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APARTHEID MILITARISM: THE RESPONSE OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN CHURCHES

AND WHITE STUDENT BODIES

As the militarisation of the apartheid South African state'

intensifies, so has the opposition to serving in the military

forces increased. Every year over thfee thousand young white

South Africans, who are expected to take up arms in defence of

apartheid, resist oall-ups to military training or active

”service in Namibia, Zimbabwe or in South Africa itSelf. These

war resisters, or conscientious objectdrs, may be classified

into three categories. ~wwrb

a) Those who avoid service for_personal reasons tb.§. farmers WhO'

donft want to leave their'farmé) ' L
b) Universal objectors~ those who are opposed to all forqgnof Vanna

military service for pacifist or religious reasons. . ‘

c) Selective objectors- those who for religious and political reasons

refuse to serve in what they see as an unjust war.
Sometimes selective objectors (and occasionally universal objectors)
are prepared to serve in the military in non—combatant roles.

Non-combatant status for universal objectors is, in theory, recog-

nised by the South African defence legislation. Recognised univeraal
non—militarists(those who refuse to serve in any role in the military)

.are.usuually sentenced to~a 36 month period in detention barracks
after which they are exempt from further conscription. All other
objectors are liable to a maximum sentence or 2 years after which

they are again conscripted and liable to be charged on each subsequent
refusal to serve. ' '

The Church ahg the Military

-In 1970, a meeting of the Civil Rights League in Cape Town, consisting
of representatives of religious denominations and other interested
groups, resolved to call on the South African Government to amend
the Defence Act to give determined conscientious objectors an altern-
ative to a prison sentence. The league proposed the introduction of
alternative national service schemes completely separate from the
Defence Force. In August 1974 the SA Council of Churches took this
a stage further. It passed a resolution at its annual conference at
Hammanskraal which called on-its member churches to challenge all
their members to 'consider whether Christ's call to take up the
Cross and follow Him in identifying with the oppressed does not,
in our situation, involve becoming conscientious objectors.’
(This debate- and the state response to it— is examined in the booklet
The SA Church and the Mi;itarx, available from COSAWR.)

There was immediate reaction from Government circles to tho Hammans-
kraal resolution. In addition, the resolution was criticised by the
conservative Dutch Reformed (N.G.) Church, which had not been party
to the conference. The net result was the paseing of the Defence
Further Amendment Act later that year. Section 12(c) of the Defence
Act was amended to make it an offence, liable to a fine not exceeding
R5,000 and/or imprisonment for a period not exceeding 6 years
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'to advise, encourage, aid; incite or instigate any other person
or any category of persons or persons in general' to refuse to render
any service to which they are liable under the Act.‘

The effeet was to render any further discussion on the subject
liable to prosecution. In July 1977, the Justice and Reconciliation
Division of the SA Council of Churches compiled a list of 'ten
transgressions of freedom by the SA Government'. Number 6 read
as follows:"The ruling of the Defence Further Amendment Act which
prevents a Christian from offering full pastoral care in regard to
matters of involvement in the Defence Force, especially with refer-
ence to conscientious obiection.f , ‘

However, the churches would not remain silent on military issues,
and there was an on-going confliot between the churches and the
state on the issue.of chaplains serving in the SA Defence Force.
This is related to discussions that have taken place between the
various church bodies on the role of chaplians and whether they'
should wear unifbrms or not. '

The invasion of Angela, the SCweto fiprisings and the-militarisation
of South Africa directed attention to the issue of conscientious
objection again, as more and.more young South Africans were refusing

X//to serve in the apartheid military. In 1211_thg_§ggth§;§flAfIiQanu
Cathalig,Bishgns_flanfezence made a statement on the issue, in which
it upheld the conscibntious objectors.right to follow his own cons-
cience and urged the state to_make provision for alternative forms of
non-military national service. This statement was endorese by other
church groups and in a resolution supporting it, the‘ ' ' -
qggian_fixnnd of the Agglinan_flhnrgh stated that it upheld the‘right
of people 'who in conscience believe that is an act of disobedience
to God to be part of the military structures of this count ,
because they are co Iinced that by doing so they would beazefiending
what i; morally inazfensible', to be conscientious objectors;Vfirged
the state to make provision for alternative forms of non-military
servicefi§knd stated its acceptance of the positive duty of the-Church
to make all people aware of"what is involved in-being used to
defend the morally indefensible.’

I At this stage, October 1977, a series of bannings and detentions
took place and amongst the organisations.banned was the 'Christian
Institute. A number of its leaders who had played an active role in
the debate on conscientious objection were also banned or éetained—Xamong them §£iag_§§gw§ and ngggfiLflande. ' ‘

But the issue of conscientious objection is still a lively one in
Y_egggg§iga;_gignles. In October ~ 19”9 the Baptist Union Assembly
requested that a non-military alternative to national service beprovided-for objectors, while in September'the(Wm)yacamgtout i53support of selective conscientious ohisetion in the
apartheid situation. Following the imprisonment for 18 months inDecember 1979 of Peter Moll, a young Baptist war resister, a state—ment was released by religious leaders, including the Arnhhishgnsof Cam, mm. 222mm themh‘lP-“d-Suffragemmof Natal and the Secretarx Genegaliof the-SAACounciligi Churches.The statement pointed out that Peter Moll 'is a conscientious
objector in the present situation of South Africa because he isconvinced that SA society is fundamentally unjust and that military
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service would involve him in violent conflict with citizens of South
Africa who suffer under the prevailing injustices. In these circum—
stances he cannot see what he is expected to fight for and to die
for."The'statement went on to call on the Government 'to regularise
the pesition of consciflntious objectors through the provision of non-
military forms of national service and in the meantime to exer01se
'in regard to Peter M011 and all other conscientious objectors the
humanity and clemency that should be characteristic of a Christian
society'.

The white student organisatidns and the military

After the SA Council Dfi Churches' Hammanskraal resnlution of Augutt
1974,_the National Union of SA Students (NUSAS), which represents
most of the ?nglishélanguage oampusses, issued a statement associating
itself with the SACC resolution, and calling on students to challenge
their consciences 0n the matter of resistance to military call—up.
The resolution provoked considerable debate on the NUSAS campusses,
but the passing of the Defence Further Amendment Act soon afterwards
appears to have stifled any open debate on the issue. This is despite
the fact that the student community is one of the groups most affected
by military call-upe, and it is well—kncwn~that many people become
students in order to get tem orar deferment fr m ' .servipeg“

After the Angolan invasion hundreds of young conscriptees, many of
them students or ex—students, fled the country rather than fight for
the apartheid armed forces or face imprisonment for resisting. Largely
as a response to this, the NUSAS annual o , ,ininegemhe3‘1918
resolved to establish a committee to 'investigate the influence of
service in the SA Defence Force on-
i. those facing such service
ii. those undergoing such service
iii. those who have completed such service;
to investigate the z§ilEQEEE_E£JQEHELIZEQ%§QQQ§§_§qpgrammee3 andto explore official altggggtixg§_:g_§gzgige in the SfifiFhifi the fields
of edugatipn, medical and communijx_segyiees and to press the Govern—ment,for the implementation thereof.’
The congress resolved further to call on the state to
"1ift restrictions imposed on the individual's right to debate conso-
ientious objection; and recognise the right of the individual to decidefor himself whether or not to engage in military or in community
service'.

As a result of the first resolution, the Committee of Investigation
into Service in the SADF, Youth Prepaxaness Pragrammes and Alternative~
National Service (MILGDM), was formed. Its activities have included
a focus week at universities with debates on conscientious objection
and alternatives to military service, the submission of a petition
urging the Government to introduce alternative forms of military
service for conscientious objectors and the publicarion of pamphlets
on the issue. In its first pamphlet, MILCOM issued a statement callingon the Government to take note of the plight of conscientious objectorsand to provide forms of national service other thah military or para-militaiy service as an alternative to service in the SADF.

During197900 0 t 000/ 
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During 1979 the student press at the NUSAS campusses took a strong
stand on the issue of military service, with the result that many
editions of the various papers have been banned andtwo 'Varsity’ and
'National Student', have been banned for all further issues.. The .

~newspapers focussed qg different aspects of militagisatigh and milit-fl,
ar serv‘ , often making hard-hitting points. The cover of the last
issue (before it was banned) of Varsity, for instance, carried a
list of 'Names of all those hwo have died in defence of South Africa
since 1961' superimposed on which were two SADF soldiers, and the
slogan ' me e0 are not dyingwfigrfighahge'. Bannings took their
toll, however, and an edition of another student paper was banned
even though it argued in the editorial that it had 'decided to
refrain from focussing on important issues such as the military.
The student press is subjecting itself to a rigid self—consorship
in order to survive.‘ -

The English—language white campusses have also been the setting
for the growth of alternative service schemes. One of the figures
who has been prominent in this process is Dr. James Moulder, a
philosophy lecturer at Rhodes University in Grahamstown, who has
argued for the setting up of alternative national service schemes
along the lines of the Civic Action Programme carried out in Namibiaby the SADF where soldiers have been used in key civil service pos- .itiens as part of the military's 'Hearts and Minds' strategy. Nodoubt many objectors, though, would not be prepared to participatein this mrt of scheme as it can still be seen as furthering theinterests of the apartheid military.

Hare of the University of Cape To is more developed. ProfessorHare met early in 1979 with an official of the SADF to canvas theidea of these schemes, such as an ambulance service cor s to serve._______________._lL_both military and civilians in the border areas. To be acceptable,
be longer than

ast as hazardous as in non-

The SADF dissociated itself from the idea, but nevertheless thecorps was set up, initiated by the ak °it was reported in the SA press that the Cape Town branch of thecorps provided an ambulance service, trained members as hospital

s and

attendants and sought to provide a health and education service.The idea was to get the corps Operating in Namibia, but the SADFproved uncooPerative.

fie student press, NUSAS,'the churches and the alternative servicecommittees have all played a major role in putting the issue ofapartheid militarism and the question of military service on a publicplatform. They have generated widespread moral_and_nglitig§l_dis-qgsgign in South Africa on conscription and conscientious objectionin defiance of repressive defence legislation. But as the armed forcesare at the heart of the Botha regime's strategy to maintain itsracist rule, it seems unlikely that the state will be prepared tonegotiate any widespread organised resistance to military service.

COSAWR, January 1980. 



 

COMMITTEE ON SOUTH AFRICAN WAR RESISTANCE

REPORT OF ACTIVITIES DURING FIRST 6 MONTHS OF EXISTANCE

After considerable discussion with the ANC and AAM in London last year, COSAWR

emerged in November I978 with the following aims:

I) The provision of assistance to war resisters in the form of advice regarding

residence in the UK, jobs, housing, education etc.

2) The invobement of war resisters in discussion groups, seminars and public meetings

on the South African situation as well as in anti-apartheid solidarity work .

in the UK.

3) The raising of the issue of the increasing militarisation of tue apartheid

state and the resultant resistance to it. The Committee will also campaign

for the implementation of the United Nations General Assembly resolution on

assistance to refugees from the South African military.

4) Research into South African militarisation and war resistance.

5) The production of publications, including a regular bulletin for South African

war resisters abroad, information booklets on South African militariaetion'

and war resistance etc.

6) Liason with other organisations and groups in the UK and abroad on the issue

of war resistance in South Africa.

The Committee consisted of 8 members drawn from South Africans who had been involved

in the war resistance issue: Bill Anderson, Gavin Cawthra, Jimmy Corrigall,

Dereck Forbes, Barry Gilder, Kevin Laue, Alan Leas ahd Terry Shott. In addition

Garth Strachan sat on the committee as a representative of the AAM. COSAWR has

met about once a fortnight since then and undertaken numerous projects which can

best be described under each of the six general areas of work. It should be

mentioned that the committee consists of 7 members at_present, as both Gilder and

Strechan have left the UK.

I) Assistance and advice to WR in UK

There are now around I00 known WR, including several deserters, in Britain,

I arriving on average at a rate of one every ten days. The procedure has been

to pass those who we consider to be bona fide to the United Kingdom Immigrants

Advisory Service, which then processes applications to remain to the Home Office.
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If a WR approaches the UKIAS directly it puts him in touch with us for our

opinion before accepting his case. In this way we and the UKIAS wark together

to avoid becoming involved with non—genuine WR.

The problem of border—line cases still remains ie. sometimes it has been

difficult to decide how politically-motivated an indiVidual is. So far' the

Home Office has been known to refuse 2 applications processed through UKIAs;

neither of which came through the present committee. COSAWR has agreed to

assist both in their appeals by means of supportive documentation regarding

.oonscription laws and the militarisation of SA, if.necessary. Similarly COSAWR

3)

has assisted the UKIAS in trying to prevent the deportation of a WR in detehtion

in Gloucester. It is not yet clear what effect the Tories will have in the area

of SA HR); but a general tightening up is expected.

COSAWR has so far not found it necessary to provide any assistance other than

advice, along with the occasional small short-term loan. It is to be expected,

however, that more deserters without funds will arrive in future.

Involvi WR in a discussion on s seminars and ublic meeti s b in

solidarity work, I '
(a) A reasonably‘Successful public meeting was held in January. This was a

launching event where AAM and COSAWR spoke, and a film was shown. About 40

people attended, although not many WR. Since then we have concentrated on

organising a series of seminars designed mainly for WR, but also for other '

interested South Africans and people involved in solidarity work. These have

not been advertised except by personal invitation. Two have taken place so

far, with about 25 WR and friends at the first, and slightly less at the second.

We see this as a priority area of work, but~progress is clearly going to be

slow. A social event was also held recently.

(b) An early attempt to mobilise WR to support a Mahlangu picket was not

successful - only the Committee and one WR were present. The need to get WR

to join AAM and involve themselves in local groups and general campaigning

is recognised by COSAWR, but it is not easy to ascertain how many are doing so.

The Committee is considering ways in which sgeoific campaigns which have a

military angle (eg. Barclays) might be more successful in attracting WR to

campaigning work. This’too,is clearly going to be an area of slow progress.

The raising of the issue of militarisation and WR. and campaiggggfor the

UN resolutionI

The Committee and war-resistance has received some publicity in the SA press,
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5)

(3)

New
Anti-Apartheid News andAAfricanmagazine (attached). Members of COSAWR met

Mr Reddy and Mr Nyamekye in London, who raised the possibility of a hearing

with the Special Committee, and contributions to Notes and Documents. A

taped interview with a member of the Committee was done by the UN office for

broadcasting into SA. For tactical reasons a low profile has been kept with

the British media regarding WRs in the UK. No plans for campaigning for the

UN resolution have been adopted. Two members of the Committee took part in

addressing a meeting in London to mark the anniversary of the Cassinga massacre.

This was organised by the Namibia Support Committee. COSAWR has also made

available to NSC material for their bulletin on the SA military in Namibia.

The issue of militarisation and resistance is also described under (5) below.

Research

This is regarded as a high priority area of activity, consisting of the de-

briefing of WRs, analysing press cuttings and military journals. Bill

Anderson works virtually full-time in this field. Other members of the Committee

are also involved in research from time to time. A fact paper on the SA

military machine written by Bill Anderson is to published soon by IDAF. This

area of work is of course closely connected with (5) below.

Production of EublicationsI bulletinsI information booklets.

The fact paper mentioned above will carryctn acknowledgement of COSAWR's

assistance in its production. The Committee also intends to publish its own

fact papers and briefing documents eg. one has been produced on the conscription

laws for UNHCR.

Two issues of the regular bulletin RESISTER have been published, and the third

is in production. It is planned to continue‘to produce RESISTER once every

2 months. It is sent to all known HR in the UK and abroad, to other interested

persons in the UK and abroad, and all major solidarity organisations and

liberation movement centres in the UK and abroad. A print-run of IOOO copies

has now been fixed to cater for the above.

300 copies of an introductory booklet for HR in London has been produce&.which

gives a brief outline of the solidarity groups, liberation movements and

useful books on SA. A booklet on the church and military, produced last year

by SAMRAF in London, is also distributed by the Committee.

6) Liason with other organisations and ggoups 1n fa) the UK and (b2 abroad.

(a) In UK: liason with the AAM and ARC is well-eatablished. In addition contact

has been established with both SWAPO and the Namibia Support Committee. Other
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groups and organisations are dealt with on an ad hoc basis eg. NUS, MAGIC,

UNHCR.

(b) Abroad: members of COSAWR have attended 2 conferences abroad: the World

Youth and Student Conference of Solidarity with the Peoples, Youth and Students

of South Africa (Paris, February), and the Mbvement International Reconciliation

event (Brussels, March). As mentioned above , RESISTER is sent to all the major

groups abroad. It is also reproduced by IUEF and sent in their international

mailing.

Direct contact has been made with a group of HR in Holland whé are beginning

to organise along broadly similar lines as COSAWR, although less ambitious.

The Committee has advised them on various tactics, including their plan to mail

a pamphlet into SA.

Contact has been maintained with SAMRAF in the USA by way of sending them RESISTER

and general information on our aims and objects. In addition numerous discussions

have been held with Mike Morgan when he has been in London.

. GE B?

1) Financial

At COSAWR's formation the need for substantial funds was recognised. This

would be essential for medium and longer term costs such as paid full-time/

partntime workers, an administrative office, regular publications and so an.

Barry Gilder was mandated to deal with this area, and approached IUEF, IDAF

and the V60 for £5000 each, based on a draft expenditure account. He formally

visited IUEF and the UCC in Geneva, and IDA? in London.

. Egfigxlt made an emergency advance of £700 initially, and indicated that a further

£4300 would be given. However, this would take until September to be approved

by the IUEF administration. A recent request for a further advance was met

by a promise of £1000.

gaggg The general secretary gave a sympathetic hearing and agreed to pass the

matter to -. Canon Collins. When asked recently whether there was any way of

speeding up a response, she said there was nothing could be done to hasten the

process. -

Egg; A sympathetic hearing was given, and it was indicated that they wished ftfilr

to consult with the 300 as to its attitude towards COSAWR. A member of the

committee had discussions with Jim Wilkie of the ECG, and it seemed he would

speak positively of COSAWR to his colleagues. However, a recent formal letter

to the WCC from COGAUR asking if any progress has been made, has had no response.
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The financial situation has thus become problematic, and the departure-of

Gilder has added to this. We have several times re—adjusted our draft budget

in attempts to make the best of things as they stand, but feel ham-strung as

regards funding an administrative offic4and part-time administrative worker.

full-time researcher, and research facilities, all OP which are urgent priorities.

Therefore we feel it is essential to approach other organisations for funds,

for even if IUEF makes the full £5000 available it does not look as though

the WCC and IDA? are going to be forthcoming. In this regard we feel the need

to liase very closely with the ANC as to which other sources of funds are

available and how to approach them. .

Publicationslraisigg the issue.

Any ongoing programme of publications is also of course linked to the financial

situation.

Generally in the field of publications and raising the issue of militarisation/

war resistance, we think it necessary to have discussions with the ANC as to:

3) its response to the two issues of RESISTER (content, distribution).

b) its response to the information booklet.

0) ideas for other publications by COSAWR.

d) other ways of raising the issue eg. tapes, exhibitions.

Campaiggigglstudx classes.

In this field we feel it would be useful to discuss what has been achieved

so far, and how it could be improved as far as the ANC is concerned.

International.

The basic approach of the committee has been to establish itself firmly in

the UK. As the situation has developed it is becoming increasingly clear that

already substantial numbers of HR are gathering both in Holland and the USA.

We feel it is important to discuss with the ANC both how we and the liberation

movement are responding to the groups concerned, and future likely developements

in this field.

It is proposed,therefore, that 3 members of the committee (Cawthra, Laue and Shott)

formally meet with the ANC comrades as soon as possible to discuss the above issues.

A proposed agenda is:
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I) Clarification/discussion of anything arising out of the first part of the

report.

2) Finance

3) Publications/raising the issue

4) Campaigning/study classes

5) International

6) A.0.B.

 
 



 

 

 

RESEARCH

PRINTING

POST

STATIONARY'

TRAVEL

SUNDRIES

APPROXIMATE EXPENDITURE JAN-JUNE '22

8 165.00

£ I55.00

£ 75.00

£ 48.00

£ I2.00

£ 20.00
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LONDON: Two South
Africans who came to
Britain in 1976 to, ‘eyagle '
their military commut-
mentsvhave been granted
permanent resmence. and
work permit: here. .

Kevin Laue 1nd unrem-
ce Bartlett, both 29. sought ,5
politics! asylum” on the
grounds that 'they» were

(“conscientious ehjectors" n

to havjnz to fight {OLM , .'
South Afriéan defence.

' ngx-MBaLrtalett. a journulget.
an :- mnww r”,
for‘ Internetio'nel 133:“???
and Aid in London, have
not been granted British
citizenship but have had
their passports‘ _sta!,nped,

authorising ~12 mondas'
residencer .

Renewing this ~every
year was a “formality.", Mr
Laue said this week. After

> five years they could claim
British citizenship. .- ‘ ~,

. Both men‘ are virom‘
Pletermaritzburg.‘ Mr ;
Bartlett left South «Africa '
after being called~ up fer
service on the 'South West
Africa Borden? Er ’ W.“ "
whose regiment“ is‘ the
Natal Field: Artillery, yes
called up ~ ‘fer a ’- jthree-
monthgcarnp in 1976.. “ ‘j

- i “It 'is g: ‘very simple
issue." Mr Laue- said." “I
did not waqtgto fight for
something [1; gait! :3, not
believe in. In tact, 'I
believe the other .side is

  

rim 8- Pifler 0p- / changedon are in th 2‘ ., .

pm”.- 0‘ aparthetdff; - , , cess of changing! , '.

  

' ' qutwgmen. who‘ve”

,- Home Office and the men
‘ were granted an interview

*‘not Satisfied that; “there
‘ ,vas a well-founded {emit}!~
““persecutionif‘mey returm ,

’ Emits. said Mr Laue.‘

  

   

     

 

      
  

    

  
   

   

   

 

  
  

   

  
   

  

    

  

  

  

  

  

 

  

 

       

  

at school together at
Maritiburg College, ap-
plied through Mr- Frank
Hooley MP. in November
1976 (or political asylum.

- Mr Hooley wrote to the

with Home Office officials.
the'fenowjng month. .

. “Few months later we
received a letter saying-
our anphcations- had been
refused." said Mr Laue.
The Home Office was

ed to their own country."
« The-Sguth Africans then
submitted an appeal to the

> Home Secretary ‘ Mr
Merlyn Bees, and the Anti-
Apartheid movement in
Britain led a delegation to
.Mr Rees in May 1977.. on
their behalf. . " .
"Mr 4&9: said that the
cases '20{ genuine. South
African ‘ war resisters
would» he 'cqnsidered -, on
their 1 merits. "A law
months laterthe‘nome Ot-
fice sent for their
Wrm,;xere
mmpfid‘if"'lor v 12-month:
presrdefgce‘ 'and they, wore

‘ givenihlanket work perv

' Mr Lane's parents have
‘emigreted from South
‘Afrlce'lo Canada.

“I’ll‘lgo =.back' to South ,
Africa." he ,said‘. “But only
when things have radically
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._ Argus Bureau _

LONDON. — Two South Africans'who entered

Britain in 1976 to evade milim commitments

have been granted residence. -

here. ' ' ' .

'Mr Kevin Laue and Mr Laurence Bartlett, .hnth

29. sought political asylum 'on the am that »‘ ’

they were ‘conscientious ohjectors.’ .
Mt Bartlett. a journalist, and Mr Laue, who

works for International Defence 1nd Aid here,

have had their passports stamped - authentina

12 months’ residence. ‘ , '

Renewing this evew year wuja “formalin:

Mr Laue said this week. Atter-tive year: they will
be able to take British citizenshtp. '

Both men are from Maritzbum. “Mr BertlettVlgv ,

left South Africa after bemgbgalied up for service. 1 ,

on the South West Africa”, rder. Mr Lane I”

called up for a three-tnonth camp in 1976. ‘

,f WW

 
. 1w»

’ Britai
“Wiiii‘fizflir‘ru’twu‘ttw1 MM'. j”;

’ draft do gers n].
LONUUN —- An increasin
number of young Sout
African men who leave to

l avptd being called up on
military service are being
accepted into Britain.

While they are not
granted' political asylum
as such. the Home Office
—- after satisfyin itself on
the merits of eac case -- ,‘

gives a blanket work per-
mit and residence for a
year. This is renewed an-
nually as a matter of for-
mality. V .

' Scores of such young
men are working or study-
;‘ag in the United
' pgdom.

, Todeai with the increasr
in_ numbers, a new
wt ely-based organisation
has been launched here to
.dVlbt‘. newcomer s and

3 consolidate those already
. where, '

, Called the Committee
on .South African Way '
Resistance. this body is '
the result of a merging of
two. groups wh ch
previously had been func-
tioning separately.

.They are the South
African War Resisters
{SAWR) which was set up
in July last year and
another ad-hoc group _

 

n acfipts
   

‘D’D

formed in 1976 by a
number of "war resisters"
who have been working in
co-operation with the
AntI-Apartheid Move-

. ment.

‘SAWR was set up on the
initiative of the South
African Liberation Sup-
port Committee
(Saiscom). The parent
movement dissolved itself
In October last ear. but
SAWR eontinu to func-
tion. primarily to mobilise
South African. war
resisters -— or draft
dodgers —— abroad.

Spokesman for the new
committee is former Natal
University student Kevin ;
Laue. 29. whose efforts to
obtain liticai asylum in

- Englamro—asoneot‘thei
fitst to evade military

1976» i -

At that time. he and
another South African.
Lawrence (Pop) Bartlett.
were refused asylum by
the British Home Office. '

Mr Laue said yesterday ‘
. ,a constant stream of
young men evading
milltary service had been :

ving in Britain since'
his own test case three;
I"

years ago. -— DDC.
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Vice — made headlines ih ‘

 

   
ml am a‘ bitter opponent 013

‘The‘ two men, who were together at Maritzhurfi

Cdlgegeg‘a tied in November 1976' for, pet:

r The men were granted'an interview withthl

Home Office.
..

m ‘ " “hm.sms-mmW
snot want fight-tor something Isdid‘aOt‘belkn ‘-

partn‘eiaaw ' ' » :

A few months later they received‘ 1.10“” ”,

saying their application hadsbeen refused.

The Home Office was not 3 tisfied, that “there8

v was a‘ weibtounded‘ fear 0!; uecuttfldfwthev,

returned to their own country}
They submitted an eppeaiito the Home Secre-

tary, Mr Meriyn Bees, and the Anthpartheid .1
. 'v Movement lied edel‘egetizoy‘tdvur Bee: in my 1971

tater: their passports ‘ were ., ,ontheirtbehau. »
'A' 'few mantis

" 4 mmped'fofl 12-monthstarqmenee 'and they mu
given work pemits. ‘ . ¥ ' ’ ‘

SA military
dedgets in

, UOK; ngmg
K ,

Mercury Correspondent

LONDON —— An increasing nthcr ut’ )‘uuttg heath M

MUCQH men who leave the country to avoid hen“: waited

up for military service are being accepted into Britain. 1

Wiah‘c they are nut giuntcd political asyium as such, the

Home Ui'iice .. after satisiying itself on the merits of l

each case —— gives a blanket work permit and residence

tar ‘jitc year. This is renewed annually as a matter of for-

muitt, .

Scot es of such young men are now working or studying

in the United Kingdom.

haued organisation has been launched here.

which had t‘unucriy functioned separateiy.

draft in South Africa in 1970.

Spahesmaa tor the new committee, which recognises

the [tiricun National Congress, Swapo, and the Patriotic

French) Rhodesia. is former University of Natal student .1

Kevin Laue (29)..who was one of the first to dodge the ’

To deal with the increasing numbers a new widely-

Called the Committee on South African War k

Resistance, it is the result 01‘. a merging 01' two groups a
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LONDON. - An increasing
number at young South African
men who leave the country to
avoid being called up on milié ,,
taryaervice.mheing accepted .2
in to Britain. “

, While they are not granted 7
. political asylum as such. the I
Home Officepeiter satisfying 4:“;
themselves on the merits of 4.
each case. given blanket work '
permit and residence (or one
year. This is renewed annually
as a matter at formality.

.‘Scoresofsuchyoungmenare
now working‘or studying in the
United Kingdom.

» To deal with the increasing
. numhenanewwideiy-based or- -, ‘-‘ .
= sanitation has been launched -~ "

here to advise newcomers and
consolidate those already here. “ N
Called the Committee on

- South African War Resistance
. g (SAWR). this body is the wit

~. of . mergins of two group's
which pneviousy had been time~

; timing separately. .

1, SAW}! wusetupohtheinio
tiettveol theSouth African Lih- ‘,

, eration Support Committee '
(Saiscom). '

The aims of the committee
are: '

, OToprovidehelptnthetogn‘ -‘ 
of advice regarding resistance .

‘ ‘4. hi the UK. m, housing. M
'-q studies.

‘-'~ .1119 involvement of these
2. young men in discussion
1.; groups, seminars and public

, g} meetings on the South African
' T; situation as well as in what is

‘4 termed as “anti-apartheid soli-
'3«; darlty work" in the UK.

15‘ d'rhe committee will also
4; campaign for the implementa- j A

. tion oi the United Nations Gen- -. , .
~' . . -'..-‘-. 5 eratAssemhly resolutionon as- :L

 

   
  
  
  
   

 

  
  
   

 

  
  

  
  
  
  
  
  

  
    
  
  
  

 

     

  
  
  
  

 

     
     
  

 

      

    

 

   

    
  

 

  
    

  

   

  

  

  

      

  

  

  

   

  

  
  
  

    

'7, , ’ - ,. sistpncetofietugees" fromthe .
,1-7 » .. 549%?“ '1 SA Defence Force. ‘

".55 f ' . _. O The production of publica-
‘ - time. including a regular bulle—

IH. sf’Wrfl“ tin for SA “war resisters"
'~ 1 “ ‘ abroad.

‘." V '- ‘ o Liaison with other organi-
'. 5 zations and groups in the UK

‘1‘ 1 and abroad. such as trade un-
, 1' _ , H "sions. students organizations and

;‘~" :1 ,z " 1‘1} anti-apartheid movements.
.354“... A spoktwman tor the new

' " )‘i committee is a former Univer-
'“": sity of Natal student. Kevin

Lane. 29, whose efforts to ob-
LZ-tain political asylum in Britain,
95-: one loe nut to evade
“ military service made headline
‘news in 1978.

:1 At that time he and another
. ,;,‘"- " iSouth African. Lawrence Burt-

;i- ‘iett. werereiusod usylumhy the
54 :‘.‘.* "‘“British Home Office.

~ ' i In‘May 1977. adeputation in-
“1cluding Mr Bob Hughes. Labour
.‘;,MP. and Mr Abdul Minty. of

' the Anti-a rtheid Movement

  

    
   

   

 

 

   

  

  

 
  
  



Home Otticepotter satisfying '
themselves on the merits of , A ‘
each case. give. a blanket work " ’ '
permit and mtdence for one '
year. This is renewed annually
es a matter 0! formality.
' $mesotsuch youngmenare '
now worktng‘or studying in the ~ .United Kingdom.

' To deal with the increasing 7
mmbersanewwidely-based or- t
ganization has been launched '. ,

'2 hereto advise newcomers and ‘
~ . consolidate those already here.

Called the Committee on
‘ Smth African War Resistance
2; (SAWR). this body is the result V
‘- of I merging of two group's ,

‘ which-previousyhadbeentm ,
fioninc lemmely. ‘ ‘.’ ,1,“ _

j SAW}! was set up oh the ini- - :Zfay.,w, tiottveot theSouth Alflcan Lib- .m%' eratlon Support Committee‘ 3"; " :‘i,(Salscom).

O The involvement of these 8'53. ’51 young men in discussion 3'3“”
3 groups, seminars and public 31.31»,

- .3 meetings on the South African
:3 situation as well as in what in

; termed as “anti-apartheid soli-
£- darlty WM" in the UK.

‘,; d'l'he committee will also
1.; campaign for the implementa-

‘ "1 tion of the United Nations Gen-.‘ , ~ g 3’ eratAuembly resolutionon aa- ,
" ‘ “ ; sistpnceto“retugees"trom the ,J;- wg. 3#'~‘§‘“' SA Defence Force. '

1- .‘ ' ' ‘ , O The production of publica-
. ., ' ’ lions. including a regular bulle-
-'?4:“:*.*:m‘v‘<' tin tor SA "war resisters"

‘I v ”x” / abroad.
. ~.v '} O Liaison with other organi-

i‘ lutions and groups in the UK
‘ f and abroad. such as trade un- 4' z.‘ a; ,

ions, students organizations and fit"? ‘ x ' ‘
‘2.) '.">r.“ N} antj-apartheid movements.

»- g A spokesman for the new
k.‘ 3 committee is a former Univer-

"‘1 sity of Natal student, Kevin
flytLaue. 29, whose efforts to ob-
i; tain political asylum in Britain,
'33“ one ol'the flat to evade

94‘ military service. made headline
news in 1976.

“ At that time he and another
\South African. Lawrence Burl-

' ;: zlotL Wereretust-dusylumbythe
British Home omce.

‘ ' 5 '. ' ‘s ln‘M‘ay 1977. a deputation in-
_,, ”eluding Mr Bob Hughes. Labour ~

"1w. MMP. and Ir Abdul Minty. of
the Anti-apartheid Movement.

.. "gsaw Home Secretary. Mr Mor- fl" ‘ ‘
‘ .len Rees. who granted the two‘

- .' South Mr’ ' residence in the : 


