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' TheCulttiral Boycott of South Africa15 10 years old this only mediocre and 515ch116
year. The decision to institute the Cultural Boycott was

in itself a tremendous achievement on the part of those
who first advocated this important programme towards the
complete isolation of apartheid So‘1'1lh Africa in all aspects-

' of cultural life. As such, the Cultural Boycott programme
might one day be viewed as having been an important com-p

. plcment to the overall struggle for National Liberation in
South Africa. More immmediatcly, it has helped to high-
light the nature of apartheid to the international com?
munity, particularly in such a sector of social life which
some people would conveniently wish to regard as quite
apart from the world of politics and struggle.
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Initially, the Cultural Boycott caihpaignwas in general
' greeted with some degree of disdain1n many quarters;
and even those who supported it were quite skeptical
about its prospects for success. Thanks to the United Na-
tions Centre Against Apartheid (and its Special Committee
AgainstAparihcid) in particular, not to mention the general;
intensification of the Struggle in Southern Africa ever since

' the 1970's,ma1_1y'a cultural worker, artist and sportsperson
has since learnt of the hazards of playing with apartheid.

ThisISSUC ol' SAPEMtieals maiiily with c1iltt11al workers
and artists in the music lield. But there have been

greater successes in the field of sports in which the Special
Committee AgainstAparr/wid has done an outstanding job
of monitoring sports contacts with South Africa; and has
established a consolidated list of sportsmen and
sportswomcn who have participated1n sports events in
‘South Africa1n the period 1 September 1980 to 31 Decem-
ber 1987. The Committee’s reportIof 14 April 1988 is
evidence that the international campaign against apanhcid
sport continues to make progress; and that action by
Governments, sports organizations, local authorities, anti-‘
apartheid groups and individuals has helped to abort many
sports exchanges with South Africa. Indeed many more
sportsmen and women are now pledging that they will not
compete in South Africa until apartheid has been eradi-
cated. . . ,I ' ' ' ’

l

Thus, even though it spends approximately US$100 mil-
lion annually to promote international sports exchanges

and subsidizes sports organizations which endorse apart-
heid policies, South Africa 110w finds itself able to attract
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ratc sportsmen and women.
(According to the Rep0[1on the Special Committee Agamst
Apanheid, .South African commercial. housesI which spon-
sor any event involvingoverseasparticipants are' refunded

 

. 90 per cent of their grosso11tlay thrbitgh tax rebates "Thus,

 

TheCultural Boycott?of South Africa has beenlargely
successful1n the fieldofsports. 'But the same cannot be

said about the field of music,thea11e and academia. This13 -
the subject of the main feature article1n thisissue. Sefako

. Nyaka laments thc"c01ilusion, contrOversy. and at times bit-
101 alienation" that the Cultural Boycott1ssue has caused
among Black South Africaris themselves. This15 a situatibn
further exarcebatcd by the divisions in South Africa; and, if

we might also observe'fwiItIh regard to this subject of Cul-
tural Boycott, by thelfio'ccasional‘ show of vaccilation,
cquivocation and ambivalepce on the part of the National
Liberation Movement. (The Graceland Tour refers; and
Mir1am.Makeba and Hugh Masekela should be advised
henceforth to desist from anywords and deeds that appear
“disdainful of the noble objectives~of the Cultural Boycott;
and member states of the _.OA.U. and the Frontline should
be more careful and thorough1n their adherence to the
Cultural Boycott of SouthAfrica) . . .

'_ :I 1

As the main featurearticle cohelttdes,it is imperative ~
that progressive anddemocratic movements inside and

outside South Africa decide on the rules and mechanisms
of a monitoring Systemfor the Cultural Boycott. Indeed, '
the system should be flexible and re-emphasize the point
that the BoycottIS intehded to be more of a tool of libera-
tion and less a mode Of censorship. Butwe should not
allow the mercenaries among us to confuse the1ssue any
more than they have already done. For, the criteria should
otherwise be quite clear: surely we are politically mature.
enough to distinguish between on the one1hand the-0p-
ponents of the South African State and who should there-
fore be given all assistance possiblelin thei'rcultural eh-
deavours; and, on the other, the regime and its supporters
all of whom should be' isolated effectively With greater
vigilance and ameasureof political dexterity, we can all
help to develop the Cultural Boycott into a more for-
midable political weapon,-in the Struggle against apartheid.
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Thecultural boycottof SouthAfrica

15 10 years old this year. And there
is no doubtthatit has been 10 years of

 

confusion, controversy anti at t11nes;
bitter alienation. ‘ .
Whereasm 1978 most people who

pushed for the boycott were agreed
that it is andcan be used as a tool of
liberation, some people now see it as a
tool of censorship.
The divisions1n South Africa have

also served to further confuseissues. ‘
Instead of being taken step by step.
through the- stagges of the boycott, ar--
tists weremoreoftenthan not
whipped into line. Very few cultuxal

_ workers understand the dynamics. of
the boycott. And sadly enoughi or-
ganisations in the country have not
provided the much-needed cultural
education 5" programmes .cultural
workersvso dearly need. Instead some
organisations were actively involved in.
encouraging artists to violate the
boycott in order to win over the said
artists into their campszt times cul-
tural workers based firmly within the
mass democratic movement have been
hyper critical of cultural workers who
have yettaken up a similar connnitted
stance.1,;,. .,.

Theflexible techniques used1n or-'
ganisingcommunities and fae-

tories were often ignored when deal!
ing with cultural workers. Instead, one.
finds arguments based' on ‘barren
moral moralism anti personal ?CWSQ'.
tions; ,. I 3- , ~ ilIga. -I
This does notmean that some South

African culturalworkers are not in
need of serious political education.
But it should be recognised that cul-
tural workers have different; levels of
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political understanding and mg to
push some of them to be on par with
intellectuals1s a good recipe for fierce
resistance and alienation. ’ F" ' "'" "‘
I'The vagueness of the boycott was

_’also another point of contention for
artists. In its pu1est form the boycott
means severing all cultural contact
.with Southj African society This
meansno-South African cultural
worker will be allowed to participate
in any event outside the borders of the
country. No South African music or
other works of art shall be made avail-_
able1n anycountry outside the bor-_
dersof the apartheid country. This
typeof' approach infuriated even
those cultural workers who are firmly
based within the mass democratic
movement.’ They argued that the
boycott was stifling the development
of the emerging. culture. The boycott ‘-

’ does not appreciate the emergence of
a vibrant people’s culture rooted in'
South African realities and steeped1n
democratic values. This culture is in
opposition to the racist culture as-
sociated with the apartheid regime.
This culture is characterised by a
spirit of‘ internationalism and a
humanist perspective that derives
from the best of the cultural heritage
'of the various peoples that make up
the South African population, accord:
ing to a resolution of the Culture1n
Another South Africa conferenee
held1n the Netherlands last year. 1”” .
The culture thatIS emerging froni

south Africa expresses the social and
' political aspirations encompassing the
artistic, intellectual' and material
aspects of eulture in South Afr1can

'socIety , 1
q blanketbanonany contact W1th

ultural workers from South
Africa will stifle the development of

 

Sefako Nyaka I 1L ‘
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this eulture. It15 necessary for cultural
workers from South Africa to interact .
with their counterparts in Africa and
elsewhere Cultural exchange must be
encouraged andlL.developed so as to
enrichSouth 'A rican society and to
forge and cement links with the inter-
national community. :3
There are these who argue: Why
equip people with knowledge that will
only serve to strengthen and develop
apartheid culturie?Theyargue for‘ a _ I
toptal boycott. .,
It seems, however, that the majority
inside South Africa are calling for a "
selective boycott Allow only progres-
sive cultural products (be they musi-
cal, graphic, jwritten,
whatever form) to leave the country.
As longas they' do not serve to per- '
petuate apartheid cnlture they are
OK. LLLL . . . .
But the erucial questionis who

decides on what'115 progressive culture
and whatIS the yardstick. Does a few
"Amandla’s "Land derogatory terms
about the "Boers.or apartheid" pass as
emerging culture;thatIS able to inform
theworld aboutI the. plightof. South
Afrieans? . ELLILL, ".g\ , , .

IL'L

tIS no wonder' that cultural workers
are nowarguing that years of fight-

ing State censorship seems to have
been replaced by censorship from the
Smass democratic [movement and the
nationalliberation movement. Their
lack of understanding of the relative
positions taken by the liberation for-
c'es and , theLI South r African ‘,
government’s severe repression and‘
.curtailing of information has made it
impossible forI eultural workers to
respond positively to the boycott.
At times the‘Lposmons taken by

theatrical or .7 ' L



 

 

rounding the implementation ofV the

Iwith the South African government:

‘ reports attribute the cancellation to

' your performance at the Market and

" at the Market to make up torthe

.some organisations vergeon politieal:II
point-seoriVng,‘regionalism and .are‘at I

' best confusing also to the most ardent;I
members; 80 crucialIs theIssue that a

few weeks from now the Congress;of
South African Writers (Cosaw) wiIll
hold a conference to examine the IcuVVl-

tural boycott. -

 

4 Confusion "”">"‘ ‘ ',"’

hat worries most cultural
workers“ is the confusion sur-M,

boycott. What has it achievedIIn the

past decade? Is it beingV realIstIcally

and ImpartIally applied?-- ’ ,5.
Recently the. Cape TownII,baseIdI

"District,Six" mnsieal had to IeancelIa
performance at the Pretoria State

Theatre because of the venue’s links

At that time the play was also showing
at the Market‘Theatre in’downtown
Johannesburg; ~I aII venue' that” is ‘ as?
sociated ‘with ’the development ’ 'of
People’5 Cu.lture ’ Unconfirmed

pressure frorn the manVVagVeVVchnt at the
Market. ' I" ‘ ’ ’III‘I"I"
“Howdo you expectus ItIo explain

the State ‘Theatre without” losing
face?" Iwas the loaded question posed
to District 3be David Kramer "II“:"'I"lV
Management at the Market repor-~

tedly undertook to extend the booking

cast’5 cancelled pert'ormaneex'vi ,
It was at this point that some
theatre-goers started asking ques-
tions Jonathan Clegg (of Juluka and:
Savuka) and Pieter Dirk--Uys had pre-I
viously performed at both the Market
and the State Theatre without raising
eyebrows. Clegg apparently told the
Market management that by perfOrm-
ing at the Market he believed he was
preaching to the converted whereas a
performance at the State Theatre
might' convert a few conservatives.

The unestion was never even raised to
satirist Uys a "rebel Afrikaner" whoIs
not worth alienating. And surprisingly
both have since gone back for perfor-I
manees at the market and still iVnVanage
to attract a full house. ‘ . r «

If apartheidis to be isolated,. then
all itspcultural institutions shOIild be

 

I ‘about these records is through the

tions.I ;.l.3 3 m; .~‘I.’ “I'.‘*,..:r;'.? -,I'."~ iii:

I with community leaders and screening

’ment can address meetings in the ban-

there? In any case those peopleIn the

4 suffer for somVethVingV- that isnotVVoVIfV

their niaking. Is. .,

.TliIeIIinternational scene has also

shunned. Theatres and other venues]:

heavily deIpcndenton State-funding,‘f;
(apartheid’s broadcast facilities;;and
the.‘Bantustans should be outof3
bounds for the committedVeVIIVlturalv -
worker, the argument goes -Is""'~L‘s."

problem is that'=.IthIri: is nov'EIThe.
Iother broadcast mediaIn the country
and musicians depend on the sale of .-

their records to make a living. AndI
the only way their fans can know

South African Broadcasting
‘. Corporation’5 radio and television sta-V ‘

r t{

Rgfusing to have their discsspinneIId

the musicians and theirmanagers

The State compounded the confusion

by purchasing some tapedintervicws

them‘ron SABC channels. "'If ,such-,

and-such a leader can appear on'TV

why can’t we?" asked the musicians. If

leaders of the mass democratic move-’

tustans, VIVthycan’t artistsperform

homelandsI are Vnot. there because of

as South Africans and not make them

Some highlyV Ipoliticised songs have

The naive censors oInVly removed the

spin—-ofl.. wt, VI,V ;

Ii -.n . . - I - -. ..II . ._ , . I-V: I. I, .4 .

been very confusing. The reaction

of some antiapartheid groups did

nothing to clear up the murky waters

of the cultural boycott. The Graceland

touriand Clegg’s‘ long sojournsoveri

seas only added more confusion; Paul

Simon was wrong in coming to South
Africa to recruit Ray Phiri and the

Black Mambazo group to record and
perform in the United States, some
people argue.' However a few months
earlier Hugh Masekela had recorded
with South V. African .I artists in

Iwith her

n SABCwillmost IccrtainlyV.

resultIn a heavy loss of revenue. forr

Iehoice and we- Ishould consider them '

inadvertently creeped into the SABC. '

discs after having received cona
siderable VaVVinVplay. This .is a VposinViva‘

giIlnternatioVnal VRIeacItiIon V,II-I§.I ‘

I sibility.
”should vet allwork ,I . I, 

I

ll -
gl

vV~Botswana. ltViwas also rumonred that
iHarrVy BelaI'OntIe Ihad‘ asked for, and
.-was:given, Ildemotape
*African KweVlaVmusic-

 

“le-fI' VVSoVIVIchVI

Try explaiIIIIiVIngI; that to some eIIltIIral ,, '

-workers andi allyou. will succeed in?
doingIs to confuse them even further. ;
To some artists it is notIentirely clear: 5

whyAmampondo,wcrejcered and

picketed overseas while Mbongeni

Ngema’s "SaralinIVa" had theVV red carpet
laid out for thein fl.“ ‘“ ‘3 I.

Why even people lilteVVBrendaIFassII
"bubble;rum" music are

embraced by- the2’likes of Miriam
.MakVeba and. some anti-apartheid for-

ces, is the argument heard at home. If

the criteria}:of relevance is art or.

- music Ithat explains to the outside

World abOIIItI ithe plight of South
Africans, then Fassi’s music fulls'

hopelessly shoIrt 'of the mark. lf any—
thingher muIsiVe tends to enhance the
seed 'of etiltural domination and I

sexualism as propounded by capitalist ~.
soeiVety.V ~.I-.i;. ..V' VV .. '

TheIfV aVrgIIIment advanced by some

activistsisthat Fassi’s songs raise
emotional themes related to the

. everyday’ oppression of urban South

Africans.--Thisj in itself is debatable il'
not’downrightI apologetic to Brenda's

popularity anViong peoplewho lme

bubble--gummVusic. -‘ ' '

3'-ltiwas the lAlrican National Con~-

gress,Vafter the Paul Simon fiasco, that
came Vforward with the selective
boycott tactie’. 1n ortVler not to stifle
People’s Culture,VV some cultural

workers should be allowed to trawl
overseas to lengage in cultural ch-
ehange prograimnics. , ‘ .
The position seem to have appealed

to both lnkatha .and the Azanian
People’s Organisation. Politicians
agree that cultural workers should be
responsible {er the implementation of
the boycolt. But, they. argue, artists
are not yet IreaIiyV for such respon-

In the interimV politicians

Some artistIs argue that whileIt is all

well and Igood for politicians to
argue for-a boycott, it does not affect
them directly at all. Cultural workers,

and not politicians should be respon-

sible'for- implementing the boycott.
Most cultural workers appreciate the
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aim of the cultural boycott 1 the total
isolation of " the apartheid ,. regime;

However until the thorny question of
who monitors it is Worked out in con-“I
junctionwith the artists themselves,
the waters are t'ar Ifrornclearing

The AeademicBoycott
II

, ‘- ‘i‘.

The academic boycott- isuhfor:
tunately not as widely debated asa

it should be1and as a result it is sitrI-'
rounded by a lot more confusion than;
the cultural and trade“boycott1 13-; ,1;

It often comes up in times of 69m.
troversy when-athere is .a visiting,
academic at . particular South
African universityI andishelved again
as soon as the crisis is over. Lack of a~
clear standpoint1n the broad progres-.I

1 sive movement on this issue leaves
many anti-apartheid bodies confused
'as to whether all South African
academics should be boycotted or
only those known to be active op-
ponents of the apartheid states should ' 1-

1 be allowed to participate in academic
conferences on an international level.
The academic boycott is viewed as

one of the many strategies aimed at
the international isolation of the
Pretoria government. A University of
Cape Town academic, in making this
point, argued that the academic
boycott was indivisible from the strug-
gleyfor various other freedoms. It15, in
fact, a lesser freedom to other more
basic freedoms like the right of one to
choose where one wishes to live or the
right of one not to be separated froIrnI
one’s family.I

he academic boycott mainly calls
for a ban on all South Africanstu-

dents, scholars and academics. to
either study, do research or gain any
knowledge or skills from any relevant
institution outside the ' country that
will be used in South Africa for the
benefit of .3 the apartheid . regime.
Similarly there should be no students;
scholars and academics coming to
South Africa {or the purposes of car-'
rying out any academic activity. There
are three opposing parties iii the

1 academic boycott debate whose posi4
tions can belooscly defined as the
anti-boycott stance, who are totally
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- affecting them :_only.

l.opposed to any ferm’of academic.

boycott and believe that the exchange
of ideas should be encouragedin. all: rnustbewrong. 11:; = = I-’,-g'» ..

1‘universities1n the recognition of the- I '

iideal of academic freedom. The other-
stance, the pro—boyeott advocates, feel .

II ,.:that the international isolationicam-
‘ ? paign against South Africa should not '

Ionly be. applied in' trade, sport and.
culture‘alone'but should also be ex-‘. :
' tended to the academic field in orderi IAfnca was espec1ally strong, given the

,' for sanctions to be effective.'There is
' {alsol thesthird,‘ approach‘iwhich Iis‘ \
lsomewhatv‘the’middle path, here the:
: advocates 1 ‘ of I ' this'position concede;
that there5 are"somepractical-
problems with the pro-boyeott stance
.‘ which they support, and they argue
1 for a flexible approach1n applying it
One main'eriticism often advanced -

against the academic boycott is that it'
undermines 3academic freedom, the?
basic rightof ejv-ery universityto‘
decide what is taught and whom is

change of ideas and debate amongst
all universities in the world com-

m11nity.

1-"'

To this the pro-boycott stance ar-I
gues that this argument is often

advanced by academics themselves
who are directly affected by the
boycott and view it as a separate issue

Granted- the.
academic? boycottm does affect
academic freedom just‘as the ‘sports
boycott'affects the absolute freedom
of sportsmen and the cultural boycott
affects the absolute freedom of 'cul-‘

tural workers, like artists. But, argues
the pro-boycott lobby; the’hrgument
behind the boycott is political rather
than academic andit also contains the
overriding moral which dictate that

the governing principle must be‘politi-
cal. Further, academics who view the:

boycott as a- matter-‘affecting them
alone are viewed to be acting out of

' self—interest and attempting to further
their sectional privilege. Therefore
the logic behind the academic boycott
must be seen as'political and any
defence of academic freedom, .which'

taught,._anditaffects the free ex-I

"Academic Freedomz‘. . 7 - ‘

 

has the. effect Iofl undermining the

struggle for more universal freedoms

he anti-boycottistance argues that

intellectual work can only flourish
with the free exchange Of ideas and
?debateand one advocate of this

~through personal networks.
,African academics are invited to this

'- stance argued that the case for main-‘
. taining academic links with SouthI

un1que importance of a "community of
: 1wdeas,. the. unique. importance of
'academic freedom".EHe said that the
case foracademictreedom 'was more,
than:'_"merely hanging on to a thread:.

bare liberal ideal,‘but recognisingthat
universities. arethe repositories Of.

many valuesdearto civilised society".
‘1’ The other inore- persuasive argu-
' ment against academic boycott15 that
itowill harm the very people it is trying
help, while the apartheid

government’s - apologists and

ideologues will move around con-
.ferences with relative ease. FurtherI

the boycott is seen to be having a
ceunterproductive effect, that it is
likely not to work and will be unenfor-
ceable. The practical problem1n en-
forcing this boycott15 that many of the
academic exchanges take place

South

ceuntry because they have friends and
contacts in ,the right places. A visiting
scholar. to South Africa, O’Brien said
during his disastrous visit- to the
University ofCape Town, that the
idea of using an academic boycott to
b'ring down the regime was ludicrous
because the Afrikaner Right, who can
besaid to be 2thetargets in the
boycott, despised intellectuals and
regarded South African universities as

1 "hotbeds of treason" _.

The pro--boycott lebby, which advo-
cates the application of a total ban

on all South African academiesand

scholars leavingthe country to par-‘
ticipate in conferences and Iseminars
abroad, or overseas scholars coming
to this country for research or other
academic activities, also put up a per-
suasive argumentIfor their case. They
propose that researchers from univer-
sities, research institutions and other

official organs ofIIthe regime must be
1

f l
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barred [rom- international seminars;

and eonferences and vice~versa be-‘*

cause any knowledge gained{Iromi
these activities will be usedIn the per-I 1I
pctuation of the system of torture,
resentment and distortion to maintaian

apartheid. Also they argue, no works

seminated outside South Africa.

Tothose who argue for acadeinic
freedom, they say it is misleading'I1

to suggest that1n South Afriea there15‘
meaningful ' academic ' freedom'.be»
cause often, especially in the‘ social
sciences, students are often IdeniIed ac-"
cess to certain books by thestate their'

' ability to discuss Icertain issues yital to
the future of this country is 11111111111111»
What can be said to be the middle

path1n the debate, on whether there
. should be a total or--no academic
boneott15 the pa1tial or selective ap-II:

:"Ii'i.-'1."

.1 i

of South African origin should bed15-

proachThis stance calls {01 a more; '
tflcxible approach instead of a1rigid'
_.onc ‘gThe advocates of this position
call lowthe-inVolvemeInt .lot;-_the_
{progressive or democratic movements;
in the making of rules anddecisions111
1the boycott'IS impaired... ~

' ' g‘IZAIM15111; 1111111
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.gThe qtiestionhere is notwhether.
there should be aboycott or not.1

These advocates support the isolation-
campaign against' the South African
'government, including the strategy of
the academic boycott, but they argue

1 ithat opponents of the South African
‘j‘.state must11:be identified and aided.-
while. sanctions .must beapplied
1 against the regime and its supporters.
,iThis approach alsotries to side step,
the practical'Il'ailings '01 the- total

I:bI0ycott and aIntiI-jboycott pesiItiIonsu .-11 '1'

 

Themain reasIon the proponents of
the flexible iIapIproIach oppose aI

;t0tal'applicatioii of theIaeademie
boycott is 1111! there is a ';small-
1 minority in South African universities, '1

thatis totallyopposed to the apart-
{heid system and are responsible for
the evident change'1n the intellectual ' ‘
climate1n so called liberal universities

" ‘like Wits, Rhodes,Du1ban and UCI'. "
glt'15 this minority that has to be iden-
tified and widened and protected
;11o11'1111e boycott. Further, they argue, "
lthe ideas generated by this minority'
gthrough debates, small publications
and 1I1ewspapers have filtered through'
itothecommunity and the growing
’ resistance to Ithe apartheid govern-‘
; ment and the litter confusion amongst -
-' its supporters can, in no smallway, be'
.' attributedIto this snnall ngo.up

1‘52;‘l‘j'U' 'li‘ 11-;'

CulturalBoycottThePosmon0ftheANC
,'i1- 1.
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The events of the 111;:quarter51,
this year have shown, now more

than ever, that Pretoria1s not about to
dismantle apartheid. The barrage of
fire directed towards the African Na-.
tional Congress (ANC),~I the':mass
democratic ~movement 'and",the'
Frontline States and the unleashing of
assassination squads as far afield as
Paris and Brussels are a call to the in-'
ternational community to strengthen

_the academic and cultural boycott
with its aim of isolating apartheid
SouthAfrica. ' 1 1 '
The assassination of Duleie septem-
ber'1n F1ance,a senior member of the
ANC, and a Chief Representative; the
car bomb attacks on Albie Sachs, an
able lawyer of the ANC,‘ in Mozambi-
que, and Jeremy and JoanBrickhill in
Harare; the raids in Bulawayo, Brus-
sels, Zambia and Gaborone; theban-
ning of 17 internal anti:apartheid or-‘
ganisations; "the restriction of the
major labour federation; COSATU,

6

' and the continued State of Emergency'
only prove that the apartheid Govern-
ment is determined at all costs ' to
maintain its minority control. '
The reform policy of the Nationalist"

"" 3'1‘

Party ‘ is‘ - daily being exposed~‘as ‘a 1
hypocritical gesture. Detentions, ban-
nings,» capital' punisliment,1i1forced
removals are the OIdCF of the day,~and.
now, too, the democratic press, which
has struggled hard to expose the ugly
realities and voice the aspirations of.
the majority, face extinction at the.
hands of the State. Repressive censor-
ship laws are in force, foreign10111,-
nalists have been expelled, the New
Nation has been suspended and
gazetted‘ warnings of ,closure "hang
over ' the' 'I'Weekly “ Mail,‘r ’South,
Saamstan, . Work In Progress;
Grassroots and Out ofStep. ' ' ' 1 *1
'It'is critical that the AINC, the mass
democratic movement, in its various
formations inside the country, 'the
Frontline States and the world com-

' munity act together in isolating apart-
I

heid South 'Africa. The Cultural and
Academic IBoycotti is an integral
weapon for achieving this isolation as

' part of the broader struggle, bringing
about the dismantling of apartheid
and the transformation of South
Africa towards a united, Idemocratie'
non--1acial society.
As a tactic the Cultural

Academie1Boycott can change its
form and method of implementation
in accordance with the changing
political situation internally and inter-
nationally. The principle15 inviolate;
Undoubtedlythere has been some
confusion in the implementation of
the boycott at certain times and in
certain places, but overall there have
been enormous gains in the isolation

‘ of apartheid South Africa as a result
of the boycottiin the sports, academic
and arts fields,‘ as Barbara Masekela,
the ANC Secretary for'Arts and Cul-
ture, articulates in her keynote ad:
dress to the CASA Conference:
1 The gains (of the stmggle) made

i ,
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and: . '

 



 

 

 

III..must beI guarded and _a11g111e111ed..
.1 Among these-gains has 'been'. the

. ‘.‘success of the Cultural Boycbtt of~
, apanheid South Africa.771ese
gains cannot be reversed even with .I.
the support given to the d00med.VV‘I'-,.
apanheid regime by some Westemj
govemmehts by opposing ‘ the a
b0ycott._- --- .: ::.

 

' Underiiably ItIheI impositionII'of the
Sports, .Academic- and -' Cultural
Boycott by the international com-
munity has struck at the confidence of
the ruling IclIass. - 1:3.“

Problemsof Implemehtetioq'f, ,I

 

owI to eiIerctivelyI i1InIplemIent the:
Academic and Cultural Boycott,

but not at the expense of the progres-
sive, democratic culture was a topic of
discussion at 'the CASA (Culture In
Another ‘South Africa) Conference
held in Amsterdam »in December-
when over 400 cultural workers from
South Africa and outside met. The
recommendations and resolutions 'ofI
the CASA Conference are highlighted
in the following excerpts from the
Preamble t0 the Conference reselu-
tions: ' '. - -. w u I.,

After six 'days of extensive disc11sIsi011,
including thought provoking papers
covering ' every, discipline of ' the
literary, graplzic,'visua1 and perfonn-
ing a11s,- the participants adopt this
.statement'and these rec0111111e11da~
tions as their collective view of the
place and role ofthe 1111s 1111dIc1tlt1trIaI
workers hi the stntggle for 1I1atiI011IaI

liberationand democracy i11I.01I1r
country: . ‘I I

1.] 771121111 the course of the struggle Iof
our people against racist 1101111'11011'011
and exploitation there has developed
11 vibrant people’s culture, rooted in
South Africa's realities and steeped
in democratic values, in' opposition
to the racist culture associated with '
the apartheid ‘- regime. ~ ‘ 7711s

'. de1110cratic culture is characterised by
a spirit of intemationalism and
humanist perspective that Iderives
from the best of the cultural heritage
of the various peoples that make up
the South Afnca11p0putati011.. . _-

1.2 771111 cultural activity 111111 the artsI
are partisan and cannot be separated
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,I"_>"‘resp011sibility devolves on artists 1md-.-;
I? cultural workers to c0nsc1'011sly align
themselves with
:I‘IIdemocracy and national liberation'111

 

1
countryfrom racist bondage..

I1.3 Thatin order to play an effective
role1n the struggle artists and cul-I

'Ii'propriateorganisationalstructures_
at the local, regional, national and
international levels to enable them-

I‘. selves to take collective action, con-

_".1 7 771111 the stntggle for the total
isolation 0f the apartheid regime
Izmttst c01tt11ttteJA111011g the tactics .

...10 be employed during this came
1 paign tI1e-‘acade111ic and cultural?
{boycott arecntcial, and must be.
;.111ai11ta1'11ed. However, in view of
IVVthe growing ~ significance of
democratic culture as an altema-
i tive to the racist, colonialist culture
ofapartheid, the conference recant-

'VVI111e11ds that South African 1111ists,
,i11divia'1111/Iy 0r_c01!ective1y, whof
seek to travel11nd work _Iabroad'

:“should consult beforehand with the"
.111ass democratic movement anti,”
‘IIItI1e Vn11ti011al IiberatioInI1110ve111eI/1It.

'IOn the boycoIttlssuIe itself the foi-
lowing" resolution was passed and
forms the basis for the impiIerIneritaI-
ti0In IIQIfI theCuittiralBoycott

. , \

Resolution 011 The Cult1I1IraIl BonIcIottI
31.1.1’ -

.'I" '.1 '1"1""
C011ji1111i11g:. """"I’ ‘
That apartheid South AfriIcIaIquIsItIIbeI
totally1solated - "‘ .1 ‘ '

A11dN01i11g:. ' '
1) that theobjective of the cultural
boycott to isolate the regime is in-
violate and needs to be pursued
with even greatervigour; I’." "

2) the- need recognise IaI11Id

..Iand democrIaticIculture inIISoutIh
"Africa; "'
3) that the culturaIl boycott as a wait:
needs to be applied with a degree of

‘flexibility which takes“ into con-
-sideration the developing situatien
within the country 1 " .V
We Therefore Resolve: ' ‘
1) that apartheid South Africa be to-
t.ally isolatedVand that. cultural

   
"fr0111 p01itics.C011seq11e11tIyagreat-

‘1he foxes 0f

the life and death struggleto free0111

'Ii'tural workers must create the ap~v

'suit and co--ordinatc their activities

strengthen the eImerging prIogressive .

t

i

i.

:1112 3'."
I11

werkIIIers 111in aeadIemicsI net beI al-
lewcd to enter theIcountry, save and

Vexcept inthose instances"where

with thei‘nation‘ali Ilibcratory move-
iImIent, is"considered to be in fur-
theranceI0f the national demIocrthic

struggle;'.- . '1 ~ » 1 ' :1
2I) that.SoIII1II1tIhAfrican artists; in-

f.dividuaily or coilectiveiy,.;wh0 seek
to travel and work abread should.
'consult With the. massdemocratic
1movement and the national libera-
lion movements?

 

his resolve IwIaIsII 11 Ireiterbtien and in
,~ agreement‘with the statement of
O.R. Tambo made‘at the Canon Coi-
iinsLectere 0n the 28th May1987:

1'.111I1:""}1I.;I,:':"1“I."'

WithoitIt doubt the developing 111111
; vibrant; culture ‘of our people ‘I”-.
stntggle and its structures need to .-

_ be supported, strengthened and en- 5‘
hanced. [11 the same way as apart-.-,
lIheid Squth AfricaI is being'increas: ;
IIineg', isolated 1 intemationally,’ I
within South' Africa this people’s ' ‘
culture is steadily isolating,7 the i11-
tetIectuaI and cultural apologists of
apartheid. Indeed, the moment is ..
A. upon us when we shall have to deal --
with the altemative structures that I I
0111 people have ‘created and are .
creating throughstmggle 11nd
I‘sacn'jice,as the genuine Irepre-
. sentatives. of these. masses in _all
fleids.of<. activityi Not only should"
these not be boycotted, but more, II
t-hey should‘ be supponed, e11-V1
couraged and itreated as them.
democratic counterparts
..South Africa of similar institutions

andiorgaltisations.;intemationalhl..I ‘
.} 7711: 'means that,;the ANC,'the
broad democratic movement in its
various Ifomzations within South
Africa," and .the intemational I
solidan'ty movetfzeht need to act *
g‘togethIcIr. ,I I ,_

The full and proper implementationI
0f the cultural boycottsheuld en-

courageIthe deveIOpment of me
emerging peeple’$ cuittlre whilst in-
creasingly isolatte Izind crush the apart-I
heid culture. ;

' i .
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