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The united denocratic front (U DF) has since its inception been faced with a | ot of oppos
ition

towards its ideology and its tactics. In various parts of the country the UDF had to cope
with

conservative personalities and organi sati ons which were threatened by popul ar resistance
of

the 80's for which the UDF was | argely reSponsi bl e. Arong an array of organi sations that

the

UDF had to cope wth, one organisation and personality towered above the rest and this is
Gat sha- But hel ezi and his Inkatha Freedom Party in Kwazulu Natal. This paper exam nes the
causes of the conflict between the two parties which has been responsible for the death o

f

many people in the Natal province.

The paper makes the assertion that the conflict was a result of a struggle by the two par

ties

to have total political control over the region with one party relying on state machi nery
whi | e

the other party relying on nmass appeal and popul ar forms of struggle.This struggle for

territorial control was further exacerbated by soci oeconom c factors thereby resulting in
a

cycle of violence characterised by attacks and counter - attacks. The validity of such an
assertion can be established if we look at the political context within which the two par

ties

cane to co-exist,this would require of us to look at the origins of the two parties, the
r

obj ectives and their means towards acheiving this goals. It is hoped that by using this
approach we m ght be able to discern a pattern of the violence that would enable us to dr
aw

concl usi ons about the conflict in the 80's.
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ties
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obj ectives and their nmeans towards acheiving this goals. It is hoped that by using this
approach we m ght be able to discern a pattern of the violence that would enable us to dr
aw

concl usions about the conflict in the 80 s.

Gat sha Buthel ezi and the | gl gatha Freedom Barty

I nkatha was formed in 1928 by king Sol onon Dinuzulu as a cultural noverment with the aim
of arousing public enthusiasmfor the Zulu nonarchy. (1) The organi sation di ssappeared in

the 30's and was ressurected in 1975. Since 1975 | nkat ha has been synonymous with its

| eader and Kwazul u prinme mnister chief Gatsha Buthelezi a man who has won accl ai m as

the nost controversial black politician in South Africa. Gatsha

Buthel ezi is the |leader of a party that is responsible for violence in the country and ye
t



Li nked to the introduction of Inkatha as a subject at all Kwazulu schools was the 1976
students upn’sings during which stage Buthel ezi send m xed signals.0On the one hand he
condemned t he viol ence used by the police while on the other han he associated with the
police by making statenents intent on creating divisions within the black conmunity call
ng

on "responsible elements to set up vigilante groups to protect property against mlitants
n (7).

VWhen m grant workers ranmpaged through Soweto in an attenpt to break a stay away called

by students allegations went wild accusing Buthelezi for acting in cahoots with the polic
e

and inciting the hostel dwellers to act in a manner they did. This led to increasing bitte
rness

bet ween | nkat ha and the Bl ack Consci uosness novenent.

VWen the Bl ack Consci uosness novenment was banned in 1977, |nkatha sought to fill the
political gap that remained as aresult of the banning. However one issue that has al ways
been

a source of contoversy in Buthelezi’s career was how he could potray hinmself as a | eader
of

the peOple and yet serving in an institution that is meant to further the oppression of h
is

people. As he battled during this stage to present hinmself as an authentic | eader of the
peopl e

But hel ezi found that his attenpts at stretching his influence beyond the borders of his
bant ustan being made difficult by rejection he recieved fromthe bl ack consci uosness
noverrent and other |ocal structures such as the the Committee of Ten. Things becane nore
ﬁﬁniliating for Buthel ezi when he was chasedd away by youths at the funeral of PAC | eader
Robert Sobukwe in 1978. Facing a credibility crisis in the country particularly anongst
arge

sectors of the black popul ati on Buthel ezi in what m ght have an attenpt at regaining sone



credibility overstepped hinself when he made public, discussions that he had with the ANC
| eadership in London which were suppose to be kept confidential and this led to a souring
of

rel ati ons between the two parties. At this stage Buthel ezi found hinself isolated fromthe
i beration novenent in South Africa and started his | eanings towards the governnment . Th

S

created internal problens within Inkatha as sone of its nenbers condemmed But hel ezi’s co-
operation with governments plan to "slightly increase the power of black |ocal authoritie

S

as a conplenment to Bantustan strategy."(8) This culmnated in a nunber of senior nenbers
resi gning from I nkat ha

In md 1980 Buthel ezi had to cope with a wave of protest in the territory as students in

t he

Nat al KwaZzZul u area joined their counterparts in the rest of the country and enmbarked on c
| ass

boycotts in protest against inferior education. The students were now chal |l engi ng the aut
hority

of Buthelezi in his own backyard and he’respbnded with force and repression., unleashing
a

reign of terror against the students and using vigilantes to break the school boycotts (9

El sewhere in the region conflict was al so on the increase. Plans were announced to

i ncorporate sone townshipos into KwaZulu and this led to resistance by the inhabitants of
this

townshi ps. Residents of Lamontville, Chesterville, Shakaville and Hanbanat hi came toget her
to formthe Joint Rent Action Conmittee to oppsoe incorporation into KwaZul u. Again

I nkat ha founfd thensel ves being the target for protest action by JORAC. In the wake of th
is

prot est agai nst reincorporation , Inkatha again responded by using force in Lanontville a
nd

one of the organisers Harrison Dube was assassinated. There was a perceptible increase in



violence in these areas resulting in a lot of residents fleeing the township

The UDF was formed in 1983 and was nade up of an amal gam of structures ranging from
political organisations, such as the Natal Indian Congress, the Civics as in the Joint Re
nt

Action Committee, the students organi sations as well as the church organi sations. One not
abl e

political actor in the region absent during the launch of the UDF was Gatsha Buthel ezi an
d

he | anented the fact that he was not invited. In their response the UDF | eadership said t
hat

But hl ezi had proved hinsel ff to be an eneny of denobcracy and as a result not worthy of a
place in the UDF. "My viewis that the idea of telling Buthlezi that | ook you have been a
political dissapointnent made himvery angry."(10)

The nobilising strategy of the UDF was based around issues that affected people directly
and

peopl e started chal |l engi ng apartheid structures and their authority. In this regard
But hl ezi and Kwazul u were no exception. Faced with the protest by people on the ground
But hel ezi resorted to racist accusations directed largely at non-African | eadership of th
e UDF.

he resorted to the National Party discourse blanm ng external agitators and undermning th
e

capability of the people to express their grievances agai nst issues that affect their da
ly lives.

Not only was the UDF chall engi ng Buthelezi’'s authority but it went further to recruit his
supporters and undermining his position not only as a Bantustan | eader but as an individu
a



who claine dto represent the interest of the people and wanting to liberate them One UDF
spokesman made it clear that "the task of the Unions and other |ocal nass organisations

S

to draw I nkatha nenbers into struggles around issues which directly affect them we know
Inkatha is not interested in taking up issues through denocratic nmass struggle but nevert
hel ess

we nust challenge it to denmonstrate it’s bankruptcy."(11).

The UDF bei ng conposed of a lot of structures neant tht it had an increase capacity to
chal | enge the might of Buthlezi. Unlike in earlier periods when protest was linmted to

a small sections such as students and Buthelezi's ability to crush the protests was made
easi er.

During the era of the UDF his resources were stretched as he struggled to undermnine the
United denocratic Front. One thing thattis nbticeabl is that as the wave of protest incre
ase

so does the level of violence as the strugle for control was intensified. Wen the first
state

of energency was declared Natal was not affected by the energency partly because "I nkat ha
was seen to be in control."(12)

As Inkatha | ost nore support in the region Buthelezi started to resort to strengthening h
i s base

anmong Bantustan middle class. During the early 1980's a | ot of young people

fromthe Bl ack Conci ousness Movenent joined the KwaZulu civil service and brought al ong
with themthe anti-Buthelzi sentinment of their period into the civil service as teachers
and

clerks slowy underm ned the ideol ogi cal nobnopoly that he had over the civil service. The
y



soon becane a target of his threats as he pointed out the Kwazulu state cannot have in it
S

enpl oy "peopl e who worked in cahoots with an organization that was went on discreting him
and destroyed his property". (13)

An exam nation ofthe viol ence suggests that at a quantitative level the violence in Nata
was

different to the violence that occured at other areas in thee country. But at a qualitati
ve | eve

it was different in that certain specific phenonenon apply to the regi on which under

i nvestigation.

The struggle for liberation has during the era of the UDF spread to all aeas of the count
ry and

in almost all parts of the country viol encce has been used to crush this

opposition. In Natal KwazZulu however, the individual/personality linked to the internicin
e

violence is a man who throughout his career has been intol erant of any

Qpposition and havi ng shown a reliance on vigilantismand other co-ercive forns to enforc
e

support and conpliance to his rule.

Thr oughout hi s career Buthel ezi has sought to create an image of himself as a politica
savi our of the people. This he has tried to do it at two levels i.e the mcro and nacro
evel s.

At a micro | evel he had potrayed hinself as a | eader of the Zulu people and this reached
hi gh

proportions when he became prime mnister of Kwazulu. At a macro |evel he wanted to
potray hinmself as a | eader of the black masses in their struggle against apartheid. Buthe
| ezi

has al ways sought to link this two levels of his political involvenent claimng that his

status



as king of the Zulus provide himw th access to political activity at this tw |evels."Bo
th by

hereditary right and by voluntary association, | was steeped into the struggle for |ibera
tion".

(14)

Certain events ocurred at both levels that had a profound inpact on Buthelezi’s career. A
fter

the establishnent of the black consciuosness novenent in the 70°s his anbival ent status

n

the struggle for national l|iberation was put to question and this cul mnated in him being
finally repudiated by the ANC in 1980. This events dealt his imge at the nmacro level a
severe bl ow and Buthel ezi was left with the micro level of his political activity to surv
ive and

firmy entrenching his position as a collaborator within the system

VWen the UDF was formed the chall enge was brought to his only area of political control a
nd

very soon he found hinself in the sane position as other bantustan | eaders

as he faced a wave of protest fromthe nasses that becane a feature of the politics of th
e

country after the UDF was formed. As in earlier instances when his authority was chall eng
ed

he resorted to force unleashing his vigilantes against the forces on the left which he c
ai ned

had | aunched a total onslaught agasinst |nkatha and his governnent. As the situation beca
me

wor se and he was | oosing political ground he appeal ed for nore support fromthe centra
government and received it when police stations falling under

Kwazul u were transfered to its jurisdiction.”l’his would enable himto have increased
capabilities to cope with the threat that the UDF had brougt to the region and he felt th
at no

el se woul d be capabl e enough to conduct the operation and decl ared hinmsel f m nister of



police in Kwazulu. The activities of the Kwazul u police have al ways been source of
controversy as evidenced in recent revel ations by some of its former nenbers who all eged
that they have received training externally with the purpose of strengthening the Kwazul u
police in their fight against the groups on the left an allegation that has been continuo
sly

deni ed by But hel ezi and the central governnment. In a speech he made in 1975 Buthel ez

poi nted out that:

" the whol e system under which we are ruled as blacks is structured on viol ence.

It is a formof violence that | cannot enter the post office at Nongoma through a

door reserved for whites. The influx control regulations and pass laws are a form

of violence. The whol e col our bar systemis based on viol ence and viol ence

is used every day to enforce it". (15)

If the whole of the apartheid system under which black people are ruled is regul ated and
sustains itself through viol ent neans, how coul d he exonerate hinself from being the mgjo
r

pepetrator of violence against’those who oppose the system which he serves to nmaintain an
d

defend: a system which he has acknow edged as a violent systemboth in its nanifestations
and its attenpt at survival and reproduction

Thi s paper does not attenpt to exonerate the UDF but based on the evidence that has been
gat hered the major cause of the violence in the region has to be located in its early



mani f est ati ons because as it it progresses it is difficult to identify the causes as one
party

bl ames the ot her and accusati ons and counter accusations become the order of the day.

Men

In the final analysis a society based on a political sysemthat is intolerant of Oppositi
on and

uses force and coercin to mantain and reproduce itself does not inculcate anong its the e
t hos

of tol erance. Such a society instead teaches its nenbers that political Opposition is dea
[t with

through force and obliteration of those on the other side of political ideology. As for t
he

violence in Natal it was in no way different to the carnage that we saw t hroughout the
country when the systemwas under attack fromthe mass nmovenent and had to resort to
force and harrassment to survive. The violence in Natal represented at a regional |evel w
hat

was happening in the country however due to the fact that Buthel ezi had nmanaged to create
an impression of hinself as an anti apartheid activist this has enabled the violence to b
e seen

as somet hing di fferent hence views such as bl ack on bl ack vi ol ence" as some opinion
makers has tended to believe and blam ng | ack of political tolerance as the cause.
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