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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 
Violence and S. African 
culture 

IT IS difficult to gauge the exact tone 
and intention of Professor M.G. 

Whisson's article 'Violence: an integral 
part of S.A. culture'. Some of his 
concluding remarks suggest that he 
may be concerned to make readers of 
Reality ('starry-eyed liberals'?) realise 
that there are many extremely tough 
elements at work within the current 
South African political process. In so 
far as this is his aim, one must accept 
his insights grimly but gratefully. 

But in many parts of his article he 
seems to overstate his case (if this is his 
case) in an alarming manner. He 
frequently lapses into the suggestion 
that the political contest is fundamen
tally a question of coercion and 
violence, and that moral and political 
arguments — what the contest is usually 
taken to be all about — play a merely 
subsidiary and instrumental role in the 
ruthless and violent struggle for power. 

Thus he says: 'Any moral argument 
used in the debate must be seen as an 
attempt by one party to deny authority 
or legitimacy to another as the accuser 
may well not be in a position to use the 
force necessary to compel compliance'. 
In other words, force and violence are 
the norm; 'arguments' are a subterfuge 
and a desperate last resort. 

He also implies (and it's an inevitable 
corollary) that the current strength of 
the ANC, for example, must be under
stood in terms of coercion: 'The strategy 
of violence and intimidation has been 
successful to a degree in that the ANC 
coalition now controls sufficient terri
tory nation-wide and sufficient in
fluence through the media to be able to 
present itself as a player to operate on 
equal terms with the National Party 
government'. 

What does all this imply? It implies 
that people, or most people, never hold 
views because they believe those views; 
they hold them, or pretend to hold 
them, because they have been forced 
to. Now we all know that coercion and 
'pressure' of various sorts are operative 
within South Africa, as in most other 
countries; we know too that very few 
people are capable of holding political 
or other views with a total purity of 
motive and commitment. But to suggest 
that all or almost all statements of 
political conviction are essentially 

bogus is ferociously and unacceptably 
cynical. 

Why is such a suggestion unaccep
table? Because it is illiberal: nobody 
with such a contemptuous view of 
humanity can pretend to take humane 
values seriously. And because it is 
undemocratic; how can one claim to 
believe in democracy if one holds that 
no expression of majority opinion can 
have any authenticity? 
COLIN GARDNER Pietermaritzburg 

• • • 

PROF. WHISSON is to be compli
mented on a most illuminating 

commentary on the violence in our 
society, and the measure of deceit 
involved in its effective political mani
pulation. 

I think, however, that it is a pity that 
he has associated himself by user with 
the inept expression "culture of 
violence". This is glib and superficial 
journalese at its worst and most 
careless. 

Prof. Whisson should be sufficiently 
perceptive to realise that by using this 
expression he plays into the hands of 
precisely those people he seeks to 
expose. It is not a matter of culture: it is 
a matter of political manipulation. 

My edition of the Shorter Oxford 
Dictionary is some thirty years old and 
does not reflect this pejoration of 
language. It defines culture as "the 
training and refinement of mind, tastes 
and manners; the condition of being 
thus trained and refined the intellectual 
side of civilization." 

S.L. GAWITH Rosetta, Natal 

Liberalism and democracy 
"TT 7E whites should learn to know 

V V our place and, as democrats, to 
throw our support behind the democra
tically chosen and democratically moti
vated leaders of the black majority." 

Nobody who read the September 
issue of Reality could have missed the 
pro-nouncement by Donald Woods, so 
boldly blocked out and emblazoned. 

And a fitting blazon it is for Donald 
Woods and those many one-time 
liberals like him, who, in their zest to 
jump onto the rumbling, squeaky-

wheeled ANC "freedom" wagon, have 
(unwittingly or witlessly) forgotten 
what liberalism or democracy is. 

Being dragooned into "knowing 
one's place" and being blackmailed 
into supporting the "democratically 
chosen" (since when?) "majority" 
hasn't so much as a whiff of democracy 
about it; what it does have is the 
fuliginous stench of totalitarianism and 
the one-time Eastern bloc. 

What distinguished democracy from 
all other forms of government is the 
existence and toleration of opposition. 
And what distinguishes the true liberal 
from those of other political persua
sions, is not only the belief in this 
principle, but also the strength not to 
give blind support to a majority govern
ment; however democratically it may 
be chosen. 

The liberal assurances that surround 
Donald Woods's key statement might 
suggest that he does not demand blind 
support for the ANC, but the support 
he implicitly demands is blind nonethe
less. He implicitly demands support for 
an organisation that has identified itself 
with, and has hitherto shown that it is 
totally incapable of distinguishing itself 
from, the Communist Party. 

In other words, as history will tell the 
blindest, he is demanding support for a 
political movement that, with its 
trigger-happy Hanis, its "smiling" 
dodo Slovos, its sea-green Cronins etc., 
will inevitably lead to: no opposition, 
no tolerance, totalitarian inefficiency 
and corruption, a new set of fat cats, 
and far worse poverty for a newly-
suppressed majority. 

Anyone who believes, as some Com
munists themselves do that "it won't 
happen here; here it will be different" is 
being dangerously naive. And we have 
been given a very clear indication of the 
direction things will take here, by the 
ANC-Communist Party's tell-tale 
silence, the tacit support these 
champions of the people gave, when 
the recent attempted coup in Russia 
looked as though it was going to 
succeed. 

True, when the coup failed, the 
leaders of the Communist Party-ANC 
put on their sheep's clothing once 
more, but it was too late, their silence 
had already spoken the truth. 

WALTER SAUNDERS Johannesburg 

Join the debate on changing South Africa. Write to: 
The Editor, Reality 

P.O. Box 1104, Pietermaritzburg 3200 
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EDITORIAL 

Thinking the unthinkable 
WHO would ever have thought that the day 

would dawn when Nelson Mandela would 
stand up at an ANC conference and tell his 
audience not to ignore ethnicity? 

Or when Zola Skweyiya, of the ANC's Consti
tutional committee, would start talking about a 
unitary state "with some federal characteris
tics"? 

Or when the National Party would be talking 
about "transitional arrangements" which begin 
to sound more and more like the ANC's dreaded 
"interim government"? 

All this represents progress. 
Call it whatever you like, "interim govern

ment" seems to be what we are moving towards. 
And a good thing that is, too. The more working 
together there is before a new constitution is 
adopted, the more there is likely to be later. 

If at the same time the ANC can make some 
concessions to ethnicity and regionalism, 
however unattractive both concepts may have 
been to it and many others in the past, we may 

still be able to achieve arrangements which 
meet the objections to a highly-centralised 
government which lie behind the fears of many 
Afrikaners, many Zulus and, even if for different 
reasons, many Liberals. 

Worldwide the case for devolution of power 
becomes stronger by the day. So it does 
here. The important provisos, in our case, 
are that regions to which power is devolved 
should have enough political clout to be able to 
see that they get their fair share of resources, 
and that the overarching protection of indivi
dual rights which a Bill of Rights is supposed to 
provide, ensures that such rights cannot be 
thwarted at the local level. 

So, more and more, good sense seems to be 
beginning to prevail in our political debate. 
Would that the same could be said about the 
economic debate, where if good sense does 
not prevail too, political success will turn out to 
have been meaningless. • 

A Christmas giftl 

A SUBSCRIPTION to Reality would 
make an ideal, and amazingly cheap, 

gift for Christmas. Because of steep rises in 
production costs the cover price of Reality 
will be increased from the next issue. But 
there is still time to beat the price rise. The 
present price will apply to all new subscrip
tions and subscriptions renewed before the 
end of December. For details see the Back 
Page. 

THE VIEWS OF CONTRIBUTORS DO NOT 
NECESSARILY REFLECT THE POLICY OF THE 
EDITORIAL BOARD. 
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A high point for the pro-democracy movement but Zambia's 
recovery will be tough. ALLISTER SPARKS reports. 

CHILLING VICTORY 
THE TV election commercial told it 

all; a shot of a car driving down a 
street cratered with a moonscape of 
potholes, and as it thumps along a 
hubcap flies off. A voice intones the 
party slogan: "The hour has come." 

The hour, that is, of accountability. 
After 18 years of one-party stateism, 
which saw Zambia go from one of the 
most prosperous countries in Africa to 
one whose crumbling roads epitomise its 
collapsed economy, 2.9-million voters 
had their opportunity on October 31 to 
call their rulers to account for the mess 
they had made of it. 

They did so in no uncertain way. 
When the votes were counted before 
2,000 local and international monitors, 
President Kenneth Kaunda and his 
United National Independence Party 
(UNIP), who had ruled the country since 
independence in 1964, were swept from 
power. Kaunda got less than 25 percent 
of the national vote and UNIP only 24 of 
the 150 parliamentary seats. 

It was the most decisive and important 
election ever held in Africa, a high point 
of the pro-democracy movement now 
stirring throughout the continent. 

In the past year nine African leaders 
have been removed from office by 
elections or by coups stemming from 
pro-democracy movements. More than 
a dozen others have been forced to 
loosen their grip on power to accom
modate demands for pluralism and 
accountability, and several more are on 
the brink of being ousted. 

But the defeat of President Kaunda, 
who with the Ivory Coast's Felix 
Houphouet-Boigny and Malawi's 
Kamuzu Banda are the last of the 
founding fathers of African indepen
dence still in office, is by far the most 
spectacular. 

It will give a huge boost to the pro-
democracy movement, particularly in 
neighbouring Zaire where President 
Mobutu Sese Seko is trying desperately 
to resist it, and in fellow Commonwealth 
countries like Kenya, Malawi and 
Zimbabwe where one-party philosophy 
is still in vogue. 

It will also mean a dramatic reversal 
of policy, away from the African 
socialism which Kaunda pursued to
wards a free enterprise economy. 

Relations with South Africa will 
change too. The new President, Frederick 
Chiluba, who heads an unlikely coalition 
of trade unionists, businessmen and in
tellectuals called the Movement for 
Multi-Party Democracy (MMD), will be 
looking south for business contacts as he 
makes the change to private enterprise. 
Even the pretence of sanctions will 
collapse. So will the alliance of Frontline 
states that Kaunda headed to maintain 
solidarity on the South African issue. 

There will also be grave problems. 
The elections have raised popular expec
tations that the change of government 
will bring relief from the burdens of 
economic collapse, but the road to 
recovery will be a painful one and as 
Chiluba travels it he will face a backlash 
which may either deter or demolish him. 

The good news is that the election was 
peaceful and the transition a model of 
orderliness. Though the campaigning 
was robust there were no violent in
cidents and the police never once had to 
intervene. All the monitors pronounced 
the process "free and fair". 

Kaunda telephoned Chiluba to con
cede defeat hours before the final results 
were announced, and next morning gave 
him a conducted tour of State House. 
Contrast that with Prime Minister 
Leabua Jonathan cancelling Lesotho's 
1974 election and seizing power when he 
found the count was going against him. 
It suggests that African politics has come 
of age and is now indeed capable of 
handling multi-party democracy. 

Kaunda's defeat was just retribution 
for his long pursuit of ruinous economic 
policies. Yet it was also sad to see such an 
eminently decent man go. In his 27 years 
as Zambia's leader Kaunda built up a 
considerable reputation as a humanist 
and a man of peace. 

His role in the region was heroic. He 
committed his country, at huge self-
sacrifice, to supporting the liberation 
movements in Rhodesia, Mozambique, 
Namibia and South Africa which was 
crucial to the eventual transformation of 
them all. 

All this earned him international 
respect. But his domestic policies became 
a case study in disaster economics, and it 
was for this that he was finally held 
accountable by his people. 

The folly began with Kaunda's 
nationalisation of the copper mines. 
That and the takeover of all the country's 
major industries, grouped together uncjer 
the umbrella of the Zambian Industrial 
and Mining Corporation, required a 
massive borrowing that saddled the 
country with a debt burden from which 
it has never recovered. 

As the world's fifth largest copper 
producer Zambia prospered for a time, 
but in 1975 the copper price slumped by 
nearly half and Zambia went into the 
red. 

Hoping the slump was temporary, 
Kaunda's government borrowed heavily 
to offset its losses. But the price stayed 
low and Zambia's debt rose to the 
highest per capita in the world. Today it 
needs 150 percent of its annual export 
earnings to service its debt and arrears. 

Kaunda's other mistake was to control 
agricultural prices, holding them down 
to provide cheap food for the cities. This 
drove farmers off the land, destroying 
the basis of a potentially rich agricultural 
country and swelling the number of 
urban unemployed as destitute peasants 
flocked to the towns. 

The Commercial Farmers Bureau has 
warned that this year's maize harvest 
will be only 3,5-million bags — for a 
country that consumes 10-million bags a 
year. 

In September the World Bank sus
pended its structural adjustment pro
gramme and stopped all aid when 
Zambia defaulted on a R58-million debt 
repayment and, fearing more food riots 
such as those that shook the country last 
year, refused to end mealie-meal sub
sidies said to be costing R 1,400,000 a 
day. 

With a collapsed structural adjust
ment programme, no foreign exchange, 
disintegrating social services, 100 percent 
inflation and a severe food shortage, the 
country is in crisis. 

How would an MMD government 
deal with this? By privatising the mines 
and the nationalised industries, accord
ing to Vernon Mwaanga, the MDM's 
incoming Foreign Minister. 

It would also open the door to trade 
with South Africa. "I have been there 

Turn to Page Sixteen 
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COLINLEGUMevaluates the Commonwealth's commitment to 
democratic government in the Harare Declaration 

A GAIN FOR HUMAN RIGHTS 
THE Harare Declaration has set the 

Commonwealth of Nations on a 
new course with a commitment to pur
suing democratic government and 
respect for human rights. 

The sceptical response to this new 
initiative is: 'What, another fine declara
tion of principles! What use are such 
declarations? What good has come from 
the Commonwealth's Singapore Decla
ration of 1971 which stressed a belief in 
the liberty of the individual; in,equal 
rights for all regardless of race, creed or 
political beliefs; and the right of all to 
help shape their societies through 
democratic processes?' 

Twenty years later, of the Common
wealth's 51 members more than half are 
guilty of offending against every one of 
the principles enunciated in the Singa
pore Declaration. What, then, are they 
still doing in the Commonwealth, piously 
putting their signatures to the Harare 
Declaration? 

It is right to view all Declarations of 
Intent with scepticism. But there is a 
difference between scepticism and cyni
cism: the sceptic remains unconvinced; 
the cynic is unconvincible,, and is ready 
always to take the blackest view of any 
situation. 

Throughout the 43 years that I have 
been reporting on Commonwealth 
affairs, there has never been a time when 
cynics (especially right-wing British 
Tories like Enoch Powell) have not 
called for the dissolution of the 
Commonwealth, and sceptics (like most 
of what used to be Fleet Street in the 
better days of British journalism) have 

It was the first non-British secretary-
general, the Canadian Arnold Smith, 
who wrote in his memoirs: 'A hundred 
years from now historians will consider 
the Commonwealth the greatest of all 
Britain's contributions to man's social 
and political history.' His claim is 
perhaps exaggerated, but it is not to be 
discounted entirely. 

So, what exactly is the Common
wealth, and what is the likely value of its 
Harare Declaration? 

The late Fernando Hanwana, who 
died in the tragic air disaster with 
President Samora Machel, once told me 
of the difficulty he had trying to explain 
the Commonwealth to Machel who had 
taken a keen interest in it — an interest 
that led to his playing a key role in 
persuading the Patriotic Front leaders to 
sign the Lancaster House agreement 
which brought independence to Zim
babwe. This success is an example of the 
value of the Commonwealth; but it 
doesn't explain what it is, or justify its 
existence. 

The outward reality of the Common
wealth is that it is a community em
bracing peoples of all races, religions, 
cultures and different levels of develop
ment who are held together by an almost 
indefinable bond; the only visible link is 
that, at some stage, all were part of the 
Commonwealth of White nations, 
centred in London, to a multi-cultural 
international community with only a 
tiny core of 'white countries' and a 
Nigerian secretary-general, Chief 
Emeka Anyaoku. 

£ The Club has overcome crisis after crisis 
in its growth from a Commonwealth 
of White nations centred in London 
to a multi-cultural international 
community and a Nigerian secretary-
general. J 

not greeted every Commonwealth sum
mit with predictions that it would be the 
last. 

Nevertheless, the Commonwealth has 
survived because of its ability to adjust 
itself to new circumstances, as it has 
done again at Harare. It has overcome 
crisis after a crisis in its growth from a 

British Empire. The curiosity about this 
Imperial heritage is that, without excep
tion, all the former colonial subject 
peoples chose to join 'the club' after 
achieving their independence. 

The club image is a good one since not 
all club members have to like each other, 
or agree with each other; it is enough for 

them just to be able to rub together. But 
each member derives some personal 
benefit from belonging to the club of 
his/her choice. And so it is with 
Commonwealth membership. 

The weaker members benefit directly 
from the extensive and effective network 
of technical and other aid agencies of the 
Commonwealth, covering such matters 
as education, health, scientific develop
ment, training for administration and 
agriculture. 

For instance, when Botswana was 
negotiating its Orapa diamond agree
ment with Anglo-American, the govern
ment lawyers found themselves out
gunned by Anglo's team of professionals; 
without charge, the Commonwealth sent 
Roland Brown, a barrister skilled in 
dealing with multinationals, to advise 
Seretse Khama's government. The result 
was that a new agreement with Anglo 
American was a great improvement on 
an earlier one. 

More recently, the ANC asked the 
Commonwealth Secretariat for legal 
assistance in drafting its policy on multi
national firms. Roland Brown was again 
chosen for this task, assisted by an 
experienced economist, Michael Faber. 

Literally hundreds of these relatively 
small but important services are provided 
every year by Marlborough House, the 
headquarters of the Commonwealth 
secretariat. Since these services are not 
rated as newsworthy, both the media 
and the public remain ignorant of them. 

A second reason why some members 
want to belong to the club is because 
they can point to successes in influencing 
the policies of Britain and other 
members. For example, the 16 African 
members of the club (almost a third of its 
total membership) can claim to have 
been responsible for forcing Verwoerd 
to quit the Commonwealth because he 
was unwilling to accept the criterion on 
race established at the 1960 summit 
meeting. Over the dead body of Margaret 
Thatcher, the overwhelming majority of 
the Commonwealth gave its support to 
sanctions against South Africa, and gave 
moral encouragement to the ANC and 
other anti-apartheid movements. At the 
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Next step is to find a way of getting the 
members to comply with decisions 

From Page 5 

Lusaka summit in 1969, the British 
Prime Minister — despite her proud 
boast that 'the lady is not for turning' 
— was forced to make a somersault 
away from her election promise to 
recognise the interim government of 
Bishop Abel Muzorewa (remember 
him?), and to accept the conditions for 
holding the Lancaster House conference 
which led to Zimbabwe's independence. 

The Commonwealth Eminent Persons 
Group came close to breaking the politi
cal deadlock in South Africa years before 
the De Klerk government saw the writing 
on the wall. 

There are many other, perhaps less 
dramatic, examples of the way in which 
members of the Commonwealth have 
influenced each other's policies. 

This has been possible because of the 
friendly political dialogue provided by 
the Commonwealth's clubby atmos
phere. Perhaps the strongest reason for 
members wanting to belong to it is 
because it gives the weakest and most 
remote from the centre of world politics 
an opportunity to meet and listen to 
some of the strongest nations, and for 
the latter to hear the views of the 
economically weak nations. 

ITS PROCEDURES 
ENCOURAGE 
PERSUASION 
RATHER THAN 
CONFRONTATION 

The great difference between the 
Commonwealth and the United Nations 
is that the latter's procedures (like a 
court of law) encourage confrontational 
arguments, while the former's proce
dures encourage persuasion. It is 
reckoned very bad form in the club to 
behave badly. The only person I can 
recall doing so was a former Prime 
Minister of Sierra Leone, 'Big Albert' 
Margai, who was repeatedly rude to the 
then British Prime Minister, Harold 
Wilson, over Rhodesia. Margai was 
shunned even by those who felt as strong
ly as he did about the Smith regime. 

Whatever critics might think about 
the Commonwealth, the reality is that a 
large slice of mankind belongs to it from 
choice, and that its members find value 
in belonging to it. So far, none of those 
who qualify for membership has declined 

to join. Only two members have been 
excluded — South Africa and Fiji. 

More nations are interested in joining. 
Mozambique has expressed an interest 
for some time, while Cameroon is the 
latest candidate. 

But once the Commonwealth loses the 
common traditional heritage of a shared 
colonial experience and a common 
language it would become a different 
kind of international organisation, no 
longer a club. 

Never having belonged to a club in my 
life and being essentially unclubable, I 
find the culture of the Commonwealth 
club both esoteric and interesting: a 
Freemasonry of nations. 

The expulsion of Fiji is an important 
point to begin considering the value of 
Declarations of Intent. When a military 
coup in Fiji set up a regime deliberately 
discriminatory of the island's substantial 
Indian minority, the Singapore Declara
tion of 1971 was invoked and Fiji was 
given the option of either abandoning its 
racist policy or of facing suspension. The 
military regime (like Dr Verwoerd) 
refused to accept the Commonwealth's 
terms. Here, then, is an instance where a 
Declaration of Intent was in fact im
plemented. 

Ah, say the cynics, but what good did 
it do? Have the Fijians changed their 
policy? The short answer is that they 
have not; the much longer answer is that 
if we are to develop decent societies and 
a tolerant international order it is 
important to establish standards by 
which governments, nations, and indivi
duals can be judged as to whether they 
are behaving badly or well. 

The Ten Commandments are perhaps 
too didactic to be termed a Declaration 
of Intent, but the Sermon on the Mount 
is, historically, perhaps the most influen
tial declaration ever made. In modern 
times we have had a series of Declara
tions on human rights, the treatment of 
children, codes of labour (as prescribed 
by the International Labour Organisa
tion) etc. It is true that even those 
nations that have signed the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights and other 
international codes have failed to live up 
to the obligations accepted by them. But 
this does not rule out either the validity 
of the value of such Declarations; their 
prime importance is that they help to 
establish a set of internationally recog
nised principles of behaviour. As such, 

they provide criteria by which to measure 
how individuals and nations behave. 

This is the very first step towards 
establishing a code of international 
morality and civilised behaviour. It has 
taken a long time to reach the point 
where a number of international declara
tions have won the endorsement of a 
majority of nations. 

Now, having established international 
codes of conduct the next, no less diffi
cult, step will be to get international 
agreement on how to deal with offending 
nations. The ILO does so by suspending 
membership — which they did in the 
case of Nazi Germany and, more recent
ly, South Africa. But suspension from 
international bodies, though shameful, 
is never of itself a sufficient inducement 
to conform to international standards. 
The impor tan t question for the 
Commonwealth — as for other inter
national organisations — is how to 
ensure compliance from its members 
with the Harare Declaration. 

Those with ever-ready answers (like 
batteries that flash on light at the press of 
a switch) will say: expel them, or punish 
them so that it hurts. Since the basic rule 
of the Commonwealth is that it reaches 
its decision by consensus (never by taking 
a vote) it would be difficult to get 
unanimity on the question of expulsion 
— although, as in the case of Fiji and, in 
a different context, South Africa — it 
was possible to get agreement about 
suspending their membership. (It was 
South Africa that took itself out of the 
Commonwealth; it was not expelled). 

It is possible, that having taken the 
first tentative step in getting the endorse
ment of principles of good government 
and human rights, agreement will be 
possible in time to deal with delinquent 
nations. 

This emphasis on in time is essential in 
judging and understanding political 
process. While it is important for idealists 
to be impatient about injustice, it is no 
less important to avoid frustration, dis
illusionment and finally — that most 
destructive of all attitudes — cynicism 
that we should learn that radical social 
and political change can be achieved 
only incrementally; violent change 
through revolution never results in 
healthy change. 

A strong social conscience needs to be 
matched by mature political understand-
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ing of the process of fundamental change. 
The combination of these two elements 
is marvellously illustrated by the work of 
Prof. H.W. van der Merwe and his 
Centre for Intergroup Studies at the 
University of Cape Town. His teaching, 
inter alia, about the need to accept 
incremental change — step by step — is 
as relevant to the situation in South 
Africa as it is to the Commonwealth. 

While suspension of delinquent mem
bers of the Commonwealth might take 
time, there are other ways of encouraging 
governments to move towards recognised 
democratic standards and respect for 
human rights as, for example, by the 
Commonwealth establishing its own 
Court of Human Rights (as is already 
the case in Europe) where individuals 
can lodge complaints against their 
governments. (The Organisation of 
African Unity has already set up such a 
Court, but it has not yet delivered any 
judgments. 

A second method could be a decision 
by the Commonwealth Secretariat to 
withhold its services from delinquent 
governments, but this might be difficult 
to apply since such a decision could 
damage the interests of innocent people. 

The third method — and one that is 
currently gaining favour in the Western 
community as well as among many 
African opponents of existing unrepre
sentative regimes — is for economic aid 
to be made conditional on what has 
come to be described as 'good 
governance'. 

This kind of pressure could be 
salutary, but if it is to win general 
support it will need to fulfill two condi
tions; that it should be selectively applied 
so that projects important to the weaker 
elements of society can continue; and 
that they should be non-selective in their 
application to governments. In other 
words, countries like Kenya and Malawi, 
should not be excluded from the with
drawal of British aid just because 
presidents Moi and Banda are good 
friends of the British, or because of over
riding economic interests. 

We are at the beginning of an impor
tant and interesting new turn in the 
history of the Commonwealth. Instead 
of deriding its halting first step towards 
encouraging the growth of multi-party 
parliamentary democracy and respect 
for human rights, we should be uttering 
hallelujahs for this new move, and pray
ing for steady improvements in redress
ing the wrongs, not only of the Common
wealth, but worldwide. • 

DAVID WELSH, PROFESSOR OF POLITICAL STUDIES 
AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CAPE TOWN, FINDS THAT 
FEW STUDENTS TOOK PART IN THE RECENT 

VIOLENCE ON THE UNIVERSITY'S CAMPUS 

Intimidation and 
mindless thuggery 
IT HAS not been a pleasant time at 

UCT. One has felt both anger and 
sadness at the sight of a great old 
institution being wracked by violence, 
intimidation and mindless thuggery. The 
mood of the mobs that rampaged across 
the campus, disrupting lectures, erecting 
barricades and damaging cars and other 
property was frightening to behold. 

Why, one asks oneself, did it have to 
happen? Was it chickens from the Conor 
Cruise O'Brien episode of 1986 coming 
home to roost? Was it the TGWU trying 
to demonstrate its toughness, thereby 
keeping out a rival union that is said to 
be gaining ground in other educational 
institutions in the Western Cape? Why, 
in fact, after about six years of relatively 
smooth wage-bargaining with the 
workers did this round go so horribly 
sour? 

As is usual of these occasions UCT is 
getting a thoroughly bad press. Cape 
Town's English-language newspapers 
have been full of irate letters from 
students, former students and ordinary 
citizens accusing the University authori
ties of spinelessness. 

The Argus of 1 October, for example, 
contains a letter from 'Cleansing Broom', 
expressing shame at his old University 
and announcing that he has cut UCT out 
of his will. Another letter from 'Livid' 
thanks the University for the excellent 
education he received but says that he 
declines to respond to its appeal for 
donations. 

According to Mr Harold Harvey of 
the TGWU UCT treats its workers 'like 
animals and children'. Even a casual 
visitor to the campus would recognise 
this statement as absurd. The Vice 
Chancellor, Dr Stuart Saunders, has 
claimed that the University's offer 
compares very favourably with wage-
scales in other universities, many of 
which pay less than half of what UCT 
has been offering. Even the Union was 
forced to acknowledge that this was true. 

UCT's workers are in fact, very well-
treated indeed. The only category of 

employee in the University which is 
genuinely exploited are temporary 
lecturing staff, especially if they are 
female. 

UCT's workers, on the other hand, 
are truly part of the 'labour aristocracy', 
an old Marxist term used to describe an 
especially advantaged category of 
workers. UCT's situation, at least in this 
respect is a microcosm of a far wider, 
national situation: in the short-run the 
labour aristocracy appears to get its way; 
regular wage increases are granted with 
no consideration for incidental matters 
such as increased productivity. Wage-
rounds ripple through the entire 
economy with profound inflationary 
effects. 

But it is not simply the inflationary 
effects, it is also the effect on employment 
that is at issue. The better paid the 
labour aristocracy the fewer workers will 
be employed — and the more firms will 
be inclined to mechanise because 
machines don't go on strike. With a 
national unemployment figure of per
haps 35 per cent this is tragic. Efforts to 
impose a national minimum wage (as 
some in the ANC would like to do) could 
actually bankrupt the country. 

Efforts have been made to portray the 
UCT strike as merely an industrial 
relations dispute. That is undoubtedly 
so, but there are complications in the 
UCT situation. 

Unlike industrial or commercial firms, 
the campus contains another highly 
volatile component in the form of the 
students. The radical students, a small 
but highly active and vociferous 
minority, will almost naturally side with 
the workers. 

On this occasion, however, the over
whelming majority of students opposed 
the disruptions: probably no more than 
50 to 60 participated in the forcible 
break-up of lectures or the erection of 
barricades. The newly-elected SRC, with 
its first black president, was paralysed by 
ambivalence, although it unequivocally 
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condemned the intimidation of students 
wishing to attend lectures, the disruption 
of lectures and the barricading of 
entrances to the University. 

Part of the reason for the ambivalence 
(and notjust the SRC's) was that no-one 
seemed to know exactly from which 
political faction the activist students or 
the workers came. The students, indeed, 
seemed to be a particularly leaderless 
and amorphous grouping. 

The test that UCT now faces is whether 
it will take firm disciplinary steps against 
the disrupters. In 1986, at the time of the 
Conor Cruise O'Brien affair, the student 
disrupters were given only nominal 
punishment. Perhaps many believe that 
similar behaviour will ultimately receive 
similar treatment. But I am not so sure. 

The anger among the lecturing staff 
who had to contend with gangs of 
invading thugs is considerable. Some 
were shocked and frightened by the 
experience, like a young woman col
league who bravely persevered with her 
lecture despite threats to 'get her'. (Later 
in the day she found that her car tyres 
had been slashed). 

A widespread view among the staff is 
that they were directed to go ahead with 
classes, with no effective physical protec
tion. T felt like a Kamikazi pilot,' said 
one. 

There cannot be a serious problem 

with the identification of disrupters. 
Press photographs clearly identify many; 
lecturers and other university officials 
can identify a number of others. If, after 
the process of law, disruption is proved 
against individuals they should be ex
pelled. Nominal punishment in the name 
of 'reconciliation' not only will not be 
reconciliation, it will also compound the 
problems UCT will have to face in the 
future. 

Should the University have taken a far 
tougher line right from the start? In some 
respects, yes. But this is easy to say in the 
white heat of anger at the disruption or 
with the wisdom of hindsight. It is no 
easy task running a volatile, multiracial 
institution with a population of 14000, 
nearly one-third of whom are other than 
white. 

The authorities declined to call in the 
police because to do so would have 
alienated a large segment of student 
opinion which, while not necessarily 
unsympathetic to the strike, certainly 
opposed the disruptions. Moreover, the 
sight of police removing barricades or 
arresting disrupters would have inevitab
ly polarised racial attitudes on the 
campus. One regrets to have to say this, 
but it is true. 

The strategy appears to have been one 
of avoiding any actions that would have 
increased student support for the 
strikers, thereby allowing the foolish 

actions of the strikers and their (tiny) 
student following to increase their own 
isolation. 

If you live in a university for a long 
time, as I have done, you come to 
recognise just how fragile an institution 
it is, and how necessary peace and 
tolerance are to the scholarly life. 

For many the events at UCT have 
been a gloomy foreboding of 'the new 
South Africa'. Is their gloom warranted? 

Personally I doubt it. As I hatVe 
suggested, university communities are 
not necessarily typical microcosms of 
the wider society: they have a more 
volatile mix of inhabitants than virtually 
any other institution. 

Secondly, the TGWU behaved with 
an intractability and truculence that is 
hopefully becoming rarer among unions. 

More importantly, the strike and the 
accompanying disruption showed, how
ever dimly, that there exists a large 
middle-ground of students of all races 
who deplored the disturbances and 
wanted to get on with their work. 

A number of black students were 
intimidated into boycotting lectures, but 
rather more were not. 

Obviously you can't read too much 
into this but it did something to 
strengthen my view that the over
whelming majority of South Africans 
devoutly want peace. • 

Any colour, as long as it's white . 

THE TIDE which toppled the Berlin 
Wall, the Soviet Communist Party 

and the gates of Victor Verster Prison 
dribbled ignominiously into our staff 
room last term in the shape of Model B. 

Originally, Model B was touted as 
"letting blacks in" but the secret at the 
parental polls was that a 'Yes' vote was 
the only way of keeping Them out. The 
reasoning behind this was that when 
They "took over", our schools would 
be safely "open" to all races and 
"closed" in terms of our admission 
policy. To tarry in admitting blacks 
would be to have Them force it upon 
us. Our schools would be nationalised 
along with our homes and cars if we 
weren't covered by flexi-plan B. So 
Model B's admission policy was de
bated between scones ("thanks to the 
Home Economics ladies") upon the 
wicker chairs which snag our tights. 
The lunatic left, easily identified by 

| ethnic bracelets, herb teas and home

spun knitting in progress, led the floor 
with the usual niceties: Pupil Potential, 
Affirmative Action and Avoiding 
Discrimination. The Principal thanked 
them for their observations. The raving 
right were more interesting, if no less 
predictable, with a call for hair tests 
(not the pencil this time) for lice, blood 
tests for AIDS, financial checks and an 
affidavit to the effect that the pupil 
would not cause political unrest, boy
cott classes, denounce the prefect 
system, insist on using difficult-to-
pronounce names or smell offensive in 
class. The Principal thanked them for 
their observations. The Principal 
herself observed that Standards and 
Traditions should be upheld at all costs 
— including the cost of blazers, ties, 
seasonal sports equipment and decent 
swimming attire. Discussion was 
opened to the floor and among the 
fears voiced were the problems of black 
taxis misbehaving in the school parking 

-JOSTIELAU 

lot, militant Muslims demanding 
separate toilets under our Christian 
roof and black boys loitering after 
black girls at the front gate. Somebody 
suggested that these boys might loiter 
after, God forbid, white girls — there 
followed an appalled silence . . . You 
can have Model B, like Ford's Model 
T, in any colour as long as you're white. 
However, the doors of learning are also 
open if you are pretty rich, speak good 
English, play reasonable hockey and 
tennis, have own transport, are free 
from AIDS and lice, are prepared 
under oath to retain your Hymen 
Intacta. 

And . . . oh, by the way, WELCOME 
to our school! 

From Teacher's Forum which is produced monthly by 
the Midlands Education Development Unit (MEDU),a 
privately funded, non-profit making organisation aimed 
at developing the educational resources of the Natal 
Midlands, and at providing an alternative teaching 
methodolgy. 
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/ It serves a purpose. You could say it provides a comfort 
• zone. It makes people feel less threatened and that is why we 

have been able to come together like this. 

BRAAIVLEIS BENEATH 
THE BRAKPAN WALL 

byALLISTER % 
SPARKS 

* T T WAS the most extraordinary event 
A so far in the unfolding story of the 
country's transformation. One hundred 
white residents of the deeply conservative 
town of Brakpan, who have built a 
"Berlin Wall" to keep blacks out of their 
suburb, reached out across it the other 
day in a gesture of racial reconciliation. 

They spent the morning together with 
800 residents from a sprawling squatter 
community on the far side of the wall, 
clearing litter from the 50-metre stretch 
of land between them. 

They planted a tree to symbolise their 
new relationship, taking turns to dig in 
the hard-baked earth while the crowd 
formed a circle, held hands and sang, 
"Come together, people of Africa". 

The atmosphere was heavy with 
emotion as children formed a line and 
threw handfuls of earth around the 
sapling to symbolise "the unity of to
morrow". 

Finally, everyone sat down together 
beside the wall for a braaivleis. 

Such lovefests across the colour line 
may be common enough for liberals, but 
this is hardline country. The National 
Party represents the left wing in the old 
mining towns of the East Rand, and the 
Conservative Party controls the Brakpan 
Council with a 9-3 majority. The three 
opposition Nationalists scraped in only 
because they ran as independents. 

Building the wall therefore seemed 
entirely in keeping with local attitudes. It 
"went up last July, a two-metre high 
structure of prefabricated concrete slats 
that runs for more than a mile along the 
outer edge of a suburb called Dalpark 
Six, cutting it off from the black town
ship of Wattville and an adjacent 
squatter settlement called Tamboville, 
where 48,000 black people live. 

The wall was Frank Lammont's idea. 
As the squatter settlement encroached 
closer and closer to his home on Dalpark 

Six's outer crescent, Frank took a peti
tion of protest around the suburb and 
sent it to President F.W. de Klerk. 

When nothing happened he went to 
Steve Erasmus, the "independent" coun
cillor of Dalpark Six. With Steve's help, 
the council agreed to build the wall at a 
cost of R 150,000. 

Yet Lammont and Erasmus were the 
driving forces behind this reconciliation 
exercise. "What an amazing experience," 
Lamont enthused as he surveyed the 
scene. "Look at them. There's no hate, 
just a feeling of let's fix up the mess we've 
made in this country." 

He talks of building a park where the 
children can play together, and of 
forming a committee to help Wattville 
and Tamboville's unemployed find jobs. 

What changed him? Lammont looked 
puzzled. "When I raised the petition it 
was with a feeling of anger," he said. 
"One associates squatters with squalor 
and I was angry that they were being 
allowed to encroach on our suburb. 

"Then I began to realise they were 
here to stay. I guess it was a matter of 
acceptance. And I decided that if they 
were going to live next to me I had better 
get to know more about them." 

With Erasmus's help again, Lammont 
made contact with Abe Nyalunga, chair
man of the Wattville Concerned 
Residents Association. Abe, a savvy 34-
year-old, invited the whites to meet his 
community. 

Five of them drove, with some trepida
tion, into Wattville — at night. They 
were led to a small Anglican church 
where a singing, cheering crowd of 400 
awaited them. 

What followed was a strange mixture 
of awkward paternalism and warm 
response that seemingly changed the 
lives of the whites who were there and led 
to the party at the Wall. 

The whites made patronising remarks 
about "the wonderful way you people 
sing", and the blacks responded with 
uninhibited delight. There was some 
disarmingly straight talk. "I nursed many 
of you when you were children," elderly 
Mrs Catharina Hlatshwayo told them., 
"I loved you then and I still love you 
now, even though you have built this 
wall which is a pain in my heart." 

Ah, the wall. As they sat there singing 
and grilling their steaks and sausages in 
the noonday sun, symbolising the new 
South Africa with their togetherness, the 
wall loomed behind them, symbolising 
the old. 

The whites, faces glowing with their 
conversion like born-again liberals, were 
saying things like, "Together we can 
show the world that the residents of 
Dalpark Six, Tamboville and Wattville 
can live side by side." But they are still 
not prepared to demolish the wall. 

"The majority of people in Dalpark 
Six still want it," said Erasmus, "and as 
their councillor I must respect their 
democratic wish." 

"I don't regret it," said Lammont. 
"The wall serves a purpose. You could 
say it provides a comfort zone. It makes 
people feel less threatened and that is 
why we have been able to come together 
like this." 

The blacks disagree. To them the wall 
is a crude symbol of racism, but on Abe 
Nyalunga's advice they have decided not 
to make it an issue. "We're just going to 
build relations and the wall will come 
down on its own," Abe murmured. 

So the party of reconciliation went on 
beside the wall of apartheid, jointly 
symbolising the ambiguity of this society 
in transition where hopes and fears and 
attitudes and symbols themselves are all 
in a state offlux and nobody is quite sure 
what is what anymore. • 
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COLIN EGLIN, M.P., foreign affairs spokes
man for the Democratic party, visited the 
Soviet Union in September — just weeks 
after hardliners had failed in their bid to oust 
Mikhail Gorbachev from the presidency. The 
visit has led to his drawing parallels between 
the Soviet and the South African attempts at 

reform. He conclud< 
Soviet and East Europ 
formed non-racial Soi 
government compose 
that are not identifie 
which the majority of! 
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MESSAGE FROM MO 
FOR ANYONE who has lived 

through an era when Communism 
was one of the world's most pervasive 
ideologies, and the USSR one of the 
world's most powerful nations visiting 
Moscow in September 1991, a couple of 
weeks after the abortive coup, was like 
entering a world of political make-
believe. 

Outside the formidable KGB buildings 
in the centre of Moscow stands the stone 
pedestal from which the statue of Felix 
Dzerzhinsky, Lenin's colleague who led 
the 'Red Terror' during the Communist 
revolution, was toppled by the people of 
Moscow. The pedestal is daubed with 
derisive slogans. A white, blue and red 
Russian flag flies where Felix once stood. 

In the Old Square, not far from the 
Kremlin, the building of the once all-
powerful Central Committee of the 
Communist Party stands empty, bolted 
and barred. 

Inside the ancient walls of the Kremlin, 
the modern building that once housed 
the Supreme Soviet, stands as a monu
ment to a central Soviet parliament that 
has dissolved itself in favour of a co
ordinating council consisting of represen
tatives of sovereign states. 

The Red Army is being cut down in 
size. 

The KGB is being brought under 
civilian control. 

The activities of the Communist Party 
have been suspended by decree of the 
Russian Government. 

However, what remains as a legacy 
from the Communist past — and as a 
reminder of the failure of the Communist 
economic system — are the endless 
number of queues formed by thousands 
upon thousands of Muscovites hoping 

desperately to be able to purchase a few 
basic household necessities. They queue 
for bread, for milk, for meat, for eggs, 
for cheese, for tobacco, for a length of 
cloth. 

They queue up outside closed doors in 
the hope that when these eventually 
open those first in line will be able to buy 
some much needed goods. 

Having seen the dreary endless queues 
in Moscow I would have thought that 
the entrepreneurial spirit of the 
Muscovites had been crushed. But, 
having gained an insight into the size and 
scope of the alternative 'grey' market 
that is developing, I have come to realize 
that not even 70 years of repressive 
communist ideology and restrictive auto
cratic bureaucracy can destroy that spirit 
entirely. 

Paradoxically, it is this freedom of the 
human spirit, partially released by 
Mikhail Gorbachev's policy of pere-
s t ro ika , that has proved to be 
Gorbachev's undoing. 

But as Larry Elliott of the Guardian 
wrote at the height of the coup of 20 
August 1991, "Gorbachev's fate was 
sealed not by the machinations behind 
the Kremlin walls, but in the lengthening 
queues for bread, meat and butter." 

There was Gorbachev being held in a 
holiday dacha in the Crimea. Stabbed in 
the back by the very men that he had 
appointed to assist him. Deserted by his 
Ministers and his colleagues on the 
Central Committee. Abandoned by a 
Supreme Soviet that simply failed to 
meet. And, alienated from the ordinary 
people. Ironically he was dependent 
upon the courage and combatitiveness 
of his arch rival, Boris Yeltsin who 

Flashback to the failed coup attempt: A Sovi 
taken by the Natal Society Library's princ 

Moscow at the time attending an 
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scow Colin Eglin with former Soviet Foreign Minister Eduard 
Shevardnadze at the opening of a photographic exhibition on the 

life of the late President John Kennedy. 
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defied coup leaders and demanded the 
return of Gorbachev to Moscow. 

How is it that Mikhail Gorbachev the 
philosopher-statesman who over the past 
six years succeeded in ending the cold 
war and changing the nature of inter
national relationships should find him
self in such a parlous political situation 
in his own country? 

From the time when he first an
nounced his perestroika policy in April 
1985, Gorbachev was faced with a 
tactical problem — one which left him 
with the worst, and not the best, of two 
worlds. 

Mikhail Gorbachev was essentially a 
party man, as opposed to a people's 
man. He aimed to bring about reform 
using the Party as his power base. This 
compelled him to take the Party, and in 
particular the Party diehards, into 
account. 

His technique was to make progress 
by manipulating the Party and its 
personnel from inside the system rather 
than giving a lead to the people from 
outside. 

His plans for economic reform were 
bold enough to upset the diehards, yet 
too timid to please the market reformers. 
His attitude towards the structure of the 
Soviet Union, the issue which precipita
ted the coup, was sufficiently pragmatic 
to evoke a hostile reaction from those in 
Moscow who believed in centralised 
power, yet too conservative to satisfy the 
mounting emotions of the individual 
states. His stance on the three Baltic 
states was neither tough enough to satisfy 
the party establishment, nor flexible 
enough to enjoy popular support. 

In the end Gorbachev was caught up 
in the crossfire between the Party die-
hards who wanted to strengthen the 
authority of the Party and the democrats 
led by Yeltsin who wanted to harness the 
power of the people. 

The coup of 19 August turned out to 
be totally counter-productive. Designed 
to restrict the reforming moves of 
Gorbachev, it succeeded in promoting 
the reformist policies of Yeltsin. 
Designed to strengthen the hold of the 
Communist Party and its Central Com
mittee, it achieved the disintegration of 
the Communist Party and the dissolution 
of its Central Committee. Designed to 
keep the Soviet Union intact under a 
strong central government, it lead to the 
break up of the Soviet Union and the 
emasculation of its Central Government. 

Amidst the many question marks that 
hang over the future of the USSR two 
clear trends are developing. 

The first is, that for some time to 
come, effective political power will flow 
from the centre towards the constituent 
republics — and especially towards the 
Russian Federation with its vast natural 
resources and its 165 million people. 
Gorbachev, or whoever replaces him, 
will be able to act as a coordinator and 
facilitator of inter-state functions for so 
long as the states need or want him to do 
so. 

The second is that the process of 
reform towards a market economy will 
be accelerated — the so-called Shatalin 
plan for this to be achieved in 500 days is 
waiting to be implemented. However, 
there is no easy cure. 

The Soviet's economy is in a sorry 
state. Buildings are in a state of disrepair. 
Machinery and plants are outdated. The 
infrastructure required for conducting 
modern business operations does not 
exist. Added to this, too many people 
after generatios of Communist rule lack 
the initiative, the drive and the thrust 
that is required to make a market 
economy work. 

Are there lessons to be learned from 
the lengthening queues in Moscow? Or 
from the political humiliation of 
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Gorbachev? Or from the rise of Boris 
Yeltsin? 

Certainly, there are. 
The first is that an economic system 

that is fashioned by ideologies and 
managed by bureaucrats, and which by 
its very nature suppresses the creative, 
initiating, enterprising spirit of the in
dividual, will end up destroying not only 
the economy, but the political system 
which was designed to make it function. 
The Soviet economy has been brought to 
the brink of disaster not only by the 
contradictions that are inherent in Com
munism as an economic system, but by 
the destructive and stultifying effect of 
the ever-growing army of bureaucrats 
who are an integral part of a managed 
economic system. 

The second is that a process of reform 
that is of a fundamental nature, once 
commenced, must be followed through 

comprehensively and purposefully to a 
logical conclusion. 

Comprehensively means more than 
following through in the economic, the 
political and the social fields. It means 
more than reforming policies and parties. 
It means taking the process of reform to 
the people, so that they become part of 
the process and thereby become the base 
on which the new structures are built. 

Purposefully involves a quality and 
style of leadership. Nothing is more 
destructive to the reform process than 
vasciUation or indeciveness on the part 
of those who lead it. 

The third is more of a question than a 
lesson, yet the very question may contain 
the components of a lesson. 

Can a political party which for genera-
tions has been the advocate of a 
repressive ideology and the administra
tor of an authoritarian regime itself, be 
the agent for ensuring that fundamental 

A queue for bread 

A queue for milk and eggs 

A queue for tobacco 

reform away from that repression and 
authoritarianism is followed through to 
its logical conclusion? 

Can people who have been oppressed, 
be liberated by their former oppressors? 
Must the oppressed people themselves 
not become the driving force that is 
necessary to take the liberating process 
to its conclusion? 

The recent history of the USSR has 
shown that, given the leadership of 
Mikhail Gorbachev, the Communist 
Party could initiate a process of reform. 
But equally the recent history of the 
USSR, and indeed that of the countries 
of Eastern Europe, has shown that the 
process of reform could not be com
pleted, or at the very least not be seen to 
have been completed, as long as a Com
munist Party — reformed or otherwise 
— remained in control of the levers of 
power. 

Here in South Africa the National 
Party has shown that, under the leader
ship of President F.W. de Klerk, it has 
been able to initiate the process of 
reform. The question is; "Can the 
National Party, with its past of apartheid 
and minority domination — and with 
the main functionaries and administra
tors still in place — be the agent for 
taking the process of reform to a non-
racial democratic South Africa to its 
logical conclusion?" 

"Indeed, will the process of liberation 
from apartheid be perceived to be 
complete as long as a National Party 
government is in power?" 

Based on a Soviet and East European 
experience the answer to both of these 
questions is 'no'. Their experiences indi
cate that a transformed non-racial demo
cratic South Africa will require a govern
ment composed of political parties that 
are not identified with the past from 
which the majority of South Africans 
want to be freed. 

Is the process of fundamental reform 
in South Africa going to prove to be 
different, and in a sense unique? The 
months and years that lie just ahead will 
tell. • 
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I N PIETERMARITZBURG the event was unlike any normally held in the sedate suburb. Khaba Mkhize, columnist 
of the Natal Witness, described it as the "first truly indigenous party right in the heart of Pietermaritzburg's affluency 

. . . It was the day when the walls of apartheid group areas crumbled. It was the celebration of the arrival of a Native Boy 
in Eurocentric Country." 

There were high-megawatt speakers blaring, an ox was slaughtered as well as two sheep and one goat. The ox 
horns were placed on the side patio and freshly skinned hides were pinned on the green grass for drying. 

When dawn broke and the music stopped a different row erupted — in the letters' columns of the Natal Witness. 
These letters reflected adjustments whites in a comfortable, quiet suburb miles from the nearest township, were 
making to the new experience. Here, ENOCH ZULU, director of African Languages Publishing at Centaur 
Publications, explains some aspects of Zulu culture and custom in the context of residential integration now taking 
place in cities across the country. 

Animal slaughter is a rite 
CULTURE, any culture, is at once 

static and dynamic. 
Culture is stable in so far as it will 

continue to exist and manifest itself in 
the life of a particular group for as long 
as that group exists as a cultural entity. It 
will thus be handed down from genera
tion to generation within the group. On 
the other hand, culture is dynamic in 
that it is subject to adaptation to its con
tinuously changing environment. 

Zulu culture is no exception. I want to 
believe that it will always be there for as 
long as there are people who identify 
themselves as Zulu people, and who 
continue to give expression to it. How
ever, changing circumstances will compel 
it to adapt. 

It should be noted that Zulu culture 
has religious foundations. Long before 
the advent of missionaries from Europe 
and America the Zulu people were aware 
of and acknowledging the existence of 
God — uMvelinqangi, as they called 
Him. They acknowledged Him as the 
Almighty God, and Creator of all things. 
It is wrong, therefore, to assume that the 
Zulu's conception of God only started 
when white missionaries came to Africa. 

The Zulu people also believed, and 
they still do believe in life after death. To 
them life in the hereafter is a reality, and 
not just a remote concept. They believe 
that through death a human being is 
transformed into a personage of a higher 
order than that of mortals. This brings 
us to the notion of ancestors or ancestral 
spirits — amadlozi or amathongo or 
izfnyanga. 

Amadlozi are the deceased people of a 
particular family or lineage. Every family 
or lineage has its own ancestors whose 
responsibility it is to mediate between 
God and man and to look after the 
welfare of those family members who 
are still living. Communication is 
possible between the ancestral spirits 
and their living wards. 

This is a two-way process. Ancestors 
communicate with the living through 

dreams and other media. The living can 
also communicate with their ancestors, 
and in certain cases this involves animal 
slaughter. For those who still ardently 
believe in ancestral spirit and their 
guardian power over the living, animal 
slaughter is almost inevitable especially 
where rites of passage such as birth, 
marriage and death are involved. 

Animal slaughter is quite congruous 
with a rurally orientated culture such as 
Zulu culture. In the Zulu context this 
involves the slaughter of goats and/or 
beasts. It is also important to understand 
that in ceremonial slaughter only the 
head of the family or his male appointee 
from within the family group can offi
ciate and carry out the actual slaughter
ing. The officiating member is also the 
one who must address the amadlozi on 
behalf of the entire family. 

There is also the social dimension to 
take into account when there is a 
ceremony in a family involving festivities. 
To a Zulu person, a person is a person 
through other people — Umuntu 
ngumuntu ngabantu. Neighbours and 
other members of the community do not 
have to be invited individually to come 
and take part in the festivities. Although 
the ceremony itself has a bearing only on 
family, other people are welcome to 
come and partake of any food that may 
be offered. 

Ceremonies and rituals which involve 
slaughtering are numerous. One can call 
to mind such ceremonies as imbeleko 
yomntwana (a thanksgiving ceremony to 
the newly born), umshado (marriage 
ceremony), ukwemula (recognition by 
the head of the family that his daughter 
has reached marriageable age), ukubika 
inxiwa (sod-turning ceremony), and, of 
course, rituals associated with death. 

However such rituals and ceremonies 
do not happen everyday in one family. 
Many years may pass between one 
ceremony and another. Some Zulu 
people do not even observe some of 

these customs any more. Therefore it is 
not the case of There is a Zulu family 
living next-door, so there will be ritual 
slaughters every week-end. 

I have said that culture is static yet 
dynamic. There is absolutely no reason 
why Zulu culture cannot adapt to its 
changing environment, to the extent that 
its bearers can continue to practise it 
without necessarily inconveniencing 
neighbours who might not be Zulus 
and might not wish to be "disturbed". 
Zulu culture has already demonstrated, 
to a certain degree, its potential to adapt 
to its changing environment. Its manifes
tations in urban townships are no longer 
exactly the same as in rural situations. 

What I wish to emphasize here is a 
spirit of compromise on both sides of the 
cultural line in places where residential 
integration is already taking place. This 
should not be the case only where Zulu 
culture is concerned, but should be the 
norm in respect of all other cultures. 
People should be left free to practise their 
culture, but they should also ascertain 
that the immediate neighbourhood is 
not unduly inconvenienced by their 
doing so. 

It is equally important that an in
formed review of the existing municipal 
by-laws should take place. It must be 
remembered that these by-laws were 
promulgated at a time when circum
stances in the country were still different. 
The review should take into account the 
now factual co-existence of people of 
different cultural backgrounds in the 
same neighbourhoods. Such a review 
should ask relevant questions about any 
particular culture, identify in an un-
impassioned way what the real problems 
are in it, and seek solutions in a spirit of 
compromise. 

Those problems will only be solved if 
people are prepared to put aside their 
personal prejudices about other people's 
cultures and genuinely apply themselves 
to finding equitable solutions # 
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Poor English reading 
skill is big flaw 
in black education 
IN A survey at some of the teachers' 

training colleges in Bophuthatswana 
a few years ago, it was found that the 
average reading age in English of in
coming students was the equivalent of 
the average English first-language pupil 
half-way through Standard 1. 

I realise that reading age tests are 
problematic. And, of course, it is not 
their purpose to assess maturity, intelli
gence or drive — factors that can often 
compensate for and even improve a poor 
reading ability. But in my experience of 
black students, particularly over the last 
seven years, the survey's findings would 
seem to be an accurate estimate. 

Many will react with shock and even 
disbelief at a figure like this. Yet, given 
the circumstances, it reflects a creditable 
rather than a discreditable achievement. 
I wonder how many English first-
language speakers can claim they have a 
reading competence of $V2 or 9 (the 
Standard 1 equivalent) in any other 
language? 

And I wonder how many can read any 
black language at all? Very, very few. I 
certainly cannot. But more to the point: 
how many English first-language 
speakers have such a proficiency in any 
other language that they could attend a 
university, where that language is the 
medium of instruction? 

So there is something very commend
able in black students who, in spite of the 
deficiencies of the educational system to 
which they are exposed, have achieved a 
reading age of 81/, or 9 in English by the 
time they reach university or teachers' 
training college. 

But the hard fact is this: such an 
attainment is far short of what is 
necessary to study satisfactorily. 

In my experience, given the right 
environment (a good school with a good 
library and competent teachers) the 
average English first-language pupil 
begins to read fluently and for pleasure at 
about the age of 9V2 or 10. 

It is from this point onwards that 
education can really begin. For true 
education is derived very largely from 
what is read in books, and very little 
from what is crammed into one's head 
by teachers in class. 

True education is something you get 

by WALTER SAUNDERS, 
formerly Professor of English at 
the University of Bophuthatswana 

for yourself, once you have mastered the 
art of reading fluently and efficiently. It 
is the vistas opened up by the pleasures of 
reading that, more than anything else, 
will draw the young person on to the 
quest for knowledge. 

By far the majority of our black 
students entering tertiary institutions 
have not yet reached the stage of being 
able to read in English for pleasure — 
the kind of pleasure that has turned it 

into a daily habit. This means not only 
do they not have the reading proficiency to 
pursue a tertiary education satisfactorily, 
but nor have they acquired the back
ground knowledge that only a long habit 
of reading can bring. 

For such students all reading, even of 
the most elementary texts, is still a form 
of drudgery, so much so that many 
cannot manage more than two or three 
pages an hour. What they do read they 
read with poor understanding and little 
or no long-term retention. Yet even at 
the worst of our tertiary institutions, 
they are expected to do a considerable 
amount of reading. 

For many, because of their inadequate 
reading skill and the limited time avail
able, this reading requirement is physical
ly impossible. So they fall back on 
desperate expedients: they try to regurgi
tate what they hear in lectures, they 'mug 
up' summaries, they learn passages off 
by heart, and many departments (equally 
desperate, or indifferent) connive with 
them in this. 

Yet the majority of these students end 
up with degrees or qualifications of some 
sort. (You may well ask what sort?) 

The evidence is that they have im
proved very little on the reading ability 
with which they first entered college or 
university. They still only read under 
compulsion, because for them reading is 
still a form of drudgery. 

So what we have is a bad system that 
perpetuates itself, producing teachers 
who do not read, who in turn produce 
students who do not read. And there is 
little hope of changing the pattern, as 

long as schools and tertiary institutions 
are content with a process of certifica
tion, instead of education, and as long as 
there are no libraries, let alone librarians, 
in most of the schools, and (most 
important of all) as long as only a few 
exceptional institutions have dynamic 
programmes for the advancement of 
reading. 

In a country, where English is increas
ingly accepted as the medium of 
academic instruction, for matriculated 
students not to be able to read English 
fluently and with ease is, more than 
anything else, what it means to be dis
advantaged. 

The irony is that so few are aware of 
this; many people think disadvantaged-
ness can be remedied by academic 
support programmes, in-service training, 
the lowering of entrance qualifications, 
the lowering of standards, the handing 
out of unmerited passes ('pass one, pass 
all') etc. 

What is needed is a vast undertaking 
in the schools: time for extensive super
vised and unsupervised reading and 
floods of appropriate books. We're a 
long, long way from that. 

But until it happens and the benefits 
are seen in the quality of entrants to 
tertiary institutions, there is no alter
native but the introduction of a bridging 
year for disadvantaged students, a year 
in which the mastery of English is the 
main focus of attention. If, that is, we 
take black education seriously, and do 
not wish to continue with the farce that it 
is. 

In 1968 the University of Bangalore in 
India, with an intake of students much 
the same as ours in this country, intro
duced such a compulsory bridging year, 
and soon the students began to reap its 
benefits, and the university to turn out 
better graduates. 

The person largely responsible for this 
was Prof. Deryck Nuttall, who retired a 
few years ago as Director of the Institute 
of Education at Unibo. In his account of 
the introduction of the course he said: 
'The introduction of this (bridging) year 
made it possibe for the university, with
out compromising degree standards, to 
be flexible about entrance qualifications, 
thereby making some allowance for 
students whose unimpressive school-
leaving achievements were often the 
result of ineffective teaching.' (Note: 
Students are only allowed to register for 
a degree, when they have passed the 
bridging course.) 

But reading is the thing. There is no 
time (in education) too precious to be 
spent on its mastery. • 

PAGE FOURTEEN 



Too few own too many 
newspapers 

ANTHONY HEARD argues that the near-monopolies should shed titles (in their own 
long-term interests) to formerly banned groups 

IT IS common cause that the owner
ship of the media in South Africa is in 

too few hands. Broadcasting is an effec
tive state monopoly and establishment 
newspapers are near-monopolies, in 
private hands. 

The situation was created by the grip 
the white establishment had on the 
country and its resources. However 
understandable, it is untenable when one 
considers the needs of a new, democratic 
order. It is equally unsatisfactory con
sidering the needs of the run-up period 
to free and fair elections. Something 
must be done about it for the short-term, 
and also for the long-term, if South 
Africa is to have a healthy media, which 
means healthy political life. 

Indeed, unless something specific is 
done about the ownership, control and 
direction of the mainstream media within 
the next year or so, South Africa will 
hardly be able to say that the elections it 
subsequently holds are free. It is a 
national priority, every bit as important 
as devising a new constitution and 
electoral procedures and systems. 

Without the opening up of the media, 
millions will have been denied access, 
simply because the main broadcasting 
and print outlets remain in the hands of 
the old establishment — even if belated 
steps are taken to embellish boardrooms 
with black faces, credible or otherwise. 

The hostility and rancour that poor 
media access will generate among now-
unbanned militant black groups, whether 
they are successful in elections or not, 
presages a bumpy ride ahead for the 
media. The future prospects will be a 
sterile choice: bitter opposition by people 
who feel robbed of victory and who 
partly blame the media; or, on the other 
hand, pressure for nationalization or 
drastic anti-monopoly action by people 
who have triumphed in elections despite 
scant support from the media. 

Both ways, the role of the media in the 
vital but delicate job of reconstruction 
after apartheid will be compromised. 

The Afrikaans market is dominated 
by one powerful, far-sighted and well-

run company (Nasionale Pers), and there 
is also a lesser group, with vicissitudes 
(Perskor). Both are in the Nationalist 
fold, and enjoy all the lucrative business 
patronage, such as printing contracts 
(for school books, official publications 
and journals), that closeness to power 
brings. 

In the English-language establishment 
press, there is the powerful Argus 
Holdings and the slimmer Times Media 
Limited, both of whom are linked by 
shareholdings and contracts but effec
tively owned by Anglo American or 
associated companies like Johannesburg 
Consolidated Investments. Except for 
the Natal Witness, of Pietermaritzburg, 
and arguably the Daily Dispatch, of East 
London, there is no such animal as an 
independent daily paper in the country. 
Even the Dispatch has departed from its 

Crewe Trust past and has a substantial 
number of its shares in the hands of one 
of the major groups, TML. 

But what is as worrying as the absence 
of independent ownership is the fact that 
major unbanned players in the peace 
and political process, notably the African 
National Congress, cannot rely on media 
support worth speaking of in the estab
lishment press. That should be obvious 
from perusal of newspaper columns, 
however much individual editors might 
sincerely strive for fairness and indivi
dual journalists might break ranks with 
the ruling atmosphere. 

Ask the ANC how they feel about 
coverage of their affairs in the establish
ment press. 

For firm opponents of the ANC, the 
present situation might seem unexcep
tionable — in fact, exactly what they 
want, ideal. But it bodes ill for the future 
of the media and the country. As night 

follows day, the ANC will — if it comes 
to power — be under pressure to break 
up an unsympathetic press. 

Look what happened in Zimbabwe. 
The press, bludgeoned into a pro-Smith 
posture, had been under the control of 
the Argus group, and this situation was 
intolerable to the new government of 
Robert Mugabe — and he effectively 
nationalized it. 

In Namibia, the pattern has been 
different because of a healthier diversity 
of ownership and the fact that at least 
one well-known paper, The Namibian, 
showed sympathy for Sam Nujoma's 
Swapo before independence, thus strik
ing a blow for future press freedom in 
general. Moreover, in Namibia a clause 
in the constitution effectively entrenches 
free speech. There is justifiable hope that 
Namibia will continue to have a free and 

varied press — despite the inevitability 
of some merging, even some disappear
ing, and the possibly ominous advent of 
a new government paper, ostensibly for 
developmental and training purposes, 
which could compete unfairly. 

But give me Namibia any day, com
pared with Zimbabwe. 

In South Africa, assuming an all-
party conference gets interim or transi
tional arrangements under way pending 
elections, if the mass media is firmly in 
the hands of the "old order" that fact 
will cause major problems in convincing 
critics that this country is sincerely 
democratizing. 

What I am suggesting is that this is the 
time for the established newspaper 
groups to democratize their operations, 
to throw open their printing plants, 
distribution avenues and expertise. 

More important, they should consider 

What is as worrying as the absence of 
independent ownership is that major 
unbanned players cannot rely on media 
support worth speaking of in the establish
ment press. 
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From Page 15 

divesting themselves of some of their 
titles, and allow ownership to pass to 
other interests who will, unashamedly, 
be more friendly towards once-banned 
groups. 

The Anglo-owned press could take a 
page from the annals of enlightened self-
interest in 44 Main Street, notably the 
move by the Oppenheimers a generation 
ago to allow control of General Mining 
to pass to Nationalist Afrikaners as part 
of a long-term insurance policy against 
state nationalization or undue inter
ference in the mining industry. 

If the Argus group could so readily 
agree to sell Ilanga to Chief Buthelezi, 
why not sell other titles to ANC-
orientated interests? The Argus Group, 
according to Finance Week, recently 
turned down an ANC approach to buy 
the Sowetan, now ranked with the Star 
as the country's biggest daily. Will Argus, 
on principle, refuse to sell any titles to 
friends of the ANC? 

If so, why? 

It is, of course, always possible for the 
ANC and other formerly banned groups 
to start a daily paper, but party papers 
generally fail dismally just because they 
are party papers. And, the sad experience 
last year of the Weekly Mail's daily 
effort sent a salutary chill down the 
spines of would-be newspaper launchers. 

The fact remains that it is essential 
that all the major players in an election 
be given access to air time and to print 
space if we are to have a successful 
transition to a new order. This is, there
fore, the time for the monopolies and 
near-monopolies to start breaking their 
own hold on the media, in the country's 
and their own very real long-term 
interests. This way they will exercise 
some control over the process. 

The SABC — wonders never cease! 
—seems poised to concede the principle 
of a truly independent broadcasting 
authority; shimmering irony after all the 
years of its being government's Chief 
Poodle. Someone there has obviously 
seen the writing on the wall, as power 
begins to shift. 

In the realm of the establishment 
press, the basis for an arrangement is 
there. The ANC wants and needs daily 
newspapers. The newspaper companies 
want insurance against nationalization 
or bruising anti-monopoly action. 

Newspapers these days tend to share 
plant and equipment and even adverti
sing and distribution arrangements, with 
editorial effort separate and competing. 

It would be a disaster if the ANC were either 
to lose or win an election without a friendly 
press. Either way there would be bitterness 
— the former amid frustration and the latter 
amid triumph. 

The "joint operating agreement" prin
ciple has gained widespread favour inter
nationally, because of rising costs. 

Presses and distribution are neutral 
factors and can be shared by all. There is 
no reason why current joint operating 
agreements should not continue more or 
less as now, but with ownership of 
certain titles passing to other hands. 

The future media order should be 
marked by maximum press and broad
casting diversity, and a fair spread of 
outlets for competing philosophies. It 
would be a disaster if the ANC were 
either to lose or win an election without a 
friendly press. Either way there would be 
bitterness — the former amid frustration 
and the latter amid triumph. # 

From Page Four 

Chiluba's victory 
three times in the 1st four months to 
address businessmen and I have found 
them very eager to invest in many of our 
projects," Mwaanga said in an interview. 

The MMD would have no inhibitions 
about selling its copper mines back to 
the Anglo American Corporation, from 
whom it originally nationalised them, 
Mwaanga said. The government might 
retain a small shareholding, but not 
more than 20 percent. 

"We don't mind the South Africans 
coming in here because we believe South 
Africa is changing," he added. 

This approach, Mwaanga believes, 
would induce a more sympathetic atti
tude on the part of the World Bank and 
the International Monetary Fund and 
enable the new government to negotiate 
a less stringent structural adjustment 
programme. 

Even if it does, the road to recovery 
will still be tough. Privatising the mines 
and para-statal companies will inevitab
ly lead to retrenchments. 

Any structural adjustment pro
grammes will also demand heavy cuts in 
the civil service, the merging of govern
ment departments and a slashing of the 
military budget. 

It will require the removal of subsidies, 
including the food subsidies. And the 
producer price of maize and other staples 
will have to go up to boost production 
and cut imports. That means food prices 
will rocket. 

The kwacha currency will have to be 
further devalued, which will turn in
flation to superinflation. 

All this is the same kind of painful 
medicine that Eastern Europe is having 
to take, but the worst of it is that the 
Zambian electorate has not been condi
tioned to expect it. 

When I asked the ecstatic voters on 
election day what they hoped for from a 
new government, they answered without 
exception: "Lower food prices and more 
jobs." 

They are going to get the opposite on 
both counts. How they react, and how. 
Chiluba copes with their reaction, are 
the key questions that will determine 
Zambia's future over the next two years. 

He is an enigmatic figure: a tiny man, 
only 1.5m (5 ft) tall, who has spent his 
life as a trade union leader and is now in 
league with businessmen leading a free 
enterprise party. 

He is not highly educated. He dropped 
out of high school and went to work on a 
sisal plantation in Tanzania, where he 
was a personnel clerk. 

Chiluba is a fluent public speaker who 
whipped up the crowds more effectively 
than Kaunda at the election rallies, but 
with his diminutive stature — empha
sised by a penchant for double-breasted 
suits — and mild manner he does not 
strike one as a forceful personality. 

He is a born-again Christian and, like 
Kaunda, quotes freely from the Bible 
and can wax emotional and weep in 
public. He frequently calls on Zambians 
to work harder, show greater enterprise 
and undergo "moral rearmament". 

Most of all I worry about the fact that 
as a trade unionist he will be particularly 
vulnerable to charges of betrayal as the 
retrenchments and higher prices begin. 
Will he have the force of personality to 
withstand such charges, will he wilt and 
back away from his stringent pro
gramme, or will he be thrown out even 
more ignominiously than Kaunda was? 

But at least Zambians have learned 
how to dispose of him peacefully if he 
fails. • 

PAGE SIXTEEN 



ANC seems disastrously incapable 
of learning from others' mistakes 

AS THE ANC aspires to the govern
ment, it is appropriate that we 

evaluate the possible consequences care
fully, to decide on whether such a 
development should be supported or 
opposed. 

Many will agree that the country's 
main problem is the poverty of a large 
proportion of the population. This in 
turn results in desperation, violence and 
crime, and if this problem is not vigorous
ly attacked, there will be no peace and 
very little economic development. Nor 
are we alone in having this problem. It is 
indeed the problem of most of Africa, 
and there is little hope of improvement. 

Consequently, to blame poverty in 
South Africa purely on apartheid is to 
foster the delusion that the removal of 
apartheid (with possibly some redistribu
tion of wealth) will solve the problem. 

The sine qua non, in fact, of over
coming poverty is that the rate of 
economic growth must exceed the rate of 
population growth. If this condition is 
not met there is no ideology that can save 
us from a very dismal future — a future 
in which unemployment, unrest and 
violence will increase rather than 
decrease. A burgeoning population and 
the absence of sufficient wealth will 
mean that adequate pollution controls 
are not affordable. Even those who 
prefer the simpler life will find their 
options very limited as our precious 
natural heritage is destroyed. 

We should, therefore, reject any politi
cal movement which fails adequately to 
address this fundamental problem. 

Because this principle was appreciated 
by the rulers of Hong Kong, Singapore, 
Taiwan and South Korea, those coun
tries put a very high value on economic 
development, even to the point of making 
full political freedom subordinate to it. 
However much this order of priority was 
criticised, the consequent prosperity of 
the masses has provided the kind of 
environment which will safeguard the 
democratic future of the people (ignoring 
for the moment the possible negative 
effects of Hong Kong's reverting to 
China in 1997). 

What also comes as a surprise to many 
is how exceptionally clean they find 
Singapore and Hong Kong, despite the 
very high population density. 

by 
P.N. MALHERBE 

author of three books on 
S. African politics and twice a 
candidate for election to 
Parliament — in Pinetown for 
the Progressive Party in 1961 
and in Bellville for the PFP in 

1987. 

These countries have shown how 
poverty can be overcome, with better 
prospects for the entire population than 
are available elsewhere in the region. But 
has the ANC shown that it is aware of 
this necessary condition for overcoming 
poverty and all its disastrous con
sequences? There is no doubt that ANC 
members generally are opposed to con
tinued poverty and violence but, as 
experience elsewhere in Africa has 
shown, good intentions are not enough. 

Let us consider the implications of 
what their leaders are saying. According 
to what Mr Reggie September has told 
me, the ANC has never considered the 
relative effects of economic and popula
tion growth on poverty. It was also 
reported that when Professor Albie 
Sachs flew from Johannesburg to Cape 
Town he was so impressed by the size of 
the country that he saw no need for 
population limitation. 

As for the prospects for economic 
growth, we know that the ANC as a 
matter of policy first wants full political 
freedom before it will call off sanctions. 
It ignores the fact that the priority given 
to economic growth in the Pacific rim 
has ensured strong support for demo
cracy (in contrast, in fact, with much of 
Africa where Nkrumah's dictum of'seek 
ye first the political kingdom' applied). 
Having embarked on a process which 
ensures that the next general election will 
be non-racial, we have moreover no time 
to lose in getting our economy right. The 
ANC's attitude is, therefore, far from 
helpful. 

Obviously the ANC will not persist 
with sanctions if it should become the 
government, and it will presumably try 
to attract foreign investment to foster 

economic growth. But will it succeed? 
It must be borne in mind that there is 

nothing brave about money. It likes to 
feel safe, and it certainly won't go where 
there is danger unless there is hope for an 
excellent return. 

But we are already finding ourselves in 
competition with Eastern Europe, which 
is desperately seeking funds to help 
overcome the effects of many decades of 
communism. Their ability to attract 
funds will, moreover, depend on how 
convincingly they accept the principles 
through which the prosperous countries 
of the world became rich, and not in 
their willingness to reform socialism. In 
view of the fact that Joe Slovo says that 
the failure of communism in eastern 
Europe must be blamed on the practi
tioners rather than on the principle»itself, 
it is clear that at the top level of the ANC 
the idea prevails that communism can be 
reformed and successfully applied in 
South Africa. On being asked about this 
possibility in Cape Town recently, the 
Polish Counsellor-Minister stationed in 
Pretoria noted that it is an illusion to 
which some members of Solidarity had 
clung, but that anybody still sticking to it 
is simply telling lies. 

With all the violence in South Africa 
at the present time, investment prospects 
are not good, and we certainly do not 
want any additional deterrents. But the 
ANC's ideological baggage of its past 
history hardly makes it suitable for 
public office. 

Whatever way we look at the ANC, it 
seems disastrously incapable of learning 
from the mistakes of others. It still 
regards its affiliation with the SACP as 
more important than any other, thereby 
ensuring that there is no prospect of 
attracting foreign investment if it should 
become the government. 

And bearing in mind its failure to 
address the question of population 
growth, it must be totally rejected by all 
thinking South Africans as not having 
an appreciation of the needs of any 
significant group of class of South 
Africans. 

If this judgement is too harsh, it is up 
to the ANC to tell us whose interest it has 
at heart and and how it proposes to meet 
their aspirations without relinquishing 
the communist affiliation. • 
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WILL THE STATE 
WITHER AWAY? 

THROUGHOUT the twentieth cen
tury the nature and role of the 

nation-state has provoked fierce debate: 
critics have vilified it as the primary 
source of war and insecurity in the 
international system; supporters have 
claimed that the state at the very least 
provides the benefits of order and stable 
government. Without its protective net, 
men would rapidly return to a state of 
nature where life is "nasty, brutish, and 
short". 

The persistence of the nation-state is 
perhaps the most remarkable feature: 
those who are stateless because of alien 
rule or incorporation into multi-national 
empires such as the Soviet Union have 
— with varying degrees of success — 
struggled to create nation-states in which 
the principle of national self-determina
tion can find expression. 

In the aftermath of the First World 
War, new states emerged in Central and 
Southern Europe and the Middle East as 
old empires disintegrated. A similar 
process occurred after 1945 as the great 
European empires conceded — in some 
cases after violent struggle — indepen
dence to their former colonies. 

Today, some 150 states belong to the 
United Nations, but many of the new
comers are artificial creations, uneasily 
embracing a variety of ethnic groups and 
lack of any profound sense of national 
identity. Thus, the dream of nineteenth-
century liberals that state and new-born 
nation would happily fuse to produce 
democratic self-government has, in many 
instances, proved an illusion. 

Relatively few of the world's new 
states (and certainly several of the old) 
pass that test as polyglot empires jostle 
with Third World autocracies and the 
minority of mature democracies of 
Western Europe and North America in 
the international arena. 

Yet today there is a challenge to 
the overarching sovereignty of the state 
from three very different sources, the 
Soviet Union, Yugoslavia and Ethiopia, 
for example, contain suppressed 
nationalities seeking autonomy, if not 
independence, from hegemonic and 
repressive control from the centre. 

This trend is reversed in Western 
Europe however, where a gradual pro
cess of political and economic integration 
offers a long-term prospect of a continent 
united under supranational institutions 
of government. 

Similar developments are under way 
elsewhere in West Africa and Southern 
Africa, for example, where transnational 
structures exist to promote common 
interests — especially in the realm of 
economic development. 

Finally, the inviolability of state 
sovereignty appears under threat as inter
national organisations such as the UN 
debate the utility and legality of inter
vention in states where human rights are 
most flagrantly abused. 

There is a fourth challenge to the 
continued utility of state sovereignty: the 
increasing difficulty that governments 
face in co-ordinating policies to cope 
with environmental degradation. Acid 
rain, after all, does not acknowledge the 
barrier of state boundaries, but this is a 
subject which requires separate and dis
creet analysis. 

What are the implications of these 
developments for the traditional role of 
the state as the exclusive guarantor of 
domestic order, a focus for the political 
aspirations of a people and the provider 
of security in a hostile world? 

At first sight, the internal challenge to 
the sovereignty of states such as the 
Soviet Union and Yugoslavia seems the 
most acute: Western attitudes are an 
uneasy combination of liberal concern 

for the plight of, for example, suppressed 
peoples subject to forceabie repression 
and conservative fears that the dis
integration of any state — however 
authoritarian — threatens the principle 
and utility of statehood as defined above. 
Thus — if all claims to independence 
were met — the result would be division 
and sub-division to match ethnic particu
larity to appropriate boundaries. The 
result would be a bewildering mosaic of 
statelets lacking economic viability and 
prone to quarrel over the political future 
of minorities left outside the new dispen
sation. 

Thus the price of freedom might be 
greater impoverishment, but — asks the 
conservative — is that what people really 
want? The nationalist always says yes, 
obeying the injunction to seek ye first the 
political kingdom, but that answer rings 
increasingly hollow as the ills affecting 
the Third World amply demonstrate. 

Of course, supporters of self-deter
mination at ail costs must expect to pay a 
high price in terms of redefinition of 
boundaries and transfers of populations. 
But who would supervise the process? 
There are few — if any encouraging 
precedents in the realm of international 
organization, the ethos of which is pro
foundly conservative. In Africa, for 
example, the Organisation of African 
Unity remains adamant on the principle 
of frontier inviolability. True, transfers 
of population — refugees — do take 
place; but they are enforced by famine 
and brutal dictatorship. 

Furthermore, argue the conservative 
defenders of the status quo, the existing 
states-system offers at least a semblance 
of international order. Ultimately order 
and justice for those who languish under 
repressive government cannot be easily 
reconciled. After all, the primacy given 
to order during the Cold War—reflected 

J A CK SPENCE, Director of Studies at the Royal Institute of International 
Affairs in London, examines the perennial conflict over the role of the 
nation-state. He argues that the quest for universal justice - as distinct 
from the pragmatic maintenance of an imperfect international order based 

on the primacy of the state - will be as elusive as ever. 
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in the spheres of interest doctrine — 
produced a relatively stable peace in 
Europe at the cost of Western conni
vance of Soviet repression at home and 
in the satellites. 

European Community involvement in 
the Yugoslavia crisis demonstrates the 
ambivalence of Western policy: tough 
action against Belgrade involving mili
tary intervention on the side of Croats 
and Slovenes is ruled out on the legiti
mate ground that the political objective 
cannot be defined in sensibly limited 
terms. 

The fear of an extended commitment 
is real: occupation and the reconstruction 
of the Yugoslav state — a task for which 
the EC is not equipped and in any case 
lacks the political will required to mount 
so massive an enterprise. 

On the other hand, the diplomatic 
initiatives taken so far can — if successful 
— only produce short term palliatives 
— ceasefires and round table confer
ences. 

In any case, EC ideology is directed at 
integrating states into a larger whole 
rather than supervising the deliberate 
fragmentation of a state into smaller, 
independent units. In the last analysis, 
constitutional solutions cannot be im
posed or negotiated from the outside — 
whether for Yugoslavia or — for that 
matter — South Africa. Local actors 
have to find local solutions. 

The growth of community-style insti
tutions a la the European Community 
has been seen as the most potent attack 

t EC Ideology is directed at 
integrating states into a larger 

whole rather than supervising the 
deliberate fragmentation of the state • 

into smaller independent units. / 
state will further stimulate integration 
between the member states. 

But the parallels with European in
tegration are not exact, indeed are 
positively unhelpful: the six states which 
signed the Treaty of Rome in 1957 had 
much in common — parliamentary 
politics; a commitment to a free market; 
a common external enemy in the form of 
the Soviet Union. Furthermore, no one 
member state of the EC could dominate 
the rest. 

Is this true of the states of Southern 
Africa? 

Further economic — let alone political 
— integration in Southern Africa has to 
face the obstacle posed by South Africa's 
hegemonic role in terms of economic 
power and military strength. And the 
notion that South Africa would exercise 
self-restraint in its relations with its 
weaker neighbours for the sake of the 
benefits accruing to the region as a whole 
is credible only on the assumption that 
the impersonal operations of the market
place would be curbed by the deliberate 
exercise of state power. 

That may happen; but the cost in 
purely economic terms might be high. 

i Economic integration in Southern 
Africa has to face the obstacle 

posed by South Africa's hegemonic 
role in terms of economic power 

and military strength. j 
on the principle of state sovereignty. Bit 
by bit sovereignty has been whittled away 
as Brussels has assumed responsibility 
fpr particular functions of the state. The 
outcome is, of course, still uncertain and 
a federal Europe — a new super state 
— is years away. Nevertheless, the Euro
pean model of political and economic 
integration is regarded as having rele
vance to other regions — especially in 
the Third World. The future of SADCC 
(Southern African Development Co
ordination Conference) in particular, is 
cited in this context on the assumption 
that a post-apartheid Southern African 

The historical record suggests instead 
that hegemonic powers behave accord
ingly and the question remains: why 
should a post apartheid South African 
state behave differently? 

Finally, we turn to the argument that 
the post-Gulf War 'new international 
order' means a greatly expanded role for 
the Security Council of the United 
Nations — a superpower condominium 
to police the vile spots of the world in the 
name of justice for the deprived. 

This proposition and its adverse 
implications for the maintenance of state 
sovereignty gained credence in the after

math of the Gulf War. There was much 
talk of 'safe havens' for displaced Kurds 
in Iraq; but is the principle of UN 
intervention generally applicable across 
the board? The inroads into Iraq's 
sovereignty were the product of special 
circumstances: 

(a) the prior achievement of swift 
victory against the chief culprit, Saddam 
Hussein, with coalition forces, therefore, 
available to protect the Kurds; 

(b) a concentrated media campaign on 
the plight of the Kurds overcame an 
initial Western reluctance to act at all; 

(c) the Soviet Union and China backed 
Western intervention on this occasion, 
but with no commitment to establish a 
precedent which could be turned against 
their internal policies at a later stage. 

Finally, it is one thing to get well-nigh 
universal agreement on the case of expel
ling Iraq from Kuwait. Much was at 
stake for all the parties, not least oil. But 
the combination of moral principle, cal
culated national interest and near univer
sal consensus which inspired the coalition 
against Iraq will be far more difficult to 
generate in other cases. 

Repressed minorities elsewhere would, 
therefore, be ill-advised to look for 
succour to the UN. After all, consider 
how long it took for the Kurdish issue to 
force itself on to the international agenda 
and that was a by-product of orthodox 
balance of power politics. 

Thus the notion of a new international 
order sanctified and enforced by the UN 
will apply — if at all — to deterring and 
defending against straightforward in
fringement of sovereignty by one state 
against another i.e. invasion and occupa
tion. 

And even that proposition will only 
hold selectively depending on the 
national interests of the great powers 
concerned. 

Indeed, the refusal to take steps to 
topple Saddam Hussein and the reluc
tance to protect the Kurds and the Shi'ite 
Muslims over the long term suggests that 
the quest for universal justice — as 
distinct from the pragmatic maintenance 
of an imperfect international order based 
on the primacy of the state — will be as 
elusive as ever. • 
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VIVA! VIVA! by DAVID BASCKIN 

NUTSHELL 

TO PUT it in a nutshell, once the ANC has refused to 
repay foreign loans and skimmed one third off the top of 

every-body's savings, they are going to reintroduce the 
Monarchy. Now this has nothing to do with Namibia's 
current love affair with Queen Elizabeth and everything to do 
with some wooing going on between the ANC and the 
curiously named Congress of Traditional Leaders of South 
Africa. Apart from anything else, one can only be grateful for 
the ANC's flexibility of vision, of which the recognition of 
the rights of hereditary chiefs is the most unusual example. 

Paradoxically the first and greatest beneficiary of this new 
plank in the ANC platform will be King Goodwill Zwelethini 
of the Zulus. As king, he can expect a reversion to all the 
rights, powers, benefits and glories that Shepstone, craven, 
lying, imperialist lackey of the colonialists, robbed from his 
ancestors. Amongst others, this will mean the immediate 
cessation of Natal Parks Board control of Hluhluwe and 
Umfolozi game reserves, both of which will revert to their 
former role as exclusive hunting grounds for the king. 

For the Dunn Clan of Mangete, whose ancestor John 
Dunn was the original Zulu Blanc, preempting Johnny Clegg 
by 120 years, powerful possibilities await them. Especially 
when one considers that after the Anglo-Zulu war John 
Dunn was declared the senior of 13 kinglets that rules the 
dismembered Zulu state. 

And Chief Mangosuthu Buthelezi, hereditary and actual 
vizier to the Zulu Royal Family? What will the ANC's new 
vision of chiefs and chieftainship do to their less than amiable 
relationship with him? 

GONE WITH THE WIND 

L ITTERATEURS are buzzing with dispute over the latest 
Nobel Prize to come this way. While there's a pleasing 

feeling of appropriateness that a gift from the inventor of 

dynamite should arrive in Jo'burg, there are some who do 
not feel that the sour vapourings of a Houghton housewife 
deserve a million US dollar prize. What about JM Coetzee? 
they say. What about Breyten Breytenbach? 

What indeed. If the criteria for this year's Nobel are 
a) hostility to apartheid, and b) the production of great art, 
surely both these writers eclipse the melancholic, over
written, obsessive, uterine extravaganzas of the winner. 

But one person we know is very pleased indeed about the 
Gordimer Floating Trophy. For some years now, he has been 
quietly buying up Gordimer first editions, on the canny and 
pragmatic insight that come the Revolution, this lady would 
scoop a Nobel. She did. He's got six First Editions, most in 
good, and three in fine condition. These include A World of 
Strangers, 2 copies, both with dustjackets, one inscribed "To 
Peter, with love from Ruth Xmas 1958", Friday's Footprints 
with "Wish you were here, love Eric" written in ballpoint on 
the flyleaf, Burger's Daughter, with a recipe for coq au vin 
written in pencil on the inside back cover. The Conservationist 
with pages 102-107 irreversibly stuck together with what 
seems to be condensed milk and ,4 Sport of Nature, in perfect, 
unread, condition. Bids in sealed envelopes (sorry, only 
convertible currencies) may be sent to this writer for 
conveyance to the collector. 

THE TRUTH OF THE MACHINE 

HAVING just proof-read the Nobel Prize story, let me 
share with you the alternatives my computer spelling 

checker suggested. For Houghton, read Houston. For 
Burger's, read Burglars, Burners, Pursers, Bugbears, 
Bourgeois, Buggers, Bugles or Burble. For Breyten choose 
from Breathe, Brethren, Preyed, Breve or Pretzel. While for 
Gordimer, select either Gourd or Goodie. I certify that this is 
the complete and utter truth. My computer is too dumb to lie. 
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