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CRYFREEDOM
Villagers of northern Namibia say on 1 April the opening shots of (xix ,,_ ,4 .1. 7‘

the war were fired by security forces. “‘s

“The fighters (SWAPO) were relaxing under this tree when we heard\ ($27} f}

the roar of vehicles"1n the distance. The fighters walked out to greet the 6”) 3;

vehicles, I think because they thought this was the United Nations coming \\ 1,111 :J;

to meet them. Then I saw the smoke from the bush, I heard the roar of \ i

 

 

  

 

guns, the Casspirs began to fire at them and many ofthe fighters died just ‘\ i FOCUS

there. The others ran into the bush and they were hunted down”. \. “1 ON

Mr Wedeinge Josnah a schoolteacher1n Okahenga, gave this eyewitness (K E

account of the battle which started the fighting in which thirty-three \\ 1 I NAMIBIA
ng§§/i

 
20 000 Namibiansshow their support at a SWAPO rally in Katanira on 1 April 1989 _ Benny Gaol



3—?
News on Namibia

  

guerrillas died. Mr Josiah said
that earlier in the morning he
walked out ofhis kraal and found
written in the dust “SWAPO of
Namibia”.

He walked a bit further into the
bush and encountered a guerilla
who he said was named Shimon.
“I asked him what he was doing
here and iv, "aid to me: ’We came
here with ‘ ,0 problems about the
war. We heard on the radio that
the war is over. We have not come
to fight. We have come home to
live in peace. Our purpose is not
to fight, we have come here to
meet Untag.”’
(Report from Tony Weaver in
The Cape Times, 5 April 1989).

The people of Namibia have

fought for their freedom from the

illegal occupation of the South

African government for 74 years.

April 1 1989 was the start of the
implementation of the peace plan

for the independence of Namibia:

Resolution 435 of the UN Security
Council.

Resolution 435 provides for the

independence of Namibia through

free and fair elections under the su-
pervision and control of a United

Nations Transition Group ; a Special
Representative of the UN, (Martti

Ahtissari; and the SWA Ad-

ministrator—General, Louis Pienaar.

From April 1, there was to be no

fighting and armed forces from

South Africa and SWAPO were to

 

be restricted to base. However, there

has been the fiercest fighting in 23

years ofSWAPO’s armedcampaign

for independence with nearly 300

people killed within a week.

South Africa has condemned

SWAPO for violating the peace

agreement. Untag has supported

South Africa even though Pik Botha

himself admits that Untag “did not

have sufficient troops on the

ground” to monitor the situation.

Only 738 of the 4 650 were in the

Namibia on April 1 and none of the

100 in the north were on the scene
of the fighting when it began. Untag

has been criticised not only for its

abscence, but also for being unhelp-

ful or intoxicated when approached

by Namibians, as well as socialising

with South African troops.

When there were assaults by

South African troops in Nkehemu,
Ndama, Mkarambamwe and

Sauyema, Untag was approached to

investigate it. They responded that
they were not active in the area and

did not have transport. Nor did

Untag report about attacks on

SWAPO supporters in Tsumeb,

Rundu, Qnandas and Ohalushu.
Many of the casulties of the fighting
were civilians who supported

SWAPO and not guerillas. Resi-
dents of northern Namibia have had
their homes and crops destroyed in
the fighting and have lost con-

flak) xx».X \‘s'x'x‘ §\\\ '\ "

bw§oges: mga
R chm» Sim“ 35ml?  

fidencein Untag to protect them.

Untag is supposed to defend the
people from the SADF but instead
Martii Ahtissari allowed the SADF
to mobilise l 500 troops. If the
SADF had not been engaged there
may have been no fighting. The
guerillas of SWAPO are Namibians
and would not kill their own people.
The CCN concludes that “Helicop-
ter gunships have been unleashedon
civilians and Namibian soil now
bleeds when it should be rejoicing”.

The OAU, National Union of
Namibian Workers and Namibian
National Students’ Organisation
have condemned Martii Ahtissari
for this decision to permit South
African troops to leave their bar-

SWAPO armed troops,..under 435
are not ’insurgents’ butNamibians
with a right to be in their. own

M.“

racks. TheOAUhas accused theUN

of betraying the people of Namibia
by allowing South African troops to
maim and kill Namibians, and

demands an explanation of why
Untag were not in position by April
1.

_ The UN however defends its ac-
tion by claiming that intentionally or
unintentionally SWAPO misread
the UN’s independence plan for
Namibia. “There is no provision in
the independence plan for SWAPO
guerrillas to be confined to bases in

Namibia” said one UN official.
What were the guerrillas already in-
side Namibia expected to do under
Resolution 435 ?

The Namibian Communications
Centre in London stated : “A group
of SWAPO armed troops were in—
side the country as the 4am April 1
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ceasefire started. It is not known
how long they had been operating in

Namibia, but SWAPO has had a

continuous military presence inside

its own country for many years...

Under 435 they are not
’insurgents’ but Namibians wi \a
right to be in their own coun ' .
With the ceasefire and 435 they are-

to be disarmed andconfined to base,
not shot at by the occupation for—

”
CCS.

South Africa justifies its aggres-

sive action against SWAPO as they

crossed the border into Namibia on

the night ofMarch31/April 1.How-

ever, under Resolution 435 every

exile, most of whom support

SWAPO, expected to return safely

to Namibia after April 1. Also
SWAPO never signed the document

which required that its fighters

should be above Angola’s 16th
parallel. Britain and America claim

though that SWAPO broke the

peace accord and it appears they

presumed SWAPO would comply

with the “spirit of the agreeement”.

SWAPO leader, Mr Sam Nujoma

said the SWAPO fighters were

preparing to be confined to base.
under the supervision of Untag. It
appears that the guerillas may have

entered Namibia intending to set up

base in their homeland, expecting to

findUntag, hand over their weapons

and be supervised at UN “assembly

points. However, South Africa in-

terpreted their actions as a ”deed of

war" and took the UN’s decision as

an opportunity to unleash its troops
against SWAPO.

South Africa upholds itself as the

peacekeeper in Namibia and

SWAPO as the aggressor, but if

South African troops were not fight-

ing there would probably be no

bloodshed. It appears from several

bodies of SWAPO members which

have been dug up that they were run

over by armoured vehicles and not

even engaged in combat. Some

bodies show the fighters were shot
at close range with small weapons,

not the normal machine guns, and

may have been killed after they sur-

rendered.

On 10 April after a week of war,

South Africa gave ceasefire orders

to its troops. As agreed with Angola

and Cuba, SWAPO guerillas were

to be allowed safely out of Namibia

within 72 hours. They were to meet

at 10 “assembly points” supervised

by Untag, hand over their weapons

and be escorted to base beyond the
16th parallel inside Angola by April

15. South Africa is deliberately

trying to undermine and discredit

SWAPO through the conflict, both
within Namibia and to the world.
P W Bothasuggests that SWAPO

was afraid to enter into a democratic
procedure and attempted to project

itself as an intimidatory organisa-

tion to win the elections. Yet a news

report criticising Mr Sam Nujoma

(SWAPO) of trying an “election-

winning ploy” admits that “Mr

Numjoma would win anyway”.

The years‘of struggle in Namibia

has won SWAPO the support of the

majority. It has fought for liberation

and played a crucial role in forcing

South Africa to accept change in

Namibia. It has survived constant

attempts by South Africa in

Namibia to destroy it politically and
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militarily. It has also gained the

respect of the international com-
munity.South Africa will try to
eliminate support forSWAPO in the
months leading up to the election in

Namibia, but the people of Namibia

have shown their colours when on

April 1, 50 000 people marched

in the streets of Namibia in the red,

blue and green of SWAPO. E]



 

Privatisation in Namibia

  

PROTECT PEOPLES’ PROPERTY
FROM SOUTH AFRICA
A future independent government of

Namibia faces serious problems with

rebuilding the country after South

Africa’s occupation.

South Africa is likely to destabilise the
country through direct aggression,

economic pressure or co-opted forces.

Magnus Malan has stressed that South
Africa will maintain its opposition to

SWAPO rule while he and the military

“have any say in the matter”. He added “It
was always our policy to keep Marxism and

’peoples’ democracy’ from our front door.

We will not turn from this path”.

There have been regular reports in Ihe

Namibian ofthe SADF creating a vigilante-

type counter-revolutionary force in the
north. One former member of Koevoet, the

counter-insurgency police unit explained

how “Our commanding officer, Capt En-

gelbrecht, warned us that simply because

we were no longer Koevoet did not mean

that we were still not going to war. He said

that should SWAPOcome to power then we

would fight again”.

Walvis Bay will be a problem for

Namibia as Resolution 435 has com-

promised on its status. Although the United

Nations has demanded its reintegration into

Namibia, 435 implicitly accepts South

Africa’s continued control after inde—

pendence. is of great economic importance.

It is the only deep-water harbour in the

country and it would cost Namibia several

billion to construct another harbour. If they

do not have their own port, South Africa

can use it as a way to force the government

into submission.

Namibia will not have the financial

resources to meet the needs of its people

immediately, particularly the 100 000
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refugees who will return to the country
from Angola and Botswana. Nor will it be
able to generate wealth properly. Its
economy has been unbalanced to meet the
needs of South Africa and has damaged
Namibia. For example, 90% of goods
produced are exported, and 80% of goods
consumed, including half the foodstuffs,
are imported. Namibia relies on South
Africa for its manufacturing needs and for
its transport system. It will be forced to
remain dependent on South Africa long
after independence. Also South Africa has
deprived Namibia of foreign capital. Al-
though Namibia exports more than it im-
pons, its exports have been channelled
through South Africa. South Africa has
received the foreign currency and payed
Namibia in rands. There are no exchange
controls either between South Africa and
Namibia, and Namibia’s capital could be
drained from an autobank in South Africa
without restrictions.

Louis Pienaar, the South West African
Administiator-General is trying to sabotage
control of public services before the new
government is elected. He is selling the
hospitals, health services, the post offices
and telephone systems, medical schemes,
water affairs and others to private com-
panies. He claims he wants to sell these
services because of the inefficiency and
high costs. It is alleged that the expenses are
caused by the tribal administrations which
are corrupt but thathe protects them. If the
services are made private, they will be even
more expensive as the companies will want
to make money out of the people.

50 000 Namibian workers marched
against this attempt at privatisation on 1
April 1989. They oppose it as public ser-
vices are the property of the people and the
people pay taxes from them. They believe
a future government must control these ser-

vices, not private companies. SWAPO has

rejected “attempts of the foreign oppressor

to auction off our country” and call for

“Protect Peoples’ Property, Reject

Privatisation i”. It wants the economy tobe

planned in a way that benefits all

Namibians.L_J



 

 

Dr Abisai Shejavali, the General
Secretary of the Council of Chur-

ches of Namibia (CCN) offers a

message of hope to the people of

Namibia: “Raise your heads be-

cause liberation is at hand”.

The church in Namibia has taken

a strong stand against South
Africa’ s illegal occupation. Because
of this the government has made the
church one of its main targets of

destabilisation. Clearly, the body of

the church recognises the evils in the
system and works to promote peace

andjustice.

As we have experienced in South
Africa, the government does not
only try to disrupt the work of the
church, but adopts a strategy ofLow
Intensity Conflict. It has also tried to
co—opt certain sectors of the church
for its own use and propaganda.
Whilst some churches seem to have
been influenced by this strategy of
the government, the people of
Namibia have experienced too
much hardship to be fooled. The
CCN are in close contact with the
experiences of the people and have
actively worked to bring about
liberation through Christ.

Namibians are keen churchgoers
who have looked to the CCN for
direction. Dan Tjongarero and Bob
Kendeto, both active members of
SWAPO, are also church leaders in
Namibia. In this way, the struggle
forindependence andfreedomcome
from within the church which has a
strong relationship with SWAPO.

Reports from ministers in
Namibia reflect the oppression

W
The Church in Namibia

which has been directed towards

themselves and their congregations.

Koevoet has attended services,

dragged members of the congrega-

tion outside and beaten them.

Several church workers have either

been detained, banned or killed by

the security forces.

Another accountreveals how four

Dutch Reformed dominees were

refused salaries by their ’mother

church’ and one dorninee was

detained for two weeks for offering

refuge to a group of parents and
students who wanted the Army

bases to be moved away from the
schools. But the resistance is strong.
One Lutheran minister said,

“Whatever the case South Africa
will not win this war”.

In Walvis Bay, church work is
very strong and the people are deep-
ly aware of the issues facing them.
Basis Christian Communities have
been formed to constructively ad-
dress problems which they may en—
counter in the community. Bible
study groups have also stated in
hostels and these are working very
well. The church in this area is es-
sential because of South Africa’s
strong presence.

Dr Shejavali (CCN) was told that

SWAPO is accused of being a
“communist organisation” and he
was asked whether it would repress
the Church if it comes to power in
an Independent Namibia. He
answered that he had visited exiles
under the protection ofSWAPO and
that he was also free to bring the
gospel to the members.

Dr Shejavali continued, “AndI

could not have prayed with Sam
Nujoma and others. Because when
we are travelling and meet them,
they do ask us to say a prayer for

5

 

them”. Clearly, the church has a

central role to play in the liberation

of the Namibian people. The CCN

aims to preach a gospel of “recon-

ciliation, peace and freedom”.

The demands of the progressive
church in Namibia, join the

demands of those who have lived

\
Pastor Kameeta of the CCN
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under South African domination

for too long.

' The withdrawal of all South

African troops

0 The implementation of R435

0 The securing of a SWAPO
majority

0 National independence and
sovereignty.

The church has been actively in-
volved in working with all
Namibians to stand as a united and
resistant force against the illegal
government. One Lutheran minister-
said, “our people decided that they
would rather die than succumb to
such an evil govemment”.l:l
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The Problems of Resolution 435

 

435
IS A
COMPROMISE...
Mr Pik Botha, the South African minister of Foreign Afl'airs

has said, “I do not think we did the right thing when we took

over South West Africa. Its not ours”. The 20 000 Swapo
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supporters who met at a rally on April 1 agree. Now, although

R435 has been accepted as the peace plan for Namibia, both

Swapo and South African forces continue to battle and the

future of the resolution is in question. In itself, R435 is a

compromise and allows South Africa to use it to its own

advantage.

Despite the provisions set out in R435, Namibians continued to

be conscripted into the South West African Territory Force

(SWATF) early this year and police on a two-year contract have

been promised R300 eXtra a month. The South African troops are

only expected to withdraw after the elections and the Ad-

ministrator General and the police will govern Namibia during the

transition period. As the northern border of Namibia turns into a
graveyard contrary to the ceasefire agreement, R435 has tem-

porarily failed to promote peace in Namibia.

The voting age is one of the major undecided issues. The SA

government is intent on raising the age to 21 knowing that this will

exclude one-third of the Swapo supporters. R435 has overlooked

this and therefore allows the government to intervene through.

Administrator-General, Louis Pienaar. The same applies to

refugees and exiles who were to be welcomed back to Namibia in

tenns ofR435. The government had said that only those who have

been in the country for a minimum oftwo years will be eligible to

vote. This will include 100 000 SA troops who have been there as

long as this period. The government are also insisting that the

refugees undergo a medical examination before being allowed to

enter Namibia due to the Aids scare. This could result in delaying

their entry and therefore exclude them from participating in the

election. Swapo claims that there are up to 100 000 people who

are either refugees or in exile, whilst pro-South African parties in

Windhoek say there are only 25 000.

R435 states that all political prisoners and detainees will be
released over a nine—week petiod from 1 April. But, General Dolf

Gouws, the Namibian commissioner of police says, “there are

absolutely no political prisoners here”. It is possible that because

political prisoners are classified as common law criminals the

government will say that they cannot bereleased. Gouws also said

that jailed Swapo guerillas “are just people who have committed

crimes”.

R435 does not make provision for UNITA’s possible interven- V

tion in Namibia’s process of independence. Pretoria has been

accused ofgranting Namibian identity cards to UNITA supporters

enabling them to vote in the upcoming election. South Africa’s

close relationship with UNITA continues as reports reveal that

UNITA troops to act on behalf of the government and have a

strong presence in Namibia itself. There are also indications that

a rebel “contra” group will be formed to fight a Swapo-run

Namibia. Mr Mishake Muyongo, who was expelled by Swapo in

1980 appears to be the proposed leader.

Walvis Bay is clearly overlooked by R435 which has accepted

and allowed South Africa’s continued occupation of the territory.

There is a chance that South African troops may only withdraw as

' far as Walvis Bay because it is seen by the government and R435

as belonging to them. This would mean that the 100 000 South

African troops would not have left Namibia at all. Likewise the

members ofthe SWATFare almost all Namibians who are eligible

to remain in the country and also to vote. They will be in conflict

with the aims of Namibian independence and could work in

opposition to it.

The role of UNTAG has been weak and ineffectual. Many

forces have still not arrived and the fact that UNTAG forces were

decreased from 7 500 to 4 650 is proof that they will not be able

to monitor the transition process efficiently. Their presence on the "

northern border was not evident on April 1, yet R435 says that

they will “ensure the orderly transition to independence”. As

anti-Swapo campaigns continue and South Africa is accused of

uyingto form an election alliance with anti-Swapo black groups,

R435 has notaddressed these specific aspects ofthe independence

process. Resolution 435 offers hope for peace and independence

in Namibia provided that UNTAG take tip their responsibility as
set out in R435 to be an unbiased group who monitor the inde-

pendence process through “free and fair elections”.D



 

The Process of Independence

 

What is Resolution 435 ?
Resolution 435 was first proposed by five Western powers; the
United States, Great Britain, West Germany, Canada and
France to ensure the independence ofNamibia. It was adopted
by the United Nations Security Council as Resolution 435 and
was approved in principle by SWAPO and South Africa on 29
September 1978. But for over ten years the South African
government created obstacles in the way of independence
before agreeing to the implementation of R435 late last year.
This agreement is included in the Brazzaville Protocol. The
documents of R435 outline the details of the processes of the
election and independence. This is a summary:

THE UNITED NATIONS

The United Nations, through the UN Special Representative,
Marni Athisaari and UNTAG, will supervise the process of inde-
pendence through free and fair elections. Louis Pienaar. the SWA
Administlator-General will work with them.

The road towards independence will operate according to a strict
timetable which was agreed upon by Angola, South Africa and
Cuba in the Brazzaville Protocol.

* l Attril 1989-the implementation of Resolution 435.

* 1 July 1989-the start of the election campaign.

* 1 November 1989- elections for the Constituent Assembly.

* It is unknown for how long the Constituent Assembly will
meet before Namibian independence is ensured.

ARMEDFORCES

UNTAG is meant to monitor the withdrawal and movement of all
armed forces of Namibia.

* South African and SWAPO forces will be restricted to base.

* From 1 April 1989 to 1 July 1989, all South African troops
will withdraw from Namibia except for 1 500 who will leave
when the outcome of the election is known.

* The “citizen forces, commandos and ethnic forces” will be
disbanded.

* SWAPO is not allowed any bases inside of Namibia and
UNTAG will monitor bases which are outside the country.

7 *\ SWAPOhmembers who are now outside of Namibia will be
allowed to retnm peacefully at specific entrances.

POLICEFORCES

* The present police force will be expected to maintain “law
and order” during the election process.

* They will only be allowed to carry small arms in their day
to day duties.

* Their actions will be monitored by the Administrator-
Geneml to the satisfaction oftheUNSpecialRepresentative.

* Ifnecessary UNTAGrepresentatives accompany the police.

DETAINEES ANDREFUGEES

* Before the election campaign, detainees and political
prisoners will be released.

* Those in exile will be allowed to return.

THE ELECTION

* It is the task of theUN SpecialRepresentative to ensure that
the process is “free and fair” including the results. He will
also ensure that there is no intimidation or interference from
any group. UNTAG will assist.

* Before the election campaign, the Administrator—General
will abolish all discriminatory laws and measures which
might affect the election process.

* Any measure which was previously decided upon by the
illegal administration in opposition to UN-made resolutions
will fall away.

* It is important to note that the election will not be for a new
government but for the Constituent Assembly.

* The election will be held nation-wide and adults will be
eligible to vote (The voting age is still being debated).

* During the election freedom of speech, assembly, move-
ment and press will be ensured.

THE CONSTITUENT ASSEMBLY

* Any decisions by the Assembly must be taken by a two-
thirds majority.

* The task of the Assembly will be to draw up a constitution
for an independent Namibia.

* Other guidelines are: to finalise a Bill of Fundamental
Human Rights, to exercise regular elections for the various
branches of the government and to form an independent
judiciary.

Resolution 435 as it is presented here ensures that there will be no
intimidation and that eventually Namibia will be free to act inde-
pendent of South Africa. [:1

Benny Gaol   
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EX-RIFLEMAN SPEAKS:

In Namibia in 1980 I didn't mind taking
suspects for painful rides in the tiny boot of
a Buffel. We were all callous. But in April
my platoon was sent out unit’s first ’kill’

back from Angola. When the coxpse was
displayed the base troopsjumped on it until
thick blood oozed out. Many of us were

shocked. Later we didn’t care about the
’kills’ displayed on the parade ground. I
remember one whose belly was shot away;

his intestines looked horribly like sausages.

In July I guarded a captured guerilla. He
was handcuffed in a pitch~dark bunker
which he shared with the riddled body of
his section commander, to soften him up. I
felt bad to do this, but I didn’t refuse. In

August guard duties exempted me from

having to escort the intelligence officer to
interrogate a woman suspected of Swapo
links. He beat her and made her dig a shal-
low grave and fired shots past her head as
shelay in it. Iwas glad to miss that. Butonly
one other member of my section agreed
with me."

OBJECTOR SPEAKS:

Many young South Africans have served in

Namibia aspartoftheircompulsory 2-years

military service for the SADF. Saul Bat-
zofin, a 28 year old business economics

graduate is currently on trial for refusing to

continue to serve in the SADF. Ifconvicted

he will face a maximum jail sentence of 18
months. The time he spent in Namibia for

the SADF resulted in his rejection of the

role that it has played since occupation.

“I spent 18 months of my initial 2 years
military service in Ovamboland in an in-

fantry battalion HQ unit, where I held the
rank of corpora1.It was my experiences

there which first made me question the role

that the SADF plays in upholding Apart-
heid. Residents of Ovamboland were
treated with disrespect and contempt. Every

single black civilian was ’suspect’ and not
to be trusted. There was more interest in
intimidating and scaring these people than
in helping them.”

 

EricMiller

WOMAN SPEAKS:
The role of women in Namibia has been

highlighted as central to the overall fight-
against South African occupation and the
part which it has played in separating
people in terms of class, race and sex. Hard
work has been done to make Namibian
women aware of the constructive role
which they can play towards and indeed, in

a new Namibia..The Swapo Women’s
Council has been active in this regard, as

have the various Nanso branches (Namibia
National Students’ Organisation). Victoria
Doeses, a member of the Shifidi Nanso
branch spoke about the role of women late

last year.

“Women have a responsibility to par-
ticipate fully in the struggle for national
liberation of which women liberation is an
integral part. I believe that the personal
exploitative relationship between a female
and a male, is just a symptom of the overall

dominant expoitative system prevailing in
our society. We should understand the ex-
periences and problems of women within a
specific context, and in our case within a
Namibian context. We should create
awareness among the people about the
dangers of sexism. I strongly believe that
only when we establish a non-exploitative
order, that the women question will be fun-
damentally resolved.”

 



   

The SADF went to northern

Namibia in strength in 1972. In

1973 they took over control of the

combat zone from the SAP, who

had run the war since 1966. The

SADF tried to contain the Ovam-

boland and keep guerillas out of

the Caprivi. People in the Caprivi

were forcibly moved to easily-con-

trolled areas to deny the guerillas

access to them. Many civilians

were killed in this process.

In 1976 the socialist MPLA took

power in Angola. They gave the

People’s Liberation Army of

Namibia (PLAN) freedom to in-

filtrate Namibia from Angola. The

SADF then sought to forcibly

remove people from the entire bor-

der area, in order to create a zone

where anything moving could be

killed. However, many Ovamboes

Police breaking up a meeting for UN International Year of Peace In 26 January 1989 John Laebenberg

~ Destabilisation by South Africa
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had traditionally ignored the border,

since many communities straddled

it, and thus the area could not be

cleared of civilians. The SADF

therefore introduced a dawn-to-

dusk curfew, during which anyone

in the open could be killed. Many

civilians died as a result.

The SADF first attacked PLAN
bases in Angola in 1978. An ar-

moured unit first raided a PLAN

base near the border - an operation

overshadowed by the simultaneous

massacres ofrefugees at the Kassin—

ga camp deeper in Angola. It is like-

ly that the SADF Command knew

that the victims of this attack would

be civilians.

Invasions into Angola grew com-

monplace in the 19803. There were

two in 1980 (Sceptic and Klipklop),

one in 1981 (Protea, the occupation

er

 

of southern Angola), one in 1982

(Daisy), a very large one in 1983—4

(Askan'), two in 1985, one in 1986

and in 1987, and a bombing raid in

March 1988. (These were Opera-

tions allegedly aimed against

SWAPO.) Smaller operations went

on continuously.

The SADF built up a huge force

in Namibia, increasingly using
Namibian-manned South West

African Territorial Force (SWATF)

for combat. By 1989 SWATF num-

bered 35 000. The most active force

thou'gh, was Koevoet (later called

the Counter Insurgency Unit . -

COIN). a 4000-stmng police unit
set up in 1979. It used mobility,

firepower and ruthlessness, killing

civilians and torturing captives in

pursuit of information. Koevoet

troops were ill-disciplined and often

killed civilians for personal reasons.

Later in the 1980s atrocities be-

camecommon even among regular

SWATF troops. The SADF en—

couraged this process ofthe collapse

of discipline by using SWATF to

disrupt SWAPO rallies. In 1986 a

SWAPO leader, Emmanuel Shifidi,

was killed by SWATF troops in one

of these operations in Windhoek

(leading to the ’Windhoek 6’ trial) .

These operations proved as useless

as any others had in destroying

resistance. By .late 1988, military

violence was winding down as the

beginning of the independence

process drew nearer. In 22 years of

war, South Africa has killed some

13 000 Namibians, according to of-

ficial figures. Pretoria has yet to

show a sign of regret. D



m

 

 

Towards a Namibian History

 

 
One Namibia, One Nation: SWAPO Rally In Windhoek 1987

In the past, the history ofNamibia and its peoplewas presented

as a victory for the colonists and served to justify settler rule.

Only in the last twenty years have people begun to write about

Namibia from the perspective of those who are victims of

colonisation. The Namibians have therefore moved towards a
new history, a history which '5 intensely linked to Swapo and

the resistance fought against both German and South African

colonisation.

It is clear that this history covers two crucial facts. The first is

the question ofland. A small number ofpeople were scattered over

the vastNamibian territory with its strangeandharshenvironment.

The struggle against the environment must form a central part of
any new history of Namibia. The second factor is the brutality of

colonial rule. It was net only brutal in that it spread over 95 years

(Germany, 21 years; South Africa, 74 years) but that it deprived
theNamibians oftheirindependence and forced them to live under
an illegal government. ‘

Much of the twentieth century. history of Namibia is the story
of the way people have been stripped of their land and livelihood

and been forced to be the lowest class of the society. In the early
part of the century, the people of central and southern Namibia
suffered the most as 75% of all'Hereros were killed during the

1904-7 uprising. This was as a result of the ’extermination order’
ofGeneral von Trotha. Resistance against South African rule after

1915 took many forms but was seen to later manifest itself in the

South WestAfrican People’s Organisation (SWAPO) when it was
founded by Ovambo contract labourers in 1957 in Cape Town.
SWAPO was founded as the Ovamboland People’s Congress but
in 1960 changed its meter the second time.

Swapo gathered great support throughout Namibia as brutality
by the occupational forces strengthened. In 1960, the South

' African Police shot 11 people folloWing demonstrations against
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forced removals to the new black township Katutura outside
Windhoek. Heavy repression followed by the SAP causing many

Swapo leaders including Sam Nujoma to flee the country to seek

outside support. Soon after this Swapo guen'llas began to return to
Namibia. In 1966, Swapo applied to theWorldCourt in an attempt
to have South African control of Namibia declared illegal. This
failed and in August of the same year, the first battle between

Swapo and the SAP took place in Ovamboland where Swapo was

defeated. A strong reinforcement of SAP followed until 1972

when the SADF continued the role of the SAP. This year a State
of Emergency was declared.

In 1973 the guerilla force ofSwapo was renamed the People’s
Liberation Army of Namibia (PLAN). The grassroots political

work embarked on by Swapo led to heavy repression and this

resulted in thousands ofNamibians leaving the country in 1973 to
join PLAN. Because of this, the internal organisation sufi'ered.
PLAN set up bases in Angola in 1975 whichwere attacked by the
SADF in 1978. It was also at this time that the SADF killed

refugees at the Kassinga camp. SADFattackedPLAN bases again

in 1980 and after this all Swapo gatherings were once more

banned. This ban was only lifted with the formation of the SA-
sponsored ’Interim Government’ in 1985. In 1984, 100 SA spies

were detected within Swapo, somewere leaderswho are still being
held.

The role ofthe SADF in Namibia for all these years hasresulted ‘
in the death of many Namibians and South Africans particularly
in the late 1980’s. This bitter legacy must make way for the new

history as it forms itself within an independent Namibia. Thepast
history as described by colonial historians must not hinder , but
serve to promote the building of a new, more peaceful and more

just country in the future. El



 

Theological Reflection

 

.RWCG’S: AN OPENRESPONSE FROM CRISIS NEWS
Crisis News received many responses to
its November Issue dealing with Right

Wing Christian Groups (RWCG’s). It

was quoted in a horrendously slanderous
article about Liberation Theology in the
television magazine, Personality. It has
given new eyes to many who were unin-
formed about this undercover coalition

of darkness steathily creeping through
the churches of our land. It upset some
people who felt unjustly accused ofbeing

‘right-wing’.
The person who was most upset was the

RevJames ofThe Protestant Association of
South Africa. He has been in contact with
Crisis News on a number of occasions,
demanding an apology - and has ap-
proached The Media Council of South
Afn'ca to mediate the dispute. The thrust of
his argument has been that CrisisNews has
unfath grouped him together with tight-
wing groups, whose theology he himself is
critical of. He feels that our mention of him
in this manner could lead to some violent
act against his person or property, or that of
'I‘heProtestantAssociation ofSouth Africa.

It seems clear to us, upon reviewing
some of Mr James’ own writings that he
does distance himself from the rabid right-
wingers like the Gospel Defence League
and others. The mere fact that he was upset
at ourplacing him in this camp is an indica-
tion that he is very disturbed by the un-
Christian activities and propagandaofthese
extreme groups.
We have reasons and sources to back up

the broad thrust of the criticisms we made
aboutRWCGs, but to them, the Rev James,
and all others who feel that they have been
unfath prejudiced through our November
1988 edition, we tender our apology. At the
same time as tending an apOlogy we would
like, however, to issue an evangelical chal-
lenge to these groups of Christians: it is all
very well being anti-apanheid or recognis-
ing the need to speak on social issues, but
whathave you done for the liberation ofthis
country, that it might be a free and
democratic country under God?

The Kairos Document recognised that
theme is both State Theology and Church
Theology. Whilst we incorrectly located
you within the ambit of State Theology, it
is clear to us from your submissions that

‘ you stand clearly within the category of
Church Theology. With the Kairos Docu-
ment we are equally critical of both forms
of theology, and while it may be rather
un-nuanced to call you RWCG’s, the im-

plication is clear that from our perspective

you are not for the liberation of this country

and thus bed-fellows - unhappy bed-fel-

lows, yes, but bedfellows nonetheless - of

the whole Right-wing Christian ethos in

this country.
Our challenge to you is thus really to ask

you to take up the challenge of the Kairos

Document if you would prefer not to be
grouped amongst the RWCG’s. It is a chal-
lenge from the Gospel of our Lord Jesus
Christ to stand with those who are afflicted

and oppressed, and to participate in God’s
redemptive and liberating acts in history.

It is a challenge that can best be shaped

in the following rhetorical questions to the
Rev James. We have chosen to respond to
him simply because he has entered into the
most sustained and substantial debate with
us. In this sense he is representative of..
those who feel unjustly accused in our issue
on RWCG’s.

1. In a clear and scholarly lecture on
’Baptists and Social Action’ to the Baptist
Theological College, the Rev James puts
forward an excellent argument for Chris-
tian social involvement. The article is full
of references to Elijah, Puritans, English
history, the Reformation, and Nazism, yet
there is not a single mention of South
Africa. This then is our first question: Is
not the message of the Gospel to do with
this situation at this time? For us, the
Gospel must relate to concrete reality or
it is not the Gospel at all.

2. In this same lecture, the Rev James
commends the German Martyr Dietn'ch
Bonheoffer for his chrisitan witness against
Nazism, but is critical of his decision to
participate in the assasination attempt
against Hitler. This clearly seems like sup-
port for words of resistance, but critical
distancing when it comes to deeds of resis-
tance. This then is our second question: Is
not the message of the Gospel to do with
deeds and not just words. For us the
Gospel must call us beyond confession to
action.

3. The Rev James has produced a lucid
and clear criticism-ofboth the Kairos Docu-
ment and the Evangelical Witness in South
Africa It should be clear that we disagree
on many points ofcontent, but what is also
important is that we have a big difference
on process. The Rev James works as an
individual, reflecting his socialisation,

convictions and commitments. The docu-
ments that are important for us are written
by a group of people, i.e. arise out of a
community of faith. This then is our third
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question: Is not the message of the

Gospel to do with a community of faith,

a people called and set aside? For us the

Gospel calls us into community out of
which we reflect theologically.

4. The Rev James is the Executive
Secretary of the Protestant Associaiton of
South Africa, and editor of Protestant
Reveille. He engages in his work in a clear

and disciplined manner, yet his theological
agenda reflects far more the issues and
debates of the ecclesiastical scene in
Europe in the 16th century. It seems that
everything to do with Roman Catholicism
is inherently wrong, and there is little open-

ness to theological currents arising from the
theological reflections of the Third World,

poor communities, womenn, and black
people. This then is our fourth question: Is
not the message of the gospel to do with
seeing the world from the perspective of

the oppressed and marginalised, the
perspective of the cross? For us the
Gospel calls believers to stand in

solidarity with those who are suffering.
5. Much of the Rev James’ time is spent

criticising people of our theological per-

suasion. He has produced a long criticism
ofthe Kairos Document, and devoted much
space in his Protestant Reveille to criticis-
ing the Evangelical Witness to South Africa
and people like Archbishop Tutu. He has
also spent much time recently arguing with
Crisis News. Perhaps it is misplaced, but
one gets the feeling that much time, money
and energy are spent criticising those to the
left of himself, while there is little public

awareness of his distance from the right-
wing, (hence the accusation in Crisis
News). This then is our fifth question: Is not
the message of the Gospel in our country
to do with challenging the heresy of
apartheid?

For us the Gospel calls us to a clear
confrontation with all who by what they do
and what they leave undone are supporting
the system.

In conclusion then, to the extent that we

have judged unfairly and harshly, we
apologise. But we are also exam that
whether or not people qualify for being a
right-wing religious group or not, we are
not at all impressed with the kind of
theological orientation we have outlined in
the challenge above. For in the end it has
nothing to do with the label: “Right-Wing”,

but far more with the challenge of the
Gospel! [:1
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Constitutional Policy of SWAPO and the ANC

 

Future Plans of SWAPO and the ANC

 

SWAPO '5 an organisation which has fought for the freedom

of the people ofNamibia from South Africa for over 30 years.

The ANC, African National Congress is an organisation which

has fought for the freedom of the people of South Africa for 77

years. Both organisations have engaged in a long, hard strug-

gles and have been forced to take up arms. The time of inde-

pendence for Namibia and victory for SWAPO has almost

come. The time for the liberation of South Africa and the

victory of the ANC and other organisations in South Africa

will also come.

SWAPO’s Political Programme concentrated primarily on

achieving independence rather than the policies which it would

implement after independence. However, the SWAPO discussion

paper in 1975 on the “Constitution of Independent Namibia” did

look at policies after independence.

SWAPO has committed itself to a parliamentary democracy, the

rule of law, human rights (including a bill of rights) and anti-

racialism. It proposed a unitary state and rejected the homelands

policy although it did accept a devolution of power. It advocated

a non-aligned state which would be an active member of the

Organisation of African Unity (OAU) and United Nations(UN).

The economic policy of SWAPO is socialist in direction and aims

to achieve “a classless society” where “social justice and progress

for all” would be the governing principle. Its political programme

declared that “all' the major means of production and exchange of

the country would be owned by the people”.

Its proposals indicate a determination towards implementing

democratic ideals and human freedom, which clearly contradicts

South Africa’s account that SWAPO is undemocratic and in-

timidating. SWAPO itself is committed to assisting the liberation

movements in South Africa and havepromised their support to the

people of South Africa.

The ANC also produced constitutional guidelines after the

uprising in 1984-86. It would like people in South Africa to

discuss these proposals and suggest changes:

THE STATE
South Africa should be an independent, unitary, democratic

and non-iacial state.

Sovereignty shall belong to the peopleand shall be exercised

through central structures.

The government shall be democratic, representative of the

people and dedicated to defending the constitution’s principles.

FRANCHISE
There shall be one person one vote and every voter shall have

the right to stand for election

NATIONAL IDENTITY

The state will promote the growth of a single national identity,

while recognising linguistic and cultural diversity.

BILL OF RIGHTS AND

AFFIRMATIVE ACTION

The Constitution shall include a Bill of Rights based on the

Freedom Charter.

Racial discrimination and economic and social inequalities

produced by such discrimination will be eradicated.

Fascism, Nazism or ethnic or regional exclusiveness or hatred

shall be outlawed

Women shall have equal rights and the state shall take affirm-

ative action to eliminate inequalities and discrimination be-

tween the sexes.

The family, parenthood andchildren’s rights shall be protected.

ECONOMY
The state shall ensure that the entire economy serves the interest

of all the people.

The economy shall be mixed; with a public sector, a private

sector, a co-operative sector and a small-scale family sector

The private sector shall be obliged to co-operate with the state

in realising the objective of the Freedom Charter.

The state shall promote the acquisition of management, tech-

nical and scientific skills.

LAND
An affirmative land reform programme will be introduced,

abolishing all racial restrictions on land use and ownership, and

taking into account the victims of forced removals.

WORKERS
A charter protecting workers’ trade union rights shall be incor-

porated into the constitution.

INTERNATIONAL

South Africa shall be a non-aligned state, committed to the

OAU and UN charters, national liberation, world peace and

disarmament. D
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On Tuesday April 11 the third exodus of the Potsdani community from the Ciskei
began. They moved into SA onto an empty piece of land between MdantsdaneIn
the Ciskei and the black scheduled area of Newlands (Nxarhuni).

On Thursday April 20 the East London office of the Department of Development
Aid (DDA) informed the press that "The minister has approved that the Potsdam
squatters be settled on a portion of farm .303" [the farm onto which they moved].

The community has finally forced SA to acknowledge their claim to a place to stay
in SA. This is a very significant victory for the community. But it is by no means a
final victory. The government is trying to limit the number of people to whom the
victory applies to about 2000. The community demands that the settlement applies
to the whole "squatter " community, nearer 11 000 people. Furthermore the
government has not withdrawn the appeal against the.JanIIary court decision
which affirmed the right of the community to permanent residence in SA. 



 

Beginning in the aflernoon of Tuesday April
It the Potsdam community began their 3rd
exodus from the Ciskei. By the morning ofthe
following day some 300 people had settled on
an apparently unoccupied and unused farm
in SA and on the Ciskei-SA border. They
settled down with blankets and cooking pots.

The farm is owned by the SA Development Trust which
is administered by DDAA Earlier this year the [arm was
identified when representations were made to the
authorities for a place to settle. It was one of two areas
that the community suggested they be given in the light
ofthe January court decision which affirmed their right
to permanent residence in SA.

Forcing negotiations

The community‘s attorney telefaxed Minister of
Development Aid. Viljoen. and the local DDA office
asking for an appointment for himself and community
representatives to meet with the Minister, and asking
that no attempts be made to force people back into the
Ciskei, at least until such a meeting could take place.

An appeal was made to western governments to urge
the SA government to accede to the communities
demand for a place to stay. A representative of the West
German Embassy visited the community the next week.

Milwaukee USA City Councillors and Church groups
contacted the Ministers of Development Aidand'Home
Affairs and the Administrator of the Cape to ask that
the appeal against the Januaryjudgement be withdrawn
and that the community he provided with a place to
settle in SA. Milwaukee is Potsdam’s sister community.

DDA response

The Residents’ Association Committee spent most of
Thursday meeting officials from DDA and the Cape
Provincial Administration (CPA).

DDA claimed that the "owner" ofthc farm, a Mr Butler,
was worried about the chopping down of thorn bushes
on the farm to make clearings for settlement. In fact
DDA owns the farm, and farmers in the area pay people
to chop down thorn bushes to clear the land for grazing.

DDA said that it was there to help and that they wanted
to meet an elected committee of the community. DDA
tried to distance themselves from the government,
saying that it would push the government for land.

DDA asked if more people were comming. The
community answered yes. DDA said that enough
people had come to the farm. that it would provide land,
and that the people still in Potsdam should wait there.

DDA also said that it would only do its best to get land
it those on the farm stopped the other from comming
there. It threatened to allow the police to remove them
back to Potsdam if they did not stop the others.

Potsdam - taking their rightful place
In the afternoon the DDA team returned and began by
announcing that the community had agreed in the
morning to stop more people from leaving Potsdam for
the farm! The community pointed out that this was not
so and that they could not agree to such a thing

CPA officials returned on Friday morning for further
discussions. They indicated that it was not a problem for
more people to settle on the farm. No threats ofevietion
back to Potsdam were made. The officials said that they
wanted a list ofnames ofatt people. whether on the farm
or still in Potsdam, claiming land in SA. To the
community this indicated a softening of attitude.

The effect of this more reasonable attitude diffused the
situation. As a result fewer people than anticipated
moved onto the farm over the weekend. However on
Sunday the Residents’ Asmcialion Committee counted
up to 700 people who had moved themselves tothe farm.

Heavy rains fell over the weekend. Shelters were
erected. using thorn bushes as [rames for plastic
covering. Priority for shelter went to the old and the
young. The SAP offered to help by providing more
plastic. The community declined the offer, not wanting
to be weakened by the slightest dependence on the
government while they demanded land.

The second week

DDA offered to provide water and toilet facilities. The
residents rejected this offer. preferring to make their
own arrangements.

DDA had been complaining repeatedly about having to
meet “in the grass“. An official threatened that unless
the community made life easier for DDA the
government might get the community land in Komani
(Queenstown), some 200an away.

At Zam on Tuesday residents at the camp came upon
someone carrying a pile of pamphlets. When
confronted the person dropped the pamphlets and sped
off in a red car. The pamphlets were handwritten in
understandable but bad Xhosa. They said that all poor
people should go the the home of the East London
chairperson of the Black Sash to get food, shelter and
blankets. No-one from the farm fell for the ruse.

JMC decides

The community’s attorney indicated to DDA that he
wanted to be present at the community meeting with
DDA and CPA which he understood to be scheduled
for Wednesday morning. The DDA official to whom he
was speaking said that that would not be possible as it
was a meeting arranged by Brigadier Griebenouw olthe
security police and involving DDA, CPA and Foreign
Affairs. It seems that official thought that the attorney
was wanting to attend what was clearly a secret local
Joint Management Committee meeting which was
going to decide the late of the community! The official
said that he could attend the atternoon report-bttck
meeting to the community.
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When contacted by the press the official first denied any
meeting, then conceded that there was a meeting of
"various authorities" the following morning, but denied
that the security police were involved! He said that the
meeting would decide on the question of land for the
community and report back in the atternoon.

That afternoon the regional director ofDDA and some
ol‘ his staff arrived on the farm. They would only report
that they had put a proposal to Minister Viljoen and
expected a decision from him within a day or two. They
announced that in future they would communicate with
the community through the attorney.

SA accedes

On Thursday at 0am SABC's Radio Xhosa broadcast
that the relugees from Potsdam were to be given land.
4 hours later DDA released a statement to the press.

The statement said that only the ex-Blue Rock people
would he settled in this area. It threatened action
against any people not from Blue Rock. DDA claimed
that it had its own records of those moved From Blue
Rock and said its estimate was 2000 people.

The government is insisting that a community that has
been living and struggling together for 6 years should
single out and exclude those members who were not
previously living in Blue Rock but who like them were
dumped in Potsdam from SA after |98t.Thisisviolently
divisive and unacceptable to the community.

The future

The community set up a “border post" at the entrance
to the settlement. This was to prevent persons not from
Potsdam from joining the community now that victory
was in sight. A committee was set up to draw up the list
offamilies demanding land in SA. A list ol1650families
( It) 823 people) was drawn up. This list has been given
to DDA together with a letter indicating the urgency of
the situation since vigilante activity in Potsdam is
increasing again. Many people and possessions,
including some livestock, remain in Potsdam.

The community decided that each family should to be
settled on 2000 square metres of land. The community

has been severely impoverished by 6 years in Potsdam.
They have to break out of this cycle of poverty. Formal
employment is unlikely. Therefore they have to try to
develop self-sufficiency. Scientific studies conducted in
the Ciskei have shown that a family can subsist and
produce a small surplus olT2000 square metres of land.

Farm 303 is at least 400 hectares in extent. This would
allow each family 2000 square metres of land and leave
sufficient over for roads and communal areas.

Background

The move was a desperate act. The community had
waited from November 1987 until 1989 for the outcome
of their application to court to declare their removal to
the Ciskei in 1983 by the Ciskei unlawful and to affirm
their right to permanent residence in SA. In the years
from 19213 to 1989 the community was harrassed and
attacked by the Ciskei (some residents even having been
murdered), had taxes and levies extorted from them,
lost their jobs and died of tuberculosis in Potsdam.

  

In January this year the court finally granted them
permanent residence in SA. The community rejoiced
and prepared to walk out of Potsdam and the Ciskei
immediately. But the court had not given them a place
to stay in SA. The Residents’ Association urged the
community not to take the law into their own hands by
leaving the Ciskei to squat somewhere in SA. lnstead
they began a process of deputations and petitions to
various SA authorities, both local and national, pressing
that they be allocated land in SA to which they could
remove themselves as soon as possible. ln their
representations they warned of the urgency of the
situation. stating that they feared that they would not be
able to hold the community back for long.

lnitial responses to their representations were positive.
Then the state announced its intention to appeal against
the court decision. From that day nothing further has
been heard in response to their representations. The
Residents’ Association was unable to prevent the
inevitable. Having exhausted all the official channels
open to them, and having been exhausted hyt he struggle
to survive in the Ciskei, the community took the only
option that was left - they marched out.   



Community organisation
Sincc sculingon farm 303 lhc. community has had In face
many challenges. In articular il has had In ncgulialc
wilh government ul~ Icials. This has been lhe biggesi
challenge lo the communly as [hair l'ulurc depends on
lhcir success in these ncgulialions.

As big and imporlanl (I [ask has been simply to ensure
lhal peoplcs’ daily needs are culered for (m the farm
which was only inlcndcd 10 he a brief place of refuge
and prulcsl. This alone required much organisation and
also discipline on the part of each person.

Many church and other relief agencies in the East
London area immcdialcly rallied lo the support of lhc
cummunily. The community saw the importance of
ensuring that all resources cumming into the community
were allocled democratically.

Supplies of plaslic for shelter were donated m lhc
cummunily. Operation Hunger assislcd with emergency
food supplies. Local doclors in NAMDA advised the
community on sanitation and leslcd their sources of
walcr. Dnnulions of clothing came in.

Under lhc guidance of the Residcnls’ Association
Commillcc. all residents received a share of lhc food
pluslic, clulhing etc in proportion to their needs. The
children all received a daily raliun 0f fortified soup; ull
rcsidcnls received a daily ration of soup and mealic
mcal: lhc old and the: very young look priority in
receiving clothing: plaslic was disribuled according lo
the sin: of each family. When the rain came down
prinrily for shelter wenl lo the young and old.

Aflcr lhc announcement by DDA that they would be
given land on which to settle lhc communily set up a
"harder p031" (0 ensure lhal only people from Potsdam
could sclllc un lhc farm, and have their names put
forward In DDA as members of lhe community
requesting a place to staly in SA. This was an important
step because aflcr the announcement people from all
over lhc Ciskci near East London came clamouring lo
be included with the community lo get land in SA.

Above: Residents made use of a break in the
rain during the first weekend ou! oi Potsdam
to hastilly erect more shellers. The method
of construction is clear from the totograph:

plasilc sheeting drapped over rooted
thornbush frames and then tied down.
Packing cases were later purchased and
used to make surlaces to sleep on above the
wet and cold earth. The wood was also used
to construct toilets. Having been forcibly
removed and having fled me Clskei so many
time: belore, the community are experts at
making quick but effective shelters.

Below: The Residents‘ Association
superVises the distribution 0! tonllled soup
to the children in the semement. Cooking 0!
the emergency rations is done collectively.

 


