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Until the mld-I‘JfiO's. South Africa hm] suuuht the direct ihum'pm'utiuu
ur the three high Commission territuries administered by hyituin:
Botswana. Lesotho and Swaziland. Fur suuth Africa. the advantage.
amouust others, of such a course of action wuuid have peen the
legitimacy it gave the apartheid puiicy ut hautustau,fiudepeudeuce'.
incorporation. however. having fujieu at the political ievei. Ur.
Vervoerd. then Prime Minister. attempted, and succeeded. to incur—
porate the 8L3 countries into an HCUHUWIC. South Africun—duminuteu
castows union and into the rand‘mouetry zone - thereby giving the
Pretoria government enormous leverage UVer the affairs of the BLS
which continues. with effect. tu this day. -

Until the mid-1970's. Pretoria continued Capitalizing on its
occupation of Namibia and the barrier ur 'burrer' states that
included the Portuguese colonies of Mozambique and Ahumlu and the
British rebel colony of Rhodesia. by CuuciuUihg various economic
and military alliances in order to thwart the growth and activities
of liberation movements throughout Southern Africa. hy 1971.
howeVer. John Vorster's 'outhrd~ioukihu' policy of diaiuuuu. launched
in the late 1960's had. despi te its few initial sut'l‘ussus. been
blocked by the newly formed Organization or AfFLCau Unity.

The Lisbon coup of April. 1974 that toppled the Caetuuu government
dramatically changed the face of southern Africa almOst UVeruight.
in the following year. after a long. hard and bloody liberation
struggle. flirst Mozambique in June and then Angola in NuVemher
uuihed their independence; followed by zimbuUWe-iu 1950. One or
the costs at this bitter struggle were the surrogate armies of
mercenaries.and bandits created or cu-upted hy the Portuguese. the
Rhodesians and. mace recently. the South Africans: Unita in the
west, for example and. in the east. the MNR. authentic documents
to hand reveal that even when Uuita was suppusedly fighting Portuuuuse
colonialism. it was in reality an adjunct of the Portuguese armed
forces. As the last white bastion. South Africa continues to uiVe
iuuisticial support to Unite and to recruit. train and fund the MNR.
- whose initial funders. administngtors and trainers. it is Cummuu
cause. had been the Rhodesians. '

With the CDiiapse of Portuguese unioniulism. the Pretoria regime
had to reformulate its regional strategy. expanding its military
capacity while launching a diplomatic 'dutnutu' iuitiuLIVe which
Vorster anUeiy defined as a cunstullutiuu uh independent states
presenting a united front against cummun enemies. ” The invasiuh of
of Angola in 1975 and the eventual expulsion uh the scuth African
forces by the Angolan and Cuban [ruups early the folluwihg year,
hnwever. put an end to this initiative. Whilst the brutal
repression of the Soweto uprising in June '7h terminated any hint
of collaboration with a regime that SlLlliLllltL‘l'L‘tl defenceless hiuck
school children. -
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In 1977 u Defence White Paper laid out the economic, political and
military implications of a policy of 'Lulul struteuy' that had been
preposed as early as 1973 by top military strategists including the
then minister of Defence. P.W.Uutha. with hothu's assumption to

~puwer In 1978. and the subsequent reuruuuizuttuh of state structures.
'Lutul struteuy' came to be officially adopted as state policy.

Notwithstanding. a further attempt at a regional grouping duminated
by South Africa was made with the proposal. elaborated by Botha
shortly after taking uffice. of u CuusteIIutqu of Southern African
states (CONSAS). The result of the Zimbabwe ihdepehdehCe election
and the formation. less than a month later. of sauce. a regional
uruupihu that gchQQeg South Africa. finally put paid to any further
°cousteIIutioh' uotIon on strictly South African 'depeudeucy' terms.

With foresight. the late Botswana president. sir Seretse Khumu.
warned. at the formative meeting uf the SADCC in Lusaka. that:
"The struggle for eUuuumlc ILheratIon will be ae bittLIIy Contested
us has been the struggle for political liberation“.

'lLlli. “MD! I AI |Ji"ias"1’:

with reference tu Hulambique and Angela. u UNICEF study on "CHILDREN
ON THE FRONT LINE" reports that: ”Few Cuuutries huve uttuiued
independence with such an appalling legacy of coluuiul neglect".
As the study uoes on to explalh: "Mozambique Inherited ah illiteracy
rate of 93*. At Indepehcdehce. UVer 70: or the-populutiou or 10
million IIVed out of the reach of any form or head“: care. In
Auuula Illtterucy was somewhat lower - perhaps 55% — but the
prepurlluu without effective access to the health system was at
least as high and probably higher. '

Mere (huh 4’0. 000 PUItuguese and other expatriates. who were the
“main tneders. ImporteIs aha expelteys. fled Auuulu at ihdepehdeuCe.
leaving few Angolahs skilled In thOSe and other areas. In
Nu4umblque only 15.000-of 250.000 expatriates stayed on.

Ihe pust- independence policies 01 both Angola and Mozambique uch
thh pniority to primary health care. placing emphasis oupreVentIVe
IutheI than curative medicine. Networks of health posts and
centres were created In the rural areas. Thuusauds of primary
heulth workers. able to give ludimeutuIy medical cuIe. were trained.
Muss vaccination Campaigns weIm CuIiied uut.

hy luau life expectancy at birth had increased to 41 years In Anuulu
end 45 1h Mozambique. The mortality tutu umunu under—rIVes hud
been reduced to 260 and 270 per 1.000, respectively".

In attempting to quantify the 'excess’ war and desluUleutiuh—
related deaths since South Africa really turned bu the uestuhIIIZaLiuu
'surews' in 1980. the UNICEF report takes. as itstunit.ur measure,
u comparable study of the mortality rate or unueI-fIves in the

uIIeLteu countries of Mozambique and Angela viz- u- vlz_ quzuuiu.
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Given the afurementioned deveiupmeut uf primary health cave and

preVeutive medicine systems and the resultant fall in mortality

umuuu uuder-fives in both HQZumhique uhd Angola until luau. their

pusitluu today should therefore he cumpuruhie to that of Tanzania.

instead. the mortality rate ui' umh:n~-I'ivu.-s in ’i'mmuuiu is 155 per

1.000. wheqeus in Mozambique and Angola the under-five mortality

had. in stark contrast, risen to eh-estimuteu 325-375 per iLouu by

1955. And it is reckongd that this uiurmiuu figure could. today.

have risen even hiuher..ahd that it is likely to couthue doing so

unless and until the South AfriCau war machine can he Drought under

control. v

This undeclared war against its neighbours is an integral part of

South Africa's 'total strateoy' policy defined by the Pretoria

regime as the mobilization of all forces — puiiticul. econumic.

diplomatic and military - In dequCe ur upurthuid. This impurtuht

component of a 'totai onsiuuuht' policy hus. us its uhjeetive. the

creation of a network of relationships intended to persuade ueiuh-

buurihu sthtes that their interests lie with the regional “superpower':
Pretoria;"and with the maintenance. therefore. of a dependency

that will remain. for apartheid ruled Suuth Africa. ccouumicuily

lucrative and politically submissive. and that will furthermore act

as a bulwark against the imposition of international sanctions.

The economic and social costs of this widespread and Continuing war

of destabilization — as it affects Muzumhiique and Angola in

particular - is astronomical; in terms of human suffering. the

price is unquautifiabie. l

 

The macro-ecunumiaucosts can be estimated in various ways. as the

UNICEF report points out: "destructiun or assets, eururced military

expenditure. higher transport Costs. lust uutput. ur the need for

relief and survival support to large numbers or refugeef and

displaCed persons. Serious estimates differ substantially. but

whet,is significant is the agreement on huw massive the costs are.

An official SADCC estimate of the iouu~luea cqsts — including war

dumuue. specific output losses. additional defence exhauditure and

lust economic growth -.t0tuls $10314 billion for the regiuu. if
1055 and 1930 Costs are included. In reflect the rising seuie uf

uuuressiOH and inflation and the cumulative impact or output 1u55e5,

the estimated total of the nine countries' uvuuumic iussus from the

war. measured on the basis or lust UUP, vumcs to $25 $25 billion

fur 1950-1950.

An estimate of physical damage and its vuhsuquehces, prepuied by

the Angolan uOVerhmeut in coujuuuliuu with the Uhileu Nutiuus.

Lutuis $17 billion fur thut ruuurry ulnne uVui 1975-1955.

Mozambiique has estimated its iussus Uer 1050—1955 ut-$S.5 billion.
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The lusses of the other seven status of suutheru Africa have been

smaller. though Zambia“: and Zimhuhwe's huVe been quite.siuhif1caut

(largely as a result of higher transport casts. production losses

caused by transport difficulties. and the reduction of productive

ihvustuwht forced by the size ut‘ the cluftrncw budgets) ............ ".

"These". the UNICEF uues ou'tu puiut out: "are the ecuhumlc luVels

of major conflicts. not of marginal destabilization. civil hisurUur.
ur hurdur-area conflict".

113- “lung“. (30315

Thuse. the UNICEF report continues: "are vquutly severe. Uy the

nu” ur luafi. 254 of health facilities in Mozambique had been

dustruyeu and hundreds of medleul personnel wounded or maimed; 404

wt primary schools had been destroyed or abandoned and 20% or the

pupils formed out of school.

The figures for Angola are fur from Complete. but at least 10,000

puuplu wuru mutilated in 1985. and the duIIVury and use of health

services decllhed by 30* throughout the cuuutry. About 20 vacci-

nation posts were destroyed in 1985. and overall immunization
CUVurage Is very low. Supervisory visits to rural health units

and schoors are virtually impossible. 50 is.the distribution of
essential supplies. which Is often hampered by the dcstruCtion of

vehicles. especially in landmine explosions.

The exact number of deaths among civilians and health ministry stuff
due to the war is not known. but what is known is that health

workers. as well as clinics and other health posts. schuuls.
tuuchers and pupils. foreign did personnel and vehicles transporting

health and relief supplies, are all deliberately chosen as targets

of the war for the purpose of causing a breakdown in civil administ—

ration and making large areas unguveruuble.

lh Ahuula. 600.000 of the most severely affected peusunts drsplaCed

by war are totally dependent on government assistance for survival.

In Mozambique. 3.8 million are currently estimated to be at risk of

famine. largely because of the destruction of fund crops ahd‘

transport capacity. and the loss of export earnings to pay for

replacement food imports".
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Thls-more overt form of destabillZutiuh has affected all the

contingent countries In the southern African Region. with direct uud

much'publtqtsed raids Into Botswuha. Lusuthu. Zambia and Zimbabwe,
for example. Considerable economic prvsssuru tuo is practiced on

all these countries. '

Less publicisud 15 the usv 0r suhutuuu units which. sihcu 1951. has
increased rapidly. UNICEF's survey hus found that : "The region's

transport and power infrastructures arc the main targets; but other

targets include major prOductiou units, uspuCiully thqsc earning

furciun exchange such as tea estates. minus and.Ccmeht pluuts in

anumhlquu and mines and putrulcum installations in Augula. The

economic costs are evident, but less so at first-uluHCU 15 the

reason for the deliberate CONCHleuLiUH UH dustruyiug-Tuuiunuf

truhspurt routes. This Increases the dupuuduhce of fundiockud

status uh routes through South Attica. and forces them Lu pay

additional transport costs amounting tu at luust $300 million per

year.
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grhe share of the national budget that guns in recurrent defence

eusts in Mozambique is 42%. one uf the highest in the world.

(l-‘ui‘ what is reputedly one of the puul‘usl. if hut LL”; poorest

country in the world). "Angola's dutchcu budget is much larger

than Muzmubiuue's in absolute tm'nis; and may iihsui'b a trunipurubie

pevceutuue of total spending. Tunzuhiu. Zuumbiu and Zimbabwe ulsu

huVe large armed forces. and Zimbabwe is spending in the order of

$1 miiiion‘a week to defend its own and the region's trade routes

through Mozambique. ‘ The effect of such spending on the availability

of funds for health. educatiun. Wutor and food security in such

poor countries is seif~evideht".

And the UNICEF study concludes with u terrible indictment of the

war and its perpetrators and their use of one ur the "deadliest

weapons”: ”the mass terroism carried out by forces which have

burned crops and farmhouses. piliaguu and destroyed schools.

clinics. churches. mosques. stores and villages. poisoned wells

by throwing bodies down them. and attacked the transport system

which is a Vital part of rural life. Members of religious orders.

mainly Catholics. have been murdered and kidnapped. 50 too have

foreign aid workers from both the vest and the East. in Angola

" and Mozambique teachers. nurses. agricultural technicians. engineers.

and geologists have also been killed and kidnapped. maimed and

mutilated; - -

The carnage has been indiscrmihute. with infants and chiiureu hut

exempted. - The results are clear and tragic: death for many. and

fur the survivors fear and flight. destruction and displacament.

About 8.5 million Angolans and Mozambihuus - roughly half the rural

population of the two countries — have been displaCUd or are

internal refugees in their own countries". ‘

The costs of their warfare are cumulative and have been esCuiuting,

without remission. since 1981. it is UNICEF's assumption that

this is likely to continue. £14QLE§lQfl

o
The drama unfolding in Southern AfrlCu is u human Lruuudy ur

proportionally huge dimensions. How else to describe a situation

where. in Mozambique and Angola fdr example. iAu.UUu children under

the age of five die. in one year u10uu. us a consequcuCe of

destabilization - of u cuntiict,thut sets out to cripple and

to castrate in defense of an ihhumuu uud degrading system.

Ann Culvin .'

Clulil'ptfl‘Stul w

ULACK 5A5“. NATAL COASTAL REUIuN NATIONAL anrtNthu - 1957

 


