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_to keep living in the past.

Cape Tlme‘s"ﬁ
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Reform loses out
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“course of action, the government is
being led by the nose by reaction-
aries inside the party and Prwdcnt
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VIO ence

THE banned ANC
could not be blamed
for opting for violence
because, after 49
years of peaceful ne-
gotiation, the South
African Government
would not listen, a
State witness in the
Delmas treason trial
said yesterday.

Mr X, giving evidence
in camera, told the court
that hxstory had proved
that any oppressive gov-
ernment needed - pres-
sure to have it removed
from power.

“A former political in-
structor of the ANC in
Angola and Lesotho,
Mr X said that the Afri-
can National Congress

By ALl
MPHAKI

found “after talking and
knocking for about 49
years to the South Afri-
can Government it was
in vain and it had to opt
for violence”.

He told the court that
the history of the ANC
was most important to

its members and new re-"

cruits were taught about
it.

He added that things
got sour between him
and the ANC in 1982 in
Lesotho when he was
accused of falling in love
with a woman suspected
of being an “agent”.

He said he was taken
to a house called “Mos-
cow” in Lesotho where

he was kept under

guard.

. Hesaid hlS ANC

comrades had called him

a “reactionary”.
The court heard that

'he escaped from Leso-

tho in"October 1982 and
handed himself over to-
the South African Po-
lice.

Mr P J H Fick, for the
State, showed Mr X sev-
eral copies of newslet- -
ters called Sechaba,
Mayibuye and Dawn,
which Mr X said were
ANC publications.

The defence team,

. led by Mr George szos,

SC, requested an ad-
journment to study the
publications before
cross-examining Mr X.
(Proceeding)
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Tutu,
‘flirti
treason’
THE call for sanctions by
Bishop Desmond Tutu
and Dr Allan Boesak was
not only immoral byt
“bordered on treason”,
the Minister of Man-
Power, Mr Pietie dy Ples-
sis, said yesterday.
Repeating charges
levelled at the two cler-
d‘ ics from the National
O Party federa] congress
platform on Wednesday,
V\ he said he wished to add
Q O\ the names of certain
trade union leaders to

\_ his warning.
The Minister said he

l\ I\ was now sick of people
NN Propagating sanctions

ﬂ\ against South Africa,
which  woylq affect
nearly a million workers.

BISHOP TUTY !

“They are seeking to
starve people,” he said.

“And this while they
themselyes live in the
midst of abundance and

do not stang to lose their
employment, while most
« of their children are in
Private schools. *
) “I'wish to warn Dy Boe-
" sak and Bishop Tuty that
what they are doing bor-
ders on treason and
want to add (that warn-
ing to) certain trade
union leaders pleading
for sanctions to the detrj-
ment of their  own
people, ‘

“Iwant to give hem a

" friendly warning that 1-
will give their addresses
tothe hungry workers,

“What they are doing
is ‘immora] and against
the people of the country
and my advice to Bishop
Tutuisto keep Spreading

d’s word, reconcilia.
tion and peace instead of
endeavouring to bring,
about the starvation and
suffering of the ordinary
worker, white, black,
brown and yellow.”

Mr du Plessijs said it
was his duty as the Minis-
ter of Manpower to speak
for milliong of workers

and said he Would fight ‘.

sanctions “day and
night”,

P i
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Sanctions
in S. Africa
add to woes

SAN DIEGO

t is time we stopped expending energy in

I emotional condemnation of South Afri-
can apartheid.

. Everyone in this country — man, woman,
rich, poor, black and white — already knows
that it is a vicious, oppressive system, em-
bodying the worst in organized injustice and
that it should be totally eliminated. But
flights of self-righteous rhetoric on our part
will do nothing to help the South African
black victims of suffering and oppression.

Rather, we should focus on doing things
that are useful. And neither divestiture nor
sanctions offer the tiniest chance of doing
anything but harm.

Divestiture may be an idea that gives
comfort to its student and faculty supporiers
on college campuses, but it is full of contra-
dictions. The universities that have approved
of divestiture have ignored the reality that
two-thirds or more of America’s corpora-

tions do business, in some way, with South |

Africa.

If Americans were to sell their holdings in
all such companies, {two-thirds of the stock
traded in the United States would be put up
for sale.

But if we determine to sell the stock for
moral reasons, whom would we sell it to? If

By V. H. KRULAK

there is a moral objection to owning the
stock, there is an equal moral objection to
buying it. So, unless the seller compromises
his morality and corrupts a buyer, stock
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trading would come to a halt; the stock

would not be sold and the only casualty
would be the American economy. As for
apartheid, it would not be affected, one way
er another. ‘

The matter of sanctions is cqually imprac-
tical. The concept is full of hypocnsy The
bill passed by the House of Representatives
proposes to punish South Africa by shutting
down trade with them in aii things ‘excepi
strategic minerals — things we need for our

. own national security.

The question that arises immediately is
how South Africa would react to this hypo-
critical proposition, where we try to damage
their economy without risking anything our-
selves. It is not unlikely that they would im-
pose their own sanctions on us, embargoing
the sale of chrome, manganese and platinum
to the United States.

This action, doing nothing whatever to
cure the apartheid disease, would force us
into one of two undesirable alternatives. Ei-
ther we would have to turn to the Soviet
Union, the only other major producer of the
critical strategic minerals, or we would have
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to buy th
other natior W
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" V. B Krulak is a retired Marine Iu.utenant
general.

e critical materials from some
hich purchased them from

South Africa when we pulled out — thus con-:
frontmg us with the same moral dilemma as
in the case of divestiture.

Do we propose to buy South African miner-
als secondhand, on the black market, so tof
speak? If so, we will have made hypocrisy a,
national policy. ,

It must be evident that sanctions and theh‘
fallout inevitably will result in the collapse'
of American businesses in South Africa’
When they are forced to sell out at distress:

- prices, we may be sure that Japanese, Ger-,

man, Frenchk or Soviet purchasers will- be
waltmg in the wings. And when stability — of
whatever sort — is re-established, Ameri~
cans will be on the outside. i

Mangosuthu G. Buthelezi, ieader of & mil,
lion Zulus, sums up sanctions and divestiture
in these words: “For Americans to hurt tie
growth of the South African economy:
through boycotts, sanctions or divestiture
would be a callous disregard for poor people;,

- suffering under circumstances they did not

create.”

Buthelezi and other moderate South Afri
can blacks fear that sanctions and their com!
panion economic pressures will generate vio-
lence and bloodshed. They know that the
Afrikaners, to whom South Africa is truly
home, are not going to pack up and leave the
country in the face of violence. They com=
mard too much power — army and police <
to give up without a fight.

That is why Buthelezi favers a program,
resolutely pursued, that would abolish apar-
theid progressively and peacefully and guar=
antee blacks full participation in the coun:.
try’s political and economic affairs.

This process can take place only in an at-
mosphere of economic strength and stability®
The United States can help — by doing the
precise opposite of what the House of Repres
sentatives has proposed. i3

T
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Instead of forbidding trade, we should en:
courage our businessmen to increase ard
strengthen their investment in South Africai
We should offer tax inducements to every,
U.S. business whose South African operations
are fully in compliance with our own civil-
rights iaws. Those husinesses would be ac-
tive cells of reform and strong influencé
toward full equality. K i

All of this is an elongated way of saying
that we can heip emancipate hlack South
Africa by staying with them. We cannot he‘(ﬁ
them by running away. o
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'/ § media.

South Africa and the media

South Africa’s apartheid system is
ugly, as is oppression everywhere.
But a consensus on this fact is no
basis for the omissions and fabrica-
fions that have been served up by the

The world media would have us
believe that Bishop Desmord Tutu

‘and the Rev. Alan Boseak speak for

South African blacks. Neither -man
has a constituency in the sense of
having been elected. On the other
hand, Chief Mangosuthu Buthelezi is
the minister of nearly 7 million Zulus
of Kwazulu and elected head of Inka-
tha, South Africa’a largest political
organization. Yet he receives far less
press coverage than either Tutu or
Boseak. . :
Chief Buthelezi is of little interest
to the press. He’s portrayed as a gov-
ernment stooge, because ‘he is
against economic sanctions and vio-
lent confrontation with the govern-
ment. Buthelezi says sanctions will
aggravate the already-bad economic
condition of South African blacks.
- He asks whether blacks haven't
suffered enough already at the hands
of enemies. Why should they be pun-
ished at the hands of friends? In fact,
complete sanctions would confer-a
one-time windfall gain for many

:white South Africans who could buy

Western companies at depressed
PEIOeS. i1 o 7 s ;
-, During my July visit to South Afri-
ca, I had a private meeting with
Chief Buthelezi, who is a personal

friend. He told me that violent con-

frontation with the ‘government is™

suicidal. The South African govern-
ment has not used even 5 percent of

its awesome power. .

Walter E.
Williams

Buthelezi is by no means a govern-
ment stooge, as the press has painted
him; he wisely believes. conditions
have not reached the point where vi-
olent confrontation and-the loss of
tens of thousands of lives is the only
solution.. -+ i1 ;. s

During our mesting, Buthelezi in-
formed me of outright news manipu-
lation. For example: Black radicals
would attack .his people during ‘a
meeting or some other gathering.
These attacks included fire bombings
and assault, but what gets reported is
his people retaliating. - =~ . -

The media gives the impression

.that jailed African National Con-
gress leader Nelson Mandela and Bu-
thelezi are mortal enemies. But Bu-
thelezi shared a handwritten letter
from Mandela with me: :

“Your warm message of goodwill
and support contributed tremendous-
ly to my speedy and complete recov-
ery (from a prostate operation), and
gave me much strength and joy. I
shake your hands very warmly.” Is
this a cemmunication between mor-
tal enemies? - - Wl B
~- The: American media tells us .cf
“stayaways,”. .srikes and ' boycotts,
that are “this” percent and “that”
percent:effective, giving the impres-

~sion of black unity. But what they

_withhold, for example, is the current
rent strike in Soweto, which is main-
tained through brutal coercion. !

Those Sowetans who want to pay

their rent are prevented from doing

i

so through intimidation and threats
by the “comrades,” who might be
-better described as young thugs.
Blacks ‘who want to work when a
stayaway is called are threatened
and harassed. Blacks who shop when
a boycott has been called can be
forced, by the comrades, to eat the
soap they bought. o e
. Being forced to eat soap is “mild”
retribution for grievances against
the comrades. The crime can range
from attending school, being a town-
ship official or policeman, or dis-
obeying a ‘stayaway. ‘Punishment
may be “necklacing,” where a tire
filled with gasoline is placed around
your neck and set ablaze, or having
your stomach slashed and filled with
gasoline and ignited. ;

~ Another variation is being forced
to drink the gasoline, which is then
set ablaze. While all this is occurring,
the comrades may dance around the
victim, cutting and eating pieces of
his flesh. Maids, servants, chauffeurs
and other workers told me the cur-
rent state of emergency is tough, but
it maKes their lives safer. Chief Bu-
thelezi decries this black-on-black vi-
" These are just a few of the facts
being kept from Americans: The
tragedy is: Congress and the admin-
stration are moving ahead on policy
without knowing the true stafe of af-

[fairs in South Africa, """ -

. Such uninformed ‘action may help
in ‘the ‘fall elections, but it spells
doom for millions of black and large
‘and growing numbers of white South’
Alfricans who are hostile to the gov-. -
ernment’s apartheid policy. el A
7 Heritage Features Syndicate
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danctions
“also have .
African foes

~ By Robert J. Caldwell

itor, Opinion Section vl

Mounting political pressures are

forcing President Reagan and Brit-.

ish Prime Minister Margaret
Thatcher to accept some version of

what they both oppose — economic . -

sanctions against South Africa.

The Commonwealth, and just pos-
sibly Queen Elizabeth II, pushed
Thatcher last week into acquiescing
in sanctions. Congress, reflected in a
nearly unanimous Senate Foreign
Relations Committee, seems almost
. certain to do the same to Mr.
Reagan.

But if imposing economic sanc-
tions against the pariah regime in
Pretoria is becoming irresistible, is
it also the best way to promote
.peaceful change and an end to apar-
~theid in South Africa? And, more-

over, are sanctions and divestment '

the only morally defensible and po-
 litically decent positions for oppo-
nents of apartheid? :

The answers offered by some
. whose anti-apartheid credentials are
impeccable may seem surprising.
But, in fact, some of apartheid’s bit-
terest critics oppose sanctions and
oppose divestment. What is more,
they may be mounting something of

a counterattack against the seeming -

ccnsensus for taking a wrecking ball
to South Africa’s economy.

man. A white liberal, Suzman is a
member of the South African Parlia-
ment, a leader of the opposition Pro-
gressive Federal Party and an out-
spoken foe of apartheid since she en-
tered South African politics in 1953.
In a recent essay written for the New
York Times Magazine, Suzman de-
fended President Reagan’s policy of
constructive engagement and pre-
dicted more violence and more op-
pression of South African blacks if
. that country’s white minority gov-
ernment is forced by international
sanctions into 2 siege economy.

She also argued that sanctions
could produce appalling economic
hardships, not only for South African
blacks but for the tens of millions of
blacks living in neighboring coun-
trics that are dependent on the South
African economy. .

- A notable example is Helen Suz- ./ |

“Unpalatable as it may seem to
1 the sanctions lobby, the most practi-
i‘ cable way to get rid of apartheid and
| to achieve a nonracial, democratic
-| society in South Africa is through an
expanding, flourishing economy,”

' Suzman wrote, . ;
i . Her objections to sanctions are
. shared by Frederick van Zyl Slab-

bert, a former leader of the Progres-

sive Federal Party and, like Suzman,
a white liberal fully committed to
- ending apartheid. Indeed, Dr. Slab-

| bert recently resigned as party lead- .

. er to offer himself as a mediator be-
tween South Africa’s contending
forces.

Another seemingly surprising op-

ponent of sanctions and divestment .

is South Africa’s best known writer,
Alan Paton. Paton’s anguished 1948
protest against apartheid, his novel
Cry the Beloved Country, stirred a
generation to resist racial injustice.
Writing last year as divestment
demonstrations occurred <almost
daily in Washington, D.C., and on
- American college campuses, Paton

i wrote this about economic sanctions: |

§ “There is only one firm statement
| that I can make on disinvestment —
. I will have nothing to do with it. I

preaches non-violence and argues
that divestment and other economic
sanctions against South Africa “will

- compound the present misery of

- blacks.” _

+  To be sure, many cther South Afri-
can blacks — Archbishop Desmond
Tutu, for example — support sanc-
tions, condemn Buthelezi and bitterly
resent the Reagan administration’s
resistance to imposing punitive mea-
sures against the South African econ-
omy.

But it is hardly clear that a major-
ity, or even a plurality, of South Afri-
can blacks support divestment and
sanctions. A survey conducted last
month by the respected pclling or-
ganization MORI for the  Sunday
Times of London found that blacks -
themselves were divided deeply on
sanctions. According to the poll, a
majority of those blacks expressing
an opinion opposed sanctions. Thirty-
two percent were against divestment
and other sanctions, 29 percent fa-
vored sanctions and 39 percent had
no opinion. . :

" The same poll found 45 parcent of

|

hT—— -

South African whites either opposed
‘to apartheid or disenchanted with it,

 will not, by any written or spoken
word, give it any support what-

~ soever., ' :
“I hold the belief ... that the (Afri-

and 56 percent favoring the release
i from prison of black nationalist lead-
er Nelson Mandela. But, despite
-growing white opposition to apar-

| kaner) National Party has at last de- ~ theid, only 5 percent of South African
| whites favored sanctions, while 92

- percent opposed them. :

cided for moral and pragmatic rea-
sons to do better. Now is the time,
therefore, for the nations of the West
to bring the greatest moral and prag-
matic pressure to bear on us. That
excludes sanctions such as disinvest-
ment. Re-education and punishment
do not go together. :
‘ “If the nations of the West con-
| demn us, they will only hinder the
. process of our emancipation from
the bondage of our history. But if
they stay with us, rebuke us, judge us
and encourage us, the chances are
that we shall do better.”

Suzman, Slabbert and Paton are
white, which might tarnish their
credibility for some in the West. But
opposition to divestment and other
forms of economic sanctions also in-
cludes goodly numbers of South Afri-
ca’s blacks, most notably Chief Man-
gosuthu G. Buthelezi. Buthelezi, dis-
missed by some in Europe and
America as a de facto collaborator
with the Pretoria government, is
nevertheless the acknowledged lead-
er of 6 million Zulus, South Africa’s
largest black tribe.

Buthelezi 6pposes apartheid and

advocates negotiations leading to a -

“ new constitution, a multi-racial gov-
+ ernment and power sharing. He also

What many, and perhaps rnost,
South Africans of all races could
- agree upon is the point made recent-
_ly by Suzman. She lamented that the _

. Pretoria government was effectively
Jlifying the debate over sanctions
| Y x'groviding too little reformist. am-
(x'}{ ition for the opponents of sanc-
| b{n'\ Suzman wants the Akrikaner
| MU ment of President P, W. Batha
" g(fnfelease Mandela, accelerate the
&¥mantling of apartheid, provide
blacks better housing and education,
and grant politica! rights to the black
majority. :
“It may well be,” she wrote, “that
all such arguments (againsi sanc-

§ o A'L:';'f"
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. tions) fall on deaf ears, and that they
, are advanced in a lost cause. Never-
theless, they deserve to be made in
i~the interest of millions of moderate
South Africans of all races who
" abhor apartheid, who have long
fought the abominable practices of
- race discrimination and who are &y
striving for a peaceful transition to a
" nonracial democracy. For them, at
least, it is surely not too much to ask.
that they be spared the violence and
misery of a scorched-earth policy.”



