whites
did or could have done, I would have had to play one or another
political rola.
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My great-grandfather was Prime Minister to King Cetshwayo who was
anly £finally defeated by the full might of the British army at the
Battle of Ulundi in 1879 after he had won a decisive victory over
the British at the Battle of Isandlwana. Hot only does my line of
descent go back to the founding father of EwaZulu, EKing Shaka, but
the transitional period for South Africa towards the end of the
last century from which modern South Africa emerged, saw my
forebears both on my father's side and on my mother's side, as
prime actors. King Cetshwayo was defeated and was the last
reigning monarch of a soveresign and free EwaZulu. He was my
mother's grandfather. My mother's father who succeeded him was,
like his father befors him, sent into enforced exile to the island
of 5t. Helena by the British. He was later implicated in the Zulu
Rebellion in 1906. As a result, he was charged with treason and
was imprisoned for life. After the Act of Union in 1910 the firsc
Prime Minister of South Africa removed him from jail and permitted
him to live in exile on the farm "Uitkyk" in the Transvaal where he
died in 1513. These were living memories for my mothe: and among
my older relatives.

From my mother's knee onwards I waa surrounded by political thought
and discuasion. The founding father of the African WNational
Congress, which was established in 1912, was my uncle, Dr. Pixley
ka Isaka Seme. Throughout my youth I was brought into contact with
leading Black political figures. I knew people like Chief Albert
Lutuli, WNelson Mandela, Zami Conco, Walter Sisulu, Robert Sobukwe,
J.K. Hgubane, and M. B. Yengwa, personally, as colleagues in the
liberation sgtruggle.

After school and university education, I was keen to pursue a legal
career, but pressure was mounted on me to return to my home
district to take up the chieftainship of the Buthelezi pecple. I
consulted many prominent Black leaders then active in the African
Hational Congress, about the options before me. I was sventually
persuaded, againat my persconal desires, not to delay entering into
politica until after I had been in law for some time. Chief Albert
Lutuli was particularly insistant that I tock up my hereditary
position without delay. It was a consensus view of the African
Mational Congreas leadership that it was in the interests of the
liberation struggle itself that I should take up my Chieftainship.

These discussions took place in the ascendancy of political
prominence of the old ANC as it responded to increasing Black anger
at the developments which followed the National Party's electoral
victory in 1948. . Deepening Black concern demanded a national Black
effort to oppose the radicalisation of right-wing politics and the
ANC responded to the call of the people. At that atage of my
political career; as a member of the ANC, I was torn between
desires to serve my organisation, and the need to devote my
energies to my hereditary leadership role. It was Chief Albert
Lutuli who did more than anyone ealse to persuade me that I had no
option but to combine the two roles. This I set about deoing.

The South African Government was totally opposed to me and for five
years refused to recognise my chiaeftainship of the Buthelezi
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people. It was only after five years of ever increasing insistant
demands by my people that I should lead them that the Government
was forced to accept my position. After a trip te the United
Statas in 1963, the South African Government confiscated my
passport, and for nine years I was not allowed to leave South
Africa. Most opposition political parties in the Scuth African
Parliament appealed unsuccesfully to the Government to return @y
passport until the Government gave in.

Once having accepted the need to combine a party political role
with my traditicnal political role, I set about opposing apartheid
at the local, regicnal, provincial and naticnal levels. : 2
campaigned vigorously against apartheid and for the rejection of
the so-called homeland policy - a policy of dividing Black Socuth
Africa into ethnic groups with their own political identities and
each with their own political machinery - which separated them not
only f£rom White politics but from each other as well. Aa a Black
leader I rejected this policy from the cutset, just as I continue
to do so vigorously today.

For me South Africa is one country with une pecpla which history ias
thrusting into a single destiny. I rejact all notions of political
structures based on race divisions. The multiplicity of the ethnic
origins of White South Africa did not deter Whites from uniting
politically. The diversity of Black ethnic origins in South Africa
demands in fact Black political unity rather than deters it.

I campaigned so vigorously againat sepacate political institutions
for EKwaZulu that the complete rejsction of these institutiona by
the Zulu people followed. In typical dictatorial fashion the
Government then bluntly told us that wa had no say in the matter
and that they would be forced on us willy nilly, whether we liked
it or net.

This they proceeded to do and it was in these circumstances that
the pecple turned to me to lead them through the difficulties which
lay ahead. I accepted the challenge t: do so and assumed the role
of Chief Executive Officer in the EwalZulu Territorial Authority,
and later Chief Executive Councillor, which was imposed on us.
vowed to lead my people in the tactics and strategies which would
ensure that they would retain their South African citizenship and
would continue to be entitled to exercise their democratic rights
to oppose apartheid and any form of politics based on racial
differentiation.

The African National Congress never made my position in KwaZulu an
issue and I had dealings with Mr. Oldiver Tambo until 1%80. Those
in the ANC Mission in Exile who now belatedly criticise me, and who
complain all of a sudden because they snay I cccupy the position of
Chief Minister of EwaZulu, conveniently forget that the enabling
legislation which was enacted to enanle the HNational Party to
pursue its homeland policy, the Bantu Authorities Act (68) of 1951,
was passed before I assumed my chieftainship. That same Act
abolished the old Mative Representativa Council and even then it
was gquite clear that it was the intention of the National Party to
separate Black and White politics. It waa in these circumatances



that Chief Albert Lutuli encouraged me to take up my position and
it waa during the vears of his presidency of the ANC that he
continued to support me as I campaigned amongst my people for the
rejection of this legislation. He clearly saw the threatened
balkanisation of South Africa as an impending catastrophe. Had
those now in prominent roles in the ANC Mission in Exile paid more
attention to the dangers which Chief Albert Lutuli and I so clearly
saw, and set about mobilising Blacks in other areas as I mobilised
them in KwaZulu, the South African Government would never have gone
as far along the road as they did go to implement their homeland
policy. Transkei, Bophuthatswana, Venda and Ciskei today would
not be guasi so-called independent States.

The guestion of non-participation was then discussed as a strategy
in Black politics and had not yet been falsely elevated to be a
sacrosanct political principle. Chief Albert Lutuli himself saw no
clash of interest in being a Chief and the President of the African
National Congress. Helson Mandela shared his view. It is
intearesting to see whut Mr. HNelson Mandela, the best-known of the
ANC leaders, had written on participatory opposition as long agc as
Februa 1958. An extract from his article "The struggle has many
tactics" reads as folluwa:

"In the cpinion of some people, participation in the aystem
of separate racial representation in any shape or form, and
irrespective of any reasons advanced for doing 3o, is
impermisaible an principle and harmful in practice.
According te them such participation can only serve to
confuse the people and to foster the illusion that they can
win their demands through a parliamentary form of struggle.
In their view people have now become 8o politically
conscious and developed that they cannot accept any form of
reprasentation which in any way <fetters their progress.
They maintain that people are demanding direct
representation in parliament, in the provincial and city
councils, and that nothing short of this will satisfy them.
They say that leaders who talk of the practical advantages
to be gained by participation in separate racial
representation do not have the true interests of the people
at heart. The basic error in this argument lies in the fact
that it rwegards the boycott not as a tactical weapon to be
employed if and when cbjective ccnditions permit but as an
inflexible principle which must under no circumstances be
varied."

Those now in the ANC Mission in Exile who reject me pretending that
they do 8o because I occupy the position of Chief Minister of
EwaZulu, do so as part of their propaganda campaign. They know the
truth. My only sin is that I refused to make Inkatha a surrogate
organisation of the External Mission of ANC. They are also
politically naive. Had I not accepted the challenge to lead in the
way the people demanded, EKwaZulu may well by now have been
manipulated into the same positions as Transkei, Bophuthatswana,
Venda and Ciskei.

The blunt truth of the matter is that those who reject the free
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enterprise system, reject Western forms of democracy and reject the
politics of non-violence and the politics of negotiation which
| - Western democratic principles demand of Black South Africans now.

| I provide this detail asbout my own background because it is a
detail known to Black South Africa and accepted by them as
eatablishing my bona fides. Black South Africa gave me massive
support as a tried and trusted leader when I brought Ink: .ha inte
being in 1975. By then the ANC Mission in Exile had been aproad for
15 years. During this period the harshness of apartheid, ad the
growth of Draconian laws on South African Statute Book bore
testimony to tha ineffectivenesa of the leadership in the ANC
Mission in Exile. They ao conducted their affairs, and became ac
precccupied with their own unilateral cheoice to make the armed
struggle the primary means of bringing about change in South
Africa, that a very debilitating pelitical vacuum emerged in Black
South Africa.

Paced with the growth of horrendous legislation and faced with
. growing sccial and economic deprivation, Black South Africa
resented the ANC Mission in Exile's behaviour. We realised that it
is we inside the country who have to do something. The political
ferment inside South Africa which was produced by the ANC Mission
in Exile's failure emerged to inapire two different political

fronts. One was Inkatha and the other was the Black Consciousness
Movement. The Black Conaciocusness Movement contained in it the
. young Black dissenting voice.  They were, if anything, dominantly
pro=-PAC. The Pan Africanism and the militant action-orientated

mood which characterised the PAC before it was banned in South
Africa had been produced by dissatisfaction with the old leadership
of the ANC. The PAC break-away from the ANC started peolitical
divisions which re-emerged in the early to mid-seventiea when the
Black Consciocusness Movement was formed. The late Mr. Steve Biko,
having emerged from the South African Students' Organisation which
rejected the multi-racialism in the External Mission of the ANC,
sought to establish the Black People's Convention as an independent
Black Consciousness Movement. The ANC Mission in Exile at the time
. regarded the BPC as a possibly eveolving third force.

I established Inkatha as a Black liberation movement in the sincere
hepe that the dangerous divisions in Black politics could be
breached. I could not side with the Black Consciousnesas rejection
of the ANC Mission in Exile. I understcod the grave difficulties
which the ANC Mission in Exile had been facing in the outside
waorld. Both in South Africa and abroad I then argued in public
that the ANC had been driven underground by South African police
brutality and that it was understandable that in an exiled pcasiticn
where they were rejected by the Weat, the Mission in Exile should
seak recourse in vioclence. I accepted that the ANC Mission in
Exile having been rejected by the West would naturally tend to seek
alliances elsewhere. It was for me understandable that they should
start rthinking in terms of the application of force against
apartheid. I, however, never accepted the unilateral decision
which the ANC Mission in Exile made to commit Black South Africa to
the armed struggle as the primary means of bringing about change.
They had no mandate te do it. They only adopted the armed struggle
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as the primary means of bringing about change once they were in
exile. They never consulted Slack Socuth Africa about this very
fundamental step. They made the decision unilaterally only after
they had been in exile for some years. Mr. Joe Slovo, a member of
the ANC Mission in Exile's National Executive and head of Umkhonto
weSizwe, its military wing, confirms this. I gquete him:

"The attempts, particularly in the West, to guestien this
policy and to influence the ANC to consider the adeption of a
'peaceful road to change' is nothing less than a recipe faor
submission and surrender of national liberation aims. We must
bear in mind that the ANC was declared illegal long before it
adopted a policy of armed struggle.”

The old ANC sent a Mission into exile to mobilise internaticnal
opinien to aid the struggle at home. I rejected the argument by
prominent members of the ANC Mission in Exile that any involvement
they may have in democratic oppesition in South Africa would
detract from their main purpose which was to pursue the armed
atruggle.

I rejected this because it was patently clear to me that it would
be fcoolish for Black Scuth Africans to model their liberation
struggle on struggles elsewhere, where circumstances were entirely
different. Anyone with even a modicum of military sense realises
that the nature of the South African terrain is such that no
liberated zones can be established and that the transportation of
men and weapons on a scale sufficient to mount a sericus armed
onslaught against apartheid, presents formidable logistic problems.
The armed struggle against apartheid has failed for a guarter of a
century, and again anybody with a modicum of military sense would
know that the employment of violence in South Africa would
necessarily have to take the form of a bloedy civil war. The ANC
Mission in exile has failed to mount a viable armed struggle for a
quarter of a century. This the ANC Missicn in Exile has now itself
recognised and has had to change tactics and is now attempting to
make South Africa ungovernable by establishing the conditions for a
bloody civil war. I have attached transcripts of ANC Mission in
Exile broadcasts from Radio Freedom obtained from the British
Broadcasting Corporaticon's monitoring service. A perusal of these
documents containing the actual breoadcast words of the ANC Missien
in Exile shows that they are intent upon:

1. Generalising Black violence which has broken out in our
townships.
A Going beyond threatening the Scuth African econecmy to

actually destroying ic.

a, Spreading a reign of terror in which ctargets are
civilians and they are particularly intent now on trying
to get Black violence to be directed against White
suburbia. ;

4. Ordering the elimination of all Blacks who do not agree
with their tactics and strategies and are particularly
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bent upon the mnurder of any Black who could play a
meaningful role in the politics of negotiation and
reconciliation.

5. Undermining the evolution of Black democratic forces
working for change within the instituticnalised life of
South Africa.

6. Engaging in a battle of minds in which their point of
view is that it is the nature of the free enterprise
system and the the nature of the Western industrial
world's commitment to non-vioclent change in South Africa
which constitutes the real threat against liberation.

I satress that this is not anti-ANC Mission in Exile propaganda and
the recognition of the fact that I am actually presenting their own
views in their own words is substantiated by the BBC transcripts.
This ANC Mission in Exile attempt to reduce Scuth Africa to chaos
must be seen in the contaxt of their declared intention to escalate
the use of vioclence in Scuth Africa and to do so regardless of
whether or not civilians are maimnd and killed. Quite clearly the
elimination of their cperatiocnal bases in Mocambique and in other
neighbouring territories has spelt the end of any illusions that a
classical armed struggle could be waged against apartheid. Thay
are now not waging a struggle against apartheid and the South
African Government. They are pitting themselves against South
African society. it

Ever since the so-called consultative conference of the ANC Misasion
in Exile last year, it has commi:ted itself to the intensificatien
of the armed struggle, and it is doing so by giving directives now
no longer to be sensitive about ¢ivilians dying in any attacks they
may make. At a presa confarence given in Lusaka on January 9 this
year, Mr. Oliver Tambo served notice on South Africa and the world
that there would be increased civilian casualities because he said
they were unavoidable in a situation of escalating warfare. I
include aa an Appendix a report of that presa conference.

I know of no society in the world where the kind of violence now
employed by the ANC Mission in Exile has produced an open,

, democratic society. I have again and again said bluntly that if
the ANC Mission in Exile is allowed toc continue much further along
the road they have chosen to walk, White South Africa will adopt a
scorched earth policy and unleash the kind of State violence which
wa have not even yet begun to see.

It is a central argument in my whole pelitical position now that
forces working , for change in South Africa are being terribly
detrimentally affected by the 1levels of viclence we are
experiencing. There is now in South Africa a yearning for a
normalised society amongst all population groups. Whatever the

National Party says and does, White South Africa recognises that

apartheid has failed and that South Africa must move towards
meaningful reform in which Black Scuth Africans are integrated into
a central political system. The South African Government is now
floundering around not knowing hew to go about normalising South
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hfrica. It still contains White right-wing elements, but it is
doing so din the face of a recognised ipevitability that powar-
sharing mwmust come about. Thare is a very wide-spread recognition
that there will be no recovery from the country's economic dirm
circumstances unless 3lacks are accommodated politically. When one
gaes beyend sentiments as determinants of pelitical action in the
White group, the harsh driving realities in the economic field must
be sean to be producing an escalating impetus towards real change.
There are no illusions left in White South Africa that there can ba
an economic separation of White and Black interasts. Big business
in South Africa in all its organised forums, and across both White
language groups, want meaningfiul reform, and big businsss has now
declared its intention <o participate fully in the process of
bringing about real change regardless of Government action. The
Wational Farty is under aslege by the forces of economic rsality and
cthe prime actors in the economig field now want the very kind of
change which the British PFarliament wants; whizsh the Western world
wants, and which the general Black population of South Afriea has
always struggled for.

The South Africen economy has gone past the take-off pocint where
there is now a functional interdependance between 2lack and Whita.
The task that faces 3South Africa is the task that faces any
industrialised socisty and that is to  harmonise polirical
institucions with economic institutions and social institutions.
There 1s a process at werk in South Africa which will translate
economic interdependence inte political interdependence. It is
unstoppable and it i3 truly and deeply tragic that as Ssuth Africa
emerges into an era of necassary refcrmation, there are forces in
the world seeking to strengthen Black political groups in the
country which want to use viclence to bring z2bout the downfall of
thes Government.

Thus in 1974 when I sat about gathering leaders together to
establish Inkatha in 1975, 1 set about doing so with the ¢lear
intention not of subverting the ANC Mission in Exile but of proving
to them that democratic opposition to apartheid and non=-violent
tactics and strategies were still possible and could be highly
productive in the procesa of bringing about change. If the ANC
Mission in Exile had understandably cpted for vislenca, then' it was
incumbent on ®Black South Africans to prove that democratic
opposition could be productive and to aveid the prospects of - the
military failure of the ANC Mission in Exile turning them towards
bloody destructive civil war. This could only be done 1f the
democratic forces emerging in Black South Africa accspted a multi-
strategy approach and oifered to work ia rmony: witi the ANHC
#Mission in Exile, This intention was desp in my mokivatico when 1
established Inkatha. Uniike the Black Conscisusneass Movement, I
publicly ddentified with the ANC Mission in Exila. I dafisg all
laws pronibiting the guotation of banned organisations and pesrsons,
and prohibieting furthering their ailms and objactives. 1 gqueted
whenever the need was there from ANC Mission in Exile spokesmen and
banned old ANC leadership. I rallied Black South Africa under the
national colours of Black South Africa - black, green and gold. I
brought together a very consideraple rcopstitusncy which had
provided the old AMC with grass-reot support while it was in che
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strangleheld ovar support for Black Conscicusness groups from
abroad. Then the South African Government did the ANC Misaion in
Exile's dirty work for it. In a massive crackdown in October 1377,
19 Black organisations were banned, thousands were arrested and
hundreds of individuals were detained or served with banning
crders. The violent militants in the ANC Missian in Exile were
given a breathing space and they baecame adamantly determined to
undermine all Black groups in South Africa who were not under their
diresct control and were there to do their bidding.

Cn the 19 September 1577, I was summoned to Pretoria by the then
Minister of Justice and of Police, Mr. Jimmy Kruger. He wanted to
see me because he was concerned about the growth of Inkatha only
two years after it had been established. He threatened to take
action against me and Inkatha becsuse he stated that I had no right
to recruit Blacks into Inkatha who were not Zulus. I told  him
bluntly that as long as the ruling Naticnal Party recruited Whites
of other ethnic groups, other than Afrikaners, that I had the same
right to recruit any Black inte Inkatha, regardless of ethnic
affiliation. I totally refused to make Inkatha an ethnic
organisation. I wish to submit to members of this Parliamenzary
Committee, copies of a verbatim report of the discuassion I had with
Mr. Kruger on that day. It is a matter of record that I defied the
South African Government at that time when they suggesated thac
Inkatha should be built up as a Zulu ethnic organisation. The
stories thersfors that are carried in various media raeports, and
refaerences to Inkatha as Zulu or ethnie, are deliberate distortions
by the media, which they dizseminate to make propaganda for tha

Extérnal Misaion of ANC. I also hand in a copy of Inkatha's
constitution which is printed in South Africa in Zulu; Sotho and
English. That Inkatha was not ethnic was confirmed later in 1977
by empirical surveys done by the Bergstrasser Institute at Freiburg
University in Germany, which =showed that two vyears after its
founding, Inkatha had 40 per cent non-Zulu membership.

In all my discussions with the ANC Mission in Exils I was adamant
that 1Inkatha should remain Inkatha and that it should remain
cemmitted to the Black popular will which aexpressed itsslf in
Inkatha's massive membership and was articulated through its
democratic machinecy. Inkatha had emerged at the same time as the
Black <Consciocusness Movemsnts in South Africa. buring those
troubled years of 1975, 1977 and 1978, Inkatha grew phenomanally.
In the first year of its existencs;, Inkatha's membarship excesded
the membership of the old ANC even in its heyday. When wviolencs
erupted, a wide range of friends and self-appointad adviseras urged
me to abandon Inkatha's aims and objectives, and to participats in
the growth of vialence. "I resisted these efforts and persistsd in
what I was doing. The fact that Inkatha's membership doubled in
1977 and again doublad in 1378, dis in itself indisputable preoof
that those in the mainstream of Black politics in South Afrcica,
rejectad violence as the primary means of bringlng about changa.
It was Inkatha's growing prominence even in the very early years of
its existence, and the evidence of its mass support which was
frightening to the militants in the ANC Mission in Exile. They
wanted Inkatha crushed if it could not be subdued inte being
subservient to the Mission in Exile.




Any group in exile which commits itself to the armed struggle
resiats sharing power. Revelutionary crganisations throughout the
warld, operating from exiled positicna, seek to bacome 2 totally
dominant force and this is what the ANC Mission in Exile had been
doing during the 1970's. They wera saddled with the fact thatc the
QAU had accepted both themselves and tha PAC as liberaticn forces
in South Africa, but they continued doing everything they could to
undermine he PAC. The history of hostile relationships batween
the ANC Mission in Exile and the PAC in exile is widely xnown in
Africa and in the West. The ANC Mission in Exile styled thamselves
as the vanguard movement, and sought recognition as the osnly true
authentic representatives of Black South africa. Thay did
everything they could to block my accesa to Africa and to the
international community. The Foreign Affairs Ccmmitteea should
ponder upon the nature of exiled reveclutionary groups. If it did
80 it would come to the conclusion that the ANC Miszion in Exile
seas itself as a government in exile and wants to return as a
ravolutionary government to take aver 3Socuth Africa. The ANC
Mission in Exile is not working to establish democratic rights
for the people of 3cuth Africa to choose whom they will ts form a
government. It regiments its members ideologically and inculcates
in them the view that only tha ANC Mission in Exile can bz allowed
to make decisions and to direct the affairs of the atrucgle for
liberation. It wants to take ovar and contreol and it is ruthless
in its dealings with those who do net act as fetch and carry boys
for it.
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When we maet the ANC Mission in Exile in London in Octe
under the chairmanship of Dr. A.H. Zuly, the KwaZulu
Assembly BSpeaker, we did so against this background of ces  in
the Mission in Exile which subsequent history proved Tambo
tould not control. After the Londen meeting, in 1980 Mr. Tambo for
the first time in hia career began criticising me publicly. He &id
not hava the courage of his convicticns and he could n control
his own organisation, and had perforce to side witn those who saw
Inkatha as a threat and wanted no evidence that Black democratic
opposition and 8lack non-vielent tactics .and s:rategles were
powarful forces for btringing about change.

The ANC Mission 1n Exile was extremely worried about the rapid
progress Inkatha made after its establishment in 1975, They
anticipated its sarly demise and thought that it would not survive
the ‘turbulent years of 1976, 1977 and 1978. I am shockad new to
laarn that Mr. Oliver Tambo is clal ing that Inkatha was [urmad on
the advice of the ANC Missiecn in ile. This statem@nt is en aly
devoid of all truth. Inkatha was formed by me and othsr Black
South Africans who saw the need to rally Blacks because of the ANC
Mission in Exile's inactivity in South Africa. The formation of
Inkatha was never discussed with Mr. Tambo by me, and to my certain
knowledge, nsither was it discussed with him by anybody elze.

Part of the hideouaneas of apartheid is that it has precipitatad
internecine Black confliect. As I said in my opening remarks,
demogratic politics requires demccratic institutiens in which
values and norms are upheld and in which decent behaviour ia
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distinguished from indecant behawvicur. 3lack Scuth Africa has been
deniad the right to evelve its own democratic machinery and forces.
State brutality has crushed Black organisations, and it has denied
to the pecple of South Africa, the circumstances in which decency
can be preserved at all costa. At a public meeting in Soweto,
Johannasburg, I said:

"The Government has harmed the process by which Black people
will sort out their own pricritiess. I know that there is
widespread anger. I know that there ia sympathy amongat cank
and file pecple for possible courses of effective aetion, but
when leadership goes wild to kill and maim people and to
destroy the means cf life around people, then the pecple will
react. The detention of soms sc-called leaders has interferad
in the process by which the psople themszelves would have
rejected the tactics and strategies employsd and they would
have exposed the sleight-of-hand politics which was involwvad.
Let me say this to the South African Government: I say o
them that Blacks form the majority in whatever part of the
country Whites live. Blacks and ilhites are irrevocably drawn
together and whether they like it or not, they will have to
face the futura together. White authorities must stop
interfering in the Black political process.

Arrests and detentions so often wonly make false herces who
left on their cwn,; would be seen to fall by the people.
Ordinary trade union members can now not censure their
executives who are being detained. The swoop against Black
leaders in recent weeks is ill-ccocnsidered and detrimental to
the politics of negotiation. I tell the Government bluntly
that unless they leave Black suciety to sort out 4its own
prioriciea and to elect its own leaders, they will be faced
with sitwations in which Scuth Africa step by step will be
taken further and further towards an ultimate PFolice State.
Detentions have interfered with tne delicate balance between
employers and unions. The process of maturation in B8lack
trade unionism nas been interferad with. Is it not about time
that the Government recogrised that democzacy is the only
thing we can rely on in this country. They must not interfere
in the democratic process in Black society.”

At every ocpportunity I campaign for the release of politicail
prisoners and for the unbanning of crcanisations and pecpla. ‘.
have made numerous personal representations to the State Prasident,
Mr. F.W. Botha, ta rslzase Mr. Nelson Mandsla and other Black
political leaders who ars ingarcerated with him, and I alse did so
to pradecesasr,; Mr. J.B. Vorsater. Even if I am not now
negetiating with Mr. Botha, and I have adamantly refusad to co-
operate in the Scuth African Governmeat's attemp:s to legitimisa
the new constitution, I put the releaze of Mr. Mandela and &ther
leaders beyond party political intereszs. The democratia proceas
in South Africa is deeply impaired because Blacks cannat
demonstrate their political choices by electing the leaders whenm
they think ocught to be in the forefront of politics, It is in the
circumstances of jailing, bannings and detention without trial,
that Black politics becomes confoundad by celebrity leaders and




salf-appointed spokesmen, There is an urgent need to found Black
politics as censtituency politics in which there are the normal
safequards and checks to snsure that lesaders reprssent their people
truthfully. The outside world has an urgent task fo perform and
that is to mount every endeavour to persuade the South African
Government to normalise Black South African peolitics. State
intecfsrence in the Black democratic process favours the
development of viclence in politics.

There are scme who now ¢all for a Lancaster Housze-type conference
and there are others calling for a National Convention naw. Such
endeavours must ons day be made but unless we now prepare for them
by normalising politics, there will not be dialogue hetween Black
and White and between Black and Black. I am aware of the fact that
you cannot scheduie politics in logical sequences, but it would be
illogical to bring the ANC Mission in Exile to the conference table
while they have not yet had the opportunity of putting their case
to the South African pecple and then going to that conference with
a mandate from the peopla. I call for the immediate unbanning of
the ANC and for the release of Helson Mandela so that the South
African population can ‘judge for themselves the who's who of their
politics. Mytha which are woven around herces and martyrs created
by the 3outh African State could ke misleading. 1 have the deepest
respect for Mr. Nelscn dela and I regard him as a brothsr in the
struggle for liberstion. I urgently plea for his release from jail
s0 that he may heve the opportunity of moving zmongst his paople
and putting alternatives to them as he sees them best formulated.
A political settlement in Scouth Africa is not a settlement betwesen
palitical parties. It must necessarily be a settlement between
race - groups. It must be a pecple's settlement and noct a rigged
gsettlement benind closed doors; out of sight of the peopla.

The ANC Mission in Exile's dealing with Black oppesiticn in South
Africa is gress: it is indecent and offensive to every democratic
norm in the Westerrn civilised world. If they disagree with a Black
man or woman who thinks that hea or she can contribute te bringing
about change by working within Black Local Authorities, the ANC
Misasion in Exile encourages thair murder. It encouragas 1its
followers to seek them out and to batter them to death and it is
historical fact, not propaganda; to say that it encourages Blacks
in South Africa teo burn them alive as demonstrations of what
happens to those who do not toe their line. A victory obtainad by
intimidating opposition through putting tyres around people's
necks, dousing them with petrol and letting them run until they
burn to desath = what is hideously termed "the necklace" - would be
a hideous wictory. Sheer terror in internecine Black vislence is
encouraged by the ANC Mission in Zxile.

As a Black leader, a demnocrat and a committed Christian, I cannot
tolerate such behaviour. Black ' South Africans themselves are
revolted by it. It is in situations of desperate hunger and poverty
and a sense of despair chat people can easily be driven into mob
behavisur. To maka poalitical capital out of human failure in
terribly adverse circunstancas, is despicabla. This che aANC
Mission in Bxile dces. Inkatha buries its desad and its membsrs are
maimed and made homeless in the reign of tsrror which ths ANC
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Mission in Exile has ordered against us.

The businessmen and members of the Progressive Pederal Party who
met tne ANC Mission din Exile in Lusaka last vyear will bear
testimony te the vehemence with which the ANC Mission in Exile talk
against me. I gquote from notes of a meeting at Mfuwe Game Lodge on
the 3 September 1985 which summarises tha perceptisns of the
businessmen who went there:

"Thabc Mbeki said that the ANC was in cocntact with tha UDF,
the trade unions, the churches: and sc on, and that's why they
react as thay do. Tony Bloom was right in saying that they
had sent a message ocut. However, there werae major problems
associated with Gatsha Buthelezi. In fact, there was a school
¢f thought who £felt that the ANC was already befng too
generous  to Gatsha. He pointed out that this related to the
man himself and that in relation to Mangope, the ANC had naver
¢enounced him despite his working within the system.

Cliver Tambo asked why Gatsha was so bitter against the UDF,
Becesak, etc. He said that the ANC had had many meetings with
Buthelezi, but that Buthelezi had destroyed those mestings.
Bishop Zulu had presided over them in a sane manner., but
Gatsha turned the meeting against the ANC.

Tembo (speaking with passion) said that he had naver falt so
betrayed - Buthelezi only wanted to gain ascendancy, publicicy
and push himself up. He attempted to sow confusion in the
ranks of the ANC by capitalising on the fact that hs could be
quoted in South Africa but the ANC could not. He (Gatsha)
deeply resents support for Nelson Mandala.*

This is the kind of character assassination which thay indulge in
when they are at their most polite; but sven this is indicative of
their wvehement oppeosition to me because I do not support their
selfi-defeating rCacticas and strategies. The references to me make
me sound as though I am avaricious for power, and that I resent the
prominance of Welson Mandela in the media in recent times. That
this 1is blatantly untrue is shown by this lestter I have recently
receivad from Mr. Mandela himself. It reads as follows:

Certified mail

Chief Mangoauthu Buthelezi

20 Ulundi

HwaZulu

3838

IT 220/82: MELSON MANDELA 10.12.85

Daar Shenge, Mndlunkulu and family

Your warm message of goodwill and support contcibutad
tremendously to my speedy and complete cecovery, and
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gave me much strength and joy. I shake your hand
very warmly!

Very sincersly
MADIBA

Pollsmoor Maximum Prison
Private Bag XX
Tokal 7266

The ANC Mission in Exile has declared war on Inkatha. Very senicr
members of its WNational Executive are wvitriolie in their
condennaticn of Inkatha. One has said that when the ANC Mission in
Exile comes to power, it will ban Inkatha. Businessmen and PEPP
members whe have gone to Lusaka to talk with the ANC Mission in
Exile speak of the vehement hatred of myself and Inkatha which they
exparienced while thera. Having done everything that a Black
leader could possibly do to avoid a failed armed struggle
degenerating into a brutal bloedy civil war, and having at every
oppertunity sought reconciliation and a division of labour
approach, has either to ba intimidated out of political existence
or has to defend himself and his people in the face of the kind of
tactics and strategies which the ANC Mission in Exile is now
employing against their fellow Black South Africans.

I attach as Appendices Inkatha's aims and objectivea and its
Statement of Belilef. They reflect noble ideals te which I and
Inkatha are deeply committed. They are ideals we will defend with
our life if necessary, and I reserve my right as a 3lack leader to
defend what I am doing with all the means at my disposal bacausa
what I am doing I regard as fundamentally important for the whola
of South and Southern Africa. I will rniot ba intimidated ocut of the
political arena. I will not abandon the noblea cause of the
struggle. I will not atep aside and see deep and hallowad values
which have always been thera in the struggle for liberation being
corrupted and discarded. Millions of Black South Africans support
me; and if the ANC Mission in Exile falls teo recognise the depth
our commitment, and continues on its present course of action,
will only have itself to blame when 3lack South Africans reject

for what it is doing.

I do not speak acadamically or theoretically about vioclenca. I
lead Inkatha as its President in the midst of violence. Inkatha is
surviving in violenca. It is surviving in circumstancss in which
violent ocnalaughta are being made againsc it and attempt afzer
attempt is being made to establish no-go areas for it. The guts of
Black South African politics needs to be sxposed to the Foreign
Affairs Committee.

Thea Black rejection of apartheid is very vehement in Scuth Africa
and 3lack anger runs very deep about the way we are treated in the
land of our birth. Party political differeances betwean Blacks give
rise Eto a very heated debate. We are involwed in life and death




issues and pursue political aims and objectives =among stark
realities of a truly oppresaive socieby where the Government uses
Draconian laws to curb oppesition. It can be anticipatsd therafoire
that exchanges of views.between theose in Black groups will be
strideat, but in recent times the stridency of Black political
debate has assumed very nasty under- and cwvartones. Inkathz's
Black political opponents denigrate it in such a way that they
invite all whose oppose me and Inkatha with them teé use violence
agaipst us. In Black South Africa there is nothing so hidesus az a
Black who aida and abets apartheid and participates in the
subjugation eof his or her people. When 3lackzs call me a
"government stooge", a "sall-cut", the "lackey of Pretoria®, a
"Bantustan leader”, a "tribal leader in the pay of Pratoria®, their
intention is to raise hatred againat me and Inkatha and tha sffect
of these accusations is to declare me and Inkatha cpen game for
viclence. In the political context of Black South Africa, thaze
accusations are made by groups which do in fact use violance Zfor
political purpdses. There is a brand of what observers cell
"protest polities” in South Africa which seeks continuity by
violent intimidation.

At the University of Zululand a concerted attempt has been made for
many years now to make it a no-go area for me and Inkatha. o
student body as such is not hostile to us. 3In fact it is domina
by students with pro-Inkatha sentiments. Activists groups,
however, mobilised by the Azanian Students Organisation, and ths
Congresas of Scuth African Students, which originated in ths Black
Conaciousness philosophy, and which have always opposed Inkatha,
stage violent protest and demonstraticns at the University, nct
only againat me but against the University autherities. I have
particularly come upnder £fire because I am Chancellor of cha
University. It was activist cliques leong associated with wiolsnt
behavicur on the Campus which set itself the task of disrupting =
¥ing Cetshwayo commemoration function held on the 29th October 19H3
at the University, at which both the King of the Zulus, Kin
Goedwill Zwelithini ka Bhekuzulu and I were guest spesaksrs. Thi
was a eultural function but every possible attampt was made to ¢
it into one in which I and Inkatha would be confronted and dri
from the Campus by force. Speaking of me student pamphlsts s
such things as: "He had kxilled and divided the African nation
through his peliey of tribalism...", "This puppet Gatsta
Buthelezi...", "We do not want a puppat to firther the aima of the
Pretoria regime. Let us fight before it is teo late”, "We...shall
demonstrate against the coming activity enginesred by trairors.”
In the same pamphlaet, speaking about one of tha lscturers at the

University who is a member of the Central Committes of Inkazha, it
said: "Maphalala who ia propagating this nuisance must be stonsd to
death." In ansther pamphlet, it was said, speaking of me: "This
University will be in flames because of him. We shall make 1
stand against his warriors and the 2aP." “If Nkabinde [the Ractor]
dcas not stop the massacrs that will happen, wa will die wizh him.
This is a serious warning." Speaking of me, a pamphlat says: "fHe

ia a puppet of the South African racist and opprassive ragime.”

These are the kind of insults which pracsded the mgeting hald at
the University of Zululand in October 1983. A cligue of
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students who were attempting to maks thes University a no-go area
for me and Inkatha, tried unsuccessifully to persuade the Rector of
the University to prohibit the meeting, and sought a Suprsme Court
injunction prohibiting it. There were nc grounds for deing so, and
the public began arriving on Saturday, 29 Octocber to take part in
the commemorative meeting. Inkatha youth gathered and began
singing Inkatha scngs. They were abused verbally and my name was
abused in their presence. They were a littls while later attacked
and had to rally in their self-defence. In tha ensuing clash five
young peopla died, including an Inkatha memkber, and many were
injured. The tragic events were widely reported and a great deal
of political capital was made against me con the basis of entirely
malicious and errcneous reporting that I organised the massacre of
students and the violence which took place. In the City Press of &
November 1983, it was statsd: "As President of Inkatha he must
either accept respensibility for the actions c¢f the blsod-thirsty
militants that ran wild at Ngove &nd weed them out immediately, or
he must admit that Inkatha militants are out of his control.” In
the Rand Daily Mail dated the 4 HNovember 1983, the United
Democratic Front (UDF) and the Azanian People's Organisation
(AZAPO) and its studeant wing; the Azan frican tudent
Organisaticn (AZASO), joined tegether to condemn me and Inkatha for
the deaths at the University. They said I was: "siding with the
oppressor.” And the Reverend Frank Chikane, the Vice-President of
the Transvaal UDF said: "Inkatha will not vuse violsnce against the
oppresscr, but they will kill our peopl=." The AZASO President
said that I was a I"Traitor to the causze of our people nd a
collaborator.” 1In the Daily Mews dated 3 November 1983, the UDF ias
ceported issuing a statement criticising me for the wviclence at
the University of Zululand: "And the masszcre of defenceless
studenta." In The Sowetan of the I November 1983 AZAPO is guoted
as saying: "We lack words to condemn 5 brutal and insensitive
murder of Black children. Political vicience Zrom any group gposes
a4 threat of serious and dire conseguences among the exploited and
oppressad.”

The tragic svents were orchestrated by those who wanted to drive me
and Inkatha from the Campus. When they could not do so verbally,
they attempted to do sc physically:; and yet I was widely reported
as beaing responsible for the death of the students. A Commission
of Inguiry inte tha violence which occurred subsaquently
investigated the events, and excnerated Inkatha of responsibility
for them. I quote from the Commission's Zeport:

"ta)} The Commission found no avidence supposting che
allegaticn, made in the Sunday Times of 1983-10-30 that
thea Inkatha Women's Brigade 3i unded & Women's
Hostel on October 239 1983 anc assaultsd female studencs
who would not chant "Buthelezi iz our leader."...

(c) The Commission <found no evidence in support of the
allegation, made in & number of ne-aspapers, that the
attack on the hostels was lad by 2 lectursr and two
LZulu) chiefs.

(d) The allegation was made in a numbsr of newspapers that



tha "impis" were assisted in their attack upon Cthe
hostels by members of the KwaZulu Palice. Tha
Commizsion finds this allegation to ba completely
unfounded. According to the evidence, the only
racognisable members of the KwaZula Polics who were on
the campus on 2% October 1283 arrived togethsr with the
Chief Minister of XwaZulu long after the attack on the
hoatels had ceased...

The allsgation was made in the Rand Daily #Mail of 1583-
11-01 that two attacks against the hostels were carrisd
out on 29 October L983. The asacond attack allegedly
took place at 16h00 on 2% October 1983. According te
the evidence of one student, a group of persona, wao
were allagedly Inketha supporters, were escorted to the
Men's hostels during the afterncon of 29 Octeober 1283.
There was, however, n¢ further clash bhetwesan these
people and the students, though some of the students;
understandably, wers apprehensive that there might be an
attack and some ci them fled. It was suggested to the
Commisaion; thouglh no evidence in this regard was led,
that the persons escorted by the police were pro-Inkatha
studencts who were afraid of returning to the hostels
alone... -

A report in the City Press of 1983-10-30 allegea that
there was an unconiirmed report that an Inkatha member
was "later®™ attacked by avbout 50 avenging students "when
he left the rally to buy a soft drink.” The Commission
was unable to find any direct evidence confirming this
report, but thers is a tuck-shop in the Studant Canktre

whare Mr. Eric 1MNgecobe who later died was found
uncenscious by the Sacurity Officer, Mr. Mbatha.”

The Commission found thati:

"There was no evidence that the clash was between forces of
the Inkatha Movement ard student supportars of the United
Democratic Front or that it was a planned attack launched by
Inkatha supporters.”

Because the Government has fragmented the Black political scene, by
banning peopla and organisaziens and by jailing Black leaders,
Black politics is now -characteristically in maay respects
incoherent. We lack the disciplining of small group activity which
would normally be the functicn of dominant political groups, The
effect of,this fragmentation is fto create numerous small onlatforms
for small group activisis 4 : T alyes to the pecpla in
the light of ezting on behal: leaders and corganisatisnsg.
The effect of this can b= quit isastrous in cezms of dividing the
Blagk body politie and I wpild like to give tha Committee on
Foraign Affairs an indication of how dispuptive Black unity is by
providing it with some brief datalls about the Lamontville
situation in Natal.

Lamontville iz a 3lack townsh like mogt Black townships on the




periphery of a "White" cityv. Black urbanised people can only find
housing in these townships and the Group Areas Act forces them to
remain housed there.

Wien White settlers arrived ia South Africa; they drove the Black
inhabitantas of the country off their land and treated them only a=
a labour force. Their rights wara genarally disregarded and it was
only the British liberal tradition in the Cape which afforded some
Africans vwery limited rights. Evan in the British ruled HNatal
Province, Africans were totally without rights. When in 1210 the
Union of South Africa was formed, lack pecple were exciuded Irom
the constitutional rights that Whites enjoyed, with the exception
of very limited righta in the Cape. Howaver, aver cime
industrialisation increased and of White industry demanded a largs
Black labour force within reascnanle reach of their places of
amployment. Tais industrial need resulted in an inflew of Blacks to
the cities from rural areas and led to the Land Act of 1936, wnich
et aside thes areas in which Blacks could live. The drift to ths
cities continusd during the thirties and after the Sscond World War
because it was in the gities that cpportunities ior work were
available. In practice, Black pecple had to take £o living around
¢ities in arsas which were not officially set aside for chem
because there was not accommodatlon for them in authorised areas.

When the WNaticnal Party came into power in 1948, they vowed to
clear what Whites called "Black spots” and set about repatriating

Blacks to the "Reserves" set aside for them. Economic realicies
however forced the Mational Party Government to proclaim some of
thesa areas &3 Black townships. Other arsas were turned into
squatter areas by Blacks who occupiled them 1ll=zgally. The mora

rural areas in which Black people lived were later to ke
proclaimed “homelands."

A Black township either falls into a so-called homeland or falls
inte -a White area and weuld therefcrs be administered by 2 white-
controlled Sgard. With this set-up, the apartheid policy separatad
papulation groupa gecgraphically for political reasons.

White industrial areas see a constant inflow of newcomers seeking
work. At present the access of Black South Africans tc the White
prescribed areas under White adminiastration is regulated through a
system of infiux contrel. Illegal workssekers always stand the risk
of being deported back zo rurzl areas.

It is only sc-called Zfection 10 rights which protect pesople from
deportation. Ta: gualify for Section 10 rights a person has o ba
bern in the =zelevant area of parents who have Saction 10 rights
(Section 10.1 a) or by, befors 1988, having worked continuously for
15 years or longer within the area or for 10 years for one smployer
(129.1 b}. Generally spsaking, these criteria are so wunattainable
that 4in practice it is the employed skilled worksrs, =the urban
alite, who tend to qualify under Section 10. New workseakers have
to be in pos sion of a werkseeker's permit, obtaipnable througn a
Labour Bureau

The Greater Durban Area is inhabired by almest two million pesople.




Wwhite people are administered by Local Authorities while Indian and
Coloured people ares administered by the Central Governmsnt. The
administration of Black pecple in the Province of Natal is very
complicated. Some tewnships: 1ike HKwaMashe and Umlazi, are
administered by KwaZulu. Cthers like Lamentville, Chesterville and
Clarmont are admipistared by the Government-controlled Port Natal
Administration Board. (PHAB).

Tha vrecent drift to the cities in Natal has been increased
economic recessicn and prolonged droughts, resulting in chaos

the administration of Black peoaple around Durban. Bscause of
acuta shortage of houses a large number of pecple have to live
squatter areas. These sguattera are always underenumerated in all
census work, and according to Professer L. Schlemmer their number
now exceeds 1 440,000. He says that more Blacks are living in the
"aguatter belt" of shacks and camps arcund Durban's borders than in
tha townships, and in the hesatels and servants' guartecs in Durban.
Or. Errol Haarhoff of the University of Natal estimates that the
Durban squatter population grew at a zate of 10 per csnt a year
between 1966 and 13977 and there seems no reason to balieve that
this rate will decline. The continued growth of the sguattisc
popuelation is the result of people leaving rural areas te find work
and of the fact that KwaZulu and Natal ara inseparable sconomically
means that the migratisn te the city is a migration from XwaZulu to
Natal. They form a single economic unit and the rigid application
of influx control regulations would cripple Natal industry. Hance
the racent message of the Durban Chamber of Commerce to its members
stating that influx control cannet work in the Durban area bacause
the bordera of EKwaZulu crisa-cross the metropolitan area. The
chamber is of the opinion that SectIon 10 rights should be extended
to all township Blacks to enabla them to ssek work dirsctly without
first reporting to a Labour Bucsau.

The =zigid application of influx centrol to everysne except thoss
with Section 10 rights is not underfaken in the Durban area. iWhen
the townships of HKwaMashu and Umlazi became part of XwaZulu in
1981, the residents legally ceased to gualify under Section 10 but
in practice they have continued fo enjoy the same rights as those
whao do qualify. They are allowed to sesk work themsslves and are
for the sake of convenience regarded as “commuters". Again economic
laws proved to ba strongsr than apactheid laws and in practice no
distinctiona are made betwesn peopls in RwaZulu townships sucn as
KwaMashu and Umlazi and people in townships under PENAB coantrol,
such as Lamontville.

Lamontville iz situatsd on the Southern outskirts of the White city
of Durban. The officlal population figure of the Township is
given by the PNAS as 27,778. Heowaver many thousands mers live in
the township uncfficially. There 1s a dJdesperats shortage of
housing asa the PNAB has not built a aingle new house for ® Paat
18 years. Just over tha hills of Lamontville thersiora, largs
aguatter area has daveloped.

Lamontville was bullt as a township following the Urban Act of 2
and it is one of the oldest of its kind in the Greater Durbkan area.




It was built by the City Council, funded by governmant monev. The
township initially fell under the jurisdiction of the Durban Ci:zy
Council but it was later taksn cover by the the ©TNAB.

. e
Tha houses are now more than 40 years old and naturally requize

ongoing maintenance. Most of the complaints about maintenance
ravelve around the ingress of watsr into houses caused by poor
drainage, as well as in some cases about severs c¢racking of Cthe
walls.

There ara saveral primary schools in Lamontvills, one high scheol
and a secondary achoel. Since thess are insufficient to serve the
youth of Lamonitville, pupils have to use schodls cutside the
township in FAwaZulu and schools elssvhere in the country.
Lamontvilla is served by oaly one clinie and the three raferral
hospitals serving the township are outside it. The impression (ias
gained that the PNAB is not interested in tha welfare of the pecple
and only provides services which are unavoidabla.

A high proportion of the residents of Lamontville do not possess
Section 10 rights and unemployment is on the increasa. Income is
relativaly low. Recent research by the University of Cape Town
showed that in Lamontwville 88,687 per cent of the households had
incomes below the minimum living level, which sets the true basic
minimum 8tandard of living. The conditions ef the pesople
Lamontville are not different Erom the conditions of rzsidents in
other townships in the Curban area. Income is low,
emotions are readily aroussd and people are eaaily a

Recently thers have bean reports in the press of wviolence In

Lamontville, and ewven of killings. What has happened in this
townzhip that makes it different from other townsnipa such as
Kwamashu and OUmlazi? All the issues which are important in

Lamontville ars also important in the other two townships.... Rant
and bus fars increoases, prolonged drought, unemployment ard
economic recessicn have affected all townships egually. But in

tamontvills, the reaction has been different to the reaction im
othar townships.

Ovar the dacades; vrent and bus fare incrsases have given rise o
protests all over the country. Community groups =and politiecsl
organisations always came together to join forces in opposition o
the incresasas in the costs of daily living. The Alexandra bus
boycott in the fifties was a clear example of successful protast.

In the townships arsund Durban administered by the PNAB
i8 provided by the White-owned Durban Transport Ha
In December 1382, the B increased its fares by
This resulted in the successful bus boycott which
Several community crganisations in Lamentville, among which thes
was Inkatha, joined hands te fight Ehe increase. While the bus
boycott was still in full swing, the PNAB announcad an increase in
rents of betwaen 26 and 72 per cant. Rents in townships are mades
up of three components:

- houwse rent: whlch averagss around RS monthly degending on




the age and cost of the house's copstruction,

- sits rent, which paya £for township administration,
infrastructure, maintenance and contributes to schools and
elinic costs, and

= sgervice chargea which cover the cogts of water, sStreat
cleaning, refuse rsmoval, sSewerage and electricity.

According te the Administraticn Beard, particularly the latiter two
compenants were accountable for the increase. They refused to
discuss the question of wvalue for money for the paor services
rendared to ths community.

Several organisations, among which there was Inkatha, vehesmently
cpposed such extraordinary increases. As these organisaticns had
already come together to organise the bus boycott, tha decisien te
incraase rants was a very convenient new issue about which to
protast. Then; inatead of joining the combined Jrotest, some
people decided to form a new organisation and to go iz alone. Town
Councillor Msizi Dube, the Rev. Xundn and Mr. Richard Gumede formed

the Joint Rent Action Committee (JORAC). JORAC joinsd the UDF and
received support from cother UDF member corganisations, such as the
church organisation in Durban Diakonia. This "going it alona" by

JORAC in Lamontville created divisions which wsre to have tragies
conseguances.

In the circumstances which prevailed, Counciller Dubte was murderad
by the Chairman of the Town Council who was latar sentenced to 12
years in jail. Then several times after JORAC held mmetings, some
want oa the rampaga. They set fire to cara and i ings -and
attacked peopls, Inkatha members were particularly victimised. A
packed Inkatha meeting where the rent issue was being discussed was
broken up, cara and houses of Inkatha members ware burned, windows
smashad and pecple were injured. During all this wviilence and
ioocting, £ive people were killed.

The aggressiveness of JORAC failed to achiave tangible successes in
the rent issue. It was only when I called en che Minister of Co-
operation and Development, Dr. Piet Koornhsf, tha: the firat
discussion tock place betwsen the authorities snd representati

cf the pecpla. It was decided to shelve the rent increasesa for six
months because of the devastacting effects which the drought had had
on income in KwaZulu and NMatal. In addition to discuasions with Dz,
Koornhof, Inkatha decided to fight the rent issue in court at a
cost of R15 000 (abeut 12, 000 US dollars) which was gathered
nationwide from Inkatha's members. Together with Che -Cammiaicy
Council, the Movement challenged ths right of the Hinister of Co-
operaticn and Davelopment to increass the rents unilaterally in
tewnships without consulting the constitutsd =2lack izcal
authorities.

JORAC, empty-handed because of its failure in the action for which
it had besn creataed directed a new offensive against fallow Blacks:
me and Inkatha. The decision of the South African Government to
incorporate Lamontwille into KwaZulu was the pretext on
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the age and cost of the house's constructicn,

- aite cent, which pays for township administration,
infrastructure, maintenance and contributes to schools d
elinic costs, and

- sarvice charges which covar th= costs of watsr, street
cleaning, refuse ramoval, sewerage and electricity.

According to the Administration Board, particularly the lattar two
compenents were accountable for the increase. They refused to
discuss the gquestion of value for money for the poor sercvices
renderad to the community.

Several organisations, among which there was Inkatha, vehemently
opposed such extraordinary increases. As these organisations had
already come together fto organiase the bus boycott, the decision teo
incr=zase rents was a very converient new issue about whizch to
protast. Then, instead of Jjoining the combinad orotast, szome
people decided to form a new organisation and to go it alene. Town
Councillor Msi=zi Dube, the Rev. Xundu and Mr. Richard Gumeda formed
the Joint Rent Action Committes (JORAC). JORAC joined the UDF and
received support from cother UDF member organisations, such as the
church organisation in Durban Diakonia. This "going it alens® by
JORAC in Lamentville created divisiens which ware to have tragic
consegusnces.

In the circumsatances which prevailed, Councillor Dube was murdersd
by the Chairman of the Town Couneil who was later sentenced to 12
years in jails Then several times after JCORAC held meetings, some
went on tha rampags. They set fire to cars and buildinga and
attacked pecple. Inkatha members were particularly victimised. A
packed Inkatha meeting whare the rent issue was being discussed was
broken up, cars and houses of Inkatha members were burned, windows
smashed and pecple were injured. During all this violance and
looting, five people were killed.

The aggresaivensss of JORAC failed to achieve tangible succasses in
the rent issue. It was only when I callsd on the Minister af Co-
operation apd Development:; Dr. Piet Xoornhof;, that thas first
discusslon took place betwesen the autherities and representatives
of the people. It was decided to shelve the rent increases for six
months because of the devastating effects which the drought had had
on income in EwaZulu and Matal. In addition to discussions with Dr.
Koornhef, Inkatha decided te fight the rent issue in court at a
coat of RI1S 0G0 (about 12, 000 US dollars) which was thersd
nationwide Irom Inkatha's members. Together with Cthe - Community
Council, the Movement challenged the right of tha Ministar of Co-
operation and Development to increase the rents unilaterally in
townshipsa without <consulting the ceonstituted Black local
avthorities.

JORAC, empty-handed because of its fallurs in the action for which
it had been created directed a new offensive against fellow Blacks:
me and Inkatha. The declsion of the South Afriean Government to
in rporate Lamontville into XwaZulu was the pretext en which I




and Inkatha warae attacked. The JORAC argument was that peopls would
lcas their Sectior: 10 rights it Lamontville ware to be
incorporated into EwaZulu.

JORAC ignored the fact that if the pesple of Lamontville wera to be
included in KwaZalu they weuld in practice ratain tha banefits of
Section 10 rights. Dr. Hoornhof's statement made under gressurae
from Matal Industry was clear: "I wish to give the assurance that
any rights acguired by residents of the arsa in the past terma of
Section 10 of the 32lack Urban Consclidation Act te: work in a
prescribed area will not be jeopardised in any fashion as a result
of the new status.” JORAC'S leadership conveniently igncred the
fact that in practice the application of regulations aiffecting
Section 10 rights is different in Durban than it is elsewhere in
the country. JORAC leaders also seem to have forgotten history.
In 1978 a meeting was called by the residents of Lamontville at
which mors than 1 000 participants passad a motion exprassing the
wish that lamontvills be incorporated in KwaZulu. Thereupon in
June 1978 th: follewing motien was meved in the XwaZulu Lagislativa
Assembly by Mrs. Willel Yengwa then a lecal Inkatha leader in
Lamontvilla:

"Mr. Speaaker; I move -

That in the opinion of this Legislative Assembly the
advisability ba considered that negotiations with the
Republican Goverpmenk be initiated by the EwaZulu Govarament
for the tranasfer of certain places presently under the
cantrol of Bantu Administration Boards, such as Lameontville
and others, to EwaZulu, in order to faclilitats uniform
randering of services to EHKwaZulu citizens for exampla
educatiosn.”

The facts of the matter wers that before this motion was tabled,
the South Afzican Government had already decided that Lamontyillae
should be incorporated in EKwaZulu. It is cherafore neyond
underatanding why JORAC leaders, helped by other UDF mambar
organisations, took this wup as an issue which c¢ould be usad
against mysalf and Inkatha, and not as an issue te be taken up
against the Zouth African Sovernment. By doing this theyv created
distinctions between sections of their own pesple, namely a
distinction between Black pecple inside and outsida XKwaZulu, and
what is worae by doing thia, they have Zollowed in the Ifootsteps
of Pretoria which emplays a divide and rule palicy.

In a meating with JORAZ leaders and cthers, I made my position wvery
clear. I s=aid at that meeting that "I have never workad for the
incorporation of Lamontville into XwaZulu, but I alsc see nothing
wrong with its inclusion into KwaZulu. Blacks inside and ocutside
KwaZulu share the sams deatiny. We suffer the same oppression and
we have to work for Black upity across the political chasms which
Pretoria tries to create to divide 8lack and Black. I rafuse to be
curtailed by the boundaries erected by Pretoria. I have deafied
Haticnal Party Government after Naticnal Party Government to keep
Inkatha wunifsttared by the political barriers created by Pretoria
betwean Black and Black. Inkatha knows no ethnic barriars. It
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knows no regicnal barriers, and it is at one with all those who
truly struggle for the liberation of this country in whataver

destitute aresas they may be. It i3 Ged-foresaken te distinguish
between the oppression of Blacks im KwaZulu, and the oppression of
Blacks in Lamontvillae, and it dis God-forssaken to craate

Black/Black conflicts over the boundarias that Pretoria has drawn
t¢ divide ua.”

The insults which have been directed against me and Inkatha have
provoked deep resentment among many peoccle. As the membership of
Irnkatha has reached over cne millien, it is not pessible to go
anywhere in WNatal or on the Reef without encounteriang Inkatha
members, and they take strong exception to insults against their
leaders.

At a mass meeting in Durban; held to honour those who disd in
Lamontville, Mr. Gideon Sibiya who leads the 10 000 residents of
the S5.J. Smith Hostel outside Durban statec that one day on  his
return to the hestel, he found his men ready to go and "teach the

people of Lamentville a lesson." Only with axtrems tact and
persuasion was he able to persuade ssveral thousand men not to
apply the dictum of "aye for an eys." According to Mr. Sibiya

“Thers could be more trouble" if the lsadership of JOFAC allowsd
looting and the insulting of mvself to continue.

The events at the unveiling of the tombstone of the late Councillor
Msizi Dube on 22nd July 1984 were tragic. At the function in the
Church and in the graveyard some people carried placards which
read: "Gatsha stay out of Lamontwville.” wWhen some Inkatha members
present took exception to thsse placards and demanded that they be

removed, they wers attacked. The mob killed two Inkatha membars and.

several were injured.

The Secretarv-General of Inkatha, Dr. C.D. 3Dhlomo, expressed hia
deep concern about the pattern of vielence in Lamont la. Ha
said: "It is amazing that each time there is a seni-political

gathering in Lamontvilla, Inkatha or its le £s are denigrated.
When we try to defend ourselves agalnst such d=nigrations, ws ars
accused of being a viclent Movement. Yat these groups apparently
have =2 right to kill indiscriminately without anybody raising a
murnur, *

One cannot escape the impressicn that tie first objective of UDP
member organiszations in Lamentville is ts try to destroy Inkatha,
instead of <fighting the apartheid regiue. Leaders of some Uce
member organisations attempt to mislead the people by distorting
truths to convince tham that the Kwalulu Covernment and Inkatha
have nothing Co.offer tham. They try Lo sow Black/3l discord
s0 that they can prosper politically put of the pligcht of the
paople. In order to further their own interests, they do nac
hesitate to use undemocratic tactics under the gulse of having the
well-baing of the people at heart. They tried to make Lamontvills
4 no-go area for me when I announced that I was going te
Lamontvills on September lst. JORAC leaders wanted to pravant me
from showing my strength in Lamontville and therafore the

Xundu and some members of JORAC and Diakonia requestad 2 mest




with me. Beforehand &they were informed that the guestion of ay
visit to Lamontville was not negotiable. I pointed ocut to Ethemo
that he had a democratic right to go and speak to the pespla of
Lamontville. Like 3lacks elsewheray the residents of Lamentville
had a demogratic wight to support whom they wanted to and to
formulate  community responses te the circumstances of theiz
oppression.

After the meeting which laated six hours, the representatives of
JORAC and Diakonia refused to issue a joint statement with Inkatha
calling for the cessation of Black/Black violence. They however
were not successful in preohibiting me from going to Lamontville.
The Rev. Xundu trisd to have the Court serve a interdict on me to
stop me; but without success. JORAC's attempts to make Lamontwville
a po-go area for me have £failed and the meating took place as
planned.

Prayers were conducted by represantatives of IDAMASA and aver
30 000 people attended. Soms pews reporters hostils to me who had
in the week before built up the impression of imminent wviolence,
must have been disappointed. Not a single act of wiolence
occurred. Péople met, .prayed; sang, and listenad, and many new
members 3joined Inkatha during the TLamontville meeting. In my
speach I said:

"Inkatha and KwaZulu did not create Lameontville. Inkatha
and EwaZulu did not stop building houses here. Inkatha and
XwaZulu did not creata the Group Areas Act, influx
regulationa and all the other acts which confins vou

terrible circumatances in which you 1live. The
Government did not tell the PNAB to raise your rents;
raize your bus fares: The XwaZulu Gavernment 4id not
Pretoria to deorive your children of the kind of eaducation
they nesd by rving your schools of money. One South
African Government after another did these things. Those
whoe argbe against incorporation are telling you to serve
your masters in Pretoria. They are actually saying that you
should yoursslves elect to be administered by the White-
controlled FPHAB. They are telling you to give this Board
your confidence, and to say to this Board that you trust
your future Eo them."

Thers are more iasues on which JORAC and other UDF member
organisations sesr to apply double astandards. JORAC and UDP
apokasmen have attacked me for "working within the system" and UDF
representatives - are on record as saying that they de nct want to
co-pperate with peoples "working within the system." Furthermorsa
the UDF tried te pravent people frem working within

calling for a3 boycott of the electiona for Communicy C

However, <the same organisations had worked cleosely with <the late
Councillor Dube who according ta them would be "working within Gtha
system”. They hailad him as a great leader. Apparently the sams
standards are not always applied Lo everybody.

Inkatha has used participatiocn as a very successful tactic. By
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taking opart in the elections for the KwaZulu Legislative Assembly
and in winning all its s8eats, it guarantsed that the pecpla
9f EwaZulu would never be forced to become foreigners in their
country of birth. Inkatna has blocked all moves by Prstoria o
manipulate HXwaZulu into accepting the so-called independence being
offerad Eta it. In addicion to its important political stapd
Inkatha has control over the KwaZulu Assembly and i{s able =to
utilise available rescurces where people nesd them most.

I talked about this very issue in my Policy Speech in 1983: "I
think our role can be summed up in <he «concept participatory
democratic oppositien to apartheid. Thera is no safe wWay of
opposing apartheid. ¥ou cannot oppose aparthaid by sniping at its
victims. If the real struggle is taking place here in this country
and 4if wvictory is to be won by waging a struggle for liberaticn
hnere where it matters, then we have got to participate in the

society which is changing. We have to continue our role hers in
the EKEwaZulu Legislative Assembly and we have to continue in the
programmes wnich emanate from this house. Wa have had the courage

to stand with the people in attempts to do whatever can be done
togethar with +them in their circumstances and that makes us
vulnerable. The path that we have chossn to walk, tha role that we
have involved ourselves in in real politics, is a difficult and
demanding role, and we have to pursue our objectives knowing full
wall that 25 we oppose apartheid and strive for real changes, we
will be balittled, we will be sniped at and what we do, will be
undermined. We muat see 211 this aa part of the challenge we
face."

The circumst: of Lamontville are not different from those af

Umlazi and nwaMashu. The pecple of Lamontyille will not be worse

off  should the South African Government include their township in

EwaZulu. The people of RwaMashu and Umlazi who are incorporated

in XwaZuly do not tesist this incorporation and they £ind
f than pecple in other townships.

themsalves no worse off

In Lamontville UDF membsr organisations have taken up the
incorporation issue in an offensive against Inkatha instead oI
laying the olame where it telongs - with the South African regima.
The inevitable result is unnecessary divisicn, and the futile
prolonging of the su ring of the pecpla of Lamentvilles. The only
thing Black/Black opposition does is to play right into the hands
2f Pretoria.

Apartheid is so abhorrant that just simply any meastce against it
is s=esn ax justified by some in the West. I have: no daubt that
thare are many members in the Conservat and Labour Partiex who
ars genuinely ' indignant about apartheid apnd in whom that
indignation gives rise to irresponsible action in supporting the
forces of destruction in South Africa.

This has bazome very apparsnt in the disinvestment debace ia che
United =Statss;, and it is very apparent in much of the activiey of
pressure groups in Great Brital and Western Bur There is too
much at stake not ouly for miliions in South A 23, but for thes
whola subwcen inent of Scuthern Africa far Western indignation to
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give rise to indiscriminats action against apartheid.

I am pursuing a path of non=-violent, democratic opposition to the
Government -precisely bacause I° sea this as the sanly way of
preserving the future. Yast backlogs in Black heusing, health
services and welfare, and in such things as sducation, can only be
wiped out some time in the futurs £f ths South African economy
grows at its maximum possisle rate. Any move against South Africa
which damages its economy now, i3 a move which will damage the
prospecta of a worthwhile future. I am pursuing the politica of
negotiation because I do noft want te raduce South Africa to
ungovernability, and this is what mass poverty will do some time in
the future if the country'a economic grawth base is damaged now.

inkatha holds an Annual Ceneral Conference avery year and at every
one of theasa Conferencas; I inform delegates what I have said on
their behalf on the gquestion of disinvestment. I inform them that
I tell the worlid:

- that ordinary Black Scuth Africans still seek 'a rnegotiated
settlament and seek to purave non-violent tacties and
strategies;

= they know the meaning of poverty and are awara of the £act
that if they do not haye work they suffer terrible

deprivation and that therefare any rategy which results in
a decrease in the nunber of jobs availabls ta Blacks is
rejectad by Blacks:

- Blacks. in South 2frica who hawve jo
would never be persuaded ts ral
the -aima and cbjactives of thoss wh
lobby;

with foreign ccmpaniaes
sh their jobs to furthar
pursue the disinvestment

- that no membership-based Blacsk gorganisation in South Afrieca
has an executive with a mandate from its membars to call far
disinvestmant;

- that Black protest peliticfans whe are naot involved in
constituency politics but whe are invelved in voleing Black
grievances in a manner calculsted ts gain media acclaim, are
more prone to call for disinvestment than other leaders.

- that every lesader of an orgaiisation working te make this
cguntry ungovernable and whe is prepared te use vwviolence,

whether it be mob viclence or olence, t2 bring about
poelitical changs, argues for ci tmant;
- that there is no prespact of the armed struggle succeeding

within the forsseeable future and thar we ther=forz will have
to rely on the politics of negotiation; and that the politics
cf negotiation are favourad by what has now baceme 2 total
dependence by White South Afriga on 3lack South Africa:

= that Black bargaining power is i
advancement and vercizal mobllicy

sased by Black economie
ch accompanies ic;




- that it is the responsibility of Black &Scuth Africans to
liberata South Africa from apartheid oppraession in such a way
that we dg not force on naighbouring Black Statss, and States
further afisld in Southern and Central Africa, ©o pay the
coats of our struggie.

- I tell them that we respect the national choices of Black
States in’ Southern Afrida and that we have no quarrsl with
those who have opted for a socialist future under a one-Party
state, but that that is not a wviable option for us: and that
tha benefits we will derive from working within 'z race-free,
democratic state in which there will be eguality for all, and
in which the principles of the free enterprise system will
dominate in government planning, will have a very significant
spill-over benefit for other States in Southern Africa.

Western industrialised countries which are moving towards banning
future investment in South Africa, or even worse to withdrawing
existing investment, and which regard Black opinion among rank and
file workers and peasants as irrelevant, stand in the very real
danger of pursuing aims and objectivas which conflict with what is
penaficial in our struggle for libaration. And in this vein, I
would 1like to make an additional point. I am beginning to hear
more and more arguments in favour of selective disinvestmant
because many of the points I have made above are taken and it is
naively believed that, for exampls, prohiblition of further
investment in capital intensive industries, is warrantsd. Every
Western Government knows that economies ars net maleable things and
cannot ba turned on or off at will, and can only be directed
towards political ands with very limited success. The naivety <&
seme who think they can damage onsg part of the edonomy wWithout it
having repercussicns Zfor ancther part of the economy, is to ma
alarming. I am most certainly open to persuasien that one eof
anothar form of disinvestment may put presaure on Pretoria without
damaging the economy, or causing greater 8lack suffering. I argus
against disinvestment because it has these negative effects. Any
sanctieons againat South Africa which would not harm the growth of
the economy, but which would sxert pressure on Preatoria, would be
walcome by aevery Black South African. I have alwavs spoken agai
irresponsible exploitative capitaliam, but that te me is another
debate entiraely.

There is also a ripeness of time in which blunders would lead ha
irrecoverable losses. The West should resalise that the threat E
violence, and the chreat of economic sanctions has mors

than the employment of viclence and the in mantation of
sanctisns. The Wesr should alse realise that as soon as sanccions
do hbegin to bite, it is 3lack South Afrieca which will Dear tha
brunt of the burdan. The West should also realise that the South
African Government is quite capable of taking retaliateory measures
of the most despicable kind. 1f sancclions began te bite, and
Blacks bagan to suffer the burden ©f these aanctions, Pretoria
would have no scruples about repatriating more than a million
workers in South Africa who come from naighbouring States.
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I am nect saying that pressures should not be brought te bear on
South Africa. All I am saying is that all of us who work for the
destruction of aparthaid should not bes blinded by anget to the
extant that we f£ail to examine carefully the consequences of every
sct we take in the process of doing zo. I have become VvVery
skeptical on the issue of whethar the West would come te the rescue
of more than a million citizens of these independent  States when
the crunch =comes, and South Africa decides to expel them a3 a
retaliatory act. I hava become skeptical because I have not ssen a
single Western country G¢ anything to the rogue elephant, which the
South African Defence Force has been, when they have killed our
brothers and sisters in countries such asa Lesotho;, Mocambigue,
Angola and Botswana.

I am fully aware of the fact that sven the maximum possible yrowth
rate of tha Scuth African economy will leave a great many Black
South Africans Jjobless for a very considerable time ints the
fukure. The Black birth rate in South Africa is approaching three
per cent per annum, and already more than half of all Black South
Africans a 15 years old and ysunger. This huge population bulge

of milliona of voung people moving towards the market place, is
going to ate almost inscluble problems for whatever government
rules South Africa. I am therefors aware that the development of

an informal economy, and the development of self-halp, schemes is
vital for our future. I am also aware that the growth rate of the
informal economy rises and falls as the growth rate of the formal
economy rises and falls. Western governwents should understand
that the wcause for which we all struggle for in South Africa
demands the maximisation of the West's input into the South African
econony. Millions ©of people now, and futuce gsnerationz, will
benefit from a vast inflow of capital into Sguth Africa, and the
inflow of new technology and managerial skills which will come with
LA

My attitude to the disinvestment gquestion has to ba temperad by
the realities of the South African situation. The ANC Mission in
Exile and the United Demccratic Pront have bean joined by a number
of protest politicians and by a number of clerics, in a veritable
clamour for the West to embark on a programme of disinvestment
againat South Africa. Glib claims are made about the willingness
of Black uth Africans to suffer the consegquences of a shattered
economy and what measure of support there is in 3lagk Scuth Africa
for diainvestment reats on the falss hope that economic chreats
will be effective 23 a means of bringing the Government to dits

knaes=. This unrealism is dangerous and when unraaliam about
economic affajirs is accompanied by unrzalism about the thresat of
violance a South Airica, a very dangerous sitwation gld be Ip

the maxin Western Parliamentarians know that £ would be
foolhardy for any Western government to ignors the volece of the
Churchn. There are times when the Church's volce and 1@ Drassurs
it mounts in support o©f apecific lobbies, has considerable
political significance. The British Parliament, however,; would not
put itselZf in a position where it is dictated to by the Chur :
England, ¢ by any ather Chureh. Members of the Ffor
Committes g well aware of the fact that the Chur does nat
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the expertise to run a goverrment -and the Church is not
sufficiently acguainted with the realities which the British
Government has to take into acecount in developing a domestic and

foreign policy. I gleariy see this to be the casa in Western
societies and I see it just as clearly to be the case in South
africa. It is thersfore with considerable amazement that I

perceive the extent to which some of our peolitical clerics hold
sway on erucial issues abeaut South Africa as far as ths West is
concarnad.

I have known Bishop Desmend Tutu for a great many ysars. I am well
aware of thes fact that he and the Scuth African Council af Churches
{2 critical of me and Inkatha. BHis indignation about apartheid and
the suffering of Black South Africa has led him to identify with
protest politics. In the past he has played a very valuabla role
at times when he so elcquently denounced aparthsid to the world.
The extent to which he attempts to particsipate in Black politics on
the ground, however, Irequantly eatranges the two of us. Every
Parliamentarian will know the importanc: of having a constituency
te suppert him or her, and what the curbs and restraints of
accountability to that constituency insolve. I have a massive
constituency Eo which I am accountable. A Bishcp's role in one
sense is to pontificate to people in his Church, to teach them what
ta think and how to behave and political clerics in South Africa
wrongly extend that role inte the golitical arena. There 18 in
Sooth Africa a great deal of concern abaut the fact that B8ishop

Tutu's has estranged himself from me. Paople sse this as
undesirable., I think it would add to the Foreign Affairs Committes
if I gave it detalls of my relationshis with Bishep Tuatu. In

September last year, & number of very senior churchmen persuaded me
to respond positively to Sishop Tutu's rsguest for a meeting witl
me . I thereforz met Bishop Tutu in Durban at a meeting chaired by
the Anglican Bishop of Hatal, Bishop Wuztall in the presence of a
number of ochers Bishaps. The following is the paper I tabled for
discussion.

MEMORANDUM FOR PRESENTATION BY FANGOSUTHU G. BUTHELEZI, CHIEF
MINISTER XWAZULU, PAESIDENT OF INXATHA AND CHAIRMAN, THE SOUTH
APRICAN BLACK ALLIANCE AT A MEETING AT BISHOP'S HOUSE, DURBAN
30. EEPTEMBER 1985, WITH:

The Rt. Revd. Michael Nuttall Bishop of Matal

The Rt. Hevd. Desmond Tutu Bishop of Johannesburg

The Rt. Revd. Lawrence Zulu Bishop of Zululand

The Rt. Revd. A.H. Zulwu Former Bishop of

The RAt. Revd. A.A. Mkhize Suffragan Bishop

Father Makhaya | Yenerable E. Mxhize

Raverand vundla Venaranls X

Dr. 0.D. Dhloma Cr. F.T. Mdlalose

Revd. E.Z. Sikakane fatirad Miniscer of the
tMethodiat Church

Mr. A.Z. Mlotshwa Ewafulu Government rspra-

santative in Durban



We have come here, I hope, to explore unity and recenciliation. I

certainly came here to do 0. I came here with an earnest dasirs
to leave this meeting with a dJdeepened understanding of what
estranges important people, and I yearn to 1leave hers in

circumstances in which the whole world could be witness to the
Bishap of Johannesburg and myself embraced in common purgesa, even
if wa are divided by our Lord te do different things to achieve
that common purpess-

it is now I hops patently clear that as:a political leader I no .4
ne propa, and no allies who can fight my battles for m=. I h: e
established 1Inkatha againat all odds and it is now an entrenched
political pewer which is seli-sufficient as far as its own survival
goes, My yesrning for 8lack South African unity is a yearning born
sut of a deep love for my country snd a recognitionm thnat justics,
peace and equality for all can only be brought about by eradicating
apartheid. Apartheid is not merely a political philosephy: it ie
not merely an ideolsgy; it is a South African White way of 1life
which has been institutionalised and which must therefore be fought
on a wide range of fronts. We can be unitad in purpose but we can
only be unitad in strategy if we all accept the need for a multi-
strategy appreach.

Outside a multi-strateqy approach, the only unity there can be
between diffarent Black organisationa is unity based on uniformity
and this will in hard practice only be found in a disciplined joint
commitment in the armed stzfuggle. I make the point that if any
single strategy can win, &t iz the strategy of war. The African
National Congress Mission in exile places the armed struggle as the
primary means of bringing about change. They demand that we all
Tecognise that fact In an armed struggle cone does not nged Lo
£ight across a broad spectrum of democratic opposition to
apartheid. The armed struggle must nacessarily negate any 3step
towards reform. They muat nagate the concept of reiorm, and thay
muat necgate even 3uch steps as the elimination of the pass laws and
influx control. This they have done. In the armed struggle, svery
step of real progress towards nagotiated reform must be viewed as 2
threat.

control, if and when that actually does take plage. I must ws

the prospect of it taking place. I must encouraga Mr. P.W.

and all members of Government who are thinking in this direschion.
Would you, Bishop Tutu, join me in a joint public encouragement of
#r. Botha to scrap influx conktrol and the pass laws?

Bishop Tutu 1s a patron of the United Democratic Front. I anm
President of Inkatha. We stand in camps which a now din  fagt
hostile to saczh octher. From my point of viaw, that hestility was

authored by the United Democratic Front which publicly Tejscted
Inkatha and .atated it would not accept Inkatha as an affiliate
member, when the thought had not even crossed my mind. T kit
common causa that the UDP formally rejects Inkatha and it iz
gomman causs. that alement in the UDF reject Inkatha in acts of
yislance agains: i,




Inkatha has buried people in Black/Black conZrontations in which
the UDF were inveolved against us. I% i3 simply true that tha UDF
and AZAPO have buried their dead who were casualitiss of UDF/AZAPO
conflicts. It is simply true that AZAPO and UDF have buried those
who were killed in Inkatha action. At todav's discussion, I hope we
do neot  ‘have to lay plame. I am simply recording the fact that
people are dyinc tecause 3lack leadsrs cannoct get together. I
believe that Inkatha only takes up a stick or a stone to defend
tha which is threatened with death and destruction. And I believe
thac =lements in the United Democratic Front encourage thes growth
of v lence in our townships in a commitment to making our countcy
ungov: "nable. Let us say even that you, 3Sir; and I have got
irreconcilable anzlyses of why paople are dying. We must accapt
that pecple are dying as a result of BElack/Black internecine

strife. Will wyou, Sir., stand on a platform with me to cdndann
Black killing Black? Will you stand on a platform to condemn acts
of wviolance by Blacks. Will you stand an a platform to condamn

those =statements by the ANC's Mission in exile which sxhort 3Hlack

South cans and our vyouth -in particular to kill Black
Councill znd Black policemen? Will you publicly cendemn with me
the ANC Mission in exlle recent broadcasts over Radio FPreedom

exhorting 3lacks to take violence into White areas and to forcinly
remove = from White houses to be used in killing people, whether
or not the number of civilians who diz increases dramatically?

I find it difficultc to conceive of reconciliation in private behind
clasad daors if the horrors of brutality perpetrated by Blacks on
-Blacks and on Whites because they are Whites, cannot be condemnsd
in public in joint statements.

I have, EBishop Tutu, I think shown the hand of friendship to you.
You will remember that I even invited you once to lsad devarions at
the op of a South African Black Allisnce Frayer MNeeting in

Sowsto, DUt you declined to come even though you were asxed to come
simgly as a clergymen. When you took the initiative to reconcile
Black/3lack confrontations when AZAPD and UDF wera at each other's
throats, I ndad Vary positively and sent Inkatha
representatives the mesting. I would any day of the weesk ba
prepared to stand with you in public and for us te tell the werld
that we have major diffsrences of opinion about strategy, but that
we Dboth as Chriatians seek to play a role to bring our country to
its senses I am not denying you, 'S your demuvcratic right to
have peli al opinions which bears your judgement. Christ may be
directing your steps in one diraction and mine in ancther. My
problem does not come becauss of your political ls=anings. My
problems come when wou do net abtack Inkatha's tacties and
strategies, but attack me as a peragn.

If I am wrong in some of my perceptions pleaae corract me. I am
informed;: for examplae, that you work very closely with Mr. Randall
Robinson when you ars in the Unitad Statas, and you praise him for
his supoort of the Black Scuth Afrircan atruggla for liberation in
this country. I am informad that he has taken your wiew when he
makes outragecus stataments to the =ffect that I am an agent of the
Scuth African Government and that I am "doing the bidding of the



Scuth African Government" and that I am en "their pay =zell" and
that I was an apologist for the sy m in South Africa. You are
aware that I have had a running battle with the system. You ars
aware bthat ths Sopth A<rican Gowvarnment did everything in its power
to avoild confirmation of my appointment az Chief of the Buthelezi
clan. You are aware bthat they took away my passport. You are
awara that my tel is tapped and that my mail has been
intercentad. ¥ aware that the National Intelligence
Service, Chen BOSS, :ctually fundad spposition parties te Inkatha
in KwaZulu in an attempt to get rid of m=. Is it really too much
to have expected that vou would have informed Mr. Robinaan of this
history of ceonstant cpposition to apartheid and the extent to whish
the Govarnment time and again attempted to undermine the influence
I was eaxerting? In the totality of things one sees more than
could perhaps be justified in bickerings absut apecific texts. For
axample, The Star carried a news item under the heading: “"Thatcher
will mest Tutu next weak". The sting in the news item in the last
two paragraphs may have escaped thosfe who are not fully informed.
They read:

"Mrs. Thatcher's failure to ses Bishop Tutu when he was in
Londen & year ageo rszportedly caoszed offence to many Saucth
African Blacks.

It was notad that Mras. Thatcher hzd found time during the sama
year to sea Mr. P.W. Botha znd Chlef Mangosuthu Buthelezi.”

Because you, Bishep Tutu, were involved in the events being
reported, is it unreasonable for me o have expected you to have
disassociated yourself from the njoining of my name and Mr.
Botha's npame in this Xind of way? 1@ implications of this news
item: is that Black South Africa umbrage at Mrs. Thatcher
zaeing Mr. Botha and mysalf and not sesing you. Could you not have
said that this is an unfair insinuati and that you welcomed me
sesing Mrs. Thatcher as a 3lack South .

A= an African in South Africa, veu woula know hew deeply insulting
these kind of statements are. You knoow I hava been hurt by Ethem
and that they are calculated ko be damaging to my zole and &b
Inkatha. Would veu, Bishop Tutu, be prepared to inform Mr. Randall
Hobinscn in a2 joint statement with me that my leadership in KwaZul
was not a creation of the homsland palicy. it was in fact Cchief
Lutuli and such people as Bishep A.H. Zulu, Walter Sisulu, Nslson
Mandela; Jo2 Macthews and a number her people in lesadership
roles in the old ANC whe urged me b hereditary
leadersnip position in KwaZulu, me in taking up my
chieftainship of the Buthelezi cian. knew if you, 3icy are
aware that the Buth i clar tra provided advisers
generals and prims ministecs to Zulu mo t In other worda If
there was no homelands policy, my i in #wadulu leadersh
would be exactly tha same as it is Y was ths

the homelands framework was imposzed an the Zulu nation.

a
1

For many yaars thera were no proolems Detwean Mr. Tambo and myself.
Problems only emerged after a full Inkaktha delﬂg tion msf with Mr.
Tambo and Ehe ANC Miagion 1n exile delagation in Londen in 197%.
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leaderahis mevikts. Was this ep-Chrisztian? When he disappointad
Black South Africa in the way be wan lsading Wnhites and in the way

ir which he was isading o countzy lnto ever great turmsil, Ia ik
not true that I criticisedthim in ever more arrident Cermss
Whenaver he Las shown any signs 2f moving in the right direction, I
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be your views.

3. The Church has a duty to confront the State when the State
acts unjustly and does not meet the demands of the Gespel, but
the Anglican Church has appointed no political organisation to
be its spearhead in tackling that which has to be done to
confront the State with the inequities of apartheid. It must
applaud all who work for the liberation of our country from
racial fear and hatred which gives rise.to constituticnalised
injustice. It should applaud aeverything which can bae
applauded in all the country's political organisaticna.

4. Christendom has never finally pronounced on the guestion of
viclence. Whether or not there is such a thing as a juat war
is not decided upon. The Church does not bind all its members
to cone or another answer to the question of vioclence. I
believe, however, that I am right in saying that there can be
no just war if all non=-viclent means have not yet been

_____nr_pnrly employed. There is theclogically no justification
for the armed struggle which the ANC's Mission in exile has
declared. Their position may be theologically understandable,
but the Church as the Church must applaud those who work to
bring about change through non-violent means. Are you, Sir.
prepared to tell the ANC's Mission in exile publicly with me
that its commitment torthe armed struggle as a primary means
of bringing about change in our country is not theologically
justified?

When one reaches out to reconcile, or when one adopts a stance
llﬂkiﬂq\=.CDH=lllltiﬂﬂr difficulties and perceptions must be tabled

“‘whether the perceptidns are correct or incorrfect. I perceive you,

Bishop Tutu, as one who denigrates my person, as one who denigrates
my leadership, and as one who identifies with these who villify me

in the vileat of terms. I am not talking here about disagreements
which as Christians we are entitled to. I am not denying you the
democratic right to hold contrary views to those I hold. I am not

denying you the right te tell the people that you think I am wrong.
When I talk about denigration; I am talking about an un-Christian
attack on the integrity of a person. I have already asked the
question whether you have ever criticised me for taking a salary
from Pratoria, as it was put. That is talking about me as a sell-

out and a stooge doing apartheid's dirty work for it. That dis

iticism but it is also denigratiecn. | P
You, Sir, were ,with me at Robert Sobukwe's funeral. ¥You saw what
waa happening and you advised me to leave. When I subsequently
deplored the behaviour of those who desecrated that funeral and
correctly talked about the youngsters involved as thugs, you
responded publicly by saying that they were "a new breed of vyoung
people with iron in their souls.” I necessarily had to respond to
this in public when I held a mass meeting in Soweto. ¥ou, 3ir,
have travelled across the length and breadth of America and Europe
without ever once finding anybody to authenticate a public attack
by me on you. What others regard as attacks by me on you in
certain statements I have made in South Africa were no more than
necessary comments in a very volatile political situation which

&



demanded them. The move against me at Robert Scbukwe's funeral was
pelitically inspired; it was politically orchestrated and after the
event my enemies mads a great deal of political capital out of that
event. This I regard as deeply shameful to African morality and
African perceptions, and I simply must raise the question in public
about your participation in that which I so deeply regretted.

In speaking recently to a White I heard that you had told him that
I was nocbody of consequence and was rejected to the extent of not
being able to atcend Black funerals. This statement opaenad up old
wounds inflicted on me at Graafi Reneit. You, Sir, were witness to
my near murder. Was the press report at the time headed "Tutu
Saves Buthalezi" a correct interpretation of what transpired there?
I regarded what happened there as a hideous desecracion of a
funeral. For me you condoned it by staying there and in effect
prasiding over a desecration. I am appalled at the use which Black
political leaders make of funerals when they turn them inte
important political platforms. I am appalled at what I regard as
the hypocrisy of your words when you appealed passionately tc the
Sguth African Gecvernment to allow Blacks to bury their dead in
peace without directing that same appeal to the United Demgcratic
Frent. They have taken cver funerals in this volatile political
atmospheres and ccnvertad tham inte horrible spactacles where paople
have been burnt without anyone raising a finger to protact the
victims.

¥ou, Sir, approached me early in 1984, unasked for out of the blue,
seeking a meeting with me when you were still General-Secretary of
the SACC. But during the whole year you found no time to actually
meet with ma. You even described my response to your letter as
grdcious. I am offended by a Bishop who criticises me publicly and
thaen privately asks me to mest with him in reconciliation, but then
takes no step to do so., I feel disdained.

I stress again that I do not regard this meeting as a political
meeting. We are not here to discuss the merits of one or another
policical approach. We are looking at what divides you, Bishop
Tutu, and myself as Christian brothers. You know, Sir, that it is
now simply a fact that the ANC's Mission in exile are encouraging
every possible United Democratic Front move which is directad
against Inkatha. The Mission in exile is attempting to turn me
into an snemy of the people in the eyes of the people. if you,
Sir, believe the UDF's tactics and strategies are the correct ones,
then you are entitled to hold those beliefs, but if those baliefs
maka you take' up sides gzgainst me as a person and as a leader and
if you, Sir, support those who denigrate my person, whether you do
30 privately 'or publicly, then I really do have a problem. I
believe that if there are differences between the United Democratic
Front and Inkatha, both sides should take their point of view to
the people and leave the people to judge on the merits of tactics
and strategies who should be supported and whe should not be
supported. It is dircy politics which goes into character
assassination, and I do not believe the Church is right to stand
in the company of character assassins to express viesws about
justice and reconciliatien.
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If having said these things you no longer want to be reconciled
with me as a Christian brother engaged in the struggle for
liberation as Christians, then I will go away from this meeting in
sadness. That I have said what I have said is the measure of my
earnest Christian desire to embrace you in forgiveness and in being
forgiven. I hope that you on your side will leave this place with
no feelings unsaid.

We meet in the embracing strength of Christian fellowship. We meet
in a spirit of prayer, and I believe that our Lord is here with us
and I have spoken in that awareness.

Rk

I cannot afford the luxury of being personal in my politics or
being idiocsyncratic. My political life is filled with the hard,
grinding work of serving a number of very large and demanding
constituencies. It is filled on a day to day basis with the real
iassuea which the poorest of the poor in Scuth Africa face, and it
is filled with very stringent demands which I have to meet as I
work on the interface between Black and White politica. There will
be no Utopia brought about gvernight in South Africa. There will
be no overnight victory by the radicals, and the world will not be
presented with a new and wholesome Scuth Africa in any short space
of time. In my political life I strive to bring Black and White
together and in our circumstances, the only way to do so, is to
address bread and butter issues where consensus can be obtained and
where jdint Black/White action can be generated to bring about a
new South Africa.

While the State President was busy with planning and establishing
the new constitution, I was busy chartering a course which Blacks
and Whites could follow together te bring abeut radical change. In
1980 I called for the establishment of the Buthelezi Commission and
gave it the following major terms of reference:

la. In terms of the requirements of peace, stability,
prosperity and equity, to consider fully and appreciate
the present position of EwaZulu and Natal with a
_constitutional and political structure of South Africa,
“taking " “into account possible or likely future *
develcopments, and with due cognisance of alternative
constitutional forms and modes of political organisation
and development.

lb. To assist and evaluate the ratiocnality, desirability and
viability of the present constitutional, social and
economic situation of KwaZulu and Natal in the light of
historical development, and the current and emerging
political reality of South and Southern Africa.

24 To enquire into and report and make recommendations on
the constitutional future of the areas of EKwaZulu and

2
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- Natal within the context of Scuth Africa and Southern
Africa.

I alsoc charged it with locking at the vexing political issues we
face in what <can be done in the context of solving 1local and
regional problems in EwaZulu/Natal within the South African
context.

Profeasor Lawrence Schlemmer, who was full-time Secretary to the
Commission while it sat, has summarised the work of the Commission
in an article published in "Clarion Call®™ Vol. 2 1985. I attach a
copy of this article aa an Appendix. Here I want to mention that
Inkatha and the EwaZulu Government accepted the Commission's
recommendations in principle and we have been using these
recommendations to assist us in chartering a course of action.
Individual members of the Foreign Affairs Committee will know how
important it is to relate politics to leocal and regiocnal issues.
In EwaZulu and Natal Blacks and Whites are faced with the gross
inefficiency of apartheid. Since the Buthelezi Commission
recommendations have been published; we in Inkatha and the EwaZulu
Government paid a great deal of attention to the need to bridge the
gap between Black and White political and administrative wmachinery
at the local and regicnal level. There have been ongoing
..negotiations between KwaZulu and the Natal Provincial Council, and
I am glad to say that there is now consensus between curselves and
. the White administrators of Natal about the necessity of multi-
racial local and regional government. Negotiations have reached
an advanced stage and we are now in a position where we can make a
concrete joint Black/White proposal to the Government. If the
South African Government accepts the proposals we are making, it
“would represent a major breakthrough-in. South African politics.- .

My approach in South African politics is that solutions cannot be
imposed by the Central Government. The very deep-rooted problems
we face as a society have to be solved by the pecple and the

. Government has to reflect the people's will in their situations.
While

it is foolhardy to make predictions in South Africa, I am
relatively optimistic that soconer or later the realities which
underlie the present problems of South Africa, will demand that the
Central Government decentralise the problem-sclving procedures, so
to speak, and permit regional experimentation in the evolution of
the kind of local and regional political machinery which will de-~
. @ascalate race conflicts and violence. What we are doing in
‘'FvaZulu/Natal is “real polteik=." - % 70 S LR T LS
o

A new democratic and free South Africa will not be authored by
street corner violence. It will be authored by men and women in
Black and White society who accept that apartheid has to go and it
has to be replaced with a social and political system which give
both Black and White a meaningful stake in the government of their
country. What we are doing in the KwaZulu/Natal region amcunts to
taking effective and realistic steps towards normalising Socuth
Africa as an industrialised democracy. There is vast support for
the kind of things we are doing. Scouth Africa is not a society
beyond the pale. Black and White are prepared to work together to
find new solutions. The National Party, however, continues to have

L



a stranglenold in politics which stiflss :he.gaoduill which exiszs
in all populaticorn groups. Very considerable groundswell pressuraa
ara building up in White society demanding that the Government face
our problems r2alistically and abandon a narreow  Afrikaner-
ovientated ideclogv in favour of a broad South Africanism.

If there is no hope of succeeding, I would not be doing what I am
doing. The very substantial constituency suppert I enjoy could
make me & very prominent leader amongst those who have opted for
violence. I do what I do becausa the politics of negotiation are
in all reality far more potent as 2 force of change than the
politics of viclence. I do what I do because it can succeed.

When one looks back to the times when sven Forsign Ministers wanted
anly to see me through the back door and now ses the extent to
which people like President Reagan, Mrcs. Margaret Thatcher, and Mr.
Shamir oi Israal, now invite me to see them formally and
officially, we can see how long a road wa have travalled. Having
seen thesze people, I was next invited to Germany in February this
year, where I was again the guest of the government and was
afforded treatment normally only afforded to Heads of State. In
Germany I saw the Pre&sident, Dr. R. von Welzsacker, the Chancellor,
Dr. K. Kohl, the Minister of FPoreign Affairs, Mr. H.D. Genscher,
and the Minister for Econcomic Co-cperation, Dr. G. Warncke. In my
meeting with the Chancellor, Dr. H. Kohl, I =aid:

MEMORANDUM FOR PRESENTATION AT A MEETING WITH THE CHANCELLOR OF
THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY, DR. H. ROHL
BY MANGOFUTHU G. BUTHELEZI, CHIEF HINISTER KWAZULU, PRESIDENT OF
INEATEA AND CHAIRMAMN, THE SOUTH AFRICAN BLACK ALLIANCE
BONN. 18 FEBRUARY 1586

History has thrust a tremendous responsibility on Black leaders in
South Africa. We have to pursue noble objectives in circumstances
which could not be more difficult. My objective is te lead in such
& way that national vecongiliation between race groups is achiaved
during the process of liberating the country from the most hideocus
form of systamatic race oppression known to mankind. I have sest
myself the task ,of leading in such a way that South Africa moves
towards becoming an open. race-fres, industrialised damocracy. I
pursue non-violent tactics and strategies as the only means of
bringing about reconciliation between Black and White, and the only
means of laying the foundations for futurs democracy in
circumstances in which successive ruling National Party goveraments
have employed violenca to maintain apartheid and has therefore for
nearly 40 years been generating counter-viclanca. I lead in a
situation in which my followera in Black constituencies live in
terrible impoverished circumstances where the call t¢ be violent is
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very persuasive.

There will be no overnight victories in South Africa and there will
most certainly not be an overnight leap into a Utopian future. The
Black South African struggle for liberation has now endured for 76
years. It commenced with the Act of Union in 1910 when Great
Britain established Whites as the ruling class. Whitea had
conquered South Africa and spread along its length and breadth to
claim their exclusive right to occupy and to develop more than
three guarters of the country for their own benefit. They not only
developed the economy for their benefit and occupied the majority
of the land, but they alsc claimed the right to exercise
dictatorial power over the millions of indigenous people whom they
had conquered. This is the peosition that a great many Whites still
even today maintain is their right. Under the country's present
constitution they retain final decisicn-making power over 87 per
cent of the country's surface area and therefore over virtually all
its natural rescurces. The present constitution entranches White
decision-making powers over the fiscal policy of the country; over
—its—— transportatiom —system; over the supply of water and
electricity, over the Civil Service, the poclice and armed forcea
and therefore over the country's domestic and foreign pelicy. That
position prevails even today.

Today Black South Africans yho constitute 72 per cent of the total
population have no say whatscever in the appointment or dismissal
of government or in the economic, domestic or foreign policy of the
government. This 72 per cent of the population were not consulted
before the present conatitution was introduced in 1983, nor are
they now being consulted as the constitution's ramifications on the
ground continue to be elaborated. It is not only at the national
level that Blacks are excluded from decision-making. The South
African Government is right now busy dismantling first and second
tier government structures and going ahead with the introduction of
Regional Services Councils without having consulted Blacks. The
system of governing so-called homelands and' Black Local Authority
structures which are now in existence, were prescribed to Blacks by
Whites and they are now being altered by Whites prescriptively.
Right now the Population Registration Act remains in force which
distinguishes between Black and White on the grounds of ethnic
origin. Right now the Group Areas Act remaina in force which
dictates what areas of South Africa are for Whites and what areas
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I mention these specific dimensions of racial oppression because
thus far in all the talk of reform, the Socuth African Government
has given no indication that they will be eliminated or altered.
The hidecusness of apartheid goes much further than these
dimensions, but in today's debate, the relevant observation is that
even if every other hideous aspect of apartheid is eliminated, and
these aspects of apartheid society remain, violence will inevitably
overtake aevery effort to bring about change through neon-viclent
means . That is why I have been estranged from Mr. P.W. Botha and
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that is why I have not found it possible to enter intoc negotiatiocns
with him yet. The day musat come when these fundamentals are seen
to be the stumbling blockas they are. It is then that negotiations
will finally really get off the ground. What we do in the interim
pericd we do to make progress to that point.

The South African State President, Mr. P.W. Botha, when he first
assumed office as Prime Minister, gave the impression that he was
going to be progressive. He made statements in which he was
telling the nation that they had to live, adapt or die, and I
pleaded with the world not to judge him on the performance of his
predecessors and to give him the opportunity to show his worth.
This is the State President's second term of office and it is
becoming increasingly clear that he will disappoint South Africa
and the world. When one reviews the statements he made in his
opening address to Parliament and to statements he made last year,
it is clear that he has not opened the way to making real prograss.
Having heard what he has had to say on a number of occasions, I am
pessimistic about the immediate future. I see no way forward as
things now stand. The Tricameral Parliament remains in force and
it is singularly the biggest stumbling block we have to overcome if
.-pon-viglent change is to proceed. ;

Last year the State President rejected the notion of a unitary
state, whether it be a unitary state with a one-man-ocne-vote system
of government, or whether it be a federal state. This year he
continuea to reject a unitary state. He says he accepts that South
Africa is one country but then he makes that acceptance
meaningless by insisting on the fact that South Africa is a country
of minorities, each of which must have the right of self-
determination. This concept of South African nationhoed is
bizarre. We are either one country or we are not, and if South
Africa is one country, then it must have one parliament. I and
other Black leaders can negotiate about the nature of that
parliament, and we can negotiate about whether we need minority
group protection in addition to the protection of individual
righta. Black leaders, however, with any kind of following will
not negotiate within the framework of the present constitution.
They will not negotiate within the framework of some kind of race
federation and they will not negotiate at all unless there is an
agenda on the negotiating table in which the desirable end product
of negotiations is clearly stated.

I thank you, Mr. 'Chancellor, for receiving the Memorandum I sent to
you before Mr. P.W. Botha visited Germany. The message I sent to
you then, Mr. cChancellor, remains valid. We should continue to
have serious misgivings about Mr. Botha's statesmanship if he can
on the one hand state that apartheid is outdated as he did in his
opening address to Parliament this year, and yet give no indication
that the Population Registration Act and the Group Arsas Act, which
are the two key apartheid Acts, are not to be scrapped.
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Subsequent to the State President's speech to Parliament this year,
a sense of euphoria began developing about the prospects of him
being serious about his commitment to reform, but that ‘this
euphoria remains unjustified has now been clearly shown. When Mr.
Pik Botha, the South African Foreign Minister, indicated that we
can now believe that some time in the future there may well be a
Black President in South Africa, there was a furore in Parliament.
The State President made an unprecedented personal attack on him
and told him that: "Any speculation about a future President is
purely hypothetical... No member of the Cabinet has any right to
compromise the Party in such a way." What kind of negotiations can
take place between Black and White when the mere suggestion that
there may be a Black President some time in the future, provokes
such fierce hostility from the State President.

The kind of evidence which has now come from the State President's
own lipa that he does not have the will to aband the fund tals
of apartheid and that he is not talking about reform leading to the
poasibility of there ever being a Black State President, only plays
inte the hands of those who say that there is nothing left to do
cther than to use violence as a means of bringing about change.

‘T do pot adopt that position. We will in the end succeed in
bringing about fundamental changes through nen-vioclent tactics and
strategies and through therpolitics of negotiation. All I am
saying is that the State President has now set the clocks back. It
appears to mé that the politics of negotiation will have to proceed
despite Mr. P.W. Botha and perhaps only after he has left office.
South Africa just cannot afford the kind of delays Mr. Botha has

.now ‘forced .on us before we begin serious negotiations.. Western .

Governments should as a matter of great wurgency apply every
posaible constructive pressure on the South African State President
to make him move sufficiently forward for negotiations to begin.
The alternative to negotiationa is the escalation of wviclence to
the point where it would be so ghastly that ¢nly the destruction of
the country and all its pecples could follow in its wake.

I exercise wmy leadership in circumstances where the people want
freedom now and are only asking for those things which are
recognised to be theirs by Divine right throughout the Western
civilised world. Pecple demand freedom now in the anger which a
»kifatime .of .terribls oppression, leading to social,. aceonomic and
political deprivation,; produces. In my leadership I have no option
but to employ the anger of the pecple and I do sc as I face other
leaders and other organisations than my own who want to employ the
people's anger to eradicate capitalism and the free enterprise
system and to replace the present system of government with a
Marxist one-Party state. For some of my political opponents,
reform - even reform Jjudged to be very meaningful by Western
governments -~ threatens their interests. Not only do I have to
lead in a situvation where the State employs massive violence which
generateas counter-violence, and not only do I have to lead South




Africa towards an open, democratic, industrial society of the kind
which can take its rightful place in the Western hemisphere of
industrial interests, but I also do so in circumstances where every
gain I make threatens those who want to establish a socialist one-
Party state. I lead in circumstances in which some Blacks who
should be fighting side by side with me for a free, open:
democratic future South Africa, are in fact turned against me.

Internecine Black/Black conflict in South Africa has risen to

terrible heights. Because the ANC Mission in Exile has failed to

make any kind of real progress in the armed struggle which it has

waged for 25 years, it is now resorting to fermenting conflict and

viclence and to make the country ungovernable by destroying the.
economy and annihilating all Black leaders whe are not committed

with them in the wiclent tactics and strategies of their choice.

I do not add to these words the statement: "Woe is to me because I
am undone." I add to these statements that I have
considerable progress because the immensity of my task
immenaity of the difficulties I face are immensities which

have to be faced in a life an death situation. Imperatives drive
me and millions of other Black South Africans to continue striving
for noble ends. We do not have the option of choosing an easier
way.— Among Black South Africans I am not alene, nor am I even in
the minority as I pursue my eima and objectives.

Inkatha is the largest Black political movement ever to have
emerged in the history of South Africa. Inkatha has now over one
million card-carrying paid-up members. No Black leader has ever
gathered the constituency support in Black South Africa which I
today enjoy. This massive membership of Inkatha is dominated
numerically by peasants and workers. It has branches scattered
across the length and breadth of the country and it is aa
representative of Blacks in urban areas as it is of Blacks in rural
arsas. It is as representative of the old.as it is of the young.
Inkatha's Youth Brigade is the largesat youth organisation ever to
have emerged in the history of the country. Its Women's Brigade is
the largest women's brigade ever to have emerged in the history of
the country.

Inkatha is intensely democratic. Its supreme authority is the

Anmual -Generxl Comference where policies are. determined and where .

tactica and strategies are accepted and rejected. Inkatha's
leadership is elected by its ordinary members. At branch, regional
and national levels Inkatha's representatives are chosen by the
people, and its Annual General Conference is a conference of
representatives chosen to be there by the people. 1 never ever
speak for myself on public issues. I reflect only that which
Inkatha's membership has endorsed. There is nothing that I have
said today which does not have the solid endorsement of Inkatha.
The point I am making is that when Black South Africans are given
the freedom to choose and are _given democratic machinery through




which to exercise their choicea, and through which to determine
tactics and strategies in the Black struggle for liberation,
choices are made which make a mockery of the media representation
of my leadership in South Africa.

History has intertwined Black and White destinies in South Africa.
We have a shared destiny which demands a shared responsibility now
batween Black and White. Inkatha is a Black organisation, led by
Blacks doing a Black job of work because disenfranchised Black
Scuth Africa needs to be organised into a disciplined achievement- .
orientated constituency. This does not mean that Inkatha is
alienated from White Scuth Africa, and from Indians and Coloureds
in South Africa. Mr. Chancellor, it is in humility that I say that
I have very considerable constituencies amongst Whitea, Indians
and Coloureds. Institutionalised politics hides this fact in the
political market-place. The Nadaraja Award from the Indian Academy
of South Africa was bestowed on me last year by the Indian
community. Last year the influential Financial Mail declared me to
be Man of the Year and the Pretoria Press Club has declared me to
be Newsmaker of the Year. I make these points, Mr. Chancellor as I
say in humility, to plead with you to recognise that there is a
decency running right through all South Africa's population groups

- which is ever-increasingly rallying around any leadership which
like mine pursues noble ends and pursued the politics of national
reconciliation.

.

However hideous the ruling Wational Party's policies have been in
the past; however hideous the basic political facts are in South

- =-.Afpica today, . there is a great yearning amongst South Africans in
all population groups for a normalised society. There is a
yearning to translate the total ic interdepend batween
Black and White into political interdependence. In many instances,
those who yearn for decency blunder in attempting to achieve it,
but there is, failures notwithstanding, a great reservoir of

. goodwill between people of different races, "colours and creeds who
are ready to support moves towards making South Africa a wholesome
society.

There is a groundswell demand for change in South Africa, and this

makes it so tragic that the State President, Mr. P.W. Botha, who
- -DA8  gone  fucther than any of his predeceasors in  recognising
aparthaid to be outdated and racognxsinq the need for change, and
who has pointed his feet in the direction of statesmanship and has
perhaps even taken a step in that direction in his opening address
to Parliament this year still falters, instead of boldly moving
forward to become a great historical figure for future generationa.

I have been greatly heartened during the last year by the evidence
that Western Governments have begun to perceive the power which ia
evolving in the centre fiald of South African politics. When I had
personal discussions with President Reagan in January last year and
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when I had personal discussions with Mrs. Margaret Thatcher and
with Me. Shimon Peres, I could see that these heads of government
were making reappraisals of the South African situation, and were
encouraged by evidence of South African decency emerging in centre
fiald pelitics. My present visit to Germany further encourages me
that you, Sir, and your Government alsoc do so.

I set great store by what the German Government thinks because I
have a profound respect for the German people. I believe that in
Germany there is a growing percepticn that South Africans need to
rally together to reconatruct their country and to build a new
future. After the Second World War, Germany showed the world what
a resolute pecple can do to transcend the ravages of war and to
unite as a nation. We desperately need national unity in South
Africa. If we do not make a natiocnal effort now to bring about
meaningful change, we will be gquite incapable of making a national
affort after change to make change meaningful to ordinary pecple.

More than half of all Black South Africans are 15 years old and
younger. A huge population bulge many millions strong is moving
towards the Scuth African market place. There is a vast backleg in
Black education and there are vast backlogs in Black housing, Black
health and welfare services and these backlogs exist in a situation
in which there is vast Black under-employment and unemployment.
Whoever governs in the future will need vast national resources
with which to wipe out these backlcgs. If we do not achieve

national reconciliation in the proceas of liberating South Africa,
and if liberation dces not result in national reconciliation, we
will not be able to make the national effort to reconstruct South
African society that millions of young South Africans now demand we
do.

1 do not make an ideclogical statement when I say that not only do
we have to achieve our liberation and in the process bring about
national reconciliation, but I say also that we have to liberate
South Africa and in the process lay the foundations for a very
phenomenal growth of the economy. Qurs is a situvation in which we
just dare not ignore the economic realities which surround us.
History has locked us intc a north/south global axis and the South
African economy can only grow as vigorously as it is imperative
., .that it.grows, if there is a continuous flow of Western investments
‘and the technolegy and management skills that these investments
bring with them.,

At the ocutset of this Memorandum, Sir, I pointed to the fact that
some of the most horrendous aspects of apartheid now present in
South Africa have not been addressed as problems by the South
African Government. Every constructive diplomatic pressure that
can be brought on Pretoria should be brought to bear on the
Government of Scuth Africa. But more importantly, every possible




= assistance should be given to the political forces working for

¥ change in the centre field of South African politics. Black

®  bargaining power can be significantly increased by Western
endeavours to stimulate the growth of the South African economy and
to provide humanitarian aid to the victims of apartheid.

.The ANC Mission in Exile has observer status at the Organisation of
African Unity and at the United Naticns. In many capitals in the
West, voices denying the utility of centre field political forces
are heard and acclaimed as Western Governments and Western agencies
express their abhorrence of apartheid and acclaim those who are
most vaciferous in their condemnation of it, whether or not they
have a utility in the process of bringing about non-violent tactiecs
and strategies inside South Africa. There is in the West a kind of
dangerous romanticism about freedom fighters and there is also in
the West, a sympathy for the politics of violent proteat in South
Africa. Centre field forces which must ultimately salvage our
country from the ruins of apartheid and stave off the threats of
destructive viclence, are devalued by this romanticism and
misplaced sympathy.

I have never asked Western Governments to help Inkatha and tha
EwaZulu Government againat those who oppose us inside South Africa.
I. always  warn <against Western intecference in the emergence of
Black democratic forces. Black South Africans themselves muat
decide by whom they want to be led, and they themselves must decide
what organisations they want to support. All I ever appeal for is
assistance to any Black South African group which pursues aims and
objectives and uses tactics and strategies which accord with values
which are hallowed in the West. I ask for a careful assessment of
whether my leadership and the aims and objectives of Inkatha, and
the tactics and strategies we employ, merit recognition by the West
as positive and worthy of diplomatic, moral and material support.
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MWr. Speaker, 3Sir, #Hdoncurable Membera, it is indeed gracifying to
knew that our voice is peing heard in the capitals of the woarld.
What we in this House do and what we de in Inkatha, what we stand
for and the role we play in the struggle for liberation, is
recognised by President Reagan, rs. Thatcher, Mr. Shamir and Dr.
Kohl, as Heads of State, and by such prominent statesman as Mr.
Jacques Chirac, the now Prime Minister of France who invited me to
Paris i{for a discussion in October last year. We are not as
isclaced from the internaticnal community as we were sScome Yyears
ago. These trips to confer with Presidents and Prime Ministers are
vital for what we are doing, and vical for Black South Africa. I
am at times tempted to be amused, despite the gravity of the
situation, by the way the media reports the few visirs that Souzh
Africans have made to Lusaka to speak with the ANC Mission in

Exile. One simply has to compare the number of businessmen, both

national and international, during the course of my workday yeact,
wich cthe South African and international businessmen who visicaed
Lusaka Gto speak to dr. Oliver Tambo, to get a glimpse of praess
bias. The ANC HMisaicn in Exile is cock-a~-hoop because some
businessmen went to apeak to tham. from Radia Freedom they
broadcast on the 8 February 1386 the following words:

"...Today, the central role of ocur organisation, the ANC, has
been acknowledged by both friends and foes alike. Last year
we witnessed talks between our organisation and a group of
busingssmen led by Gavin Relly [chairman of che Anglo-Amasrican
Corperation] and another of so-called cpposition peliticians
led Oy Dr. wan 2yl Slabbert. Their visit te Zambia to mest
the ANC was an admiasion on their parc that che ANC holds tha
main key toc the solution of the prcblems facing our countcy
today and that nothing that Botha can do or omit to do will
ever remove the importance of the role of our ANC..."

I have to turn down requests to see important busineassmen,
financiers and entreprensurs, because no matter how importanc I
regard discussions with them, it is just not possible for me to fit
them all in in my very schedules. Every time somebody trots off to
Lusaka, it makes national headlines in Scuth Africa in at times
deliberats attempts to create scme kind of ANC esuphoria. Thare is
a miscnnceptionl which reports on these visits are beginning to
establish as though they were facts. Media reports talk of cthe
Teasonableness, the gentlemanliness, and believe it or not, evan
the moderation of members of the National Executive of the ANC
Mission in Exile.

tr. Speaker, Sir, you have known me as longer than most members of
this House, #Mr. 3Speaker, all know me. You are all, Mr. Speaker,
aware of cthe extent to which I have always held ocut my hand in

friendship to the Mission in Exile, and to other Black political
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groups. ¥You all Anow my whole lifes i3 committed to furtharing the
politics of negotiation. Dialogue is an essential ingredient in
nagotiations. I have nothing against dialogue; I am all for it.
Everybody 3hould speak to everybeody more frequantly. I have. no
quarrel with dialogue. It is cthe peolitical gaias deviously
motivated and dangerously used which I object to in reports about
thoses visiting Lusaka. Reports about these visics and press
stataments by the visitors when they return are not designed tao
pursue dialogue. They are designed to gain political advantage.
They are part of the battle for minds which is raging in thia
country. Only very recently, Mr. Speaker, we had a very clear
wxample of what I am talking about.

Mr. Enos Habuza went t£3 Lusaka and on nis arrival, according to
reports by Zambian newspapers, Mr. Mabuza declared his support for
tha ANC Miseion in Exile, and stabbed me in the back. on his
raturn he turned to stab me in the back. The following is a report
datelined Lusaka which was published in Ilanga in the Maréh 6-8
1986 edition:

"The Inyandza Hational Hovement of KaNgwane which is led by
Chief Encs Mabuza, the Chief Minister of Kadgwane has embarked
on preparactions for terminating its membership of the
Alliance, the Scuth African Black Alliance (SABA) which is led
by Chief Mangosuthu Buthelezi, the Chief Minister of KwaZulu
wha 'ia alsc the President of Inkatha. This was revealed by
Chief Mabuza at his meeting with ANC leaders in Lusaka at che
week=-end. The SABA is an organisation which was established
at Ulundi in 1973 when the Indian Aeform Party, the Caoloured
Labour Party, Inkatha and Inyandza came together to form it.
The <first set-back which this organisation suffered was in
1983 when the Labour Party of Rev. Allan Hendrickse withdrew
£2 go and join the White Tricameral Parliament under the
Pratoria Government.

Chief Mabuza also revealed that Inyandza did not pay its
subscription fees to the South African Slack Alliance for this

yaar. 'That alone is evidence that we are no longer preparced
te continue our membership of this organisation,' said Chisf
Mabuza.

He qguickly clarified, however, that as of now they have not
sent any Wwritten notification of their withdrawal from tha
Seuth African Black Alliance. He said they are in the process
of doing that. 2

!
Chief Mabuza said Inyandza's dissatisfaction with the policy
which they saw being pursued by this organisaticn started in
1933 wnen the South African Black Alliancve issued statements
cendemning the entire Coloured community because of the Rav.
Hendrickse's decision to join the tricameral parliament in
which there are White, Indians and Coloursds.




Chief Mabuza said that disturbed him because he did not see
the nead to blame all the Coloureds for one man's faul:.

'The second thing which made Inyandza to realise that thay had
to withdraw from the South African Black Alliance was what
happeaned at its mescing in September last year, when it became
clear to us that Chief Buthelezi had embacked on a campaign of
fighting with the ANC, which he was doing cn behalf of all of
us,' continued Chief Mabuza.

He sa2id they could not zake that action as Inyandza. ‘e saw
it as contrary to what we believe in, which is that it is the
ANC who are the genuine leaders of the Black masses.'"...

This Mr. Speaker is not evidence of dialogue. It is evidence of
pcliticking; it is evidence of conniving; it is evidence of back-
stabbing; it is evidence that the ANC Mission in Exile use avery
discussion in Lusaka as an opportunity yet again to be divisive.
Visitors there are told that I am a political leper and every
opportunity 1s used to isclate me and Inkatha and you, Mr. Speaker,
and you Honourable Members, from the rest of Black Scuth Af-ica.

I had to respond to Mr. Mabuza's statements and issued thae
following Press Statement on the § March 1985:

"Mc. Enos Mabuza has returned from Lusaka whers he had
discussions with the African Mational Congress Mission in
Exile and ne has now emoarked on a programme of bold talk. He
says he wants co withdraw Inyandza from the South African
8lack Alliance and he gives as an excuse for doing so that I
as Chairman of SABA blame all the Colouced pecple when the
Labour Party joined the Tricameral Parcliament, He also
alleges that I attacked the ANC Mission in Exile. He says the
ANC Mission in Exile is representative of ctha 3 ...ty of the
pecple of this country and he complains that in SABA meetings
I attacked chem in the name of che peogle.

Mr. Habuza knows what he is doing when he speaks like this.
de Knows that e i3 delicerately trying to discredit nme. He
is Ebeing divisive and he is attempting to set my Coloured
brothers and sisters against me and is attempting to discredit
me in the eyes of Black South Africa by saying that it is I
who actack .the ANC Mission in Exile. I need tg set the record
straight.

'
I did not seek to establish the South African Black Alliance.
It was Mr. ¥.S. Chinsamy, the leader of the Razform Party, and
the then leader of the Coloured Party, Hc. Sonny Laon, who
approachied me to sat up the South African Black Alliance. Mr.
Mabuza subsequently scught the inclusion of Inyandza in SABA.
I did not run around wooing him or anybody else. He now talks
as cthough he needs to disassociate himself from SA3A. Every
Black South African knows that he is doing so because he has
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been intimidaced by the acts of viclence which the ANC
Mission in Exils has orchestrated in Xalgwane. It was oaly
after the 2xplosions which wrecked his Department of Education
building and an assassination attempt was made against him,
that he picked up his bags and trotted off to Lusaka liks a
good little boy to sue for peace.

As the saying goes - "He is covering his back." The price he
now has to pay to keep the ANC Mission in Exile off his back
is to villify ma.

Mr. Mabuza knows that my hand of friendship has always been
held ocut towards the ANC Mission in Exile. He knows that it
i= chey who attack me, and not I who attack them. He knows
that all I do is wipe the mud from my face that they sling at
me . He knows that in broadcast after broadcast they villify
me in the wvilest of language and that in their official
publications they denigrate me. Mr. Mabuza knows that thay
continue this attack against me through their surrogates
organisation, the United Democratic Front, and their surrogate
trade union organisation, the Congress of Scuth African Trade
Unicns. Mc. Mabuza has now joined that company and he is
trotting out che cliche 'phrases which he has so obviously
learnt from Lusaka.

Mr. Habuza is only now publicly talking about leaving _SARA_
When the South African Government moved to incorporate
Hadgwane and the Ingwavuma District into Swaziland, it was
Inkacha which fought ir. Mabuza's battles for him. It was
inkatha whizh took the Government to Courc and it was our
Supreme Court and Appellate Division victories which allowed
¥r. Mabuza to remain an in KaNgwane. Aftec he had benefited
from Inkatha's strengti, he was attacked by the ANC Mission in
Exile. He then quivered and shook and did not attend thne SABA
meeting in September last year. He said rather lamely that
he was too busy te attend. Wea then asked that he send a lower
rung delegation. He did not do so, nor did he explain why he
did not do so. SABA met and we issued an unpublished
rasolutien condemning this kind of conduct.

I have never attacked Mr. Mabuza. He is a relatively small boy
in politics. I was prepared to take him by the hand and help
him get to his feet, politically speaking, and I now do not
attack Mr. Mabuza. There is a battle for minds going on in
South Africa and all I am doing is setting the recorzd
straight, lest ordinary pecple become confused.

Politically speaking, I have never needed Mr. Mabuza. I have
only been concerned about Black unity. I was concerned to
bring in the light-weights as well as the heavy-weights in
every endeavour I was making to foster Black unity. Mr.
Mabuza is now being used as a divisive instrument.

I have not vanished because the ANC Mission in Exile has

stabbed wme in the back. I have not vanished because the
Labcur Party stabobed me in the back. I have not vanished
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because Dikwakwentla has stabbed me in the back. I certainly
will not vanish now because Mr. Mabuza adds his little scratch
to these wounds.

If Mr. MHaobuza believes that the ANC Mission in exile with him
trocting aleng behind it can resolve the problems of South
Africa without me and the Zulu peocple he is free to day-dream,
but then he should have the courage to admit that this is what
he s doing and that he went to Lusaka simply to hedge his
bets. If he feels safer having broken away from the South
African Black Alliance, then he must do so by all means, but
he will fool nobody about why he is deing it.

For him to give noble reasons now for his acts of political
cowardice is just too much for Black South Africa to swallow.
When he now lamely says that he wants to withdraw from SABA
because I blamed all the Coloured pecple for the behaviour of
the Labour Party, he is talking poppycock.

In Octoper 1983 as I campaigned against a Yes vote in the
Referandum % said, speaking about the proposed naw
constitution: "It is rejected by a substantial proportion of
Whites, Indians and Coloureds and it is rejected in ics
antirety by 72 per cent of South Africana who are Africans."
After tne Whites hnad endorsed the new constitucion, in
November I opened the Labour Party Conference in Eshowe on the
3 Januvary 1983, In speaking about possible Coloured ana
Indian participation in the new constitution, I quoted the
findings of twe surveys done - one by Professor Schlemmer and
one by the Human Sciences Research Council. I said: "In the
Schlemmer poll, over six out of every ten Coloured people did
not believe that the proposals went far enocugh, and nearly six
out of ten said they would vote against the proposals as they
stood. Only one gquarter of Coloured pecple and just over cne-
third of Indian pecple said that they would positively vote
for the proposals as they stood."” If I blamed all the
Coloured peopls of South Africa for the Labour Party's entry
into the Tricameral Parliamentary arrangement, it would have
made nonsense out of the statement I myself made prisr to the
Labour Party's decision to do s=o.

After che Labour Party had decided to enter into =the new
arrangement I issued a press statement in which I severely
criticised cthe Labour Party for what it had done. I said:
"Having established formal political links with Africans, the
Labour Party in a shock move has now elected to co-operate
wich Whites and to take up the second-class citizenship which
has been pffered to them." I blamed the Labour FParty not
Coloured people. In August 1984 in an address to a Prayer
Meeting in the Durban City Hall, I said: "I wish to pay
tribute to those of our Indian and Coloured brothers and
sisters who have withstood the pressure which Pretoria has
exerted and who have been bold enough to reject this mammech
fraud. It would be wrong for us not to pay this tribute to
their sterling qualities. We cannot blame all our Indian and
Coloured brothers and aisters for the sina of those who have
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3cld their sculs and in the process betrayed us.” Mr. Mabuza
has known me and he knows that these are the kind of things I
say. It is malicious slander now for him to say that he now
wants to withdraw from SABA becauss I blame all the Colcured
pecple for the behaviour of the Labour Parcty.

I do not blame all Blacks of Swazi extraction because of Mr.
Mabuza's political cowardice. I do not blame all members of
Inyandza for Mr. Mabuza's behaviour. I hold cut the hand of
friendanip to Black South Africans whatever pelicical
organisations they choose to join or attempt te lead. Wa
cannot afford internecine Black strife. It usurps the power
of the people. Mr. Mabuza must go and sit guietly under =2
tree somewhere where che ANC Mission in Exile cannot see him
and think quietly for a while what he is doing to the cause of
Black unity."

Honourable Members will, I am sure, understand why it is important
that I continue travelling abroad to carry Black Seuth African
voices there. The ANC Misaion in Exile has a vast propaganda
machine working for them in the Western world. They have offices
scattered around the continent, in Britain and MNorth America,
Australia, Africa and elsevhere. They have a permanent
reprasentative at the United Mations and chey have a roving staff
which attends international conferances, OAU meetings and meetings
of non-aligned countries. Wherever they go they spread
misrepresentationa about South Africa. The battle for minds which
is raging in this country has echoes everywhere in the world.

We suffer terrible disadvantages as we campaign to be heard abroad.
The ANC Missicn in Exile not only spends millions of rand en the
upkeep of their offices and the activitiss of Ffull-time staff
members, but they have a wide range of anti-apartheid fronts and
Church groups working to spread their propaganda. The amount of
resources that we devote to combatting this widespread slandering
of me, the KwaZulu Legislative Assembly and Inkatha, is pitifully
meagre when measured against the desperate need there is to combat
this slander for the sake of South Africa itself.

I will, dr. Speaker, return to the gquestion of the propaganda
levelled against us later. I am here simply mentioning the ANC
Mission in Exile's propaganda work to emphasise the need that there
is for me to continue travelling abroad. And I am also emphasising
that the fact that the President of the United States invited me to
see him; that the Prime Minister of Great Britain has invited me to
See her; cthat the Prime Minister of Israel has invited me to see
him; that the Chancellor of the West German Government has invited
me to see him, and the newly elected Prime iMiiis:ec of France, Mr.
Jacques Chirac invited me to Parish last year as Mayor of Paris and
leader of the Gaullist Party, to discuss South Africa's problems
with him, despite the malicious propaganda that is levelled against
me in every capital of the world by people who should be my
brothers and siscters in the struggle, underwrites the statement
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that these invitations are indicators of growing international
recognition where it matters most - at Government level and Head of
State level.

I believe Mrs. Margaret Thatcher heard what I had to say. At the
Commonwealth meeting in Barbades in October last year she fought a
couragsous pattle to keep the Commonwealth's leaders' feet on the
ground. She 1is a hard-headed pragmatist who sees no utility in
becoming hysterical about apartheid and embarking oa actien
designed to give glory to internaticnal indignation about
apartheid, regardless of whether or not the action hurts the real
victims of apartheid deeply.

I balance this statement, Mr. Speaker, with the assurance to
Westerners that I greatly appreciate the tremendous amount of
genuine thoughtful indignacion which apartheid has aroused in
their minds and hearts. I am not maligning indignation. Mrc.
Speaker, Honourable Members, in saying what I have said. I,
however, am more aware than mest of the extent to which this
indignation so genuinely felt is used by our brothers and sisters
in exile, and by a great variety of self-appointed celebrity
leaders in this country, as pelitical weapons to be hurled in their
party political fawvour.

When the ANC Mission in Exile campaigns for the complete economic
isclacion of South Africa, they do so in calculated attempts to
utilise Western indignation in support of tactics and strategies
which are abhorrent to the Western conscience. When the ANC
Mission in Exile sidles up to scme of our clergymen to encourage
them to support disinvestment, they proclaim the nobility of the
tactics and strategies they are employing, and sc step by step they
encourage the disinvestment lobby to grow. They do it for their
sakes; they do it for the sake of their organisation. A number of
very horrible parallels are emerging between the ANC Mission in
Exile and apartheid bosses. One of the deep tragedies of this
country is cthat successive Hational Party governments have been
quite incapable of discinguishing between what is geed for South
Africa and what is good for the Party. They have egquated the two.
The Party has always been put before Scuth Africa and this is
exactly what the ANC Mission in Exile is doing. It is equating
support for the Mission in Exile with patrictiam.

Western heads of State are subjact to tremendous preasures in their
own societies which are generated by the Mission in Exile's
propaganda endeavours. Everywhere I go, Western Heads of State
have to deal with lobbies that they join in the clamour for
disinvestment, and join in the clamour for moral suppert for the
Mission in Exile. Western countries are democratic countries and L
want, Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members, to have it recorded that I
deeply appreciate the moral calibre of President Reagan who has
survived intense Party political pressures which have been brought
Lo bear on him in recent years. These pressures are attempting to
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beat President Reagan with the apartheid stick. They are not
attempting to do so, #r. Speaker, Honourable Members, far your
sakaes. A wvery substantial amount of debate in the United States
about disinvestment amounts to no more than attempts to discredit
President Reagan's constructive engagement policy £for American
Party political purposes. Mr. Speaker, I perceive President Reagan
as having actually paid a price in Party political terms because he
stands by his principles.

I see Mrs. Hargaret Thatcher as having stood by her principles at
the Commonwealth Conferaence. When I saw her in London, I said to
her:

"I as a 8lack political leader in South Africa am aware of the
role that  the British Government played to end hestilities
between Black and White in Zimbabwe. I am aware, Madam Prime
Minister, that it was your Cabinet which pursued tha
diplomatic endeavours which led to the Lancaster House
negociations. lack South Africa regards it as a very
considerable achievement, and it has encouraged us to think
that Briczish diplomacy, which has accumulated its own
distinctive nature over the centuries, remains a vital force
in the Western world which could yet play a distinctive role
in South Afcica. I do not draw naive parallels betwaen what
was required in Zimbabwe to bring about a cessation of
hostilities and what is now required in South Africa to bring
about the de-escalation of violence and the promoticn of the
politics of diplomacy. Hor am I ignoring the constitutional
role, and the role in international law, within which British
diplomacy brought about a settlement in Zimbabwe. I am simply
referring to the wvalue of Britain as an honest broker in
international diplomacy and I am expressing faith that Britain
could fulfill the role of an honest broker in Scuth Africa and
between South Africa and the West."

Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members, I am not being presumptucus when I
aay that my volce was heard, but in Mrs. Thatcher's closing address
to the Commonwealth Conference, she said: "When I went to the
Commonwealth Summit in Lusaka in 1979, there was a feeling that now
was the time to get a negotiation going (on Zimbabwe). I feel that
the time is now with South Africa, but I must be frank, my way is
the way of negotiation, it is the way which has succeeded in the
past and I hope, and believe, it will not be rejected by this great
meeting."® '

Mr. Speaker, Sir, Mrs. Margaret Thatcher toock a strong stand at the
Commonwealth meeting and were it not for her, the Commonwealth
would almost certainly have supported a strong sanctions package
deal against South Africa. Hers was the moderating veoice; hers was
the voice of realism; hers was the plea net to prejudice the
prospects of change coming through negotiation.
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Prior to the Commonwealth Conference there was a great deal of
speculation about whether or not its Members would leave the
Conference with a Commonwealth demand that Heads of State impose
2anctions against South Africa when they returned home. Mrs.
Thatcher's pragmatism won the day and a compromise solution was
adopted ia terms of which a group of Eminent Persons from the
Commonwealth was constituted and mandated to visit South Africa ta
explore prospects of changes taking place here through nen-vislent
means and through the politics of negotiation. The persons who
wers reguested Lo serve in this group are: former Australian Prime
#linister Malcolm Fraser, General Olusegun Obasango, the former Head
of State in Nigeria, Dame Hita Barrow, a president of the World
Council of Churches, Dr. Kenneth Xaunda President of Zambia, Indian
Prime Minister Mr. Ghandi, Canadian Prime Minister Mr. Hulroney,
and dr. Bob Hawke, the Australian Prime Minister.

Of cthess people President #aunda and Prime Hinister Ghandi have
Supported comprehensive sanctions against our country for some time
now, and Mr. Mulroney and Mr. Hawke have supported selective
sanctions. The World Council of Churches not only supperts
sanctions but also supports tha armed struggle. These people are
influencial in this group, and esvery South African must recognise
the extent to which thes group has come here predispossd to advise
that comprehensive econcmic sanctions against Scuth Africa are
necessary. I think it is important for our country that whesabhev
are here, they hear the genuine Black South African voice and are
made to understand that comprehensive sanctions against Souch
Africa is not supported by the poorest of the poor who are the real
victims of apartheid.

#r. Speaker, Honourable Members, I had the opportunity of meeting
scme of the Members of the Eminent Persons Group who visited South
Africa. This House must, I think Mr. Speaker, take the visit of
these peoples very sericusly. We know that nobedy is going to come
from abroad to fight our battles for us. It is we here on the
ground who wage the real struggle, but it is rank foolishness which
can ignore the fact that our political enemies have been morally
and materially supported from abroad. Both here and ocutside South
Africa, they make svery attempt to get the Eminent Persons Group to
call for stringent economic measures against South Africa. I would
therefore like to share with Honourable Members, Mr. Speaker, what
I said to General Obasanjo, Mr. Malcolm Praser, Dame Nita Barrow,
Hde. Singh, Lord Barbour and Mr. John Malewela, who were the advance
group of the Eminent Perscns Group, when I saw them in Jaohannesburg
on the 10 March 19®6:

"The three members of the Commonwealth Eminent Perscns Group and
other members in their party now visiting South Africa must by now
havea had relatively wide exposure to this councry. They would by
now have seen the horrors of apartheid. Wnat they have seen could
only confirm that apartheid is the most systematised form of race
discrimination practised in the world and that the violence with
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which it has been maintained has understandably produced counter-
violence and opposition to it. The vioclence which has erupted in
Black South Africa is a mere tip of the iceberg of the anger which
is there in the hearts and minds of all Black South Africans. We
are all angry and our anger heightens our perception that something
needs to be done now te eradicate apartheid. We are therefore all
heartened by the Commenwealth's concern for what is happening in
South Africa, and we are-encouraged in our struggle for liberation

: by the calling into being of the Eminent Persons Group.

We applaud the Commonwealth statement issued after the meeting in
the Bahamas. We agree that the South African Government's refusal
to dismantle apartheid must be addressed as a burning issue by the
international community. We applaud tha Commonwealth statement:

"We are united in the belief that reliance on the range of
pressures adopted so far has not resulted in the fundamental
changes we have sought over many vears."

"The growing crisis and intensifiad repression in South Africa

means that apartheid must be dismantled now if —a —greater

tragedy is to be averted, <that concerted pressure must be
brought to bear to achieve that and. We consider that the
situation calla for urgent practical steps.”

Black Socuth Africa applauds what must be regarded as the minimal
demands that the Commonwealth nations are making, viz to ask chat
the South African Government:

1. Declare that the system of apartheid will be dismantled
and specific and meaningful action taken in fulfillment
of that svent:

b Terminate the existing state of emergency:’

3. Release immediately and unconditionally MNelson Mandela
and all others imprisoned and detained for their
opposition te apartheid:

4. Establish political freedom and specifically 1lift the
existing ban on the Afrrican Natioral Congress and other
political parties;

5. Initiate, in the context of a suspension of viclence on
all sides, a process of dialogue across lines of colour,
politics and religion, with a view to establishing non-

racial and representative government.

I particularly applaud the wisdom of the added statement in talking
about the erection of structures of democracy in South Africa: "The
latter, in particular, demands a process of dialegue involving tne
trus representatives of the majority population of South Africa.
We beliave that we must do all we can towards that process, while
recognisinn that the forms of political settlement in South Africa
are for he pecple of cthat country = all the pecple - to
determine. If the Commonwealth can azaiat in doing this, its role



will go down in history as noble. It must however be bluntly said
that if Commonwealth action compounds the problems we face in this
country, however good intentioned that acticn may have been, it
would have been better for the C vealth countries to have
continued participating in the "reliance on the range of pressures
adopted so far® which have "not resulted in the fundamental changes
wa have sought over many years." The Commonwealth has now stepped
into an arena of near intractable problems. They have stepped inte
a crisis situation, where there are nc simple ways of achieving
noble ends.

I make the point that if Scuth Africans of all race groups do not
become reconciled during the proceas of liberation this country
from apartheid, we will not easily be reconciled after the
eradication of apartheid and we will not be able to make the
national effort whicn will be needed to translate political
victories into victories for the people which benefit them in their
daily lives. South Africa is unlike other African countries where
White minorities, waich were composed mostly of ex-patriates,
.could choose either to leave the liberated country, or teo be
assimilated in a new society. The challenge we face in this
country as Blacks is to make Whites participants in change. While
they refuse to be participants in change, the upward spiralling of
violence will not be broken.

The Commonwealth statement said: "...We believe it to be our duty

.. to leave nothing undone that.might contribute to peaceful change in
South Africa and aveoid the dreadful prospect of wviolent conflict
that looms over South Africa, threatening pacple of all races in
the country, and tne peace and stability of the entire Scuthern
African regien.” The Commonwealth countries in this statement
delimitate the xind of action which the Eminent Persons Group
should be taking. The Commonwealth did not commit itself to do
what it can to further the armed =truggle in this countey. They
did not commit themseives to making Seouth Africa ungovernable
through the use of internal viclence.

@ s 2 democrat I believe that the people of South Africa have the
right tc choose their own means of liberating this country. Itis
net organisations which have that righet. It is a pecple's right,
and that is wiy I have always called for the freeing of Nalsen
Mandela and other political prisecners, and for the unbanning of the

ANC and other organisations. Until such time as these
organisations have been unbanned, and their leaders have besn sec
frae, Black Scuth Africans, and South Africans of any other race

group for that matter, are not free £o chocse who should laad them
and what tactlcs and strategies should be employed Eto eradicate
apartheid for the scourge that it is.

Bannings, jailings, intimidacicn, detention without trial, have all
been used by successive South African Hational Party Governments to
fragment the Black pody politic in this country. These hings
have been used to violate the moat fundamental of all politiecal
rights - the freedeom of asscciation.

Commonweal calls for dialegue irvelving “the true




representatives of the majority Black population of South Africa.”
Those true representatives cannot be established by the media, nor
can they be established by popular sentiment in Africa and the
international community. True leaders must be indicated by the
pecple of South Africa themselves.

I vyearn for the day when Nelson Mandela and other leaders are free
either to stand on the same platform a5 I stand, or to atand on
platforms to oppose me. The people need to be presented with
alternatives and it is the people whe must decide on alternatives.
It is dangerous politics to presume what the people would deo in
some future hypothetical ecircumstance.

It is because I have these perceptions that I have made more

perscnal representationa to successive South African Prime

Ministers, and now more latterly to the State President, than

anyons else for the release of Nelson Mandela and other jailed

leaders. Mr. Mandela knows this to be the case. He knows I am not

in wpolitics to denigrate him, and that is why he wrote to me as
! recently as the 10 December last year in the following words:

Chief Mangosuthu Buthelezi Certified mail
PO Ulundi

KwaZulu

3838 < e e

II 220/82: NELSON MANDERA
Jear Shenge, Mndlunkulu and family

Your warm message of goodwill and support contributed
tremendously Gto my speady and complete recovery, and
gave me much strength and joy. I shake your nand and
very warmly!l

Very sincerely
MADIBA

Pollsmoor Maximum Prison
Private Bag XX, Tckai 7966

Leading spokesmen in the African National Mission in exile, the
United Democratic Freont and AZAPO do not talk about Mr. HNelson
Mandela and myself in the vein which would encourage peocpla to
anticipate this kind of letter. I am making the point that media
representations and statements £y cppositisn spokesmen could give
rise to impressions which will be radically altered once 8lack
Scuth Africans are put in a position in which they can chosse their
own leaders and acclaim or reject the tactics and strategies which
are so glibly proncunced on by the media and foreign coservers.

I believe the Commonwealth Eminent Perscns Group needs to establish
its own frame of references about what is desirable fcr a future
Scuth Africa and then to lock at the kind of tactics and strategias
which are more likely te bring about that desired sad. I sincerely
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hoepe that thia preliminary trip and the subsequent visit of the
full Eminent Persens Group will result in hard-headed and down-to-
earth assessments. They will need these assessments if burning
indignation which gave rise to the formation of the group is geing
to be made meaningful on the ground to ordinary South Africans.

When we look at the future of South Africa, it behoves us to be
prudent because the lives of 30 million pecple are invelved in
South Africa alone and many more millions of lives are involved
beyond our borders. Of the something like 24 million Black Socuth
Africans over 12 million of them are 15 years old and younger. The
majority of Blacks live in despesrate poverty. Millions of them
live in abject poverty and sguallor. There are vast backlegs in
Black housing and in the provision of educaticnal and soccial,
health and welfare facilities for Blacks. Exiating widespread
poverty will deepen in the foreseeable future as this huge
pepulation bulge of young people moves intoc the market place. Scme
‘argue that conditions are so horrific for Blacks that they have
nothing or little to lose and that they are prepared to rcisk

. everything to eradicate apartheid. Those whe held thias view then

ge on to argue that what they now have can be destroyed because
people are prepared to lose everything.

This argument makes two assumptions which requires ascrutiny.
_Firstly the argument does not diatinguish between individuals whe
are prepared te lése what they have and the Black population being
prepared to destroy the prospects of their country ever being able
to improve the lot of individuals. It also makes the assumption
that revolution can wipe the slate clean in South Africa and that a
beautiful new post-revolutionary society can be written on that
clean slate. As a leader with a vast Black conatituency, I cannot
accept these assumptions. Commenwealth nations are charged by
their own histories to look at the future of South Africa as they
invelve themselves in its present circumsatances. They must avoid
making eone-to-cne comparisons between South Africa and other
African states which have gained their independence from colonial
and racist subjugation. They must recognise that if Black South
Africans destroy the economy of their country and fail ts bring
about the reconciliation of the country's various race groups
during the process of liberation.: the prospects of ever
establishing a free and open society in which equality cf
opportunity for all can be made meaningful by individuals, in terms
of achieving the minimal standards of decent living, are well nigh
impossibla. The destruction of the South African economy must be
avoided at all costs. ¥o head of a Commonwealth country has, as
far as I am aware, evsr proclaimed the need to destroy South
Africa's economy.

I have applauded President Reagan's limited sanctions package
againat South Africa, and I have particularly applauded it because
the limited sanctions were palanced with increased humanitarian aid
to the victima of apartheid. I have applauded the EEC's and
Britain's adoption of limited sanctions against Scuth Africa in the
same way. I most certainly applaud the <Commonwealth mesting's
support for an embargo on the import of arms and ammunition,
military and para-military equipment f£rom Scuth Africa and I
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applaud the cther measures against South Africa which they have
already adopted and which are in line with the action of the United
States and Eurcpe and Britain. I warn, however, against the kind
of action whish the Commenwealth foresees as necessary if adeguate
progress has not been made within six months of their meeting in
the Bahamaa. Read together, these proposals for future action will
in fact be destructive of the South African economy. If cthese
measures are adopted, they will be adopted against the will of the
majority of the people of South Africa, and they will be adopted in
effect in support of the politics of violence.

I am today providing the members of the Eminent Persons Greoup with
copies of the ANC Missicn in Exile's broadcasts to South Africans
as monitored by the British Broadcasting Corporation. When these
are perused, it will be seen that the ANC Mission in Exile is now
eing beyond the classical armed struggle and is inctent on
roducing a civil war in South Africa. I draw attentisn Eto
statements like the one broadcast from Lusaka on Radic Freedom on
26 February 1986: They say bluntly: “Je are saying, Cocmrades, =
and we are correct in saying so = that our country iz in a state of
R b T T A

.. The ANC Mission in Exile is.setting South African against South
African. It has for 25 years attempted toc mount an armed struggle.
and it is guite clear that a classical armed struggle has failed
for that pericd of time and will fail for at least that period of
time again. There are no zones which can be liberatsd in South
Africa from which an armed struggle could be waged. The kind of
armed struggle that Frelime waged simply cannot succeed hers.
Before that could happen, insurmountable logistic groblems
invelving moving acms, ammunition and men and maintaining
communicationa would have t2 be overcome. After 25 years of the
armed struggle, savery bridge in Secuth Africa remains intact. its

.:ranaporta:ion system remains intact. Its electricity and water
supply systems remain intact and there is now not one singla-
factory in South Africa cut of production because of the armed
struggle. The armed struggle simply has not succeeded and will
not succeed, and members of the Commeonwealth are as aware as every
South African that neither the West nor the socialist bolec would
dare commit their armies to Scuth African seil to assist in the
armed struggla. Without tnat assistance, the ANC Hission  in
Exile's military attempts to defeat P.W. BSotha's army wnich ls the
strongest in Africa will remain a gpipe dream.

The ANC Mission in Exile perceive this to e the case, anc that is
why they nave moved away from a classical armad strugsla and are
attempting to astablish a civil war situation in this countzvy. Iin
a civil war they are attempting Co estaplish, they arce pikeing
Black against 8lack. A civil war itself will only achisva the ends
hoped for if ordinary Blacks have got nathing to-losa. Samething
like 11 million 3lackx South Africans live im uroan areas.
Necessitiss of lifs demand a degree of normality which militates
against a civil war succeeding. ife itself depends cn at lesast
that degree of normality which permits focd and wacerc to flow into
tewnships and transport systams cSperate L2 bDring workers to their
place of work. dithout weekly pay packages, millisna af 3lacks
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would simply starve and that is the truth of the matter. That is
primarily why the ANC Mission in Exile is calling for B3lackas to
sabotage factories and for the destruction of the economy. That is
why they so vociferously clamour £for che West to apply
comprehensive mandatory sanctions against this country.

I can understand internatiocnal indignation and anger leading to
demands for economic action against Seuth Africa. Apartheid is =o
horrific that the internaticnal community is moved to want to do
something. If the Eminent Perscns Group finally comes down in
favour of prehensive datory sanctiona, they must do so aware
of tha fact that they have chosen to abandon their commitment and
they will have failed to help in avoiding: "...the dreadful
prospect of viclent conflict that locomsa over South Africa,
threatening people of all races in the country, and the peace and
.::abiliuy of the entire Southern African region.”
Some clergymen and other spckesmen are urging the internatiocnal
community, and the West in particular, to apply mandatory and
comprehensive sanctions against South Africa because they argue
- this -is-the omly non-vioclent action available to the international
community. They argue thus because they see the South African
. Government as inherently evil and as the enemy of the pecple and
‘ they maintain that it is impessible for the Government to reform.
They proclaim the need for the downfall of the Government and are
asscciated with attempts to make this country ungovernable which is
ene of the primary objectives of the United Democratic Front.

I say simply that in the realities which surrcund us the Soutn
African Government cannct be brought dewn and the country cannot be
made ungovernable except by the use of violence and the spread of
civil war. Here too those who favour mandatory and comprahensive
economic sanctions have abandoned hope that pon-violent tactics and

.a::al’.agias can succeed. They call for mandatory sanctions as non-
violent action on the part of the West in particular, but they do-
so to further the revoluticmary climate in this country and to
further the aims and cbjectives of those who want to make the
country ungovernaple through violence.

I am attacked because I say these things. If there were no Cruth
in them I would be ignored and Lf millions of Blacs South Africans
did not applaud wnat I say, thers woculd De no need for attacx.

what I am saying in this document I nave szid capeatedly ac mass
meecings of B2lack South Africans in places like Scweto in the
industrial hneartland of the country. what, I am saying in chis
document has raceived a standing ovation wheraver 1 have Spoken and
every year when I say these things at inkscha's Annual Genaral
Conference, I get unanimous suppeort. o]

fnkatha is the largest 3lack political movement =2aver ©To fava
. emerged in the history of South Africa. Inkatha has now ovar cone
million card-carrying paid-up memzers. #o 3lacx leader has aver
gathered &the constcituency suppert in B8lack South africa which I
today enjoy. This massive membership of Inkacna 15 gJcminated
numerically Gy peasants and workers, Wwith tne exception of the
Eastern <Cape, iz nas boranches scattered acrcss the length ang E
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breadth of the country and it is as rapresentative of Blacka in
uzban areas as it is of Blacks in rural areas. It ia .as
representative of the wld as it is of the young. Inkatha's Youth
Brigade 1is the largeat youth organisation ever to have smerged in
the histcory of the country. Its Women's Brigade is the largeat
wemen's brigade ever to have smerged in the hiatory of the country.

Inkatha Lis intensely democratic. Its supreme autherity is the
Annual General Conference where policies are determined and where
cactics and stratagies are accepted and rejectad. Inkatha's
laadership is elected by its ordinary members. At branch, regicnal
ané naticnal levels Inkatha's representatives are chosen by the
pecple, and its Annual General Conference is a conference of
representatives chosen to be theras by the people. I never aver
apeak for myself on public issues. I reflect only that which

kacha's membership has endorsed. There is nothing that I have

id today which doea not have the solid endorsement aof Inkatha.
The point I am making is that when alack South Africans are givemr—
the freedom ts chocse and ares given democratic machinery through
which to exsrcise their choices, and through which to determine
. tactics: . and . strategles. im the 38lack _struggle for liberatica.

choices are made which make & mockery of the media representatiom
- .of my leadership in South Afmica.

When T say the things I am saying ir this document to Inkatha's
Annual General Confersnces, and I am applauded for wnat I say, Tt
is the ordinary people of the country who ars doing so. MHembers of
the Commonwealth Group acw =ouring the country will no doubt have
besn told by scme Blacks that there is mass 3lack supgort far
sancticns against Scuth Africa. There ars Blacks who support
sanctions. Thare are Blacks who support violance. Thare are
3lacks who are committed to the armed struggle. There ara Blacks
invelved in attempting to bring about a civil war situation in
‘u:h Africa. The Eminent Persona Group of the Commonwealth, as
I have said, need to look at the future of South Africa and
establish in their own minds what is desirable in the future and
what can now be done to further those desirable ends. They will
£ind deep diviaions in 3lack Scuth Africa itself, and thay will not
e able to lesave this csuntry Wwith solid South African backing for
any particular point of wviaw. They will have to seccme
statmamanlike in cheir assessments, and if one of t ir imporzant
sbjectives is tc help in preducing "a procass af 4i gue invols
the true reprssentatives of the majocity 3lack peopulatian gof Sgusxt
Africa* and if they want o de all tney "can towards that pracass
while reccgnising thac the forcma of woglicical sectlement in  Scuth
Africa ars for the peaple = that gsuntzy - all the pecpls - &3
determine® they will have ta have the wisdom of Sclomon 2s they nec
only move becween Slack and Whize, B3utc alsc as they move Catween
8lack and 3lack-

They will need just as much wisdeom in making assessments 3 Whetner
the South African Government is, as some say, 3Seycnd radampticsn
with 10 prospect of amobarking on ceal and 1in w@aking
assessments of whether the forces at work have now Lad the
State Prasident cs adept positisns none ¢ his pradecsssors would
have daged adept will continus to meve Alm st2p DY 3tep i tha




right directicn.

We need 1liberation and we need it now. Time is the enemy of
prospects of a peaceful solution te Ssyuth Africa's problems. We
are already living cn borrowed time. Jhe present upward spiralling
of violence 4is already a threat te the politics of negotiation.
The Commonwealth countries are aware of this and that is why they
decided to 'review the position six months hence when they announced
the ' establishment of the Eminent Persons Group. I am in centact
with a very wide range of South African White opinion-makers, and I
am constantly under pressure from them to enter into negotiations
with the State President and to accept that a start must ©De made
where it can be made. The people who thua pressurise me often
argue that the State President is moving as fast as he can. They
say that hs has to take hia White conatituency with him and he
needs time. They say it is this which precludes him moving faster
han he has moved.

We simply do not have the time that the State President would
require to bring about meaningful reform if he intends daing so at
a pace his past performance suggests he wWants. The process of
reform aimply has to be speeded up. Demands must be made that the
State President does this. , They must, however, bpe made in the
realities of what can or cannot be done.

I beliave taat the Commonwealth six month period is unrealistic.
If they ars seriocus about the need to further the palitics eof
negotiation, we cannot sit back and accept the Government's word
that negotiations will take place. We want timetables. ¥or on the
other nand =an we demand nsagotiations within time spans which are
patently unrealistic. I would argue very strongly that the
pricrity demand is that the State President releass Helson Mandela
and other leaders, and unban banned organisaticns. If cthese
.taadsrz were released now assessments; will'have to be made about

ow long Gthey themaslves would reguire before they could re-
establish their grass roots position and prepare for negotiaticns.
Commonwealth Heada of State could well lock at the realities of
timetables as they emerged, £or example, in the negotiaticona which
led to and followed the Lancaster House conference.

.
The Stata President has called for a Federal Congress of tne

Mational Party in August this year. Whatever is decided at tnis
Federal Congress will have to be ratified oy the four Zsllowing
Provingial Congresses. It would be <tragic if international

pressure was mounted not to let these Congresses cun cheir course.
I say this in the knowledge that we might well be facing tne final
tragedy if alter theses Congresses have run thelr course, Gtaers 1=
still no ceommitment to reform flowing m them which 3lack Soueh
Africa c¢ould endorse. The State Prasident simply muat bDe made
aware of the imperatives of not only producing an *© ‘tion prograamme
which seeks cojectives wnich 3lacks ars prepared t: achisve wictn
whites, but which alsc places time restraints on 8 <Govarnment.
The Barbados statement included the words: "We are t unmindful of
the difficulties such an effort will encountsrc. i ding Ethe
passibiliey of initial rejectisn oy the South African authoritles,
but we Delieve it our ducy to leave notaing adena that might
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contribute to peaceful change in South Africa..." If the
Commonwealth is sericus about leaving no stone unturned; one of the
stonea that it muat turn over is that of the NHacional Party's 1986
political time-scale. There will be nc victery eovernight in Scuth
Africa. Even the swaep of events which will finally bring victory
will not commence overn ght. We need liberation now and every act
of unrealism, every fa se move, and every foclish expactation will
delay the day of libera.ion.

The Stats President in his cpening address to Parliament a3aid
things which had not been said before. He said apartheid 1is
outdated and it must be scrapped. He said influx control
regulations must be scrapped. He pronounced South Africa to be one
country and he says that all South Africans should share one common
citizenship. I am watching this Parliamentary session intensely to
sae what he means by these statements. I am aware of the extent to
hich the politics of negotiation will be damaged, or perhaps even
destroyed, if at the end of the session these words are proven to
have bDeen fatuous statements, and if the Federal Congreas of the
Naticnal Party in August dces not announce a programme of reform
which Black South Africans will accept en masse.

In his opening: address to . Parliament the State President also
announced the formation of a MHational  Statutory Council. I
walcomed this announcement and I welcomed it in particular bDecause
for the first time tha State President has put himself in the hot
seat. He intends chairing this Council and has accepted personal
responsibility for its success or failure. He has not yet told the
world hew &I Council is te be constituted and what it is actually
going to do. 1 have stated clearly that I will not be able =to
participate in this Council if:

a) the present constitution and its Tricameral Parliament is
not sentenced to death: ¥

=3 the Council does not have an agenda which is acceptabla
to Blacks and which is pursued in broad daylight in front
of the media:

c) the Council does not have bite and is not empowerad Lo
veto lagislation or formulacte Bills:

The legitimacy of the Council will depend upon the sxtent o which
3lack leaders are free to join it. This means that ls=aders such as
Nelson Mandela and others must be set free sc that tney are ia 2
positicn to dscide whether or nsot they want to Jein ige The
Council is going to be no more than a talking shop, an advisory
pody, if it is going to mest in secret and If it nas to Work within
the framework of the present constitution, then it will Zail Jjustc
as the Hen-statutory negotiacin £forum and the Special <Cabinec
Committes failed bafore. If in 2 iouncing the Naticnal Statucory
Council tne Stats President has ¢ 1€ no more than MEoL yet anstner
failure; ne would end up f£or 2iting net only gJooawill and
credibility in South africa, but ' .atever crsdioility Re had in che
world atc large. K
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If the politics of negotiation is going to be important, then the
Government must be involved in these negotiations. If£ the
Government must be involwed, then it could be invelved through the
Natisnal Statutory Council. The Commenwealth countries should de
everything in their power to get the State President to translate
his s ated good intenticns in his opening address to Parliament,
into r.alities Blacks accept. Commonwealth countriss should axasrt
pressure on the State President to ensurs that the National
Statutory Council does in fact become meaningful bedy. This is one
of the stones that they dare not leave unturned.

It is simply not encugh for the State President to say that South
Africa is one country. He must go on to say that this one country
must have one scvereign Parliament. It is simply not encugh for
the State President to say that all South Africana will enjoy «

‘ammon citizenship. He must go on to make citizenship policically
meaningful by introducing universal adult franchise. It iz simply
not encugh for thea State President to talk about all Scuth African
citizens having the same =zight. He must go on to scrap the
Population Registration Act. Without that Act there can be no
constitutional differentiaticn between Black and White. The Grouw
Areas could not function, just as a wide range of laws whiea
discriminate againat Blacks"could not functien. T.ga= are Cthe
fundamental issuas which the State Preaident has not thus far faced
up to. f

The State President continues te talk about South Africa as =2
country of minorities within the context that the White minericy
has minerity righta in 37 per cent of the country. The present
constituticn is bizarre and leads to a travesty of justice. One is
tharefors entitled to be sceptical about the kind of constituticn
the State President has in mind as he talks about fucucs

.:onatitu:ional arrangements in a country. of minorities. The
Eminent Persens Group should pin the Stats President down abcut the
kind of constituticnal developments he would accept. de and his
Ministers talk about future constitutional arrangements in terms
whieh are far too vague, and they hide behind statements cf not
being apecific because they now wWant to stop prescribing to #lacks.
Seuth Africa urgently needs the State President to lay his cards on
the table and say this is the kind of constitution I Will pursue ia
negotiations. Black South Africa nas done just this. lle ars c=acy
Lo negotliate nNowW.

There are scme, such as in the ANC Mission in Zxilsa, Who #ze nol
ready to negotiate because they seek no compramise sclutions. Thay
have repeatedly stated that the only thing £o negotiace is aoouc

the handing over of power to the pecple. if we are going Co aveid
violent confrontations in this <csuntrcy wnich will =zise =tz
holocaust proportiasns, ooth Black and White will have to acce the
need for compromi 1.

A one-man-cne-vot system of government in a unitapy stats cCamalns
my cherished idr 1, Just as it remains the charisned ideal of Ethe
vast, vast majc.:ity of 8lacks. Ia our Seouth African ciriumstances
an all or not- ng demand for this would amount t9 a daclacaticon oE
WAL . At ti 3 point in cur hiatory such 3 systam of governmen:t




would have to be rammed down White tnrcats with the but of a gun.
just as apartheid now has to be rammed down Black throats with the
but of a gun. If we are going te avoid a conflagration of
wioclence, Black and White will simply have to at. least axplore
alternatives both to apartheid socisty and to a one-man-vote system
of government in a unitary state society.

I am prepared to explora other pessibilities. I am prepared to
lock, for example, at the federal system in which there are
individual and minerity group protscted rights, if those rights
will be protected by a truly independent judiciary. I refuse to be
drawn into negotiaticons about future unworkable bizarre
constitutional developments. I demand that whatever happens in the
censtitutional development of South Africa, we do not move autside
the lessons that history has taught the civilised world about the
ature of democracy and constituticnal government. Scuth Africa
i1l not find a unique new kind of constituticnal srrangement the
world has never heard of before. There is in the world a <rich
variety of democratic arrangements, but all worthwhile democracies
enshrine tima-nonoured democratic principles. I know of no decent
.- dgmocracy -where there isx not universal adult franchise. We will
not have a decent democracy here without it. I know of no decent
democracy where there is nat a sovereign parliament, and where
those who benefit from a universal adult franchise system do not
determine who the ruling group should ba. I am prepared to think
about conscciaticnal principles as having possible utility for us.,
put they must be enacted in a sovereign parliament which muat rast
on universal adult franchise.

The Eminent Persons Group will be wooced oy many Black erganisacicns
ners and in exile which will seek help in the pursuit of their
party political cbjectives. It is my plea to the Group that it
addresses the totality of the South African, situation and that it

@:ces not allow itself to be drawn into Party political atrife.
There are time-honoured and noble principlas at stake. The future
of South Africa is at stake, and everything %he werld knows about
decent government and democracy is at stake. The destruction oI
democracy will not only be tragic for 22 milliom Scuth Africans but
for many millions more in Southern Africa and beyond. Third
Wworld/First World relationships are at staks. If the wWest and the
Commonwealth countries have a meaningful role t£o play it is nove
South Africa towards a Lancaster House conference. 3oth lWhizes and
Blacks must ce moved. it ia witally important that the Eminant
Ferscns Group work within the realities which will detarmine tne
future in this part of the glabe.”

®. Sgeaker; Sir, Honourable - Members, e know wegple lige Dr.
wunda, #c. Mugabe and President Machel as sons oI Alrica. They
arceive apartheid to be the horror that we perceive LT Lo ce, anc
ney . have time and again pesn assured gy the ANC Hissign i1n Exile
that the average 3lack ‘peasant and wWorser in 3suth Africa stands
sehind them in their call for sanctions and the destruction of Etne
Scuth African =sconomy. They are supported inm this asserticon oy an




aver growing number of «lergymen and UDF spokesmen who for a

variety of reasons dance tc their tunes. They orch
Scuth African wvoice in favour of sanctions and they
because they have nc real representation here in ¢

estrate a Black
can do so only
his country on

the ground. We know, Mr. Speaker, Honcurable Members, what workers
and peasants think about sanctions. We know because it iz we who

have a mass membership at grass root level numberin
million. We are aware of the extent zo which
democratic organisation and the sentiments of our
are expressed at each and avery Annual General Conf
meeting. We do neot have to do opinion surveys to fi
average peasant and worker thinks about sanctions.
members; they tell us plainly and bluntly that
political madness. Mr. Speaker, Sir, Honourabla Me
Inkatha won a landslide victory at the laat KwaZul
captured every single seat.  Honocurable Members
represent conatituencies flung far and wide acroas
represent people and time and again when I have put
sanctions to this House, Mr. Speaker, on every such
. had a unanimous vote of support in favour of what
" _this question on behalf of the pecple of South Afric

-

Sona of Africa such as President Xaunda, Prime Mini
President Hachel have esarned cur respect because of
have played in the liberation of their own countri
deeply hurt when they become party to strangthening
forces emanating from the ANC Mission in Exile. &
henour and they muat really beliasve what the ANC Mi
is telling them becauaes I am sure they would no del
to harm Black Scuth Africans as we struggle here
against apartheid. Heads of government and even g
.a:a not immune from climates of cpinion which prevai

day and age. National South African reporting and

repocrting confirms their views that the average Blac
supports violence and sanctions. The mecia in thi
great deal to answer for.

The media carri=s on a vendatta againsc ms, Inkatha

Lagislative Assemoly. Not only does it very fre
negatively on us but it crowns our poli al cppone
when they villify us. The media raises celebricy 1
pesiticns and they travel to Afriva, EBurope, 3ritain

g more than 1.2
Inkatha is a
mass follewing
ersnce and masa
nd out what the
They are our
sanctions is
mbers knew that
u election and
are - hera
KwaZulu.
the question of
occasion I have
I have said on
a.

ster Mugabe and
the role they
23 and we are
the divisive
hey are men of
ssion in Exils
iberately turn
en the ground
reat statesman
1l in a certain
internaticnal
k South African
& countrcy has a

and the XwaZulu
guently rsport
ncs with glory
eaders ta high

and America to

posture as the country's genuine spckesmen for Blacks.

I would like to draw the attantion of Members to
people like Bishop Desmond Tutu, Cr. Allan Boesak
now, DOr. 3eyers Nauda, play in giving cradioili
Mission in Exile and their tactics of violance hece
a8 they set brother againsc orotaer in an attampt
civil war pecause their armed struggle has failad.

the rola cthat
and lamentaoly
EY Lo Ethe ANC
in this country
to mulata a




113

Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members, many of us in this Houss are
committed Christians and we are aware that ever since the time of
Christ, priests have had to adopt unpepular positions in their
sociacies. Thairs is the role of having to witness =to truth
whenever truch is disregardsd by society and the State.

We live in an imperfect world and scciety needs Christian watch-
dogs. Alss since the very beginning of Christianity, thesre have
been those exceptisnal men of God who played a prophetic role when
the going got realily tough, and great issues were at stake for
pecple. He expect no less of priests in South Africa taday. As
they witness to truth they are bound to incur wrath from many
guarters. Qurs an' unjust socisty in which thers is terrible

xploitation and cppression. The Church has a vital role to play
2and the old Government cry that the Church should keep out of
politica must be rejected as crias « faarful men wha do not want
to ke exposed.

Mr. Speaker, 3ir, Honourable Members, I remind this House of these
things before I begin talking, about the role Bishop Tutu and the
Reverends Boesak and Naude are playing in sccisty today. If they
are speaking with a prophetic wvoice; then posterity will judge them
a3 having dene ag. I, however, want to lecok at the Party political
cole they are playing, and I want to say very clearly thac theic
rols is a Party pelitizal rols, and I say bluntly tnat toey @must
chocse between playing Party pelitical roles and presenting
tnemselves as concerned clergy acting out of love for South africa.

.‘he record is now clear. Bishop Tuty is a patron of the United
Damocratic Front. 7That already stamps him as Party political. ODr.
Allan Boesak is a patron of the United ODemocratic Front. That
stamps him toc as Pacty political. Dr. Bsyers Naude is a patron of

the United Demccratic FProat. That stamps him toe as Party
political. frem its very inceptisn, the UDP sat out =to =51
divisive. Members will remember that even at its launching, it was
anti=Inkatha. Its leadarship invited all organisacicns to
affiliate to it, but specifically excluded Inkatha that
invitatisn. s was no akin off gur nosza,; Mr. Spasker: befauss we
had no intentions of =seking affiliaticn. The UDF has been

avowedly anci-Inkacha ever since.

The UDF has naot only bean divisive in staging confrontations with
Inkatha, bubt it has been inveclved with a running pattle with AZAPO.
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UDF activists have killed not only Inkatha members but they have
also killed AZAPO mempers. It is an organisacion with a history of
attempted palicical take-over bids and it wants a monopoly of
influence over othar organisations in Scuth Africa because it is
under instrusticns from the ANC Mission in Exile to annihilate all
Black oppesition to it.

Our three gentlemen of the cloth under discussion, as patrons of
the UDF, are party to the internscine Black-on-Black controntations
which UDF activity has fostered. Tha UDF is intensely Parccy
political. It is as Party political as %he ANC Mission in Exile
from which it cannot be distinguished in practical politics. The
ANC Missicn in Exile has set itself the task of bringing about the
dewnfall of the_Scuzh African Government by viclence. The UDF has
set itself cthe task of bringing about the downfall of the Scuth
African Government by making the country ungovernable, and as I
have wryly remarked before, Mr. Speaker, you do not do that By
playing martlaes.
.

The ANC Mission in Exile has set itself the task of campaigning faz
the complste sconomiz isclation of South Africa and tha destructieon
of the eccnemy of this country. The UDF has set itself tha task of
campaiagning for disinvestment, and also campaigns for the economic
isolation of 3outh Africa. The ANC Mission in Exile has sat itself
the task of spreading civil war in our countcy and M-. Speaker, we
are talking about civil war which will be deminated by Black-on-
laek confrontations. The UDF, Mr. Speaker, provide ths ANC
Mission in Exile witch internal activists and strategic support in
South Africa in its pursuitc of the spreading of civil war. Patrons
of tne UDF cannot escaps the charge that they are Party political
activists and they are party tc the kind of action in which tyres
are hung arcund pecple's necks, filled with petrol and se: alight
s¢ that they can burn to death.

The ANC Mission in Exile is totally cpposed ta Black South Africans
axarcis their demccratic rights ir ¥ 1f they

gppes.tizsn te the Mission in Exile. ANZ -HMission In
the KwaZulu Legislative Assembly, Mr. Spaakez, and it &%=
He. Speaker, as ime targacs L2r nidsous athacks

demands that we cre=ep on our belliss bafore
oidding, no matter now evil that oidding is. The United Democratic
Front lampast us wich hidegus untcuths because the ANC Mission i
Exile has declared war om us.

UBF was sending icts memoers
he ANC Mission in Exile. I

1 came ko knaw, M. Speakar, that the
out in =mall groups to be trained by ©



came to kncw this befora the Witbank treascn trial, and in that
crial there was evidence that this was happening. The patrons of
the United Democratic Front are patrons of an organisation which is
training some of its members to bomb, burn and kill.

I do not have to dwell on these things any mere, Mr. Speaker;
because I am simply talking f£rom what is now public record. Thers
is not a shadow of a doubt that cthe UDF taks instructions from che
ANC Mission in Exile, and amongst their members now, Hr. Speaker,
there are ANC trained assassins, arsonists and organisers of maob
vioclence who are used by the Mission in Exile to spread Black on
Black viclence, to create circumstances of an all-consuming civil
Wwar. The ANC Mission in Exile is vehemently oppossd te progress
being made by those of us who ars committed to democracy and non-
@islence.

I wili, Mr. Speaker, bg drawing attention to the Kairocs document,
: the SACC Ceonference last year, the Harare Consulta n, and the
. SACC 'conauitation with the Dutch Council of Churches.. When we
examine these documents, Mr. Speaker, we will see that our threas
“. gentlemen cf the cloth, and cthe SACC are attributing Christian love
to hidecus acta of viclence. We will see clearly speit out support

for the ANC Mission in Exile and the UDF as though they were the
hand of God in Divine interventicn against the atrocities of
apartheid.

Bafere I look at thess documents, MWr. Spezker, Honourzble Hembers,
I want to analyse the present South African situation and ask the
fundamental gquestion of whether or not every stone has been turned
over in the search for non-vielent sclutiona. Az I know my God;
Mr. Spsaker, and as I understand the teachings o<f Christ, I find no
justification £for the use of wviclence in the settlement of human
disputes and in the eradicatien of injustice and oppressiecn unless
there is absolutely nothing else left to do. Even then there are
those who argue that visclence is wreng in svery circumstance. This
is not the place to pursua that argument, and I would like that
particular cthought t2 rest with the thought that the guestien. of
the just war is irrelevant if conditions for a just war do not
axiat. I simply put on record my own <eep teeling that chacs may
come a time in the history of our country when there is nothing
left to do but fight, out that time mest cartainly has not yat
come.

I do not believe that we now have te kill those supporting
apartheid because there 13 nothing left to do. The ANC Mission in
Exile is now diverting Lts attenticn from actacking apartheid angd
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the Sauth African Government to attacking Scuth Africa's
institutiopalised lifa. The ANC Mission in Exile s fighting Soulh
Africa; it is not fighting aparthaid. Thay £ight South Africa
because they maintain that capitalism 1s the root o all evil and
they maintain that the privilaged Whitss in the coun cy are bayond
the reach of whatever democratic oppeosition te apertheid &Slacks
employ. Is this true? Is sgciety as wa know it ceyond redemption?
I proclaim a vehamant No. South African socisty is net beyend
redemption. We do not have to annihilate society 2s we kncow it
nefore we can eradicate apartheid. South Africa's ipatitutional
life needs to be stripoed of apartheid and racism. That is the task
the struggle for liberation has always set itself. What the AHNC
Miassion in Exile is doing in attempting to change the nature ¢f the
struggle for liberation in Scuth Africa reflects only their

.grandia:a views of themselves as more important than the country
they purport to struggle for. A proper perception of them is
simply that they are one of many forces at work in this wvery
uncertain time in which we find ourselves. The AHC Mission in
Exila is but one Black political party amengst othera. They have
ne ‘right to-arrogate unto themselves the role of casting the dye
for history. s

Perceptions of society are dependaat on the vantags point you are
occupying when you loock at it. The ANC Missicn in Exile leoka at
South Africa from the vantage point of an organisation out therge in
the c¢old with the cnly access to being involved baing provided by
vialent programmes. The ANC Missien in Zxils has a perception of
White South Africa and the Government as intrinsically evil and as
being unchangeablae, and must be destroyed because it is inkerantly
evil. This immediately makes them a minority party political force
pecause that is not the way Black South africans lsek at the

.ccun:ry of their birth. Black abhorrence <of apartheid dces not
blind Blacks to the fact that apartheid i3 an evil polizy which
gives rise to evil practices which must oe aradicated. We ars not
blind to the fact that Whites ars not intrinsically evil and Ethat
the institutions of the country are net intrimaically evil. 3lack
South Africans know that if we remove racism from our sacial,
sconcmic and political life, we will oe purifying that which ia
well worth retaining. L

It is ragic chat cheap opinion polls are ofcen elavated by <tne
media to be political gaspel. We have done our very own propes ints
the hearts and minds of White Souch africa, Mr. 3Speaker, and we
have a very clear percepticn of what propenaity thare is in  Soutn
Africa to bring abcut change., wnen I wrota twWo separata letters
addressed to prominent Soutn Africans last year, Mr. Speaksr, [ did
not write ©©o hand-pickad indiwviduals. I- weoke ‘to top=rank ng
pecple included in address lists of the country's wari is




institutions. I have now received something like one thousand
replies to my letters to prominent South Africans. I have now
massive correspondence from opinicn-makers in White Scuth Africa,
I have also received letters fr m 8lacks toc whom I wrote. But the
letters I have received from Whites give us a very valuable insight
into the hearts and minds of ocur fellow White South Africana whe
are actually opinion-formers in tie country. Wa are proceeding
with the analysis of these letters and I would like, Mz, Speaker,
te present asectionz of this anzlysis in advance of prowvicing the
House with a full report on the coatents of thess letters.

Mr. Speaker, Honourable MNembers, as we lcok at the contents of
these letters, I ask you to bear in mind whether it is these kind
of people who need know to be killed. I ask you to keep in mind
the gquestion of whether or not there is hope of reform because
hearts and minds of ordinary South Africans are not intrinsically
evil and chat decency does exist amongst them which will not
tolerate apartheid forever. Those who are commicted to viclenca as
a4 primary means of liberating our country argue :zhat the people
from whom I ceceived these letters are beyond salvation unless the
whole fabric of society is torn apart, the economy is destroyed,
and a sccialist one-Farty state is established.

Letters recaived from English and Afrikaans-spezking White South
Africans make nonsense of the view that linice South Africa is
deeply polarised on language lines. This fdonourable Members will
see for themselves when a separate analysis cf letters I have
received from Afrikaans-speaking South Africans 1s tabled. Today I
wanpt o table some extracts of the analysis made of letters from
English-speaking opinion-makers in the country. Tha FEtatch of
letters which were analysed number 50%. The analysis teook the form
of isolating every Separate statement in each cf the latters and
allocating them Ko a category undser a heading whiczh best summarised
the stactements. Details of the analysis of 309 latters are:

The pleasure expressed in these letters greatly encouza
They showed the extent to which apartheid is nensense in
politics. I wrote to these cpinion-makers as a 3lack
leacder aoocut burning nacional issues and the graticude
showed 1in their letters because I did so

which political parriers betwesn Black and

on by both Black and White.




ATTITUDES TO RECEIVING LETTER FROM CHIEF BUTHELEZI

VERY HEGATIVE
NEUTRAL BUT DIVIDED OPINION
PF TASED
Vi 1¥ PLEASED
30 EATRAORDINARILY PLEASED

Tetal: 428

Therse were 275 statemsnts of support for me on brsad mozal,
political and perscnal achievement grounds. There wers another 430
statements supporting my political actien. in othar words, there
ere a total of 928 statements of support for me in the letters I
received. Thesa conteained 154 statements of really total support.
Thera is no doubt in my mind that Wnite South Africa hears my veolce
and if these replies are anything to go on, White South African
.. epinion-makers have a deep appreciition for the role I am playing
4n pelitics. ' = ‘

SUPPORT IMPLICIT OR EXPLICIT
TO CHIEF BUTHELEZI

SUPPORT FOR CHIEF #UTHELEZI

HIS S0CIAL MORALS
IDEALS FAIRNESS AND PRINCIPLES
GENERAL POLITICAL STANCE
PRACTICAL POLICY IN THE PRESENT
FUTURE ROLE
PERSQNALITY
GENERAL ROLE
ACHIEVEMENTS AND EFFORTS
WILLINGHESS TO COMPROMISE
POLITICS QF NEGOTIATION LEADING TO
RECONCILIATION AND NONM-YVIOLENT CHANGE
COMMITHENT TO
IDEALS QF EOW
IDEA THAT A D
COMMITMENT TC
HIS DECLARATION OF I




LEVELS OF SUPEORT

DITTO - FULLY SUPPORTS H
AGREES, UNDERSTANDS, APP ATES HIM VERY HMUCH
WISHES LUCK PRAYERS ETC.

Total 923

As can be axpectad, these letters did net contain all swestnsss and
light sven if they were dominantly supportive. Of the 50% letiters
only &two were very negative and three wera neutral, but Decausas
they reflect a bedy of opinion sclidly in support of my political
pasicien, it dces not mean that cricicisms were aot offered. 23
statements were made about not being able to offer me teotal
sSupport. In some of these statements, Inkatha was accussd of

poasibly being vislent and intolerant. There were three statements

accusing me of being a Sovernment employae. There was ong
statement accusing me of being a Government supporter. There was
ona statemenc criticising me bacause the wWriter only believed in
revolutionary change. There are two statements to say chat I
follow a Gevernment line and there were two atatements saying thab
=he writers belong to an organisation which precluded them from
expressing sSuppert f£or what I was doing. There was a total of 23
statements denying me genercal support.

Thera were ansthasr 274 stacements offering me partial support. of
these;, 210 statements offared me pacrtial support because I was
involved in the politics of reconciliation., and power-sharing and
pacause I was campaigning for the nsed for the acceptance of a
declaration of intent. I find these statements of partial supgert
encouraging becauss when you look at the reasons given for them,
you can see chat these kind of actioms are braaking into new
political constitusncies.

WRITER I3 POSITIVE BUT OFFERS PARTIAL SUPPORT OiLY

DITTO - NG REASONS GIVEN

DITTO = BECAUSE WRITER MOSTLY DISAGRE

SPECIFIC FULL SUSPORT PROMI

SFECIFIC FULL SUPPCRT BECA -~ MEED FOR DIALOGU
DITTO. = NI FOR JUST SOUTH AFRICA

DIiTTO FOR A UNITED SOUTH AFRIC

DITTO b FOR HIS JON=-VIOLENT MNEGOTIATIONS
DITTO 3 FOR POLITICS OF RECONCILIATION
DITTC EED FOR POWER-SHARING




DITTO MEED FOR A DECLARATION OF INTENT

DITTO NEED FOR NEGOTIATIONS FOR A JUST S0OT!
AFRICA AND PEACE

CITTO NEED FOR HIM TO NORMALISE THE SCUTH AFRICAN
SITUATION

DITTO — MEED FOR HIS KIND OF COMPROMISES

DITTO — WEED FOR HIS STAND ON DISINVESTHENT

DITTO - NEED CHANGE THROUGH PEACEFUL NEGOTIATION

DITTO - NEED A NATIONAL COWVENTION

WRITER IS VERY POSITIVE BUT OFFERS RESERVED
SUPPORT ONLY BECAUSE -

DITTO - SLIGHT MISTRUST OF HIM

DITTO - HE IS AN UNKNOWN QUANTITY

DITTO -~ WRITER IS MEMBER OF PFP

DITTO - WRITER IS5 UDF WORKER

DITTO - WRITER 15 A GOVERHMENT SUFPORTER
WRITER OFFERS FULL SUPPORTS CONDITICHAL ON
HIS NOT CHANGING HIS VIEWS

LEVELS OF SUPPORT FOR CHIEF BUTHELEZI

NO GENERAL SUPPORT PROMISED BECAUSE
GENERAL SUPPCRT NOT OFFERED BECAUSE OF INKATHA'S
YIOLENCE AND INTOLERANCE
GENERAL SUPPORT NOT OFPFERED BECAUSE OF WRITER'S
POSITION - AS JUDGE
DITTO - AS ALIEN
DITIO - AS GOVERMMENT EMPLOYEE
DITTO = AS OTHER REASONS E.G. PFP SUPPORTER
GENERAL SUPPORT NOT OFFERED BECAUSE -
HAS NO INTEREST
DITTIO I5 GOVERNMENT SUPPORTER
DITTO BECAUSE OF CHURCH POLICY
DITTO BECAUSE HE IS EMPIRE SUILDING
DITTO BECAUSE HE GIVES THE GOVERNMMENT LINZ
DITTO BELIEVES IN REVOLUTIONARY CHANGE ONLY

A3 I suppcse could only be expectad those who received latters fram
ma assumed I had a mixture of motives. 2356 statsments saw me as
locking for support for pawer-sharing, raconciliationy the
declaration of intent I issued, contact between races, the cemaval
%f barriers between races and the remeval af apartheic. Thay saw




me as being motivated by national interesta. Another 212 saw my
motives as being more persacnal and me as seeking recogniticon for
what I was doing and of seeking advantages for my people.

THE WRITERS PERCEPTIONS OF CHIEF BUTHELEZI'S
AIM IN WRITING

NATIONAL ORIENTATION

LOOKING FOR SUPPORT - FOR HIS POWER-SHARING
DITTO - RECONCILIATION FOR CHANGE TO GOOD SOCIETY
DITTO - STATEMENT OF INTENT NEEDED
DITTO - RECONCILIATORY POWERS AND POWER-SHARING
DITTC - THE NESD FOR A STATEMENT OF INTENT
TO GET - POLITICAL LEADERS TOGETHER
~DITEO — —CONTACT BETWEEN RACES
DITTO -~ THE REMOVAL OF APARTHEID, AND THE BREAKING
DOWN OF BARRIZRS BETWEEN RACES
DITTO -~ FAIR DEAL FOR HIS PEOPLE
. TO SECURE =~ FOLITICAL CHANGE
DITTO ‘- A GOOD FUTURE IN A JUST SOCIETY
DITTO CONSTITUTIONAL CHANGE
DiTTo SUPPORT FOR RADICAL CHANGES
DITTO IDEAS AS TO WHITE VIEWS OF KWAZULL
DITTO A PORUM FOR THE INTRODUCTION OF
oITTO PEACE
DITTIO RECONCILIATION BETWEEN RACZS
DITTO SATISFACTION FOR BLACK ASPIRATICHS
AS PART OF INSTITUTING DIALOGUE
o0ITTO ~ OF HIS EFFORTS TO MARE KWANATAL PART
OF A BETTER SOUTH AFRICA
TO CREATE A CLIMATE OF TRUST OR NORMALITY TO MAKE
CHANGE POSSIBLE ;
TO RESOLVE TENSIONS IN SOCIET
BECAUSE OF HIS CONCERN FOR SOUTH AFRICA

g ol

1
3
g
3
3
1o
&
8
1
1
2
5
2
2
1
5
3
4
2

PERSCMNAL ORIENTATION

TO GET INFORMATION AS TO WHITE OPINION, VIEWS

eITT0 RECOGNITION FOR HIS

DITTC RECOGNITION FOR HIS

L1Tt0 GENERAL SUPPORT FOQR HIS AF

DITTC POLITICAL SUPPORT AS A POLITICIAN FROM
WHITES

DITTO ADVANTAGES FOR HIMSELF AND NOT FOR HIS
PECPLE

DITTO RECOGNITION FOR HIS ROLE VALUE

DITTO ACCESS TO WHITE WIEWS

TO TELL WHITES THE POSITION HE I5 I AND WHAT
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HE BELIEVES

- DITTO - WHITES HIS IDEAS FOR EXAMPLE, DEMOCRACY,
8 DITTO - WHITES HIS VISION OF SOUTH AFRICA
1L DITTO - WHITES HIS SOLOTIONS
1 DITTO - WHITES WHMAT THE R0LE OF THE RWAZULU
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IS
1 TO CREATE BLACK IMPERIALISM AND EMPIRE BUILDING
Total 448

It is inceresting te look at the adjectives and concepts used by
those who perceive me in a positive light. Statements talk about
ﬂ‘{ rationalicy, moderatenssas, pragmatiam, ability, Jjudgement.
— iseness, iniciative; bravery, courage, firmness, fortituds,
—determination, statesmanship, my apility te handle pOWEr,
intalligance, integrity, sincerity, Christianity, £lexibility,
negotiating skills, non-violsnce and caring. And I a2m seen as 3
leader with influence, with a comstituency, pursuing ideals of
. eiyilisation, giving hope in & hopeleas situation, leading Inkatha.
and as a futura leader of Natal and South Africa.

Mr. Speaker, Sir, Honouraple Members, when Whice cpinion-makers
speak Cthus about a Black leader who has vehamently oppesed
apartheid with no gquarter given for the whole of his political
life, then there is indeed hope for South Africa. ‘There was a
total of 443 statements containing these kind of adjectives and
descripticns. They Eformed a noteworthy element in the letters
reaceived, and they grsatly enccouraged me. Mr. Speaker; Siz,
Honourable Members, when we strive for decent goals as patriotic
.Sou:n Africans, we bring the day of political negotiations nsarer.

POSITIVE PERCEFTIONS OF CHIEF BUTHELEZI

SPECIFIC PRAISE FOR -

34 DITTO — HIS RATIOMALITY

4 CITTO - HIS ABILITY
22 DITTO - HIS METHODS AND HIS P HT STAND
4 CGITTO - HIS JUDGEMENT AND WISDOM

<] DITTO - HIS PRACTICAL ACHIEVEMENTS

1 DITTO - HIS HANDLING OF POWER

- DITTO - HIS GOOD RESTHALNT AND PAT

44 DITTO - HIS INSIGHT,VISION, WISDOM AN

30 DITTC - HIS INTEGRITY, SINCERITY AND
22 DITTO - HIS CHF TIAN BELIEF

13 DITTO - HIS IDEALS OF CIVILISATION (E.G. DEMOCRACY)




DITTO PLEXISILITY

DITTO GOOD NEGOTIATING SXILLS

DITTO NON-VIOLENT STANCE

DITTO PATRIOTISH AKD COMMITMENT

DITTO EIS CARING ATTITUDES

DITTO HIS LEADERSHIP

DITTO HIS STATESHANSHIP

DITTO HIS STRENGTH, FIRMKESS, FORTITUDE AND
DETERMINATION

DITTO HIS INITIATIVE, COURAGE AND WILLINGNESS
TO TAKE RISKS

oITTO HIS MODERATION RESPOHSIZILITY AND
PRAGMATISM

AS A LEADER WITH A COWSTITUENCY - INKATHA

DITTO - WHICH IS ZULU

AS THE FUTURE LEADER - OF SQUTH AFRICA

= -RITTO - OF NATAL

AS A LEADER WITH INFLUENCE HE IS RECOGNISED

AS THE LZADER INKATHA

AS AN INFLUEHTIAL BANTU LEADER

-FOR GIVING HOPE . IN A HOPELESS SITUATION

B RO LW W

h

Total 343

Quicts independently of statements of approval, the letters
contained 347 statements promiaing help and support, and another 74
statements wishing me ‘good luck and offering to pray for me.

PROMISE OF SUPBOART/HELP

GIVES VERBAL SUPPORT FOR HOST OF THE LETTER

GIVES VERBAL SUPPORT FOR 30HE OF TEE LETTER

GIVES STRONG VERBAL SUP TO THE LETTER
CONTEHNT AR ROL

GIVES FORMAL AND FUELIC SUPPORT AND PROMISES
TO RECRULIT FURTHER SUPPORT

WILL HELP ACTIVELY - IN THEIR OWN SPHERE

DITTO = AS CHIEF BUTHELEZI DEFI)

WILL ADVISE HIM OF IDEAS AND HAVE DISCUSSION

WITH HIM

JUST AGREES YERY MUCH

IN ORDER TO HELP SOLTH AFPAICA IN

AND ASKS FOR 3SUGGE ONS HOW TO #

Total 348




I was vary interasted Eto sea uha: White opinion makars in Soucth
Africa see my influence as significant. A total of 422 stataments
were made about the influence I exaerciase. Cf these 373 wers about
my Ainfluence in the pressnt situatien. Of these 373, 290
statements located my sphere cf influence as 3South Africa. Six
want further and noted my influence in 3outhern Africa and another
six went even further and noted my international influence. 49
atatements wers about my influence in the future, and over half of
these statemencs again saw me in a South African light.

PERCEPTIUNS OF HIS REGIONAL INFLUENCE:
{IMPLICIT AND EXPLICIT)

TIN _THE PRESENT SITUATICN

SEE HIS INPLUENCE TO BE IN KWAZULD

DITTO MATAL

DITTO BLACK SOUTH AFRICA
DITTO S0UTH AFRICA

DITTO SOUTHERN AFRICA

DITTO OVERSEAS

DITTO KWANATAL .,
DITTL : KWAZULU IN SA POLITICS
SEES HIS INFLUENCE AS A PEACEMAKER IN SA

IN THE PUTURE SITUATION

SEES HIS INFLUENCE TC B€ IH - KWAZULU

DITTO - THE WATAL REGION
LDITTo - S0UTH AFRICA
DITTO - SOUTHERN AFRICA
DITTO - QOVERSEAS

DITTO ?

SERS HIS INFLUENCE

Total 422

An  importanc elamant in the lscters I sl Ll ! temants
in which the aims of change in Scuch Africa were made.

a total of 375 scatements showing how tha writer e

There was 2 fair spread of visws abcut change 3e'1,

the prablems of wvigler to nave peacs in

reconciled Souch Africa,

Eo acniave uaity oecwe

Chrisctian and sther 1
demccracy 3
intsrescing




statements amongst those talking about the aims 3L <change being
stacements which showed that the writer felt the need to have a
sociaty in which their patriotism was justified.

AIMS OF CHANGE AS SEEN 8Y THE WRITER -

SOLVING PRESENT PROBLENS OF VIOLENCE
PEACE IN FUTURE, PEACEFUL CO-ZXISTENCE, HARMONY
GOOD LIFE FOR ALL, PEACE AND PROSPERITY
RECONCILIATION
ACHIEVE HAPPINESS FOR BOTH BLACK ANU WHITE
CONSENSUS BETWEEN GRCUPS
UNITY SETWEEN PEOPLE COMMOM DESTINY
TOWARDS CHRISTIAN IDEALS
TOWARDS (NON-DEFINED) IDEALS
AWAY FROM APARTHEID TOWARDS TOGETHERNESS
POWER-SHARING SO VIOLENCE STOPS
POWER-SHARING
CONSTITUTIONAL CHANGE
COMCRETE PLANS FOR THE FUTURE
"AS CHIEF BUTHELEZI DEFLNES
JUSTICE, FAIRMESS
SATISFACTION OF BLACKES
THE UPLIFTMENT OF BLACKS TO WESTERN MORAL STAHDARDS
JUSTICE, EQUALITY, INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS, DEMOCRACY
SORT OUT OUR FUTURE TO JUSTIFY PATRIOTISH
NEED SECURITY
REBUILD OQUR INTERNAL IMAGE OF QUASEL\
UPLIFT BLACKS
. E REBUILD OUR INTERNATIONAL IMAGE TO JUSTIFY
PATRICTISH

Total 375

Constituticnal is3sues were alsc appacsacly

Scuth African inicn-maxecrs. 331 stacaments
specifically consticutional issues. only d s 't
the new constituticsn as peositive because 1T was a
tisht difsction. Stataments zaflacting IThe
constitutional ideals show tnat thers was a

£or democracy, hacamony and scapilicy:

the joint reprasentation of all racas 1in
for all, and to have a common cSitizensnigp




explicitly accepted one-man-one-vote system af government sither in
a unitary stats or a federal state.

Mr. Speaker, Honourable Membsrs, the constitutional issue 15 a wide
apen issue as far as these influential South Africans are
concerned. TPheir latters show a flexipilicy of cthought wWhich
augurs well for the future, and yet cnce again we have avidence
that the State President is undec-achieving in his reform
programme.

CONSTITUTION

VIEW OF THE PRESENT PARLIAMENT -

POSITIVE BECAUSE IT WAS A FIRST STEP
NEGATIVE, IT WAS WRONG., BLACKS 3SHOULD
BE INCLUDED
DIVIDED, THOUGHT TO 3£ GOOD BUT NOW
i WRITER THINKS IT IS WRONG

CONSTITUTION ZDEALS MENTICNED BY THE WRITER -

DEMOCRACY
PEACE, HAPPINESS, HARMONY AND STABILITY
REPRESENTATION ‘OF ALL RACES JOINT FUTURE
THE EQUALITY OF ALL JUSTICE
PROTECTION GF MINORITY RIGHTS
PROTECTION QF INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS
OWN SPHERES
MAJORITY WILL
COMMON CITIZEZNSHIP IN CNITARY
ONE-MAN-CHE-VOTE
OHE-MAN=-ONE-YOTE IN A UNITARY
COMMON CITIZENSHI? BUT NOT IH U 3 ATE
COMMON CITIZENSHI
WHITES SHOULD GIVE BASIC HUHAN RIG 0 BLACKS
THE FREE ENTERPRISE SYSTEH
REGIONAL SCLUTION
¢ JUST, MEA IGFUL POWER-SHAS
QUALIFIED FRANCHISE
LITTO

= ON BROP
E FOR DIFPFERENT NATIONS

I S S S S R S R R

SHOULD CONCUR WITH
SOCIETY

-
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12 WRITER CONCURS WITH CHIEF BUTHELEZI'S IDEALS
L DITTC - BUT NOT UNITARY STATE LIKE THE BRITISH

KIND CONSTITUTION WRITER WANTS TO PURSUE NOW -

CONSTELLATION OF STATES

CONFEDERATION GENERAL AFFAIRS VERSUS OWN AFFAIRS
FEDERAL SYSTEM

UNITARY SYSTEM

AGREES WITH CHIEF BUTHELEZI'S COMNPROMISE

DITTO - BUT BASED O ABILITY ENTITLING ONE TO VOTE
SOME RIND OF TEMPCRARY COMPROMISE TO ONE-MAN-
ONE-VOTE

P
B L 8 R

. EXPODICITLY MADE ANTACONISHS EXPRESSZD TOWARDS -

REGICHAL SULUTION

ONE MAN ONE VOTE

UNITARY PARLIAMENT AND ONE-MAN-ONE-VOTE
POWER SHARLNG

ONE CITIZENSHIP ONE WATION

UNITARY STATE LIKE THE BRITISH

| e
Ll T e

Toral 331

Mr. Speaker; Honouravle Members, I was also encouraged oy tne fact

that 319 statements were made about me as a mediator. The mast

fraguantly expressed thought® in this direction was that [ was 3

mediator between the South African Government and Black South

Africa. The second most [reguent thought was that I was a mediator
.e:’aeen Black and White. The third most frejuent thought was that
I could nediate between all individuals in Soutn Africa, of
whatever race group. I was encouraged to find chat scatements Werse
alsc made for me to mediate petween the South African Government an
the one hand and Blacks and Whitas on the other hand. Claarly the
opinion-makars in Seuch Africa wha wrote thess letters saw the
importance of my raols as a mediator across che langth and oresdeh
of the countc

Ald




BLACK AND BLACK

BLACK AND WHITE

ZULU AND OTHERS (BLACK AND WHITE)

ALL NOIVIDUALS IN SOUTH AFRICA

BETWEEN ALL POLITICAL GROUPS

BETWEE ALL RACE GROUPS

BETWEE ALL POLITICAL AND RACE GROUPS

GOVERNMENT AND BLACKS IN THE SPHERE OF 3LACK/WHITE
RELATIONS

Total 319

Mr. Spaaker, Sir, able #Hembers, 286 statements were made
@bcut  the procesa of change towards the kind of seciety I had in
mind for our country. Of these there are only 10 statements which
said change was2 not possible. Of the 286 statements, 216 said
change should be negotiated, or non=-viclant and only eight said
change should be evolutionary. These statements again greatly
encourage me, MHr. Speaker. White opinion-makers who wrote these
letters now no longer dig their heads in the sand and say that

* change will come in its own geood Cime through some kind of vague
evolutionary process. Ir is clear that they see the need for
managed change, and across all the letters read together, there is
a perception of the urgency with which we should bring abocut
change.

THEMES IN TALKING ABCUT THE PROCESS OF CHANGE

SHOULD BE EGOTIATED - YES
- ¥ES AND IT IS POSSI2ZLE
- YES BUT LT IS5 NOT POSSIBLE
- YES BUT QUESTIONS IF IT
IS5 POSSIELE
SHOULD BE NCW-VICLENT
YES AND IT IS POSSISLE
YES BUT IT IS5 NOT POSSIBLE
QUESTIONS IF IT IS PUS3IELE
CHANGE 3SH EVOLUTIONARY
HOH=-REVILUTIONAAY
BE IAEVOLUTIOWARY
BOTH ZVOLUTIOHARY Aud
REVOLUTIONARY
= IN 3LAZXS HOT WHITES
SHOULD N0 COMPAOMISES L CHANRGE
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Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members, it is interssting to note that 23%
state ents were made about the causes of Scuth Africa's problems.
a7 statements were made about causes which were basically
histocical. The majority of these 67 statements made about South
Africa's problems (44) were attributed to racism in our history
which led to an immoral apartheid society. Ten of those whe made
statements in a historical vein said that history in this country
has led to White fears. Only two statements referred to stareg—
typical White thought which talked apout the social gaps betwaean
Black and white, and the view thac Blacks had taken a long time to
develop. The 172 statements about the cause of South Africa's
‘:anlnns referred to current causes. There was a wide spread of
""deas across these 172 statements. 52 of them were specifically
about the Stacte President lacking wiadom, lacking leadership.
lacking commitment to the future, lacking commitment to power=—
shariag, or as not addressing fundamental iasues, or misjudging
White ability to change and White support for change. Gther
statements saw him as being hampered by White support or caught up
- . betwsen Black and White conflict. Other statements saw the causes
of Souch Africa's current prcoblems being hampered by unrest. Thay
saw problems in divisions ameongst Black leaders and there were
otner statements which blamed Blacks for ths current scate of
affairs.

8y and large cthis area of thought was the .2t disappointing.
Hhile across all the letters there is sclid support for what we are
doing, it is evident even now in l98e that the cause af the
country's terrible predicament is not clearly enough perceived oy

@hites.

CAUSES OF SOUTH AFRICA'S PROBLEHS

HISTORICAL CAUSES =

30CIAL GAP BETWEEHN RACES3
HISTORICAL ODY¥NAMICS LED TC A WRONG FOLCHDA
THE GOVERNMENT AND ITS HOLD POl
THE HISTORY OF AFRICA HAS LED 10 |
*ECONOMIC FACTORS
PROBLEM OF DIFFERENT GEOGRAPHICAL
THE AFRIKANMERS ARE HOT S0INg T0 &1l
FOUGHT 'HARD FOR
i JLACKS HAVE TAREN A LONG
"HEIA LOW STANDAADS
a4 ACISd wdICH LED TS
SJUALITY, SOCIAL TEWSICHS,

-
Ll ol ol = WO
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CURRENT CAUSES - P.wW. BOTHA =

HE LACKS WISDOM

HE LACKS LEADERSHIP

HE LACKS VISION OF THE FUTURE

HE LACKS WHITE SUPPORT TO CHANGE

HE LACKS COMMITMENT TO POWER-SHARING

HE IS INADEQUATE NOT TRUSTWORTHY

HE IS NOT ADDRESSING FUNDAMENTAL ISSUES

HE MISJUDGES WHITE ABILITY TO CHANGE

HE MISJUDGES WHITE SUPPORT FOR CHANGE

HIS PROBLEMS -~ HE PEARS RIGHT WING OF GOVERNMENT

&

[

1
3
2
2
2
2
]
&
i
o
5
3
7

=

- HE FEARS SOUTH AFRICAN RIGHT WING

- HE CANNOT BACK-TRACK BECAUSE IT
WILL LEAD TO POLITICAL DEATH

- MANY AND VARIED

- HE MEEDS TIME TO PERSUADE WHITES

= HE IS CAUGHT BETWEEN BLKCK LEFT
AWD WHITE RIGHT

-
CURRENT CAUSES” - GENERAL

SOUTH AFRICAM GOVERMMENT IS UNCHRISTIAM

UNREST

BLACK -

WHITE

LR T T T T N

HAS LIMITED GOVERNMENT PROGRESS
LEADERSHIP DIVISIONS AND POLARISATICH
HAS LED TO LACK OF UNITY

- LEFT WING LIXE TUTU ESPOUSES VIOLENCE AND

DISINVESTMENT

LEADERSHIP IS5 JAILED SO MEGOTIATION

IS NQT POSSIBLE

ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL IMMATURITY HAD LED IO
WHITE FEARS

HATRED OF WHITES HAS LED TC WHITE FEARS
DIVISION IN BELIEFS

LOW STANDARDS QF MORALITY ETC

FRUSTRATIONS

EXPECTATICONS ARE MOT BEING SATISFIZD

IDEAS AS TO THE EFFICACY OF VIOLENCE
AGITATORS

RACIAL UOSTILITIES AND Ok RACIAL FZads

FEAR OF RETRIBUTIOW BY BLACKS

FEARS OF POLITICAL DOAINATION AwWD CHAOS
FEARS OF SEING SUAMPED CULTURALLY AND THE
LOSS OF CULTURAL INTESRITY
FEARS OF COHHUNISH

FEARS OF LOSS OF PROTECTION
TO THEM HAVING TO HMARE SAC
PSARS OF HLACK NUMBERS

i WIULD LZaD
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5 - - UNCHRISTIAMESS AND SELFISHNESS
1 DIVISIONS BETWEEN ENGLISH AND AFRIKAANS
Total 239

.

A total of 134 statements were made about Che XKwaZulu Legislative
Assembly and 90 statements were made about Inkatha. Theaa
statements expreased poaitive views and at times axtremely
positive about the role of the KwaZulu Legislative Assembly. 90
stataments were made about Inkatha, of which only thres were
negative. Generally speaking these atatements saw whe Assembly
.bei.ng positive beth in the present situation, as well as in the
uture.

g . VIEW OF THE KWAZULU LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

VIEW OF THE KWAZULU LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY'S
ROLE IN THE PHAST

3 VERY POSITIVE
13 _ EXTREMELY POSITIVE

VIEW OF CHIEF BUTHELEZI'S ROLE IN THE 2RESENT

2 VERY POSITIVE
24 EXTREMELY POSITIVE
VIEW OF KWAZULU LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY ROLE
23 IN THE PUTURE
1 AS NEGATIVE
2 VERY POSITIVE
31 EXTREMELY POSITIVE
a3 THE WRITER SEES ITS ROLE AS SYNCMYHOUS TO

CHIEF BUTHELEZIL

WORDS DESCARIBING RKWAZULU LEGISLALIVE AZSEiABLY -

ADHIRATION

STATESMAHLIKE

CRUCIAL

YAVLHG GREAT ACHIEVEMENTS

COURAGEQUS

HAS GUOU LEADERSHI?

GIVES CHIEF BUTHELEZI HIS 30dA FIDES
HAS H{OT DEFINED Ad IAPOSSIsce IASK

o Nl Sl Pl T
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1 IS TAKEN SERIOUSLY BY AFRIKANERS
L HAS IMMENSE DIPLOMACY
Total 134
THE ROLE OF IHKRTH&IIN THE PROCESS OF ChHANGE
POSITIVE EVALUATION OF ITS ROLE IN THE PAST =
2 VERY POSITIVE
3 EXTREMELY POSITIVE
PY EVALUATION OF ITS ROLE IN THE FUTURE
a7 "~ EXTREMELY POSITIVE
e NEGATIVE EVALUATION OF [TS ROLE
z IN THE PAST
e IN THE PRESENT,
3a THE WRITER SEES ITS ROLE AS SYNONYHOUS
WITH CALZF BUTHELEZI
Tatal 50

Mr. Speaker, Honourable [Members, I was alsc encouraged by what
@hite South African opinion-makers said about the need for 2
statement of intent. 152 statements ware made about the need for a
statement of intent and only l3 statements were negative, in the
sense that a scatement of intent was 1oC needad because the State
President in effect already spelt one Sut. Indicaticns ara that a
great many White South Africans would accept it as it is now
drafted. Ganerally speaking, influential White Scuth Africans ars
positively inclined t£o the kind of statament SI Lntant I craftac a3
a stacement which could be amended as necessary. ~f2cpla sSes a nead
for a statement of intent which 13 capable of ga=-escalating &h2
surrent violent situation opecause Soutn Africa's furure naads
definicion, because we neecd a pasis for dialogus, ana vscause tnercs
is a need for the Government to show ica intcantisn £ chang

Speaker, Sir, donourable Mdampers, here again we nava an indicacion
of the rcaadiness of wWhite South Africans to entar intg sericus
aialogue, and yet once more wWe nave evidance Coat the Scace
President is dragging his heels in jerncing nis ratfaca pragramme oL
the ground.
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THE NEED FOR A STATEMENT OF INTENT: OPINIONS

WHY IT IS NECESSARY TO FORHWULATE ONE -

sa NO REASONS GIVEN
2 FOR CHIEF BUTHELEZI'S REASONS
& BECAUSE - P.W. BOTHA'S ACTIONS, STANCE
5 - OF THE VIOLENT SITUATION IN SA
3 = SA'S FUTURE NEEDS DEFINITION
912 - WE NEED A BASIS FOR DIALOGUE

WHY IT (3 NECESSARY THAT P.W. SOTHA FORMULATE ONE =

WE NEED ONE LIKE CHIEF BUTHELEZI'S
\QF THE VIOLENCE
OF SOUTE AFRICA'S FUTURE
HE WEEDS TO SHOW INTENTIONS TO CHANGE
OF CHIEF BUTHELEZI'S REASCHS
IT IS HIS PREROGATIVE AS LEADER OF S5A
THE WRITER DOES HOT QUESTION THE
g GOVERNMENT'S ROLE

- WE MUST SHARE POWER IN TERMS OF

HUMAN IDEALS
NO REASONS GIVEN

BECAUSE

LI T B I

W OENOFNY

w
(]

Toral 152 3
o

IT IS SOT NECESSARY TO FORMULATE QNE -

13 ZECAUSE P.W. BOTHA HAS IN EZPFECT SPELT QUT ONE

HE . Speaker, Sir, Honourable Hembers, l&4 scacemencs wers
specifically made about power-sharing and of these thera Jars anly
five statements which rejacted the need for power-shar A
analysis of these respcnses shows again the extant o whizh he ctime
is now ripe for regotiation between Blacxk and Whits. Soma saw zhe
naed for power-sharing in a fedaral structure. Scma saw tne naad
for power-sharing in a one-man-cne-vote structurs. Snly © e saw
the need for power-snaring within a gualifiac francnise systam.

STATEMENTS “ADE ABOQUT POWER=3naRING

AGREES IT IS

ECESSARY

a5 NO REASONS SIVEN
3 BECAUJSZE OF = 232
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] - INTERDEPENDENCE OF BLACK AND WHITE
T - HUMAN PRINCIPLES
1 = ITS INEVITABILITY
5 WE NEED - ONE MAN ONE VOTE
3 - JUSTICE
© & = EQUALITY OF ALL
AGREES POWER-SHARING IS HECESSARY AND
DEFINES HOW IT SHOULD BE SHARED
5 IN - COMPROMISE SOLUTIONS
. 2 = QUALIFIED PRANCHISE - TAX PAID
1 - EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
1 = FULL PARTICIPATION
4. = A FEDERATION
5 =~ A ONE-MAN-ONE-VOTE SYSTEX
S = A REALISTIC WAY
G S ‘= & SYSTEM NOT ONE-MAN-ONE-VOTE SYSTEN
| = THE COMPQSITION OF CENTRAL GOVERNMENT
I = CENTRAL GOVERNMENT BUT NO ONE-HAN-ONE-VOTE
L = CENTRAL GOVERNHMENT BUT NOT A BRITISH SYSTEx
9 = WAYS WHICH ARE FAIR AND MEANINGFUL TO ALL
1o = NOT ONE-MAN-OME-VOTE 3UT NEVIRTHELESS
MEANINGFUL TO ALL
3 = EQUITY BUT WITH NO BLACK NUMERICAL DOMINATION
9 = IN A SITUATICN AFTER DISCUSSION
SAYS IT IS NOT NECESSARY
.3 SECAUSE - THE IDEAL IS EACH TO HIS OwN SPHERE
' — THE WHITES DESERVE THE BENEFITS OF
; THEIR LABOURS
L = BLACKS ARE NOT YET READY
Tocal la4
Mrr. Speaker, Sir, Honouraple Hembers [ said asaclisrc chat

influential White South Africans S@¢e me as having a natignal raia,
and where they nrade sgecific SCatements acout caeir percegtions of
my power-pbase, this is again apparent. In the ctatal o 179
Statamencs made aocout ay power base, 129 of tham saw nma A
pOWer Decause I have the Suppeort of dlack south Africza, taa
9f dnite Scuth Africa, Chriscian Supnort and suzport frono
It is interesting ts note chat Shere weara 13 astatsmencs
KwaNatal wnen pecple spoke aocout oY powar casza. ners was al
clear Perception that Inkatha and this House, dTe dusax




Honourable Members, were part of my power base. Juite contrary to
the £filthy propaganda levellad against us by our enamies both here
and abroad, White South African opinion-makers themselves give no
evidence of regarding me as a "stooge” "working in the pay of the
government." They see me as a political leader with a broad South
African power base and with a national role to play.

PERCEPTIONS OF CHIEF BUTHELEZI'S POWER BASE

IN THE PRESENT -
5 HAS ZULU SUPPORT

. a KWAZULU SUPPORT BECAUSE HE IS ITS LEADER

KWAZULU LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY SUPPORT

£
LI I I A |

27 . INKATHA SUPPORT
14 INKATHA AND KWAZULU LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
a0 INKATHA KWAZULU LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
SUPPORT AS WELL AS OTHER BLACK AND WHITE
SUPPORT
13! - KWANATAI» SUPPORT
5 ‘ = THE SUPPORT OF NATAL PZOPLE
3 - INKATHA AT TUAZULD GOVERHMENT SUPPORT
AND THE SUPPORT OF ZULUS
24 BLACK SOUTH AFRICAN SUPPORT
3 BLACK AND WHITE SOUTH AFRICAN SUPFCRT

3

3 CHRISTIAN SUPPORT
3 OVERSEAS SUPPORT
15 - WHITE SUPPORT
4

7

- SUPPGRT FROM PEOPLE WHO BELIEVE IN PEACE
- MUCH SUPPORT BUT WRITER, DOES NOT DEFINE IT

170

M. Speaker, Sirc, it ia rather 1interesting tnat evaluative
scatements that were made about President 3ctha show that  Jhits
opinion makers who specifically menticn him in Chelr lettscs o3 =e
ware divided in their ogpinion. 33 stataments saw him ia 3 positive
light or said that he needs o De given craadit. 9¥ sStCaAtemencs wWwers
made about his apility and willingness to Sring apgut chanze anaz 25
statements wers made showilng that ths writers 413 Aot regars Al as
ceing willing te oring about change. Sf the 89 whs chougnt ns faag
the abilicy and the willingness t3 3ring 200Ut changa, aswaver. 24
wara statements that he would bring aocut cnangs 1f na was givan
time and prayerful support, or 1f Lrassurs was acuntas co '
Stata Prasident has a powertful propaganza @acnins
ieader committad.ts chance and ha 13 still apgarcencly
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opinion-makers with him as he continually promises that changas will
be introduced. Even among those who viewed him in a favourable
lighe, there are only ten opinion-makers who ware cut and out
positive.

EVALUATION OF PRESIDENT BOTHA
EVALUATED GENERALLY AS =

EXTREMELY POSITIVE

POSITIVE

NEGATIVE

NEGATIVE - GIVES REASON FOR HOPELESSNESS

HEUTRAL

WALT AND SEE ATTITUDE

PROBLEM OF NOT CHANGING HAS LED TO LOSS OF
CREDIBILITY WITH BLACK SOUTH AFRICA

GIVE HIM CREDIT

AFTER POWER, CREDIBILITY AHND HIS OWN OWN AHBITIONS

FONEEO R

-
.

e

.P.N. BOTHA'S ABILITY AND WILLINGMESS TO CHANGE -

»
L » HIS PREROGATIVE 5
-] HE IS5 CHANGING = ALREADY
11 - ALREADY BUT #UST CHANGE FASTER
15 = AND HE WILL CHANGE
i - BUT NEEDS TI#E, PRAYER, wISDOM
5 = BUT HEEDS PRESSURE
1 - BUT MEEDS PRESSURE FROM BLACKS
9 - BUT MEEDS PRESSURE FROM CHIEF
BUTHELEZI
(-] - BUT HEEDS PR;SSURZ FROM BLACRS AND
CHIEF BUTHELEZI
1 - BECAUSE HE IS5 A CHRISTIAN
ik - BUT WILL CHANGE INADEQUATELY IN
THE TIME AVAILABLE
-1 ~ BUT DIVISION IN NATIOWALIST PAATY
IS A PROBLEH
HIS IN&E}LITY OR UNWILLINGHESS TO CHANGE
HE WILL NOT CHANGE =
7 BECAUSE - HE HAS WO WHITE SUPPORT
1 - HE HAS NO VISION OF THE FUTURE
2 = HZ LACKS COURAGE
3 = HE UNDER=-ESTIMATES WHITE WILLINGNESS
TO CHARGE
1 - BECAUSE OF PAZSSSURE FROM WHITE AIGHT
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- HE WOULD LOSE POWER TO THE CONSERVATIVE
PARTY
- HE LACKS THE CONSENT BY A REFERENDUM

-

HE MIGHT NOT CHANGE =

BECAUSE = HE WILL HAVE NO POLITICAL FUTURE IF HE
BACK-~-TRACKS
= HE I3 INTRANSIGENT
- HE IS CAUGHT SETWEEN HIS OWN LEZFT
AND RIGHT
HE IS CAUGHT BETWEEN THE GENERAL LEFT
AND RIGHT

NooN W

Mr. Speaker, Sir, Honourable Members, I am ¢iving you this insight
inte the nature of the letters I have receivad from White opinion-—
makers in South Africa, not because I want to blow my own trumpet
_and proclaim my own importance. I am doing so simply to show that
there is amongst White opinion-makers in South Africa an acceptance
of the need for change. If Whites are politically stupid about
what to do to satisfy the needs for change, does thac mean we have
to kill them, or does that mean that we have to get on with the
politics of negotiation and talk sense into their heads? I.simply
do not believe that if White opinion-makers talk like this that wa
have to kill chem. White society is not beyond redemucicn. To
talk as thougn White saciety is beyond redemption, i3 to talk as
though the Black struggle for liberatiun has achieved noching aver
the many generations through which we have struggled and suffared.

any one of you conceive of a Black leader' oeing talked apout in
the 1950's as White opinion-makers now talk zoout me? Thes . answac
is emphatically No. Mot that there were no outstanding 3lack
leaders at that tinme. It is simply that between then and now. Ethe
Black struggle for liberacion using non-violent tactics and
strategies has stap by step pushed White Scuth Africans towards
accepting the need for change. A great many White Scuth Africans
new want change and the demand for change is ever incr2asingly o
distancing the 5State President's own cocmmitmant Lo cnanga. de W
have to move much faster if he i3 goirg to sacisfy Whice &ind
never mind 3lack opinion. Do wa xill wWhites pecause cheic 3State
President drags his feet in the process 2L change? It 15 gover=—
simplistic to say that whites qust oe ; l2a sacause tnsy voted Ine
presant Government into power.
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I say these things, Mr. Speaker, Hcnourable Members, as a Black
South African with anger burning in his soul. I say them in the
total dedication to working for change that Black South Africans
want. I say them while I am vehemently opposed to apartheid as
the greatest form of systematic oppression known to the modern
world. I am mindful of immense Black suffering. I am mindful of
pcasent Black deprivation. I am mindful of the fact that Whites
yoted in favour of the new constitution which set the political
clocks back in our country. I speak with anger because thera is so
little time in which to do so much. All I am saying, Mr. Speaker.
Honourablas Membars, is that the politics of negotiation using ron-
violent tactics and strategies is a far more potent weapon in the
hands of Blacks than guns and bombs.

It is simply over-simplistic te talk about South Africa in stark
either/cr terms. Peopls take the hideousness of apartheid as their
departurs point and say either apartheid is perpetuated or the
present Government must  BE Sradicated BY a massive amount of
killing. The naive and the plain dumb may believe that a bit of
Black sabre-rattling and a bit of international sabre-rattling will
frighten White South Africa into capitulation. Only the naive and
the plain dumb ccnceive of present day South Africa as actually
threatened by the levels of violence which have already erupted. We
live in this country, Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members. Everyone of
us knows that there is at this moment nc single bridge which is not
operational. We know that the country's transport system is
totally intact. We know that the country's electricity supply
system is cotally intact. We know that there is no single factory
which has been brought to its knees because of violence. The ANC
Mission in Exile is aware of this facrt. They are aware that the
present levels of violence have not even begun to threaten White
South Africa. That is why thay call for the intensification of the
armsd struggle, as they put it. In fact, they go further and calk
about the transformation of the armed struggle intec a peopla's war.
They now call for civil war. They now call for the spreading of
viclence.

They are calling, Mr. 3peaker, Honourable Members, for 2 wvery
matked increased in the levels of viclence. Only the naive and
the plain dumb believe that some mors sabre-rattling will help. We
whe 1live in this country with our feet on tha ground know Cthat
violence will in fact have toc smash the econemy and spread not only
into factories and mines and other places of work but will also
have to spread into every Black area and every White naighbourhood
before it can become an affective means of bringing about change.

White South Africans are now living normally, despite what has been
done by way of increasing viclence. The sheer herror of the levsls
of wvioleance which will be needed to bring about radical change
through wioclence is seldom perceived. It will have to be an all-
destructive violence driving Whites to adopt a 3Scorched earth
policy which the ANC Mission in Exile has already adopted. The ANC
Mission in Exile are guite prepared to lay baras averything before




them in their drive to return home and form a government. They
have in fac: declared their intention of destroying the economy.
They have declared their intenticn of making tha countcy
ungovernable through viclence and Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members,
they have declared their intention to maim, burn and kill B8lacks
who are not with them in the execution of their intentions. They
trample over Black democratic rights as harshly as apartheid ever
d4id. They employ the politics of intimidation as harshly as
apartheid ever did. We, Mr. Speaker, Honcurable Members, in this
House are not going to be intimidated. We were not intimidated by
apartheid. We do not intend becoming intimidated by the ANC
Mission in Exzile.

We are man enough teo stand up and be counted. We have the solid
force of history behind us: and we have the solid force of history
in the making today when we say that the Black struggle Zor
liberation has always been about the inclusion of Blacks in South
Africa as we have known it. We know that every pecpla is
sovereign. We know that every people has a God-given right to
choose their destination. They have a right to choose how they
will bhe governed. They have the right to chocse what kind of
economic system they live under. We will die for those rights
because we have in us the deep sense that we are members of the
South African nation.

The basic question, the deep down fundamental guestion, the
question taking priority over all other questions, is the guestion
of whether we first have a revolution and then sovereignty will
follow and people can._then choose what kind of Government they
want, or whether we achieve sovereignty in the present kind of
Scuth Africa stripped of apartheid and then let the pecple direct
courses of events to their desired destiny. Mr. Speaker,
Henourable Members, South Africa must hear me when I say that the
ANC Mission in Exile and the United Democratic Front and COSAS,
have already decided for the pecple what kind of future they need.
They have already decided what is geood for people. They are taking
unilateral action to destroy the capitalist free enterprise system.
They are not fighting apartheid. They are fighting Scuth Africa as
it is today. They want a socialist, one-Party state for the
future, or may be even a Marxist one-Party state. Those who have
thrown their weight behind the ANC Missicn in Exile have alsc
decided what suffering Black Scuth Africa wants. They have decided
what is good for us. They have decided what kind of system of
government we need. They have decided what kind of economic system
we nead.

Black South Africans have sufferad so terribly ang for so long that
wa are not going te change cne kind of ideclogical master for
another. It is prescriptive politics which drives us to employ the
last extremity of determinaticn ts bring about radical changs. e
will use that last extremity to resist any politics of
prescription. We will die rather than acquiesce before those who
tell us this or that system is good for us. We want to chocse our
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own destiny and we can only do so by gaining the rights to
participate in the government of the day and to determine the
policies of the day.

I have campaigned consistently for many years for the release of
Dr. MNelscn Mandela. I have repeatedly called for the release of
all political priseoners. I yearn for the day when the ANC is
unpanned in South Africa. We will continue striving for this
sanity in our country. Black South African demscracy must be
derestricted and we are prepared to die in our attempt to do sc.
I yearn for the day when Black leaders of whatever persuasicn are
free to go to the pecple and seek support. But vyou ecannot
determine who supports whom while the politics of intimidation is
rife. Black leaders have to become lowly people standing before
public audisnces, sslling their political wares as best they can.
That is demccracy. That is the democracy we fight for. If Blachk
South Africans in open democracy turn to reject me and Inkatna,
then we will bow out, Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members, with honour.
There is no honourable escape from what we are deing if we are not
released from our obligations by the pecple themselves. s
obviosusly do not believe that the people will reject us, and ths
political facts of the matter are that we have sstablished the mosc
massive Black organisation ever known in the history of our country
precisely because ordinary pecple believe in our aims and
objectives and in our programmes. We are honour bound. Everything
in me as a Black son of Africa, as a South African, as a man and as
a Zulu, tells me that I must die rather than betray the people and
seek an easy way out. while I am charged by the peeple to ¢o what
I am deing, I will do what I am doing with every means at my
disposal.

Mr. Speaker, 5ir, Honourable Members; I have simply been skstching
the context in which we should lock at our brothers, Bishop Tutu,
Dr. Allan Boesak and Dr. Beyers Naude. I have painted a picturs
which makes it clear that there is a strong White support for what
wa are doing, and that there is strong groundswell of White demand
that change be introduced. and then pointed out that the ceaflict
between Inkatha and the ANC Mission in Exile and their surragatu
crganisations like the UDF and COSATY is conflict about the daspest
of political guestions, and that is the soversignty of the geople.
And I declared our intention of not abandoning the people and ouw
intenticn te pursue giving effect to the peoplae's demands of us to
the last extremity of our beings.

Let me turn now to look at what our three brothers are doing. 1
could, Mr. Speaker, Honourable Mampers, give you 2 long list of
things they are doing and I could interpretc their actions guite
corractly as being directed against the achisvement of democracy in
our country. But let me rather take three documents which they put

their name to. The one i3 the KAIROS document, the othar is the
Dutch Council of Churches document which followed a consultatisn
with the SACC and the last 1s the Harare Declaration. Here our

three brathers of the cleoth stripped themselves bare and here they




exposed their inner thoughts, and here they exposed their
motivation for opposing us as atrociously as they do. Let us start
with the KAIROS document. Mr. 3Speaker, Honourable Members, I am
making the KAIROS document available to you in its entirety so that
you can read it carefully and judge for yourself whether ay
interpretation of it is correct.

In speaking about the Church in South Africa being divided, it 1is
said:

"In fact there are two Churches, one of the oppressor and cne
of the oppressed. Both of these Churches claim loyalty to the
same Church. They are both baptised in the same Baptism and
participate together in the breaking of the same bread, the
same Body and blood of Christ ... while outside policemen and
soldiers are beating up and killing Christian children or
torturing Christian prisoners to death, while other Chriscians
stand by and weakly plead for peace.”

This sets the emotional tcne for the rast of the document. It is a
tone in which horrible acts of violence by the ANC tlission in Exile
are condoned while acts of violence by the State ars condemnad. In
the same paragraph; the Introducticn goes on to condemn what it
calls "Church Theology" because it seeks the esasy and uncostly road
to reformism: “"failing to make distinction between the violence <f
oppression and resistance . defensive action oy equating the
oppressor and the oppressed and by misreading the socio pelitical
reality and the Biblical sources of christian resistance and
action. The &ocument throughout distinguishes Letween the
violence cf oppreasicn and the violence used in resistance to
goppression. Throughout the document they talk about the violence
of the kind used by the ANC Mission in Exile 2s though the horrible
deeds were perpetrated in a hely war. The document justifies the
violence of the ANC Mission in Exile because it is fighting tyranny
and it is opposing a regime which is inherently evil, which is
beyond redemption, which is beyond the politics of negotiation and
which must be rooted cut and destroyed by wviclence.

This whole tone of the document blura wiual distinctions. In
actual practice, the violence that they are condoning in the KAIRDS
document is viclence which is not directed against the regime. HMr.
Speaker, Sir, Honourable Members, the ANC Mission in Exile claim
that "the necklace" is cne of their weapens. The "necklace" is not
used against Mr. P.W. Sotha. It is not ;1sed against members of the
Gaoyernment. It is used by Blacks against Blacks. It is violence
of the mast horrible kind directed at the political opponsnts of
the ANC Mission in Exile. The deocument presents the use ofi the
“necklace” and that kind of violence, as viclence Jjuatified by
Christ and justified in Gospel terms because it is directed against
the regime.




Nowhere in the document is the ANC Mission in Exile mentioned, ner
is the UDF or CCSAS mentioned. Our three brothers as patrons of
the UDF and as men of the cloth supporting the ANC Mission in
Exile, talk about support for the struggle for liberation glibly,
dishonestly and do not have the courage to put & name to what thay
are saying. Again in the Introduction, it says: "In opposition to
tyranny and oppression Christians may be reguired to take
solidarity action or join significant political movements working
towards the overthrow of tyranny where clear Christian choices may
not be possible or available. The statement is ambigucua and .I
believe deliberately so. The document pleads for a prophetic faith
which needs "spirituality of combat" and having dropped the seed
the document turns its back on the point that it has made and says:
“the document has not probed into this dimension of prophetic
spirituality.” But it goes on to say in the Introduction: "There
are strong liberation movements which have received support from
the ecumenical community because they are the representatives of
the suffering people. The time has come for the Churches to
declare their alliance with the forces of liberation against the
apartheid regime."

The whole document is a plea for the ANC Mission in Exile, the UDF
and COSATU. The whole documeat asks the Church to give Party
political support to these organisations. It was written for that
purpose. It cheapens the Gospel and tries to use the Churches as a
Party political tool in hideous acts of revclutionary violence.
The document does not even discuss the criteria which <Christians
should use to decide: which pelitical organisation is "the
rapresentative of the suffaring people.”

The document talks about there being three theologies: State
Theology which justifies apartheid: Church Theology which addresses
the oppressor and not the oppressed and the Prophetic Theology
which is the only true theology. It says: "State Theology is
simply the theclogical jusctification of the status quo with its
racism, capitalism an totalitarianism." It tars capitalism with
the apartheid brush without ever explaining why it does sc.
simply makes Party political statements and shrouds them in
mystique of the Gospel. The whole document is Utopian
dangerously removed <from the realities which surround us.
screams out against the politics of negotiation. It says:
"Reconciliation, forgiveness and negotiations will become our
Christian duty in South Africa only when the apartheid regims shows
signs of genuine repentarze” and also "it would be gquite wrong to
try te preserve "peace" and "unity" at all costs, evan atc the coat
of truth and justice and, worse still, at the cost of thousands of
young lives.

This KAIROS document is a harsh documenc. It negates political
reality. It negates human reality. Where in the whole wide world
has any government ever become repentant? The document contains
dangerous idealism - dangerous because it invites Christians to
take revolutionary action within a framework it establishes which
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is outside of any reality. Because apartheid is as reprehensible
as it 4is, it distorts the nature of politics, it distorts the
nature of society and it ignores the fact that just as the use of
violence by apartheid could never bring about justice, the use of
violence against apartheid of the kind the document supports, will
naver produce justice.

The authors of this document say in effect that the South African
regime is so intensely evil that it cannot be axpected to raform.
The document says: "The reforms that come from the top are never
satisfactory. They seldom do more than make oppression more
effectiva and more acceptable." Here we have one of the many
examples of the blindness of the authecrs. The reforms that have
been introduced in recent years in South Africa have, as I have
repeatedly said, not addressed the fundamental issue of power-
sharing. They have not addressed the fundamental issue of
political justice. But this said, it must be recognised that the
reform chat has been introduced is meaningful to many Black South
Africans. The reform that has been introduced is not "reform from
the top." The reforms that have been introduced are reforms born
out of necessity and what is more, born out of necessity which
opposition te apartheid has authored. It is because for decade
after decade Dlacks have not acguiesced and they have endured all
manner of suffering to claim their rights, that pressure ias
building up demanding reform.

Mr. Speaker, Sir, Honourable Members, I have given this House .
details of hundreds of letters of support I have received from
White South African opinion-makers. That climate of opinion which
is reflected in those letters demands reform and it demands reform
because Blacks have opposed apartheid and exposed it to be
unworkable. Black trade unions were legalised not because the
National ?Zarty had a change of heart. 8lack trade unions were
legalisad because it was a dire necessity in the market place. It
was a dire necessity in the market place because Blacks valiantly
struggled for the recogaition of their worth as human beings as
well as as workers. No government could possibly tuwn the clocks
back and re-introduce what 1is euphemistically called ‘“petty
apartheid.”

The Black striiggle has gained ground and reforms are forthcoming
because we have gained ground. t is treacherous to the Black
struggle for liberation now to talk as though generationa of the
Black struggle have been in vain. The dilemma of the 3State
President is not a dilemma born out of crisis of consciences. The
dilemmas of the State President are born out of the fact that he
does not know which way to twist or turn te keep apartheid as
intact as posasible. The KAIROS document dehumanises ordinary
Black South Africans. Iz makes them objects oi theology and casts
them in the role of puppets of ideologies. It misconceives the
nature of man and the nature of sociaty. It is as chough the
clerical collars of our brothers are too tight and have stopped the
flow of blood to their heads. The XAIROS document contains no



analysis of political, economic and social reality which can stand
the scrutiny of the knowledge mankind has gained so painfully over
so many centuries. The document iz a £flight dinto mythical
Christianity.

Newhere 4in the document are the flights of fancy more absurd than
when the document talks about wviolence. It savs: "The State and
the media have chosen to call viglence what scme pecple do in the
township as they struggle for their liberation, i.e. throwing
stones; burning cars and buildings and sometimes killing
collaborators.” The document condones what it calls the killing of
collaborators. It condones the sentence of death which the ANC
Missicn in Exile has pasied over me. And it says: "If one «calls
for non-violence in such circumstances, one appears to be
criticising the resistance of the peopla while justifying or at
least overlocking the violence of the police and the state.” ANG
it asks the guestion: “But is it legitimate, especially in our
circumstances, to use the same word violence in a blanket
zondemnation to cover the ruthless and repressive activities of the
state and the desperate attempts of the people to defend
themselves." Mever once dcea the document stop to condemn tha
politics of intimidation which uses the most brutal kind of man
against man viclence imaginable. The document does not once =stap
to condemn the ANC Mission in Exile for killing its political
opponents simply because they wont toe the line.

The document rules out the politics of nmegotiation. The document
does nol seek reconciliation. It says: "The conflict is between
two irreconcilabla causes or interssts in which the one is just and
the other is unjust." It encourages violance when it says: "As %he
oppressed majority becomes more insistant and puts more and mors
pressure on the tyrant by means of boycotta, strikes, uprisings,
burnings and even armed struggle, the more tyrannical will che
regime become." And goes on to say: "The regime that is in
principle the enemy of the pecple cannot suddenly begin to rule in
the interests of the people. it can only be replaced by another
government, one that has been elected by the majority of the people
with an explicit mandate to govern in the interests of the pacple.”
The document bluntly says there iz no alternative to the escalation
of wiolence in South Africa. It makes revelutionary violsnce of
the most hideous kind something beautiful and moral when it says:
"But then we must alsc rememoer that the most loving thing we can
do for noth the cppressed and for our enemiss who are oppressors is
to eliminate the oppression, remove the tyrant from power and
establish a just government for the commen good of all the pacple.”
The document says: "The conflict and the struggle will have to
intensify in the months and years ahead becausa there ia no othsr
way to remove the injustice and oppression but God is with us. ]
can only learn to become the instruments of His peaces even unto
death. We must participate in the eross of Christ if we are to
have the hope of participating in His resurrection."
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Mr. Speaker, Sir, Honourable Members, there it is - the call to
Black South Africans to go on a killing spres. The document
exhorts Christians to join in with the ANC Mission in Exile, the
UDF and COSATU when it says: "Christians, if they are not doing so
already, must quite asimply participate in the struggle Ior

liberation and for a just society. The campaigns of the peopla,
from consumer boycotts to stayaways need to be supported and
encouraged by the Church. Criticisms will scmetimes be necessary

but encouragement and support will alsc be necessary. In ather
words the present crisis challenges the whole Church to move beyond
a mere ambulance ministry to a ministry of involvement and
participation.” The statement "criticisms will alse be necessary”
is unheeded by the document itself. The document brutalises cne's
mind as it blesses hideous violence which is being perpetrated by
Black against B8lack. It attempts to put the Church in a
straitjacket. It actually says: "...The Church must nct ccnfuse
the issue by having programmes that run counter to the strugglas of
those political organisations that truly represent the grievances
and the demands of the people." The documsnt demands chat. the
Church be obedient to the ANC Mission in Exile as a master. It
exhorts Christians not toc oppose the ANC Missicon in Exile. The
documant does not permit any programme which does not bear their
blessing. It comes near to deifying the ANC Mission in Exile. In
its concluding paragraphs, the document exposes its hypocrisy. It
says: "Although the document suggests varicus modes of involvement
it does not prescribe the particular actions anyone should take."

.

Mr. Speaker, Sir, Honourable Members, everycne in this House should
read this document carefully. We need to debate the document and
wa who represent millions of Scuth Africans need to make a clear
statement about it. Scuth Africans are locked in battles for
minds. I see this document as part of that battle. It is the kind
of document which confuses ordinary people and we need to inform
our people what our attitude to it is.

The theme and idiom of the document was carried into the
consultaticon in the Netherlands betwaen the Dutch Churches and the
South African Council of Churches. In a document entitled: - "The
Hour of Truth" the Dutch Council of Churches reports cn their
consultation about South Africa which was held in November last
year. Let me read to you a translation of some of the opening
passages of this document:

"Under pressure of internal peolitical oprotests, ravolts,
atrikas and militant actions and <foreign political and
econcnmic measures, the apartheid regime is becoming more and
more confused. White business life and foreign investora are
becoming more and more worried and are losing their faith in
the government. Bukt all this does not satisfy the cppressed.
They say that apartheid should not be weakened, but abolished,
broken down to the ground.



147 %

The apiral of resistance, violence;, oppression and
militarisation ascends continually until the regime is no
longer able to finance the actions of the army and police
force or until it loses faith in its own position of power.

This is the picture painted by those peoplz from within South
Africa standing in the middle of the conflict. A worrying ancé
fearful picture. It makes clear that, due to +tha current
level of vwiolance in the South African society, one can neo
longer speak of "peaceful change." Violence will vremain an
element in the developments within South Africa until such
time as apartheid has been abolished.

They also make it very clear that in this wviolent society
there is a fundamental difference between the primary violenca
of the oppressors and the counter violence. aimed at the
liberation of the oppressed. They alsc say that the
mitigating role of the ANC should be distinguished. They
remind us that the ANC has always warned agaiast randecm
violent actions and that they have always stood fsr limited
and targetad actions.

At the conference., which had participants from tha
Metherlands, Germany, the United Eingdom and the USA, four
working groups were constituted around the following items:

A Theological and religious contributions to the effective
fight againat apartheid.-

B. Political contributions te the effective £fight againast
apartheid and thas role of the Churches therein.

Ca Economic contributions to the effective fight against
apartheid and the role of the Churches therein.

D. Sccial movement and their contributions to an effective
fight against apartheid and the role of the Churches therein.”

Mr. Speaker, Sir, Honourable Members, hers again we ses the idicm
of the KAIROS document at work. The sentence: "They also make It
very clear that in this violent society there iz a fundamental
difference between the primary wviclence of the cppressors and the

counter violence aimed at the liberation of the oppressed. And
then comes the terriole distorticn: "They remind us that the ANC
has always warned us against random viclent actions and that they
have always stood for limited and targeted actions.® Again the
hideous distortion of the realities of the situation which we face
here in our country. The ANC Mission in Exile stands Ifor the
massive spreading of hidecus violence - Black/Black +vioclance -
violence against South Africa, not against the regime - g

violence of murder, arson, looting. "necklaces" - and viclence in
brutal assaults against any Black individual or organisation which
does not crawl on its belly in cbedience bafore it. This is White
liberal romanticism at its very worsa.




The Duteh Council of Churches document notes that the ANC was
formed in 1912 in response to the establishment of the Union of
South Africa and that for half a century pursued non-viclent
tactics and strategies. The document then says that in 1955 the
Freedom Charter was formulated as the basis for a new community
life for both Black and White and that power would be shared. To
achisve this, unity amongst Blacks was a leading principle. The
document says that after the banning of the ANC after Sharpeville
in 1959, it came to have the insight that non-viclent means were
not viable and that the increasing use of violance and the movement
towards a military and peolice state makes counter-violence
unavoidable. The document then says:

"Contacts between the ANC and the policical <forces in the
Metherlands need to be encouraged and to be revalued. This
movement is the political group which most likely will have in
the end to form the future goverrment of South Africa. The
Council of Churches itself could co-cperate by listening te
the viewpoints developed by the ANC and by admitting
rapresentatives of this movement into their delegations.

Other movements alsc appeared, anmong others the UDF, closely
related to the ANC in spirit, but limited, as a legal movement
inside South Africa, to peaceful measures.

A force against this movement, which desires to unite all
groups aiming for liberation, is Inkacha, originally but still
now mainly a Zulu-movement, tied to the homeland system and
especially teo KwaZulu. This movement praaches non-vislent
resistance against white dominanwe but, in fact, serves the
wnite masters becausa:

- it fits inteo the divide and rule policy which has led to the
formation of the homeland system

- it exarts enormous pressure on people in its sphere of
influence (especially ¥waZulu/Matal) and doas not hesitate to
use violence against other blacks

- it darkens the prospect of liberation by dividing blacks
while it emphasises excessively white superiocrity.

It is striking that Inkatha supports the attitude of the Scuth
African Government on the gusstion of ANC and sanctions.

One of the reasons to give the ANC a platform in the che hes
is tha wvaat support for the ANC among b k South Africa.
When we want toc listen to blacks, we have to listen to the
ANC. it is important to do that what is forbidden to do
inside the country, namely to nzme as "the authentic leaders
of the pecpls" the leaders of the ANC and their crganisation.

The most important slement in our contacts with the ANC lies
in the sharing of vision and invelvement. This batter will




equip the churches to express their own involvement in the
political spsctrum of the Netherlands.

Recommendations:

The consultation is of the opinion that due te wvision,
history, composition, policy and influence of the ANC and the
UDF, the churches and the liberation struggle of the Scuth
African people, as represented by the ANC and the UDF, should
be supported and publicised through theorough information about
the negative effects of the ideoclogy and pelicy of Inkatha on
the 1liberation struggle. The churches should make clear by
the dissemination of Inkatha's statements and publicatiocns to
their members, public cpinion and political parties, who are
the legitimate representatives of the people in South Africa
and who are the collaborators.

The consultation also requests the Council of Churches to ask
the Netherlands Government to step up financial and
humanitarian aid to ANC and UDF."

It must be remembered that this document issued by the Dutch
Council of Churches did not originate with them. It is a Dutch
Council of Churches dzcument but it expresses the views that
emerged during thelr consultation with the SACC. The SACC
therefore in effect has put its name to the resolutions I have just
read aut to you. The dJocument goes on to -make further
recommendations:

“Phe consultation expresses its wish to terminate all economic
and financial contacts with the white Seuth African eccnomy
and insists on woverall obligatory sanctions against South
Africa and calls upon the Council of Churches in the
Netherlands and its member churches to implement this
recommendation.

The consultation calls upon churches, religious institutiocns
and individual cturch members tec sell their shares in
companies which invest in and trade with South Africa, within
a term of twelve monchs.”

in this . consultation, the SACC guite brazenly and blatantly
identified with the ANC, the UDF and SACTU, and they quite brazealy
and very specifically chose sides against Inkatha and attemgted to
solicit Dutch church support for its vendetta against us. Qur
three patrons of the UDF are clearly nailing their zelours to the
ANC mast and all the suphemisms in the XAIROS document may as well
have been ctranslatad to language that called 2 spade a spade.
The SACC specifically asked the Dutch Council of Churches to insist
that its member churches deal with those who supported the KAIROS
document. Mr. Speaker, 5ir, Honourable Members, I am deseply
shocked as a Black leader and as a Christian that the SACC and Dr.
Beyers MNaude, Dr. Allan Boesak and Bishop Tutu are playing this




vicious Party political game against us. When I was recently in
Germany I met with Church leaders, and I discussed the following
Memorandum with them:

MEMORANDUM FOR DISCUSSION WITH PRELATE BOCHLET AND PRELATE AIGNER
OF THE COMMISSION OF JUSTICE AND PEACE AND WITH REPRESENTATIVES
FROM THE E.K.D. BI3HOP H-G BINDER, MR H KALLINA AND DR H MUELLER
8Y MANGOSUTHU G. BUTHELEZI, CHIEF MIMISTER KWAZULY, PRESIDENT OF
INKATHA AND CHAIRMAN, THE SOUTH AFRICAN BLACK ALLIANCE
BOMM. 21 FEBRUARY 1986

"CHRISTIANITY AND THE STRUGGLE FOR LIBERATIOM IN SOUTH APRICA"

Churches have established themselves throughout the length and
breadth of South Africa. There is a scattering of Churches in
every little village, in the suburbs of every city, and there is a
spread of Churches across rural South Africa. They are ZIound
wherever there are people and they are found in communities of
every race group. The South African Government professes to be a
Christian Government. There are many millions of Scuth Africans who
are mémbers of the Christian Thurches. As elsewhere in the world
many of these are nominal members, but as elsewhere in the worlc,
there is a continuum from three times a life Church Christians who
are baptised, married and buried by the Church, to twice a year
Christians whe attend ssrvices on Christmas Day and Easter, Co the
other extreme past those who go to Church every Sunday, Gto those
zealous Christians whose whole life is dominated by the Church and
its requirements.

In South Africa, as in other countries of the world, the Cariatian
Church is part of the fabric of society. It is institutionalised;
it is mentioned in tha constitution: it performs che rticher
functions with the State and in South Africs as slsewhearas thers ars

Christians on both sides of every major cCoOniroversy. I am making
this point very briefly to peint out that the Churches in Scuth
Africa are no diffsrent to the Churches elsswhera. If you are

anti-Communist, you can blame the Churches in Hast Germany for
having failed to stop East Germany fallipg inte the Communist
sphere of influence. If you are a pacifisz, you can blzme the
Churches for not having aveided the Sacond World War. If you are
in the Third Werld, you can blame the Churck for rot having avoided
the terrible disparities between the First World and Gthe Third
World. Ultimately you can blame the Church for anything. You can
blame the Church for the hunger in Ethiopia., or anything =lse and
as Christians the fact that the Church is blamewosthy across  the
length and breadth of the world and throughout history should

us bow our heads in humilicy. These charges against

could ' be multiplisd a thousandfold and with each
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thousand charges, our heads could bow in even deeper humility. It
is with this humility that I believe we should lock at the failure
of the Church in South Africa.

The hidecusness of apartheid and the terrible untenable suffering
of Black South Africans in my country, lays one of Chose wvery
special connotations on the liabilirty of the Church for what has
gone wrong for so long. The hideousness of what has taken place in
South Africa for so long make the charges against the Church have
additional meaning. The inability of South African society as ‘a
whole to eradicate apartheid is there for all to see, and for the
whola of my Christian life, I have had an intense awareness of tha
failure of the Church. I do noct know whether the Church has failed
to extend the HKingdom of God in South Africa more than it has
failed to do so in Germany, or in any other country. I de not know
whether in real Christian terms  stable, affluent socisty in the
West can claim greater advances in bringing men into the XKingdoem of
God and extending it amongst men, than has been the case in South
africa. My mind beggles at the thought of doing a head-count of
reborn Christisns to arrive at a per capita comparisen batween
yarious countries. My mind alsc boggles at the thought of having
to distinguish between First World and Third World countries by
attempting to employ social, economic and political criteria to
judge the health of the Church in them. Again I make these pointa
to plead for humility in any discussion we may have about the role

of the Church in South Afcica. Po0 woften Western Christian
indignation abcut apartheid makes assumptions about the role of the
Church which are just not valic. They expect the Church to be

something in South Africa which it is not in their own country.
Because of the enormity of the crimes committed in the nane of
apartneid, and because of the depths of suffering experienced under
apactheid by Blacks, they similarly expect Blacks to be exempt Irom
human nature and that Blacks can do in South Africa what human
natura cannot do in their own country.

In sketching a perspective which I believe is one perspective
within which we <can usefully lLook at the role of the Church In
Sauth Africa, I want to draw attention to the dangars of the wvery
particular kind of theological radicalism which springs from deep,
driving political motives rather than from an understanding of the
Gospel at work amongst mankind. Apartheid has it own Christian
crede and some factions in South Africa now developing forces of
vioclence are beginning to adopt another kind of Christian credo.
This is a shocking statement and its bluntness I am afraid will
offend many. They will stend aghast at it in the beliaf that those
who suffer ao deeply could not be doing such a thing.

There is a danger that some Eurcpean Christians are going £o make
the error of believing that ra al Christian theology is going to
succesd doing that in South Africa which no theclcgy has succaeded
doing anywhere slse in the world. Theology remains a mere human
formulation of perspectives of truth and the meaning of the Gospel.




When those Christians are theological activists, then there is the
danger that what they write amounts to a Party political credo.

For me many statements contained in the Kairos document are laden
with Christian insight. They contain views which terrible
suffering has distilled out of experience. The notien that
reconciliation cannot take place between unegual parties, “"betwsen
justice and injustice, good and evil" is a truth deeply laden with
meaning for us. I think the document validly draws attention to
the fact that there is a Church theology of Pretoria's moderate
opponents. It rightly says: "It is indeed the duty of the State to
maintain law and order but it has not a Divine mandate to maintain
any kird of law and order." 1 believe the document is right in
drawing attencion to the fact that English-speaking Churches have
offered cauticus criticism of apartheid. It is true that: "Radical
change in structures can only come from below, from the oppressed
themselves."

When, however, the authors of the Kairos document move to maka
political statements; when it says: "The conflict is between an
oppressor and the oppressed. The conflict 1s between two

irreconcilable causes of interest in which one is just and the
.other is uniust” it makes a statement laudable perhaps in sentiment
but tragically foolish in content. The Kairos document becomes
doubly £foolish when it divides the oppressed up into facticns and
exempts the majority of the oppressed from being described as just
and goes on to seek theological sanctity for the political activity
of the herces they anncint as those of political organisations
"that truly represent the demands of the people.” They identify
these organisations when they give theclogical sarctity to their
tactics and strategies which they see as: "The campaigns of the
people; from consumer boycotts to stay-aways, nead to be supported
and encouraged by the Church."

I become ever-increasingly disgusted with this concept of "the true

leaders." In Inkatha I have amassed over ..2 million Black South
Africans as card-carrying members. These membersa really are Che
victims of apartheid. They ars very dominantly peasants and
WOLKErS. No other leader in the histeory of South Africa has ever
combined so many people in such common purpose as I have done in
Inkatha. It would however be an absurdity to call me "the true

leader of South Africa."

Inkatha employs tactics and strategiss. They are not my tactics
and strategies. Inkatha is a demecratic organisacion. Its tactics
and strategies are determined by its Annual General Confarences to

which Inkatha's leaders are held accountable. it would be abaurd
to styls these tactica and strategies as "the campaigns of the
people ... (which)... need to be supported and encouraged by the

Church to the exclusion of others.




Nowhere have I ever described Inkatha as the only Black
organisaticn entitled to lead the struggle for liberation. I have
always called for a multi-stratagy approach in which each
organisation can best do what it is eguipped to do in its own
circumstances. & lead as a democrat not only in.- my own
organisation, Inkatha, but in South Africa at large. There is no
contradiction between Christiar theology and true democracy. In
Scuth Africa, we who have been denied democratic rights by the
State claim democratic rights in ocur own struggle £for liberatiocn
from apartheid. To talk apout South Africa as though we have to
dispense with democracy in the struggle for liberation and as
though there is only one true leadership and as though there is
only one God-annointed strategy and tactic, makes a mockery of
Christian responsibility and democratic citizenship.

Apartheid is truly evil and there is a truly just struggle against
apartheid being waged in South Africa, but te go beyond this
statement to identify individual God-created human sotls as being
inherently evil on the one side and inherently good on the other
side, is unspeakably bad theolegy. To say that apartheid is so
avil that the State President and no member of Government could
possibly participate in the elimination of aparthaid, is such an
arrer of Christian judgement that it staggers me to see the extant
to which leading Churchmen in Europe back those who make this kind
of statement implicitly or explicitly. We have a Christian crisis
in South Africa and the Church is thrashing around in agonised
zurmoil but for God's sake let us search for truth and not leap
into one or another faction of that turmoil.

Let me cite two different circumstances in which there is evidencs
of irreconcilable Christian approaches to problems. Those who drew
up the Kairocs document portray the schism in the Church in thesas
words: "There we sit in the =ame Church while outside Christian
policemen and soldiers are beating up and killing Chriastian
children or torturing Chriatian prisoners while yet other
Christians stand by and weakly plead for peace." This statement
ridicules nine Church leaders which included - the Most Reverend
Philip Russell the Anglican Archbishop of Cape Town, the Reverend
Paeter Storey the Head of the Methodist Chureh, the Meost Reverend
Denis Hurley the Catholic Archbishep of Durban, the Reverend
Stanley Mogoba of the Methodist Church, the Reverend Edmund du
Plessis of the Congregational Church, Bishop Peter Buthelezi cf the
Cathslic church, and the Reverend Allan Maker Moderator of the
Prasbyterian Church, who met with the State President to call on
him to dismantle apartheid, the lifting of the state of emergency,
and to tell the State President that a Wational Convention was
neeled 1ia South Africa. They told the State President: “We
understand the fearsome raspeonsibility that you carry and we
believe that there have been times when you have demonstrated great

political courage. ¥ou have been willing te shed the mest
embarrassing. opponents of change in your Party; you have accepted
the principle that this country must adapt or die: and in January

(1985) you 1list for the firat time as issuss reguiring serious



attention the very problems some of us presented to you in a
similar meeting in 1980."

Their message was clear; it was tough but they recognised Mr. P.W.

Botha to be a human being and they dealt with him as such. I am
absolutely sure that Christ was there with them and that they ware
doing His Will. The acceptance of the Kairos document in its

totality denies this.

There are so many who fail to understand that there is running
through South Africans of all race groups a atrain of human
Christian decency which is beginning to permeate ever-desper into
society. South Africans are struggling to emerge from the horrars
of apartheid. A groundswell move is in the making and from svery
quarter in South Africa there are now pressuras on Lhe State
President and the Government tec normalise South Africa as an
industrialised democracy. There is far toe little recognition in
the West that we South Africans are not inherently evil and that we
have indeed got the moral and spiritual gualities which are
reguired to bring about radical change without having to resort to
the most despicably hidecus violence imaginable.

There is too lirtle recognition that it is the victims of
aparthaid, the ordinary worRers and peasants, the poorest of the
poor, who have borne not only the hideous weight of apartheid, but
whe have had to bear the brunt of the relentless oppositicn to it
which so characterises our people. Apartheid is unweorkable and it
is crumbling because every Draconian pewer that the Government
could ronceive of has been used against ordinary Blacks 1o
subjugate them and toe make them participants in their own bondage.
When you look at South Africa's Draconian laws, you will sse that
the vast majority of them are directed against ordinary people in

every-day life. The true horrors of apartheid are neot illustrated
by simply pointing to the legislation which is used to crush
organisations and silence political opponents. The unutterably

terrible nature of aparthaid is discovered only in an analysis of
the legislation which is devised to keep a people in subjugacien.
The Pass Laws, the Group Arsas Act, the Separate Amenitiss Act, the
Bantu Education Act, the Bantu Administration Act, and a formidable
collection of other Acts have been devised to keep Blacks in
suffering subservience to Whites.

As a Black South African I stand tall in the knowledge that we have
not been broken by aparthaid, and that the spirit of resistance to
apartheid lives in the hearta and minds of my peopla. The
elevaticon of Black leaders and Black political srganisacions to
exalted positions where they alone ara seen as& lzading the
struggle, waging the struggle and writing history, is wrong.

The Kairos document takes a particular brand of organised Black
political activity and calls them "the campaigns of the people."



Its authors, however exalted they may be, however they have striven
against injustice in their own lives, however anguished they are
about suffering in South Africa, are blind te the reality of
ordinary people's contribution to the process of change.

The gulf that is emerging between the South African Council of
Churches and the ordinary pesople of South Africa is frightening.
The extent to which the current leadership of tha SACC is becoming
embroiled in Party politics and are becoming participants in Black-
on-Black violence, is appalling. In a consultation with the Dutch
Council of Chucchea in Amersfoort in Hovember last year, the South
African Ccuncil of Churches' spokesmen recommended that the
Churches should support the ANC and the UDF with financial and
humanitarian aid, and actively oppose Inkatha by spreading
information which shows 1Inkatha's ideclogy and policy to ke
negative. The SACC spokesmen also called for comprehensive
mandatory sanctions and for disinvestment, as well as for other
punitive economic action. I hava appended the relavart passages
from the document "The Hour of Truth" which is a Cutch Council of
Churches report on the Consultation it had over South Africa.

This vendetta against Inkatha by some of the Churchmen who play a
prominent role in the SACC is also evident in their dex_ings with
donor agencies and corporations who want to contribute to the
developmant of Black South Africa. I guote here from & capy of a
Memorandum to Coca-Cola who' intend establishing an eduzational
scheme with a funding of approximatsly R25 million.

CONFIDENTIAL
MEMO
POz MR. DAVID SCHREINER [sic] (COCA-COLA)

ALLAN BOESAK
JAKES GERWEL
DESMOND TUTU

We note your invitation teo us to participate in
administering in trust <the sum of mon2y you ao
generocusly wish to make available to education and
devalopment in South Africa.

while fully appreciative of the grsat benefits that
could derive from your donation we alsco accept that
you will appreciate the larger politd 1 contaxt
within which our participation is [ ] such a
scheme occurs. We consequently have to tender ths
following comments describing the political
parameters of our participation.

The involvement of any homelands functionari=s or
persens connectsd to organisaticons h offizial
homelands links, would precluds ocur participation.




We accept that your donation is intended as suppert
for progressive initiatives seeking non- -viglent
change ia South Africa. Such support, however,
needs to addrass alsc the political environment of
our effocta =o effect non-violent change, and a
crucial element in that environment is the
racognition of the African National Congress as an
important participant in the political process.

our decision to pacticipate in the proposed trust
would thesrefors be greatly facilitated by Coca-Cola
adding its voice to the growing public call for the
SA government to start talking te the ANC.

The establishment of the proposad trust cannot be
divorced from the divestment debate and we would
dasire that it be abundantly clear that we are not
lending support to any sffort aimed at relieving
pressure for change on the South African government.
This could be accomplished by Coca-Cola publicly
informing the South African Government that it
shall reconsider its ccntinued presence in South
Africa unless significent steps towards change are
taken within a prescribed time, such steps to
include at laast -

the lifting-of the state of emergency

the abolition of pass laws and influx control
release of all political priscners

repeal of all discriminating legislation
astablishment of one single ministry for
education

official end of tha nomeland policy

We would be glad to discuss this with you further.
Sincerely,

BISHOP DESMOND TUTJ
DR. ALLAN BOESAK
FROF. G.J. GERWEL

In this document these three gantlemen are attempting to force
Coca-Cola to support the ANC Mission in Exile and disinvestment as
a strategy before their centribution to Black educaticn in South
Africa will be endorsed as acceptabls. This is bluntly Parcty
political and it i3 alsg bluntly Party political for them
specifically to say that the scheme will be upacceptable to them it
I or Inkatha, or the KwaZulu Government have a*}thlnq to do with
it The despaerate need of Black South African youth is being
turned into a political football. This Memorandum is yet another
piece of evidence of the axtent Lo which the suffering people of
KwaZulu ara being abandened to their ight simply Dbeacause some
Church leaders work actively against ma.




The SACC repeated thelr call for economic sanctions against South
Africa at the Harare Coaference in December last year and and for
the recognition of the ANC as the country's vanguard liberation
movement and for the recogniticn of the United Cemocratic Front and
the Congress of 3cuth African Trade Unions. In doing so they are
pitting themselves against the will of many millions of Black South
Africans. Their call is divisive and they are seeking support for
the ANC Mission in Exile's divide and dominate policy.

The ANC Mission in Exile is committed to the armed struggle as the
primary means of bringing about change in the country. For 25
years they have pursued objectives but have failed to make
headway. After & guarter of a century of this endeavour, the
armed struggle is further from achieving success than it has ever
been before. President Samora Machel saw the futility of their
military campaign in :he past and he recognised that their military
inefficiency would stretch well inte the future - certainly well
beyond Mocambigue's ability to endure %the conseguances of
supporting armed baswus for the movement in Macambigue. Theres is
new nro countey in Southern Africa which dares telerats an ANC
militsry base on its sail.

In South Africa itself after avery attempt to develop the armed
struggle, there is now no single bridge not functioning in the
country because it has been destroyed. The armed attacks of the
ANC Mission in Exile have not come anywhere near disrupting the
country's transport system, and there is now not a single powar
line which is not functiening in the country's electricity supply
system. There is not a single factory which has gone out of
business because of their attacks. There is no zon= which has been
liberated and thers is not a single zone which is a no-go area for
the pelice and the army. Thers are no prospects whatscever of ths
AMC Mission in Exile overcoming the immense logistic problams of
transporting arms and men for an armed atruggle.

That 1is why when violence started erupting in South Africe yet
again for reasons which enctirely exclude any determining factors
from the ANC Mission in Exile, it attempted to Jjump on cthe
bandwagon of growing vioclence. It started talking about eascalating
the wviolent struggle and stactad talking about a people's war.
Churches in Eurcpe shculd understand what the ANC Mission in Exile
has in mind when it %slks about a peopla's war. It has in mind Ene
spread cf violence to make the country ungovarnable. It is aware
that this will mot h n while people want to work rather than to
die of atarvation. therefora is exhorting the peopls to destroy
the factories in which they work and to destrcy the economy. The
ANC Mission in Exile i3 also aware that it is expecting bara-handad
ordinacy pecple te spread viclence in defiance of the most powsrful
army and police force in Africa. It is asking pecple to ba cannon
fodder for the glorification of the Mission in Exile. ZHnowing that
the pecpla cannot survive violent actions against the army and the




police force it is attempting te keep violence alive and spreading
by turning Black against Black. According to the Institute of
Race Relations in South Africa 879 people died of viclence during
1985, Of these around a third died viclently at the hands of their
fellow Blacks.

When the General Committes of the World Council of Churches met in
Madagascar in 1985, they passed a resolution and in the background
stacemeant to this resolution, it said incter alia: "And for the
firat time 4in the townships not only have .government buildings
{institutions of apartheid tyranny) been burnt down by angry Blacks
but the homes of some local Black Councillors and policemen
(government collaborators) have alsc been burnt down. A few
Councillers have even been killed..." They speak of a few
Counzillors having been killed. This is Christian blindness and
Christian cowardice playing down the true horror of Black on Black
confrontation in South Africa.

Pecpla do not believe me when I tell them that the ANC Mission in
Exile is actually fermenting civilian violence against civilian
victims because it wants to create the chaos withip which it can
overcome some of the logistic and other disadvantages from which it
suffaers. It does not have on-the-ground support structures inside
the country and it is only when civilians start killing civilians
that it has any hope of moving around in South Africa. The ANC
Mission in Exile is brutally careless about human lives. What they
actually do is so hidecusly different from what Weatern ‘ocbservers
believe they ds when they listen to the ANC Missicn in Exile
campaigning £for support in the West. I no longer ask Western
observers to believe or disbelisve me. I now guote some Words cf
the ANC Mission in Exile in its dally broadcasts to Black South
Africans, and ask observers to judge what it is saying:

Joe ¥odise broadcasting on the 25th July 1385 from Addis Ababa in a
Radic Freedom programme said:

"Our pecple must also manufacture home-made guns and setrol
bombs. After arming themselvas in this manner our peopla must
begin to identify collaborators and enemy agents and deal with
them... The puppets in the Tricameral Parliament and the
Bantustans must be destroved... Let us intensify the
alimination of all collaborators freom eur nation."

Oon the 17 September 1985 the Zimbabwe Broadcasting Corporation
reportad:

"The Director of Information of the ANC of South Africa,
Comrade Thabo ibeki, says a greater number of civilians will
inevitably die as the ANC continues to intsnsify the struggle
for freedom and human decsncy... The ANC Director of




Information added | that the struggle in South Africa is now
becoming a people's war." %

On the 5 November 1985, Radio Freedom broadcast a commentary which
included the following:

"+s.It is now time, countrymen, that we take conscicus actions
te awaken our white compatriocts from this dream world...where
they have been lulled intec believing that the conflict in our
country is something very far away from them which can easily
be ccntained in the black townships...It is now time that we
take the arena of battle inte the white suburbs so that our
white compatriots are able to realise that the strucgle is not
just against them as a people but against this evil svstem
that they continue to maintain. As Comrade President Qliver
Tambo said, in the white areas, that is where we must confront
the enemy personnel and installations, which are giving our
white compatriots a false sense of security and by so doing
mobilise more and more of the whites te renounce Botha and
join the forces of liberation..."

And on the 7 October 1985 the Radio Freedom commentary entitled
"ANC to Extend the War into White Residential Areas" contained,
inter alia, the following:

"...The privileged white community is armed to the teeth,
Those weapons also are meant to mow down our peaple as it
happened to Paulus ---- who was murdered in cold blecd

by white so-called civilians. Those weapons in white hands
have to be transferred alsa. We have to use all means
available to get them.

In this regard, we call on our compatriots who are working as
domestic servants to take a leading role. They know where
their employers keep their weapons and thay are the ones who
can devise plans of transferring the cwnership of ths weapons.
There are slsc weapons in the regime's police stations and
barracks. Those weapons must be removed from tha hands of
these trigger-happy murdesrers. In this case we can even buy
these weapons from some of the employees if possibla...

These angels of death have always regarded our townshios as
foreign countriss away from theirs whers they can =ommit
untold crimes and return to the calmness of their residential
arsas. That myth must now be shattersd. Ney must be hauntaed
by the mass offensive. We must attack them at their homas and
holiday resorts just as we have been attacking black bosot-
lickers at their homes. This must now happen to their
colleagues..."
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And on the O September 1985, the following was broadcast from
Lusaka home service in English:

"ANC of South Africa President Oliver Tambo has said hia
organisation believes that black majority rule will be
achieved within 10 years. Mr. Tambo has said the current
political crisis presents a great leap forward and indicatas
the start of a bloodbath that will eventually end apartheid,
the white minority regime's system of racial segregation. He
ruled out the possibility of gradual handover of power and
explained that the ANC envisages talks on the mechanisms for
an immediate change to majority rule and nothing else."

The United Democratic Front has committed itself to making South
Africa ungovernable and in daily practice it is working with the
ANC towards the violent overthrow of the Government. In South
Africa the ANC Mission in Exile and the UDF are acting with the
fervour of holy crusaders to spresad internecine Black/Black strife
and to establish the politics of intimidation to fufther their aims
and objectives. What the Kairos document calls "the campaigns of
the people" - "consumer boycotts to stay-aways, it is warped
judgements which say this is so. Consumer boycotts, have been made
relatively effectively in some parts of the Eastern Cape but they
have only baen made effective, because Blacks who buy where they are
told not to buy suffer rerrible intimidation. Black mothers atop
buying food and essentials for their households when. they are
caught and made to swallow the cooking oil and detergents they hava
bought. lack workers stop going to work when they are bezhen up
or their houses are burnt down if they do. Everywhere intimidation
is threatening to become hideous wanton disregard for 1ife, limb
and property. People are being burnt alive; they are being hacked
te death, until we reach that terrible statistic of one in Cthrse
Blacks who have died in violence during 1985 died at the hands of
their fellow Blacks. The use of violent intimidation by political
groups is spreading like a sickly contagious disease in scme Black
areas. Hooligans and mobs are now ever—increasingly vioclent in
them, and in some cases even crdinary people are banded toget!
self-defence and are using hidecus viclence to cppose h
violence.

In the Kairos document one is led to believe that in general the
vioclence in South Africa among Blacka is vielence which is
justified. Violence is so often a travesty of justice and truth.

'

The Harare Consultation betwean the South African Coungil, of
Churches, the World Council of Churches and Christian leaders from
many countriss, took place where all had knowledge of the real.ties
of the South African situvation, to give respectability to the
tactics and strategies of the ANC Mission in Exile and the UDF.
The same ANC Mission in Exile which broadcast the massages I <itad
above, issued a press statement on the 3 December 1 the
SACC/WCC rmeeting wasa in progress. It said ‘inter




rejoice that so many Chriscian leaders from all over the world have
come to Harare to meet with Christian leaders from our country to
express their solidarity with the struggle of ocur people” and "We
believe that the taking up of arms by our people in defence of - our
very lives can no more be equated with the indiscriminate violence
of the apartheid regime than there can be any equation between
those who fought to overthrow Mazism and fasclism and those whe
foucht to promote this evil." Their own broadcasts translate
"taking up of arms by our people in defence of our very lives" into
internecine Black strife and Black brother killing Black brother.
The ANC Mission in exile is no more fighting 2 holy war than cthe
South African Government is in its war against them. The ANC
Mission in Exile is struggling for its own political power. &
wants to return from exile to establish itself as the government
in power in a one-Party state. It brooks no opposition and seeks
only a total monopoly of power now during the struggle for
liberation which it will perpetuate itself zfter liberation.

As a Black leader who is a Christian I cannot be pacty to the
brutality which some are trying to iafuse into the Black struggle
for liberation. I do not deny-that there can be such a thing as a
just war. I deny emphatically, however, that the ANC Mission in
Exile and the UDF are fighting a just war in South Africa. They
are fighting against injustice but they are committing hideous
mistakes in the way they are going about things. Instead of
mobilising Black South Africans into a coherent, driving force,
they are acting to divide Black from Black and to bring every Black
under their total contrel. It is my refusal to be party to what
they are doing that leads them to make such birter attacks against
me, doubly so because I am shewing agairn and again, and ever-
inereasingly, that the non-violent tactics and strategies and the
politics of negotiation are generating 2 power tc bring about the
total eradication of apartheid.

Wa have not wan yet but neither have those who are aemploying
viclence. It may well be that sometime in the future we will have
to make different assessments becauss the South African Government
continues to ba intransigent, but right now I say until such time
as the Government has made it impossible to continue with non-
violent democratic tactics and strategies, and until there ara no
prospects at all for the politics of negotiation to heal the wounds
of racially &ivided South Africa, we will be abrogating our
Christian duty if we do now sometning which we would only be
justified doing some time if the future if the Government continusd
doing what it is deing now.

I charge the Church with the responsibility of so pacticipating inm
the struggle for liberation that we effect the politics ol naticnal
reconciliation now while we struggla. If we reduce the country to
ungovernability now it will remain ungovernable aftsr liberation.
We are moving through a deep ecrisis period in our hister

is no room for failing Utopian ideas and we cannot af

luxury of idecleogies. I am most certainly not being ideo ogical
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when I say that the destruction of the Socuth African economy will
spell ocut disaster and immensely increase suffering Zor million= of
people for generations to come. Over half of all Black South
Africans are 15 years old and younger. The Churches of Europe
cannot eassume che responsibility for feeding, clothing and housing
these people after the econcmy has been destroyed. Only the free
enterprise svstem couid possibly further devalcp the South African
econemy to +the point where it can not only cater for the
fundamental neads of this huge population bulge when it hits the

market place, but alsc wipe out the huge existing backlogs that

tilere are in Black housing, health and welfare servicas, sducaticn
and everything else essential to healthy individual, family and
community life.

The free enterprise system <an only work if there is a naegotiated
settlement of Scuth Africa's problems. It can only work if a
national effort is made acrass all race groups to make the post-
liberation periocd meaningfil to the ordinary Black people of the
country. Without effecting naticnal reconciliation as we struggle
te liberate the country frcn apartheid, we will not be able to
mount the natiomal effort after the destructien of apartheid which
will be sc badly needed.

-0

This Memorandum which I discuBsed with German churches is now being
widely studied in Europe and I am t>ld it is exerting its own
influence. After the Dutch Council of Churches had their
consultation with the SACC in November last year, it laid its
report before a meeting of the Council on March 13 ctchis vyear.
While the majority accepted the reccmmendaticns which came ocut of
the November consultation on sanctions, one of the major churches,
the Gereformeerde Kerk, voted against the specific recommendation
which demanded that churches shed themselves of all investments in
companies with any connection with Scuth Africa and the FRoman
Catholic church thought the mesasures which the recommendations
sought were too far-reaching for the present situation. And while
the conference voted in favour of support for the ANC and the UDF,
it rejected the recoumendaczion which asked for the spreading of
information designed to be detrimental to Inkatha.

The next day the Hervormde Church Synod met to discuss the KAIRCS
document. Memoers of the Synod were totally divided. Some praisad
the document but otha#rs wera confused by it and criticised it as
being built on simplicitiss and described it as an "unraliable
compass."” Somecna sald that it as no real theology bu
"theology of the man in the street." Others said it was very
difficult for them te recognise the ap t of =Christ
documant. Cne member of the Synocd said bluntly it w2

to proclaim Jesus as the KAIROS document does. Ochers

KAIROS document was not in line with the traditional Dutch
documents of confession. Delegates weres also hesitant a

KAIROS document'a visw of the role of wviolenca. 1In the Synoed




meeting several people asked for more information about my role and
the role of Inkatha, and the issue was put forward for discussion
at the June session of the Syned.

In the Sersformesrde Synod which was held on the 3 March to discuas
the Dutch Council of Churches consultation with the SACC, spokesme
opposed the disinvestment Strategy and asked that attention be
given to the position that I have adopted. In an artiele in the
newspaper “"Trouw" on the eve of the Harvormde Synod there was an
article by Dr. Ester. He said that the Synod should ask the
guestion of whether the document's bi-partition of Scuth African
society into "oppressors" and “oppressed” does not give a faral
Marxist interpretation of a situation which is dinfinitely more
complex, and suggested that the Synod would have to cut through its
rhatoric and return it to its originators. He also said that the
Synod would have to make an evangalically responsible choice
between revolution (as the document lsgitimises it) and raform. He
warned the Synod that it should not simplify the complex situation
of South Africa or swesp disturbing factors under the carpet of the
Gospel and that the Svnod wouid have to ask the ANC wery direct
‘GUestions concerning the sstablishment of a future South Africa,
and told the Syned that "the influsntial Gatsha Eutnelezi of
KwaZulu must also receive critical attention."

Mr. Speakar, Sir, Honourabls Members, this underlines ths plea I
made in last ysar's policy Speech for us to reach the dacision-
makers of Europe and to convey to them the realities of the South
African situation. A battle for minds is raging in our country aad
it is impertant that we counter the poison that our political
enemies are distributing around the world.

In the Hemorandum I discussed with German Church leadsrs which I
have just read to you I queted a Memorandum addreszsd to Coca-Cola.
This Memorandum to Coca-Cola shows a callous disrzgard for the
suffering people of South Africa. 3ishop Tutu, Dr. Boesakx and
Professor ¢.J. Gerwal, the Rectar of the Univeraity of the Western
Cape, co-signed ths Memerandum. In this Memorandum, our men of the
cloth are most explicit in their support for the ANC Mission in
Exile. I respeat their words:

"We aceept ha vour donation is intended as sapport
progressive  ir tives seeking non-viol change in
Africa, Such supgport, however, nesds to address =
political enviconment of our effarss to aitfa o
change, and a crucial eleament in that snviconmant is
recognition of the African National Congreass as an import
participant in the political process.
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Here again we have Bishop Tutu and Dr. Boesak nailing their colours
to the ANC mast. Mr. Speakar, Sir, Honourable Members, we have a
great deal of work before us to combat the kind of groas
distortions of the 3cuth African situation which are being conveyed
to tha world by people like Dr. 3Seyers Nauds, Bishop Tutu and Dr.
Boesak.

These gentlemen of the cloth are spending vast amou ts of energy in
furthering the aims and cbjectives of the ANC Mis.ion in Exile.
Dr. Beyers Naude, as the CGeneral Secretary of the Scuth African
Council of Churches, was a prime mover behind the Harare
consultation organised by the World <Council of Churches. The
me@eting was organised to mobilise support for the SACC stand which
it <took in July last year. The SACC then adopted thke following
resolution:

SACC NATIOMAL CONFERENCE 1985, RESCLUTION ¥O. 5. DISINVESTMENT

Raferred to:

SACC Executive, Member Churches, Regional Councils, affiliated
organisacions and the international committee.

This MNational Conference of* the SACC, being deeply concerned at
the violent conflict in which the people of South Africa are now
embroiled,

2 Reiterate ths statement wnich the Council has made in the past
that foreign investment and loans have b=en used to support
the prevailing pattarns of power and privilegse in South
Africas

Recognises that many Church leaders and Christian people in
South Africa are in favour of (selective) disinvestment and
economic sanctions because they believe that the situation is
now so sericus Cthat economic action must be taken tao
strengthen peolitical and diplomatic pressures on Scuth Africa
to force the South African varnment to taks seriously

need for fundamental change in South Africa.

It is agreed that fundamental 'change would dinclude
dismantling of apartheid and the damecratic involvement o
Socuth Africans in the planning of thes naw politi

and social structuraa which would szesek to g

people justice, development, fresdeom and peaca.

Welcomes +the concern and Sung

other countries who are working $o assist us
violent ways in which fundamental change

in South Afr




This

a)

b)

c)

e)

Believes that the pressure in Western countries for
disinvestment and divestment has been most effective in moving
White South Africans in a more sericus consideration of the
causa of the political conflict in this country.

Cconcludes fram the evidence placed before it that foresign
investment does not necessarily create new jobs and that the
contrary is often the ase Dbecauss new investment is
fraguently in the form c* scophisticated technological
egquipmernt.

Draws attention to the fact that the Churches have - for many
years tried to address the problem of structural unemploymert
in Black communities and has not been aware of any serious
cencern being shown by the business sector, forzign or South
African or by government until recent months when eccnomic
sanctions have becoms a lagislative probability in the Unized
States.

Confesses that in the Churches there has been no proper dsbate
and consideration of tha disinvestment guestion because we
have allowed ocurselves to be restrained by tha severity of
laws designed to prevent open discussion of economic

sanctions. This has mean t that the only arguments bsing
heard in South Africa are those in opposicion to
disinveatment.

Conference therafore resolves:

To express our belief that disinvestment and similar econamic
pressures are now called for as a peacerful and effective ma2ans
of putting pressure on the South African Governmsnt to bring
about those fundamental changes this country needs.

To ask our partner Churches in other countriss to continue
with their K efforts to identify and promote effactive economic
pressures to influence the situation in South Africa, towards
achieving justice and peace in this country and minimising the
violence of the conflict.

To promote fuller consideration of the issuss by placing the
case for the imposition of 2conomic sanctions and
disinvestment before the Exscutive Committea of the SACC and
the regional councils, and the councils of our member chu:ches
and organisations with the ragquest that they
Congregationa te study and to debate them.

To ask the exscutive to appeint Lﬂ consultation
director of justice and raconcil a taskiaorce

the whole guestion of sconomic ji as wall ag i
disinvestmant and aconomic sanecticns £o reviasw and ca-erd sinate
the respunsas from che churchss, and to assisc

leaders by making availaple to them information and

T call
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poor by reinvesting money and energy in alternative economic
systems in existence in cur region.

Accepted by National Conferesnce on Z8th June 19385.

0

It also adopter” a resclutian in favour of civil discbedience. The
SACC claims a. times that is representative of millions of Black
Christians. Thi is simply not true. The 5ACC on no single
cccasion has ev- - had to go to ordinary Blacks te seek support for
the stands that i_. takas. No single member of the 3SACC's staff or
its Executive is elected into that position by cordinary Black South
Africans. The SACC is not accountable to ordinary Black South
Africans because it is not elected inte office by them. Thea stand
of tha SACC is as incompatible with the interests of White church
members of the various denominations as it is with Black members.
The SACC, the UDF, COSATU and the ANC Mission in Z:¢ile simply claim
that they represent Black opiniaon. There is no way of testing
that. Democracy only begins to work when leaders hold themselves
responsible before grass root audiences which havs2 the power to
appoint and resmove them. The SACC rssolution on disinvestment was,
however, presented at the Harare Consultation as something which
Black South Africans endorse in their massas and was presented
there as an act of solidarity with the ANC Missien in EBxils. The
Harare Declaration which was adopted by the caurches representesd in
Harare reads as follows:

-

THE HARARE DECLARATION

We the leaders of churches from Western Europe, North America,
Australia, South Africa and other parts of Africa, and leaders of
the World Church Unions met here in Harare, 2imbabwe, from the 4ch
to the Sth of December, 1985 at the invitatien ¢f the World Council
of Churches.

We affirm that the moment of truth (Kaires) i3 now, both for 3outh
Africa and the world community. We have come tugether o sesk
God's guidance at this time of profound crisis in Scuth Africa, and
have compitted ourselves to 2 continuing theslegical reflection con
the Wwill of God for the church.

We have heard the cries of anguish of the peopla of Scuth Africa
trapped in the oppressive structurss of apartheid. In this moment,
pregnant with pozsibility, we agree that the apar id atru a is
against God's Will, and that the government has oo i

We call for the lifting of the State o
all banned movements. the returning o
of powar to the majority of the
suffrage.




We understand and fully susport those in Seuth Africa who are
calling for the resignation of the government. We regard this as
the most appropriata and least costly process of changs, as we
await a new democratic repressntative government in South Africa.

As we await for this procsss to occur:

1. We call on the churches inside and outside South Africa to
:ontinue praving for the pecple of South Africa and to cbaerve Juns
16 =- the 10th anniversary of Soweto - as a World Day of Prayer to
end unjust rule in South Africa. -

e We call on the international community to prevent the
extension, reolling over, or renewal of bank loans to the Scuth
African government, banks, corporations and para-state
institutions.

3. We call on the churches infide and outside South Africa to
support Scuth African movements working for the libesration of their
country. We call on the internaticral community to apply immadiate
and comprehensive sanctions on South Africa.

5. We welcome and support recent developments within the trade
union movement for a united front 2uainst apartheid.

6. We damand the immediate implementation of the United Nations
resolution 435 on Namibia. -

We gathered here commit ourselves to the implemsntation of thne
Harare Declaration as a matter of urgency. We are sure that the
liberation of South Africa will be _iberation for 21l the pegple in
the country, black and white.

Harare, December &, 1285.

Then follows an explanation given beshind closad doors of point four
about sanctions, which was given to the conference in private. It
was fully accepted as part of the vificial conferenca documsnts.
Explanatory statement of No. 4 of Declaratiocn:

- A mandatory embargs of imports
military technolegy to and Ircm

- Ban of axports of aguippent ta and
SA Police.
- Promote disiavastmant Lo all

investment in Scuth Africa.

- No new loans ac ally no r2
loans to banks, state and
compa. =28 investiag in Zo




A ban on imports of South African goods, particularly South
African products and the support of consumer boycotis by
individual groups and companies.

Prohibit importations of South African Gold Products, @.g.
Kruger Rands.

Carefully targeted and limited bans on SA Transport Sarvicas:
for exampla SAA and tele-communications networks as &
political protest.

Mandatory embargses on the export of oil to South Africa and a
ban on licensing technology for oil from coal technolegy.

Withheld energy requirements by Scuth Africa and prohibit
collaboraticon in the nuclesar sector.

Cancel cultural and scientific agreements that accommodate the
apartheid svstem.

Prohibit all forms of military co-operation with Scuth Africa
and recall all military representatives from South Africa.

Draw up a list of all these governments and churches that do

net subscriba to these minimum demands.

"

B

The Churches prasent in Harare hailed the emergence of COSATO,
accepted the KAIROS document, despite tha fact that tha XAIROS
decument has not been sndorsed or adeptad by any ona of ths
denominational churches in the country. The ANC was in and out of
the portals where tha Consultation took place, and used ths
opportunity to forge links with those present wherever possiblas.
They issued the rsllowing press statement:

Press Statement bv the African National Congrass of

WCC/ SACC Meeting. Harare December 406 1983

Wa  rejoice that
have come E 1 K Christian leadars from our
and to express i ity with the struggle of

We salute the World Council of

Racism for their cimaly daecisicn to call
extendad criais country. Wa ara
Zimbabwe Christizn Council and tha Govs
willingnass Eo b is crucial meeting.




our fellow South Africans and to

We axtend our warmest greetings to
all the distinguiszhed delagates to this meeting. The very absence
of Dr. Allan Boesak, FPresident af the Warld Alliances of Reformed
Churches, through the arbitrary actisn of tha apartheid state,

gears testimony to the pernicious and anti-christian nature of the

apartheid state.

Wa of the AMC wish to pay tribute to the millions of Christians in
cur country for their increasingly whole-hearted commitment to the
struggls for peaze and justice within our country. Weither will wWe
forget the <concrate support for our struggle which we anjoy from
church peesle in many lands. §

It is not inaignificant that the first thres presidents of the ANC
ware themsalves ministers of raligion. Throughout the history of
our struggls there have bsen Christian pesople filghting alongaide

pecple of cther baliefs within the ranks of the ANC and aur
people's army, Umkhonto we Sizve.

As a movement we know this meeting will not fail to make a clear
stand against spartheid and in favour of tctal liberation for our
peoplsa. We share the view of religicus people in our eountry that
apartheid must be cpposed as a heresy. Mo reasonable psrson  can
continue to doubt that the apartheid regime 13 a tyranny. e
respectfully submit that in the absence of a willingness but the
apartheid regime to apanden minority rula and its escalating
violence against our people, Gthe majority of the peopla of Secuth
ifrica are engaged in a judt war to all the tenat3 of ‘a just war

theory.

Tt is well known that sur own organisaticn pursued a non-vislence
struggle £or 50 years in spite of aver-increasing wiolance and
repression 2and a denial of all fundamental human righta for all
plack people. We believe that the taking up of arms by our paapls
in defenze of our very lives can no mora be eguated with thne
{ndiszcrininate violence of the apartheid ragime than can thsre Be
an eguation between those who fought to overthrow Hazism and
Fasciam and those who sought to promote this evil.

our own love of peaca and wish to minimise tha loss of 1lifa has
lead us to call upaon the international community £or ower Lwo
decades ts imposa comprshensive mandatory econca sanctions
against the Pretoria regime.

At this crucial time ia the history of our country thers is a
for the moral teaching of the church against
exploitation and in favour of justice and liberation:
unequivocally. Whilat the waice af ths churches on the
oppressad is becoming uder, it
institutisnal churches st
armed forces of aparthaid w
sur pecple's starmination to
attempts of the racists Lo retain
that black and white can live toge
Wwe do  not pelisve that reheid
The evil of apartheid must b2
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popularly elected government in a non-racial democracy within a
unitary state.

The presence of so many delegatss from Western countries, in
particular the United States, the United Kingdom and the Faderal
Republic of Germany, draws attention to the awssome rasponsinility
of these leaders in relation to our struggle. Threugh the marzsl
example and moral authority of the church within your countriss, we
urge you and ycur people to persuade your govarnment as a matter of
urgency to impose corprehensive mandatory sanctions against
Pretoria and thereby bring the day of our liberation clossr. In
our situation it is precisely continued investment which enablss
the apartheid monster to continue mesting out death to our pecpls
and to continue its reign of chaos and destructieon thrgughout our
region.

Do not be deceived by the arguments of our oppressors that
sanctions will hurt us more. Thare is ample evidence that our
people are willing to make the supreme sacrifice on the rcoad to

bacoming frae numan beings. Continue ta3 prass for ths
~ unconditional rsleass of Nelscn Mandela and all politigal
prisconers. Only last week the South African regime thrsatensd to

invade the Republic of Zimbzsbwe as an extension of the
destabilisation policy and aggression against all the <frontline
atates. This underlines the urgency of the task facing this

historic meeting. We extend our heartifslt gratitude to the whole
Christian community for all that it is doing to support our
struggle. our prayer ia that the rssults of your meeting will

bring our freedom claser.




-

FOURTH SESSION OF THE FOURTH KWAZULU LEGISLATIVE ASSEMALY

CONTINUATION OF THE CHIEF MINISTER'S POLICY SPEECH
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When I met Dr Hyerere for the first time and also President Kaunda.
I thanked them for giving refuge and succour to our brothers and
sisters in the External Mission of ANC and the PAC in exile. When
I met Dr Peter Onu, who was then Deputy Secretary-General of .the
OAU, I expressed the same thoughta. Everywhere I have been in
Africa .over a period which is now more than a decade, I have
thanked the Heads of State for all the assistance that they have
given to those of our brothers who were forced to operate from
foreign lands. There are many of you who are witnesses to the fact
that I have, over the years, castigated the Weat for not iivinq
our brothers with exiled movements aid, either moral , material or

q:plcm:ic. Whenever some pecple in the Vlest have expressed their

happiness about our brothers having found themselves friends in
Moscow and the Eastern bloc of countries: I have always stated
throughout the years that it was the West in fact, which drove our
brothers into the Communis:'s arms. I stated that once they were
spurned in the West, they were in fact, left with little choice but
to move eastwards to lock for friends who could give them the aid
which they were denied in the 195:.

By saying this, I did not mean that I was approving of Communism.
I stated these views as a mere expression of the facts of the
matter. If one is denied assistance which is needed desperately,
it would be morally justified to look for such assistance even from
the devil himself.

I, in the past, reported to members of this Assembly, how, in one
£ my trips in Europe in the early seventies, I received a message
hat two emissaries of the External Mission of ANC - Mr Thabo Mbeki

and Mr Albert Dhlomo, were to meet me at a hotel at Heathrow

Alrport. When we met they stated that they were sent by the

movement (meaning the External Mission of the ANC) to deliver a

message to me. The fact was that the movement was embarassed by my

condemnations of vioclence. They told me that it was appreciated
that I could not posaibly approve of violence within the borders of

South Africa, but that I should not talk about it sc often, as that

interfered with their work abroad. The second message was that my

views against sanctions were also interferring with their work
abroad, where they had successfully mobilised opinion against
investmenta and in favour of sanctions. I was accompanied by the

Revd E.Z. Sikakane who is alsc a member of the Central Committee of

Inkatha.
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I responded by saying that on the first issue of condemning
violence, they must realise that I have no option but to condemn
it. Quite apart from the fact that I do not believe that vioclence
can resolve problems in South Africa, I stated that whenever there
were deaths as a result of acta of violence emanating from them, I
had to make a comment when the media representatives asked me for
my opinion. I told them that I had to condemn acts of violence,
and that I always added that if there was no apartheid there would
be no such viclence. On Disinvestment I told Mr Thabo Mbeki and Mr
Albert Dhlomo that this issue was nct an academic issue for me. I
told them that there weres many Black people from my clan and others
wha, when they were hard up, apprcached me to help them get jobs
and that therefore, if I supportec disinvestment the government.
q&;o at that time were gunning for me (before I developed the
litical base I now have) would tell the pecple that they were not
—gwtting jobs because I had campaigned against investments. They
appeared to understand this, but I later got the message that these
gentlemen had not come to me on the instructions of or with the
knowledge of Mr Oliver Tambo.

However, later on, when I aent'ﬁy emissaries to meet with Mr Oliver
Tambo .and sone memberz of the Executive of the External Mission of
ANC, these eomissaries were bombarcded with arguments on why it was
important forr me not to speak against disinvestment on my trips
abroad. I repeated the same arguments which I advanced before Thabo
Mbeki and Albert ODhlomo. This over the years created chasms
between me and my brothers in the External Mission of ANC. Thia
issue was raised again between us at 2 meeting of a delegation of
Inkatha and a delegation of the External Mission of ANC in Londen
in 1979. It was clear that there could be nc comprouise between us

‘n the issue. That is why a campaign of villification against me
'as launched in June 1980 by Mr Alfred Nzo, the Secretary-General
of the External Mission of ANC. ~his campaign has been getting
worse every year and this year Mr Aziz Pahad, a member of the
External Mission of ANC National Executive announced in January in
London, that the External Mission of ANC would step up their
offensive against me this year. This had already been cbvious when
COSATU founded as their front, £ired the very first shots of
villification against me at thair very launch.

Because I have a substantial constituency it was clear that in
order to drown my voice against disinvestment, they had to villify
me and proselytise certain individuvals and organisations in South
Africa to sing their song in favour of disinvestment and sancticns.
From what you have just seen in the Harare ODeclaration and the
Resolutions of the SACC and COSATU's stance on these issues, it is
quite clear that they have now succeeded in winning certain Black
spokesmen and certain front organisations such as UDF to give the
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impression to the whole world that Blacks in South Africa are
calling for disinvestment and sanctions.

Another method of strengthening this view was to ensure that
certain academics who were pro-UDF and therefore pro the ANC
External Mission, carried out certain academic surveys toc prove
that Black workers approve of sanctions. One of these surveys was
guoted by Bishop Tutu when he called for sanctions last menth. He
stated that according to one academic survey, 70 percent of Black
workers approved of sanctions.

You can see from the Press statement that was issued after a joint
consultation between the WCC and the SACC in Harare. I had first
mand information on what went con there. Members of the extarnal
ission of ANC dominated the whole so-called consultation. The
arsons who told me about it said that they tried to express their
individual views on the issue of sanctions and on the propesed 1l0th
anniversary of Soweto, and they were warned privately that the
external Mission of ANC had a list of the number of their rooms at
the hotel; that if they persisted in holding different views from
those which the external Mission of ANC was ramming down the
throats of the so-called consultation, there would be retribution.
Those representatives of the Churches who went to Harare as part of
the , delegation of the SACC will deny that they were under such
pressure. But the truth of the matter is that they had no option
sut to toe the line or risk violence.

These methods are not anything surprising as the external Mission
af ANC approves of such methods, and uses such methods. We are now
cnly too familiar with 'necklacing', which recently received the
vltimate sanctification from no less a patriot than Mrs Mandela.

‘ja are all too familiar with the becmbing of people's houses, or the

aiming and/or killing of those who do not toe the line. So when I
was told about the kind of pressures that were brought to bear on
the SACC delegation, I was not really surprised at all. In fact,
as far as many membaers of the SACC are concerned, there was not
much effort needed to persuade them as far as all these issues are
concerned as we have seen from their own resclutions last year.

You will recall that their No.2 Resolution stated:

'2. Recognises that many Church leadars and Christian pecple in
South Africa are in favour of (selective) disinvestment and
economic sanctions because they believe that the situation
is now so serious that eccnomic action must be taken to
strengthen political and diplomatic pressures on South
Africa to force the South African government to take
seriously the need for fundamental change in South Africa.'
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I have already c¢ mented on these resolutionas. But I find Sir,
that it is most interesting to know who the Christian people are,
who have approved of selective disinvestment and economic sanctions
in South Africa. Un sas we approve of the concept that was bandied
about during the struggle for supremacy between the Empire and the
Papacy in Eurcpe in the last century by the Popes, that they were
intermediaries between God and mankind. Are Church leaders in
South Africa really intermediaries between us and God? The concept
alao propounded by one of the Popes during this struggle for
Supremacy was as he put it - "I am God's mouthpiece tm mankind”.
Are our Church leaders in that mould, when they pontificate in thia
manner without consulting ordinary Christians in any way? It
&rp:in«i me that the SACC should take it upon itself co apeak in

e name of Christians in Scuth Africa without consulting them in
any way.

It is only next Hovember that my own Church, the Anglican Church,
will hold a consultation on this issue. They will be doing so 'ax
post facto' as the SACC has alpeady called for sanctions, and our
* Archbishop-elect - Bishop Tutu, has already called for sanctions to
be imposed on South Africa last month. Will the Anglican
consultation be merely going through the motions of consultation in
order to give respectability to what the SACC has already approved,
and what our Archbishop-elect has already approved of? These are
interesting questions, and when we compare this with the statement
of the ANC external Mission after the Harare consultations, the
similarities are striking.

am Harare Declaration itself as you have seen states in Resoluticn

'3. We call on the Churches inside and outside South Africa ta
support South African movements working for the liberation

of that country. We call on the internaticnal community to
apply immediate and comprehensive sanctions on South
Africa.’

The guestion is, whe gave the participants in the Harare
Consultation the mandate to call for sanctions? 1s this a
reflection of the extent to which they despise the crdinary people?
Is it because the people are no more than just the vulguz in their
order of things? Black South Africans have, for decades, sufferad
impositions from the State without having any say whatscever
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about their future. I find it extremely worrying to see the
political conduct of those who claim that they can bring about a
new order of justice and democracy in South Africa. Are we going
to have the apartheid tyranny replaced by another tyranny where we,
as Blacks, will continue to be no more than cogs in a wheel doing
the will of the wheal? Where is respect for our human dignity in
all this kind of political conduct? Where is the recognition that
we also have human rights - if things are going to be rammed down
the throats of Black South Africans by a new breed of dictators-
cum—liberators?

.n the list of what they called their explanatory statement of No.4
of the Declaraticn - they have as the last clause - "Draw up a Het —
of all those governmenta and Churches that do not subscribe to
thesa minimum demands." One wonders why such a list should be
drawn. Is it in order to blackmail or drogoon those who will not
comply with their impesitions.

-

In the statement issued by the External Mission of ANC at the end
of the Consultation, we sese the sentence - "Neither will we forget
the concrete support for our struggle which we enjoy from Church
pecple in many lands." I have perscnally, over the years, thanked
the Church donor agencies for giving humanitarian aid te all our
brothers in the external Mission of ANC, and the PAC in exile. The
only complaint I have stated and restated over the years, is the
manner in which this humanitarian aid was not given to victims of
apartheid in South Africa itself. And where it was given - it was

iven on a selective basis to those who have the political approval
£ the SACC. National Churches in the West have to deal with the
SACC. ostensibly beacause it is seen there as an aequivalent of a
Mational here since so many cf the mainline Churches are affiliated
to it. But you are all aware of what criteria is used by the SACC
in allocating the funding they get from the Church donor agencies
in the West. It might be of interest to you if I give you a
schedule of grants for what is designated as the National Emergency
Fund te the South African Council of Churches betwean January to
September 1985.
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SCHEDULE GRANTS AND DONATIONS RECEIVED: JANUARY-SEPTEMBER 1985

Receipt No.

0lsa4
0244
0248
0252
0288

0291

‘.973

0984

1034
1143
1148
1155
1157
1164
1177

@175

1186

1205
1324
1517

1525

Oxfam - U.K.

R. Goldblatt - S.A.

Rev. F.A. Amoore - S.A.

Quaker Peace and Service - U.K.
Waterford-Kamhlaba - S.A.

Dr J.A. van Heerden - S.A.

NGSK -~ Kuilsrivier - S.A.
Danchurch Aid

The Mcost Revd. P. Rusaell - S.A.

ADB - Algemeen Diakonale Bureau - Netherlands
L=

catholic FPund -~ U.K.

NG Sendingkerk-Sarepta - SA

Generale Diakonale Bureau - Netherlands
U.C.¢. - United Church of Canada

Church of Norway

Church of Norway

NCCC - Mational Council of Churches
of Christ (U.S.A.)

EMW - Evangelisches Missionswerk (Hamburg)
Rev. Peter Hortap - S.A.
Generale Diakonale Bursau (Netherlands)

Stichting Wilde Gawzen (Netherlands)

Amount

R11l

(=

19

1o
12

10
14
14

113

182

35

24

R511

309.00
100.00
50.00
172.33
Q00.00
50.00
100.00
762 85
150.00
Q00.00
170.43
65.00
013.91
304.75
041.00

635.00

341.865
276.34
100.00
472.83

566.34

381.73




177 *

Then let me ask you to loock with me at how this largesse was

dispensed.
SOUTH AFRICAN COUNCIL OF CHURCHES
NATIONAL EMERGENCY FUND
GRANTS AND DOMATIONS MADE
Chegque No. Amount
JUME 1985:
L Eastern Cape Council of Churches -
Emergency Fund = Grant 10 000.00
8503 Western Cape Council of Churches - Grant 10 000.00
8505 Wits Council of Churches Crisis Fund -
. Emergency Fund Grant 10 000.00
8601 wWits Council of Churches of Christ -
Emergency Fund Grant 5 000.00
JULY 1985:
.. B751 Wits Council of Churches.Crisis Fund -
Emergency Fund Grant 5 000.00
8794 Masangwana Aid and Relief Service Grant 2 000.00
8859 Northern Transvaal Council of Churches -
Emergency Fund = Grant 5 000.00
8920 Crisis Emergency Fund - Grant for 4 young pecple 500.00
AUGUST 1935:
QQSEI NAMDA - Subsidy for Emergency Fund Grant 2 760.00
8975 Repair to house after damage - Grant 300.00

8976 Western Province Council of Churches - Legal Aid 15 000.00

9219 Midland Council of Churches - Grant for
Relief {unrest) 5 000.00

9304 Emergency Fund - Foed for Soweto children
in prison 1 000.00

Pietermaritzburg Council of Churches -
Emergency Grant 5 000.00

T/T Border Council of Churches - Grant re:
Relief Duncan Village 5 000.00

BALANCE C/FWD. R81 560.00



SOUTH AFRICAN COUNCIL OF CHURCHES

NATIONAL EMERGENCY FUND
GRANTS AND DONATIONS MADE
BALAMNCE B/FWD. R81 560.00

SEPTEMBER 1985:

9525 Western Province Council of Churches

Legal Aid 10 000.00
gsas Western Province Council of Churches
- Grant For Funeral asaistance 10 000.00
9562 Eastern Cape Council of Churches
Emergency Fund - Grant 15 095.00
9590 Queenstown D.C. Emergency Fund Grant 3 000.00
T/T West Coast Council of Churches
Emergency Fund - Grant 10 000.00
/T Border Council of Churches
Emergency Fund - Grant 10 000.00
T/T Eastern Cape Council of Churches
Emergency Fund - Grant 10 000.00
.fT Midlands Council of Churches
Emergency Fund - Grant 10 000.00
6432 United Democratic Frornt - Grant Funeral Costs 6 000.00
(Less Refunds of Grants made) { 755.00)
TOTAL R164 900.00

ERREEERS AT

The Secretary of the South African Council of Churches wrote the
following circular letter with the schedules of expenditure of this
so-called National Emergency Fund (NEF):
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" THE SOUTH AFRICAN COUNCIL OF CHURCHES

13 December 1385

To All Ecumenical Partners and Donor Agencies
contributing to SACC's National Emergency Fund

Dear Friends,

As promised earlier in the year we are now sending you the
first comprehensive report of the National Emergency Fund (NEF)
since its establishment in April this year. A report on the
Asingeni Relief Pund (ARP) will be mailed to contributing
agencies shortly. We were given to understand that there was a
' measure of confusion about the existence of two separate funds
like Asingeni and NEF and there is a need to explain the
difference between them as well as to answer the gquestion
whether in fact, there is a need for the continuation of two
separate funds. Could I clarify the situation by explaining as
followa:

ASINGENI RELIEP PUND (ARF):

The Asingeni Fund was established in 1976 as a fund created to
assist individuals and communities wheo had become victims of
the apartheid system and had suffered or continued to suffer
serious material loss. It included those individuals and
communities who in some way or another actively resisted the
injustice of apartheid and had suffered as a result in a way
which required scme form of material assistaace. Because of
the sensitive nature of many if such acts cf victimisation and
of the urgency ofmeeting such crisis needs, the SACC approved
that the General Secretary administer the Asingeni Fund as a
discretionary fund. Thus the fund catered amongst other things
for covering the legal costs of political triala, the support
of families of political priscners, and a wide spectrum of
needs created by the injustice of apartheid. In the course of
1985 the Finance Committee decided (for the sake of protecting
bath the General Secretary and the SACC against unwarranted and
unjustified propaganda) to limit the discretionary powers of
the General Secretary to R10 000 per application with a
Committee of three dealing with all allocations exceeding this
amount.

Could I emphasize that theres is a desperate need for this fund
to continue even after the State of Emergency has been 1lifted,
in wiew of the fact that the victims of apartheid will still



suffer the injustice of this system many years after liberation
has come to this country.

MATIONAL EMERGENCY FUND (MEF):

This fund was initiated by the Executive on 16-17 April 1985
following the 21 March tragedy of Langa, Uitenhage and the
situation of national crisis which emerged in our country, and
which has continued unabated since then. The purpose of the
fund as approved by the Executive is as follows:

"to provide relief in the following specific categories:

Emergency family report

Legal defence of accused in unresat situations

Medical expenses

Funeral expenses -

Costs of inguests

Costs of emergency meetings ralated to situatien

Travel Coats for parents to ctrials

Bail costs, only in special circumstances

Food relief in unrest situations
From the above it can be clearly seen that the emphasis of this
fund is totally related to the State of Emergency and emergency
needs resulting from the crisis in our country. Even if cthe
State of Emergency if formally terminated we expect the
situation of crisis to continue despite all claims to the
contrary. We are deeply perturbed about the unresolved
situation of Black education leading to ongoing boycotts of
schools and higher educational instituticns; we are aqually
aware that tha consumer boycoti of White businesses is only now
beginning to take shape, and that we can in all probability

expect more strike action by trade unions in, the course of
1986.

May we emphasize that reports coming from the regional councils
of the SACC take somea time to draw GCogether into one
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comprehensive report. All funding of the SACC, including that
of Asingeni, and of the Naticnal Emergency Fund ia properly
audited once a year and, as promised, such audited statements
will be made available to donor agencies as scon as these are
completed.

May I wuse this opportunity once more to thank you most
sincerely for all your gifts and grants, large and small. The
Asingeni and WNational Emergency Fund reports when combined.
clearly show at least two thinga:

l. That it is impossible for us to meet the many and ever-
increasing needs resulting from the crisis in our country
and the suffering which this haa caused.

2. It is equally clear that we are at least able to express in
a concrete and tangible way some form of Christian
solidarity with many of the victims of the evil of
apartheid.

We joinm you in the prayer that the advent of Christians may
constantly remind us that the Prince of Peace has come to
reatore peace with justice on God's earth. We live in the
faith and hope that this peace with justice will also come to
our land.

Yours sincerely,

(signed pp. Sally Misdrin)
C.F. B NAUDE
. General Secretary

(Dictated but not signed due
to absencw on leave)

/ am"

Mr Speaker, Sir, and Honourable Members, I thought that it would be
a good thing for you to know what happens when it comes to the
expenditure of the largesse which the SACC administers ZIrom the
Churches abroad, and other donors both here and abroad. I do not
doubt from what you have seen that the SACC does a lot of
humanitarian weork and demonstrates a lot of Christian caring in
administering those funds. I am, however, quite fascinated by the
pattern of who receives it and where it is sent in view of the
approach with which donor agencies approaches the SACC as  the




equivalent of the National Churches in their own countries and the
designation of the fund as a National Emergency Fund. I do not
intend to say more than this on this particular aspect.

I think you may also be interested in looking at BSACC's own
analysis and notes on Mational Emergency Fund (MEF).

SOUTH AFRICAN COUNCIL OF CHURCHES

SUMMARY AMALYSIS AND NOTES ON NATIONAL
EMERGENCY (NEF) EXPENDITURE

JUNE TO SEPTEMBER 1985

A. Rate of Expenditure:

NEF expenditure has increased since the Fund was launched in
June 1985, both in terms of the number of grants, and the total
allocation figure per month{
Month Humber of Grants R
June 4 35, 000
July 5 17, 000
August 9 43, 000
. September 9 B4, 095
27 R179, 095
B. Summary of Grants by Recipiaent:
(a) Regiocnal Council of Churches
i) Most MNEF grants approved during this period went to
Regional Councils of Churches for allocation via their
own crisis funds. The summary table belcocw indicates
the spread of funding across the country with
particularly high levels of expenditure in the West and
Eastern Cape:
Regicnal Council No of Grants Total Amount

Western Province 4 45 000




Eastern Cape

Witwatersrand

Border/Queenstown

Midland

Northern Transvaal

West Coast

Pietermaritzburg ooo

Pretoria oo

R163 000

Emmm==ssen

ii) Regional Councils had responsibility for how NEF funds
were allocated, but"were asked to account for NEF monies
separately and to adhere to the following general

guidelines when making grants:

1. Emergency Family Support (repairs to damaged homes,
subsistance for those with no other means of
suppert): Maximum R750 per family.

Medical Expenses: Maximum of R300
Funeral Grants: Maximum R200

Costs of emergency meetings relatad to unrest
situation: Maximum of R200.

Food Relief in unrest situations: Maximum R50 per
family

Bail Costs (i.e. loans): to be paid in special
circumstances only if the Ragional Council concerned
already has a policy of making bail monies available.

Travel costs for parents attending trials: to be paid
in accordance with existing guidelines used in a
given region.

iii) A report received from the Eastern Cape Council of
Churches on allocations from NEF funds £or June to
August 1985 is summarised below, as an example of the
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kinda of needs to which Regicnal Councils have had to

reapond:
EEES R
Repair of bombed house, Cradock 750.00
n;dical costa -victim of political feud 24.00
Funeral of Police victim - Headbush 253.12
Funeral, New Brighton 148.96
Puneral Swide - feud victim 93.00
Funerals, KwaZakhele - feud victims 206.08
Medical Costs = police/army victim 4]1.83
- Rl 516.99
July
Travel Costs for families of treason
trialists (Burgersdorp) 250.00
Repair of bombed house (PEBCO official) 750.00
Funeral Costs - feud victim 200.00
1 2060.00
August
Funeral Costs - Police victim 100.00
Bail for 12 at R500 per perscn & 000.00
Bail for 2 at R150 per person 300.00
Repair of bombed house 752.00
7 150.00

TOTAL R 9,866.59




In the Western Cape, the Western Province Council of Churches
spent R10,000 in grants for funeral costs and R25,000 was used
in bail money for victims of unrest.

(b) Church/Community/Professional Organisations

.!au: grants were made in this category, as followa:

Diakonia, Durban R 5 000.00
UDF - funeral costs - Cradock 6 000.00
Masangwama and relief service P.E. 2 000.00
Namda, Sharpeville 2 760.00

R 15 760.00

-

Masangwama aid in Port Elizabeth requested funds to provide food
and accommodation for people either afraid to live at home or
whose homes had been burned down. NAMDA, a National Medical
Dental Association received funds towards costs of an emergency
care training werkshop: held over two days at a college near
Sharpeville. Twenty four pecple received basic first aid
training enabling them to provide some emergency medical care in
situations where injured members of the community were unwilling
or unable to be treated in hospitals or clinics. SACC's grant
helped cover costs, catering, Ctransportation, stationery and
medical equipment for trainers and trainees.

(c) Assistance to Groups and Individuals

This waa the smallest category of gjrants, with three grants
being made during the period June -~ September.

R
Maintenance costs for four young pecple 500
Repair to damaged house 100
Food for Soweto children in prisan 1 Qoo

1 800
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The Asingeni Fund continued to be us d for meat alloccations of
this nature.

(d) Please note that detailed reports o National Emergency Fund
grants to Regional Councils have been requestad, and
normally take up to three months before being available ¢to
SACC in Johannesburg. We will forward to you information
received from Regional Councils relating to the pericd June
to September 1985 as an Appendix to this report in due
course.

21.11.435.

Mr Speaker Sis, and Honorable Members, I have taken the trouble to
make this information available because I do not want to see
members of this house tallk about what the SACC does or does not do
from a weak position of ignorance as to what they really do or do
not do. I have already made my comments about all this. My anly
curiosity is concerning Chrigtians who belong to Inkatha whose
houses have alsc been petrol bomkted, or alsc have been burned,
maimed or killed. Are they entitled to the kind of funding which
the SACC administers or dispenses? It is clear that most of the
aid from the Churches abroad is administered by a Church body the
SACC which in terms of a joint declaration by the Dutch Council of
Churches and the SACC entitled “The Hour of Truth", which I have
already read out to you in the course of my delivering this policy.
has pledged its support for the External Mission and its surrogate
crganisation the UDP inside South Africa. In the Daclaration it
ill be recalled that Inkatha is rejected. It is therefore not so
emarkable that in the distribution of what it calls the National
Emergency Fund betwsen June and September 1285, only the UDF of all
pelitical organisations is mentioned by name as a recipient of some
of this funding.

The statement issued by the external Mission after the Harare
Daclaration is interesting also for other reasons. It states for
example that:

"We respectfully submit that in the absence of a willingness
on the part of the apartheid regime to abandon minority rule
and its sacalating violence against our pecple, the majority
of the people of south Africa are engaged in a just war to
conforming to all the tenets of a just war."

This is an interesting proncuncement in the light of a fact that
the guestion of when a situation justifies a just war is an issue
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which has occcupied the minds of theologians for centuries now. The
question is whether the Churches and Church related organisations
such as the SACC agree with our brothers in the external Mission of
ANC that we have arrived at a time for a just war in South Africa.
Is that tha reason why they do now openly support the external
Miassion of ANC. This is a question which I believe South African
Church leaders should pronounce on openly, since there are many of
them who have given oblique and overt support for the external
Misasion of ANC. The necklacing of Black victims, which the UDF
uses as a strategy to eliminate their opponents has now been
approved of by Mrs Mandela and by the external Mission of ANC in
scme of their broadcasts through Radic Freedom. Do the Churches
support this method of execution of Blacks who do not support the

trategy of UDF and of the external Mission of ANC. The Church

adera who have commented on this kind of black-on-black viclence
have only lamely spoken about it in terms of 1x being
understandable that those who are designated as 'collaborators'
should be at the receiving end of this cruel and barbaric execution
by the UDF. This reminds me of how those who attempted to murder
me at Robert Scbukwe's funeral in 1378 were described by a leading
Church leader (for what they had tried to do to me) to be what he
*. called "a new breed of young pecple with iron in their souls." A
prominent Church leader in Durban was recently heard to refer to
the alleged shooting. of alleged members of Inkatha very glasfully
as something Inkatha members deserve and he spoke with great
admiration about those members of the Natal Education Crisis
Committee who shot people fatally on the day of the NECC Conference
in Durban.

This is going to place us in an extremely difficult situation as
Chriatians. When Church leaders so openly take sides in the

litical differences of various political factions, should we
continué to give them support or to regard them as our spiritual
leaders’ How can a member of Inkatna easily receive Communion from
scmeone who is gleeful about the shooting of people? These are the
dilemmas in which we, as Christians, find ourselves in as a result
of our Church leaders political conduct in taking sides in the
political differences that exist between variocus Black political

organisations and leaders. They have not tried to play a
reconciliatery role. They have decided who are the so-called
authentic leaders in their views, and whao are not. Those who do

not conform to their criteria of what constitutes true leadership
and what: constitutes an authentic Black organisation are beycnd the
pale. They have been judged and condemned in absentia. They have
never tried to find out what is the truth and what is not the truth
about Inkatha for example. No. We are just beyond the pale.

You saw the memerandum which I used as a basis for discussion when
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the Bishops and Clergy of our Church brought me and Bishop Tutu
together with the aim of bringing about a reconciliation. As
discussions were confidential, I cannot give details here of how
the discussions went. The discussiona went off as well as could be
expected. It was, however, felt that we needed cne or more
meetings. This has not yet happened because both the Bishop and I
are very buasy people. But I am afraid since then, there have been
utterances of the Bishop abroad which have not contributed anything
towardas bridging the chasms that have developed over the vyears
between us because of utterances of each one of us about the other.

I was, for example, gquite disappointed when I went to London last
year and was given a copy of an interview which the Bishop gave to
African Concord Magazine of the 24th October, 1985 - particularly
‘han he was specifically asked about me.

This was the gquestion put to Bishop Tutu by the interviewer:

Question: One of the elements of the Black community which he (Mr
Botha) said to be speaking to, and which are perceived here I think
as constituting a force of moderation is Chief Buthelezi and the
Inkatha Movement. There are %ery divided opinions about that but
here Buthelezi is seen by those who would love South Africa to
survive not toc much changed. Buthelezi is seen as the man of the
future.

Tutu: My! He could very well be that, but most surveys indicate
quite firmly that the ANC and Nelson Mandela in the Black community
are head and shoulders above everyone else, and what we are getting
is people trying to play off cne group against another, and that is

very great sadness, almost tragic. But there is no doubt at all
nat if we're going to have free eslections in the Black community
at the start of the game, the ANC is way ahead of anybody else.
And I think that people shouldn't get us into the situation where
Zimbabwe was with Bishop Muzorewa; they must not want to choocse
the ones they think are congenial as partners, and then be shocked
when the day of reckoning comes.

Question: Or aven Savimbi in Angola - that is another parallel.

Tutu: Absolutely, yes - I think that we've got to be very careful.
but we want to deal with those pecple say are their leaders.

Question: Den't you nevertheless think that Buthelezi has some
ole, after all, he is the head of a very large party? And
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although we may accept that Nelson Mandela is the most popular
leader, surely the importance is to try to get as many Black people
who are recognised as leaders together?

Tutu: I agree entirely with you, I couldn't agree more, that we
ought to have a broad front. But it must not be a broad front of
Blacks - I mean open abhorrence of ethnicity is a really genuine
cne, and we, we are really looking forward to a South Africa that
will be united, democratic and non-racial ......

Question: But you talk about bringing people together and yet
anybody who watches the TV news here sees black killing bla:k - and
this is obviously a very disturbing thing - how do you explain

'iplt?

Tutu: Yes, well any death would be something that ought to £ill us
with revulsion and, we'd want to stop it, but as a student of human
history, you should know surely that when people are oppcaing a
aystem, they deal summarily with those ay believa are
collaborators. I mean, what happened in World Warr II in the

+ rasiatance movement? If you,.were a quising, you were given very
shert ahrift, and we don't have to think only of that - what
happens in Northern Ireland? If they believe that in the IRA you
are a traitor te their cause, you have your kneecaps shot off and,
very recently, you remember that young couple who were taken oui of
their bed and killed because they were believed to be police
informers. Now I, and others have sought to say to black people,
"please, we have a noble cause, let us not discredit it by using
methodas of which we will be ashamed," but it's not a phenomenon
peculiar to South African blacks.

That this is what Bishop Tutu said after talks to reconcila us to
each other as fellow Christians and as fellow Anglicans a3 most
discouraging to me concerning any reconciliation ever taking place
at all between us. There are also various private conversations
and utterances which the Bishop has made abroad since then which do
not asugur well for normalised relationshipa between a Bishop whe is
now my Archbishop and me. Cartainly, if our Bishops had the keys
to heaven, I would not have a snowball's hope in hell to be
admitted. But fortunately, while they are ocur shepherds thav do not
hold s=uch keys! I say these things with sadness in my hsart and
not with flippancy. The response I have just given to you with
references to Bishop Muzorewa of Zimbabwe is no more than a
regurgitation of the external Mission of ANC's propoganda. which
they are spreading right across the face of the globe about me. 3o
the Bishop spoke here as their propagandisc.
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While our Church leaders are not part of the Daity, we do have
certain expectations from them. I have shared the view with Bishop
Tutu and many Church spokesmen that if there was no apartheid there
would not have been the so-called armed struggle of the external
Mission of ANC. But having said so I have stated that our brothers
in the external Mission of ANC are wrong in thinking that this
method is the one that will resolve problems in our country. I
have equally condemned the violence of the State which has resulted
in the death of so many of our young people in the past year. -
have equally condemned the deaths of Blacks at the hand of Blacks.
It is not insignificant that of the pecple that have died in the
gnrest, a third have been Blacks who have died at the hands of
ther Blacks. I have not heard the voice of tha Church condemning
is loudly and clearly. There may well have been a condemnation
of this black on black viclence by Church leaders and that I am
merely unaware of it. I recall, for example, that Bishop Tutu
threatesned to leave South Africa with his family after the death of
Miss Skosana in the East Rand. He felt outraged by it to the
extent that he threatened that if any similar deaths occurred he
would seriously consider leaving the country. There have, of
* course, been more such death<-since then, and both the external
Mission of ANC and Mrs Mandela have sanctified this barbaric method
of killing by giving it their approval. What are our Church
leaders saying about this now? As Christiana we would bs grateful
to know what our Church leaders' feelings are absut the necklacing
of Blacks by Blacks.

I recall that when Councillor Kinikini of Mobuhla in Uitenhage was
killed brutally, and burnt alive I saw Dr Boesak appear on SABC-TV
xplaining this incident as being justified by ‘collaboration' of

hich Mr Kinikini was guilty, in his view. We need to learn what
the views of our Churches are on these methods nf executing Black
people by other Black pecple. The killing of Blacks by other
Blacks in opposite political camps is a ghastly development.
Because Church leaders are aligned to certain political
organisations their voice will be mutec even where they dare
condemn this fatricidal strife.

The media says wvery little about this kind of Black on Black
violence that has cost so many lives betwesn UDF and AZAPO
particularly in the Eastern Cape and the Transvaal. Just in the
Sunday Times (Extra) of the 23rd March 13986, was the following
report:

"A power struggle between the UDF and AZAPO is believed te bDe
behind the gang warfare which erupted in Soweto this week -
leaving at least eight dead in a spate of horrifie killinga.
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Now peace talks are going on between the Soweto-based KABASA
gang and students from neighbouring Diepkloof. Five youths
were stoned or burnt to death and in a grisly banana-republic
style execution, three pecple were allegedly abducted by gang
membars and summarily shot. Two of the eight victima were
doused with petrol and buznt alive after a gang of pupils =~
said by some witnesses to number 3 000 - attacked a Soweto
home with petrol bombs. Accerding to sources in Soweto
yesterday, the battle for political supremacy among rival
contenders has played a big role in the violence.

Azapos is said to be making a determined bid to booat its
credibility among the Black community in preparation for a
series of planned protests leading up to the l0th Anniversary
of the 1976 Sowetoc riots. The UDF = allegedly with ANC
prompting - and Chief Buthelezi's Inkatha movement are the
other main groupingas wying for Black allegiance in the
townships.

UDF sources said yesterday they suspected that the Kabasa Gang
had teamed up with some Olando Bast students, mostly members
of the Azanian Student movement (an offshoot of Azapo againat
those in Diepkloof.

In this weeks bloody fighting, two members of SOSCO (the UDF-
link of Soweto Students' Congress) were burned to death.

A UDF spokeaman, Mr Mandla Dlamini, said they had received a
phone call from a man claiming to be a Kabasa member who said
they would not stop "until we have killed 50 SOSCO students".
"It was at this stage that we suspected that this gangster
faction fight had b:come a revenge war by AZASM students on
UDF students” said Mr Dlamini. AZAPO denied the allegations.
But Mr Dlamini said some KABASA members had admitted that they
had been "used” in the fighting by AZASM students.

KABASA also denied that they had threatened to kill 50 SOSCO
membars. "We feel there were other slements who moved in when
the fighting turned ugly" said Mr Dlamini

In an AZAPO organised protest, 200 pecple marched through
central Johannesburg on Friday chanting slogans and singing
freaadom sengs to commemorate the Sharpevilla and Langa
shootings. AZAPO speakers at the meeting vowed "to take the
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atruggle for liberation into the white areaa". Three
pecple were arrested by Police and released after guestioning.

At WITS University abeout 2 000 students attended a
Commemoration meeting called by the Black Students Society -
which earlier in the week succeeded in disrupting a meeting at
which a visiting UNITA delegation was to have addressed
students. The Students stoned a police patrol outside the
campus and boycotted classes. A crowd of students later
marched through the streets of nearby Braamfontein, chanting
freedom songs.

¥img

& A UDF spokesman, Mr Mandla Dlamini, denied a reported
allegation by police that there was a plan to petrol bomb
police houses in Sowetc on Wednesday night. "There was heavy
tension and fighting on Wedneaday, especially in the evening
and I cannot see how it was possible for anyone in the two
townships to have bsen diverted to do something else" said Mr
Dlamini. "After we saw the atatements we made inquiries and
the students were equally surprised at the allegations.”

In Dobsonville some students waited to Jjoin the warring
Diepkloof and Orlando factions but were discouraged by their
leaders. "What we know is that most of those arrested were
taken from their homes during the house to house raid” said Mr
Dlamini. "On Wednesday evening I saw many youths roaming the
streests in Orlando and Diepkloof because of a faction fight
betwasen the students and the MAKABASA gangsters based in
Orlando East."

There you have it. I have decidsd to read this report to you in its
antirety because it gives a very clear picture of what is going on
as far as black-on-black violence between Black organisations are
concerned. The gquestion is - what role does the Church play to
bring about reconciliation not only just between Black and Whice,
but also between Black and 8lack. This is gquite a serious
development which will further compound the problems of resolving
Scuth Africa's problems.

It is remarkable that in the same issue of "The Sunday Times" -
Extra of the 23rd March 1986, on the same page, there is the
following news item:

"BURNED GIRL INNOCENT"
Sunday Times Reporter
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Miss Julia Sefafe, 20, a hairdresser was murdered during the
student viclence in Soweto. Everyone in the Diepklocof area
was scared to talk about the incident except to say "she was
innocent” of gang involvement and was taken victim of
"mistaken identity". She just visited a friend who lived at a
railway policeman's home nearby.

Another friend said: "Somecone identified her as a sell-ocut
and that was it. Though she had pleaded for mercy she was
stabbed while others doused her with petrel and set her
alight.

As usual, when you see such a sight, the publi~ is scared and
. nothing can be done to prevent it. But it was tarrible.”

This is a very serious matter and deserves the attention of our
entire WHation. One does not need to do anything wrong, it needs
just one man or one weman te say that one is "a sell-out” and all
Hell is let loose on you. You must think about the fact that all

. the organisations that are committed to these methods gquite often
designate us in Inkatha as "sell-outs”". This means each membar of
Inkatha must know that he or she is already santenced té a necklace
death in terms of these methods, and stratagiss of these
organisations which are opposad to us.

There is now a division between black South Africans which has the
approval of the Church as we have seen from the Netherlands Church
Council/SACC declaration and the KAIROS document. Just the other
day Archbishop Dennis Hurely, the Catholic Archbishop of Durban,

as asked the guestion if Blacks would welcome international
sanctions, by the former Chancellor of West Germany lr Willy Brandt
during his recent visit. The Archbishop told him that "Progressive
movements clamour for it. They see it as part of a multi-faceted
atrategy of weakening the White regime in Scuth Africa.”

I f£find His Grace's response most interesting, particularly as the
Southern African Catholic Bishop's Conference (SACBC) is meeting on
the 25th of April to consider what attitude to adopt on the
question of economic pressure including disinvestment and sanctions
againat South Africa.

i e o
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An Explanatory Paper
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The Church in continuing the work entrusted to her by Jesus
endeavours to give witness to her Lord, present within her, and to
his Spirit of love. This love leads her to be concerned about
people's needs and sufferings for it was by his care for the needy
and the suffering that Jesus illustrated his commandment of love,
the fulfilment of which should be the distinguishing mark of his
followers.

For this reason the Church cannot stand aloof £from the great
suffering that South Africa has been experiencing. This suffering
has been particularly intense since September 1984. It has
resulted from protests, demonstrations, police reaction, boycotts
and acts of intimidation and vengeance. People have been killed
and injured, some in extremely cruel fashion: houses, shops and
vehicles have been destroyed. It is calculated that in the
seventeen months from September 1984 to the end of January 1986,
1 197 people died in the unrest, the great majority at the hands of
the police.

The immediate cause of the unrest may have been a raise in rents or
busfares, or dissatisfaction with an inferior educaticnal system,
or the frustration of unemployment, but it is obvious that when
unrest and violence reach such proporticns the most profound human
attitudes and feelings are involved. There is scarcely anything
more fundamental than the feeling for justice and the resentment
against injustice, affecting basic human rights and dignity. When
this resentment mounts high there are bound to be reactions,
sometimes very fierce reactions. We know how wvigorously people act
in self-defence. Action for the recognition of dignity and rights
is an almost compulsive form of self-defence.

Apartheid and injustice go hand in hand. Discrimination against
pecple on grounds of race and colour is as grievous offence against
their dignity. The embodiment of discrimination in the
conatitution of the country and nearly every important enactment of
law ensures that people against whom the discrimination is
practised are continually injured by the humiliations and
injustices wunder which they live. they are injured in every
dimension of life; personal being and social standing, domicile,
ownership of land, employment, economic opportunity, education,
cultural contact and political representation. Ho people will go
on accepting this for ever. Socner or later the limit of endurance
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is reached and then comes the explosion - revolution, civil war or
festering unrest. The long and painful history of the human race
bears undeniable witness to this. Yet all too often people who are
proud of the liberation struggles in which they themselves or their
ancestors were inveolved become the oppressors of others and treat
the reactions of the oppressed as high treason. Traitors in the
eyes of the oppressors are the herces and martyrs of the oppressed
= a constant leascon of history.

The hurts and injustices of discrimination cause immense suffering.
Further suffering results when people campaign against the hurts
and injustices and are met with police repression and,; all too
often, police violence.

Can the Church stand alocof from such suffering? Obviously not. It
is for this reason that the Southern African Catholic Bishops'
Conference, with the leadership of other churches, has consistently
called attention to the evils of apartheid. Now that people are
manifesting more and more clearly their pain and resentment at the
hurt inflicted, those who exercise leadership in the Church must
respond by paying greater attention to their suffering and by
supporting their endeavours to vindicate their rights in morally
acceptable ways.

It was for this reason the Bishops' Conference devoted time at its
recent plenary session to considering the present situation and
what attitude the Confarence should adopt. We came to a firm
conclusion, namely, that violence is becoming so characteristic of
our country that unless an alternative way of bringing about change
is found the country will be devoured by viclence:

The question we have to face is: what is the alternative to
violence? Is it moral persuasion? This has been tried for a very
long time by guite a few churches and other bodies. It has not
succeeded. It seems that something with greater impact is
necessary and that c¢ould include such non-violent measures as
boycotts, passive resistance and economic pressure - the pressure
of divestment, disinvestment, sancticns. If we have to choose
between these measures and the kind of violence we have been
witnessing since September 1984 the answer is clear.

We have to admit, of course, that non-violent measures cannot be
pursued without suffering - the suffering perhaps of increased
unemployment and economic distress or the suffering resulting from
forceful State reaction. Suffering can hardly be avoided. We
dread what this may mean for many people.

We have to admit too that some minor changes have been introduced
but we consider them wholly insufficient to convince people that
there is strong enough resolve for the substantial change that is
necessary.



We have to concede that we cannot foresee how ecconomic pressure
will function, whether it can be made effective and achieve the
object for which it is imposed.

Finally, we have to admit that supporting a policy of non-violent
but nonetheless tangible pressures does not at first sight appear
to conform to the spirit of the Gospel. We beg people to consider
that this may be the only alternative to uncontrolled violence.
When one is confronted with the choice between two evils, love
dictates the choice of the lesser.

It is not easy to make decisions and recommendations about the
measures that have been mentioned but in the face of the horror of
viclence that confronts us we are forced to consider them. That is
why at our plenary session we passed this resoluticn.

"The Conference adopts the following statement:

We are deeply conscious of ocur responsibility as leaders of
the Church to give moral guidance and te play our part in
attempting to arrest the rapidly escalating vioclence in our
country.

Since it is & matter of utmost urgency we find ourselves
cbliged to consider alternatives te such viclence as a means
of bringing about radical social change.

While still open to dialogue, we see no choice but to
envisage forms of non-viclent action such as  passive
resistance, boycott and economic pressure to move our country
away from its present state of racial conflict and set it
firmly on the road to justice and full participation of all
its inhabitants in the structure of the government. He
reaffirm our total abhorrence of the system of apartheid
which is directly opposed to the teaching of Christ and the
God-given dignity of every human being and is the greatest
single obstacle to peace in our land.

We make our own the words of our Holy Father, Pope John Paul
IE:

Our repudiation of every form of racial discrimination is
convinced and total; it is based on the awareness of the
dignity commen te every man made in the image and likeness
of the Creator and called to the status of Son of God."

In the light of this conviction:

1. The Conference instructs the Administrative Board to see
that a statement is drawn up and published as socon as
posaible indicating that the Conference has given careful
consideration to supporting economic pressures against
apartheid in South Africa. That to the published
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statement be attached the text of the paper drawn up by
the Justice and Reconciliation Commission entitled
'Economic Measures against Apartheid and the Challenge of
the Church', and further instruct the Administrative
Board to make the necessary preparation for an
extracrdinary plenary session for May 1986 at which this
subject is to be further discussed and decisions taken.

2. The Conference resolves that a committee be formed to
draw up a further response to the Kairos Document for
presentation to the extracrdinary plenary session of May
1386,

3. The Conference resolves that a committee be formed to
supervise the drawing up of a document setting out the
Conference's reflections on the present South African
crisis using the text compiled by Fr Kevin Rai and that
the document be submitted to the extraordinary plenary
session in May 1986."

We are publishing this paper to inform members of the
Catholic Church and of other churches too and all concerned
persons of the stage we have reached in our heart-searching
about the use of non=-violent methods of pressure against the
policy of apartheid.

We know that many people have committed themselves to
supporting such measures.

We ourselves are constantly being asked, especially by our
confreres in other countries, what our attitude is. We
cannet postpone much lenger coming to a decision. That is
why we have called a special plenary session at the end of
April te endeavour to formulate ocur policy.

With this explanatory paper we supply the text of a paper
prepared for our January plenary session by the Commission
for Justice and Reconciliation of the Bishops' Conference
entitled "Economic Measures against Apartheid and the
Challenga to the Church".

We recommend this matter with all the anxiety and pain it
involves to the kind prayers of all who are concerned that we
may reach decisions inspired by the Father whose will we wish
to do, the Son whose Church we wish to serve, the Holy Spirit
by whose light and love we wish to be guided.

People whe wish to make known their opinions to wus are
cordially and fraternally invited to submit them in writing
to:

The General Secretary,

Southern African Catholic Bishops' Conference,
P.O. Box 941,

PRETORIA

000l
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COMMISSION FOR JUSTICE AND RECONCILIATION

ECONOMIC MEASURES AGAINST APARTHEID AND THE
CHALLENGE TO THE CHURCH

1. INTRODUCTION
(A) Definition of Terms

A number of terms are used in discussing the issue of
economic measures against South Africa, divestment,
disinvestment embargoes and sanctions. Before defining
these we need to understand some aspects of investment.
Foreign investment involves:

(i) Investment in physical assets

= to expand the current capacity to produce (this
could create joba).

= to build new industry (this could create jobs).

- to replace old technology with more sophisticated
capital intensive technology. This is the
predeminant form of investment and generally results
in loss of jobs.

(ii) Investment in financial assets

- the first form is an investment in stocks and
shares. (No necessary job creatiocn).

= the second form comprises lcans by foreign banks to
either the South African Government or business
(this may result in jobs depending on how it is
used).

In the area of inveatment a large scale ‘'disinvestment'
campaign has been waged and involves the following terms:

(i) Divestment

This is the most prevalent action in the USA. It is a
process whereby pressure is put on bodies to withdraw
funds from companies which are investing in South
Africa, i.e. to sell their shares in companies
operating in South Africa. The aim is to get the
companies involved in South Africa te put pressure on
big business and government to change. It helps to
isoclate the government and big businesses creating an




(ii)

(iii)

international 1lack of confidence in the apartheid
political system and economy and has much publicity
value in exposing the horrors of apartheid. (No
necessary job loss is involwved).

Disinvestment
This has a number of aspects.

Firatly it involves the refusal or legislation against
any new capital investment in South Africa and would
include no new loans to South Africa. (No necessary
job loss).

Secondly, it involves the sale of existing plants to
local busineas. (No necessary job loss).

Thirdly it invelves the actual removal of physical
capital. (This will result in job loss, but is the
least likely to happen).

Embargoes and trade sanctions

There is a wide range of other economic measuraes which
revolve around embargoes on and sanctions against
trade with South Africa. These include:

= a ban on sales to Scuth Africa e.g. embargoes on
various items like arms, oil, machinery, etc. (No
nacessary job loss. In fact the arms ecil embargoes
created thousands of jobs in South Africa (Armscor &
Sasol) as local alternatives were forced to be
developed).

- measures against South African exports e.g. a ban on
consumer goods being sold in foreign countries.
(May result in job loss).

Within all of the above mentioned types there is a
plethora of combinations and methods. The range and
complexity makes it difficult to pinpoint exactly what
effect any particular form of economic measure against
South Africa will have. Nevertheless a few clear
principles do stand out.

Major all encompassing measures will obviocusly have
the greatest impact. Minor measures (e.g. the most
recent move in the USA) are important as symbols and
ideclogical pressure, however they do have a danger.
The South African government can see minor measures as
a sign of weakness i.e. as mere attempts to placate
public opinion abroad. Any minor measure must be
followed up with ongoing pressure and campaigns. The
ultimate effectiveness of economic measures depends on




the political will to enforce them and this can be
achieved only through ongoing consistent and wide
ranging pressure.

2. WHO IS APPLYING SANCTIONS AND WHY

(A) Economic measures as a political tool are not an aberration
or an anomaly. The United Nations Charter provides for
economic sanctions as a standard tool to be used against
states acting ocutside the norms of International behaviour
enshrined in the Charter. Ever since 1962 the General
Assembly of the U.N. has called for the severing of all

trade and economic links with South Africa for three

fundamental reasons.

-~ In tha Un, Internationally and within South Africa,
apartheid has been recognised as a crime against humanity
and a threat to world peace.

. - Scuth Africa has consistently refused to withdraw from its
illegal occupation of Namibia

South Africa's persistent violation (especially since the
late 70's) of the territorial sovereignty of ita
neighbours and its political and eccnomic destabilization
of the Southern African region have been cause for great
concern, (e.g. the destabilization of Southern Africa has
cost the Frontline States more than R2l billion in the
last decade or so. This amounts to more than the sum
total of all the international aid received by theses
countries in that period.)

These reasons still hold and are recognised as the obstacles
which need to be removed to achieve peace and harmeny in
South and Southern Africa.

Initially in the early 60's the issue of sconomic measures
against South Africa was limited to United Nations
resoluticons. However, since then a world wide movement has
sprung up and is now being channelled through the U.N., OAU,
OPEC, the Frontline States, the Commenwealth and many
governments (e.g. Sweden, Brazil, France and USA have
legislated for some form of economic action againat South
Africa). Many social groups have alse got involved
including Anti-apartheid movements, Churches, Trade Unions
and political parties.

However, as the campaign for econcomic action has sprung up
80 too has a campaign against economic action developed.
This has created much debate and confusion. Those who wish
to oppose apartheid need guidance as to the effectiveness of
economic measures.
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The BSACBC has a large following overseas and has a good
reputation for its opposition to apartheid. If the SACBC
speaks out on this issue not only will it add weight to the
anti-apartheid campaign, but it will also draw many more
pecple into the struggle to establish a free and just
society in South Africa.

Sanctions and disinvestment are not the only £factors
determining the direction of change. Sanctions would however
lend weight to the more general movement, both inside and
outside South Africa, for an end to apartheid. They would
enhance the many other international measures to weaken
apartheid viz, the cutting of diplomatic ties, the cultural
and sperts boycotts, and the campaign to cut off transport
and telecommunication ties with South Africa. Internally it
would advance the struggle of the poor and oppressed and all
those seeking justice and a free and eguitable society.

SANCTIONS AND DISINVESTMENT IN A TIME OF CRISIS

Sanctions are not effective weapeons in a situation of stability

.(as pertained in the late 60's and early 70's). However, due to

the contradictions, inefficiencies and injustices of apartheid
we are in a situation of extreme crisis. The government is more
isclated than ever before and its legitimacy is vastly reduced.
It can no lenger rule by any kind of consent and must rely on
naked coercion and state vioclence. Furthermore, because of the
inadeguacies of its own so-called ‘reform' initiatives its
policies 1lie in tatters and it has no coherent plan. Pressure
now will help to persuade the government to negotiate with the
popularly and freely chosen leaders of the people.

Economic sanctions are a potent form of pressure on South
Africa's two fundamental pillars of power, big business and
government. Until recently big business benefitted from the
policies and structures of apartheid. It is pressure, such as
consumer boycotts both here and abroad and sanctions which has
forced business people to cppose apartheid and for government to

begin to move away from classical apartheid. They have done
this to protect their interests and to maintain the free
enterprise system which serves them so well. Expensive

apartheid can't be maintained on a weak economy or will non-
cooperative business sectors.

The economic space is another anti-apartheid area that must be
developed.
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NON-VIOLENCE AND ECONOMIC SANCTIONS

1985 has clearly demonstrated the inherent viclence in apartheid
and has resulted in great suffering and pain for so many S.A.
citizens. 1986 augurs to be even worse.

If both state violence and opposition counter-violence are to be
reduced, and if apartheid is to be abolished all forms of non-
vioclent opposition and pressure must be used to their fullest
axtent. Economic sanctions and disinvestment are some of these
non-violent means.

DEBUNKING THE ARGUMENTS AGAINST ECONOMIC
SANCTIONS AND DISINVESTMENT

There are many people who whilst being opposed to apartheid do
not see economic measures as effective tools.

Retreat into the Laager

Many have objected that sanctions would not succeed in changing

‘government policy, because under pressure the government and the

majority of whites would retreat into a laager and refuse any
concessions.

However the financial crisis of August and September 1985 when
South Africa's short term locans were recalled have answered this
objection. The government introduced emergency measures by
sending the governor of the South African reserve bank to visit
Western Capitals to try to salvage our economy and was forced to
make further ceoncessions to alleviate some of the pressures,
e.g. promises to alter influx control regulations drastically.

The government moves only under pressure. A crisis where it
hurts most, in the pockets of most whites,; could force them to
accept the need for meaningful negotiations with the real
leaders of the people.

Constructigo engagement

Historically there has been a close asscciation between economic
growth and racial oppression. The form of economic growth which
began with the discovery of diamonds and gold helpad structure
the apartheid system which in turn facilitated the making of
super-profits.
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Ownership of local capital became increasingly located in the
hands of a few large scale corporations who, to compete on the
international market were forced to use scophisticated capital-
intensive technology. Access to this technolegy was only
possible through linkage (of trade investment and licensing)
with foreign corporations who also wanted to have a stake in the
profits of the South African economy, and rainforced and
deepened these trends.

It has been estimated that some 40% of the economy is foreign
controlled. Control does not necessarily imply diract
investment, because shareholdings as low as 10% combined with
technological and process control can ensure dominance by a
minority foreign shareholder.

This development has resulted in an uneven growth for the South
African economy with a predominantly capital goods importing
(e.g. machinery and technology) and primary goods exporting (raw
materials) structure.

The number of workers directly employed by foreign based
corporations operating in South Africa i=s only about 3% of the
total workforce. So the contribution of direct foreign
+investment to job creation is minimal.

The presence of foreign companies in our economy has created a
situation of partial technological dependance: dependance on
technological automation and machinery rather than on labour.
Foreign investment has often resulted in jeb loss and not job
creation. Unemployment is not a temporary aberration in the
South African economy but a permanent growing structural
component. The apartheid economy uses the bantustans as dumping
grounds for the unemployed pecple it spawns.

To say that economic growth has broken down apartheid is
incorrect. Economic grown (profits and greoss national product)
have been facilitated by apartheid. Resistance, opposition and
non-cooperation have been the forces behind the transformation
of apartheid.

Foreign investment and capital investment in S.A. generally have
until the recent economic recession earned high profits. And as
both foreign and local corporations are concerned more with
questions of profitability than moral peolitical issues, big
business has responded to the economic crisis in a number of
different ways. It has developed new technologies, to replace
labour to cut production costs. An example from the Rand Daily
Mail of 22 February 1985 illustrates this. Three separate
articles appeared in this issue. In one article the Managing
Director of General Moters spoke of the emotional tone and
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abstract moral values that typify proncuncements of pecple in
favour of disinvestment. He pointed out that people making such
statements fail to take into account the harm disinvestment
would bring to black people who would ba the first to lose their
jobs. Another article reported that General Motors was going to
invest R40 million in a new line of production, but that it
would not lead to the creation of a single new job. A third
article reported that General Motors would lay off 465 (10%) of
its 4 000 strong work force for a period of eight weeks and then
review their position. (They have not been re-employed). Here
we have a clear example of investment resulting in job loas.

There are also many examples of local capital actually closing
down factories in S.A. and investing in overseas countries
thereby exporting capital. The large scale fipancial foreign
investment (loans and shares) in South Africa, while giving
foreign capital large control over our economy gives
comparatively little advantage to S.A. The growth of South
African monopolies has primarily been financed by the
reinvestment of local capital (70%) elsewhere. The economic
sanctions campaign is not calling for flight of local capital.
This is the response of local capital which iz not concerned
about jobs.

. Government has responded to the crisis with monetarist economic
policies which focus on inflation rather than employment. These
generally lead to an increase in unemployment and the
restriction of social welfare.

Another form of 'economic growth' due to foreign investment is
from loans. Until recently South Africa was in no need of
loans, but the apartheid structures (Homelands, community
councils, the Defence Force, Sasol and Escom) all needed funds.
South Africa has now become caught in the trap of all Third
World countries having teo pay off high interest rates as well as
trying to recover the capital to repay the loans. This is a
continued drain on the eccnomy. The current potential crisis
has demonstrated how economically vulnerable 5.A. is. When our
loans were recalled we were unable to pay.

Constructive engagement cannot claim any success in changing
apartheid. The growth that has taken place benefits mainly the
profit makers.

Black Suffering

Those who oppose sanctions and disinvestment assert that the
major source of suffering would be caused by a rise in
unemployment (Job loas).




The issue of disinvestment is not a simple one of job loss with
disinvestment or job creation with foreign investment. If we
are concerned about job creation we must be concerned about a
completely new economic structure. The issues are who decides
when companies should invest and what kind of investment they
should undertake? And who controls that investment? Should
they undertake job creating or job destreoying investments?
These are political questions and are inextricably bound up with
the creation of a future free and just society. The issue of
whe controls investment is tied up with who controls society as
a whole. Therefore the issues of doing away with apartheid and
controlling investment are linked.

With regard to economic sanctions and disinvestment the guestion
then becomes 'Will sanctions and disinvestment exacerbate the
alresady unjust structure of South Africa's economy by creating
greater job loss?' To answer this we need to go back .to our
definitions. Most forms of divestment and disinvestment will
not necessarily result in job loss but will weaken the position
of big business and government. Some forms of trade sanctions
if applied rigidly will result in job loss. It is important to
encourage selected targets for sancticna.

rThe trend of opinion polls, and the proncuncements of black
leaders, increasingly confirm a popular readiness to see
sanctions imposed. The divisions amongst blacks over sanctions
are revealing. On the one hand all black homeland leaders have
opposed sanctions, largely on the grounds that prosperity is a
better antidote to apartheid than eccnomic pressure and that the
latter would cause grave damage and suffering to the black
population. on the other hand all extra-parliamentary
opposition leaders have supported sanctions including the
leaders of FOSATU, and new COSATU, the UDF, AZAPO, CUSA, AZACTU
and the ANC.

Many of these groups support sanctiona even if it does result in
some job loss. Blacks have endured such suffering, they argue,
that a little more which will bring the end of apartheid nearer
will be worth it. Whereas some of these approaches fall into
the same trap as big business (of not seeing the already
existing structural contradiction of the economy); their
readiness for sacrifice and action must be noted and their
desire for :anctians and disinvestment as a weapon supported.

As was clearly shown in Smith's Rhodesia and in the expansion of
Armscor and Sascl here in South Africa, sanctions can in fact
stimulate local industry to develop sectors of the economy when
imports can no longer be relied on when they have become too
expensive because of all the middle - pecple needed to bust
sanctions.



Frontline States

Another argument against sanctions (mostly by the South African
government) is that the dependant Frontline States would suffer.

All the FProntline States have pointed out that the degree to
which sanctions d ge their ies is within the control of
the Wastern industrial countries. Constructive aid and
development could be deflected from Scuth Africa to these areas,
at the same time making the Frontline States lass dependant on
S.A. This in the long-term would be to the benefit of the
whole Scuthern Africa region.

== mmm==000
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Mr Speaker and Honourable members, you have seen that the Southern
African Catholic Bishops' Conference state in the explanatory paper
that they have already given careful consideration to supporting
economic pressures against apartheid-in South Africa.

You have seen the paper which was drawn up by the Justice and
Reconciliation Commission entitled 'Economic Measures against
Apartheid and the Challenge to the Church'. This is the document
on the basis of which the Southern African Catholic Bishops'
Conference which is meeting in Marianhill from the 29th to the lst
May 1986 will formulate their attitude on this burning issue of
whether the Cathelic Church should or should not support sanctions
against South Africa.

Even before the matter is discussed in the session which the
Scuthern African cCatholic Bishops are holding next week, the
Bishops in their explanatory paper state that the gquestion which
they face is: What is the alternative teo viclence? I= it moral
persuasion? This has been tried for a very long time by quite a
few Churches and other bodies. It has not succeeded. It seems
that something with greater impact is necessary and that could
include such non-viclent measures as boycotts, passive resistance
and economic pressure - the pressure of divestment, disinvestment,
sanctiona. If we have to choose between these measures and the
kind of wviolence we have been witnessing since September 1984 the
answer is clear.

We have to admit, of course, that non-viclent measures cannot be
pursued without suffering - the suffering perhaps of increased
unemployment and economic distress or the suffering resulting from
forceful State reaction. suffering can hardly be avoided. We
dread what this may mean for many pesople.

Although the Bishops do state in the Explanatory Paper that:

We have to admit too that some minor changes have been introduced
but we consider them wholly insufficient to convince people that
there is a strong encugh resolve for the substantial change that is
necessary.

We have to concede that we cannot foresee how economic preassure
will function, whether it can be made effective and achieve the
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object for which it is imposed.
One can see in which direction their minds seem to be going.

The Bishops will be meeting on the 29th of April after the
Conference of the Southern African Catholic Bishops' Conference.
Archbishop Hurley has already led a delegation to consult with the
External Mission of ANC. The External Mission of ANC are the
driving force behind this campaign for sanctions. In a joint
communique which the Scuthern African Catholic Bishops' Conference
and the African National Congress External Mission issued jointly.
they stated that the two bodies agreed that: 'The Pretoria Regime
cannot be an agent for change' and that their meeting proceeded
from the common understanding that 'there can be no neutrality' in
the struggle against racism and apartheid. The meeting alsoc agreed
that the Catholic Church had a responsibility to mobilise its white
adherents not only to reject apartheid but alse to act against it.

. 'In this regard' the statement continued, 'it is vital that the

white populatien should recognise the fact that the Black majority,
from experience knows the South African Dafence Force and the South
African Police as instruments of oppression and repression.’'

One has no guarrel with the sentiments expressed in that statement.

In the explanatory paper the Southern African Cathelic Bishops'
Conference alsc formed a Committee, as we have seen to draw up a
further response to the Kairos Document for presentation to the
meeting that is being held in Marianhill from the 29th of April.

The paper drawn up by the Justice and Reconciliation Commission
which is entitled "Eccnomic Measures against Apartheid and the
Challenge of the Church", on the basis of which this issue will be
discussed is a one-sided document which is clearly in favour of
sanctions. It does not do justice to the arguments against
sanctions.

.
This deoccument is already pressurising the Eishops to sanction
something through such sentiments as: "The Southern African
Catholic Bishops' Conference has a large following overseas and has
a good reputation for its oppesition to apartheid. If the Southern
African Catholic Bishops' Conference speaks out on this issue not
only will it add weight to the anti-apartheid campaign, but it will



20%

alsc draw many more people into the struggle to establish a free
and just society in South Africa.'

This statement almost amounts to blackmail. The whole paper argues
in favour of sanctions and disinvestment, when for instance it
states that:

“The trend of opinion polls, and the pronouncements of Black
leaders, increasingly confirm a popular readiness to see sanctions
imposead. The divisions amongst blacks over sanctions are
revealing. On the one hand all Black homeland leaders have ocpposed
sanctions, largely on the grounds that prosperity is a better
antidote to apartheid than economic pressure and that the latter
would cause grave damage and suffering to the black population. oOn
the other hand, all extra-parliamentary opposition leaders have
supported sanctions including the leaders of FOSATU, and now
COSATU, the UDF, AZAPO, CUSA, AZACTU and the ANC.'

These are the organisations which the Chairman of the Southern
African Catholic Bishops' Conference, described as 'progressive' in
his comments to 'The Matal Mercury'. I am certain he wouldn't want
to do anything which is not approved by those he described as
'progressive’ .




EMBARGOED UNTIL DELIVERED

e e

FOURTH SESSION OF THE FOURTH EKWAZULU

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

CONTINUATION OF THE CHIEF MINISTER'S
POLICY SPEECH




I am concerned about the axtent to which even Black leadership
seems to follow in the tracks of White supremacists who have all
these past decades never bothered to consult Blacks about their
wants and wishes. The Justice and Raconciliation Commission of the
Catholic Church give a list of Black organisationa which it states
supports sanctions as follows: FOSATU, COSATU, the UDF, AZAPO,
CUSA, AZACTU and the ANC.

As you have already seen we have already dealt with the SACC
resolutions in June last year and the WCC/SACC Harare so-callad
Consulcation. The gquestion is = how are members of these
organisations censulted on the issue of Disinvestment and
sanctions, or is it sufficient for the elites who lead them to make

.deciaicms on behalf of the so-called 'masses', because they are so
despised by the leadership of these organisations who  make
decisions on their behalf, because they can read the minds of the
so-called 'massea'. I have never participated in any issua on
bahalf of the pecple without consulting them at the level of
Conferances where their elected representatives are present. At
another level I talk to Black people in their tens of thousands at
railies and put issues to them and cthey always make direct
reasponses. I have done this several times. Let us take ZOSATU for
example. COSATU's President, Mr Elijah Barayi, came out openly at
their very launch at King Park Stadium in favour of sanctions and
in favour of nationalising industries and rejected the frae
enterprise avstem. One wonders just when he could have conducted
investigations from amongst the rank and £file membership of
affiliated Trade Unions of CO3ATU to get their mandate to atate
this. We in fact know, that this is why our own members of Inkazha
came to Ulundi to ask us to assist them to found a Union which does
not support sanctions against South Africa, which does not support
the nationalisation of industries and which does not reject the
free enterprise asystam. Mr Elijah Barayi stated cpenly at the
inauguration that COSATU was to f£ill up the wvacuum which was
created by the banning of the African National Congress. SACTU, an
affiliate of the ANC, was behind them in every way when they ware
launched as a Trade Union. They have been to both Harare and
Lusaka to meet the leadership of ANC. And yet, at a meeting of
Central Executive Committee of COSATU on the l4th of April, among
their resclutions they had a rescolution on the United Workers Union
(OWUSA). They state that:

'7. Inkatha . acknowledges that it is planning a massive
publicity campaign in support of UWUSA. If this is not
pelitical Unionism we are not sure what it is. However,
it appears to be as politics more acceptable to the State
and employers.
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It would appear that COSATU does not involve itself or anyone in
politics according to this accusation when, in fact, the extarnal
Mission of ANC for whom they are £fronting, does all the
international publicity and international diplomacy for them in
most of their publications. The external Mission of ANC and SACTU
have endorsed COSATU in several statements in most of their
publications. Maybe I should read to you their entire resoluticon
‘on UWUSA:

'COSATU wishes to state gquite clearly that the formation of UWUSA
is a considered and deliberate attempt by employeirs and Inkatha
to divide and weaken the Trade Union movement in Natal. After
decades of struggle by workers to build their Union, the
formaticon af UWUSA should be absolutely condemnad as a
reactionary and tragic step.

COSATU believes that the formation of COSATU was carefully
planned over a long period and that the COSATU branch was usad a5
a pretext to set in action these plans. We make these
-accusations for the following reascns:

1. There is absoclutely no evidence of Inkatha advising COSATU
members on the issues they were unhappy with. The immediate
response was to form a new Union.

2. The full machinery and the KwaZulu government, and it appears
the South African government, has been thrown 2ehind UWUSA.
Members of the FKwaZulu Legislative Assembly and other
officials have addressed Unicn meetings - urging peocple to
join UWUSA and attend the planned launch on May Day.

3. Inkatha representatives have address ed emgloyer bodies
attending COSATU and urging support for UWUSA.

4. Inkatha represantatives have addressed employer bodies
attending COSATU and urging support for UWUSA.

5. Committees in the townships are refusing COSATU use of venues
and the police in certain areas have been harassing and
detaining members of COSATU in areas asuch as Isithebe,
Hewcastle and Mandini.

6. The fact that Mr Conco, the Chief Whip of the EwaZulu
Legislative Assembly and a senior official of Inkatha, could
anncunce the aims and objects of UWUSA and its policies befors
the Union has even been formed. shows the regard this Union
has for democracy and where the initiative for its formation
comes from.
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7. Inkatha acknowledges that it is planning the massive publicity
campaign in support of UWUSA. If this is not political
Unionism we are not sure what it is. However, it appears to
be as politics more acceptable to che State and employers.

These evants and actions convince us that UWUSA was formed not
to pursue the cause of unionism, but to protect the interests of
employers and capital in Natal and, more generally, in South
Africa. !

There you have it Sir, and Honourable members of the EwaZulu
Legislative Assembly. It has been quite sometime now that Trade
Unions which were initiated with the backing of SACTU in Socuth
Africa have always come out with condemnations of me and Inkatha.
I recall Mr Speaker, that when SAAWU headed by Mr Sam Kikine was
launched exactly what is happening now happened then. Mr Kikine,
who had been a member of Inkatha suddenly turned against me as soon
as. he had received funding and publicity backing from SACTU, an
affiliate of ANC. In interviews which he gave as the Executive
officer of the newly founded SAAWU aven to such international
magazines as 'Newsweek', I was a butt of his attacks and
denigratien.

Then some elements in FOSATU alsoc did the same. I remember that
it was I who launched the POSATU Northern Natal Region in Richards
Bay-. That happened because members of Inkatha in FOSATU insisted
that I should launch FOSATU at Sikhawini. This they insisted on
notwithstanding Mr Alex Urwir's objections. Mr Alex Urwin is still
wary much involved im COSATU now that FOSATU has been absorbed into
COSATU.

They can do all sorta of co-operation and conniving with the
axternal Mission of ANC, consult them even in broad daylight, and
when it comes to me — I am not expacted to have anything te do with
Inkatha members who are members of Trade Unions. The media reports
this judgementally in my case, and in the case of Inkatha, and yet
there i3 not a murmur about the UDF supporting Trade Unions, or
AZAPO supporting Trade Unions, or about the involvement of SACTU
(an affiliate of ANC) in the Trade Union movement in Scuth Africa.

We have made it ,clear that Inkatha as Inkatha is not running any
Trade Union. But we have not tha slightest qualms of conscience
about aasisting our members who were upset by Mr Barayi's
statements at the launching of COSATU: it related to the programme
" COSATU would follow. They were also upset by attacks on me and
Inkatha . There are members of Inkatha who are in the Executive of




COSATU who came to Ulundi to complain after the launch of COSATU.
We felt duty-bound to assist our Inkatha members wherever possible.
We are doing no more than that. We have no intenticon of usurping
the duties of the Trade Union Movement in doing so. But we cannot
allow Trade Unions either to usurp the specific functiona of
political organisations and movements. We believe that Trade
Unions have aspecific functions which are their responsibility as
much as political organisations have their own particular role to
‘play.

Where Trade Unions try to masquerade as political organisations or
fronts for political organisations, we feel that we have a duty to
expose this. COSATU have received substantial funding from abroad.
We do not get that kind of financial support from abroad. And yet
COSATU has already made allegations that UWUSA is being financed by
certain Trade Unicns abroad and this is far from true. It is alsc
a- lot of balderdash te say that the government is throwing its
waight behind UWUSA. We have helped our members who are involved
in the founding of UWUSA. Mr Conco was all along not an official of
UWUSA, but when UWUSA wanted him to help them then quite clearly he
had to relinguish his membership of this Assembly and of the
Inkatha Central Committee before he could be available to them on a
permanent basis.

The meeting on the lst of May at the King's Park Stadium was of
great importance in showing whether, in fact, ordinary Black pecple
do support the policy of sanctions and disinveatment:; and whether
they alsc support the destruction of South Africa's economy as
COSATU is btent on doing on behalf of the axternal Mission of ANC
and SACTU. The people had to say openly whether they do want a
Socialist State or a Marxist State established in Souch Africa
after the liberation of South Africa. I have always stressed that
I respect the choices that many independent African States have
made as far as systems of y ara d after their
liberation. I respect the choice which Tanzania, Zambia; Angola or
Mocambigque nave made aftar liberation. It is the prerogative of
those countries to make a choice of an economic system which they
think would best serve the interests of their particular countriaes
and their pecples.

I do not think that as a political leader I have a right to impose
on the people of South Africa an economic system which they have
not chesen for chemselves. I do not think that the Central
Committee of Inkatha can deternine such an issue for all of South
Africa without the support of other Black organisations. I do not
believe that any one organisation has a right to decide such an
issue for all of South Africa. What we see here is an impesition




by the Extarnal Mission of ANC of an economic system which they
have not put before millions of South Africans. Are they going to
rule the same way as Pretoria, if and when they have seized power
as they say they are going to do? These are guestions which need
direct answers from them, from COSATU, from the UDF and all the
organisatiens that Archbishop Hurley singled out as 'progreasive’
and alsa which are listed in the paper of the Justice and
| Reconciliation Commission of the Catholic Church.

This is the time for all Christians in all various denominations to
come out and say where they themselves atand. Have all Christians
whose particular Churches are affiliated to the South African
Council of Churches abdicated their right to make decisions on such
issues to the SACC or the WCC or to the ANC or te the UDF, CUSA,
AZAPO or AZACTU, from whom the South African Catholic B8ishops’

.Ccn!o:amu- had to take their cue when they had to decide this issue
last week? T would like to know this, because I am villified by
all these organisations because I have said whenever I have been
abroad that it is not in the interests of the Black struggle, and
of South Africa, to impose sanctions on South Africa or te
disinvesc. That is why I asked the people to fres me from this
surden on the lst of May, so that I could alsc leave it to these

. organisations to decide the issue for Black South Africa. I have
besn wvillified when taking a stand against Disinvestment and
Sanctions; that I do so on behalf of the South African government.
I have always maintained, and rightly so, that this is a stand I
take each time I do, on behalf of my Constituency and on behalf of
millions of ordinary South Africans. It is for this reason that T
wantad Black South Africans present on the lst May at EKing's Park
Stadium to say whether they do, in fact, support sanctions and the
destruction of the sconomy of South Africa which COSATU is
committed to. The destruction of the eccnomy is part and parcel of
the strategy of the African National Congress and the South African
Communist Party, which they regard to be part and parcel of their
strategy of vioclence.

1 also respect May the lst to the extent that I have already
persuaded the KwaZulu Cabinet to bring in a Bill before this
Assembly, to declare May the lst as a holiday in KEwaZulu, in henour
of workera. I do not think we can wait for the South African
government to decide the issue before we identify with workers by
recognising the 1lst of May as the Workers Holiday. The State
cannot £funetion yithout a good economy and the king-pins of that
economy ares workers.

The Communists and Socialist States and organisations which operate
on their ideologies always want to give the impression that May
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is their particular presercve. May lst was first observed in
Capitalist States and it was, in fact, on May 1, 1886 that American
workers stopped work in suppeort of a demand for an eight-hour day.
Se May lst is far older than even the Red Revolution in Russia in
1917. Eurcpean socialists campaigned for May 1l as a paid public
holiday in 1890. So May lat is a paid holiday in both Capitalist
European countries, as well as in the Socialist States. During
this century May 1 has come to be celebrated throughout the world
*in a variety of differing circumstances, and in some cases, as a
protest day against repressive regimes and systems.

The £first time May 1 was celebratad in South Africa was in 1904 by
White workers. Then in the 1920's when such Black Trade Unions as
the Industrial and Commercial Workers Union emerged Black workers
.aa2lsc began to celebrate May Day. In the 1930's and 1940's both
White and Black workers startad getting together <for May Day
rallies and demonstrations. In 1931 thousands of unemployed Whites
and Blacks marched on the Carlton Hotel and the Rand Club to demand
work. In 1950, the South African Communist Party jointly with
sections of the African National Congress, crganised a May 1 stay-
away as a protest against racism and repressive laegislation in
South Africa.
In the 1930's and 1940's some Unions such as the Garment Workecs'
Union under Solly Sachs — had managed to gain a paid holiday on May
Day as part of their Industrial Council agreement. In 1961 " the
Government acted to bring this practice to an end.

Above everything, May Day is a day on which tribute ias paid to
those who produce the wealth of the country, that is the workers.
They keep the nation fed, educated and sheltered. So it has become
a day when working pecple normally voice their demands for an
improvement of conditions in genearal, such as shorter hours of
work, a living wage and so on and so forth. Workers throughout the
World regard May Day as a day on which they express their
solidarity, dedicate themselves to supporting each other. 8¢ it
haa become symbolically seen as a day of the deprived, and the
axploited, in another sense, on which they challenge entrenched
interests, privilege, and oppressive and unrepresentative regimes.

We decided here last year to observe this years May Day: and yet I
have read in one nmewspaper report that it is claimed that it is the
National Education Crisis Committee which has called for a May Day
Stayaway. ¥ou will see in the resolutions of COSATU Cantral
Zxecutive Committee on the l4th April that they resolved to:

2.3 The Rights of Students




Te support fully the demands by students to form demccratic
SRC's and build *an alternative system of the pecplas
education now.

This iz one of the issues that was discussed during a predominantly
.Indian and Coloured National Education Crisis Conference in
Chatsworth at the controversial confereance in which Black paraents
from KwaZulu and the Natal Region were not represented or invited.
We live in a society where good ideas are high-jacked and used to
promote political projects of certain political factions in the
interescs of promoting themselves to political eminence.

would like, in cencluding my policy speech, to refer briefly ta
the point where I think we are at present in a political struggle
for liberation. I have already dealt with the variocus delegaticns
that have been going up to Lusaka to see our brothers in cthe
external Mission of ANC. I have stated before that I was the first
person to deal with M Tambo and members of his Executive in the
sixties, culminating in our meeting lasting two and a half days in
Londen in 1979. Basically, I have no problem in talking with them
or to any other organisation for that matter. But since the
Businessman's delegation went up to see Mr Oliver Tambo and members
of the External Mission of ANC at Mfuwe on the l3th September 1985,
there has been several orchestrated visits te Lusaka. Basically,
let me repeat that there is nothing wrong with these visits. But,
there is a false euphoria which they are meant to create about the
external Mission of ANC. So there is a dimension of them which can
be perceived as no more than just sheer politicising and
propagandizing. The gquestion we face is what do our brothers in
the External Mission of ANC want? Do we know or den't we know?

This 4is the issue with which I want to round off my policy speech.
The External Mission of ANC opted for the armed struggle mcre than
+ 20 years ago. But of course their own views have come to most
South Africans vaguely as second and third hand information. There
is, of course, excerpts from their broadcasts through Radic Freedom
in Addis Ababa, Dar es Salaam and Lusaka. The last Freedom Station
Broadcasts in particular, are easily heard in South Africa.
Perhaps more clearly in the past than now, as I suspect because the
State tries to block them as a security measure. But last year, Mr

Tony Heard, tHe Editor of 'The Cape Times', published a
comprehensive interview with Mz Oliver Tambo, which reada as
follows:

A CONVERSATION WITH OLIVER TAMBC OF THE ANC



217

Queation: The ANC is officially portrayed in South Africa as a
communist, terrorist-type organization, almost presented to the
public as demons. Now, since the public have no access ta your
views, how would you answer this, particularly the charge of being
a communist-controlled organization?

It is iwmportant to observe that this has been a peraistent
‘portrayal of the ANC by many people who are opposed to us.But the
ANC is as ANC as it ever was. It is true that the ANC has members
of the Communist Party who are members of the ANC. That has besen
the case almost since time immemorial. The ANC was established in
1912 and the SA Communist Party in 1921, and so thers has been an
overlapping of membership all along the line. But ANC members who
are also members of the SACP make a very clear distinction between
.uuse two independent bodies. We co-oparate a lot but the ANC is
accepted by the SACP as leading the struggle. There is absoclute
layalty to that position. It is often suggested that the ANC ia
controlled by the Communist Party ... by communists. Well, I have
been long encugh in the ANC to know that that has never bsen true.

The Communist Party has ita positions and the ANC has its
positions. The AMC is guided in its policy and all its members are
loyal to the Freedom Charter, and that is where you find all the
positions of the ANC. They are reflected in the Freedom Charter.
We don't depart from the Freedom Charter. So, there is no problem
of the ANC being controlled. Mow this is also extended to control
by &the Soviet Unicn: much of this is propaganda. We go to the
Soviaet Union as we go to Sweden and to Holland and to Italy to ask
for assistance in one form or anothes. And in all these countries
we do get assistance, and assistance is given quite
unconditionally. The Western countries, who do support us and we
very much appreciate the assistance they give us, do not give us

.\napous of course, because they generally do not approve and their
laws do not allow it. But in the socialiat countries we get the
weapons, S0 We go there to get what we can't get elsawhere. And
that's all there is in it.

Question: Are you getting more support from the West now?
We are getting a great deal of support from the West, increasing
support, in material terms, tee; that support is growing.

"

Question: So the charge that you are a communist organization, you
would reject strongly?

We would reject that. We would say that there is a communist




party. 8o we are fortunate because if one is locking for a
communist party it is there but the ANC is not the Communist Party.

Now the other aspect of being terrorists: Again there is a lot of
exaggeration about this terrcrism. Long before wea had injured a
soul, when we were very, very careful in our sabotage actions to
avoid hurting anybedy, and that is what we have been doing for the
better part of 20 years now ... even when we started, this was
.called terrorism. We knew what terrorism was and we thought that
the people of South Africa are being misled about what terrorism
was. We could have been terrorists if we had wanted to, but we
chose not to be. So even that has been an exaggeration. It i=s
true that more recently, as for inatance in May 1983 when a bomb
exploded and othars wers attempted, this was stepping up things.
It is properc to recogniz: that this was after 20 years at it. We

tarted in 1961 and 20 yaars later you get a bomb exploding. We
could have done this much, much earlier on numerous occasions. We
did not want to be seen as terrorist; we are trying to put on
pressure. And we have been notoriously restrained in ocur armed
actions - notoricus.

Question: What future do you see for whites in the future South
*  Africa? " :

The ANC, and all of us in the ANC, have always considered and
accepted that whites like curselves belong to our country. They
are compatriots, fellow-citizens. We tock the earliest opportunity
to dispel the notion that we were fighting to drive the whites out
to scmewhere and we made Lt clear that they belony to South Africa.
They had thair role to play as we would like to think we had & role
to play although we are excluded. And so this has been basic. We
have asked whites to jcoin us in the struggle to get rid of the
tensions that come with the apartheid system. We have hoped that
we could together build the future non-racial South Africa, and by
non-racial we really do mean mon-rcacial. We mean a society in
which each one feels he or she baiongs together with everybody
alse, where the fact of race and cclour is of no consequence, where
people serve according to their abilities and their skills, where
we together work to unite cur people, and we have adopted policies
which discouraged the polarization of our people either into ethnic
groups or into white versus black.

Question: And do you distinguisn between any particular white
group?

No, no. Our charter says that South Africa belongs to all who live
in it and we say that people who have chosen SA as their home are
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walcome there. There is plenty of room for them, and we should
accept them as South Africans and they in turn should accept ua as
South Africans. This is the kind of society that we are hoping
will emerge.

Question: Is there any reassurance or assurance that you could
give whites about their physical safety, their jobs and their home
*security under an ANC-led government? How would you address the
question of their insecurity, which is manifest at the moment?

What we would hope our white compatriots will learn to underatand
is that we don't really see them as whites in the first instance.
We see them as fellow South Africans in the first instance. They
are as good as black. In fact, let us say, they are Africans. We
ee them as Africans. We are all born there in that.country, or

st of us are. We live on this continent. It is our country.
Let's nove away from these distinctions of Eurcpeans and non-—
Burcpeans, whites and non-whites.

Question: So, it is security for all, as it were?

It is. It is security for all, and it would be in the interests of
all of us that everybody feels secure. Everyone's propercty is
securs; everyone's home is secure. The culture is secure. We
believe our cultures will begin to merge. We have got & rich
variety which, when it comes together, is really going Co be
something we can put out to the world. So all this would be
respected. There would be room for it all. But the main thing is,
and the sconer we begin tec grapple with this problem the better,
not to procesd on the basis that the Africans are going to do
something to the non-Africans, but to begin on the basis that we
all belong to that country. Let us not lock at one another's
colour. Let us not address that. Let us see one another meraly as
fallow=-citizens.

Queation: How do you view the business leaders, the PFP, the
dominees who have been seeking talks with the ANC? How de you feel
about thia?

We feel very good indeed because, vyou see, in the fifties when we
were a legal organization we were getting across very effectively
to the white community.

The ANC was getting accepted and its objectives wers getting
generally accepted among the whites. We were uniting the country
where apartheid separated it. Now this is because we had access.
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I recall Chief Albert Lutuli (the late ANC leader) going to Cape
Town ... And do you ramember the effect he had, the impact ha made .
Well, when he came back to Johannesburg Zrom that trip, there were
thousands of white paople at Park Station: thousands who came to
meet him as a result of the impact he had made. So this is the
kind of situation that had developed. Then we got banned and this
contact was broken. And now the white community has been brought
.up to regard the ANC as something very, very dangercus. The one
effect of this visit by the business pecple has been to open the
lines of communication because I am sure they saw us as something
vary different from the way we had been projected all the time, and
I think they said as much.

Question: Are you keeping in touch?

We do keep in touch. And then we next locked forward to the visit
of the young pecple. We thought what a good thing that they should
get together and begin to lock at their future together. This was
a vary good thing. And the contribution is not one-sided. It is
not as if we ars giving or receiving all the time. I think we are
enriching one another with views about what should be dene with our
situation. We had hoped to see the mimister of religion who wantaed
Eo coma. We thought that was another oppertunity. Then of course
the PFP came along and we had very good exchanges with them. AlL
this is much-need communication, especially at this time because at
some point we have got to agree on what to do about our own future.

Question: Ceuld you briefly set out your economic theory,
particularly on questicns like nationalization and wealth
redistribution?

I don't know if I would call it a theory. It appears in our
charter and all we do is to interpret what the charter says. We
have not attempted tc depart from that in any way. We start with
what the charter says and broadly the interpretation is that the
state would control some of the industries, solely with a view to
ensuring an equitable distribution of the wealth that we have and I
think that this was at the back of the minds of the people who drew
up the charter, as it was more than the ANC. We said our country
is very wealthy, our country is poverty-stricken as far as the
blacks are concerned, and by blacks I mean coloureds and everybody
else. They are very pooc. Even the whites are not really wealthy
but the wealth is'contained in the hands of a few. And we look at
the country: 13 percent overcrowded by millions of landless pecple
who a&re starving and dying.



What do you do about this? Where do you get the land from to give
them? You have got to address that question. You have got to say
how to end this poverty, how do we handle the wealth we produce in
such a way that we can relleve some of these problems. Tha
solution we saw was one of nationalization, and, of course, when we
meet the business people they say that natiocnalization will destroy
the South African economy.

.Quoaclnn= Do they accept some measure of redistribution?

They seemed to. Yea they do. They accept scme measure of

redistribution. It is the method, the mechanism, how to achieve it

- this is of course where we d4id not agree and could not agrae.

But they accepted, they understcod, what we were trying to get at:

That you cannot have a new South Africa which does not address this
.pruh lem.

Qu-i:ion: What  about private propecty: how far would
nationalization extend, as you ses it?

It would be a mixed economy. And certainly naticnalization would
take 4into account the situation as we find it at the time - the
realities of the situation in which we find ourselvea. But thare
would be privaté ownership, there would be levels of private
entecprise and it would all be geared to the situation that cbtains
at the time. Also, we don't envisage fighting in the streets cvar
ic. We think that we will have to approach this from the point of
view of what the people want. If the people want cne Zorm of
distribution above another, wall, it must be like that.

Question: There would be a debate about the lavel of
. nationalization?

Yes, there would be a debate. What sort of environment could that
debata take place in? Would you see free media, free expressicn,
freed of papers?

Absolutely.

Question: What about viclence? In what circumstances would you as
leader of the ANC be prepared to renounce violence and start talks?
What are the <2ircumstances that can bring that about because I
think that's what, frankly, everycne wants, on all sides; in other
words, the viclence, on all sides, to stop. I am sure that no one
wants it to go on forever.




Ho, not even we. This question of violence worries many peocple.
The unfortunate thing is that pecple tend to be worried about the
viclence that comes from the oppressed. And sc the tendency is to
want to know, as you want to know, on what terms would we end
violence. Really, there would be no violence at all if we did not
have the violence of the apartheid aystem. And even if there was,
and there has been for two decades, it's been restrained. But if
you look at what comes from the other side, during those two
‘decades there has been massive violence. So we then have to say to
ourselves: Of course we can stop our struggle, we can stop even
our violant actions, but on that basis what would be the reascon for
that? And in return for what?

Question: Is there a possibility of a truce?

There is always a possibility of a truce. We see the possibilicy
of a truce. It would be very, very easy, if, for example, we
started negotiations. We have said that negotiations can satart,
serious negotiations ...

Question: With the government?

Yes, with the government, when they are ready because at the moment
we think they are not ready. And we have said to them that if you
wanted negotiations, we would not go inte that without Nelson
Mandela and the other political leaders and the political
priscners. WNow, a serious indication of readiness for negotiaticns
would be the release of all these leaders, because they have got to
be part of the process of preparation for sericus negotiations
which will not just be talks for the sake of talking. It is quite
conceivable cthat in that situation of preparing £or negotiations
and locking at necessary conditions and so on, this question ceculd
arise. 3ut we have had a problem about just saying we are now
suspending our struggle, which is what it would mean...

Question: On one side, as it were?

On one side, without any indication on the other side of their
willingness to do anything about what every one cf us knows is
their viclence. We have said: Lift the state of emergency, pull
out the troops from the townships, and the police. And ralease the
political prisconers. We have even said unban the ANC. Do all
these things toc create a climate.

Question: Which you would welcome?

We would welcome a climate of that kind, and If the rest of the



leaders were there I think it would be time to get togethar and put
the gquestion: Can we really do anything about thias? Evarybody
would then be there. But we are getting this persistent refusal on
the part of Botha either to release Nelson Mandela and the other
palitical priscners, and we say: What are you going to do with
treason trials ... it is simply a form of repression. Who ars you
going to negotiate with, Lif you want to negotiate. If he withdrew
.the treasen trials and did all these things by way of lifting the
pressures that rest on us, we wculd begin to see that the other
side are ready to talk.

But we have argued that it is not necessary for hostilities to
cease before negotiations start ... Before the Nkomati accord,
there were lengthy negotiations between the South Africans and
eachnu before there was any signing of an agreement. The agreement
that was signed in Lusaka between the South Africans and the
Angolans was preceded by a seriss of meetings and negotiations.

Question: Is anything going on at the moment .. i.e. talks about
talks batween the ANC and the Scuth African government?

No, nothing at all. Which is why we think that they are not ready
to have any talks. They are not even ready for other people to
talk to us. We are South Africans. If we meet we can only talk
about our country. We are not going te fight about it. We talk
about it,- and they don't like this. But I think what they deo not
like is that in meeting we get to understand each other better. and
wa, the ANC, certainly benefit from these talks, and we would think
that those we talk to also benafit. So this is moving in the
direction of resolving our problems, but they are not prepared for
that.

Question: Yiclence against people, civilians. What is the ANC's
attitude on this, bearing in mind the fact that down the years the
ANC has in my opinion held back to a great extent on what one might
call indiscriminate violence or going for soft targeta?

I am glad you have put it that way, because it is cften forgotten
that we have been at the receiving end all the time, and we have
held back. And it is not conceivable that we could go on like that
indefinitely withqut anything changing. But one must see in this
holding back the reluctance of the ANC on gquestions of violence.
But when once, of course, wWae have dacided we have got te fight then
we must fight.

Queation; What about soft targets?
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The question of soft targets has been exaggerated out of all
proportion. As I have once had occasion to ocbserve, when the
police go into a township and shoot, when they did on the 2lst
March, repeating Sharpeville, they were hitting soft targets, and
this whole year has been a year of shootings of, really. soft
targets. So people are being killed. It has never been guite like
this. But they ara being shot and even children are being killed
‘and yet the ANC is going no further than saying that we have got to
intensify our struggle if we are in a struggle. If we atop, Wwe
stop. But if we are in a struggle and we feel the demand of the
situation is that we struggle, then we must intensify that
struggle. We have held back for toc long. WNow, if we do intensify
we are not going to be choosing carefully to aveid hurting anybeody,
but we will meve into military personnel, police and so on.

Question: But you won't go for civilians as such?

No, .we will not go for civilians as such. We think that civilians
will be hit as they are hit always. They were hit in Zimbabwe ...

Question: In a crossfire situation?

A crossfire situation, in any way situation.

Question: But not cinemas, and supermarkets and ...?

We will not go into cinemas and bars and places like that. We
won't do that. But we will certainly be looking for military
personnel, police and sc on.

Question: Why will you hold back, because often in a guerilla war
the 1limits éo get more znd more extended? Is it a moral feeling
about killing civilians, or what?

Because we are not fighting against people, wa are fighting against
a system, and we can't kill people. Why? Why would we kill them?
We cannot even kill whites because we are not fighting whites at
all. We are fighting a system.

.

Quaestion: On foreign policy, do you sea SA as a pro-Western, non-
aligned;, or as a Soviet-socialist-leaning country? For inscance,
in the sale of minerals and raw materials - would these be denied
to anyone? What about Commonwealth membership? Where do you sSee
South Africa standing in the world?
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Pirst of all, nocn-aligned in terms of East-West, developing trade
with all the countries of the world, strengthening trade links, so
maintaining the lines of trade for mutual benefit.

Question: So the Americans can be sure of getting their needs?

«The Americans will be sure to get it, if they are willing to pay
for it. We would want to trade with all the countries of the
world, in the interests of our own economy.

We would come back to the Commonwealth because the basis for the
exclusion of South Africa would have gone. And we will establish
‘vozy peaceful relations with countries. We will work very closely

with the reat of the African continent, and certainly with the
countries of Southern Africa. We would become members of SADDC or
it. might be called another name by then, and we could build
together a small common market of our own. South Africa would
therefore be admitted into this wider economic grouping that we
have in Southern Africa. And we would be a very influential
country in the world.

Question: Do you feel this would unleash resources chat we have
not been able tc unleash?

I am certain I think the aconomy itself would be stimulated by the
enargies that would be unleashed, and the prospects of peace and
stability. We think the country would be transformed, politically
and socially and economically. :

“ Question: I presume you favour sanctions. Do you to the peoint
where people lose jobs.and the econcmy suffers seriously?

We think the economy must be put into difficulties because the
aconomy strengthens the regime. It enables them to do all the
things that they want to do. This questicn of losing jobs, for the
victims of apartheid it is nothing. To be a victim of apartheid
means to be many, wmany things above losing a job which you are
losing all the time anyway. And the way we loock at it is: The more
effective the sanctions are, the lass the scope and scale of
conflict. #

Quesation: If there was a new grouping in S5A white politics, with
liberal Afrikaners who were formerly Nationalists and Progressive
Federal Party pecple lika Slabbert forming a new bloc, would you be



prepared to deal with them and on what basis?

We have met Van Zyl Slabbert and we hope to meet various leaders of
organizations. An organization that is cpposed to the apartheid
syatem we regard as on our side. I don't think that we would
refuse contact with such an organization because we would see it
maving in the direction that we are. We do of course encourage our
white countrymen to mobilize and make their contribution to
‘changing the apartheid system and on that basis we ought to be able
to find a modus cperandi with them.

Question: You strike me as a scmewhat reluctant revolutionary.

With what measure of enthusiasm did you turn to accept that there

had to be viclence? How did you yourself perscnally raspond to
‘ chis? :

I_ suppose I was angry and frustrated, like we all were, and I
continued to be angry and frustrated, to feel that this system must
be fought. But I was a full supporter of the policy of non—
violence because we thought it would bring us the fulfilment of our
objective. When that failead then we had to lock for an
alternative. We found the alternative in combining political and
armed actions and it is cne of these things that you have to do as
thera is no alternative. I don't think I am peculiar in this
respect. I cthink that many pecple in the ANC would be glad |if
there was no need for violence, but the need is there, and we have
got to go ahead with it, bitter as it is.

It is painful to see anybody being killed, to see children being
killed; no matter who kills them. The death of children iz a
painful thing and you do have to say what brought us teo this
situation where these things are happening. We naturally feel that
it is the system that has wade it impossible for us to avoid what
we strove to avoid with such resclve when we were first confronted
with this wviclence. But as individuals, and certainly as an
individual, I don't like violence.

Question: You are enjoying great attention in London. To what do
you ascribe this?

I think generally in many parts of the world there is a lot of
interest in what is happening in SA, and people are discussing it.
And when a member of the ANC in my position is around, many people
want to try and understand where we go from here. What is more,
the discussion now revolves around the guestion of what sort of
South Africa. In the past there was just denunciation of apartheid
and so on, but a new intereat has emerged, an interest in what




takes the place of what we are seeing now and how do we move from
the present to something different. This represents real movement
forward for us. We have reached the point where pecple are
expecting change and are beginning to reflect what that change
involves and this has been part of interest. People want to know,
when apartheid goes (because they are sure apartheid is going),
what takes its place.

Question: To what extent is the current internal unrest in South
Africa orchestrated by the ANC and to what aextent is ic
spontansous?

Both words are not very applicable. There is a great deal of
spontaneity in the sense that when you shoot at pecple they are
angered and want to do scmething in retaliation. You would not say

at the ANC is orchestrating all these rssponses. They are almost
natural. S0 there is an element of spontaneity. But I would nct
use. the word orchestratad. I would say that the ANC has called on
our pecple; and in some cases they are very disciplined about it,
in others there are excessas’ the ANC has said let us destroy
these structures of separation and apartheid. That is where it
starcts. Now in this process other factors come in. The
authorities come in and shoot and the people respond ... and you
have a situation of escalation which can tend to conceal the true
nature of the conflict as being the people resisting the
implementation of the apartheid system and preventing it Zfvom
working. This is the essence.

Then in January this year, Mr Tambo, as President of the External
Mission of ANC, had a press conference in which he laid bare

. .é-ta.i.l-d plans of the ANC for the intensification of violence in
1986. 'The Natal Mercury' of the l0th Januarcy, 1986 reported this
as follows:

|
| 'WE'LL GO FOR WHITE AREAS SAYS TAMBO'

LUSAEA = The President of the African National Congrass Oliver
Tambo, yesterday details its plans to intensify a campaign of
violence into a full-scale 'people's war'.

I

i
The campaign included plans to widen the conflict beyond the
borders of the townships into white areas, to continue the
attacks on white farming communities and to enlist the suppert
of various groups within South Africa.
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Throughout a Press Conference lasting nearly two hours, Mr Tambo
reaffirmed and elaborated the contenta of a bellicose 18 page
statement issued by the ANC and broadcast by Mr Tambo himself on
Wednesday night.

He gave no sign of a softening of the ANC's position and no
indication that he regarded negotiations with South Africa as
more of a theoretical possibility.

Civilians, Mr Tambo said bluntly, would be caught in the
crosafire as the ANC stepped up its attacks and although the ANC
itself would not deliberately attack such 'soft targets' as
schools, supermarkets and shopping centres; he did not rule out
the possibility that over-zealous cadres would do so.

‘Mr Tambo suggested but did not actually say that this was the
axplanation for the Amanzimtoti bomb attack just before
Christmas. He burst out laughing when a questioner suggasted
that the unit responsible for the attack should be disciplined
for exceeding ANC policy.

The Press Conference was held bafore 150 people, many of them
members of the diplomatic Corps, at the United MNations' Mamibia
Institute here. Foreign journalists, including South Africans,
had been cleared without fuss or formality through Zambian
immigration provided their names were on a list compiled by the
ANC.

Their bags were closely searched as they entered the building,
but thay were not subjected to body searches. There were 0o
arms or uniformed men in evidence. Mr Tambo, flanked by ANC
leaders and watched closely by security guards,. sat before rows
of boockshelves that contained among other things, 45 volumes of
the complete works of Lenin. However, the occasion was free of
any show of left-wing or revoluticnary symbols. .

The ANC leaders, neatly dressed in business suits and ties,
resembled members of a Western business convention more than
revolutionaries intent on launching and pursuing a fullscale
war. Mr Tambo's comments, though delivered in a slow.
schoolmasterish tone and phrased with care, confirmed in detail
the uncompromising stand taken when the banned organisation met
at Fabwe in Zambia for an historic policy-making session last
June. =



Permission to guote him was granted last night by the Minister
of Law and Order, Mr Louis le Grange. At Kabwe, the ANC leaders
had 4 ined to trate their on the 'front line'
- inside South Africa itself - and to attack military and
stratsgic targets without regard to the risk towards civilians.

ESCALATING WARFARE

Closely questioned on this point yesterday, Mr Tambo predicted
increasing civilian casualties, saying they were unavoidable in
a situation of escalating warfare.

At one stage as foreign journalists tried to determine the
-implicaticns of the policy, he burat out: 'L don't sea why I
need to be cross-questioned like this.' On Mr Tambo's left sat
the rising young star Thabo Mbeki, ason of Govan Mbeki, who has
shared prison with Nelson Mandela for more than 20 years, and
the veteran Secretary-General, Alfred Nzo.

on his right were long-time leaders Thomas Hkobi and Dan Tloome
and in the watching crowd was the young Palo Jordan, a close
associate of the assassinated Communist, Ruth First. All these
men and a large section of the spectators applauded talk of
increasing violence and wider warfare. They joined Mr Tambo in
laughing at the man who suggested .disciplining cadres that
. deliberately attacked soft targets.

Similarly, Mr Tambo gave scant respect to a suggesticn that
farmers and their families - like the victims of the recent
landmines laid on the borders of the Transvaal - should be
regarded as non-combatants. on the contrary, .he said, the
farming community as a whole was a prime target for attack
because it had been drawn intc the South African security
aystem.

Mor did negotiation receive sericus attention. Hegotiations, Mr
Tambe emphasised, need not await the cessation of violence.
They could bégin whenever the South African government chose.
His comments left a firm impression that the gap between the ANC
and the Scuth African Government is simply toec wide to be
bridgeable.
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Mr Bothas's minimum demand that the ANC forswear violence before
negotiations begin is clearly unacceptable to the  ANC
leadership, old and young. At the same time, the ANC's first
and minimum condition for talks to begin, is the release of
Mandela, Mbeki and others. Purther conditions, Mr Tambo pointed
out, would in any event follow even if the first condition were
met.

This hardline stance rests upon a perception of Nationalist
policy as being bankrupt. The ANC view the Scuth African
Government as able only to react to events not to diract them.

REFORM PROGRAMME

_As a Tesult the ANC leadership clearly beliaves it has the
initiative and it is trying to step up the pressure. Mr Tambo
_sxplained that it was the aim of the ANC not only to step up its
own attacked, in keeping with the Kabwe decision to send all
resources to the front line, but also to organise support by so-
called 'mass units' — military groups of varying size drawn from
the local populace.

Apparantly anxicus that President Botha's reform programme will
co=opt potential ANC allies, the ANC loses no opportunitcy to
attack or denigrate any attempt by the Government to reform
apartheid. Repeating (apparently deliberately) the words of the
Leader of the Opposition in the Assembly, Dr F. vam Zyl
Slabbert, Mr Tambo said apartheid could not be reformed, only
abolished.

Indeed Mr Tambo took credit for destroying the Community Council
system by insisting that all Councillors resign. Inevitably, he
conceded, some of those who did not resign were killed.
-

How the ANC hopes to take the matter further by establishing its
own 'democratic councils' for each community, elected on the
basis of one man, one vote without regard to race. Mr Tambo
spoke warmly, both in the broadcast statement and at his press
conference, of those people, including Whites, who opposed
apartheid sven if they did not support the ANC.

MIXED ECONOMY

His most conciliatory comments appearesd to be directed to these




factions and parties, and he went out of his way to say that the
Freedom Charter permitted a 'mixed economy', that South Africa
after 'liberation' would be multiracial and that it would be a
democracy in which he expected a variety of parties to emerge.

Neither labour nor big business, white conscripts, nor liberal
opponents of apartheid, nor indeed dents of Stellenb h,
were excluded from his ppeal for pport to overthrow
apartheid. In pursuing its aims of making 'apartheid unworkable
and the country ungovernable' the ANC is broadcasting 'specific
instructions for a new campaign against the pass laws, and is
asking the unions - sspecially the mi kers - to live up ¢to
their revolutionary tradition. However, Mr Tambo left no doubt
that in this year of Unkhonto, the keynote was violence and the
slogan waa 'attack'. X

In Pretoria, a police spokesman said last night that Mr Tambo

“.was trying to throw up a smokescreen to cover ruthleas ANC
attacks on innocent people. The ANC had, in the past, admitted
responsibility for moat of the attacks on civilians but blaming
such attacks on undisciplined terrorists could only be described
as trying to avoid the guestion, SAPA reported.

>

I knew all of the Honourable members saw these reports when they
were published, but I have decided to read them ocut by way of
reminding you that it is not as if people in South Africa do ne
know where Mr Tambo and the External Misaion of ANC stand. While
dialogue between the forces for change in South Africa is
desirable, it is not true that there is any doubt as to what the
policy of the External Mission of ANC is, and what kind of future
they want to see in South Africa after liberation.

There cannot ba any confusion as to what options we face. I think
they are more stark today than they have ever been before. The
risks for all of us and for me in particular are highest now than
at anytime in the past. I accept whatever the future in store has
for me, but I am determined more than ever, to defend my right to
do what I have chosen as my strateqy, even if it means paying for
it with my own life.




