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EDITORIAL
HEROES, NOT CRIMINALS

The end of 1988 saw the end of the 'Bethal’
trial, where the ANC underground and
Umkhonto We Sizwe were in the dock.
Judgment in this trial was given in
December 1988, after 16 months in court,
and sentence was passed in January 1989.
Ebrahim Ismail Ebrahim and Acton Mandla
Maseko were found quilty of treason;
Maseko was sentenced to 23 years and
Ebrahim to 20. Simon Dladla was found guil-
ty of terrorism, and sentenced to 12 years.

There had been four land mine explo-
sions in the farming areas of Breyten and
Volksrust in late April 1986, and an arms
cache had been found in Roodepoort. Ac-
cording to evidence later led in court,
Maseko and Dladla had crossed from
Swaziland earlier in the month and planted
the mines, and had then gone on to Johan-
nesburg where they had recruited two
other men. On June 22nd, all four were
stopped at a police road block in Edenvale.
Maseko was found to be armed, and they
were arrested.

Ebrahim Ismail Ebrahim was not cap-
tured in South Africa. In December 1986,
he was kidnapped at gunpoint from the
house in Swaziland where he lived in ex-
ile. His kidnappers tied his hands (they had
the rope ready), searched the house, and
then drove Ebrahim, in his own car, gagg-
ed and blindfolded, to a border post,
where he was handed over to two other
captors. These placed him in handcuffs and
leg-irons and drove him to Pretoria in a con-
voy of two cars that kept in radio contact
all the way, delivered him to security police

headquarters (a sign over the door said,
"Police Museum”) and left. The police later

made the unlikely claim that these men
were not policemen, merely public-
spirited citizens, whose names and ad-
dresses they had not happened to record.

Ebrahim, Maseko and Dladla were

brought to court on August 3rd 1987.
Maseko and Dladla were charged with lay-
ing the land mines, and Ebrahim with mak-
ing the plans and giving the orders.

Ebrahim refused to acknowledge the
right of the court to try him. He carried an
Indian passport and had been taken by
force from Swaziland. There was some
argument over whether he should be re-
turned to Swaziland, but this was overrul-
ed and the trial proceeded.

There were other arguments in this case,
and strange developments. One argument,
a familiar one in South African political
trials, was over whether confessions taken
in the duress of detention and torture are
admissible as evidence. There was a need
for reliable evidence on the policy and
structures of the ANC, and this led to argu-
ment over defence witnesses. The defence
wished to call the two who had been ar-
rested with Maseko and Dladla, but they
were being held under Section 32, and the
judge ruled that if they were to be question-
ed by a magistrate it would constitute ac-
cess, which the law forbids. Three possi-
ble witnesses for the defence had been
murdered — Paul Dikeledi, murdered in
Swaziland, was one ofthem —and one was
claimed as a witness by the state as well,
and the state claimed the ANC had killed
him. The truth about all this never came out
in court.

If the purpose of a trial is to get to the
truth, the state did little to further the cause
of this one. Truth would have remained
shrouded in secrecy altogether had it not
been for the dedication and determination
of the legal team for the defence, for South
Africa produces some brave and honest
lawyers. They did not succeed in unveil-
ing all the mysteries, but they managed to
illuminate some matters.

The urgent need for light in the darkness



led to an unusual development, when the
defence applied for evidence on the policy
and structures of the ANC to be taken from
the ANC itself. The application was suc-
cessful, the trial was adjourned, and the
legal teams travelled to London, where
Jacob Zuma and Ronnie Kasrils of the Na-
tional Executive Committee gave evidence
under commission. When these proceed-
ings were reported in the South African
press, it was the first time the voice of the
NEC of the ANC had been publicly and
legally heard in the country since the ANC
was banned.

The state had called four witnesses,
known to the press (the anonymity was to
protect them) as X1, X2, X3 and X4. The
defence said it found many fabrications in
their evidence, and Ebrahim said later that
evidence had been given against him by
people he had never seen before. The
claims the state was making about Ebrahim
rested mainly on the testimony of Xl1. It
became known that he had also used the
name, '‘September,’ and shortly before the
trial the Ministry of Law and Order had
paraded him, under the name of 'Glory,’ at
a press briefing in Cape Town.

The defence denied that Ebrahim had
had a military functionin the ANC. X1 said
Ebrahim had been head of the military
structure in Swaziland. He described a
meeting with Ronnie Kasrils and Ebrahim
in December 1984, where, he said, Ebrahim
had given military orders. In London, Ron-
nie Kasrils produced his passport to prove
he had beenin London in December 1984,
and that the story was therefore untrue.
Jacob Zuma testified Ebrahim was not in-
volved in military work in Swaziland, and
said it was unthinkable he could have given
a military command.

In the end, the court believed the wit-
nesses, and found Ebrahim to have been
‘probably’ a member of the Swaziland
Revolutionary Political-Military Council of
the ANC, so Ebrahim was sentenced on
what the judge saw asa probability. Before
he was sentenced, Ebrahim said in court:

"I wonder in the future whether freedom
fighters should bother to even stand trial
... the testimony of secret witnesses of
despicable character, who would sell their
own souls for a sixpence, was preferred

over the testimony of respected leaders of
our people”

All three of the accused in the trial are
mature men. Acton Mandla Maseko and
Simon Dladla are highly trained and ex-
perienced soldiers, with years of dedi-
cated service behind them.

Ebrahim Ismail Ebrahim came into the
freedom struggle while hardly more than
a child. He joined the Natal Indian Con-
gress during the Defiance Campaign of
1952; represented his branch at the Con-
gress of the People in Kliptown in 1955 and
at the Potato Boycott Conference in Johan-
nesburg in 1959; was active in political cam-
paigns till the early sixties. He joined
Umkhonto We Sizwe when it was formed,
(though one friend and comrade from that
time has since commented that while he is
'dynamite’ as a politician, he wasn't cut out
to be a military commander). He spent the
years from 1964 to 1979 in gaol on Robben
Island. After his release, he continued with
political work, first in Durban and then in
exile.

He told the court:

"Finding us guilty is merely a statement
that the state considers the struggle for
democracy, equality, justice, peace and a
non-racial society to be ... reprehensible
and requiring suppression by judicial and
other means."

One issue raised by the trial was that of the
sovereignty of states bordering on South
Africa. This is not the only time the South
African security police have put them-
selvesabove the law and snatched prison-
ers illegally from neighbouring countries;
not the only time the agents of the regime
have behaved like bandits, violating the
frontiers of smaller neighbours, 'destabil-
ising’ those without the military strength to
resist. The Pretoria regime is not restrain-
ed by any considerations: of morality, or
even of international law.

Anotherissue wasthe policy of the ANC
on ‘violence,’ which was explained again,
this time by Zuma and Kasrils. It needs to
be said again that men like Ebrahim,
Maseko and Dladla are heroes, not
criminals, and that the violence in South
Africa has not been created by fighters for
freedom, but by the regime itself.



OUR REVOLUTION
IS NOT YET WON,

OUR TYRANT STILL OCCUPIES
THE THRONE

By Mendi Msimang
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Comrade Mendi Msimang, ANC Chief Representative in the United
Kingdom and Ireland, delivered this address to the National Summit of
the Historic Black Churches in Washington DC on January 10th 1989. p
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African Americans — greetings from the
African National Congress! We are truly
honoured to be asked to be with you today.
Long ago, your ancestors and mine came
from the soil of the same continent. And
now, here we are, you and I. You are
citizens of a great country, with the wars of
independence and the emancipation of
slavery and the mighty struggle for civil
rights behind you. No doubt, you still have
a few problems left!

At this historic conference, when you
recall the epics of your past, and in this
month, when you recall the 60th anniver-
sary of Dr Martin Luther King, we count it
a great privilege that you should invite us
to discuss with you the struggle in Southerm
Africa. Our revolution is not yet won, our
tyrant still occupies the throne, our people
have no rights at all.

This is a church conference, and Iama
politician, not a preacher. But I am told that
a good American sermon has an introduc-
tion, three points, and a conclusion.

You have had the introduction. For my
three points I shall speak about:

m The nature of our struggle,

m The violence of our struggle,
m The legitimacy of our struggle,

And in conclusion we must consider your
response.

It has often been noted that the nature ot
our struggle is really a matter of faith. Apart-
heid Pretoria asserts that its policies and
practices are to preserve Christian civilisa-
tion upon the African continent. We be-
lieve such claims are patently false: Chris-
tianity has to be liberated from this corrupt
caricature that masquerades in its name.

Fallacious Theology

23.4 of our population adhere to Jewish,
Muslim, Hindu. Buddhist, Confucian or
traditional religion, or specify no religious
adherence: they show no sign of being
converted to apartheid Christianity.
20.4% belong to African independent
churches; 23% to the main line Protestant
churches which are members of the South

African Council of Churches (SACC); 9.5%
are Catholic; 7.5% belong to smaller Chris-
tian groups (Orthodox, Mormon, Seventh
Day Adventist, Salvation Army); and all of
these specifically reject the claim of the
regime that its policies represent Christian
truth.

15.9% of the population belong to the
Dutch Reformed Churches, but nearly half
of these are members of the Black
‘daughter churches’ which maintain, with
the endorsement of the world Reformed
Church community, that the moral and
theological justification of apartheid is
heretical, a direct negation of Christianity.

Thus, the apartheid policies are ac-
cepted by only 8.3%, belonging to the
White Dutch Reformed Churches.

The ANC totally refutes this imposition of
a fallacious theological authority for the op-
pressive apartheid regime. Religious peo-
ple are not called to protect the White
South African way of life, but to reject it.

When the South African constitution talks
of an almighty God who has blessed and
protected those who have killed and con-
quered to enforce a racist supremacy, itis
promoting an idol which does not exist.
When people thank God that guns have a
longer range than spears, that god is a false
image. The Kairos Document states:

"The god of the South African State is not
merely an idol or false god, it is the devil
disguised as Almighty God — the
anti-Christ.”

In the ANC we recognise that many of us
were born into a situation of religious an-
tagonism and exclusivity, a type of spiritual
apartheid, from which we have been pain-
fully liberating ourselves. South Africa has
left behind the missionary era, when many
equated Christianity with a form of ec-
clesiastical colonialism.

No one denies that devout exponents of
apartheid may display charitable personal
attitudes: tyrants can be charming persons.
It is their practice of injustice that is wrong,
their promotion of oppressive policies
enacted by violence that is evil, and their
claim to do it in the name of God that is
blasphemous.



Pretoria has constantly attacked the ANC
for being ungodly and irreligious, asis seen
in P W Botha’sletter to Archbishop Tutu of
March 16th 1988:

"You are no doubt aware that the express-
ed intention of the planned revolution by
the ANC/SACP alliance is to ultimately
transformn South Africa into an atheistic
marxist state, where freedom of faith and
worship will surely be among the first
casualties.”

This is simply rubbish: ridiculous, fallacious
sloganism. The ANC is a liberation move-
ment(not a political party) which has always
recognised that the liberation struggle
takes place in a religious context, and is
specifically committed to religious
freedom.

When the people formed the African Na-
tional Congress in Bloemfontein in 1912,
South Africa was a predominantly Christian
country and their commitment to a united
quest for a liberated society was fired by
their faith.

From Rev John Dube, the first President,
who opened the ANC in prayer, to SM
Makgatho, Rev Z R Mahabane, Rev W B
Rubusane, ] T Gumede ... right down to
Chief Albert Lutuli, Oliver Tambo, and
Nelson Mandela today, our leadership has
been strengthened by religious conviction.
O R Tambo said in May 1987:

"Our founders were church men and
women. Throughout our 75 years that link
has never been broken."”

Today, the ANC embraces within its
membership a wide variety of believers.
The varying symbols and practices through
which we focus our faith bring to our
culture a wealth of values which enrich us
all, and display a unanimity of theological,
ethical and political priorities which con-
firm and guide our struggle to a liberated
South Africa.

From the beliefs and experiences within
its own ranks, the ANC knows that ad-
herents of all faiths have contributions to
make to the concept of justice and peace,
and the practice of democracy, from which
caring and competent communities are
emerging to comprise our new society.
O R Tambo said:

Ours is a national liberation movement
which contains within it different
philosophical and religious tendencies,
but all of which adhere to a common
resolve to bring about a united, demo-
cratic and non-racial South Africa on the
basis of the Freedom Charter ... As in the
past, we shall resist all attempts to inject
any anti-religious notions into our midst."

The Freedom Charter, devised and ac-
cepted in 1955 after a nation-wide consulta-
tion, is the main focus of ANC policy. It
declares that:

"The law shall guarantee to all their right
to speak, to organise, to meet together, to
publish, to preach, to worship and to
educate their children.

All l]aws which discriminate on grounds
of race, colour or belief, shall be repealed.

Only a democratic state, based on the
will of all the people, can secure to all their
birthright, without distinction of colour,
race, sex or belief."

This commitment to religious pluralism in
the Freedom Charter has two aspects. Itis
a political statement that democracy
preserves religious freedom, and a
theological statement that religious
pluralism is essential for democracy.

When he was awarded the Nobel Prize
in Oslo in 1961, Chief Lutuli said in his
lecture:

"I also, as a Christian and patriot, could not

look on while systematic attempts were
made in almost every department of life to
debase the God-factor in man, or to seta
limit beyond which the human being in his
Black form might not strive to serve his
creator to the best of his ability. To remain
neutral in a situation where the laws of the
land virtually criticised God for having
created men of colour was the sort of thing
1, as a Christian, could not tolerate.”

I quote Shaikh Abdul Hamid Gabier:

"The Freedom Charter, to which the ANC
is committed, provides the surest

guarantee of the preservation of our Din
and culture in a liberated South Africa.”

And I quote from Professor Lourens Du
Plessis, speaking in Dakar in 1987:



"The Freedom Charter still remains the
basis of the ANC programme. It gives me
hope. On the basis of this remarkable ex-
pression of the aspirations of the people
of South Africa ... the ANC perception of
the struggle provides room for me and
other Afrikaners who despise apartheid to
also make a particular contribution.”

The faith which underlies the Freedom
Charter supersedes the false claims of
religious apartheid, and the Charter ends
with a declaration to struggle together un-
til liberation is wrought: for faith grows in
action:

"These freedoms we will fight for side by
side throughout our lives until we have
won our liberty."”

The Maulana Farid Esack said in Cape
Town in August 1984:

"They did not ask us if we were Muslim or
Christian when they declared Constantia
White. They did not ask us if we were Hin-
dus or Muslims when they tear-gassed us;
nor do they enquire about our religion
when they kill our children on the streets.
Side by side apartheid has sought to
dehumanise us, and side by side we shall
work to destroy it and create a new South
Africa.”

Our struggle is a matter of faith; our faith is
confirmed in our struggle.

Religious leaders kneel to pray during a march in Cape Town, February 1988

)

The Violence of Our Struggle

Violence rules Southern Africa. Itisa func-
tion of government by coercion instead of
government by consent, and the system is
bound by it. It cannot establish the apart-
heid policy except by violence. It cannot
counter the liberation struggle and the
Freedom Charter except by violence. It
cannot answer the moral appeal of non-
violent resistance except by violence. It
cannot prevent justice being done except
by violence.

Millions have suffered under racist rule
from structural, social, judicial or military
violence. Infant mortality, preventable
disease, starvation, poverty, deliberate
homelessness, industrial and agricultural
neglect, detention, imprisonment and the
calculated killing of thousands throughout
the subcontinent verges on genocide. The
blood lies warm across Africa today
because apartheid is a killing culture.

The liberation struggle is not an
academic debate in gracious surroun-
dings, but gas and guns and bloody guts,
dogs’ teeth in your children’s legs and
electrodes on their testicles. Apartheid is
violence unto death in the name of Jesus
Christ.

And it goes on. Do not be misled by the
talk of reform: repression is as strong as
ever today. The South African Catholic




Bishops’ meeting with the ANC in Lusaka
recognised that apartheid cannot be
reformed, but must be ended inits entirety.

Talk of releasing Mandela from prison
conceals the hundreds now being consign-
ed to prison. The Sharpeville Six were sav-
ed from the gallows because of the threat
of sanctions, but the judgment in the
Delmas trial makes any quest for peaceful
political change into treason. "If these four
men have committed treason,” says Arch-
bishop Tutu, "then I have committed
treason as well.” Pik Botha shook hands
with Chester Crocker in Brazzaville on the
day his colleagues were banning four more
organisations at home. The brutality never
stops.

Those who denounce the ANC for
'practising violence' or being ‘a terrorist
organisation’ forget that for nearly 80 years
our struggle has used non-violent direct ac-
tion against the apartheid regime. It did not
stop when the Passive Resistance Cam-
paigns were crunched after the Sharpeville
massacre in 1960, but continues today ata
higher level than ever. Boycotts of schools,
shops and buses abound. Last month the
regime’'s Soweto City Council wrote off
R167 million lost by the rent boycotts;
despite fearsome repression, 1988 saw the
greatest three-day national strike in South
African history; sit-ins and stayaways con-
tinue: bans on peaceful funerals, meetings
and marches are defied; there is persistent
non-co-operation with officials appointed
by the regime, rejection of the South
African Defence Force and the South
African Police, and continuous defiance of
the Special Branch and its tactics of in-
timidation and destruction. Church
leaders, gaoled whilst marching in peace
to protest to the State President, are com-
mitted to making non-violent action work.

Injustice Breeds Violence

The ANC has deep sympathy with those
who find the use of force difficult; it causes
us much anguish too. The addition of the
strategy of armed struggle to liberation tac-
tics came after 46 years of non-violent
endeavours. All peaceful means had been
exhausted, the appeal for a National Con-

vention rejected, and the existence of the
ANC as a passive resistance organisation
summarily banned, before military
methods were used.

When the ANC speaks of turning to arm-
ed struggle as a last resort, it means we
have tried every sort of non-violent
resistance and found it blocked by
violence. The pursuit of peace means that
warmongers who cannot be won by con-
version must be restrained by compulsion.
(Many of those who criticise the ANC for
taking up arms have not tried anything.)

After World War II, Christians in many
colonial countries found that, because
violence was a structural function of op-
pressive societies, the removal of such
regimes was the only way to secure justice
and peace. Political and economic systems
which established the rich and exploited
the poor had to be changed to remove both
the injustice and the violence which en-
sured it, and this was brutally apparent in
South Africa, which defined and defended
oppression on racist grounds.

Christians, Jews, Muslims, Hindus and
agnostics in the ANC were in the forefront
of those who debated this question, and
when the ANC was banned in 1960 they
could no longer escape a decision. Nelson
Mandela told the court in 1963:

"At the beginning of June 1961, aftera long

and anxious assessment of the South
African situation, I, and some of my col-
leagues, came to the conclusion that, as
violence in this country was inevitable, it
would be unrealistic and wrong for African
leaders to continue preaching peace and
non-violence when the government had
met our peaceful demands with force. This
conclusion was not easily arrived at. It was
only when all else had failed, when all
channels of peaceful protest had been bar-
red to us, that the decision was made to
embark on violent forms of political strug-
gle, and to form Umkhonto We Sizwe. We
did so, not because we desired such a
course, but solely because the government
had left us with no other choice.”

Criminals and fascists and tyrants have to
be restrained, and when persuasion fails to
reform them force is necessary to remove
them. Oppressors who exterminated those
who sought justice and peace had to be



removed from power, and, like the strug-
gle to remove the Nazis, this necessitated

the use of arms.
The bland statement that “the Church

does not agree with violence,” requires
closer examination.

The ANC has great respect for those who
hold deeply 'pacifist’ beliefs yet commit
themselves to the liberation struggle by
taking non-violent action against the
regime. But those who use an appeal to
pacifism to cloak their racism, imperialism
or cowardice, or use their rejection ofarm-
ed struggle as an excuse to avoid the strug-
gle altogether, are supporting the regime.
In the judgment of Mahatma Gandhi, if
cowardice is the only alternative to
violence, it is better to choose violence.

"T would rather have blood on my hands
than the water of Pontius Pilate,”

said Archbishop Trevor Huddleston.
History reveals several traditions about
violence. I quote Herbert McCabe, OP:

"There is probably no sound on earth so
bizarre as the noise of clergymen bleating
about terrorism and revolutionary violence
whilst their cathedrals are stuffed with
regimental flags and monuments to col-
onial wars. The Chrstian Church, with
minor exceptions, has been solidly on the
side of violence for centuries, but normal-
ly it has been the violence of soldiers and
policemen. It is only when the poor catch
on to violence that it suddenly turns out to
be against the gospel.”

But there is another tradition, which has ac-
cepted the use of armed struggle for right-
eousness’ sake. Those who protect the
poor and oppressed, stand up against
tyranny, fight to preserve justice and seek
peace, have been praised. The ANC hates
violence, but is proud that thousands of
men and women and boys and girls are
willing to give their lives to defend our peo-
ple against aggression.

There is a fundamental difference bet-
ween force and violence, and the words
should be used correctly. Force isused by
legitimate rulers to restrain wickedness
and vice and protect their citizens, and is
quite acceptable. Violence describes the
aggressive acts of lllegitimate oppressors
and criminals, and is repulsive.

Defence of Justice

Most churches accept that force is
sometimes necessary to defend justice and
withstand the violence of oppressors; so
does the ANC., The Church advocates non-
military force; the ANC has practised it for
decades. Side by side with such strategies,
the Church supports the use of military ac-
tion where necessary, so does the ANC.

Neither the South African regime nor
Western governments have moral or
theological objections to the use of force;
they enrol thousands of people to the
"Defence Force’ every year. The issue is
not the use of force, but the legitimacy of
the user; not their militancy, but their
morality.

The National Executive Committee of the
ANC is extremely concerned at the recent
spate of attacks on civilian targets. While
the great majority of these have been
mounted by the regime, on August 17th
1988, the NEC noted that:

"Some of these attacks have been carried

out by cadres of the people’s army,
Umikhonto We Sizwe ... and in certain in-
stances operational circumstances
resulted in unintended casualties. It has
also come to their notice that agents of the
Pretoria regime have been detailed to
carry out a number of bomb attacks
deliberately, to sow confusion among the
people of South Africa and the inter-
national community, and to discredit the
African National Congress. The ANC
hereby underscores that it is contrary to
our policy to select targets whose sole ob-
jective is to strike at civilians."

In an interview with the Afrikaans
newspaper, Beeld, in December 1988,
Margaret Thatcher spoke of the ANC and
said:

"The question is how to get it to give up
the politics of violence. The best approach
is by offering the possibility of

negotiations."

The ANC has always sought to talk rather
than fight, and the regime has always
responded with violence. When Lutuli and
Mandela sought a round table conference
in the 1950s, when Sharpeville residents
sought to talk to the Bantu Education



authorities in the 1970s, and when the
mourners of Uitenhage and the clergy in
Cape Town sought to talk in the mid-
eighties, the response was brutal — armed
rejection. Thousands are dead today
because they sought to talk to the racist
regime.

No one has died by seeking to talk with
the ANC. Students, politicians, business-
men, Pope and archbishops, women and
men, Black and White, Afrikaner and
English, Sotho and Zulu, rich and poor, the
world’s leaders and oppressed children ...
they all talk to the ANC. What is this politics
of violence we must give up before they
will talk to us?

The Legitimacy of Our Struggle

The South African regime contends that it
alone may make decisions for our country.
All must obey without question, because
government is instituted of God to be the
authority in matters of state. Minister ] G
Heunis wrote to the church leaders of
Thaba’Nchu, who requested reconsidera-
tion of a compulsory removal:

"I have no doubt that you, being men of the
cloth, will not object to the Government ex-
pressing its view on non-governmental in-
stitutions meddling in affairs of state. I
earnestly and with reverence must request
the signatories not to become involved in
the matter ... which is a decision of the
highest government authority in the coun-
try, but rather to confine themselves to the
matter for which they have been called,
namely service to the Lord."

There is international unanimity that peo-
ple have the right to determine their own
governments and their own future, which
is enshrined in the Charter of the United Na-
tions, and because apartheid violates this
it constitutes a crime against humanity:

"All people have the right of self-
determination. By virtue of that right they
freely determine their political status and
freely pursue their economic, social and
cultural development.”

In 1971, the Intermational Court of Justice
declared:

"To establish ... and to enforce distinctions,
exclusions, restrictions and limitations ex-
clusively based on grounds of race, colour
descent, or national or ethnic origin, which
constitute a basic denial of fundamental
human rights, is a flagrant violation of the
purposes and principles of the Charter.”

By its violent subjugation of its own citizens,
the South African regime violates inter-
national law and would be subject to inter-
national exclusions and sanctions were it
not for the protection of the United
Kingdom or United States veto on the
Security Council. The Declaration of
Human Rights reads:

"The will of the people shall be the basis
of the authonty of the government; this will
shall be expressed in periodic and general
elections.”

The only legitimate basis for the authority
of any government is the consent of the
people, and thus the regime has no right
ininternational law to speak in the name of
South Africa and no right to assure its own
survival. This judgement is endorsed by the
World Council of Churches and the South
African Council of Churches. The state-
ment made by the WCC in Lusaka in 1987
reads:

"It is our belief that civil authority is in-
stituted of God to do good, and that under
the biblical imperative all people are
obliged to do justice and show special care
for the oppressed and the poor. It is this
understanding that leaves us with no alter-
native but to conclude that the South
African regime and its colonial domination
of Namibia is illegitimate.

We affirm the unquestionable right of
the people of Namibia and South Africa to
secure justice and peace through the
liberation movements. While remaining
committed to peaceful change, we recog-
nise that the nature of the South African
regime which wages war against its own
inhabitants and neighbours compels the
movements to the use of force along with
other means to end oppression. We call
upon the Churches in the international
community to seek ways to give this affir-
mation practical effect in the struggle for
liberation in the region and to strengthen
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their contacts with the liberation

movements.”

The words of South African church leaders
to their own White members, given in an
SACC statement in February 1988, should
be heeded by the whole Western world:

"To the White voters of South Africa we
must say that you are being deceived by
the government. Your fellow South
Africans want nothing more than to live in
a just and peaceful country. Your position
is becoming untenable and we believe you
must dissociate yourselves from this
government. Apartheid is a heresy. You
cannot reform a heresy. If you are to assure
your future you must pull out of 'White
politics' and join the real struggle for
democracy."”

Another question on the legitimacy of our
struggle, which is frequently raised in the
West, concerns our relations with the South
African Communist Party and the socialist
countries, especially the Soviet Union. It
can be answered directly by our President,
Oliver Tambo:

"We must state clearly that we consider all
these forces as firm and reliable allies in
the common struggle for the liberation of
our country and our people. Instead of be-
ing criticised and denounced for involving
themselves in the struggle against apart-
heid, they should rather be congratulated
as should people of other political persua-
sions, such as social democrats and
liberals who have also joined the fight
against White majority domination ...

The ANC ... is not in the least interested
that elements of the East-West conflict
should be introduced into our situation. It
would therefore help a great deal if the
same spirit that inspired both East and
West in the struggle against Hitler Ger-
many should once more prevail, enabling
the great powers to act in concert, with the
common objective of seeing South Africa
transformed into a non-racial, non-aligned
and peaceful entity."

No one can validate apartheid by criticising
communism, Our problems in South Africa
are not caused by commissars who claim
to be atheists, but by capitalists who claim
to believe in God. The challenge is not how
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to evangelise Eastern Communists, but
how to liberate Western Christians.

Those who afford the South African
regime recognition and claim they are
‘seeking positive change’ must realise this
is not the way to deal with international
criminals. Humanity does not ask those
condemned for committing mass murder
and wholesale robbery to be a little kinder;
it deposes them and appoints legitimate
rulers instead.

In February 1988, Dr Alan Boesak said:

"Let us no longer pussyfoot around this
issue. This is an illegitimate government
that deserves no authority and does not
haveit... that deserves no obedience and
must not get it."
In conclusion, you did not ask the ANC to
come here to tell you that apartheid is
wrong: we won that battle years ago. You
want to know how you can help to pull the
tyrant from the throne, how you can stand
in solidarity and support with these people
who seek to build a new society on the
other side of earth.

Expose False Theology

You will not expect me to ask you to take
the matter lightly. You are too nurtured in
the words of Scripture, and too reminiscent
of your own struggles, to imagine that
‘taking up your cross’ is an undemanding
matter, or that laying down your life for
your friends’ will not hurt. We share
together in the struggle of all God's peo-
ple on earth for their inheritance.

North America is largely Christian, and
the fallacies and heresies which infect the
religious perceptions of many South
Africans affect you too. Because apartheid
is theologically false its removal is a duty
upon Christian people everywhere.

The US church, the US people, and the
US government, must be brought to realise
that apartheid cannot be reformed but must
be removed and replaced, The right-wing
sects which seek to justify right-wing
policies, the evil arguments which excuse
racist genocide, and the heretical voices
which worship the idols of anti-communism
and the apostasy of affluence, must be con-
fronted and silenced.



We need you to make it clear to every US
citizen that the liberation struggle is
theologically sound; that the quest for a
new united nation, with a mandate to
establish a free, non-racial non-sexist
democratic society, can be embraced
wholeheartedly by the people of faith. Let
the climate of conviction become so strong
that no one can claim to belong to Christ
in the US without supporting the liberation
struggle in South Africa! Who will take on
that theological task for us?

Support Sanctions

Secondly, the tyranny of Pretoria cannot
continue to exist without the support of the
Western world, and the imposition of total
mandatory sanctions in every sphere isthe
crucial political objective. Some of you
have made magnificent efforts over the
years to promote this policy, but we need
to confirm that call. Sanctions are working.

Sanctions are designed to hit full pockets,
and hit them first, and they do. Those who
are squealing about sanctions are Whites,
not Blacks; the wealthy, not the impoverish-
ed; those with work, not those without
work. Sanctions are designed to make
those who consort with the apartheid
regime to tremble, and as the democratic
movement grows those who are not align-
ed with that movement fear sanctions more
and more.

The arms embargo was a vital factorin the
military defeat of the South African forces
in Angola. Sporting and cultural boycotts
have been major elements in undermining
White South Africa's ability to live with
itself. Financial sanctions are proving a
crucial influence in making apartheid too
expensive to sustain. That is politics.

Butif the political will of Americaisto be
aroused by her politicians, it will be
because the conscience of America has
been aroused by her people. Who will take
on that political task for us?

Financing The Struggle

Thirdly, there is the task of financing the
liberation struggle. Despite divestment, US

business is making millions through the ex-
ploitation of the human and natural re-
sources of our country. Despite the public
protestations of peaceful intent, US dollars
feed the political and military disturbances
which plague our subcontinent.

Is it not time for you to come in on our
side, by direct financial support for the
work of the African National Congress? We
do not ask you for equipment to assault the
military might of the racist regime; we
believe that is the work of God; but itis not
the role of churches.

Most of our work falls in direct response
to the word of the Prophet Isaiah which
Jesus of Nazareth took to himself:

"... to bring the Good News to the poor, to

proclaim liberty to the captives, to give the
blind new sight, to set the downtrodden
free, and announce that the day has come
when the Lord will save his people.”

To the African National Congress this vision
means not only evangelical zeal, but con-
scientising the world to win commitment
to the political objectives of liberation,; it
means structuring and directing the quest
for a new community; it means ministering
to thousands of exiles with the essentials of
healthy living and an education in which
struggle can emerge in true democracy;, it
means our schools and hospitals and set-
tlements; it means research and training to
prepare to constitute a democratic South
Africa; it means enabling our people to tum
the hopes of the Freedom Charter into the
experience of liberated living. And that
means money.

This is what we need from you, Christian
comrades: theological partnership,
political colleagueship, and financial
solidarity.

We have always had support from Chris-
tian individuals within our ranks, but it is on-
ly in recent times that church bodies such
as you have begun to reach out their hands
to us. African Americans, you will under-
stand the particular poignancy, the deep
sense of gratitude and greeting, which
enables me today to reach out my hands to
you in the name of, and on behalf of, my
leadership and the entire membership of
the African National Congress and the op-
pressed and fighting people of South
Africa.
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ANC Mission in USSR

Soviet solidarity with our liberation strug-
gle was given further expression when the
ANC mission in the Soviet Union was for-
mally opened on January 6th. Comrade
Simon Makana is the Chief Representative.

The opening was marked by a public
meeting at the premises of the Afro-Asian
Solidarity Committee in Moscow. Comrade
Gleb Starushenko, deputy head of the
Africa Institute, was in the chair, and the
main address was given by Comrade Dan
Tloome, chairman of the South African
Communist Party and senior member of the
National Executive Committee of the ANC.
The main address on behalf of the Soviet
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Union was given by Comrade Mikhail
Pavlovich Vishinsky, the Deputy Minister
of Justice.

The Soviet Union has shown its friendship
and its support for our struggle by granting
the ANC full diplomatic status, and so the
meeting was attended by ambassadors and
members of the diplomatic corps station-
ed in Moscow.

In the evening, there was a reception in
the 'Prague’ restaurant in Moscow. The hall
was filled to capacity with diplomats and
representatives from all walks of life in the
Soviet Union. It was a powerful demonstra-
tion of support for the ANC and the peo-
ple of South Africa in their struggle for na-
tional and social emancipation.
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The platform at the opening of the ANC mission in Moscow. From left to right:
Comrade Vishinsky, Comrade Simon Makana, Comrade Dan Tloome,
Professor Starushenko, The Archimandrite Ashurkov Feofan, and

Comrade Dmitri Zavgorodny, African Secretary of the Soviet Afro-Asian Solidarity
Committee
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Comrade Dan Tloome, Chairman of the  Comrade M P Vishinsky, Deputy Minister
South African Communist Party of Justice of the USSR, at the opening of

the ANC office in Moscow

An ANC student in Moscow chats with a leader of the Orthodox Church,
the Archimandrite Ashurkov Feofan




Japanese
Disinvestment Campaign

The anti-apartheid forces in Japan are in-
creasing both in numbers and influence,
and with the support of local groups Com-
rade Jerry Matsila, ANC Chief Repres-
entative in Tokyo, is campaigning against
trade between Japan and the racist regime,
and against Japanese investment in South
Africa. Trade between Japan and South
Africa still dominates Japan's moral posi-
tions on apartheid, and Japan is still the
most important trading partner of the
regime.

In a speech Comrade Matsila made in
January 1989 at the International Education
Centre in Tokyo, he analysed the trade and
investment links.

m The Pretoria police and security forces
have been supplied with automobiles by
Toyota and Nissan, and, in 1988, by Mazda
as well. They have also been getting a con-
tinuous supply of video cameras from the
Japanese electronics industry.

m There is an increasing export of
Japanese automatic office machines to the
'civilian organs of rule’ in Pretoria. When
western companies disinvested, Japan
moved into this area of trade, and rescued
apartheid from administrative chaos.

m Imports of platinum, gold, diamonds
and coal from South Africa are increasing.
Some of the platinum is for the electronics
industry, whose products are used in
millions of Japanese homes, and exported
all over the world.

Platinum, gold and diamonds are alsoim-
ported for luxury goods,for investment and
speculation. Because the value of the yen
on the world market has appreciated,
platinum is within the reach of many peo-
ple in Japan. In 1987, the Japanese demand
for platinum for jewellery and other luxury
uses was 90% of the world demand, while
the demand for platinum for investment
was 68% of the world demand. Speaking of
the high demand for jewellery made of
gold and diamonds, most of which come
from South Africa, Comrade Matsila men-
tioned the:

"human suffering and agony experienced
daily by Black people digging this gold."”
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® Maize is another product that Japan has
imported from South Africa in huge quan-
tities over the past few years. It is used for
cattle food, and 60 kilos of maize produce
only 1 kilo of meat. Maize flour is also used
in Japanese homes. Comrade Matsila said:

"Maize is our staple food. But because of
the huge imports by Japan, the prices of
maize continue to rise and are almost im-
possible for an ordinary Black person to af-
ford ... We should take it back to feed our
dying children.”

It was to facilitate this trade that Japanese
people were granted 'honorary White'
status in South Africa. Of those Japanese
who have accepted this apartheid label,
Comrade Matsila said:

"Going to such shameful lengths ... and
thus firmly entrenching themselves on the
side of the oppressors for the sake of easy
profits and an affluent life."”

The ANC and the anti-sanctions campaign
in Japan are making the following
demands:

m Legislation to enforce meaningful
sanctions.

m Banning of all indirect investments in
the apartheid state.

m An end to the delivery of vehicles and
instruments to South African police and
security.

m Anend to the De Beers advertisements
in the mass media in Japan.

m A boycott of platinum, gold and dia-
mond products, and also maize.

m Japan should also renounce 'honorary
White’ status in South Africa.

Mandela Concert Funds
For African Children

Freedom Productions is the company that
was set up by the British Anti-Apartheid
Movement to administer the Mandela Con-
cert in June last year. At its first meeting,
the board of directors agreed that 50% of
any surplus funds from the event would go
to finance the campaigning of the Anti-
Apartheid Movement and 50% to projects
helping children in Africa who have suf-
fered as a result of apartheid. By



December, the accounts of the company
were showing a profit of over a million
pounds.

In London on December 15th 1988, Arch-
bishop Trevor Huddleston, President of the
Anti-Apartheid Movement, presented the
first cheques. A total of £600 000 went to
seven aid agencies involved in work with
the children of Southern Africa — the
Catholic Fund for Overseas Development,
Christian Aid, the Save the Children Fund,
OXFAM, International Defence and Aid,
War on Want and the Bishop Ambrose
Reeves Trust. Ismail Ayob, the Mandelas’
attorney, spoke at the ceremony, as did a
representative of the ANC.

A list of some of the projects receiving
assistance from the profits of the concert
provides an insight into the sufferings apart-
heid has inflicted on children, in South
Africa itself and in wars of aggression
against the Front Line States.

®m Many Mozambican children have been
disabled in the war, and, when they go to
hospital to be fitted with calipers and other
aids, many must go by plane. One fund pro-
vides them with their transport costs to and
from hospital, to help them eventually toa
measure of independence.

m Thousands of Mozambican children
have been orphaned or separated from
their families by the MNR, and some
witnessed their parents being killed; there
is a fund to provide training in child
psychiatry for those who care for these
traumatised children.

B Inthe warin Angola, Angolan children
have undergone similar experiences, and
another fund helps care for them.

m Another fund provides food aid for
creches in Maputo.

m The National Emergency Fund of the
South African Council of Churches (setup
by Christian Aid) provides help for children
in detention — travel costs for those visiting
them, lawyers’ fees, educational cor-
respondence courses while they are de-
tained, and medical fees on their release.
It also helps families where the breadwin-
ner is in detention.

m A projectin Pinetown in Natal cares for
children in need in townships where
unemployment and the housing shortage
have caused breakdowns in family life.

Freedom Productions expects more in-
come in 1989,

Swiss Banks Finance Pretoria:
Activists Protest

Because of the role Swiss banks play in
financing apartheid, anti-apartheid activists
in Switzerland feel that Switzerland is
becoming a sanctions-busting country.
Theyalso believe that Swiss banks are sen-
gitive to international pressure. In 1988,
therefore, they decided to take action.
They launched a campaign of publicising
the violence of the apartheid regime, and
launched a national appeal to boycott the
three big banks — Union Bank of Switzer-
land, Swiss Bank Corporation and Credit
Suisse. They took shares in these banks,
and went to the annual general meetings
to ask critical questions about involvement
with apartheid, and their questions were
often taken up by other speakers.

Their action was co-ordinated with action
in London and other European capitals.
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End Leans to Southern Africa
efe Mathodist Church, 58 Cambarwall Road, Londeon SES GEN

SWISS BANKS
AID APARTHEID!

diresdy this ysar we kave sesn the Bwiss Banks
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SWISS VOLKSBANK

UNION BANK OF SWITZERLAND (UBS)
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Thursdsy, FEF b 1089.~ lpe-Tpa.

A leaflet produced in London as part of the
campaign against Swiss bank loans for the

Pretoria regime
Continued on page 18 P
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RELEASE ALL DETAINEES!

For nearly 26 years, laws
providing for detention without trial
have been on the statute books of
the racist regime. |t has vsed tham
in on attemp! to neutralise political
opponents, and to harass and
infimidate the people of the
country.

Detainess are held indefinitely, os
prisoners of the security police,
who decide when they are to be
released, and whether they are to
have visits from family, lawyers or
clergy. Thousands of them have
been held in solitory confinement.

In addifien to the mental anguish of
indafinite detention, the prisoners
often suffer physical 1ortura. Many
have borna phi:‘iml scors on their
release. Some have had to be

o, admitted to pyychiatric hospitals.

Some have died in detention. Al
least six detainees have died
during the prasent state of
emergency, and the toll over the
yaars is approaching a hundred.

Since the present state of
smergency was declored on June
11th 1986, more than 32 000
people have been detained; some
as young as eight years old, and
many in their teens. At the end of
1788, a monitoring group in
lohannesburg, estimated that there
were 15 000 still in detention, of
which 100 were in thair third year.

Detainees have applied in vain for
their release, through the law
courts or directly to the Minister of
Law and Order. From July 7th
1986 onwards, at least 2 258
detainees took part in 33 separate
hunger sirikes in demand of their
freedom. In February, in suppert of
those on hunger strike, Dr Allon
Boesak went on hunger strike
himself, saying in an open lefter to
the Minister of Law and Order:

*The ideclogical batile for the
hearts ond minds of our people has
failed. That is why yeu detain so
many, incdluding children, without
trial.”
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This exception was made as an honour to

4 Continued from page 15 our cause.
The plaque was unveiled on December
Nelson Mandela Road 10th 1988, 40th anniversary of the United
. . Nations Universal Declaration of Human
In Indian Capital Rights, by the Minister of External Affairs,

Mr Narasimha Rao. Also present at the
In New Delhi, capital of India, no park, ceremony were leaders of various political
square or street is named after a living in-  parties and organisations, and members of
dividual — except Nelson Mandela Road. the diplomatic corps.
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The Nelson Mandela Road plaque is unveiled in New Delhi
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JUDGES AND JUSTICE
IN SOUTH AFRICA

By Kader Asmal

There is a myth prevailing among some commentators that the judiciary in
South Africa is still a force for good, and that the apartheid state has
gone some way towards maintaining the notion of judicial impartiality
and independence.

A demonstrator protests against unjust imprisoment in South Africa

Commentators who believe in the in- where a few emergency regulations were
dependence of the South Africanjudiciary rejected, but neglect to point out that in
point to some decisions in recent years every case the superior courts have over-
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ruled these lower court judgments. Suchill-
informed comments also ignore that the
same 'liberal’ judges who invoke the 'rule
of law’ have no compunction in sentencing
to death young resistance fighters, even
where extenuating circumstances have
been shown to exist; or that the wide and
ambiguous notion of ‘common purpose’is
utilised to sentence the Sharpeville Six to
death, even though none had any role to
play in the slaying of the victim.

But the issue of the role of the judges

turns on more fundamental features of the
South African legal system. It is not simply
a debate among lawyers as to whether a
statute like the draconian Internal Securi-
ty Act of 1982 or the emergency regulations
could be interpreted in an even-handed
manner so as to protect the vestiges of
human rights the accused still have, such
as access to lawyers or to their families. The
heart of the criticism about the role of the
law turns on the question of the legitimacy
of the apartheid system. The debate is
therefore similar to the moral and legal
questions raised about the Nazi laws and
their validity at the end of the second world
war.
Any legal system run in the interests of
a minority and protected by its monopoly
of state power must, by definition, be
debased.

Clash of Aspirations

But, as with many other aspects of life in
South Africa, it was Nelson Mandela,
himself an attorney, who presented the
case against the apartheid legal system in
a heightened way, when he was charged
with leaving South Africa without authori-
ty in 1962. In his defence, he contended
that he could not get a fair and proper trial.
He said:

"In a political trial such as this one, which
involved a clash of the aspirations of the
African people and those of the Whites, the
country’s courts, as presently constituted,
cannot be impartial and fair."

His second contention was:
"I consider myself neither legally nor

20

morally bound to obey laws made by a
parliament in which I have no
representation.”

In a statement as vivid as his defence at the
Rivonia trial in 1964, he trenchantly analys-
ed the substance of the notion of ‘equality
before the law,’ and how meaningless and
misleading it was as applied to Africans.
Whites monopolise all the rights and
privileges of the vote: freedom to travel,
right to work, ownership of property.

"The White man makes all the laws, he
drags us before his courts and accuses us,
and he sits in judgment over us.”

Since the foundation of apartheid laws over
a century ago, and especially since its legal
entrenchment in 1948, the judges have
been an integral part of a system which has
robbed the Africans of their land and
allocated 13% to 87% of the population.

Conscience of the Judges

The White judges have accepted and
operated the pass laws under which over
12 million Africans have been sentenced
from 1948 to 1985. None resigned orhad a
qualm of conscience in operating the Nazi
laws forbidding marriage or sexual relat-
ions between the races. They have coun-
tenanced the pain, poverty and brutal-
isation of forced removals under which
over three and a half million Africans have
been forcibly moved from their ancestral
homes and dumped in ‘resettlement’
camps. They have dispensed ’justice’ in
political trials where witnesses have been
imprisoned until they give evidence and
where evidence of systematic and persis-
tent torture against the accused had been
ignored. No serving judge, whether
Afrikaans or English-speaking, has had the
slightest tremor of conscience in senten-
cing hundreds of people to death, giving
South Africa the dubious distinction of hav-
ing the highest number of judicial execu-
tions in the world.

More recently, the White judges have
gone even further in advancing the cause
of the repressive and odious racial olig-
archy. Towards the end of last year, a



number of senior officials of the United
Democratic Front were found guilty of
‘reason’ and other offences. None had par-
ticipated in the armed struggle; none of
them had actively campaigned for the ANC
or Umkhonto We Sizwe. Yet they were
sentenced to savage terms of imprison-
ment, because the White judge held that
their mass, non-violent struggle for the
transformation of South African society was
criminal because it was part of a conspiracy
to bring down the government. In similar
vein, the court has recently rejected the
plea of Ismail Ebrahim, a senior member
of the ANC, that his illegal kidnapping from
Swaziland tainted his subsequent trial in
South Africa and his sentence of 20 years.

Complicity in Injustice

What has shocked even those who were
prepared to give the benefit of the doubt
to liberal’ White judges who continue to
dispense apartheid justice was the treat-
ment of young children since the state of
emergency began in June 1986. In two
years, over 30 000 people were detained
without trial. Over a third of these were
children, and over 300 of these have been
killed by the police and the army. The treat-
ment of the children — torture, casual
violence and shooting, ill-treatment, humil-
iating treatment — has shocked the con-
science of the world. A brave judicial pro-
test, even a resignation, would have remov-
ed the taint of complicity in a system where
children, because of their revolutionary
spirit and commitment, have become
special targets of the apartheid war
machine.

Following the defeat of the Nazis, many
of their leaders, and scores of ordinary ex-
ecutioners of Nazi laws, were tried at
Nuremburg, especially for war crimes and
crimes against humanity, for which there
was individual responsibility, including that
of judges. It is therefore necessary to re-
mind lawyers and others in the West that
they cannot treat in an even-handed way
the oppressor and the victim in a system
which the United Nations and international
law have characterised as criminal and
illegitimate.

Prisoner of War Status

Many of the combatants of Umkhonto We
Sizwe charged with ‘ordinary’ offences
before the apartheid courts have not only
invoked their right to be treated as
prisoners of war but have also refused to
plead, because, like Mandela, they refuse
to recognise the validity of the racist laws
which the courts have sworn to uphold.

"Why is it that in this courtroom [ face a
White magistrate, confronted by a White
prosecutor and escorted by a White order-
ly? Can anyone honestly and seriously sug-
gest that in this type of atmosphere the
scales of justice are evenly balanced?"

That cry of Mandela’s was 27 years ago; but
in the statement of the National Executive
Committee of the ANC on January 8th 1989,
President Oliver Tambo still found it
necessary to draw attention to the fact that,
because of the Sharpeville Six, Delmas and
other trials:

"the judges, magistrates and prosecutors

employed to administer the injustice of
apartheid have stood out clearly as ac-
complices of murder, abduction and tor-
ture. People, who by any civilised standard
should never have been charged, have
been sentenced to death so as to quench
the judicial thirst for the blood of the
Blacks."”

The Delmas judgment is a grim portent for
the immediate future, where the White
courts enthusiastically embrace the
strategy of the regime, to undermine the
struggle by linking the UDF to the ANC.

There may be liberal White judges who
may want to be fair-minded. But faced by
the lawlessness of the regime, we must
recognise that such judges are providing
a veneer to maintain the superficial legali-
ty of the apartheid regime. Even more im-
portant is the opinion of one of the most
renowned legal philosophers of our day,
Professor Ronald Dworkin. He concludes
that if the vast majority in South Africa are
not even given a choice as to whether they
consent to the constitutional rules of the
society, itis doubtful whether law existsin
South Africa at all.
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The discussion article by Comrade Ronnie
Kasrils in the September 1988 issue of
Sechaba is to be welcomed. It comes ata
time when the enemy is facing a crisis he
cannot resolve through repression and
cosmetic change. It comes at a time when
it is clear that the ANC underground and
Umkhonto We Sizwe are the weaker of the
pillars that must reinforce the struggle,
despite the tremendous popularity of both.
It is welcome also because seldom do
senior members of the movement enterthe
lively fray of discussions on the strategic
road towards seizure of power by the
masses of the oppressed.

The article immediately locks into the
heart of the problem — the subjective
weaknesses in our struggle — and correct-
ly attributes them to the absence of clear
policy positions as to how power is to be
won. One would then have expected that,
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having lamentad tha lack of this vision on
the part of the movement, Comrade Ron-
nie would try to impart his own vision.

This vision, too, would be much broader
than the development of the subjective fac-
tor, which he gives some attention to. He
says that:

.. unless we have a clear vision on how
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poweris to be seized, we cannot effective-
ly address the question of what type of
organs we require for such a task.”

But without providing this vision, he pro-
ceeds to deal with the type of organs, or
forms of organisation, as though they in
themselves constitute the vision.

If, as we must agree, armed struggle is
a necessary component of our struggle, it
is correct that we must build the revolu-
tionary army, as well as raise the fighting
spirit of our people. But to what end? What
emphasis do we give to each? In what
measure will “armed struggle complement
the mass struggle”? To what extent can
armed struggle be developed in our cir-
cumstances? What, therefore, is the strat-
egic goal of armed struggle in our situa-
tion? Given the high industrialisation of our
country, and hence its vulnerability to cer-
tain forms of action both at the mass action
and at the military level, what reasonable
and realistic combination of these in-
creases the instability of the regime? Given,
on the one hand, the high political con-
sciousness of the masses of our people and
their revolutionary track record and
resilience, and the stubbomness of the
regime on the other, how great are the
chances of a major uprising and how does
armed struggle relate to such possibilities?

Role of the Revolutionary Army

Given that the "main obstacles on the way
to power are the South African Defence
Force and the South African Police,” and
that these forces are so strong, do we
realistically believe that the urban and rural
units will be able to inflict a military defeat
on these forces?

These are some of the questions we have
to tackle soberly in order to evolve a
clearer vision for ourselves. Only whenwe
have this clearer perspective can we not
only determine what forms of organisation
are needed, but, more importantly, their
relative importance in the struggle and how
they relate to each other.

This omission on his part is perhaps the
reason why in the content of Comrade
Kasrils’ useful article there are some ambi-
guities and contradictions, and why some

of his assertions are actually misleading.

His assertion, for instance, that the SADF
and SAP can be removed only through the
means of a revolutionary army is both
misleading and ambiguous. It is misleading
because it is not only through armed strug-
gle that this will be achieved but through
its combination with other forms. It is am-
biguous because he does not spell out
what activity the revolutionary army will be
engaged in. Will it be posturing and work-
ing for a stalemate, working for a decisive
military defeat of its adversary? What type
of military campaign, if any, will it be
engaged in?

In case you begin to wonder why I say
this, or whether a revolutionary army can
be engaged in posturing, refer to Comrade
Kasrils’ article, where he says:

"History shows that a peaceful way is possi-

ble. But what is necessary to both —
whether peaceful or violent — is the
presence of a revolutionary army."

In other words, we must build a revolu-
tionary army, whether the struggle is going
to be peaceful or violent. One can only con-
clude that we can build a revolutionary ar-
my to threaten the ruling power, because
he can "never give up power voluntarily.”

Of course this is an absurdity, whichIam
sure Comrade Ronnie never intended to
put across, even though he did. Revolu-
tionary armies are formed with the purpose
of violent struggle. If in the process of their
growth solutions are found which make it
unnecessary for the violence to continue,
it does not detract from the original
intention.

The Underground is Central

Although Comrade Ronnie warns usto be
on guard against a militaristic approach, he
is himself in danger of thinking that way.
Our aim is not for "seizure of political
power through a strategy of revolutionary
armed struggle” only, or even mainly. It
is the seizure of power through all the
means at the disposal of the masses — in-
cluding armed struggle.

That Comrade Ronnie inadvertently slips
into the militaristic approach he cautions
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against is further illustrated by his assertion
that, “central to the creation of the subjec-
tive factor is Umkhonto We Sizwe.” It is not
by any means central! It is the ANC under-
ground that is central! The underground is
central in the creation of MK itself! At one
point, Comrade Ronnie makes the point
that, "it is the underground that created MK
in the first place,” and at another makes a
sweeping, contradictory and mistaken, if
not misleading, statement. This is in-
explicable except as unconscious militar-
ism or perhaps absence of vision.

The political leadership of the ANC inthe
struggle must find expression in the actual
arena of struggle, and not in mere phrases
proclaiming its ascendancy. It is the ANC
political underground that is pivotal in the
generation of organisation. It is the subjec-
tive factor. It creates the subjective factors
— including MK. If MK were "“central in the
creation of the subjective factor,” that is, if
MK is central in the creation of the ANC
underground or leadership, it makes non-
sense of the later point made by the com-
rade that the combat forces (MK) will be
"falling, of course, under the leadership of
the local politico-military committee.” How
can MK fall under a body which it created?
I am certain that Comrade Ronnie did not
intend to be understood thus. Unfortunate-
ly, his article lends itself to such interpreta-
tion, or leads to complete confusion.

Mass Action Is the Key

Armed struggle, and hence the develop-
ment of a revolutionary army, will play a
vital role in the resolution of our struggle,
but the militant and united action of our
masses is the key. It will express itself in
peaceful and violent forms. It will find ex-
pression in the peaceful protest, the
general strike, spontaneous violence, and
organised people’s armed revolutionary
action. It will find expression in partial or
general mass insurrection, armed and
unarmed — but all violent. If the people
fight with stones, it will not be because of
“"the absence of revolutionary organs,"” but
because the "revolutionary organs” will en-
courage them to use all weapons at their
disposal — including stones!
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This does not detract from Comrade Ron-
nie’s point that the advanced elements of
our revolution should draw the political ar-
my of the revolution into the combat fray
by arming its key elements in the process
of creating a revolutionary armed people,
although he did not put it quite like that. Ac-
cording to him, the revolutionary armed
people are those conscious elements who
are prepared to confront the enemy with
stones and petrol bombs. Before they are
armed, or arm themselves and act under
the guidance of the vanguard movement,
they still comprise the most militant of the
political army.

What Organisational Forms?

To get back to an earlier point, Comrade
Ronnie talks about the objective difficulties
of an externally based army and the need
to root it among our people in both town
and countryside. Apart from these obvious
necessities, he provides little vision on the
forms of armed organisation and the ra-
tionale behind them.

These combat forces in the factories, in
the urban and rural areas: how are we to
organise them, and what is their realistic
combat potential in the short, medium and
long term? In other words, what forms of
armed organisation and growth do we en-
visage from combat units organised in this
fashion? Do we envisage that, from small
underground units, they will develop to,
say, section, platoon or company strength?
What is the military perspective in so far as
they are concerned? How is their security
and continued existence and action
assured? The organised advanced detach-
ments he writes about; do they have a
growth potential in themselves, apart from
being leader and catalyst in the growth of
the urban and rural units, and how does this
growth express itself under our conditions?

I raise this question because, in the text-
book concept, the organised advanced
detachments would also constitute an en-
tity organised along military lines. It is
sometimes better to use conventional terms
to explain concepts and phenomena where
the readership is not all from the same
school of revolutionary combat theory.
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REVIEW ARTICLES

THE
OCTOPUS
SHIFTS
ITS GRIP

David Pallister, Sarah Ste d Ian Lep-
per, South Africa Inc: The Oppenheimer
Empire, first published Simon and Shuster,

3) London, 1987, revised edition Corgi Books,

London, 1988, £4.95.

"A Kaffir Is Just a Kaffir," Consgold in
Namibia, published by End Loans to
Southern Africa, London, 1988, £1.50 plus
postage.

South Africa, Inc. is a serious and well-
researched book that reads like a thriller.
It tells the story of the Anglo-American Cor-

[} poration from the days of Sir Ernest Op-

penheimer, who founded it, to the time of
his son, Harry, and Harry's children; how
power was concentrated in the hands of the
Oppenheimer family in the form of direc-
torships as company after company was
added to the empire; how Anglo grew in-

..

2X¥) penheimer was probably the most power-
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to a conglomerate. Anglo now employs at
least half a million people, and controls vast
wealth in mining in the form of gold,
diamonds, uranium, platinum; in the engin-
eering and motor industries, chemicals, ex-
plosives, food, newspapers, even wattle
harvesting. It controls finance houses.

In South Africa, Anglo is sometimes
known as 'The Octopus,’and its influence
and investments reach far beyond the
borders of the country. Asa producer and
exporter of coal, it beats boycotts. It ex-
ploits the Front Line States through its in-
vestments, while, as producer of motor
vehicles and explosives, it gains from the
wars Pretoria wages against these coun-
tries. It has mining and industrial interests
in Australasia, Brazil, Canada, Namibia, Por-
tugal, the United Kingdom and the United
States, which provide it with a financial
base outside South Africa.

The book deals with power, and the rela- )\
tionship between personal power and state "*

ful man in South Africa.

To the public, Harry Oppenheimer
presented a liberal’ face: supported the
Progressive Federal Party, opposed the
pass laws (they worked against his interests
by preventing the growth of a pool of
unemployed in the cities). Anglo manage-
ment claims good working conditions,
comfortable hostels. The truth is different,
as the South African National Union of
Mineworkers knows well. The basis of
Anglo wealth is the crudest exploitation of
the people who work for it. In South Africa,
it operates within, and benefits from, the
system of migrant labour; its profits are high
because South African law sets standards
of safety that are low; it works with the
police, who are frequently brought into the
mines to impose what both mine manage-
ment and the regime see as law and order.’

The legislation protecting the De Beers
diamond monopoly illustrates the partner-

25




ship (perhaps conspiracy is a better word)
that has existed from the beginning bet-
ween the mining industry and the state in
South Africa. Buying and selling of rough
diamonds outside this monopoly is a crime
known as illicit diamond buying, IDB, and
punishable with a gaol sentence. De Beers
Consolidated Mines, a company first put
together by Cecil Rhodes, is also part of
Anglo-American, though Anglo is not anx-
ious to admit the connection openly.

Among the multitude of companies con-
trolled by Anglo is the Minerals and
Resources Corporation (Minorco), an exter-
nal investment company. The capital
behind Minorco was not accumulated in
South Africa itself, but in Zambia, milked
from the copper mines and exported as
overseas dividends. In the mining industry,
the most important industry in Zambia,
independence failed to bring the Zambian
people control over the wealth of their own
country. It did not even bring them equali-
ty of opportunity, for Anglo imported its
managerial staff from abroad. Zambian law
was powerless to prevent this drain of
wealth and waste of human resources, and
the story gives us yet another example of
political power in the hands of the
multinationals.

Pallister, Stewart and Lepper give
background information on the attempt
Anglo has been making through Minorco
to take over another company first set up
by Cecil Rhodes, the British-based Con-
solidated Gold Fields. This situation has
developed since the book was published.
In October 1988, the London Independent
described Minorco as, "the Oppenheimer
offshore piggy bank,” but even as the
words were written, Minorco was chang-
ing its character, becoming active, seeking
power. About the time Michael Edwardes,
chief executive of Minorco, became chair-
man of Charter Consolidated (another
Anglo company) he told a press
conference:

"Minorco will be against holding minori-
ty stakes unless they have strategic
relevance, or unless Minorco is able active-
ly to participate in management.”

Anglo is said to be the largest producer
of gold in the world, and Consgold is said
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to be the second largest. Control over
Consgold would give Anglo a control over
world gold similar to the control it already
exerts over world diamonds. Control of
Consgold would also give Anglo 48% con-
trol of Gold Fields of South Africa, and, as
an overseas investor, Minorco would be
able to take its dividends out of the coun-
try, with the added possibility of pulling out
altogether, should the apartheid economy
prove to be a sinking ship. The Op-
penheimer drive for growth, described by
Pallister, Stewart and Lepper, has not
diminished. The octopus is trying to shift
to a firmer gnip.

Opposing the takeover, the British Anti-
Apartheid Movement issued a paper poin-
ting out that this expansion of the Anglo em-
pire would give Anglo political power in
Britain, as well as a greater hold on the
South African economy:

"South African control over such a large
British-based company as Consgold would
give South African interests a large say in
the UK business community and the British
government.”

The paper rightly attempted no moral com-
parisons between Anglo and Consgold.
Arguments like that would waste our time
in blind alleys; for all mining houses in
South Africa use equally brutal and ex-
ploitative methods in getting their wealth;
all are equal in that their power is built on
human suffering, on ruined lives. The safety
record of Gencor is probably worse than
that of Anglo. Gold Fields of South Africa
is notable for its private security service —
armed and with the use of tear gas— which
is available for hire by other mines in times
of 'unrest.’ As far as the workers and their
families are concerned, there is nothing to
choose between Anglo and Consgold.
"A Kaffir Is Just a Kaffir," published as
part of the British campaign for disinvest-
ment, describes conditions on a Consgold
mine, the copper mine at Tsumeb, one of
the three major Namibian mines. Itis 100%
owned by Tsumeb Corporation Ltd, 78% of
which is owned by Gold Fields of South
Africa, which increased its stake from 47%
in April, by buying out the American com-
pany, Newmont. Pallister, Stewart and Lep-
per mention Newmont as 48% owned by



Anglo. An octopus indeed.

A tale is told here of Consgold shame: a
sickening yet predictable account of
unions repressed and their members vic-
timised; of migrant labour and broken
families; of miserable living and working
conditions; of Black workers housed in
areas of environmental pollution so severe
that trees die; of Black women workers
afraid to get pregnant because it means the
sack.

The presence of Consgold in Tsumeb is
as much in defiance of international law as
the South African occupation hasbeen. The
pamphlet points out that Consgold is in
breach of Decree No 1 of the United Na-
tions Council for Nam:hm. which forbids
nu:nmg or prospecting in Namibia without
permission of the Council. The power of
the multinationals, greater than that of
governments, enables them to flout inter-
national law.

The Anti-Apartheid Movement paper
mentioned earlier touched on an important
point by commenting on the proposed
Consgold takeover:

"This bid reflects Anglo’s concern at the
state of the South African economy, which
has resulted from South Africa’s political
crisis.”
It gave the opinion that the takeover would
provide:

"a bolt-hole for South African capital.”

The crisis in the South African economy
discourages investment. Even Gencor,
which is controlled by SANLAM, that huge,
diversified fortress of Afrikaner capital, has
been digging its 'bolt-holes’ in the form of
mining interests abroad. The Minorco at-
tempt on Consgold came shortly after a
number of important strikes in South Africa.
The mineworkers’ strike of August and
September 1987 involved 65% of the Black
labour force of the country and two-thirds
of the mines, and lost the mine emplnyers
R250 million; and Anglo, with its vast mine
holdings, must have borne the greater part
of this loss. The three-day stayaway organis-
ed by COSATU in June 1988 cost the South
African economy some R500 million, and
Anglo, involved in diverse branches of the
iecnnomy, must have sustained more
osses.

The growth of union organisation in the
1980s, and especially the phenomenal
growth of the NUM, the fight for higher
wages and better conditions, the increase
in the number of strikes, are all a threat to
South African super-profits. Anglo is not
made any easier in its mind, either,
because COSATU is openly opposed to
private ownership of the mines after libera-
tion. These threats are now impelling
Anglo to a campaign (described in the New
Nation of January 11th-18th 1989) of break-
ing the NUM by circumscribing its ac-
tivities, victimising and intimidating its
members. They have already impelled
Anglo to seek, in control of Consgold, a
way of extracting its capital from South
Africa should the need arise.

The regime, too, has seen the writing on
the wall, and is engaged in a campaign to
destroy the unions. It has passed the
Labour Relations Amendment Act to limit
their rights and powers; in a campaign of
intimidation, it has convicted trade
unionists of murder for deaths in bitter
fighting between union members and
scabs, union members and vigilantes.

The thinking of Anglo and that of the
regime are never far apart. South Africa Inc.
analyses the connections in detail.

It is clear from all this that the political
campaign to disable the South African
economy is two-pronged. One prongisthe
external campaign for world-wide solidar-
ty with the South African people, for sanc-
tions and disinvestment. Campaigns to pre-
vent the expansion of Anglo are part of this
strategy, for power acquired by Anglo
goes to strengthen the apartheid regime.

The other prong is the fight for liberation
of the South African people themselves.
The two between them can cause a mass-
ive withdrawal of capital from South Africa;
for if investors are not urged by principle,
they will be urged by self-interest.
COSATU unions, and particularly the NUM,
overtly support sanctions and are con-
sciously part of the wide political cam-
paign, the unity in action of all progressive
forces. The South African working class,
organised in its unions, is therefore in the
centre of the theatre of struggle at present,
and will remain there in the foreseeable
future.

Jean Middleton
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CHANGE IN THE

BALANCE OF POWER

Response to the South African Escalation,
Cuban television video, with voice-over in
English, available from Pathfinder Press, 47
The Cut, London SE1 8LL, £50.

"I can assure you of one thing: Africa’s
history will have one very important mo-
ment ... because the powerful South Africa
clashed against a small piece of territory
defended by Blacks and Mulattos — I call
all Cubans Mulattos — from Angola and the
Carnibbean.”

"There has been a total change in the
balance of power. It is very important to
know about this, in order to answer a ques-
tion which many people have in mind. Why
does South Africa want to negotiate? South
Africa wants to negotiate because it is
fighting a very strong force, one it never
encountered before, anywhere."
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This 1s how Cuban President Fidel Castro
summarised the historic significance of the
defeat of South Africa in Southern Angola
in March 1988. He was speaking at a clos-
ed meeting of representatives of member
countries of the Non-Aligned Movement on
May 30th, and his remarks are included in
the Cuban-made television documentary
which tells the story of Cuban involvement
in the battle of Cuito Cuanavale.

The film takes up the story in November
1987, when South African forces were pois-
ed to take Cuito Cuanavale, having pene-
trated over 250 km inside Angolan territory.
The narrator says:

"If the enemy had achieved its initial ob-
jective — to take Cuito Cuanavale — it
would have immediately advanced to the
country’s centre and east. The security and



stability of the People’s Republic of Angola
were seriously threatened.”

Following the request of the Angolan gov-
ernment, the Cuban government decided
on significant reinforcements to the Cuban
military contingent in Angola.

Soldiers who were at that time taking part
in major military manoeuvres in Cuba were
asked to go as internationalist volunteers
as part of this reinforcement. Since 1975,
more than 300 000 Cubans have served in
Angola as internationalist volunteers —
doctors, teachers and technicians as well
as soldiers. Reviewing eventsin Angolain
an address to the Cuban people in July,
Fidel Castro said:

"An action of this kind does not depend
on techniques, on money, on resources or
anything else; it depends on the human
factor, and the human factor was decisive.”

This is the message that comes across from
the film as Cuban officers, tank drivers,
pilots, advisers and cooks relate their ex-
periences of fighting alongside their
African comrades. "We do things as if we
were all Cubans or all Angolans,” an
Angolan soldier says. Angolan, Cuban and
SWAPO forces are repeatedly seen train-
ing and fighting together in integrated
fighting units. SWAPO president, Sam
Nujoma, is interviewed, and pays special
tribute to the role of the Cuban inter-
nationalist volunteers.

The film also documents the role of
women contingents within the Cuban
forces. Speaking to a meeting of women in
Cuba, Castro says:

"I asked myself, in circumstances such as
this one, in which tens of thousands of our
fellow countrymen are on the front line
fighting the South African enemy, could we
exclude women? Could we deny women
the opportunity of also participating? This
is why, comrades, the decision has been
made — based on the principles on which
they have always been made — to also
send women's contingents on an absolute-
ly voluntary basis to fulfil the inter-
nationalist mission in Angola. This is why
you, women from Guantanamo, have had
the great opportunity of going to fulfil this
internationalist mission.”

The film also explains the military strategy
of the progressive forces. As the narrator
explains:

"At first the enemy had been able to
choose the area of combat — favourable to
them, of course. The challenge was ac-
cepted because the enemy had to be stop-
ped at all costs. However, at the same time,
it was decided to strengthen our contin-
gent and to move deep into the south-west
front in the direction of the Namibian
border. With the arrival of new Cuban
troops and equipment, the correlation of
forces on the scene of battle substantially
changed ... Air and anti-aircraft superiori-
ty belonged to the joint forces of Angola,
Cuba and the SWAPQO liberation
movement.”

This enabled the forces of Angola, Cuba
and SWAPO not only to hold Cuito
Cuanavale, but to begin a drive south to the
Namibian border, so outflanking the racist
forces and making any retreat without
negotiations an impossibly bloody one for
the apartheid regime. Castro told the Non-
Aligned meeting:

"When you meet a White South African, a
racist, the only thing you have to ask him
is, what happened at Cuito Cuanavale?
What happened at Cuito Cuanavale?
That's all you have to ask him."”

But the film is more than just a history of that
victory or even a celebration of that victory.
It is also a tool for winning a broader
understanding of the events which brought
South Africa to the negotiating table. An
agreement about Namibian independence
having been signed, the South Africans
have been building up their forces in nor-
thern Namibia and further arming the
UNITA bandits. They will be looking for
every opportunity to find ways of undoing
the damage that Cuito Cuanavale has
wrought on them. This film can help wina
greater understanding that they must also
be made to pay in full the political price of
that military defeat.

Response to the South African Escalation

was shown on Cuban television in three
one-hour episodes, and then repeated, on

popular demand.
Rich Palser
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OBITUARY

IRENE
MKWAYI

Irene Ntombifuthi Mkwayi (nee Mhlongo)
was born at Imfume Mission Station in Natal
on June 6th 1924, the daughter of Amos and
Ethel Mhlongo. Her primary education was
at Imfume Mission Station, her higher
primary education at Ifafa Mission Station,
and her secondary education at Loram
Secondary School in Durban. She was bap-
tised, and became the ardent Christian we
all knew Mama Irene was. She was later to
become a staunch member of the Presby-
terian Church.

She began general nursing at Holy Cross
Anglican Mission Hospital in Pondoland,
and was transferred to St Andrew’s
Anglican Hospital in Durban. In 1949 she
decided to do midwifery at Bridgeman
Memorial Hospital in Johannesburg, and
then worked at Baragwanath Hospitalasa
staff midwife, Finally, she was employed at
the Orlando Clinic until her retirement in
1964.

In 1963, while working at Meadowlands
Clinic, she met Wilton Mkwayi. They im-
mediately planned to marry, but that was
not to be. Wilton Mkwayi, a hero of our
struggle, was soon arrested, charged and
sentenced to life imprisonment. Irene was
arrested and detained for harbouring her
husband-to-be, but she was never bruised
by this experience — instead it made her
stronger. Last year, after 23 years, the cou-
ple finally got permission for a prison
wedding.

In the long years of solitude and suffer-
ing, Mama Irene gave a lot of energy to
welfare work, to which she was dedicated.

She was a founder member of the
Release Mandela Campaign, playing a vital
role in its national consolidation. She was
eventually elected first Vice-President, and
she acted as President in the absence of
Comrade Oscar Mpetha, who is serving a
five-year sentence in Pollsmoor Prison. She
was highly instrumental in the re-
integration of ex-political prisoners into
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society, and helped form a support com-
mittee for this purpose.

Recently, she was heavily involved in
women's projects, the latest being the
Lilian Ngoyi Malibongwe Project. She was
extremely proud of this project, and spent
sleepless nights making plans for it.

She travelled to the German Federal
Republic to represent the Mandela family
in an award ceremony. On her way back
to South Africa, she passed through Lon-
don. An interview she gave then to
Sechaba was printed inthe April 1988 issue,
under the title, Women Are Organising,
and was recently translated into Frenchand
printed in Amandla!, a solidarity journal put
out by the ANC office in Paris.

After Comrade Irene returned to South
Africa, she learned she was ill. On
December 9th 1988, life left the body of this
great mother of a nation at the age of 64
years. Having a premonition of death, she
had written the programme for her own
funeral, which was held at the United Con-
gregational Church in Orlando East. By
decree of the regime it was postponed
from Saturday 17th to Monday 19th
November — and this, ironically, enabled
Bishop Tutu, the Rev Frank Chikane and
the Rev Beyers Naude to fly to Johan-
nesburg to officiate.

She is survived by Sipho, her son by a
previous marriage, now 34 years old and
ateacher, and by her husband, Wilton, who
is still a prisoner.

Mama is sadly missed by the nation she
gave her whole life to.

Amandla Ngewethu! Matla!
Power to the People!



OBITUARY
JOHN GAETSEWE

John Gaetsewe died after a stroke In
Botswana in December 1988, and was
buried in Francistown on the last day of the
year. He was a long-standing and
respected member of the ANC, and a
dedicated trade unionist.

The trade union movement was the
mainspring and motivation of his life, an8
his work in the African National Union of
Laundry and Dry Cleaning Workers, on the
Management Committee of SACTU, and as
SACTU General Secretary serve as his
memorial.

He never sought easy compromises. At
a time when White workers in South Africa,
organised as they were in TUCSA and in
other all-White enclaves, ignored the prob-
lems of their Black fellow-workers, John at-
tacked them. At a mass rally to inaugurate
the SACTU £1-a-day campaign of the 1950s,
he stated that it was not only Black workers
who earned starvation wages, but that
many White women workers in the tobac-

co, distributive, sweet, laundry and textile
industries were also grossly underpaid,
and he stressed, as he always did, the need
for the unity and collective strength of all
workers. It was his belief that unity was the
only way forward. At a Special Conference
called by SACTU on Job Reservation, John
said, "Let us have confidence in our
workers and not underestimate our
strength.” This confidence inspired those
who worked with him.

His commitment was total, and he was not
deterred by the hostility of employers nor

"by harassment from the security police who

were carrying out the stated policy of the
regime, of "bleeding the Black trade
unions to death.”

In December 1956, at the time of the mass
arrests of all the leading members of the
Congress Alliance, including the President
and the General Secretary of SACTU and
31 other officials, John helped to keep

B
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Botswana in December 1988, and was
buried in Francistown on the last day of the
year. He was a long-standing and
respected member of the ANC, and a
dedicated trade unionist.

The trade union movement was the
mainspring and motivation of his life, and
his work in the African National Union of
Laundry and Dry Cleaning Workers, onthe
Management Committee of SACTU, and as
SACTU General Secretary serve as his
memorial.

He never sought easy compromises. At
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organised as they were in TUCSA and in
other all-White enclaves, ignored the prob-
lems of their Black fellow-workers, John at-
tacked them. At a mass rally to inaugurate
the SACTU £1-a-day campaign of the 1950s,
he stated that it was not only Black workers
who earned starvation wages, but that
many White women workers in the tobac-

co, distributive, sweet, laundry and textile
industries were also grossly underpaid,
and he stressed, as he always did, the need
for the unity and collective strength of all
workers. It was his belief that unity was the
only way forward. At a Special Conference
called by SACTU on Job Reservation, John
said, “"Let us have confidence in our
workers and not underestimate our
strength.” This confidence inspired those
who worked with him.
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deterred by the hostility of employers nor

by harassment from the security police who

were carrying out the stated policy of the
regime, of "bleeding the Black trade
unions to death.”

In December 1956, at the time of the mass
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Congress Alliance, including the President
and the General Secretary of SACTU and
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"As we leave this building to go wherever this court decides, we
wish to say to our people, we tried to carry out your behests. We
did our best to live up to what you expected of us as members of
the African National Congress. There are countless others like us
who are prepared to sacrifice their very lives to achieve the noble
goal of the emancipation of our country. We shall achieve victory

very soon.”
— Ebrahim Ismail Ebrahim, statement in court, January 1989




