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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 0pposit10n to serving in the military
forces increased. Bvery year over three thcusand young white

South Africans, who are expected to take up arms in defence of
apartheid, resist call-ups to military training or active

service in Namibia, Zimbabwe or in South Africa itself. These

war resisters, or conscientious objectors,.may be classified

into three categories. Py

a) Those who avoid service for personal reasons te.s. farmers whn
don't want to leave their farms) -
b) Universal objectors~ those who are opposed to all formg of . e n
military service for pacifist or religious reasons,

¢) Selective objectors- those who for religious and politlcal reagons
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 universal
non-milltarists(those who refuse %0 serve in any role in the military)
are usuMaelly sentenced to a 36 month period in detention barracks
after which they are exempt from further conscription., All other
objectors are liable to g maximum sentence of 2 years after which

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

Ihe Church aﬁg 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 en 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
altermative 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 fo it- is examined in-the booklet

The SA Church and theTM1;itarx, available from COSAVR. )

There was immediate reaction from Gevernment ecircles to tho Hammans-
kraal resolution, In addition, the resolution was criticised by the
conservative Dutch Reformed (N.G.) Church, whlch hod not been party
to the conference. The net result was the passing of the Defence
Further Amendment Aet later that year., Section 12(ec) 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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'te advise, cncourage, 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 mnder the Act.'

The effeet was to render any further discussion mn the subject
liable to prosecution. In July 1977, the Justice and Reconciliation
Division of the SA Council »f Churches compiled a list of 'ten
transgressions of freedem by the SA Government'. Number 6 read

as follews: 'The ruling of the Defence Further Amendment Act which
prevonts a Christian from offering full pastoral eare in regard to
matters ef involvement in the Defence Force, especially with refer-
ence to conscientious objection.' - bod

However, the churches would not remain silent on military issues,
and there was an on-going conflict 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 uniforms or not, | |

The invasion of Angola, the Sbﬁetp ﬁpfisings and the militarisation
of South Africa directed attention to the issue of conscicntious

objection again, as more and more young South Afrieans were refusing
X~ to serve in the apartheid military. In 1377 the Southern African
Catholic Bishops Conference made a statement on the issue, in which
1% upheld the conscitntious objectors right t» follow his own cors-
cience and urged the state to_make provieion for alternative forms of
non-military unational service. This statement was endorese by other
church groups and in a resolution suppnrtine it, the Cape Town Dio-
cesian Synod of the Anglican Church stated that 1t upheld the right
of pecple 'who in conscicnce believe that is an sct of disobedience
to God to be part of the military structures of this country,
because they are conWinced that by doing so they wouldbeﬁgeglnding
what i% morally in fensible', to be consclentious objectorsﬂ@&rged
the state to make provision for alternative forms of non-military
serviceié‘)and 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.' v

¥ 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 detained-

vamong them Brian Brawn and Beyers Naude. | |

But the issue of conscientious objéCtion-is still a lively one in

¥ ecumenical circlesg. In October -~ 1979 the Baptist Union Assembly
requested that a non-military alternative to national service be

provided for sbjectors, while in Septgmber'the[E;gﬁpxiggigg_ghurgh)
wecame out i support of sclective conscients bjection in the

apartheid situation. Following the imprisonment for 18 months in

December 1979 of Peter Mell, a young Baptist'war'resiSter, a state-

ment was released by'religibus'leaders, including the Archbishops
of Cape Town, Durban, Pretoria, the Bishop-and-Suffragen Bishop
of Natal and the Secretary General of the SA Council of Churches.

N r

The statement pointed out that Peter Moll 'is a conscientious
objector in the present situation of South Africa becausc he is
convinced 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 injust¢ices. In these circum=-
stances he cannot see what he is expeeted to fight for and to die
for.' The statement went on to call on the Government 'to regularise
the pbsition of conscitntious objectors through the provision of non-
military forms of national service and in the meantime to exercise
in regard to Peter Moll and all other conscientious objectors the
humenity and clemency that should be characteristic of a Christian
society!'. |

The white student organisatidns and the militarx

After the SA Council of Churches' Hammanskraal resolution of Lugukt
1974, the National Union of SA Students (NUSAS), which represents

most of the nglish=language campusses, issued a statement associating
1tself with the SACC resolution, and calling on students to challenge
thelr consciences on 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 ecall-ups, and it is well-kncsn -that many people become

students in order to get temporary deferment from m Ly _service..

After the Angolan invasion hundreds of young conscriptees, many of
3 them students or ex-students, fled the country rather than fight for

, the apartheid armed forces or face imprisonment for resisting. Largely
E)QSJ as a response to this, the NUSAS annual Congress. in December 1978
: resolved to establish a committee to 'investigate the influence of
1{\}3@'& service in the SA Defence Torce on-
i. those facing such service
11l. those undergoing such service
iii. those who have completed such services

to investigate the influence of Youth Pre ar "ssthggramm§§i and

to explore officiall\alternatives %o service)in the SADF in the fields
of education, medical and communiiy services and to press the Gnverm-

ment for the implementation thereos,!

-~

The congress resolved further to call on the state to _
'11ift restrictions imposed on the individusel's right to debate consc-
ientious objection; and recognise thec right of the individual to decide

for 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 Prepariness Programmes and Alternaiive.
Natlonal Service (MILCOM), was formed, Its zctivities have included

a focus weck at universities with debateg on consclentious objection
and alternatives to military service, the submission of a petition
urging the Government to introduce alternative forms of military
service for conscientious objeéctors and the publicarion of pamphlets

on the issue. In its first pamphlet, MILCOK issued a statement calling
on the Government to take note of the plight of conscientious objectors
and torprovide forms of national service other than military or para-
military service as an alternative to service in the SADF.

During 197911---1;/
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| 3(‘{ During 1979 the student press at the NUSAS campusses took a strong
\(15 1 stand on the issue of military service, with the result that many
“ngﬁjs editicns of the various papera have been banned and two 'Varsity' and
r& 'National Student', have been banned for all further issues. The
» newspapers focussed Qn different aspects of militarisation and milit=- _
ary service, 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 'Some peo are not dying for change', 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 Fnglish-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 1is 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 Namibia
by the SADF where soldiers have heen used in key civil service pos- .
itions as part of the military's 'Hearls and Minds! strategy. No

doubt many objectors, though, would not be prepared to participate

in this srt of scheme as it can still be seen as furthering the
interests of the apartheid military,

Hare of the University of Cape Town, is more developed. Professor
Hare met early in 1979 with an official of the SADF to canvas the
idea of thesec cciiemes, such as an ambulance service corps to serve
both military and civilians in the bE;EEEEE;EEET“TE_EE-acceptable,

the length of service in the special corps would be longer than

military service and the duties at least as hazardous as in non-
cimbatant military positions,

The SADF dissociated itself from the idea, but nevertheless the

Corpe was set up, initiated by the Quaker and aitarian Ct nes, and
1t was reported in the SA press that the Cape Town branch of the
COrps provided an ambulance service, trained members as hospital
attendants and sought to provide a health ang education service,

The idea was to gct the corps operating in WawiVbie, hyt the SADF
proved uncooperative.

The student preég:mNUSKET“Ehe churches and the alternative service :

committees have all played a major role in putting the issue of
apartheid militarism and the questlon of military service on a public
platform, They have generated widespread mnral_and_nﬂliiiggl_dis-
cussion in South Africa on conscription and conscientious objection

in defiance of repressive defence legislation., But as the armed forces
are at the heart of the Botha regime's strategy to maintain its

racist rule, it seems unlikely that the state will be preparecd te
negotiate any widespread organised resistance to military service.

COSAWR, Jonuary 1980,
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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 involyement 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 tne 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 militarisation

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 rorbes, Barry Gilder, Kevin Laue, Alan LeaS-aﬁd 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 Cilder and
otrachan have left the UK,

I) Assistance and advice to WR in UK

There are now around IO0 known WR, including'severél deserters, in Britain,

" 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 them processes applications to remain to the Home Office.




(2)

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 wdrk'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 |

asslst both in their appeals by means of supportive documentation regarding

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

2)

3)

has assisted the UKIAS in trying to prevent the deportation of a WR in detention
in Gloucester. It is not yet clear what effect the Tories will have in the area
of SA'WR);_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.

Involving WR in (a) discussion groups, seminars and public meetings (b) in
solidarity work, '

(a) A reasonably successful public meeting was held in January. This was a
launching event where AAM and COSAWR spoke, and a film was showm. About 40
people attende&, 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 57' personal invitation., Two have taken place so

far, w1th 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
slowe 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 specific campaigns which have a
military angle (eg. Barclays) might be more successful in attracting WR to

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

The raising of the issue of militarisation and WR, and campaig g for the

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

(3)

Niewr
Anti-Apartheid News and,Africanmagazine (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 1nterview with a member of the Committee was done by the UN offige for
broadcasting into SA., For tactical reasons a low profile has been kept with
the British media regarding WRs in the UK, No plans fbr 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 I1DA¥, This

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

Production of publications, bulletins, information booklets.
The fact paper mentioned above will carry an 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 gsent to all known WR in the UK and abroad, to other interested
persons in the UK and abroad, and all major solidarity organisations and
llberatlon movement centres in the UK and abroad. A print=run of IO0Q copies

has now been fixed to cater for the above.

300 copies of an introductory booklet for WR in London has been produced 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 Commitiee.

6) Liason with other organisations and groups in (a) the UK and (b abroad.

(a) In UK: liason with the AAM and ANC is well-established, In addition contact
has been established with both SWAPO and the Namibia Support Committee. Other




(4)

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 Movement International Reconciliation
event (Brussels, March). As mentioned abowe » RESISTER is sent to all the major

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

mailing,

Direct contact has been made with a group of WR 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 Mergan when he has been in London.,
. GENERAL RP

I) 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/
part-time workers, an administrative office, regular publications and so on.,
Barry Gilder was mandated to deal with this area, and approached IUEF, IDAF
and the WCC for.£5000 each, based on a draft expenditure account., He formally
visited IUEF and the WCC in Geneva, and IDAF in London.

- JUEF: It made an emergency advance of £700 initially, and indicated that a further
£4300 would be given. However, this would take until September to be apprbved
bj the IUEF administration. A recent request for a further advance was met
by a promise of £I1000.

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

matter to Carion 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, |

WCC: A sympathetic hearing was given, and it was indicated that they wished fltst
to consult with the BCC as to its attitude towards COSAWR, A member of the
committee had discussions with Jim Wilkie of the BCC, and it seemed he would

speak positivelx'of COSAWR to his colleagues. However, a recent formal letter
to the WCC from COSAWR 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 off’ic*nd part-time administrative worker,
full-time researcher, and research facilities, all of 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 ddes not look as though

the WCC and IDAF 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, :

2).PublicationsZraisigg 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:
a) its response to the two issues of RESISTER (content, distribution).

b) its response to the information booklet,

¢c) ideas for other publications by COSAWR.

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

3) Campaiggigg[studx 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.

4) 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 WR 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 1is:




(6)

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

POST

STATIONARY

TRAVEL

SUNDRIES

APPROXIMATE EXPENDITURE JAN-JUNE ° [9

£ 165,00
£ 1I55.00
£ 75.00
£ 48,00
£ 12,00

£ 20,00

£ 475.00




LONDON Two  South
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Africans who came to

* Britain in 1976 to evade

their military  commit»
ments have been granted
permanent residence and

work permits here. .

Kevin Laue and Lauren-- :
ce Bartlett, both 29, sought -
solitical asylum on the

grounds that they were

- %oonscientious  objectors”

to having to ﬁght for the
South African defence.

' Mr Bartlett, a journalist,

and Mr Laue, now working -

for International Defence

and Aid in London, have

~not been granted British
citizenship but have had

their passperts stamped,
authorising 12 months'
residence. . =

Renewing this . ewry'
year was a “formality,” Mr

- Laue said this week. After
- five years they cau}.d claxm e

British citizenship,

- Both 'men are from,
" Pietermaritzburg,  Mr

Bartlett left South Aﬂ’lca

after being called' up for

service on the South West

_Africa border.” Mr ~faue,

whose regiment ' is the
Natal Field Artillery, was
called up- for a three-
month camp in 1976.

issue,” Mr Laue said. “I

did not want to fight for

something I . did . not
believe in. In fact, I

believe the other side is

Tigertedeadn a bitter op-

ponent of apartheld.“

R o s L me————

'recelmd a letter saying

a very simple-

" The’ two men, who were
-at school together at

Maritzburg College, ap-
plied through Mr Frank
Hooley MP, in November |
1976 for political asylum.
Mr Hooley wrote to the

- Home Office and the men
- were granted an interview

with Home Office officials

the following month.
“Few months later ve

ur applications had been
refused » said Mr Laue.
The Home Office was
‘nmot satisfied that “there
~was a wellsfounded fear of
“persecution if they return-
ed to their own country.”
The South Africans then

submitted an appeal o the

"Home  Secretary

- Merlyn Rees, and the Anti-
_Apartheid movement in
Britam led a delegation to
Mr Rees in May 1977 on

. their behalf.

"Mr Reaa said that the

~ cases " of genuine South
‘African  war  resisters
-~ would be considered ‘' on
“their  merits. A, few
‘months later the Home Of-

fice sent for their |
which ° were

Tm
s‘lfampﬂl for lz-mﬂntbs

remdmca and they were
given blanket work pers

‘mrts said Mr Laue.

Mr Laue'’s’ parants have -

~emigrated  from South
“Africa to Canada. B
““Pll go back to South J}

Afnca.“ he said. “But only
when things have radically
changed or are in the DI'C

3 eass of changing

mm s
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I ONDON. — Two South Africans who entered

Britain in 1976 to evade military commitments
have been granted residemnce .2 ____'work'p;__erlmiu_ St

here. - | e ,
" ‘Mr Kevin Laue and Mr Laurence Bartlett, hnt.l: N

29, sought political asylum on the grounds tha
they were ‘conscientious objectors.’ . w2
Mr Bartlett, a journalist, and Mr Laue, whao
works for International Defence
have had their passports stamped ._
12 months’ residence. M e ity SRR LR

Renewing this every year was a. formality,” -
Mr Laue said this week. After five years they. _qﬂl‘
be able to take British citizenship.

provERea—r.

Both men are from Maritzbung, "Mr Bartlett |

lied up for service -

left South Africa after beingb:a
on the South West Africa
called up for a three-month camp in 1976.
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LONIDON — An increasin
number of young Sout
African men who leave to
avoid being called up on
military service are being
accepted into Britain.

While they are not

granted ' political asylum

as such, the Home Office

— after satisfying itself on
| the merits of eac
% gives a blanket work per-

mit and residence for a
year. This is renewed an-
 nually as a matter of for-
- B mality. . e

men are working or study-

om.

. 'Todeal with the increas-
ing numbers, a new
1 widely-based organisation
@l has been launched here to
advisc newcomeis and
| consolidate those already
- ‘herer |

Called the Committee

| on South African War
Resistance, this ‘-body 1is

.| the result of a mergin% of

#| two groups which

.| previously had been func-
tioning separately.

They are the South
.| African War Resisters
4 (SAWR) which was set up
in July last year and

Britain accépt

LR g ¢ o T3 . 3 i B TV e L

in 1976 by a |

case —

- Scores of such ybuhg |
i‘gg in the United
'_ng

| another ad-hoc group

rder. Mr La

b i

5
wD
[

formed
number of “war resisters”
who have been working in
co-operation with the
Anti-Apartheid Move-

~ ment.

‘SAWR was set up on the

jnitiative of the South
African Liberation Sup-
port Committee
(Salscom). The parent
movement dissolved itself
in October last year, but
SAWR continued 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 (rolitncal asylum in
-England — as one of the |
fi.st to evade military ser-
vice — made headlines in |

1976 -- 5%

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

Mr Laue said yesterday '
- a constunt stream of

young men evading
miljtary service had been |
arriving in Britain since |
his own test case three
years ago. — DDC., -’
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" not want to fight for something I did not believe -

./ The two men, who were

" 'The men were
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I very simple issue,\ Me Laue-said. "l

. 4n. I am a bitter opponent of apartheid® =~ -
1 W together at Marltz_burs

poli

i
il

Cdl}ege,.-.; _applied in November 1976 for

¥ The granted 'an interview with the

Hm Office. F5 - Bk SRk b ek g
A few months later they received a letter ,

iy

_ " saying their applications had -been refused. - .
‘and Aid here, &
181! .. was a well-founded fear of.

“The Home Office was not satisfied that "there

e -, rsecution - if ‘they
They submitted an appeal to the Home Secre-

tary, Mr Merlyn Rees, and the Anti-apartheid

:+ Movement led a delegation to Mr Rees in May 1977

on their behalf. . . | % S il
. A few months later their passports were . .
- stamped for 12-months’ residence and they were

- given work permits, - - Gk
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- S.A. military

dodgers in -

' ; U.K. oTOWING
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Mercury Correspondent

LONDON — An iacreasing nuimnber of youilg Soulh
African men who leave the country to aveid being calied
up for military service are being accepted into Britain.
wiile they are not granted political asyluin as such, the
Home Oifice — after satisfying iiself on the meriis of |
each case — gives a blanket work perrit and residence
for one year. This is renewed anoually as a matter ol for-
mality,

Scores of such young men are now working or studying
in the United Kingdom. |

To deal with the increasing numbers a new widely-
based organisation has been launched here.

Called the Commitiee on South African War |
Resistance, it is the result of a merging of two groups ;
which had formerly functioned separaiely. “

Spokesmaan for the new comimitiee, which recognises !
the African National Congress, Swapo, and the Patriotic
Frout in Rhodesia, is former University of Natal student
Kevin Laue (29),.who was one of the first to dodge the ':
draft in South Africa in 1970, 43
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LONDON — An increasing !
number of young South African
men who leave the country to by 4
avoid being called up on mili- ** o 2
tary service, are being accepted b . .
in to Britain. Wik

While they are not granted | «.+*
political asylum as such, the |5 -
Home Office, after satisfying >
themselves on the merits of !
each case, give a blanket work |
permit and residence for one
year. This is renewed annually
as a matter of formality.

- Scores of such young men are
now working or studying in the
United Kingdom.

To deal with the increasing
numbers a new widely-based or-
ganization has been launched
here to advise newcomers and
consolidate those already here.

Called the Committee on
South African War Resistance
(SAWR), this body is the result
of a merging of two groups
which previousy had been func-
uomng separately.

SAWR was set uponthelm-
tiative of the South African Lib-

eration Support Committee
(Salscom).

The aims of the committee
are: | -

® To provide help in the fogm
of advice regarding resistance

*¥ 3 in the UK, jobs, housing, and
+ Studies.

® The involvement of these

groups, seminars and public

g ,,--}fu .. meetings on the South African
e i t;' e
Rt 4 situation as well as in what is

", TR '_1_3 v termed as ‘‘anti-apartheid soli-
* 1 i  darity work™ in the UK.

%R ¢ The committee will also
S0 . = campaign for the implementa-
o i :."-', o ~ tion of the United Nations Gen-

5 -';u-'-;_ _3-" eral. Assembly resolution on as-

© e w7 sistance to “‘refugees” from the
'1._ .e‘s' opa | SA Defence Force.

;f“ 5 " . @ The production of publica-
:,' . .. tions, including a regular bulle-
gty ......"*4-.-.-  tin for SA ‘‘war resisters”’
S (F i P ' abroad.

L] _ -
] { F 1 .
"N =

o tad @ Liaison with other organi- § .
ac “ ! zations and groups in the UK | '?';f"j. |
L T SV A 4 and abroad, such as trade un-
AT LT e ¥ . ions, students organizations and
&' .. orY 2% anti-apartheid movements.
*‘;._h,; A spokesman for the new
-t k | committee is a former Univer-
0 *-”-' “’i sity of Natal student, Kevin
SR ._:_‘"' .“+i'Laue, 29, whose efforts to ob-
SRETAD (T g .,. tain polmcal asylum in Britain,
e --"?y--_;'; “'as one of ‘the first to evade | . *-
Ry 8L L w#‘mﬂltaryservace.nmdeheadlm
news in 1976.
1 At that time he and another
"HSauth African. Lawrence Bart-
Jdett, were refused asylum by the
- British Home Office.
.. In'May 1977, a deputation in-
v 'i*icludmg Mr Bob Hughes, Labour

J -
¥, +

o g -MMP and Mr Abdul Minty, of [
R the Anti-apartheid Movement, "7 '
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Home Office, ' after satisfying b -+ " v

‘ themselves on the merits of f.
each case, give a blanket work '« v
| Permit and residence for one

year. This is renewed annually
as a matter of formality.

- Scores of such young men are
now working or studying in the
United Kingdom.

To deal with the increasing
numbers a new widely-based or-
ganization has been launched
here to advise newcomers and
consolidate those already here.

Called the Committee on
South African War Resistance
(SAWR), this body is the result
of a merging of two groups
which previousy had been func-
lioning separately. -

SAWR was set up on the ini-
tiative of the South African Lib-

eration Support Committee
(Salscom).

- The alms of the committee
Bt 4 afe: ey
4
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f‘-f*if*-'?"’*:f";z ® The involvement of these

ﬁ,‘,ij_:f,j“.'-1.*-’1':';; ; young men in discussion

S Eae 1 -_,; groups, seminars and public

wal el o4 Situation as well as in what is
Doages % lermed as “‘anti-apartheid soli-
PR Y s darity work’’ in the UK.
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"I 7% U tion of the United Nations Gen-
2% e 77 eral Assembly resolution on as- |

L

: S0 ee %7 sistance to “refugees” from the

g0 e SN0 SA Defence Force.

S04 00 @ The production of publica-

. 4. " tioms, including a regular bulle-
UM tin for SA “‘war resisters”’
e, / abroad.

RS 'j ® Liaison with other organi-
ke . ! zations and groups in the UK

.+ . Y and abroad, such as trade un-
. ¢ . . lons, students organizations and

“ a0t W% anti-apartheid movements.
e mi 00 A spokesman for the new
=% % | committee is a former Univer-

<M sity of Natal student, Kevin

wio L Laue, 29, whose efforts to ob-

» tain political asylum in Britain,
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Tr s *,: ..*‘?:“ one of ‘the first to evade |
" Ny e 1 military service, made headline |
. ot 'news in 1976. '

" f La

= 1 At that time he and another
..~ »South African. Lawrence Bart-
Leade et were refused asylum by the
.51 British Home Office.
\ "5 - In'May 1977, a deputation in-
¥ i “‘cluding Mr Bob Hughes. Labour
L IMP. and Mr Abdul Minty, of
...+ the Anti-apartheid Movement,
TGP PR B Ly . - . ;. 'ysaw Home Secretary, Mr Mer- [4/ i

= - 3 ;_‘ - 3 W - L]
; . ¢ % South Afric; d th
i A i - s e r residence in the
e a - At e | . .
Ii ¥ ™ i r r
& 9 "’1 #‘h" *
e . o T TR TR L l
h RO W 1
# . . a0 T o ¢
] ' .‘ L} - ‘ - _: J -!- 2 r‘ .
- ; i T e T = '3"
1 s : i & AL S i
5 A 1 ] L b ® N L
; I‘I L -T' ' e S u #l# '-.I-- 3 o T
LA e - .}' et
v s - ‘.9
i} : L '-. L . . _"'. .
3 -'1# y i "*. :r:_ A i "
S AR T - :
& ’ a . b L | |"‘
] . B !-I‘ - j &
£ -y ¥ § of ek = :-.-" -l_'
F Wi ®rw ) Sy : od
- il b .*‘-ll.I - -
¥ .-'il'r "_-ui |_I""' d I.. .-h- 5 ‘
i gl LR " P
¥ e My .:'-1"&1__- i LY BT
: % I 1 tn-‘. . ';fl y-!"l{{.‘-f ! : ;
o : L { P 1" s #
B '.* J- m b = il i J ". : kL -
5] ; - LN i ‘HI -I" .|rlr;il"fl
BT ey e ool ) \
v oy by Adi L T g - '
o > .:"- b %‘ ‘;1-". lill: "t ; .
Yoo = WP L TERRT I 't?ﬂ"-!_*.‘ =4 ; ' : : 2
.'; .:: R Jl.{. o +F I\-'...- : £ I . . . ! .‘i .
LiE ) o' 4 - _ . ‘Y \ . . A ‘
Y o alil ’ . ; F pt:
& b - = il ™ ' ; . &
% 4 W TN & LA B ’ : % 1
L L ¥ YR
T s gl M RS |
g 7ot 0 e s A ‘ ! e
LT 0BT A [P p ’ %
! ® '*"_‘:- i 1:5.. : - R ’ . :
| ."* i REY o .
=] & . .‘1 -l':. 4 $ - - .
1 - . _ .‘ “ ’ C L
’. 4 , !“ &, f ]
L o i ] i |,- F Ll W
e ] : s al i:
r. &4 "_!I'lr » & g L L
.. " “ i




