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Insight 
De Klerk concerned that Afrikanerdom hasn't bought reform plan 

A
S the--political pro
cess grinds on, the 
activities of all the 
players will be put 

under the spotlight at vari
ous times. Not surprisingly, 
there have been reports that 
the Government has hatched 
a plan, through the Broeder
bond, to discredit right-wing 
organisations and sow divi
sion. 

Equally unsurprisingly there 
have been denials, significantly 
through an unnamed source 
within the Bond. 

At the same time, however, a 
Government~supporting news• 
paper has confirmed, through 
its own documentation, the exis
tence of such a plan. 

The crucial issue, however, is 
whether this document is part 
of a misinformation campaign 
emanating from within the 
Broederbond, or whether there 
was a genuine attempt by the 
Government-supporting body 
within the Bond to execute such 
a plan. 

Broedertwis has always been 
part of the political develop
ment of the Afrikaner, and if 
this were just part of such a 
process, it would be easy to ex
plain. 

However, there seems to be 
more than that involved in this 
case. 

One political analyst has 
pointed out that in the last few 
months some Government-sup
porting Afrikaans newspapers 
have played up the disagree
ments within right-wing organi
sations, and particularly re
ferred to the clashes between 
Koos van der Merwe and the 
leadership of the Conservative 
~arty. 

~ndeed, there were even sug
gestions that a split was loom
ing within the CPi>e~ause of Mr 
van der Merwe's belief that the 
CP should participate in the ne
gotiating process if it is not to 

JOE LATAKGOMO, Senior Assistant Editor of the 
Johannesburg Star, examines claims of a Breeder 
plot to sow right-wing division 

marginalise itself. 
More weight was lent to this 

argument when Mr van der 
Merwe "coincidentally" turned 
up at the venue of pre-negotia-
tion talks. · 

He was neatly rapped on the 
knuckles by his party, and he 
had to make some particularly 
strong anti-negotiation state
ments before he was allowed to 
settle back within the CP. 

He has since been quiet on all 
issues, including whether the 
CP would, at some point in the 
future, decide to participate in 
Codesa. 

The reports of a possible 
right-wing split have not abat
ed, however. Differences be
tween the CP and the A WB 
have always been reported wi
dely, and any activity by the 
A WB which could discredit the 
CP in the eyes of the white elec
torate, which still believed in 
parliamentary processes for re
dress, has always been exploit
ed. 

This would, on the face of it 
at least, support the view that 
there was a campaign to dis
credit and divide the right. 

If the document was genuine
ly the work of the Bond, it 
would also reflect the level of 
support for the right within the 
organisation. 

The Broederbond spokesman 
quoted as denying the existence 
of the document is reported to 
have said that "such an ap
proach would be contrary to the 
objective of the Bond to pro
mote Afrikaner unity". 

It is then suggested that the 
. leaking. of the document wa:s in
tended to divide the Bond, so as 
to ensure that right-wing think• 
ers within the organisation, who 

remain members because of 
their desire to maintain Afri
kaner unity, would feel uncom
fortable and quit. 

Even Dr Treurnicht has been 
quoted as saying that the docu
ment was a major blow for the 
Bond, and could lead to a split. 

Clearly, the activities of the 
Bond in maintaining an Afri
kaner grip on political power 
since 1948 are known to most 
Afrikaner leaders - including 
Dr Treurnicht. 

That power has not been wea
kened by the various splits 
within the National Party, and 
the right must realise that an 
organisation like the Bond is 
needed to underpin their politi
cal demands, and to serve as a 
thinktank for alternative politi
cal routes. 

The National Intelligence 
Service has been accused, on at 
least three occasions, of hav
ing planted agents in right-wing 
organisations to spy on them. In 
making the revelations, the 
right has refused to name the 
agents, and in the last episode, 
the CP said it would demand an 
urgent meeting with Mr de 
Klerk to protest about what 
they believed to be harassment 
of right-wing organisations 
through spying activities. 

Clearly, the Government 
must be concerned that the 
right has not been carried along 
by Mr de Klerk in his political 
shift towards a new South Afri
ca. 

The process is now irrevers
ible, and perhaps if the Govern
ment - and Mr de Klerk in 
particular - had to do it egain, 
they might do it differently. 

One obsel"ler even suggested 
that what Mr de Klerk needed 

right from the beginning was 
a process of taking the Afrikan
er constituency with him 
through regular fireside chats, 
explaining why he was doing 
what he was doing, and making 
his constituency feel comfort
able with the process instead of 
dumping change on them and 
then hoping that the benefits 
reaped from overseas sympathy 
would result in internal accep
tance. 

The benefits that came from 
abroad have not matched Mr de 
Klerk's expectations, and the 
level of violence at home has 
done nothing to reassure the Af
rikaners. 

This has provided . tremen
dous growth for the right, and 
the Virginia by-election result 
is evidence enough of the leaps
and-bounds growth of the right. 

The Potchefstroom seat, 
which became vacant on the 
death of Louis le Grange, is also 
heading for the CP fold. 

Further confirmation of the 
extent of right-wing growth and 
potential is the increased levels 
of recent bombing activities. 
The police give a figure of 11 
attacks, a statistic which does 
not include an attack on a Cape 
Afrikaans school at the week
end. 

Some of the groups that the 
police have named as right
wing organisations include 
A WB, Boere Kommando, Re
publican Army, and even a 
local version of the Ku Klux 
Klan. 

It is also significant that 
commercial explosives seem to 
have been used in most of the 
attacks, and that most of those 
explosives are obtainable 
through the mines - for many 
years a right-wing stronghold. 

There is a reasonable fear 
that e~plosives could easily 
have .beeri stocltpiled over t~ 
years for precisely this kind of 
activity, and that the worst is 
still to come. 
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Seepe's misdemeanour 
can't go unchallenged. 
PROFESSOR Sipho Seepe's 
misdemeanour can no longer 
go unchallenged. 

In his article "Sheer intellec
tual laziness" in City Press 
(September 30) Seepe once 
again resorted to his insults by 
labelling comrades :'<:drUe 
Maloka and Titus Mafolo, 
among other things, "paloo
kas" and "sycophants". 

This was in response to com
rades Maloka and Mafolo's ar
ticle "Trash recycle without 
adding value" in City Press 
the previous week, where they 
correctly accused Seepe of suf
fering from a combination of 
two syndromes: the quest for 
recognition, and the need to 
use his writings to affirm him
self. 

Seepe once again failed to 
improve the quality of his 
writing by resorting to his 
usual insults instead of engag
ing in a genuine imellectual 
debate. 

But who is thi'.'i Professor Si-. 
pho Seepe? His involvement in 
the revolution has also been 
questioned. 

Instead, he resorted to his 
childish style and academic 
thugge::-y by levelling persor,.al 
aeacks against those wh .1 do 
not agrPe \\<:th him. 

He claimed that "ha,ring no 
office to protect, I have the lux-.; 
ury of writing as I like". This 
is jargon. He is pursuing anti
ANC ideology and throwing 
everything at his disposal to 
discredit the A...1\J.'.; and ifa a1:; 
liance partners. 

':'he liberation struggle has 
in the past refused ~o succu::nb 
to narrow nationa:.ist tenden
cies, liberalism, <!ltra-J..2ftist 
Trotskyite childishness and 
all counter-revolutionary ten
dencies. Faceless ideologists 
and charlatans like Seepe who 
a.rs waging an ideological war
fare again&t the ANC have al
ways existed in this trend. 

The problem with him is 
that he is not a revolutionary 
but an anti-ANC element who 
can nicely manipulate the 
agenda of the day i:o pur1:;ue his 
mindless careeris::-;, and op
portunism. KENNEDY 
MAHLATSI 

.f ~--~O_. · •"' ne please save 
:.tJS from 7Mbekisms''? 

I 
. ' 

I HA VE read with interest the articles ty President Thabo 
Mbeki's '3.dvisers - Dr Eddy Maloka and Titus Ivfafolo - to what 
• hey consider as Professor Sipho Seepe's "recycling of ideas 
witho11t adding any value" to them. 

It was, however, the thoughtful response provided by Seepe on 
the two gentleman that prompted me to respond to their article. 

Seepe provided an insightful critique on the two gentleman re
garding their pseudo-research which turned out to be the one 
which did not add any value to the issue he had raised earlier. 

It appea:i·s that the two gentlemen, no doubt trying to add a 
new dimension to the ANC propaganda machine which has been 
trying to rubbish Seepe, have emerged as the real palookas who 
are desperately trying to ingratiate themselves to their master
Mbeki. One does not understand why the learned gentlemen, 
who are trying to project themselves as sober intellectuals with 
s0und political insight, do not confront their master about his il
logical reasoning on issues like HIV/ AIDS, the economy and his 
obsession with tryic.g to control every facet oflife in the country. 

It appears that they would really like a situation in the country 
where everyone, especially the black man, reasons in the same 
outdated fashion they had been taught as cadres in ANC camps 
in Angola, Zambia and Tanzania. . · ·· . 

It is clear Maloka and Mafolo havitlgl).~n educated on ANC 
propaganda which draws its leaf from Stalinist Russia and other 
Soviet Bloc countries, and have taken a position that a leader 
(here Mbeki) should bi>. defended by all means. 

Can someone in the ANC and the alliance partners save us 
fr.:,r,1 "'Mbekisms" before we become a laughing stock to the 
world and the African continent? - LESO LE "ACE" MARUM 0, 
Tbdi, Sc.weto 

u-ry P~: 
Seepe' s envy borders 

0~ /10/0\ 

THE sustained vitriolic attacks against 
the president by the bubblegum political 
analyst Sipho Seepe have exploded our 
political tolerance. 

The fact that Seepe hates the president 
with a special venom is an indication of 
how valuable the president is. His popu
larity grows in the same proportion that 
the sycophant hates and tries to destroy 
him. 

Being a professor does not elevate one's 
status to the echelon of absolute h~telli
gence, and does not bestow the right to be
little those who you think are in an intel
lectual contest with you. 

Seepe's hw1ger for publicity has expos
ed him as a naked charlatan. whose role 
in the public discourse is to rubbish the 
good work of Giff government and its 
ieaders. 

His underestimation of the highly re
spected Titl)s Mafolo and Eddy Maloka 
:>hows how intellectually hankrupt he is. 

Our president has never, at any stage, 
declared hlmselfan intellectual; this i,;, in 
fact, the general reading of the people 
aro_und the globe. . 

The fact that Mbeki is :1imself :wt a pro
fessor does not make him less ~ntellectual. 

The people of South Africa know the 
president as a product of a long standing 
culture of yigorous debates, that the ANC 
he leads arrives at decisions through 
these robust and vigorous engagemt nts. 
Therefore, insinuations advocated by pol
itical amphibians like Seepe that the ANC 
is a movement characterised by lackeys of 

on treason 
The professor's attacks t)Il President Thabo 
Mbeki are far too destructive to be tolerated, 
writes Ed·ward Funyufunyu 
the president, who are themselves in
capable of reasoning, are grossly mis
chievous and dangerous. 

Accordingly, tl:e decisior~s of the ANC 
am the decisions of the people. 

I think the time has now arrived for the 
agitated professor to share with us how he 
contri1''1ted towards the a~tainment of 
democracy and freedom ln South _A.fdca. 

We took pe!'I: in the liberation struggle 
of our people; however, tt>e name Sipho 
Seepe oni.y started surfacrng on the politi
cal scene about a decade ago. 

Perhai,s he need1; to t,'.)11 us what our 
president has dune to him. 

Where iV&s he when innocent school 
children were being sho~"' 

Is he aware of the tort11H: we endured in 
various South African prisons when 
apartheid's cruel hand was at its harsh-
est? · 

HIV/ AIDS has become a national prior
ity issue, thus all of us as South Africans 
are cGmpP.l!ed to make inputs towards the 
resolutkm of this catastrophe. 

It is this convicti.on that dictater; to us 
that tJ-, ':' te!'rnin could not only be confined 
to people In U,e r·ealms c,f science, but to 
all the people whose deliberat1ons will 

i'i.gnificantly inform the outcome of this 
exhaustive process. · 

The solution we seek must be a compre
hensive one. It is precisely because of this 
bel!efthat our president must continue to 
lead and participate with the South Afri
can people in this important debate that 
will eventually give birth to an effective 
way of dealing with the pandemic. 

'.!'r..u~, an insinuation by Seepe that the 
president is an embarrassment to the 
AIDS discourse is in itself a stone of illu
sion. Furthermore, the president will con
tinue inspiring us with his extraordinary 
wisdom to achieve the ideals of the New 
Africa Initiative prograH!me. In execut
ing his enormous task5, contrary to 
Seepe's narrow-minded view, the safety of 
the president, regardless of the costs, re
mains critical. 

We are not saying Professor Seepe must 
not engage in public discourse, but what 
we are against is his tendency to use his 
,1ose more often than his mind in engag• 
ing in matters dear to South Africans. i 

Peddling the message of gloom arid 
doom about the economic prospects ~f 
South Africa is in itself treacherous and 
tantamount to treason. i 

\~ 

R~::r(llM-Vvt~ 
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OPINION 

Act w, FW 
THE political skills with which 

President De Klerk has been 
managiJ!g a historic transi
tion are! not in serious ques

tion, and e\TeK less so are his cour
age and visft>n, but growing doubt 
attends bis ability to manage the 
economic mess which he inherit
ed from his predecessor. An out
rageous increase of 18 percent in 
government expenditure, per
versely accompanied by a woeful 
deterioration in the range and 
quality of public services, will 
compel Finance Minister Barend 
du Plessis to ask Parliament on 
February 17 to cover another 
looming deficit. If Parliament 
were to deny him, the govern
ment would fall. 

No sane South African wants to 
bring down President De Klerk at 
this juncture of history, but the 
time has surely come to warn 
him - and his party - that the 
failure to establish control over 
the corrupt, profligate state ma
chine created by his predecessor 
is impoverishing the nation. It is 
undermining the Reserve Bank's 
fight against inflation, and so ex
tending the recession. Thus it 
greatly compounds all his prob
lems, from unemployment and 
crime to the rise of the right 
wing, and he is running out of 
time. 

In saying this ·· we recognise 
that the primary fault lay with 
President Botha, whose economic 
policy had the single virtue of 
bringing the apartheid era to a 
quicker end than might otherwise 
have been the case. In effect, 
President Botha converted the 
government into an immense 
machine to gather up the re
sources of the nation and to de
ploy them to meet needs and per-

ceptions, and eventually the 
ambitions and appetites, of the 
security apparatus. As any liter
ate person might have expected, 
the result was not only corrup
tion, profligacy, and misdirection 
of national effort, but 
impoverishment. In the end an 
exhausted economy could no 
longer sustain the security appa
ratus, and the policies of the 
Botha era disintegrated in fail
ure. 

Finance Minister Barend du 
Plessis, contemptuously overrid
den and humiliated by the domi
neering president, went along 
with this folly, so that his career 
is now a saga of plaintive ineffec
tuality. Demoralised, he keeps 
trying to delegate the important 
bits of his job - especially, the 
unpleasant business of saying 
"No" - to various deputy minis
ters, and it's not working. No sen
sible person would expect such an 
arrangement to work. 

So what has changed since the 
Botha era? Only this: the im
mense revenues gathered by the 

· state have been diverted from 
security to wbat might loosely be 
called "welfare", in a vain at
tempt to outbid the ANC by 
throwing money at its potential 

1 
supporters. It does no good be
cause most of the money, far 
from reaching the ·poor, soaks 
away in the bureaucracy, or into 
the suppo17ting network of 
nepotistic contractors, consult
ants, private companies and spe
cialists who were drawn to the 
trough in the Botha era, and who 
have no intention of leaving it 
now. Unless President De Klerk 
deals with this problem, and soon, 
all his endeavours may prove to 
be as futile as his predecessor's. 
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FHE PAPIR , oR Ffff 11101111 

ANC holds the 
future hostag 
THE ANC's statements on econom

ic policies this week are a disc 
turbing mix of the provocative 
and the erratic. It is perhaps 

unreasonable to expect wisdom from 
a political organisation excluded for 
so long, and so unfairly, from the cen
tre of political power. But is it too 
much to expect consistency? 

The ANC and its allies have target
ed economic policy as the next major 
site for political struggle. This may 
not be so surprising: there is, after all, 
precious little left to dispute with the 

' government in the run-up to the 
constitutional talks. 

The ANC demanded the release of 
political prisoners and the return of 
exiles. It got it. It wanted the ending of 
statutory discrimination in social and 
public amenities. Done. It wanted a 
commitment to negotiate a new con
stitution. It has it. The ANC wanted 
joint control of the security forces. 
The National Peace Accord effective
ly provided that. The organisation 
wanted forums to negotiate new sys
tems of local government, education, 
health. All of these are being 
established. 

Maddened by such easy victories, 
· the so-called triple alliance now 

moves ori to the big one: the right to 
determine the country's economic 
policy in advance of, perhaps in spite 
of, any negotiated political or consti
tutional settlement. 

To achieve this end, the alliance 
now makes clear, it is prepared to use 
just about any means. From the 
armoury of its past it draws the tired 
weapons of sanction~ boycotts, strikes 
and "mass action". 1t glosses them in 
fresh rhetoric, wrapped in new causes 
such as the VAT protests. It then pro
ceeds to offer one of the saddest 
threats of any resistance group in his
tory: do as we say or we will destroy 

ourselves. Surely there can be no 
greater admission of impotence. 

The inconsistency in all this lies in 
the fact that there is a substantial 
body of opinion in the higher echelons 
of the ANC that believes the real ques
tion is not whether political reform is 
"reversible", the current shibboleth of 
the ANC, but whether economic dis
integration is now reversible. In the 
decade of the 70s, more than 70 in 100 
new job-seekers found work. Now it is 
only 13. Senior ANC people are aware 
that South Africa's greatest priority is 
growth and only later redistribution ~ 
indeed, some say it publicly. They 
know that the unemployment bomb 
could well be theirs to defuse in a very 
few years. 

What, then, accounts for the strange 
utterances this week of Mr Nelson 
Mandela on nationalisation and Mr 
Cyril Ramaphosa on "re-evaluating" 
foreign loans after an ANC take
over, this sudden burst of toyi-toyi 
economics? 

It is insufficient to refer to the sys
temic economic illiteracy of the ANC. 
Mr Mandela may not know a credit 
from a debit entry in a ledger but he 
has in the past shown the capacity to 
hold his peace on subjects on which he 
is ignorant. Mr Ramaphosa, ~ean
while, is known for his pragmatism. 

The reason for the triple alliance's 
dangerous statements this week lies 
elsewhere. It is sited in the struggle 
for political power outside a_ny ne_goti
ating framework - everything will be 
ventured in this pursuit, everything 
risked, nothing spared. 

The ANC insists on being taken seri• 
ously. It cannot be, and should not be, 
until it ceases to hold the country's 
future economic well-being hostage 
to its short-term political objectives. 
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The Refelj ndum---. 
NO ,S/;(tA~- &' .:> I /Cf\2- YES 

k h I d NOT only is FW de Klerk 

You forgot to as : s OU the greatest leader South 
Africa has had but he 
certainly is the most pa-

Show 
the re be black domination? tie~it!~d:::~::r~fzach the 
IN your leader of_ Feb~ary 23 you sa_y 
the "real issue" m this referendum 1s 
whether to share power ·or to "maintain 
white domination':. 

You forgot another vital issue: 
Whether to allow black domination. 

Forget about "guarantees". We all 
know how the whites fared in Rhodesia, 
in spite of "cast-iron" guarantees: we 
know, too, how they fared in other Afri
can countries; and we all know how 
African countries rule (or misrule) 
themselves: how they eschew democra-
cy. . 

Is it not obvious to you that all along 
President FW De Klerk has been mak
ing concessions at Codesa to the African 
National Congress; that Nelson Mandela 
has continually "demanded" or "insist
ed" on this and that, and been given a 
sympathetic hearing? 

Is it not obvious, too, that this has 
angered whites and increased their, 
fears of what the future holds in the 
"new, democratic South Africa"? 

All this was shown in the trouncing 
the National Party got at Potchef
stroom. 

If Codesa is to work then there must 
be a fair sharing: the ANC !s ~ot to ha~e .... ,. - . 

blacks. So why should it be forced on 
them? 

Thousands of whites, too, want their 
own homeland: why should they not 
have it? By what right does a political 
group, the ANC, decide the future of a 
nation, the Afrikaners? This is an im
pertinence. 

If you say this~ democracy, that t~e 
majority (blacks) m the country want it 
this way, then let us remind you that 11 
million of these blacks are illiterate and 
the rest, to use a euphemism, "unsophis
ticated", with little understanding of 
what democracy means. 

On the other hand, the Afrikaners 
were the pioneers in South Africa and it 
was they who, later with the British, 
built up the country to the fine modern 
state it became - and provided the 
blacks with all the civilised amenities 
they now enjoy. Are they not then enti
tled to have their own homeland: is it 
not their birthright; did they not work , 
for it? I 

Wishing to. govern yours.elf in your 1 
own homeland and thus preserve your I 
culture, which is poles apart from an- i 
other culture, is justifiable and even 
commendable. 

de Beer's gloomy prog
nostications of the conse
q uences which South 
Africa will have to bear 
if the referendum goes 
against President De 
Klerk any South African 
who has the vote and 
does not use it correctly 
is a disgrace to our coun
try. 

Now is the time for all 
right-minded South Afri
cans to band together 
and to show the world 
that we are right behind 
President De Klerk and 
the New South Africa by 

world 

we 

back FW 
giving him a magnificent 
majority on March 17. 

VALERIE WENDT 
Red Hill 

Make a 1ick or a cross 
I WISH to refer to the advert regarding "Do you 
support the continuation of the reform process", 
which appeared in the Sunday Tribune of March 1. 

In all my years of voting 'we had to mark the 
ballot paper by means of a cross, not, a tick as 
shown in the advert. This could lead people to mark 
their ballot paper with a tick and then having them 
declared spoiled papers. 

Or has the system been chane:ed? 



Things couldn't 
be any worse 
under-the CP 

t 
DR Zac de Beer, leader of the Democratic Party, 
warned that if the Conservative Party won the refer-

I 
endum on March 17 there would be civil war, as sure 
as God made little apples. 

One wonders if Dr De Beer has been asleep all 
this time? 

At the moment there is a civil war in the country 
and the National Party is powerless to stop it. 

Overseas businessmen are afraid to invest in the 
country because of the chaos and bloodshed that 
is sweeping the land. 

Ordinary citizens are virtually prisoners in their 
own homes. They are afraid to go out because of fears 
of being mugged, robbed or even killed. 

How much worse can the country get? 
If the CP wins the referendum maybe Dr An

dries Treurnicht will be able to bring some sanity 
and stability to the country. 

GB BOYERS 
Oairwood 

DH NZEUWENHUIS 
Richmond 

Footnote: According to a Department of Home 
Affairs spokesman, a tick or a cross is accept-
able - Editor. · 

CALL IT OFF . 
Why can't two great men ~ 
sit down and talk it over? 
SOUTH Africa should encourage two 
great South Africans to call off the refer
endum. These men have the courage to 
give South Africa the message that all 
South Africans support reform. 

President FW De Klerk and Dr Andries 
Treurnicht may disagree on how the re
form process should take place, but they 
could thrash out the details at Codesa. 

They could convert a "lose-lose" situa
tion to a "win-win" situation - and all of 
South Africa would stand up and applaud 
them for this courageous act. 

If the Inkatba Freedom Party can sit 
down and talk to the African National 
Congress at Codesa, why can't Afrikaner 
talk to Afrikaner? President De Klerk, in 
a Codesa-like manner, should sit down 

with Dr Treurnicht, listen to bis griev
ances and persuade him to bring them to 
Codesa. 

At Codesa mini-miracles are occurring 
daily. We still have a long bard road 
ahead of us, but in many instances "face
less enemies" have been transformed into 
acquaintances or even friends with whom 
we may not necessarily agree. At a time 
when South Africa is desperately trying to 
seek peaceful change, a referendum of 
this nature is divisive. 

I formally request President De Klerk 
and Dr Treumicht not to waste the South 
African taxpayers' money. It is known 
that the vast majority of all South Afri
cans want reform. 

DrEBENARD 
IFP Delegate to Codesa 



S lea ers 
pu e1 
views to 
world body 
SOUTH AFRICA'S most 
senior politicians will 
today have 75 minutes to 
parade their ideas on how 
the country's economy 

1 
should develop before 1 300 
delegates representing the 
world's political and 
economic elite. 

The occasion is the 
annual meeting of the 
World Economic Forum. 

President FW de Klerk, 
who rues into Switzerland 
from London today after a 
meeting with British 
Prime Minister John 
Major, will open the ses
sion on South Africa with a 
· speech titled: "The contri
bution of a post-apartheid 
South Africa to the new 
world order." 

ANC president Nelson 
Mandela follows him to the 
podium, where be will 
address 35 heads of state, 
150 senior cabinet mini
sters and more than 1 000 
top businessmen on the 
subject of: "The integration 
of those on the fringes of 
society into the new 
world." 

Listening 
After the ANC leader's 

speech the two men will be 
joined by lnkatha Presi
dent Mangosuthu Buthe
lezi, National Peace Com
mittee chairman John 
Hall, Cosatu secretary
general Jay Naidoo and 
Lebowa Chief Minister 
Nelson Ramodike for a 
panel discussion on "How 
to stimulate growth in the 
new South Africa." 

Among the leading 
world figures attending the 
forum who could be listen
ing in ~e US Secretary of 
State James Baker, UN 
Secretary-General Boutros 
Ghali, French Prime Min
ister Edith Cresson, Europ
ean Community President 
Jacques Delors and Chi
nese Prime Minister Li 
Peng. . 

Businessmen include 
Fiat president Giovanni 
Agnelli, Olivetti managing 
director . Bruno D'Avanzo, 
Ford Motor Company 
president Philip Benton, 
Deutsche Bank senior vice
president Paul Grosse, 
Coca-Cola presi~ent Don-
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ald Keough and Sony chair
man Akio Morita. 

Foreign Minister Pik 
Botha and Mr Mandela 
held private discussions_at 
the forum on Friday -
probably· to ensure there 
would be no public bicker
ing before such an august 
body. 

Mr Botha wd the issue 
uppermost in the minds of 
the businessmen who had 
quizzed him over the past 
two days was whether it 
would be safe to invest in 
SA. 

Mr Mandela, in the text 
of his speech prepared for 
delivery today, calls for a 
global offensive for devel
opment, prosperity and 
human survival. 

He says that in making 
the call he is fully aware of 
the general shortage of 
capital in the world, its 
sensitivity to economic im
peratives and its mobility. 

Demands I 
The prepared text adds 

that: ''We also say this 
knowing that the under
developed countries have 
to continue addressing 
such issues as better utili
sation of resources and 
management of their 
economies, better gover
nance, human-resource 
development, including the 
upliftment and liberation 
of women, as well as pro
tection of the environ
ment" 

Turning to SA, the 
speech says no force on 
earth can stop its march 
towards democracy. 

But this would be 
accompanied by demands 
from millions of South 
Africans for an end to pov
erty. 

In a section prepared for 
use in a panel discussion on 
achieving economtc 
growth, Mr Mande:1a a~ain 
reiterates that nationalisa
tion is something the ANC 
will consider. , 

However, he adds: "Na
tionalisation in our view 
does not mean a nniv,....,.,1 

-ngunyto or<r-c1ogma-. --
"It means. examining 

selected major enterprises 
on a case-by-case basis. 
Our starting-point would 
be those bodies and corpo
rations already in state 
hands." 

In a section included as 
an optional insert, Mr Man
dela complains that too 
many South African com
panies have gone on an 
investment strike or have 
transferred assets abroad. 



rHE battle for the soul of 
ivhite south Africans is on. 
rheir choice is simple ....:... a 
:ontinuation of doomed 
,aasskap or a swift and 
1teady negotiation to democ
·acy. 
It is painful and abhorrent 

o us that once again a deci
ion on the destiny of our 
:ountry is . being taken by a 
llinority of 15 percent of the 
iopulatioll:l. We condemn any 
orm of racial referendum 
.nd cannot give any legitima
y to the present one. 

Those o( our members who 
.appen to ,be white are faced 
,ith an awesome dilemma. 
'hey have joined the ANC be-' 
ause of their belief in non
acialism, yet they are being 
sked to identify themselves 
s whites and not as South 
.fricans. We understand 
1eir difficulty and do not 
retend the answer is easy. 
In our view, however, they 

ilould not step back from the 
pportunity to make a direct 
ontribution towards ending 
rbite domination in this 
ountry. We want white south 
fricans to declare them
~lves unequivocally in fa
our of democracy and 
gainst racism. 
This· is not a contest be

veen · FW and · anyone else. 

We are not witnessing a 
presidential campaign, · no 
matter how many babies are 
kissed or posters put up. 
There is one issue and ·one 
only, namely, whether the 
movement towards democra
cy, as represented by the ne
gotiations at Codesa, will be 
halted. 

Notions 
A "yes" vote means we will 

sit round a table as South Af
ricans and work out the best 
method of installing a demo
cratic system in which all the 
country's inhabitants feel se
cure. A "no" vote will be a 
declaration ·of war against 
the majority in this country. 

2'L~ ll°ICJ c. 

ccept with pride 
your new destiny 
NELSON MANDELA writes a stirring appeal to white voters 

We have to move away 
from notions of domination 
and subordination and accept 
the principle of equal rights 
for all. There are no magic 
solutions. We need bard, hon
est, face-to-face bargaining 
to ensure th.at, within the con
text of democracy, the cul
tural, religious and linguistic 
diversity of the country is ac
knowledged. 

We have to find ways and 
means of stimulating the eco
nomy and at the same time 
ensuring wealth reaches the 
whole population. We need a 
government that is account
able to all South Africans and 
not just. a section. We want 
good government, and that 
means government that func
tions with a high standard of 
competence and in a fair 

manner. 
We look forward to good 

relations with neighbouring 
countries and with the whole 
world - no more living in 
exile for some and sneaking 
in through the back door for 
others. 

It is unthinkable that we 
will return to the era of ban
ning orders, imprisonment, 
torture and death sentences. 
There can be no going back to 
the days when soldiers and 
police were sent into the 
townships with guns, sjam
boks and teargas to disperse 
schoolchildren. 

The age of lies, disinforma
tion and CCB assassination 
squads has to be put behind us 
forever. There can be no re
vival of the hated pass laws, 
the Group Areas Act and the 

obnoxious signs on buses, in 
parks and at swimming 
pools. li the hopes of the 
majority of South Africans 
for a decent and dignified life· 
are once more thwarted, the 
stress and upheavals of the 
past will be like a game of 
marbles. There can be no go
ing back to baasskap. 

We have already made ex
tensive progress in clearing 
the way towards a negotiated 
means of achieving democra
cy. Old antagonists are sitting 
down together and working 
out how we can all live to
gether as equals in this coun
try. The path has been stony 
and many rocks still lie in our 
way, yet we have to move 
forward. There is no other 
way. 

We are all South Africans. 

0 

s 

Our destinies are inter
twined. There is no cloud
cuckooland into which people 
can escape from this reality. 
At the same time, there is no 
issue we cannot discuss, pro
vided we do so as equals and 
in the framework of 
democracy. 

Boldly 
Our white compatriots 

have a chance to show they 
repudiate, once and for all, 
the cruel policies that have 
brought so much shame to 
our country and caused so 
much pain to its inhabitants. 
We want our compatriots to 
walk boldly and with heads 
high into the new South 
Africa. 

We wish them to accept 
their new destiny with pride, 
leaving behind only the arro
gance, insensitivity and inhu
manity with which they were 
associated. This country is 
rich enough and spacious 
enough to provide a dignified 
life for all its inhabitants. We 
urge all those who have the 
privilege to vote to use it. 
These are the last whites-only 
elections. 

Let this be the moment in 
which whites voluntarily and 
freely indicate their willing
ness to be part of a new South 
African nation. 

' 



iveh 
I FIND it odd that Mr Ste
phen Mulholland seems to 
think that racial laws 
came onto the South Afri
can statute books with the 
National Part;y victory in 
1948. (Sunday Times, Feb-

' ruary 2) 
-
1
· Surely he is aware that 

many of these preceded the 
1948 elections by at least 38 
years, beginning with the 
exclusion . of people of 
colour from a full fran
chise in terms of the 1909 
Act of Union. 

Though the National 

I 
Party opposed none of 
these laws, it was not 
directly responsible for 
any - except for the 1927 
Native .Laws and Admini
stration Act. After 1948 the 
National Party built on and 
elaborated the edifice of 
racial laws it found in exis
tence, tightening up their 
provisions and introducing 
a consistency born of its 
own fanaticism. 

Responsibility for the 
destruction of the 
property-owning classes 
among the African people 

and other black groups 
must therefore be shared 
among both the National 
Party and the former 
South African Party/ · 
United Party axis. 

All serious historians 
recognise the role played 
by both the mining houses 
and white agricultural 
interests in pressing for the 
1913 Land Act - the min
ing houses motivated by a 
desire to secure their 
labour supply; the white 
farmers to eliminate a 
troublesome potential 
competitor. 

Crucial 
Attempts to saddle the 

National Party, and by 
implication its constituen
cy, alone with these perni
cious policies will just no 
longer wash! 

The point I wished to 
make is that, having delib
erately engineered this set 
of circumstances through 
its exclusive hold on politi
cal power, the advantaged 
racial community today 
insists that property rights 

e~notS· it\Chance 
are sacred and should not 
be tampered with. 

Successive white gov
ernments, before and after 
1910, have ridden rough
shod over the . property 
rights of every black group 
in this country! The princi
ple - if that is what it can 
be called - we are being 
asked to accept is that the 
property rights of whites 
are sacred and should not 
be tampered with! 

My recounting of the 
tale of the ANC br&nch 
refused permission to hold 
a meeting on a farm in 
Drakenstein in my article 
of January 26 was to illus
trate the effect of the 
power wielded by the prop
erty-owning classes .:_ who 
are now, thanks to the law, 
almost exclusively white 
- over the propertyless. 

halls because their mem
bers, unlike the workers at 
the Drakenstein estate, 
own farms! 

Their ability to exercise 
their right of freedom of 
expression is consequently 
not affected by their eco
nomic circumstances. 

Mr Mulholland's infer
ence that I demand access 
to such • facilities for · the 
ANC while denying them 

to the A WB is not ba:sed on 
anything I have said or 
written. In fact, he has 
erected a straw man. 

Everyone accepts that 
South Africa is moving 
towards elections. Does Mr 
Mulholland think these 
elections can and will be 
free and fair under circum
stances in which some par
ties will be excluded from 
access to voters - who, 

owing to no fault of their 
own, live on their employ
ers' property - at the 
whim of a landowner? 

I cannot imagine what 
motive persuaded Mr Mul
holland to refer to the 
"Marxist-Leninist roots of 
the ANC". 

The political tradition 
with which the ANC identi
fies begins with the Magna 

Carta and includes the 
American Declaration of 
Independence and Bill of 
Rights; the French Decla
ration of the Rights of Man 
and Citizen; Woodrow Wil
son's Fourteen Points; the 
Atlantic Charter and the 
UN Declaration of Human 
Rights. - Z P ALLO JOR
DAN, Secretary, ANC 
Department of Informa
tion of Publicity. 

Inquest cries out to be re-opened 
THE findings of the inquest regard
ing the numerous babies who died 
after being fed with Sabax drips 
leave much to desired. 

Your front page report (Sunday 
Times, February 2) about the inquest 
magistrate erring in not admitting 
vital evidence which might have 
clinched the case is disturbing in the 
extreme. 

trate TJ la Grange's attention was 
drawn to the serious error, but he 
seems to have shrugged it off - "my 
judgment is my judgment" or words 
to that effect. 

jection to such re-opening. 
The heartbroken mothers cry out 

for a just verdict based on all the 
facts. 

One woman, without children, will 
never bear a child again because,' 
before her child's death, she had tci. 
be sterilised. 

According to your report, Magis-

An inquest can be re-opened or 
reviewed by judges and referred 
back for further evidence. 

This is an inquest that cries out to 
be re-opened and Mr La Grange 
should gladly agree and raise no ob-

An old Latin proverb says: "Let 
justice be done though heaven fall." 
- DA V1D KESSLER, Bellville. 

Yes, the A WB; the CP; 
the Boerestaat Party and 
even the Ku Klux Klan 
may all demand access to 
meeting halls on farms. r-----------------------------------------
The crucial difference, 
however, is that these 
right0wing parties do not 
need to seek access to such 
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Judicial Murder
The 'ANC three' 

Thelle Simon Mogoerane (23), Jeny Semano Mosololi (25) and Marcus Thabo 
Motaung (27), the ANC Three, were sentenced to death on charges of high 
treason for attacks on police stations and sabotage of railway lines. In order 
to force Mogoerane to disclose the location of their weapons, the police tied a 
rope around his neck and one of his bands behind his back. They pulled a plastic 
bag over his head to make his breathing difficult. He was hanged from a tree 
and made to stand on his toes and a dog made to bite him. Later he was given 
electric shocks while suspended between a chair and a table. While he was 
being interrogated a pistol was placed in his mouth by a security officer while 
another banged the table, simulating the noise of a shot being fired. In 
evidence, Mogoerane said, "I actually wished a bullet had gone off." He made a 
statement when the police threatened to arrest his mother. 3 7 

His co-accused, Jeny Semano Mosololi, suffered the same pattern of 
police violence. He was made to lie on the ground, with his hands tied behind 
his back and a plastic bag partially suffocating him. Then a dog was set on 
him, after which he was given electric shock torture. Security police treatment 
was even more brutal in the case of Motaung, the third combatant, who 
narrowly escaped death at their hands. 

Marcus Thabo·Motaung was actually shot three times by the police in the 
course of his arrest. He received no treatment for two days. When the district 
surgeon saw him, the doctor failed to dress the wounds and urged instead that 
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he help the police with their enquiries. When eventually he was admitted to 
hospital, it was discovered that he had been bleeding internally for two days. 3 6 

An international campaign failed to save the lives of these men and to gain 
prisoner of war status for them and for all captured combatants. The world-wide 
pressure to save the lives of the ANC Three registered the international outrage 
against the racist regime in South Africa. A call for clemency was made by 
136 nations. The judicial death of these three prisoners of war failed to 
stem the tide of opposition to the structures of apartheid or to deflect activists 
from the struggle . Mosololi 's mother epitomised the intensity of this resistance 
when she said, shortly before her son's execution: "Go well, my son, I love 
you. I am proud of you because you are to die for your people .. . You must 
know the struggle will not end after your death. " 3 9 , 

At their trial a pattern of brutal police assaults was established by fonner 
detainees who gave evidence of how they had been forced to make statements 
after being tortured. One of the detainees, Themba Shongwe, said that during 
lengthy interrogation over several days, he was made to stand naked and 
handcuffed in a corridor during winter. He had been repeatedly beaten and 
subjected to electric shocks, with his hands and feet bound together. A second 
detainee, Masedi Monyepote, substantiated Shongwe's evidence. He had been 
subjected to the same treatment for five nights consecutively. He had also 
been placed between two chairs after being blindfolded, made to hold a brick 
high above his head and jog for a long time while being hit with a length of 
hosepipe. Like several other detainees, he had been made to sit in an imaginary 
chair for a long time. Security police techniques of humiliating their victims 
by making them stand naked and then subjecting them to extremes of cold, 
followed by electric sfiocks and techniques that induce unendurable fatigue 
have repeatedly been revealed by detainees. Frequently, zealous security police 
over-reach themselves in the physical assaults of their victims, as they did 
with Tsotsobe, Shabangu and Moise. 

MARCUS MOTAUNG: 
EXECUTED 9.6.83 

JERRY MOSOLOLI: 
EXECUTED 9.6.83 

SIMON MOGOERANE: 
EXECUTE~ 9,6.83 
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