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Speech to Annual General Meeting

of

The Canadian-South African Society

at
Montreal, October 23, 1985
Toronto, QOctober 24, 1985

South Africa is going through a period of almost unprecedented
difficulty and uncertainty, both at home and abroad. It a period
of confusion, when many South Africans do not know how best to
bring peace to their country, and when our friends abroad often
find it difficult to determine how best to help.

We have to acknowledge that there is no damage which our oppo-
nents have inflicted on us which can be compared to the damage
wWwe have inflicted on ourselves. Apartheid has been a disaster.

The events have been a particular source of anguish for my foun-
dation which has sought to act as a catalyst for peaceful, evolu-
tionary change. I say that despite the fact that perhaps no
institution has made a more thoughtful contribution to the ferment
of change and reform in South Africa than the private sector.
People often find it difficult to understand quite why that
should be. In part, it originates in the historical divisions
between the English and the Afrikaners in South Africa, with the
Afrikaners having controlled polities and the civil service since
1948, and more able English-speaking South Africans, their paths
blocked in politics, having chosen to go rather into business and



the professions. As a result, they have tended to carry over into
business their political oppostion to the present government. Indeed
the British Daily Telegraph recently described business as the most
effective opposition in South Africa. That opposition has gone so
far as to cause leaders of the private sector, including the
Director-General of my own foundation, to undertake discussions

with the leaders of the African National Congress in Zambia, to the
disapproval of the South African State President, who called them
"disloyal."

For all that, we have recognized the courage with which the State
President has acted in bringing about reform, in the teeth of
adamantine opposition from the extreme right wing, and which
caused him to initiate a split in his own party.

But, though there is still a long way to go before we can truly
say that there is justice for all in South Afica, we also feel
unhappy about the continued and almost perverse failure of cri-
tiecs in the United States and Canada to recognize how much has
been achieved.

~Some indication of that achievement can be seen in a recent article
in the largest newspaper in South Africa, the Sunday Times. The
Times, which has often been bitterly critical of the South African
Government, noted that:

" During the last decade the 'whites only' signs which dis-
figured the South African landscape have fallen in theatres
and parks, hotels, restaurants and lunch counters, on
Afrikaans campuses and sports clubs, in private schools and
publie libraries, on beaches and swimming pools, soccer teams
and rugby stadiums, on some trains and some bus services, in
some central business districts and some cinemas.

Public hospitals, government schools and residential areas
remain as the last islands of the separate and unequal, but
for the rest, by dint of euphemism and exemption, the
Government allowed its own rules to be broken until exception
became the rule and the laws (as in the Mixed Marriages and
Immorality Acts) were scrapped, or amended, as in the Liquor
and Separate Amenities Acts which govern less private social
intercourse."

The article continued:
" If the erosion of petty apartheid has been a thing of fits
and starts, it has taken only nine months since President

Botha's speech to Parliament on January 25 to collapse,
through promise, repeal and commitment, the pillars which
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supported the ideology of 'Grand Apartheid' and for the
National Party to execute a 180 degree policy shift. . .In

the past year Mr. Botha, his Ministers, his propagandists and
his creations have:

-Acknowledged that the homelands policy failed to provide an
answer to black political aspirations.

-Announced a common citizenship for all living within boun-
daries of an undivided South Africa.

~-Announced freehold title for urban blacks.

-Placed a moratorium on forced removals.

~Accepted the principle of negotiation with black leaders.

-Said that the re-incorporation of the independent homelands
into South Africa was 'negotiable'.

-Called for the abolition of influx control.
-Committed South Africa to a universal franchise.

And if eight bottles should accidentally fall, that leaves
only two clinging stubbornly to an increasingly slippery sur-
face -- the Group Areas Act which is at least to be amended to
allow some blacks to escape the ghetto, and the Population
Registration Act."

Yet if there are all these changes, you may ask, why the riots?
There are several answers to that question.

First, there are still serious black grievances, including the

pass laws, a thoroughly unsatisfactory, though improving educa-

tional system, segregated housing and the absence of a vote in

the central government (though extensive local representation and
t~-votes in the national states).

Second, there are the efforts of the radical left who do not want
reform, because it undercuts revolution. It is no surprise that
the African National Congress called this year for South Africa
to be made ungovernable. If reform were to succeed, they would
become irrelevant. And their efforts are aided, unfortunately,
by the present deep recession, which has left perhaps 3 million
blacks unemployed. It is notable that rioting has been worst in
the Eastern Cape, where unemployment in parts is 50-60 percent,
and lowest in Soweto, which is comparatively prosperous.



Third, there is an important analogy to the history of the Civil
Rights movement in the United States. It is often forgotten that
the serious black violence in the U.S. did not occur until after
the Civil Rights Acts of 1959-1964, and after the Voting Rights

Act of 1965. The most serious rioting occurred in the 1966-1969
period, and for what I believe are similar reasons -- the rising of
black expectations, and the contrast between the position that exists
in law or in theory and what individual blacks are actually able to
achieve. Though legislation is passed barring job description, for
example, it does not suddenly give all blacks better jobs. And the
disappointment and frustration becomes more pronounced when, as in
our case, there is such serious black unemployment. In these cir-

cumstances, it is hardly surprising that black people become more
sceptical and suspicious.

e e
Nor is this confined to South Africa. (fhe Economist in Octob E}
made a similar point about the recent riotT n Britain ., "ot
course," the editorial begins, "each riot is worse that the last.
The black rioters' bravado is cumulative..." and it continues,

"Gang toughies and splinter revolutionaries certainly go from one
riot to help the next on its way..."

And it concludes:

"The root of the urban problem is, too evidently, idleness.

Since cities were invented, people with nothing to do and no
money to help pass the time have hated the authorities and stolen
from the prosperous. Black people with jobs do not riot in the
Streets...”

Canada itself has had similar experiences. General Loomis, who
was chief of staff in Western Quebec during the 1970 kidnapping
crisis, argues in his recent book that the War Measures Act was
needed to isolate the teachers, journalists, broadcasters and
entertainers who sanctioned and promoted the FLQ's goals. "I'm
comvinced," he says "that the threat was real and serious. I
believe if the FLQ hadn't been stopped it had the potential to
destroy our country as we know it."

In a report of an interview with him, the Montreal Gazette
noted:

"LLoomis said protracted revolutionary warfare begins with
agitation and propaganda coupled with sporadic acts of
violence and culminates in guerrilla warfare, general combat
and revolution.

Traditional military strategies are outmoded when revolu-
tionaries recruit women, children and old people to throw



stones and grenades, and when cities are turned into battle-
fields.

The FLQ campaign began in 1963 with the theft of ammunition
from Montreal armories and the bombing of radio towers,
Canadian Legion offices and Westmount mailboxes.

On Oct. 5, 1970, a cell of the pro-separatist terrorist group
kidnapped British trade commissioner James Cross from his home
on Redpath Crescent. Five days later, Quebec labor minister
Pierre Laporte was taken hostage and on Oct. 16, Laporte's
body was found in the trunk of a green Chevrolet on the St.
Hubert air base.

Loomis said that given the large number of intellectuals who
were willing to justify the FLQ's actions, it was not enough
to simply nab bombers and bank robbers.

By enacting the War Measures Act, the government made it
illegal to advocate or promote the unlawful acts aims or
principles of the FLQ."

Even a country as wealthy as the United States experiences this

huge problem of relative deprivation. 1In the same issue of the
Economist which analysed the British riots, it dealt with the
enormous support which a demagogue like Louis Farrakhan is
generating, and pointed out that one third of all blacks and more
than half of all black children live below the poverty line. 43 per-
cent of all black families are headed by a woman on her own. Black
joblessness is more than twice that of whites. Half of the people in
prison are black.

None of these examples are intended, of course, to justify
discrimination. But they do serve to explain how difficult it is
to remove discrimination, how long it takes before the effects of
discrimination are eliminated, how great the passions aroused by
such ethnic tensions can be, and how cautious one should be about
facile judgments.,.

But few people have the capacity or the inclination, of course,
to scrutinize developments in foreign countries so carefully, or
even, sometimes, events in their own country. Thus when the pro-
tests outside the South African Ewmbassy began towards the end of
last year, it was widely taken, even in Washington, as an indica-
tion of the revulsion of American opinion against South Africa.
It was nothing of the kind. It was rather a combination of fac-
tors: an expression of the frustration of black Americans, who
had backed Mr. Mondale 9 to 1, and then had seen Mr. Reagan win a



landslide victory; it also represented an effort by the civil
rights movement to gain some new relevance; it was an attempt by
the Democrats to find an issue to embarrass Mr. Reagan; and even
some Republicans saw this as an easy, low-cost issue on which to
show that they were not anti-black and were a truly national
party. None of these motives are shameful, of course, but none
of them has much to do with what is going on in South Africa.

But the protests seemed, as I noted, to show revulsion of feeling

against apartheid . Opinion polls, however, show something very
different.

The most remarkable indication of U.S. sentiment was contained in
a Lou Harris Poll in Business Week in February. It confirmed, of
course, that most Americans disapprove of apartheid, but by large
majorities they rejected any form of sanctions.

-By T76-18 they rejected disinvestment.

-By 58-37 they approved of the Reagan policy of quiet diplo-
macy.

-By 61-31 they thought that the main sufferers from disinvest-
ment would be blacks.

64 percent of them thought that the U.S. should stay on good terms
with South Africa to preserve access to South African raw
materials.

Most interesting of all, a comparison between this poll and one
taken a few years before showed a significant improvement in
attitudes to South Africa. Even the awful media publicity later
in the year seemed to make no change in people's attitudes. On
August 15 a Gallup Poll showed support of current U.S. policy by
3-1 over those urging sanctions.

Most significant of all, a recent poll by the Center for Media

and Political Affairs indicates that Blacks in the U.S. by an
overwhelming margin - T4 percent - also believe that U.S. companies
should remain in South Africa. The poll indicates that on this
issue, as on a number of others, affirmative action, busing, and

so on, the Black community is more conservative than its

leadership (of whom 59 percent believe U.S. corporations should pull
out).

The authoritative American Political Report concluded that "South
Africa is basically an issue important to elites and interest
groups, not the public. Actually, the public is somewhat sym-
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pathetic to Reagan's positions, but opinion - moulders aren't".

One sees this time and again. I have no doubt, for example, that
most of those calling for disinvestment believe that it would

help Black South Africans; and yet there is impeccable polling
evidence ~ at least 5 polls that I know of, including polls taken
by Black interviewers, away from the workplace, in sessions
lasting 110 minutes each - which showed that Black South

Africans, by overwhelming 75 percent, margins reject disinvestment.
I know of only one poll that contradicts this conclusion.

Almost everyone of importance in South Africa, including those who
have spent their entire lives fighting apartheid, have tried to
stop sanctions and disinvestment. Thus Alan Paton, whose book,
"Cry, the Beloved Country," first stirred the conscience of the
world, has asked how anyone who is comfortable and has a job and
is well fed can in Christian conscience vote for something which

is going to take bread out of the mouths of those already in
need.

Helen Suzman, for many years the most prominent campaigner
against apartheid in the South African Parliament, came over to
the United States with the mission of trying to persuade
Americans that it's a bad idea.

So has Gatsha Buthelezi, who, according to polls, is one of the
most popular Black leaders in South Africa.

Even Bishop Tutu has said that he is against disinvestment and

that - if the South African Government does not make changes in
apartheid - he will only then, in 18 months to 2 years, for the
first time call for sanctions against South Africa.

The changes that have taken place have begun to seep through

in the media. Many of you may have seen the CBS 60 Minutes
program - a remarkable view of the changes, and remarkable from
that source. They said of these changes - that "these are
changes that only a few years ago seemed beyond all possibility."
"No matter what South Africa's reputation may be," they added "it
offers the highest level of Black literacy on the continent, the
highest state benefits and roughly the same political freedom as
its neighbors." 60 Minutes was blunt about black Africa:
"Virtually every state in independent black Africa is a one-party
state, only the degree of oppression and corruption varies."
Indeed, Freedom House pointed out recently that only one state in
the whole of Africa had more freedom than South Africa.

Similarly, NBC Nightly News ran a 3 part series on South Africa
which was equally remarkable, not only for what it said, but for




what it showed: a white woman walking down the street hand in
hand with her black nurse; multiracial dating; blacks and whites
swimming together, and a white man launching a paper boat for a
little black boy; and blacks and whites sitting at a bus stop
together. This was not unimpressive when one remembers that the

U.S. Civil Rights movement, now hardly 30 years old, began in the
front of a bus.

And then, as Secretary Shultz pointed out, how many governments
in the world would permit ABC's Nightline program to set up shop
for a week, probe and dissect the country's ills, film heated
debates between government leaders and their most ardent critics,
and then show those programs to its people?

But for all these notable exceptions, I have to say that the per-
formance of the national media, in both the United States and
Canada, has been abysmal. It has all too often borne out the
findings of Accuracy in Media, the Washington-based watchdog on
the media, which has done a series of annual studies on human
rights coverage in the American media. What they have done is
simple and telling. They have simply counted the number of
stories, columns and editorials on human rights in particular
countries which have appeared in the five most influential U.S.
media, the New York Times, the Washington Post, and the three
major networks. The procedure usefully eliminates all the biases
of subjective judgment - except those of the media themselves.

In the first year AIM did a survey, it covered just five
countries, not including South Africa. It found there were 147
columns, stories and editorials about human rights in Chile, 96
about human rights in South Korea, 1 about North Korea, 7 about
Cuba, despite its proximity to the United States, and 13 about
Cambodia, though that was the year that Pol Pot killed more than
a million Cambodians. My office did a similar survey, and
without access to the transcripts of the three networks, we

found in that same year 512 stories, columns and editorials about
human rights in South Africa. Subsequent AIM reports have shown
precisely the same bias, not only as far as the number of the
reports are concerned, but in the percentage of reports about the
country devoted to human rights. The Toronto Star, to its cre-
dit, did an analysis which showed exactly the same bias in its
own reporting.

The reasons for the bias are not necessarily malign. It is much
easier to get correspondents into friendly countries like South
Africa, Chile, South Korea, the Phillipines, Taiwan, and so on,
for those correspondents to move freely around the country, and
for reports to be sent out without punitive action or hindrance.
There is often an aggressive domestic press which is itself
digging up and publishing human rights stories. But the con-
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sequences of this bias can be devastating. It has meant that a
whole generation has grown up, in the United States and Canada,
who apparently believe that the most serious abuses of human
rights in the world today exist not in the closed totalitarian
states, hostile to the West, but precisely in the more open and
friendly pro-Western states, often those, it is true, with
serious human rights problems, but also, more often than not,

with oppositions, a free press, and the chance of evolutionary
change.

But the bias is more pervasive than just that. It also is
refected not merely in those stories which are reported, but more
unforgiveably, in those which are not. Let me give an example.
As mentioned earlier, we have just had discussions with the
African National Congress. It is a body which is obviously sup-
ported by a significant section of black public opinion in South
Africa. It cannot easily be left out of negotiations for a future
constitutional framework in South Africa, although its present
commitment to violence must make that impossible for the moment.
Its ideological position is reflected by the Freedom Charter of
1955, which is sometimes described by the newspapers as a
"liberal document". It is not. Although its language is often
vague, it provides for the redistribution of land (which Nelson
Mandela, in a statement, explained meant the nationalisation of
land), the nationalisation of the banks and the mines, and the
placing in the hands of the "workers" of all "monopoly - capita-
list enterprises". There is an on-going argument among suppor-
ters of the ANC as to whether a barber-shop constitutes a
"monopoly-capitalist enterprise", with some arguing that it does,
and that it should be nationalised, and others saying that it
does not, and that there should merely be a strong state share-
holding. Our discussions with the ANC leaders showed them
seemingly oblivious to the consequences of this philosophy. It
is, of course, nearer to the Soviet than to Yugoslav or even the
Polish form of Communism. Some "liberal document™.

But if you see or hear no analysis of that document in the media,
you get no more about the nature of ANC leadership. Occaslonally
you may see some ironic comment to the effect that the South
African government alleges that the ANC is Communist-controlled,
generally with the implication that the poor boobs are seeing
Reds under the beds again. Sometimes there is the outright sta-
tement that the ANC are merely freedom-fighters, or nationalists,
who have had to take assistance from the Soviet Union because the
West has refused to give it to them. What you never see is any
analysis, however small, of the evidence.

And there 1is now quite a stock of evidence which could be
weighed. In March 1982 a Subcommittee of the Senate Judiciary



Committee in the U.S. held hearings to determine the answer to
this very question. It heard evidence from a number of wit-
nesses, including Bartholomew Hlapane, a former member of the
National Executive of the ANC and of the Central Committee of the
"South African Communist Party who had defected. He testified
that, during the time he had served on both bodies, the majority
of the members of the ANC National Executive were members of the
South African Communist Party, and that no major decision was
taken by the ANC =ithout the concurrence and approval of the
Central Committee of the South African Communist Party, and that
most major decisions were initiated by the Central Committee of
the South African Communist Party. The Judiciary Subcommittee,
in its final report, concurred in this evaluation.

No attention was paid to the testimony in the media, either in
the U.S. or Canada, nor to the assassination of Hlapane, with his

wife, in December 1982, in their house in Soweto, by an assassin
armed with an AK-47.

The South African intelligence estimate, which has been
published, is that 25 of the 30 members of the ANC National
Executive are members of the South African Communist Party. U.S.
estimates, apparently, are somewhat lower. But you have not been
afforded an opportunity to weigh the evidence for yourselves,
because, no major newspaper or network, in the United States or
Canada, to the best of my knowledge, has published any of it.

The only reference to this problem that I have seen from a

liberal source was a brief comment in the recent book, Move Your
Shadow, by Joseph Lelyveld, the former New York Times correspon-
dant in South Africa:

"The evasiveness of the African National Congress on basic
guestions, such as whether more than one party would be able
to operate legitimately in the democracy it promised,
sometimes seemed to me ominous..."

This judgment was not reflected, to the best of my knowledge, in
any of the reports he wrote from South Africa, nor is it explored
elsewhere in his book. Nor does he explore any of the other sub-
jects I have raised in this discussion.

Much the same is true of Nelson Mandela. He is usually reported
as a "moderate", or a "martyr". Mr. Mulroney pleads for his
release. Now, the fact is that the South African government has
twice tried to release him, once into the custody of his rela-
tion, President Matanzima of the Transkei, and once on his own
recognizances, asking only that he agree to foreswear violence.
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On each occasion he refused, on the second occasion declaring in
an interview with the Washington Times that he would take up arms
the day after his release. What is never reported is that, when
he was apprehended by the police in 1962 at a farm outside
Johannesburg, they found plans providing for a military campaign
that would require 210,000 hand-grenades, 48,000 land mines, and
50 tons of high explosives. They found the plans of 107 buildings
and installations which were to be blown up. The police also
found, and entered into his court record, a 23 page hand-written
document entitled "How to be a Good Communist" which Mandela
declared that he had copied from a Chinese document, allegedly to
clear his mind. Having read that very turgid document, I wonder
at the thinking of someone who copied it out - if that is what he
did - either to clear his mind or for any other reason. But
Canadians will not have the tiresome necessity of having to weigh
this evidence either, for I am not aware of any major Canadian
publication (and of only one U.S. magazine) which has published
so much as a reference to it.

The results of this failure adequately to inform the Canadian
public (or the U.S. public for that matter) is now clear.
Sanctions have now been declared against the oldest, and I still
believe best friend either country has on the continent of Africa.
I never thought I would have to prove that. But the other day I
saw a Roper Poll which showed that only 21% of Americans thought
that South Africa was a friendly country; 36% thought it neutral;
and 20% said it was either hostile or an enemy. I don't know
what the comparable Canadian polls would show.

There are other paradoxes, for those sanctions have been also
declared against the most staunchly anti-Communist government in
Africa, and against almost the only government in all of Africa
with a vigorous and effective opposition, an outspoken press, an
independent judiciary, and organized human rights groups. It is
also very nearly the only economic success story on the entire
African continent.

The tale is, I am afraid, depressingly familiar. One wonders how
often we will be told, by the media, of all those fine, freedom-
loving people who are fighting for democracy and the American
way, if only one could get rid of whatever government it is which
stands in the way of this Utopia? One remembers the stories
about Mao Tse-Tung after the Second World War, that incomparable
"rural reformer" who just wanted to get rid of the "corrupt
Chiag-Kai-Shek clique" and to establish freedom in China. Or all
those stories and editorials by Herbert Matthews in the New York
Times about that idealist, Fidel Castro, fighting for freedom in
the hills? Even after the Communist Party was the sole

-11=



recognized party left on Cuba the New York Times continued with
that line. And do you remember all those stories of how the
domino theory was absurd, and nothing could be worse than the war
in Vietnam, and all that was necessary for peace to prevail was
for the United States to get out, and leave matters to those fine
indigenous nationalists, the George Washingtons, as it was some-
times put, of South East Asia, Ho Chi Minh and Pol Pot? Or how
nothing could be worse than the Shah? Or how the Sandinistas in
Nicaragua simply wanted to establish a pluralist democracy in
that country? Or how even Bishop Muzorewa was unacceptable in
Zimbabwe-Rhodesia, so that sanctions should continue there, even
after an election, observed by more than 300 foreign observers to
be a free one, and even after the Senate of the United States
voted to recognize the country? And now we have ended up with a
government in Zimbabwe which has announced its intention to use
the last election as a mandate for establishing a one~party state
on Marxist-Leninist lines, and whose North Korean trained Fifth
Brigade killed, according to the Southern Africa Catholic Bishops
Conference, more than 2,000 people in operations in the Southern
part of the country. One wonders how long people can continue to
make the same mistake?

One sees the same paradoxes illustrated in the whole disinvest-
ment movement as well. The discrepancy between the aims of the

isinvestment movement, often seemingly laudable, and its likely
effects was noted by the London Economist, in the course of a
brilliant survey of U.S.-South African relations:

"Deliberate action by one (rich) state to depress living
standards in another (largely poor) one is scarcely defen-
sible. It could be justified only in extreme circumsftances
for a specific goal not achievable by any other means short
of war. The onus must surely be on the aggressor not only to
prove the case for aggression, but also to set out the steps
by which aggression will achieve swift victory. The American
disinvestment lobby has fulfilled these requirements in only
the vaguest terms."

The possible effects should give cause for concern to anyone who
thinks about it. There is already severe black unemployment,

\_dperhaps 3 million people. They have little in the way of a
safety net. I have no doubt that this is a cause of violence as
much in South Africa as it is in the less volatile atmosphere of
England. It gives rise to a vicious cycle, of sanctions causing
unemployment, leading to violence, leading to police action and
hostile coverage of these actions by the media, leading to more
sanctions, more employment and more violence... It should be
important, for every person of goodwill, to avoid this kind of
inexorable drift.
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Moreover, it is hard to imagine how most of Southern Africa is
supposed to cope with sanctions on South Africa or how the West
could alleviate the consequent difficulties of the black states.
The Economist Intellegence Unit has concluded that some neigh-
boring states would probably suffer more from sanctions against

F"South Africa than South Africa itself. The economies of
countries such as Angola, Zambia, Zimbabwe, Mozambique, Botswana,
Lesotho and Swaziland are tiny, and most of them are in great
disarray, and have been in retreat in respect of the provision of
most basic commodities such as food for the past decade. That is
why the new Zimbabwean Ambassador to the United States devoted
much of his first speech in this country to opposing disinvest-
ment, and why the Mozambican Foreign Minister said that his
country would be "badly hit" if sanctions were imposed against
South Africa. Sometimes leaders of the black states in Southern
Africa publiecly call for sanctions, but the evidence is
overwhelmingly that privately they dread it.

South Africa is the major, perhaps the only hope, for an accep-
table standard of living and of opportunities for adequate educa-
tion, jobs and social services for the 100 million people in the
southern African subcontinent. It accounts for more than three-
quarters of the Gross National Product of all the states in
southern Africa from Angola on the west coast through Zambia and
Malawi to Mozambique on the east coast, including eight inter-
nationally recognized countries, South West Africa/Namibia and
the four independent homelands. South Africa also accounts for
77 percent of the electricity generated in this region, 97 per-
cent of the coal mined, 98 percent of the iron ore, 70 percent of
L the maize, 8T percent of the wheat.

As the Africa correspondent of the Los Angeles Times put it:

"Indeed, black Africa depends on South Africa. Without it,
national economies in the southern third of the Continent
would fall like dominoes."

The greatest fear of many of us is that ill considered action
abroad will set back the development of reform in South Africa,
that the politicians, never courageous at the best of times, will
circle the wagons, that blacks will suffer more, and that the
South African economy, the greatest single hope in the whole con-
tinent, may suffer irreparable damage.

But it seems to me that there is still room for optimism. The
realism on both sides is greater than one is sometimes inclined
to suppose. Two-thirds of whites in a recent poll in South
Africa said that they believed that there should be a sharing of
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power between black and white. I believe, in fact, that we are
in the pre-negotiation stage, with much rhetoric on both sides,
and with much jockeying for position going on. I believe that we
are likely to see serious negotiations with black leaders in the
next year or two.

Similarly, the realism both of blacks inside South Africa and of
South Africa's black neighbors is greater than is generally
realised. South Africa's Prime Ministers, for example, have met
with many of the leaders of black Africa while President Sadat,
after meeting with Mr. Begin, was isolated in the Middle East.

And the same realism is reflected in the opinion polls in the
United States and Canada. It is a remarkable indication of the
wisdom of ordinary people. It shows perhaps an instinctive
understanding of the truth summed up by the Economist in the
final paragraph of its survey:

"But the best engagement in South Africa," they noted, "is
unofficial and personal, reflected in contact, in commerce, in
intellectual and cultural exchange. It is the engagement of
constant argument. It is the opposite of boycott and ostra-
cism and public disassociation. These weapons work no better
in international relations than they do in personal rela-
tions. They represent failure. They are the enemy, not the
friend of freedom in South Africa."
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SOUTH AFRICA - A REPORT
Daniel Jeremy Silver
April 6, 1986

I went to South Africa as one of a small group of ten in-
dividuals, men, all Jews, who were invited by the South Africa
Foundation in”conj;nction with the South African Jewish Board of
Deputies.

The South African Board of Deputies is the equivalent of our
Council of Jewish Federations and Welfare Funds. The South Africa
Foundation was established a numbef of years ago by the leading in-
dustrialists.and business people of the country. They had gotten
religion when they discovered that you cannot do business if the
.rest of the world will not do business with you. In recent vyears,
the South Africa Foundation has faken a leading role in pressing
for a'nﬁmber of politfcal reforms. It was the chairman of this
Foundation who, incidentally, was the Chief Executive Officer of the
Anglo-South African Corporafion, the leading South African business
empire, and its Executive Director who, some months ago, went to
Lucasa to meet with the'leadership of the exiled and bannéd African
National Congress which many in the world see as the recognized
leadership of those working for the liberétion of the non-white
population of South Africa.

Our group was diverse. My colleagues ranged from Martin
‘Peretz, editor of Thé New Republic to Rabbi Israel Miller, senior
Vice-President of Yeshiva University and a former president of the
Conference of Presidents of Major Jewish Organizations to Nathan
Glaser who is @hﬂ Professor of Sociology and Education at.Har-
vard and a leading expert on inter-group relationships. We were

not asked to make any statement individually or collectively.

I, for one, remain mindful of the observation ascribed to
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‘the extent of any public comment I will make.

‘It wasn't until the last day that we were allowed to be tourists.?ﬁé@ day

i 2
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iJohn, Fairbanks, the well-known Harvard sinologist: anyone who

came to China for six weeks wrote a book; anyone. who came to China

for six months wrote an article; and'anyone who stayed in China

- for six years wrote notﬁing. This week's and next week's talkg§ which

will concentrate on the Jewish situation in South Africa, represent

. ’,
my private report to you, my congregation, and probably represents

-

We spént ten full days in the Republic of South. Africa, the

major part of our time in Johannesburg, Durban and Capefown. We

also went by small plane into Natal to the capitél of Kwa-Zulu,
“ 0’ b. . ) s EF P AN
the Zulu homeland wherg wgvﬁet the Zulu Chief Minister Gatsha ' Butelesir
a . ) e T

a strong-minded man who has taken strong position against wiabes

®f the government on such issues as the recent constitutional

changes énd the creation of arbitrary ﬁOmelands, but who also be-

" lieves that there are ways in which,~throu§hﬁpower sharing, blacks

"and others can cooperate in creatinz at least in Nata{'é state in

which power_will be equitably shared.
For most of our trip I knew I was in Soﬁth Africa, meeting
South Afriqéns, but I had lit;le feeling fo;.the country. There
were meetings Qorning; noon and night, from seven o'clock to midnight.:
yg'drove frbm Capetown down along the scenic,co;st which stretches i
to Cape Point, the headiands whete‘the waters of the Atlantic and
. . T
Indian Oceans méet. Ti-l-ilhn'éfgrt}e first time, I had a'sgnse of
the famed natural beaﬁty of thgg gg;p’of the world. We went right
from our tour bus to the plane which began the long trip home.

Most of our time was spent in meetings. We met with -a number

of the liberal faculty of Capetown University, some of whom were
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active supporters of the African National Congress, most of the United

Democratic Front, the in-place umbrella organization which speaks

for most groups working for major political reform. Another day

we met with m faculty from Stellenbosch Universxty, "the
,u.ku‘

Afrikaaner waiserpidy near Capetown, a much more conservative

group, some of whom worry more'about Communist influence in the

African National Congress than the elimination of apartheld. we

met Seth Cooper who heads AZAPO, the black consciousness orgenization
whose motto is "Africa for the Africans,"” and by that they mean black
. Africans. We met"withnAndreas,Treurnicht,"a one-time mipister

of the Dutch Reform church who is now the leader of the Conservative

QvParty whlch broke away from the rullng National Party on the

grounds that the'modest reforms wh;ch Botha s government has intro-~-
‘duced over the ;ast several years are unacceptable deviations from
;the party's ideoiogylk We @et members of éarliament from the

National bartfhand from the opposition, the Progressive Reform éarty:.
We met with peien"sussﬁen who rornﬁecades has been an indefatigable
and oftenxloheiy critic in Parliament of apartheid and the crude
state power phlch supports thls progrem. AHrs. Sussman has been a
member of Parllament for the last thirty- three years, elected ‘year-
in—fear out from a predominaptely Jewxsh district in Johannesburg

who has spoken up with greet personal courage about the abominable
ects that the security forces andiothers:have performed in the name
of apartheid. We met Qith trade union leaders, economists, educators,
with people working to bring clinics, schools and housing to the
outcasts, the American Ambassador and members of his staff as well

as with leaders of the Jewish community.

We heard many people talk about the problems of South Africa.
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Each broughf his or her own experience énd perspective. As you
would expect, even in South Africa the problems cannot be stated in

black and white nor are there easy solutions.

As%I began to thinkihow fo ﬁake thié repofk, I thought that
perhaps the beét way to beéin was to repeat a complaintI first heard
on the long flight to Johannesburg, a complaint which was often
repeated by whites during éur trip. My companion was an English-
speaking South African buginessmdn, not an Afrikaaner; He told me

he had voted for the Progressive Reform .Party, not the National

Party. He said he favored power-sharing but he complained that

South Africa had become the ﬁhipping boy of the world. He could

~think of many wor;guggphtr}gs, ‘I'd rather live as a black in

Soutﬁ Africa than myself in the U.S;S.R; or Albania of Cambo&ia or
Syria o;‘Iran. There have been 5buses: but there is a much.greater"
violence and a¥bitrarinéss in Zaire, Ethiopia and Uganda. I read
every day in American papers about three or four deathsiih.South
Africa but ha%dly a word about the tens of thbpsﬁhds of black deaths
which.result,from.Ethiopials:onéoiﬁg po;icy of forced relocation;
Why is Souph Aéric; the country fhe,wérla dumés on? Why is South
Afriéa the whipping boy of‘thé world?

| ~Onvmy wa§ down I simply liétened. I was éoing.to South Af-
rica to learn. Fortunately, on th? long flight back there was no
one in the hexé sea£ andll had a chance'to put toggther my feelings
;béut what I'd'héafd and seen. I decided that aithough I had no

answer to his Eomplaints, I had little sympathy for.them. When I

asked myself whether I would prefér iiving iq one of those abjectly

poor reservations which the South African government glorifies with



5

the title of tribal homelands or in the gulag in Siberia, i probably
would choose Transkei or Ciskei. They are desperately poor
pPlaces, but at ;eaét I would have'some hope for the future, if not
for my future'thaﬁ for my children's. TheAdays of.apartheid are
numbered. South.Africa is-not a super powver.

.for all its f&ults, South Africa is not an implacable tyranny.
Th::: is a degree of freedom of expressibn in South Africa which.

one does not find in many other parts of the world. The press of

South Africa, at least the qu%?;h language pfess tE?t I could read,
featured a significant amount‘pf criticisﬁ of specific aqtiohs of
}the government.> The Star waé'positively delightea that the courts.
-had écceptéd a éumber of petitions against ghé government's policy
-of.detéhtidn without specif;c charges. Our last night in Capetown
. we.weht tq‘the city!s'majo; ?eéeftory ﬁheater to see the p;ay "Maae
"in the R.s.a.," made in the Reéublic of SOch gfriéa; It's a poor
ﬁlay, but it .is alsa a _no-holds-barred, knbck%down attaék'on_the
Séuth African government which pulis no éunches about theuabuses

of the seéurity forces or tﬁé ignorance and cailousness of thg
‘whites towgrd blacks. "Made In The R.S.A." underlines fhe nobility
;nd §a£ience with which placks havé.accépfed the aboﬁihable acts

to which they have been subjected. I aﬁ sure that no other govern-
" ment in Africa or in Eastern Europe wou;d allow such a play to be
preséﬁted by a“lgading repertory theater. .
fAéi;oAhaa‘to aamif-fﬁgz.ﬁgz;e wésig—aegree of truth to the’

.a

complaint that much of the moral outrage that is expressed here

[l

toward South Africa is not only highly selective but clearly has
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.involvement in their domestic agenda.

. : 6

‘been fanned by organizations in the civil rights movement who felt

their efforts flagging and who found in picketing the South African

Embassy and in disinvestment activities which encourage greater

‘But none of these qualifications remove the ﬁany cruelties

which darken ou;.judgements of South Africa. Seventy-two percent of

population, the black community, has no say in its destiny. 1wélve
percent of the pépulation, the white community, controls power and

most of the wealth df the country. In South Africa ygu come across
again and again statlstlcs, realities, which gicken the souls.

The rate of infant mortallty among whltes is equlvalent to ours,

about 17 per thousand. Infant mortality among blqcks can only be.

es;ihated,-ho real figures are kept fég Blacks; and ‘the fact also

is an indication of the kind of cohntri it is. But estimates sug-

gest that the rate of infant mortality among blacks is over 200 per

thousand.  In South Africa there are black schools, Asian schools,
colored schools, and white schools. 1In 1985 the South African gov-

ernment spent $660 per qhite'student and $94 for each black student.

One percent of the'blacks in each -age cohort graduate, matriculate

from high school The number oflﬁhites'who matriculate from high

the

school is hlgher than ours, close to 90 percent. Similar disparities

exist for all levels of government services: public health, sport,
garbage collection, police protection, the blacks and other non-

whites feceiving'thejshort end of the stick.

The basic law which governs all else is the Populatlon Reg—
istration Act which was originally promulgated in 1950. Segregation

has ‘a long history in South Africa, but until 1948 when the National
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Party came to power traditions of English law and lo;al arrangements
gave some non-whites some voice 'and some hope that South Africa
might take the road towards a slbw.but steady elimination of racism,
the road our country.has téken. 'Tﬁe viat;rf of tﬁe National Parfy
ended that hope. Malam and his cohorts came to power cémmitted to
apartheid, the full separation of the so-called races. Race is a
category of questiongbié crédibility,‘yet,vclassification by ra;é
determines your destiny: "where you cén live,. where your children
go to school, what kind bf'jobg ydh can have, whether you will be
. allowed to ﬁravel to a certain plaée and remain there for more than’
seventyftwb.hours,,whether“you:can“own;land,iyhether you can be
'fdrce;biy xeﬁo?ed'to a tribﬁifﬁomeland yéu_ma} qevervhave séqn.

‘ The;clﬁssification syéégm is coﬁpléx.' Aﬁybody who is white
is white provided they can prove.thaf they a;e white. The non-white
categories.a;e.vaiiéﬁs: .Asiaﬁ, Indian, Chinese[ colored, Caée Malay -~

" the’ﬁélaYSians Qho»came.fé tﬁé Cape a hundred yeafg ago to work on
: tae farms; Several‘days aftqr we ;rrived I found fhis article in

one of the papers. The headline reads; "1167 race changes recorded."”

- A total of 1167 people were reclassified from one race
group to another in 1985, tﬁi Minister of Home Affairs,
. ) . ¢
Mr. Stoffel Botha, said yesterday in a written reply

to a question in Parliament.

The largest number of reclaSsificgﬁions was of 702
people from Coloured to White. A total of 249 Blacks

were reclassified as Cape Coloured.

Other reclassifications were White to Coloured (19),
" Indian to White (1), Chinese to White (3), Indian to
Coloured (50), Coloured to Indian (43), Indian to



Malay (21), Malay to Indian (30), Cape Coloured to

Black (20), Black to Other Asian (2), Black to

Griqua (l),’c°lou;ed‘to Chinese (11), Coloured:

to Malay (3), Chinese to Cape Coloured (1),.Halay
. : to Cape Coloured (8), and Black to Malay (3). ’

- - T

In South Africa the state knows you not as a person but as a member

of a "racial" classification. The ididcy of all this bureaucratic
process stands out in sta;k relief when you read of the confusioh
which the bureaus face when a fouhdliﬁg is lgft on the door of some
'hosbital. How do you classify this infant? A vast pseudo-learned.
~literature suggests how classification should proceed. One—baper
suggests 'take a -comb and ppt-it throudh the child‘s‘hair.' Pre-
supedly, if the hair.is.curly, the child;is colored} if the comb.
slipé through the child is white.v No one says what to do with a
bala‘child. .

Those who sponsor apartheid insist every group should have
the right to develop on their own their an culturé. TheAhypocrisy
of this position is shown nof only in the opefativé assumpgion
whites deserve‘tﬁelbest of any division, put in the élassification
of white. The English-speakiquwhifes-in South Africa have a dif-
ferentbhistory;‘culture and lhnqﬁaéé than the Afrikaaners. The
Afrikaaners would have liked to divide whites as English,,Jéys,
Afrikaaners. . .that was Malam's origiﬁal thesis, but the skills
of every whité’person were needed tb build the economy, so philosophy
gave way td_pragmatic consideration. - |

| -Sduth,hf¥ibq is $.¥acist éfate. Class and competence do not
count. - Fdr‘whites of all élaé;es all do&r; are open. For those
‘unfortunate enogqh to be one of the lesser breeds, most door; are
off limits. If we were South African blacks, we would have to live

where a white government tells us to live, to submit our freedoms to
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gcvefnmeng supervision, to accept pc]iéies in which we had no say.
Complementing the Popplafioh’Registration Act as the base

of.apa;thqid is the G:ogp.greés Apt.: The Grour Areas Act gives

the government.#he right to determine, on the baéié of }our classi-

fication, where you may live. If you work in an urban area, you

may'only live in designated'aréas, dsualiy far out of éown. If

you live in the countryside, you may not come to the cities exceét

with a special permission which is hard to get. The government has

the power to arbitrarily redistrict an area or arbitrarily assign

you to some tribal homeland.v The map of South Africa is littered

. with crazyEEuiltllihégm;hich define these so—qailéd homelands
‘ which aré, in feality, littlg more than reservations into which
blacks are funneled to keep them out of the cities.

What you find when you visit South Africa is that the major

downtown areas'séeﬁ very much like pu? qwn,lthat there are lovely
white suburban éreas not unlike those you find arouﬁd American cities,
that there are'ﬁodest areas in which some of the more fortﬁnate .
sub-groups live,'and'that the;e are vast tracts of land into which
.blécks haQe bqeﬁ funﬁeled with liéile tho#ght tq amenity or even to
deceﬁcy. | | | |
Our first day we were taken to Soweto, the ybrla-famous
ﬂnpn—white éoqnter city to Johannesburg. SOQeto-éprawls,err a
rolling countrfsiae some twelve miles from the downtown aréa, be-
hind the.pilings from the §old ﬁines which brouéht Johanne#burg
"its first'wéalﬁh; Soweto consists ofva‘serie; of towns which hoqse
over a_million people. Your first impression of Soweto is that it
doesn't look too bad. 1In many areas there are neat three or four
room modest homeg, often in brick with some kind of planting iﬁ the

small plots which fronthem. Such homes do not a slum make. There
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are, of course, some real slum areas of tightly-packed tin shacks
in Sowéto, but at first look you think that, after all, (and this
is a South Afgicanfargument) people of various ethnic groups like
to live together and it really is not toco bad here. There are schools,
clinics, soccer fieldé.

When you look more carefully, you begin to see the indignity
of life there. The ultimate indignity is that people have to 1i§e
there. They have no choices. There are suburbs in Cleveland with
few, if any, blacks, but by law blacks may live in Bay Village or
.Gates Mills. " In South Africa blacks may not live.in the white
suburbs. In Soweto blacks can't own the land under their houses.
Apartheid lébe;s Soweto part of the white homeland. The theory is
that some aay whites‘wiil'take over and all the blacks of Séweto
will have to move into a homeland. Tﬁey are not to be citizens or
permanent residents>of the reai South Africa. For the moment, black
labor is necessary, bu£ in.time blacks will be returned to the
tribal homelands where, presuwedly, they will develbp their own
indigenous cultgre. |

In fecent'months:the government changed its policies and
increased the lease-hold of many Sowetaﬁ homes to 99 years. Some -
how, the government has even suggested it just may be possible for
blacks to own land. Theofy has éivén way to necessity, but Soweto
is still non-white, an inferior place. The Soweto schools are
separate but not equal to those in the white areas of Johannesburg.
Its clin;cs are not the eqhivalent of the clinics in the white
area. In Soweto police break down your door without.a search
warrant to invéstigate'who lives in thevhome to make sure that no

one who hasn't the right papers is living there. There is more
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work in the cities than in the’coun;ryside} but sdmet it is govern-

ment policy to keep blacks in the rural areas, so the police period- |
L : . .
ically make sweeps through areas like Soweto to make sure that

[
"3 -

uncles, aunts, husbands and wives who do not belong there are _found

R e ——

and deportéd.j' 6;er 100,000 depo;tations‘weré ordered in 1985.

I noticed as we drove ;hrough Soweto a surprising lack of
shopping cénters. When I askéa I was told that this city of over
a million people ha§ only two smail malls. TheAmerchapts of Joh;nnes—

burg have made sure that when blacks go to buy, they will léave.

" the black areas and the black storekeepers and.gé into the white

areas ﬁo the profit of white gtorekeepers.

. 'From Soweto ip costs about 8 té 10 peicent of a black worker's
wages to take a mini-bus.tb work each dﬁy; The tidellagts perhaps
45 minutes“or,an hoﬁr. Ihoseiwhq live_beyond SoQéto, as maﬁy do,
ﬁust commute as much As two or three hours each way and spepd‘as
nuch ‘as 20 percent of their modest salary to §et to work.

Iﬁ Johannesburg and C&petown the. white suburbs are all close
in énd‘éonvenieété Indian and colo;ed subutﬁs form-the'ﬁext ring;»
the black téwnships a;e.way out bejdhd ;he outer‘béli.“ln C;petowp
there is én infamous squatters; area called C:ossroad;. Crossrbéds

is a squatters village of about 200,000 people. There are some

80,000 childreﬂ“éf‘schobl—égé, but only one school which enrolls
1,000 students and has five teachers. The government insiSﬁs tﬁat
Crossroaééimu;t not become a permanent“settlement and has allocgted
land for houses;'but the people refuse to move. Why?.The land«ini-n.
offered them is 15 miles further out from quegown‘mh-l Crossroads

wivpah is already 15 miles out from the city. They know the time
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. and the cost which would be involved if they accede to the govern-

,ment's.plans for thenm.

Between the'Population>Régistrétion Act and the Qroup Areas
Act apartheid is alive and well in South Africa. A single story
epitomized for me all I saw. A 27-year old Cape Maléy woman had
the mj.sfortune,E be imge severely injured in an automobile accid.e-nt
near Pretoria.. Pretorialiﬁ the'quital of South Africa::a largely
Afrikaaner city in- the Transvaal.: She suffered majorAinjury to
her spinél column and was téken t; the‘gigazghospital in Pretoria
where sﬁe was put into the. Intensive Care Unit for Muslims. That
Intensive Care Unit was not equippéd to deal ﬁith'injuries such as
Aﬁ;rs, but éne of the finest centers for the study and treatment

of spiﬁal cord injuries in tﬁe country .occupies another wing

e ——— e

of the same hospital. The accident took piaqe on iﬁe'7th of December.

Despite three months of pleas and petitions her family and their
laﬁyers had not been able to get the'hospital authorities to move
this patient some 100 yards from the Muslim Intensive Care Unit where

she had been put to the unit where she could receive first-class

care.

The story appeared while we were in Johgnnesbufg and when I

mentioned it that night to a local doctor, his response was to

say ghe was unfortunate. If her accident had taken piace near
Capetoyn, she would have been takep to the Conragie Hospitgi and
would have Séen immg@iately‘admitted to its fihé épinal cord injﬁry
unit. That héspital is fully desegregated. He used this incident
as an illustration of the crazy quilt péttern which now exists in

South Africa. 1In recent years under pressure the government has

"relaxed a number of the rules which govern apartheid. Hospitals

have been allowed to desegregate provided the staff was willing
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to do so. As I walked around Johannesburg.I could see the nearly
fresh paint Wh;ch'had been put on ; few months before to cover signs
designating rest rooms as either white.or non-wﬁité. The major
hotels and downtown regtaurants have been desggregated. Blacks were
guests in our hotel aﬂd in the restaurants where we ate. They‘were
served by whites. Many.jobs are filleq by both blacks and whites.
Between early morning and five o'clock the major cities seem de-

segregated. 'In Capetown the beaches have been opened to all, but

some of the suburban beaches have not been desegregated., -The local.

-councils have not been willing to go that far. On the trains there

are now desegregated first-class coaches and first-class coaches

reserved for whites. They have rescinded the marriage act which

prohibited inter-racial marriage; The government of Premier Botha

. has.spoken of rescinding the. pass-laws which:limiﬁ:free&om of move-

ment.for'non-whites; but; atAthe same tiﬁe; they ﬂave said that
they will impése new restriétions 6ﬁ'movemen£s‘so tha£ the urban
areas will not be innundated. Such‘iqdecision is tragic. For
eQefy step the governmeﬁt’takes'fprward it pulls back in other
directidns.,The reéult is thaf,opégnenfs of apa?theid cb;re;tly

dismiss these changes as cosmetié{_while obstinate whites look

dpon these cﬁéé&eé as signs of weakness and indecision. The National

Party, which in the 50's and 60's transferred’segrega;ion into
apartheid, now faces a major revolt trom the right, from the Con-

servative Party and.from an even more rightist group, the HNP,

both of whiéh show seqymessmf increased strength in the Afrikaan

community.
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The government -of Premier Botha seems to want to move toward
accommodation} but to be ﬁore wprried about the right than what is
right. The window of opportunity for evolutionary change in South
Africa is'a limited one.

As blacks face tﬁis inconsistent.pattern of reform, they
quite rightfully dismiss it as a band-aid designed for the purpose
of placating the world, but they are ﬁot clear how to respond or
even how to prepare for change. Our first day in- South Africa we
were guests at an orientation breékfast to which we invited Bayard
‘Rustin who happened to be in the hotel. ‘Rﬁstin is wﬁrking for the
National Endowment for Democracy and one of his respoﬁsibilities
involves South Africa. Rustin described to us what he had seen and
heard during hié frequeﬁt visits. "You'll find on all sides a
great deal of sloganeering‘and not much real politics. The govern-
ment is not fet prepared or confiden; eﬁqggh to sit down and nego;
tiaﬁe what is the'uitiﬁaté question - the reqistribution of power.
So it postures. 1In the liberal and the non-white cbmmunity,~tﬁere
is little agreement how to gef from‘hére ;o there and so much
posturing. Both sides suffer'from a lack of'self—confident‘ieader-
ship. For the blacks this is the result of'government action. Over
the last thirty years fhey Have imprisonéd or exiled or banned or
deported the natural leaders of the non-white communities. Nelsoni'.
qudela;s }mprisbnment is the classic c;se in point. A result is
'thgt in the black townships leaderghip.has passed to the angry
young whé shout slogans and mistake slogans for an égenda." Rustin
sees black spokes;en like»Bishbp Tutu>engaged in a desperate at-

tempt to keep up with their young, an effort which consists in-
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creasingly in espousing maximal and non-negotiable demands. Because
- the middle-aged, those who traditionally have authority} have not
been able to produ;e‘tangible poiitical“results, the young denounce
all}qttempts at.negotiation as a sell-out and re50unce éll offers
to improve scﬁools or cliﬁics or the employment situation as ef-
forts to prop. up the government.

Unemployment of young biacks in some urban areas may run as
high as sixty percenf. The youth have little to do. Few have gradu-
ated from highAschool. They know how -to silence info;mers and to
Vterrorize moderates and beiieve they can muscle their wa§ into the
future. | |

. While we were in South Africa the United Democratic Front me
in Port Elizabeth to aiscuss its strateqgy. A major debate centered
on whether 5lack students shoﬁld boycott schobl this éoming year.

A popular slogan reAds: “libefation béfo;e education.” Some lib-
eration leaders wouid prefer to deai yith youth und?ess to educated
moderates; but the éppeal lies in its iden£ificatioh as a part'of

a program through which some blacks.beiieve they can close down the
day-to-day life of South Africa. What is proposed includes béycotts
of white stores, ;trikes agaiﬁsf white~businesses, stay aw&ys from
separate and unequal schools. Presumedly, by bringing the life

to a standstill the whites will have.to give way.- Pressﬁres can
work. A black boycott of white businesses in Port E;izabéth created
. an atmosphére whicﬁ emboldened thé.local court fo free several labér
leaders who had -been detained without specificvcharges and this

led to a rash of releases in other parts of the country which

raised questions to the whole process of arbitrary detention.

But what héppens if the power structure does not give in? Libera-
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before education would cost a generation of blacks their future
if success 1is 5 decade or more away. |

When we think of the black leadership of South Africa we
think of Bishop Desmond Tutu and Alan Bosack, mipisters both:
one ghe Anglican Bisﬁop of.Johannesburg; the other the chairman
of'the Council of Churches of Soﬁth Africa. Rustin cites these men
as men running to keep up with the young. Because they have no
independent political base they must retain credibility with those
who have éhe energy and can act. So both men find themselves in the
position of having to say to liberal groups around the world which
want to ﬁelp ameiiorate black conditions, 'don't come,' 'we don't
want their help,' 'you'll only be propping up the government.'

'The Urban Céalition hoped to build schobls.in,étossroads, but
Bosack vétoed the plan. Well and good if change comes tomorrow,
but what if it is far off? |

If political ;hange were to come tomorrow, who would seize
power? .What will be their policies? Some blacks-as well as wﬁites
wérry about the silencing of fhe moderates. The leadéfship of the
African National Congress inclgdes men of Qarious views, including
many who are ‘committed to a singie party, figidly controlled state
economy. The overthrow of apartheid does not gué}antee biaéks po-
‘litical freedom. The head of ﬁhe military wing of the African
National Congress was head of the South Africén Coﬁmdnist'Pérty.

If the revolutiop is really six months off, as Willie Mandela
promises; this bring—life4to-a-stanstill approach might be effective.
But no one wé talked tO'fouﬁd such a time table realistic. The
political officers of our embassy, scholars in South African politics

and experts in thé security forces, all believe that the National
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Party's resolve has not yet been tested and that the Afrikaaner-
controlled pol;cé and army is willihg ;nd able ts use great force.
The harad ttuth-is that the townships.are virtually unarmed.

South Africa is not a -paralyzed country. The pabérs suggest
tpat South Africa is a war zone. It is ndt:' You can go about
your business in Johannesburg and Capetown just as you do in Cleve-
land. You can iive for years withduf being directly touched by
violence. The often photographed-funerals are restricted to the
tbﬁnships and the townships are unarmed. I.éidn't say disarmed
.Sut'unarmed. They've never had the arms. Black resentment must not.
be underestimated, but thé-ability‘of blaék youths to disrupt the
"society has nét yet been proven. The violencg is mostly in cordoned
Aoff,blackwaréas. I be;ie;g;;pqt;un;ggggth:g.are”qajo:,s;ru;turgll..
reforms in South Africa in théla;xt ge;';éaré, there wiliige a
‘time of violent tevoiu;idn, but i wod;d glso believe that'tﬁq;
revolution will no£ come tomorrow and I worry that wheﬁ‘it does it
may‘nét be successful. |

The African National Congress, which ﬁas been in being for

over fifty yéars, is one of the,wo}ld's least successful liberation

movements. ‘I asked one of our éolitical officers for his estimate

of the mén power stféngth of the African Néfional Congréss 6;zside
ofLSOch Africa. He gave me an estimate of three thousand. Mahsses
can be futﬁed out for a demonsffation in the biack townships, but
the borders are carefully se;led aqd the arﬁy and police have tﬁe

guns.
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What can be done? Can we help? What about disvestment and

disinvestment? Divestment is the term used to define the sale of

stock in companies that do busihess. in South Africa or with South

Africa. Disinvestment describes the actual sale or abandonment by

these.ébmpanies of the businesses they run in South Africa. Sanc-

tions involve the emgiﬁgghg§“QQQQ§F§9§ services. . ... _

Each of these programs, unfortunately, leads to unwanted

consequences. Divestment means that you sell your stock to someone '

else, often someone who wili not cé;e whether the company lives up
_to fﬁe Sullivan.principles. If the company closes down, black
workers will lose precious jobs. Since most American companies
dbiﬁg business in Soqth Africa subscribe to the Sullivan principle,
thgi; workers are amoﬂg the.best paid apd theif pay scale helps.
'raise the pay levels of others. - There.is‘no unémblé&ment ?ompen-
sation or unemployment iﬂsurance, no safety net in South Africa.
A worker has ;he right to strike and an empléfer has the right to
dismiss him and hire a replacement. I would'never Argue with
anyone encouraging divestment, bu; I am also ﬁot convinced that
divgstment.is worth thé'human'post:‘ -
Disinvestment has some of.thé same préblems and othefs.
if.anAAmerican coﬁpany sells or abandons its,maphinery,fyorkers
.lose their jobé, and soméone él;e comes:in and takes;over. Trade
uhioﬁ leaders'e¥piained to us fhe cruel economic ??alities. Whgn
American companies have sold m;chine:y, these have been bought up
by Japanése or other Asiansf‘taken from the cities to the' boon
docks and set up in hémeland ﬁécto?ies where wérkers can be hired

for a fraction of city wages, as little as twenty rands a month,
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the equivalent of ten dollafs. The trade union people with whom
we met, socialists and reformers all, were adamant about the dis-
astrous consequences of disiqvestment. In the real world‘somebody
will always be willing to do the business. -

What about the sanctions? éince United Nations voted to
embargo arms sales to South Africa in 1976, not all eountries have
abided by the decision. But some have and since necessity is the
mother of invention, South Africa today has one of the most highly
sophisticated weapon producing capacities in the world. The result?
In 1985 South Africa sold a biliion and a quarter's worth of arms
to iraq and another half a billion dollars' worth of Arms elsewhere
in the Arab world. If you wonder where South Africa gets its oil,
the answer is that arms buy oil. What about the oil embargo? Arms
buy o0il, 'but South Africa is leaving little to chance. South Africa
has developed the most advanced plants in the world which transform
their immense coal supply ipto gas and oil.

The United States is not the major tfade partner with South
Africa. England is. America is not the majof investor in South
Africa. England is. France has been South Africa's major arms
éupplier. |
) What the business people there fear.mést would be‘the.drying
‘up of investment monies. They were mighty felieved when the Eu-
ropean banks agreed to ‘continue lending monies iﬁ South Africa’:
after Presidenf Reagap's embargo of further American loans to the
South African governmént. Monies are needed for producfive in-
.vestments to provide jobs. The economists.we talked to told us
simply: 'there's ‘always someone willing to lend you money for the

right rate of interest.'
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I left Sbuth Africa feeling that South Africa's problems
can only be f&ced by the peoples of.South Africa who will do so
in their own way. For better or worse, tﬁey will. Their way is
reprehensible, but in the jungle of intermnational economics and
pPolitics there are few ways we can be trul& helpful. One hopes
ag;inst hope that evolutionary rathef than revolutionary p;tterns
will win through. A sizeable non-white middle class exists and
seems £o be growing, and if this middle class is allowed to share
power, there may be some hope that:a reformist process can go for-
ward. However, if the present situation continués, if the govern-
ment continues to temporize apd offer largely cosmetic reforms, then
the maximal demands, "one man, one vote now" and the pressures for
revolutionary changes will increase t6 a flash point. There would
be much bloodshed. Probably, ultimately, the security forces would
have to .give in. . You can't destroy a population the size of South
Africa. The world won't let you.

I spent a half hour talking with Helen Sussman in the Parlia-
ment building of Capetown. Her well-groomed looks belie her age,
she is in her seventies and has.a courageous political_career;

She has been put under the baﬁAand house arrest. Her life has

been threatened. Fér manyfyears in Parliaﬁenﬁ she was the only
.opposition voicé which dared to speék up. We époke about her daugh-
ters, both live outside South Africa and she is clearly relieved

by that fact. What of the future? A sign. PLibegalism has about
ruA its course." "There is little time left for peaceful solutions."
I sensed in her a hope heid againsf reéson; Shé wants to believe
that there is still reason to believe that the evolutionary pattern

will win through, but she finds little in the actions of the
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government and the reality of the situation in the non-white other
world to confirm that hope.

While I was in South Africa I tried to:read as much as I

could of this péople's ;itgrature. 'In doing so Iﬁcamg Across a
poem written by a man named Don Mattera, I can't tell you a thing
about him except that he is black and that thé poem spoke to me

of the weariness of the spirit which overwhelms so many in that so

beautiful, but so troubled, land.

When horizons weep bloody tears .
You may reach out white brother - o
For the fruit of compassion. '

But your hand will return empty

Like the desolate orchard of your heart.

Yet even at that final hour
My bleeding limbs may bend
. To lift your cringing frame
: ' Against the bitterness of my pain
Perhaps you may come to love me then,
Though it may be too late
And I will weep for both of us
As we drown,
drown,
drovwn. . .
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Philippines’ Military Academy, Stained by Marcos Years, Is Going Back to Basics'

By NICK B. WILLIAMS Jr., Times Staff Writer

BAGUIO, Philippines—On a
rountaintop campus here, Col. Ro-
aolfo Biazon, a ramrod-straight
marine, was warming to the task of
change at the Philippine Military
Academy.

“If we mean to produce military
leaders, they must be professional
soldiers, not scholars, not men of
letters,” he said. “The day of the
warrior-gentleman is over.”

Biazon, the new superintendent,
was not deriding graduates of the
academy. He is one himself. But as
a veteran of the Muslim and Com-
munist insurgencies in the south,
the colonel believes that the armed
forces and the academy have a new
role to play. External enemies are
no longer the threat.

Insurgencies will be the major
problem for President Corazon
Aquino, as they were for Ferdinand
E. Marcos, as long as the economy
cannot provide enough jobs, and
“this government is not Super-
man,” Biazon said. He added: “It's a
soldier's problem as well. He has to
protect our people.”

Biazon intends to prepare the
academy's future graduates with
first-hand exposure to the problem,
taking cadets to the field, where
the action is.

Meanwhile, past graduates of the
80-year-old academy have moved
to the forefront with the change of
government in Manila, taking com-
mand of the nation’s troubied
armed forces.

Under Marcos, the armed forces
chief, Gen. Fabian C. Ver, and the
commanders of the army, air force
and navy all began their careers as
reserve officers. None were acade-
my graduates, and all were pro-
moted on the basis of political
loyalty to the president.

The exception was Gen. Fidel V.
Ramos, deputy chief of staff, a
West Point graduate and a leader
of the revolt that overthrew Mar-
cos 3% months ago. Now, as chief
of staff, Ramos heads a military
establishment in which all but one
of the service commanders are
academy graduates.

The traditional academy class
ties played a pivotal role in the
military rebellion that brought
Aquino to power. Academy gradu-
ates at Camp Crame, the rebel base,
telephoned classmates at Camp
Aguinaldo, the loyalist stronghold

across the highway, and implored
them to settle the conflict without
combat.

“In many ways the whole thing
was a. PMA (Philippine Military
Academy) play,” a high-ranking
officer said.

Even the cadet corps at the
academy took a stand, voting over-
whelmingly by petitionto side with
the forces of Ramos and Defense
Minister Juan Ponce Enrile against
Marcos and Gen. Ver.

Trying to Repair Image

Now, 5,000 feet up on the pine-
covered slopes of Baguio in the
northern Philippines, some of the
players of February are molding
new officers, trying to repair a
military image damaged under
Marcos, instilling a sense of disci-
pline, patriotism and allegiance to
the new government.

Twenty-five years ago, image
was not a problem for an academy
graduate, or for any other Philip-
pine military officer.

Col. Maximino Bijar, the academ-
ic dean of the academy, said: “We
studied Hannibal, MacArthur and
his Inchon landings. We wanted
medals, wanted to become gener-
als.”

Many academy graduates, from
poor families, sought social ad-
vancement, perhaps marrying the
daughter of a wealthy landowner
at some distant posting.

In the 1970s, careers were made
and medals won in the war against
Muslim secessionists on the
southern island of Mindanao. It was
a time of rapid expansion of the
armed forces.

But in the 1980s, the military has
been plagued by twin factors:

—The growing Communist-led
insurgency and the abuses of anti-
guerrilla warfare.

—The 1983 assassination of Be-
nigno S. Aquino Jr., husband of the
woman who is now president and
political nemesis of her predeces-
sor. Ver and 24 other military men
were tried and acquitted of com-

plicity in the killing, but the verdict
did not convince many Filipinos,
and the military’s image suffered as
aresulit.

“Ramos and EDSA changed atl
that,” Biazon said in an interview in
his office here, referring to the
February revolt that pitted rebels
against loyalists, separated only by
the hundreds of thousands of Fili-

K

pinos who jammed Epifanio de los
Santos Avenue (EDSA) in Manila.

“Now,” said Col. Lisandro Aba-
dia, “soldiers have been given on a
silver platter the opportunity to
tghange the bad image created by a
ew.”

Allegiance of Peol;le

Abadia is the academy’s com-
mandant of cadets, the man in
charge of tactical instruction,
which is the soldiering aspect of a
cadet’s life.

Biazon's aim is to teach the 850
men of the cadet corps to defeat an
insurgency, and to do it in a way
that wins the allegiance of the
people, particularly the rural Fili-
pinos who often find themselves

caught in the middle.

“The Philippine soldier is not
expected to fight enemies alone,”
Biazon said. “He must fight a
situation.”

A month ago, Biazon shipped the
first- and second-class cadets
(seniors and juniors) to the city of
Davao, an insurgent hotbed in the
south. In a program he calls Baran-
gay Immersion, the cadets went
into urban and rural neighborhoods
(barangays) to see the problem at
first hand. They debated with radi-
cal student leaders at a local uni-
versity; they joined patrols with
the military.

“The idea is to make the cadet
more understanding,” Biazon said.
““He must learn to work with the
priest, the teacher, the barangay
official. The problem of credibility
of the government has been re-
moved to a great degree by the
change (in the presidency). The
challenge now is to sustain.”

A successful strategy, he argues,
will not only win the support of the
people, it will draw some guerrillas
away from their Commums ¢ |
manders.

A highly regarded siuite
Communist tactics, Blazon ko
eye for the little things that mu~:
difference.

“The guerrilas.” he said. .’
come into a village and ask § »
money and food. and the first t me
the villager will provide. But wron
he comes again, there's resistatie
We want our soldiers (and cadei-
1o learn to take their own chickarn
and their own kettle into the fic.!
When theyv do that and pretect the
villagers. the image will change ”

CONTINUED NEXT PAGE
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The Communists and the ANC

Alfred Nzo came to town this week,
inevitably raising the tricky matter of
the communist and Soviet ties of the
African National Congress, the under-
ground organization that leads the
opposition to the white regime in
South Africa.

Nzo, a soft-spoken man of 60 based
in Zambia, is the ANC's secretary
general, He tells people he is a mem-
ber of the South African Communist
Party, which is heavily represented in
the ANC national executive council.
He bore greetings, in the style famil-
iar to the faithful, to the Soviet com-
munist party congress last March.

Especially at this dramatic mo-
ment, it is considered suspect in some
quarters—evidence of hostility to
black aspirations—even to raise this
point. It is customarily left to right-
wingers, who are then written off for
being predictably right-wing. Nzo
tightened up when we asked about
the communist connection, acknowl-
edged it while trying to play it down,
and let an aide parry by suggesting

that the Reagan administration pins a
communist label on any political ele-
ments that don’t go along with its
“whims.” :

Some high administration officials
certainly do react to the ANC’s com-
munist connections, which they see as
putting it just where Pretoria’s own
hard-liners put it: beyond the pale.
But, in an argument that goes on,
others in the administration have
tried to widen the political space open
to Pretoria’s moderates; they see the
ANC communists as one element, and
not a monolithic or totally Moscow-
driven one, in the ANC coalition, and
not as an element that bars American
approaches to the ANC’s democrats
and nationalists.

The administration urges South Af-
rica to free ANC leader Nelson Man-
dela and accept the ANC as a political
interlocutor. Its own internal divi-
sions, however, have kept it from
moving its regular quiet talks with the
ANC to the policy-making level.
Right-wingers howled when the State

Department’s Chester Crocker cau-
tiously allowed that the ANC qualified
“in a generic sense’’ as a group of
freedom fighters. Nzo, no stranger to
the American bureaucracy, made
some sort of garbled bid for an official
appointment this week, but no one
rushed to receive him.

Part of the administration is being
reflexively anticommunist in respect
to the ANC, but a serious problem
remains. It is the Soviet way to try to
capture popular revolutions on a
broad platform of justice and national-
ism, leaving issues of pastrevolution-
ary organization and orientation to
the fine print. The most recent exam-
ple, a painful one, is Nicaragua.

In the South African case, the Sovi-
et pattern of conspiracy, revolution
and centralization of power doubtless
appeals to some opponents of apart-
heid, and Soviet aid of various sorts,
including military, appeals to others.
To someone enduring the evils of
apartheid who knows little of the evils
of communism, the former cannot fail

CONTINUED BELOW
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to seem incomparably more urgent.
Even to someone who knows much of
communism, it can seem right and
necessary to take aid and comfort
from wherever they come. Such a
person will naturally resent warnings
that he is climbing onto a tiger or
contributing to a potentially fateful
shift in the global balance of power.

This is what [ thought, anyway,
reading in Nzo’s Moscow speech that
the ANC intends to build a “united
democratic state” and hearing him
suggest that it's really not all that
important whether South Africans
build socialism on the Soviet model or
the Swedish model. Such waffling
tends to produce in conservatives a
scarcely concealed resistance to the
ANC cause and in liberals a measure
of hesitation, a choke on full commit-
ment. It can come across to partisans
as unforgivably condescending and re-
actionary and as playing directly into
Pretoria’s hands. Yet [ think that the
heart and the head have to be brought
somehow into phase,

T

Knowledgeable people debate
whether communist influence in the
ANC could survive an ANC ascent to
power. Whatever chance there is,
however, plainly arises from the in-
flexibility of South Africa. By holding
off on negotiations with representa-
tive blacks, it encourages the polar-
ization, violence and chaos on which
communism feeds. There can be,
must be, intense discussion among
Americans and other outsiders over
how best to promote negotiations—
by a full-court press on Pretoria, by
leaving open a channel of official com-
munication, or whatever. But the fo-
cus on a more rather than less peace-
ful route must be sustained.

This is the overwhelming reason
why the United States should get
serious about dealing with the ANC
itself: to learn its ways, to influence
its debates and to draw it away from
indiscriminate terrorism and subser-
vience to Moscow toward a dialogue
for peace.









L

) A

ADERSHIP
SANCTIONS

-

(Af‘_:\( [ !

T 1’

THE SACKING OF THE S0

S

i

AN N T T

ATt

¥

Roelof “Pik” Botha
Minister of Foreign Affairs

No other country is faced with problems as complex,
as sensitive, as emotional or as potentially dangerous
as those confronting the diverse South African leader-
ship. And yet we arc expected to come up with a solu-
tion overnight. The Commonwealth gives us six
months to pfbduce results, the adequacy of which it
will determine, and the prospect of further punitive
sanctions is held in the offing if we do not provide
satisfaction. How many member states of the Com-
monwealth could themselves comply with the de-
mands that that organisation makes of South Africa?
What if South Africa should agree to all their demands
on condition that each and every Commonwealth
country does the same?

Internal consideradions have always provided the
predominant reasons for reform in South Africa. Posi-
tive intcrnational involvements have helped this pro-
cess.. The same cannot, however, be said of punitive
actions. Indeed such actions have aggravated our
problems in promoting reform.

Consider what we have already achicved. No in-
formed observer will doubt that the prime motivation
has been domestic.

We have publicly rejected:

[ Political domination by any onc community of any
other;

[C] The exclusion of any community from the political
decision-making process;

[ Injustice or mcquahty in the opportunities avail-
able for any community;

[ Racial discrimination and impairment of human
dignity.

And we have already repealed or amended legislation

which is not reconcilable with these idcals, or given

notice of intention to repeal or amend such legislation.

We have launched investigations of other legislation -

or practices which might scem to us to be out of keep-
ing with thesc principles.

A few areas where reform, providing for the removal
of discrimination, has taken place in recent years or is

underway are described on the next page. The listis

not exhaustive nor in any specific order. I mention
these points merely to indicate that we have not been

dilatnry in farrving nnr refarm nrmnmaoramms fnramedd

In addition we have now also-produccd a political
programme which:
[T] Provides for a united South Africa, a common

citizenship for all South Africans, black and white,

coloured and Asian, living within our borders and a
system of universal franchise within the structures
chosen by South Africans jointly;

(] Provides for the full political participation in gov-
emment in respect of matters of national concern
of all our communities; )

[C] Accepts in other words the principle of power shar-
ing in government in respect of matters of national

concern subject only to the principle of the protec-

tion of the rights and interests. of minorities
through group autonomy;

O Rccognises'that white domination will disappear

.in accordance with the principle that no one com-
munity should dominate any other;

(] Provides for the creation of the structures required
to give effect to these principles through negotia-
tion with the leaders of all the communities of this

) country;

O Spells out that the government will not prescribe
who may represent the other communities or what
the agenda will be for the negotiations.

In short, the door is wide open, for the first time in
our history, to the achievement through negotiation of
~a constitutional future in South Africa which could

satisfy the political aspirations of all the country’s com- .

munities.’

I belicve we have a policy and programme which
spells out clearly our intention to end inequality be-
tween South Africa’s ethnic groups. Most of the issues
which the international community has raised with us
from time to time have been addressed in principle,
even to the extent of undertaking to releasc from
prison those who are prepared to renounce violence.

‘There is still much to be done and it will be done,

but having clearly stated our objectives, we arc now
" focusing our attention on providing impetus to the

negotiation process. This is the key to the solution of -

our problems and it is the impact on this process of the
international action against South Afnca which causes
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LEADERSHIP
TEEANCTIONS 7,
Legitimate
opposttron is
one thing,
disruptive
action which
parallels the
actions of the
advocates of
violence is
another.

Constitutional Asians and coloureds
represented in
Parliament, as well as
Asians and coloureds
holding ministerial
and deputy ministerial
Public amenities Many desegregated ~
hotels, restaurants,
parks, trains, buses
Property rights for
blacks Accepted, as well as
permanency of black
communities in urban
areas
Full participation of all
communities .
Parity forall population
groups is the declared
objective and action to
this end is under way

Local government

Education

positions in government

Some areas of reform

Sport Opened o all races
Labour " Modern, sophisticated
trade union system
opencd toall races
. Job reservation removed
" Prohibition of Mixed :
Marriages Act Repealed
Immorality Act Offensive racial
provisions repealed
Immigration Provisions providing for
. white immigration only
to be repealed
Influx control and
' pass laws President’s Council’s
recommendation for
phasingout, under
sympathetic considera-
tion foraction during the
next parliamentary
session
Forced resettlement  Discontinued.

The situation in South Africa at the moment is sen-
sitive and delicate. The circumstances could hardly
be less conducive to the process of negotiation. Any
future constitutional system here must be the product
of negotiation between our communities.

We have said that we seek an agreed, not an im-
posed, system of constitutional government, and we
shall not achieve such a system if we cannot further
stimulate the process of negotiation. As it is, black
leaders across the political spectrum are reluctant to
come forward and participate publicly in the negotia-
tions. To do so would place their lives, their families
and their possessions at risk.

Any action which pushes up the temperature, or
undermines or threatens our economy, or further
polarises opinion within the country, or serves as an
encouragement to any faction or group in its opposi-
tion to others, further undermines the climate for
ncgotiation. It is against "this background that one
must judge the actions of the Commonwealth and the
industrialised countries. However well-intentioned
they might be, the measures they have imposed
against South Africa, and their threats of further
action, will be interpreted as action against the gov-
crnment or as support for opposing groups. This is
divisive. It is not the way to encourage dialogue within
South Africa, ’

I might add that even visits of church groups,
academics and others are proving problematic. Some
arc ostensibly on fact-finding missions, others are less
well-intentioned but all are scen as supportive of one

or other faction in this country, or simply as anti-.

government. This is not constructive in present cir-

enmstances. Clertainlv it i1s na encntiragepment tn thoa

less moderate black leadesship to embark on negotia-
tions. )

" South Africans of all ethnic origins know what is
required of them. They know that they have to meet
across the table, develop trust and confidence in each

.other and resolve their differences by means of

dialogue and communication. This is not therefore
the time for the world to be promoting greater divi-
sions within the country. It should be promoting.
reconciliation.

In the circumstances in which we find ourselves,
the security authoritics arc obliged to resort to
methods which they dislike as much as our friends
abroad. Detention without trial is one such device.
We believe we have a viable, civilised alternative to
violence in this country. Those who go out of their,
way to frustrate our attempts to promote negotiation
between our communities, and promote disruption,
boycotts, disorder instead, should be prevented from
doing so.

Legitimate opposition is one thing, disruptive
action which parallels the actions of the advocates of.
violence is another. I hope that as the negotiation
process gains momentum, there will be an increasing
acceptance of this process as the answer to our prob-
lems, and that detention without trial wnll become
more and more irrelevant.

The confrontation between our security forces and
the instigators of violence is unfortunately a feature of
any violent situation. The objective of the security:
forces is the maintenance of order, but violence leads
to confrontation in the course of which scenes are
playcd out whlch are gnst to the mill of television



and other machinery exists which has been mandated
to investigate each and every allegation of unaccept-
able action on the part of our security forces.

Nonetheless, the international media is having a
ficld day in South Africa at the moment, given the
nature of the disturbances in the black towns, and the
savage methods employed by radicals to cocree mode-
ratc blacks into rejecting negotiations and joining their
ranks. The coverage overscas has been shockingly
ncgative, but we simply have to try to contain the
violence which is being deliberately instigated. I can-
not conceive of more adverse circumstances, given
also the pressure from abroad, in which to get the
ncgotiating process moving forward more rapidly.

The recently announced limitation on television
and camera crews in the districts in which security
measures apply is not intended to prevent the world
from knowing what is happening in this countrv. On
the contrary, accredited joumalists arc able to work in
the arcas concerned and to report on cvents there.,

The mere presence of TV cameras has served as a
stimulus for violence which has led to the loss of lives
and the destruction of property.

There have been numerous, well-documented in-
stances where violent actions have commenced only
after a sufficient number of television crews have
arrived. A distorted picture of South Africa has been
portraycd abroad: tunncl vision would bc an appro-
priatc way to describe the scenes shown. Overseas
viewers get a picture of a country going up in flames,
which is exactly the perception which the instigators
of violence desire overscas viewers to obtain,

The over-concentration of, if not the obscssion with
violence by visual media to the virtual exclusion of
anything clse has, in the view of the government,
cncouraged and generated further violence. 1t is the
government’s duty to stem the violence in order to
protect lives and property.

In many Western countries there is a great deal of
pressure for cconomic sanctions against South Africa.
The morality, motivation and objectives of such sanc-
tions are ostensibly two-fold: 1 coerce the South Afri-
can Government into applying reformist policies; and
to do this by what arc purportedly peaceful means of
suasion.

In sum, economic sanctions are said to be “a peace-

ful alternative to violence” which are capable of fore-
ing the South African Government to change its
policies. . .

This view is based upon two fundamental fallacies.
In the first instance, there is the unfounded belief that
South Africa will change because of forcign pressure.
‘This is fallacious because, as we have already demon-
stratcd, South Africa is changing. South Africa is
changing becausc the government is responsive to
domestic needs. We have changed because we are
conscious of what is right and what is wrong. What we
simply cannot accept is that persons who rule over
many of the most oppressed and downtrodden people

on this earth should prescribe to us what is right. After
all

o tho antinme nf srennte mar tlhate nivserant wen

.

Sccondly, we are faced with the fallacy that
cconamic sanctions arc peaceful instruments of pol-
icy. Not only peaceful - but also precise. "T'hey sup-
poscdly affect only the South African Government.
Nu one else gets hutt, Bveryone else will soitghuw
beneflt, - ’ L

“The facts reveal the magnitude of this lic, Sad to say

- that truth will not always prevail, Be thatas it may, the-

facts bear repeating, : . :

Firstly, while there is no doubt that all peoples of
South Africa, black, coloured, Asian and white would
suffer, it is-not gemerally realiscd that the conse-
quences will, in the first instance, affect the whole
southern African region. ‘

The reason is simple. In many respects South Africa
is the mainstay of the entire region, Services and assis-
tance provided by South Africa are often the most
important stabilising factor in the subcontinent.

About 350 000 foreign blacks arc /ega/ly employed

LEADE RSHIP
. SANCTIONS

There is the
unfounded
bellef thar South
Africa will
change because

of foreign
pressure.

in thc Republic. (This figure excludes workers from -

the independent states of Transkei, Bophuthatswana,
Venda and Ciskei.) "
These men come from all over southern Africa.
About half of their total camings is remitted every
year. Several of the neighbouring countries derive 2
substantial proportion of their national income from
thesc remittances. In fact, in 1983 they accounted for

- more than 50 per cent of Lcsotho's gross national

product.

African families are traditionally farge. If it is as-
sumed that each of these 350 000 /ega/ workers sup-
port six .peoplc at home, it means that nearly two
million women and children in southern Africa de-
pend on their menfolk’s carnings in South Africa.

Foreign blacks working and living i//egally in South
Africa far exceed the number of /ege/ guest workers.

"Their number is cstimated at 1,2 million. These men”

arc unable to find jobs in their own countrics.

These ilfegal/ workers also come from all over the
rcgion, but mostly from Mozambique, Lesotho, Bot-
swana, Swaziland and Zimbabwe. }

Many of them also remit funds and support familics
in their countries of origin providing a livelihood to
possibly millions of women.and children.

The bencfits accruing to the neighbouring coun-

trics go far beyond quantifiable earnings and contribu-
tions to gross national product. Employment of both
legal and illegal workers in South Africa relieves the

pressure on their labour markets to an enormous ex- -

tent, This, in turn, promotes social and political stabi-

lity in the countries concerned.

Owing to worldwide recessionary conditions, un-
employment in.South Africa has assumed serious
proportions, particularly among blacks.

If employment oppertunitics were to be reduced
further by extraneous forces such as sanctions, the
government would be obliged to give preference to
the needs of its own citizens in the labour market.
This would not be “retaliation”, as has been alleged.
Afterall, cha=~- begins athome, even in international

aunhanman
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- sanctions lobby. In debate with the latter, I have in-

vanably comc up against the view that such forms of

sanctions can be selectively targeted against the South

African Government alone. Oncc again, our enemics
either do not know the facts or they will not admit to
_knowing them.

The South African Government per seis a relatively

small international borrower. The two largest public

sector borrowers on overseas capital.markets are the
Electricity Supply Commission (Escom) and South
African Transport Services (SATS). The infrastruc-
ture and scrvices of both these utilities are indispens-
ablc for the economic well-being of a substantial part
of Southern Africa. - :
The loans raised by Escom are used to build large
new power stations to meet the power needs not only of
South Africa but also of several neighbouring states. Escom
at present supplies 100 per cent of the electricity used
in Lesotho, 79 per cent in Swaziland and approxi-

mately 52 per cent in Botswana, as well as 60 per cent:

of the power used in Maputo, capital of Mozambique.

SATS is the undisputed leader in railroading in -

Africa. It not only runs 24 500 route kilometres of rail-
ways (or 25 per cent of Africa’s total) but its unrivalled
expertisc is based on a century of expericnce of Afri-
can conditions,

South Africa’s railways and harbours have long

scrved as a lifeline for most countrics in southern

Africa. At least 45 per cent of the combined total im-
ports and cxports of Malawi, Zimbabwe, Zambia and
Zaire are carried to and from South Afiican ports by
SATS. Virwally &/ imports and exports by Botswana,
Lesotho and Swaziland "are routed through South
Africa,

The South African postal and telecommunictions

administration also borrows large amounts on inter-
national capital markets for development programmes
- for the benefit of both South Africa and neighbour-
ing statcs.

All Lesotho’s and Swaziland’s international tele-
communications traffic and some of Botswana’s is
routed through South Africa. Eleven telegraph lines
have been extended to Swaziland through the South
African system to link that country directly with the
United Kingdom. The South African Post Office has

- established a new microwavc system to handle the in-

creasing number of calls to and from Botswana which
are routed through South Africa,

South Africa is a substantial supplier of credit to
Africa. This credit is provided by both the public and
private scctors and amounts to some R1,6 billion
(TBVC cxcluded) at present.

South Africa and the so-called BLS countries (Bot-
swana, l.csotho and Swaziland) arc members of the
Southern African Customs Union, the only such
union on the African continent. ‘The agreement pro-
vides for the {ree flow of goods among the member
states, which levy the same tariffs on goods imported
from outside the common customs area.

All major ports of entry are in South Africa, which
collects the customs dutics which are thcn drsmhutcd
among the mcmhcr states.

.Customs revenucs received by these states have

increased in proportion to the. growth of the South

Aftican economy. The greater the flow of imports into

southern Africa, notably South Africa, the higher the
amounts accruing to the BLS countries. If the South

African economy were to be damaged by sanctions o §
the extent that the flow of imports were substantially {
diminished, this most important source of revenue of the 5

BLS countries would be eroded, with serious conse- &

quences for the economics of these countries.

land, like South Africa, would have to find extra funds

erodes the value of their foreign reserves held in rand.

All this represents an additional burden on the vulner- ¥.

able economies of these two countries.

Extensive trade relations between South Africa and.
the rest of Africa have becn built up over the years. In &

1983 South African exports to Afrlca amounted to
R1 800 million.

South Africa supplies the lion's share of imports by

_ If the rand’s valuc should be depressed by sanctions ot "
for reasons other than economic, as has been happen- *§
ing during the past few months, Lesotho and Swazi-

‘to pay back their foreign loans. A depreciation of the ¥
rand also makes their imports more expensive and §.

Lesotho, Swaziland and Botswana — cither direct or -3

through South African agents of foreign producers.

If sanctions were to be effective, they would under- §
mine South Africa’s capacity to supply Southemn %
Africa with vital imports, especially intermediate and §
consumer goods. Admittedly, alternative sources of §
supply could be found elsewhere, but these substi-

tutes would be -more expensive. Payment for these

_ |mports would also tax the frail economies of these ¥
" countrics to the utmost (most suffer from chronic

shortages of foreign exchange). Longer delivery times
would compound the problem.

Many neighbouring states rely on South Africa for §

their supplics of fucl and petroleum products. If an
effective oil embargo were to be imposed on South
Africa, this could lead to a sudden and catastrophic
cut-off of supplies to a number of neighbouring statcs.

The trouble with economic data is that we lose sight

of people. In the bluntest of terms, sanctions arc all’
about jobs, welfarc and livelihood. Nowhere is tlns-
more true than in Africa. We all know about starvation -

in Ethiopia. Some know about starvation in Chad.
How many know that:

[] Almost half of Africa is on the Umtcd Nation’s b

cmergency food aid list? P

(1 An estimated five million children will die of star- |3

Y.

vation on our continent this year?

7] Africa’s population has increased by 10 per cent :

over the last decade —~ while food production has
decreased by the same amount?

"That is the background against which the sanctions
dcbate takes place. That is the real problem. Those
who advocate sanctions must say what responsibility -
if any — they accept for adding to this misery. Will
they fced those for whom we may no longcr be
able to provide? |







June 9, 1986

Ms. Mari Maseng
The White House
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mari:

Frankly, I am perplexed, and to be quite frank, a little disgruntled!

The White House does not work with any association that has been more loyal or
more supportive of the Reagan agenda than AWCI! Yet, we are totally ignored

when it comes to invitations to executive sessions in the Cabinet Room and similar
meetings with the President! This was not the case when Wayne Valis, Red Caveney,
Elizabeth Dole or Faith Whittlesley were working in the Office of Public Liaison,
and in those days, we were invited to meetings and other White House functions
involving the President no less than 25 times in approximately three years!

Let me give you a little background on our support of the Reagan administration:

1. 1In 1980, there were only (to the best of my knowledge) two national
trade associations which openly endorsed the Reagan-Bush ticket. AWCI
was one of them! We repeated this endorsement in 1984.

2. In 1981, when the President was working to get his budget through the
Congress, AWCI initiated the formation of a coalition which became known
as "The Construction Industry Coalition for the New Beginning". For
your information, this coalition was composed of 49 national associations
in construction. A major rally was conducted at the Capitol Hilton
Hotel, addressed by Donald Regan, and the coalition which resulted saw
all 49 of these groups working their own grass roots on behalf of the
President's budget proposal. Elizabeth Dole termed it ''the most effective
business group coalition'" at that time!

3. Since that time, AWCI has '"come on board" every time we were called
on by the White House for assistance. Either our association or I got
involved in such diverse matters as support of the AWACS sale to Saudi
Arabia, MX missiles, aid to the Nicarguan Contras, etc. In fact, as
a result of my personal involvement in the AWACS matter, our association
and I were both given very unfavorable publicity in a nationally syndicated
article entitled '"The Petro-Dollar Comnection" which appeared in numerous
newspapers and was also run in "The New Republic".

4. So far as the Nicaraguan Contras situation is concermed, I domn't know
of another national association which has endorsed the President's position,
most business-oriented associations evidently prefering to remain on
the sidelines in this important matter. Ambassador Faith Whittlesley
can confirm our full support here and a copy of an editorial from our
10,000-circulation magazine on the subject is enclosed.

AWC' ASSOCIATION OF THE WALL AND CEILING INDUSTRIES-INTERNATIONAL
INTERNATIONAL 25 K Street, NE/Washington, DC 20002 (202)783-AWCI
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In addition, I am enclosing a copy of a letter we sent to our members

on this subject as well as a copy of a letter we sent to the '"dissident"
Republicans in

the House of Representatives.

5. Our sister association in construction, The Associated General Contractors
of America (AGC), is regularly carrying newsletter articles about their
most recent invitations to the White House and meetings with high
Administration officials.

While I do not begrudge AGC these honors, I am concerned that similar
invitations never seem to come our way any more!

" Approximately one year ago, when Mary Jo Jacobi was still in the Office
of Public Liaison, I initiated an effort to have some of our officials
invited to the White House for a meeting with the President but no response
was ever received.

The purpose of this letter is to reinitiate that effort and I hope that you can
personally use your good offices to see that AWCI is recognized for our continued
support of the Administration and of the President himself.

What am I looking for?

First priority would be to have the members of our Executive Committee and our
National Affairs Committee invited, with their spouses, to a reception in the
Cabinet or Roosevelt Room at the White House with a-visitation by the President.
My second priority would be to have the members of the Executive Committee alone
invited to the Oval Office for a meeting with the President.

In addition to one of these two options, I very definitely would like to have

my current President, Mr. Harry J. Vernetti of Rockford, Illinois, and my incoming
President, Mr. Jimmie U. Crane of Fulton, Mississippi, placed on the invitation
list the next time there is a meeting of business executives with the President

in the Cabinet Room.

I think that the enclosed materials will justify my frustration and I do look
forward to hearing from you soon.

Sincerely yours,

&«@JL

M. Baker, Jr.
Executive Vice President

JMB/alw

P.S. 1Identical letters are going to Mitchell Daniels, Haley Barbour, Merlin
Breaux.

One other little item: Our political action committee's Board of Directors voted
that in this election cycle we will support enly Republican candidates for the

United States Senate in order to help keep the Senate in Republican control.
I have not been able to find any other PAC which has taken this position. Our

House contributions so far this cycle come to about 96% Republicans, by the way.
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Although written by the Executive Vice President of the Association of
the Wall and Ceiling Industries, this document is not an official AWCI
publication. Mr. Baker accepts full responsibility for its contents. ’
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21 August 1985—Original
27 January 1986—Update

It is common knowledge in the media that two newspapers
in the United States virtually set the agenda for all other
newspapers and electronic news coverage, namely the New
York Times and the Washington Post. Their stories are picked
up nationwide and run as fact in both large and hometown
papers; and the evening television news often quotes the
Washington Post and the Times as its source of information
on a news story.

It is also common knowledge that both of these papers are,
to be charitable, quite “liberal”” in their respective viewpoints,
not only editorially, but in their mutual newscoverage. It does
not take a genius to understand that the Post and the Times—
and their reporters—would be very pleased to see the govern-
ment of South Africa fall, even if this fall were brought about
by a bloody revolution.

Look at some other past governments which have fallen,
governments which certainly did not represent democracy in
a very pure sense, but which have been replaced by tyran-
nical dictatorships:

We gave up Thieu in Viet Nam for total communist repres-
sion of that country; we gave up Somozo in Nicaragua for
the openly Marxist Sandinista regime; the Shah was over-
thrown in Iran and replaced by Khomeini and his radical
Moslem followers; and in Rhodesia (now Zimbabwe), a white
minority which actually had a fairly good government is now

gone and the leadership is in the hands of a oné:party Marx-
ist leader, Mugabe, a former terrorist who solcf himself to
the Post, the Times, and through them t6 thé riajority of the
world press.

The AWC! Continuing Study Council visited South Africa
in the fall of 1984 and following that visit went to Victoria
Falls for three days.

Victoria Falls is in the “now free’’ country of Zimbabwe,
formerly Rhodesia. It did not take the full three days for the
members of AWC! to come to a realization that even though
they had never been to Zimbabwe before, things were worse
there now than they possibly could have been under the white
minority rule of lan Smith.

The evidently once magnificent Victoria Falls Hotel was fall-
ing apart at the seams. But that was just a physical problem.

Talks with both blacks and whites in Victoria Falls revealed
an underlying fear, even a terror, of speaking out loud about
the government and the situation in that country. Cab drivers
and hotel employees, all black, told me privately that they
were afraid and that under Smith they had never had fear of
government reprisals. A white store owner told me that he
and his family lived in constant fear.

“Why don’t you leave?”’ The response from whites (who
basically are the only ones who could leave) was consistently
two fold: “We were born here. . . our families have been here
for centuries;”” and, “We would go out with literally NO
physical possessions except the clothes on our backs, and no
money!”’

Before '‘going democratic” and ushering in “one-man, one-
vote,” Rhodesia was one of the most prosperous countries
on the African continent with beautiful farm lands, immaculate
cities, golf courses, and much more. We had a situation in
v ich the whites enjoyed the good life, and in which more
and more blacks were being brought into the middle class,
but not fast enough for the radical blacks.

After one election was ridiculed by the press (even though
a black leader came to power), another election was forced-
onto Zimbabwe by the West (Britain in parucular) wuth°
thousands of totally uneducated black tribesmen (and women)
casting ballots. Mugabe’s party swept to wctory with two‘
minority parties and a small white representation in the parIIa-
ment. Mugabe has now unabashedly announced that there
is no need for a multi-party country and Zimbabwe will-
become a one-party country.

Of course, there will still be one-man, one-vote, but voters
will be allowed to vote for the candidates selected by the party,
as is the case in most communist nations.

Prosperity is gone. Blacks who were living in poverty are
still living in poverty and the whites who knew how to operate
the machinery of government are fleeing the country, many
of them with nothing more than their clothing and their lives.

The once loud protests against the "“oppressive’” white rule
in Rhodesia-Zimbabwe have died out. Do you recall reading
of any congressional protests against the one-party Marxist rule
of Robert Mugabe? Are there pickets in Washington at the
Zimbabwe Embassy? Have the university students formed pro-



test movements against this dictator in southeast Africa? Has
our liberal press protested?

Of course not. Overturn the white government and what
happens after that is ““c’est la vie”’—"that’s life.”

We can point to many black “nations” in Africa with the
same fate: Mozambique and Angola, once prosperous col-
onies of Portugal and now both strife-ridden and impover-
ished with tribal (and Marxist) dictatorships, are two such
countries.

With one or two exceptions, the black-ruled African na-
tions are nothing more than comic-opera governments whose
people are so badly downtrodden that they would welcome
so-called ““white rule” if it were offered to them.

We hear of the miserable living conditions for blacks in
South Africa and it is true that the overwhelming majority of
blacks do not live as well as the entrenched white citizens.
There are squatter villages with cardboard huts, and there are
a good number of black townships around each major city
where the black workers live with their families.

But let’s look at living conditions for blacks in those wonder-
ful black-ruled countries.

| have visited several African countries and have been to
villages in Ivory Coast (one of the more prosperous black na-
tions), Kenya (which still has a semi-democratic government),
Botswana, Zambia, and Zimbabwe. THE LIVING CONDI-
TIONS FOR NATIVES IN THOSE COUNTRIES MADE THE
SITUATION FOR SOUT  AFl ‘AN BLACKS LOOK LIKE
HEAVEN!

The funny paper colonels and generals (and sergeants and
privates) who rule black Africa openly practice genocide
against their fellow bla ;. Hundreds and hundreds of
thousands of humans are wantonly murdered in these so-
called nations and few voices are ever raised in protest.

There was a black elite in Liberia but its leaders were brutally

killed by Doe and the other uneducated thugs who took over

the now hapless country. Has life there improved for the
masses? Only for the new rulers. For all others, once
“downtrodden’” by the former American slaves, life is worse
than it had been.

Where else shall we point the finger? Ethiopia? Angola?
Uganda? As the deaths occur, no protests come from the Post
or Times. . .let one black die in South Africa and headlines,
editorials, and pickets at the Embassy are foregone
conclusions! )

In fact, according to a series of articles in the Washington
Post in January, 1986, written by Blaine Harden, “Human
rights groups estimate that a half million (that’s 500,000!) peo-
ple have been killed (in Uganda), mostly by men in uniform.”
(Emphasis added.) These deaths have occurred since the fall
of Idi Amin, by the way. You will not find Walter Fauntroy
picketing the Uganda Embassy; nor will Amy Carter be there!

It's hard to believe the facts about black living standards
and conditions in South Africa because of the prejudiced
reporting of the American press but, nevertheless, here are
facts you shouid know:

The highest standard of living for blacks in all of Africa,
without exception, is enjoyed by the blacks in South Africa.
The homes in Soweto and other townships are far superior

~ to the huts and tin can/cardboard houses THROUGHOUT

" American. You

the black countries. Running water, indoor toilets, kitchens,
and now the right to own their homes make‘South Africa the
promised land for blacks.

Trade unions are beginning to flourish in South Africa and
nearly one and a half million black workers belong to one
or more unions.

SOUTH AFRICAN BLACKS DO NOT PAY TAXES ON
THEIR INCOME. They receive free medical care and 80%
of the black children are going to school. | doubt if 10% of
the children in the black-run countries are being educated!
(The press tells us of the inferior black schools in South Africa,
and when compared to the white schools, that may be
true. . . nevertheless, the black schools in South Africa are FAR
SUPERIOR to any schools in black Africa.)

Wages of blacks in South Africa are three to five times higher
than anywhere else in the entire African continent!

There are two countries in the world which are experienc-
ing an overwh ning pressure by outsiders to get in: The
United States and the Republic of South Africal

Blacks are pouring across the borders of South Africa. . . but
they are NOT running away. Oh, no, they are coming into
tt lan of oppression at the rate of a half r a year!
If things are so bad in South Africa, why are blacks leaving
their black nations to the north to come into the “*hell’” the
press paints South Africa to be?

Most restaurants and other public places in the cities have
been desegregated, miich to the surgp e of the average
find | cks sitting alongside whites in pubs,
bars, saloons, restaurants, and so forth throughout Johan-
ne<hurg, Capetown, Durban, and ather cities. In black Africa,
I ks cannot even afford to go into good restaurants! And
Iy of the better restaurants in black African countries are
trequented only by whites!

What about the current “revolution’” and ‘‘race riots” we
read about every single day and watch on television every
single night?

Well, once again, it's the marvelous American press at work,
aided by the liberal and leftwing press of other countries.

Before we go on with this point, however, think about this:
The press is allowed into South Africa and, until recently, the
press was free to roam about reporting on and filming these
trouble spots. Do you think for one minute the press would
be allowed this much freedom in their favorite countries such
as the Soviet Union, Bulgaria, East Germany, or Viet Nam?
As the saying goes, ‘‘No way, Jose!”’

However, in repressive South Africa, we have the press
pouring in to tell the world about this terrible government
and literally to help destroy the government!

(Since this was first drafted, the South African government
has begun restricting freedom of travel for the press in order
to reduce the number of riots and incidents.

(An example of why this has become necessary was
reported to me by AWCI member Jack Frost, of Capetown.
Jack said he had gone to a black township to check on some
problems with an acoustical ceiling his company had installed.
When he arrived, he told me “. . .your CBS television crews
were on the spot, setting up their cameras and recording
equipment. When | asked them why they were there, they
said, ‘Oh, there’s to be a riot here later today! ’* Jack said



that, sure enough, there was a demonstration and riot that
very afternoon! ,

(The press is screaming about the new restrictions, but again,
have you heard any press complaints about restrictions in
Russia, Eastern Europe, China, Nicaragua, etc.? Of course not!
Press restrictions in those countries are “’to be expected.”)

There are 17 million blacks in South Africa. It is estimated
that the problems we read about and watch are caused by
less than 4,000 blacks!

An article in the Dallas Morning News last summer (which,
by the way, never found its way into the columns of the
Washington Post!) pointed out that 99.9% of the whites in
South Africa were shocked when a state of emergency was
declared. . .that they had no idea the problem was that
serious. . . and that they (the whites) have had little if any ex-
posure to the violence. One aim of the liberal press is to help
wreck tourism to South Africa. Make it appear the nation is
in flames and tourists will stay away.

However, of the 800 persons killed between last September,
1984, and September, 1985, only about a dozen have been
white, manv of ese k d by terrorist land mines near the
Zimbabwe order. The riots and deaths have occurred in e
black townships, and until recently there had not been a single
riot or problem in any major city: Not in Johannesburg, not
in Capetown, not in Durban, and so forth. But the datelines
on all releases read “Johannesburg,” ““Capetown,” or "“Dur-
ban,” etc., don’t they?

That’s for two reasons: One, it's the place where the story
was filed, and two, it’s the negative effect the reporter knows
this will have on potential tourists.

Furthermore, although here | do not e any specific
numbers, the great majority of the ! 5 killed since
September 1985 have been killed by fellow blacks, and not
by whites!

Charlie Reese, a writer for the Orlando Sentinel, stated in
a feature article in that paper . . .that many of South Africa’s
opponents are hypocrites.”” That's putting it mildly.

He notes that our liberals demand a U.S. relationship with
South Africa on moral grounds, but a relationship with Soviets
on the grounds of expediency.

Reese makes some very good points in his article, leading
up to the charge of hypocracy, a couple of which include:

1. In South Africa, certain places are reserved for whites
only. In Russia, certain places are reserved for party
members,

2. In South Africa, blacks have never been given an oppor-
tunity for political self-determination. In the Soviet Union,
no one has ever been given an bpportunity for self-
determination.

He goes on with some dissimilarities:

1. SOUTH AFRICA'S GOVERNMENT HAS NEVER TRIED
TO EXTERMINATE ITS POUITICAL FOES. 1t is estimated
that the Soviet Union has murdered 54 million people
in the past half century! (Adolf Hitler was a piker com-
pared to those nice Russians!)

(Bishop Tutu would not have lasted a day in Russia had
he been saying negative things about that government!)

2. South Africa is pro-American. (In fact, this country is really
one of our best friends!) The Soviet Union, is a hostile
power (with an undisputed goal of destroying us!).

3. (And this one is a dilly!) Many American banks have cut
off loans to South Africa. Yet they continue to lend money
to bankrupt Soviet-bloc nations. (And South Africa’s credit
rating is A+, by the way.)

4. American opponents of South Africa feel it is immoral
for us to do business with a racist regime; but very few
Americans seem to feel it is immoral to do business with
a Soviet regime whose crimes are far more monstrous
or with a Red Chinese regime whose crimes run the
Soviets a close second!

In fact, when Ronald Reagan called the Soviet Union
“an evil empire,” our liberal reporters and other liberals
castigated him for saying such a thing!

The American churches which, in January of 1986—just
a short time ago—demanded disinvestment, are as
hypocritical as the banks and press. When will these so-
called ““Christian” leaders make the same demands about
communist nations?

The Episcopal Church, for one, openly supports the
Sandinistas in Nicaragua while decrying South Africa’s
“lack of democracy.’

Mr. Reese asks: Which is worse? Racial discrimination or
mass murder?

And if we are going to demand one-man, one-vote in South
Africa, should we not also ask for self-determination for Poles,
Hungarians, Lithuanians, Ukranians, and many more?

He concludes: ““Let me know when you are ready to im-
pose trade sanctions and disinvestment campaigns against all
governments that violate human rights. Then | might believe
you are a moral person instead of a moralizing ypocrite.”’

One more point on this matter of hypocracy.

When the Shaw was trying to pull Iran into the 20th cen-
tury, the same liberals who are now pushing South Africa over
the brink did their utmost to help bring about the fall of the
Shaw.

What do we have now in Iran? A country which denies
human rights not only to women, but to anyone who is not
a fundamentalist Shiite Moslem! The press has done its job.
The Shaw was deposed. The terrible government he ran is
gone, and a formerly pro-American country now thumbs its
noses at us.

Will South Africa be next? ~

In my opinion, it will not. That country’s government will
move to the center and will extend more and more rights to
the black majority, but only if we continue with trade, in-
vestments, and tourism.

How about Bishop Tutu? Is he really the leader of blacks
in South Africa or is he, as the Rev. Jerry Falwell just recently
said, “‘a phony’"?

For your information, Bishop Tutu lives high on the hog in
South Africa. He has a magnificent home and has never been
sent to jail for any of his remarks. As Howard Ruff said in a
recent newsletter, if Tutu lived in Russia, Cambodia, or
Ethiopia, he wouldn’t open his mouth against the government.

Tutu, a man of peace? Don't you believe it! This Nobel
Peace Prize winner is much less the “moderate’’ he attempts
to sell himself as beingw " n with his American freinds. Think
what you may of Martir. uther King, Jr., he never espoused
violence.

Tutu gives himself away with some of his quotations: “I
would not, m--elf, ¢ vy guns or fight and kill. But | would
be there to mr.....ster t. yeople who thought they had no alter-






succeeds, apartheid will linger longer. If investment succeeds,
apartheid’s days are numbered.

Another side ot this entire matter is the strategic metal
situation.

55% of our chromium comes from South Africa. 31% of
our manganese comes from South Africa. And 49% of our
platinum is from South Africa. In fact, so far as platinum is
concerned, South Africa and Russia account for over 90% of
the world’s supply and it is hardly likely we want to depend
on Russia for our platinum needs, especially if another war
should occur! '

Cut off South Africa, and where do we get our strategic
metals?

If the South Atrican government decided to apply sanctions
in reverse, the situation would play havoc with the economies
of many western nations, especially the U 2d States, Canada,
and Britain.

South Africa produces 54 metals and minerals.

It has half the world’s production of platinum, and 90% of
its production is exported to western nations. Gasoline can-
not be refined without platinum and glass can best be poured
into platinum vessels. Synthetic fibers are drawn through
platinum nozzles.

There is no known substitute for manganese. Who has 50%
of the free world's supplies? South Africa. Without manganese,
no high grade steel could be made.

The greatest known reserves for chromium in the world are
found in South Africa. Chromium is vital for all stainless steels
and is used in all high powered engines and armaments.

Antinomy is used for flame proofing and without it, our cars
would not start. The largest mine in the world is in South
Africa.

South African sanctions against the United States, Canada,
and Britain would badly damage our mutual automobile in-
dustries, cripple our airplane engine production, wipe out high
grade steel, reduce the production of gasoline, and seriously
injure our glass and optical industries, synthetic fiber industry,
and even the production of tires.

Since the Soviet Union has much of the remaining supplies
of some of these minerals, if Russia gained control of South
Africa, the then Russian-controlled reserves would give them
90% of the platinum, 95% of the vanadium, 95% of the
fluorspar, and even 30% of the world’s uranium.

Disengagement by American firms would not damage the
South African economy as much as some of the liberals seem
to believe. American ownership of South African capital stock
amounts to less than 3% (actually 2.8%).

However, American firms do lead in providing progressive
work conditions and in helping the upward mobility of the
black populace. Disengagement would hurt in this area much
more than it would hurt the basic economy.

It is not all black and white In South Atrica. without ap-
pearing to see “‘commies behind every bush,” it is necessary
to state that the other color in South Africa is red.

The ANC (African National Congress), referred to constantly
by the press, is not some do-gooder group trying to improve
the lot of blacks in South Africa. The African National Con-
gress is an identified communist organization and its goal is
to create a communist state or states through South Africa.

Even with conditions far superior to what their black
brothers endure in the bordering black nations, blacks in
South Africa are being stirred up by the reds and the media
is either blind to this or it just does not care.

There are 14 black nations south of the Sahara which de-
pend on South Africa. 77% of all electricity generated sub-
Sahara comes from South Africa. 98% of all iron ore is mined

. in South Africa. 80% of the sheep and 39% of the cattle in

Africa graze in South Africa. South Africa produces 97% of
the continent’s coal and grows 70% of the maize and 87%
of the wheat. .

350,000 citizens of neighboring nations (blacks) live in an
work in South Africa and these 350,000 people are estimated
to be feeding 5 persons each back in their home countries!
In addition, the illegal alien situation there has reached a point
of over one and a half million who have left their black na-
tion paradises to come to the hell of South Africa. The im-
portant fact is that possibly the majority of these illegal ali
are helping to support families they left behind, all from work-
ing in South Africa.

Botswana, just north of South Africa, is one of the few stable
and free nations on the continent. Botswana has good mutual
relations with South Africa. A major industry in Botswana is
tourism and Botswana'’s tourists enter that country through
Johannesburg.

Are there reforms?

The answer is an unqualified yes. Botha has done more to
dismantle apartheid than any leader since the policy was in-
stituted a number of decades ago. Botha, you must remember,
is elected by his party and many in his party are far right
believers in white supremacy. He cannot rule if he is not
elected and he cannot get elected if he agitates his far right
too much. He has already seen to the repeal of the ban on
mixed marriages and he has helped bring into government
the coloreds (mixed race) and Indians. And he has begun talk-
ing about voting rights for blacks.

Unless we want to see South Africa become another Zim-
babwe, we cannot in all good conscience advocate one-man,
one-vote in South Africa. . .not now nor in the foreseeable
future. While education is proceeding, the overwhelming ma-
jority of blacks in South Africa are loyal to their tribes and
are basically uneducated. Most of them don’t even know what
government is, let alone be ready to participate in the govern-
mental process!

Hundreds of thousands of them are just now being intro-
duced to flush toilets and plumbing, and even to indoor kit-
chens. One cannot really believe these people are “ready”
to vote!

But what can be done is to dismantle some of the worst
aspects of apartheid: The first to go, in my opinion, must be
the pass laws which prevent blacks from being allowed to
stay in the cities after sundown (unless they are domestic serv-
ants). Blacks must be allowed to own property anywhere and
educational facilities have to be improved.

(On this point, one wonders why the libe=~' press attacks
South African pass laws but never utters aneg 2 word about



the even more stringent internal passports required by ALL
citizens, except card-carrying Party members, in Soviet Russia.

(In the Soviet Union, the internal passport system is used

to control population movement. It is even more insidious
in that it is a means to bring about total control of the govern-
ment over ethnic concentration. In addition, and similar to
the laws of Nazi Germany, whose policies the Russians claim
to despise, anyone who is a Jew has the word “JEW”” stamped
in his internal passport. : )

(This internal passport system of the Soviets is well-known
by the liberal press, but is given little if any publicity. It is every
bit as insidious as the South African pass laws, but has anyone
heard the recent group of five U.S. Congressmen complain
about this form of state control in Russia as they voiced com-
plaints about the pass laws of South Africa?

(And, so far as property ownership is concerned, where are
press complaints about no right to hold private property in
most Communist countries? Continued double standard
reporting by the liberal press, of course!)

The “Suliivan principle” (instituted when a black American
minister, whose name the principle has taken, called for equal
pay for equal work for black employees of American-owned
firms) has worked and is now spilling over into non-American

program, we will be in a modern, safe Johannesburg suburb
(Sandton) for only three days and we'll then head north to
the black homeland where Sun City, the Las Vegas of South
Africa, is located. This area is run by a black government, by
the way. :

The largest wholesaler of African travel headquartered in
the United States, Gametrackers International, has a written
guarantee which says it all:

If one of their clients even witnesses civil strife, the en-
tire cost of his trip to South Africa will be reimbursed, and
he will be sent home free of charge on the next flight out
of johannesburg!

Finally, why the interest in South Africa by AWCI in the first
place?

We could be taking up the pen to urge fair treatment for
New Caledonia, but AWC!] has no members in New
Caledonia.

We do have members—and a viable sister association—in
South Africa, and our first Non-Resident board member in
AWCI'’s 68-year history is a Capetown contractor, Jack Frost.

Our relations with this country are not political because we
need a “cause,” but have developed because of the close
relationship between AWC! and the South African Building
Interior Systems Association (SABISA). We have been exchang-
ing visitors between our two associations for years. The South
African industry has regularly sent delegations to our conven-
tions and close friendships have developed between many
+ our members in North America and the contractors and
suppliers in South Africa.

As long as we are not taking our members to an area where
they really will be endangered, we should not allow ourselves
to be bullied by the exaggerations in the American press. To
let down our friends and one of the staunchest allies we have
would be unfair, not only to South Africa, but to ourselves

industries and businesses. Blacks are supervising whites in
many American-owned and controlled businesses and South
African businessmen are going to have to accept this and allow
the same thing in their own companies.

It is dangerous for an association to take its members to
South Africa?

The answer is simply NO! As noted earlier in this paper,
the dangers portrayed by the press are basically limited to the
black townships and to areas bordering Zimbabwe. As also

pointed out, very few whites have been killed, and there have
been only 3 or 4 racial incidents in any of the cities!
When AWCI's members were there in the fall of 1984
{spring in South Africa), the papers here at home were begin-
ning to tell of the riots */in”” Johannesburg. When | called my
office, | was asked, ““Can you hear the shooting?”’ “What
shooting?’ | asked, and was told that the Washington Post
was recounting the riots ‘‘in’’ Johannesburg on a daily basis!.
When | told them | did not even know there were trouble
in South Africa, my staff was amazed. ~
The ™ 1ation in the cities is no worse today than it was back
then. C..tainly, if we took tours into the black townships (and
such tours are now outlawed), we would be exposing
ourselves to some danger, but our itinerary for next August
does not include such tours. In fact, for the main part of our

and to our country.

Respectfui ly,

m Bk )

Joe M. Baker, Jr.

Executive Vice President

Association of the Wall and Ceiling Industries-International
25 K Street, NE, Suite 300

Washington, DC 20002

202-783-2924
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THE ARMENIAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE OF AMERICA JOINED HUMAN RIGHTS
GROUPS IN AN EFFORT TO SAVE THE U.N. SUB-COMMISSION on the Prevention of Discrimination
and Protection of Minorities. In August 1985, the Sub-Commission had adopted Special Rapporteur Ben
Whitaker’s Genocide Report, which discussed the Armenian Genocide in its Paragraph 24.

The Sub-Commission was eliminated on May 9, 1986 as a result of budget cuts at the U.N., despite
intense lobbying efforts against it. In order to find an equitable solution to the situation created by the U.N.
budget reduction, ANC offices worldwide have combined forces with various international law and human
rights groups. Alternative sources of funding the Sub-Commission are presently under consideration,

* * * * *

SIXTY-THREE CONGRESSMEN SIGN A LETTER TO PRESIDENT REAGAN URGING HIM
TO DESIGNATE APRIL 24, 1986 AS A DAY OF REMEMBERANCE.

Congressman Richard Lehman (D-Ca.). and the Armenian National Committee of America (ANCA),
initiated a letter in the House of Representatives requesting that President Reagan proclaim April 24, 1986
as a Day of Rememberance for all victims of genocide, especially the 1.5 million Armenians massacred
between 1915-1923 in the Ottoman Empire. In less than eight days 63 Congressmen signed the letter, which
was delivered to the White House on April 22, 1986.

* * * * *

CONGRESSMAN TONY COELHO (D-CA.) AND THE ARMENIAN NATIONAL COMMIT-
TEE OF AMERICA HOST A RECEPTION FOR BEN WHITAKER, AUTHOR OF THE U.N.
GENOCIDE REPORT.

The Executive Director of the London based Minority Rights Group and former member of the British
Parliamnet, Ben Whitaker was honored at a Capital Hill reception on April 23, 1986. Mr. Whitaker was
Special Rapporteur of the U.N. Sub-Commission on the Prevention of Discrimination and the Protection
of Minorities, and in that capacity authored the Genocide Report. Paragraph 24 of the report discusses the

massacres of the Armenians in the Ottoman Empire and defines it as an act of genocide under the U.N.
Genocide Convention.

The reception was attended by members of Congress and their staff, as well as representatives of the

Greek, Cypriot, and Lebanese governments. .

* * * * *

THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE WAS COMMEMORATED DURING A COLLOQUY IN THE
SENATE AND A SPECIAL ORDER IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ON APRIL 22, 1986.
Members of both chambers reaffinned the historical reality of the Armenian Genocide and implored the Turkish
government to refrain from attempting to rewrite history.

The Armenian National Committee of America assisted Ihe Congressmen with the preparation of their
statements by providing information packages to 250 Congressmnal Offices.

The sponsors of the commemorative events were Sen. Carl Levin (D-Mi.) in the Senate, and Reprcsen‘
tatives Charles Pashayan {R-Ca.) and Tony Coetho (D- R ) in the House of Representatives.

* * * * *

TURKISH AMBASSADOR IN WASHINGTON, SUKRU ELEKDAG, MAINTAINS THAT U.S.-
TURKISH RELATIONS ARE “DETERIORATING RAPIDLY*’, During a speech given to the Turkish
Political and Social Research Trust (SISAY), Ambassador Elekdag chastised the U.S. on what he termed
their *‘oversimplification of U.S.-Turkish relations’’. The Turkish Ambassador’s grievences centered around
U.S. quotas on Turkish goods, the 7 to 10 ratio of aid to Greece and Turkey. and H.}. Res. 192, the bill
in Congress seeking to commemorate the Armenian Genocide.

* L L * *
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THE SOUTH AFRICAN JEWISH COMMUNITY — AN OUTLINE

The South African Jewish community enjoys a reputation
for being well organised and generous with a deep attach-
ment to Jewish traditional values and strong emotional bonds
with the State of Israel.

Numbering close to 120 000 this community has contri-
buted much to the development of South Africa, making its
mark. on every facet of public life, commerce and industry,
science and medicine, art and music, philanthropy. sport and
entertainment.

THE IMMIGRANTS

Persons of Jewish descent found their way to the Cape
from the earliest beginnings of White settlement. However,
thy could not be professing Jews before the turn of the 19th
century, because the Dutch East India Company’s rules re-
quired that all who were in the service at the Cape must pro-
fess the Reformed Christian religion. Only after freedom of
religion was introduced at the Cape under the Batavian
Republic in 1809, was it possible for anyone who openly
professed his adherence to the Jewish faith to live in the
country.

From that time onwards a smal! trickle of individual Jews,
for the most part from England and Germany, began to
arrive. Some remained permanently, while others later retur-
ned to their home countries. There were among them colour-
ful and adventurous personalities.

In 1841 seventeen Jews organised the first Hebrew
Congregation in Cape Town. They named it Tikvat lsrael
Congregation {The Hope of Israel}. By the end of the 1860's
several hundred Jews were living in South Africa. They
played a significant part in the cuitural and civic life and
added materially to the country’s economic progress. Some
had settled in remote places. A number lost their identity as

~Jews.

The discovery of diamonds and gold in the 1850's which

~: opened up the country, attracted a number of Jews who
were among the early pioneers. Men like Barney Barnato,
Isaac Lewis, Alfred Beit, the Joels, and Oppenheimers were
among the founders and developers of South Africa’s rich
diamond and gold mining industries. Their achievements gave
them status and influence beyond their numbers. They were
" friends and confidants of national figures and some became
civic leaders.

In the early 80’s much larger numbers of Jews began to
arrive in South Africa. From 1882 to 1912 some 40 000 Jews
entered this country and in the next forty years another
25000 arrived from Lithuania, Latvia and England. A
further 8 000 came as refugees from Nazi Germany in the
1930's. Their children and grandchildren constitute the
South African Jewish community today.

DISTRIBUTION
f . Roughly half of South African Jewry lives in Johannes-
rg (63 620). The East Rand {Benoni, Boksburg, Germis-

ton, Kempton Park) (4 440): Balfour, Brakpan, Deimas,
- Heidelberg, Nigel, Springs (1 660): West Rand {Krugersdorp,

£ -

Randfontein, Roodepoort, Westonaria) (940): Vanderbijl-
park and Vereeniging {440), account for a further 10% .
Cape Town and Peninsula {28 000) account for another
20% . The remaining 20% is spread over the rest of the
country, from substantie' ‘ewish communities in Durban
(6 420), Port Elizabeth |  40), Bioemfontein and district
(500) to small communities ranging from a few hundred
Jews to a handful of Jewish families in the rural towns. These
figures are based on the 1980 census.

COMMUNAL LIFE

In its communal life South African Jewry is well organised
with bodies which cater for: religious, cultural, fraternal,
educational and philanthropic interests.

THE BOARD OF DEPUTIES

The central representative institution of the community is
the South African Jewish Board of Deputies, to which most
of the country’s Hebrew congregations and Jewish societies
are affiliated. 1ts biennial congresses {which decide the
Board's policies and elect its President) constitute a board
cross-section of South African Jewry. The Board was foun-
ded on the basis of separate entities in the Transvaal in 1903
and the Cape in 1904, "“to watch and take action, with refe-
rence to all matters affecting the welfare of Jews as a
community”’; the two entities merged into one body in 1912.

The Board, as it is known, has intervened with the autho-
rities to prevent Jewish immigrants suffering discrimination
or disability on account fo their race. It has helped Jewish
immigrants to become naturalised citizens. It has maintained
contact with Jewish organisations aboard and has assisted in
universal Jewish causes. During two world wars it assisted the
South African war effort by attending to problems
specifically affecting Jewish soldiers, as well as participating
in the provision of comforts for the troops. Domestically, the
Board of Deputies renders a variety of services to the Jewish
community, including a variety of cultural programmes; it
also runs a central Jewish museum and library, and it renders
invaluable assistance to small country communities through
the services of a country communities rabbi. It furthermore
maintains a Chaplaincy Department which serves Jewish ser-
vicemen in the S A armed forces. lts publications Jewish
Affairs and Buurman reach a wide readership amongst
South Africa’s English and Afrikaans speaking citizens.

ZIONIST FEDERATION

The South African Zionist Federation is the represent-
ative body through which Zionist work in the Republic is
co-ordinated. The various Zionist groupings, organisations
and societies are affiliated to it. Established towards the end
of the last century, the Zionist Federation enjoys a status
co-equal with that of the Board of Deputies. Its various de-
partments deal with organisations and information, fund-
raising, youth activities, women'’s work and immigration to
Israel.

South African Jewry is predominantly a Zionist minded
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community and this has given the Zionist Federation its sta-
ture and influence. Zionism (the movement for the establish-
ment of the Jewish National Home) has enjoyed the under-
standing of successive South African leaders and govern-
ments.

Affiliated to the Zionist Federation are a number of
Zionist youth movements, namely; Habonim, Bnei Akiva,
Betar and Maginim, which conduct cultural programmes,
organise youth activities and run highly successful summer
camps. In addition University youth have their representa-
tive organisation, the South African Union of Jewish Stu-
dents, which is affiliated to the Zionist Federation as well
as the Board of Deputies.

RELIGIOUS LIFE

In the main South African Jews belong to Orthodox
congregations with about one-fifth being members of Pro-
gressive congregations. These are autonomous bodies, each
controlling its own affairs, with religious authority vested in
its spiritual leader. Most of them, however, are affiliated to
representative organisations which endeavour to strengthen
Jewish religious life. The Federation of Synagogues of South
Africa, covers the Transvaal, Orange Free State and Natal.
The United Council of Orthodox Hebrew Congregations of
the Cape and South West Africa serves the Western Province
and SWA/Namibia. As presently advised the two organisa-
tions will shortly combine and be known as the Union of
Orthodox Hebrew Congregations of South Africa. Within the
Reform sector, the S A Union for Progressive Judaism is the
co-ordinating body for Reform congregations. Rabbis and
ministers have similarly established their own representative
institutions.

EDUCATION

Traditionally, Jewish education in South Africa was con-
ducted by the Cheder or Talmud Torah {afternoon classes
run by Hebrew congregations, which required the atten-
dance of the children of members after their day's studies
at Government schools). Jewish educators, however, had
long felt that this system was inadequate and a movement
developed to create Jewish Day Schools which would com-
bine general and Jewish education.

Side by side with Talmud Torahs which still account for
some 4 000 pupils, twenty Jewish Day schools have been
established in the main centres affiliated to the South Afri-
can Board of Jewish Education {King David Junior and High
Schools, Linksfield; King David Primary and High Schools,
Victory Park; King David Primary School, Sandton a total of
3 571 pupils. United Hebrew Schools in Cape Town with a
total of 2 192 pupils; Carmel College in Durban with a total
of 167 pupils; Hillel Primary and High Schools Benoni with
a total of 248 pupils; Theodor Herzi Primary and High
Schools in Port Elizabeth with a total of 356 pupils); These
day schools provide a full education fotlowing the Govern-
ment syllabus from the primary classes to matric and in addi-
tion teach Jewish studies (Hebrew language, Jewish religion,
history and literature) as normal school subjects.

A more intensive Jewish traditional education is provided
by the Yeshiva College (554 pupils), the Torah Academy of
the Lubavitch Foundation (280 pupils), the Beis Yakov Girls
School, the Sha‘arei Torah Primary School (125 pupils) and
Yeshivat Torah Emet (25 pupils), all in Johannesburg, as well
as the Hebrew Academy in Cape Town.

The Progressive Movement maintains a network of suppie-
mentary Hebrew and Religious classes at temples affiliated to
it. These schools are ali affiliated to the Union for Progressive
Jewish Education.

_“The Jewish community has also built up an excellent net-
work of Hebrew Nursery Schools, conducted according to
the standards laid down by the Nursery School Association

of South Africa, with an enrolment of nearly 3 000 children.
A total of 15 000 Jewish children currently receive Jewish
education through the Jewish Nursery Schools, afternoon
Hebrew schools and Jewish Day Schools.

Whereas a generation ago, Hebrew teachers had to be
imported, South African Jewry is today providing many of
its H rew teachers from its own ranks. The Rabbi Zlotnick
Hebrew Teachers Training College in Johannesburg has gra-
duated many teachers since its inception in 1948,

The Jewish Students University Programme (JSUP) which
combines traditional Jewish studies with university studies
through UNISA (the University of South Africa), operates in
Johannesburg. Through the Department of Hebrew and the
Kaplan Centre for Jewish Studies at the University of Cape
Town, the Department of Hebrew at the University of the
Witwatersrand and the Department of Hebrew and Jewish
Studies at Nata! University in Durban, students are afforded
an opportunity to study Hebrew and Jewish studies at a ter-
tiary level.

An intensive post-schoo! religious programme is offered
by the Yeshiva Gedolah of Johannesburg and the Yeshiva
Maharsha at Glenhazel, Johannesburg from which gradua-
tes, who have been ordained as rabbis, are now serving the
South African Jewish community. A Lubavitch Yeshiva has
also opened in Johannesburg to meet the needs of the
Chabad congregation.

WELFARE BODIES

Apart from caring for its needy through Jewish welfare
agencies in all the major centres, the Jewish community has
also created a number of institutions for the aged, orphaned
and handicapped. In Johannesburg the Witwatersrand
Jewish Aged Home and Our Parents Home accommodate
aged members of the Jewish community principally from the
Transvaal. Beth Shalom in Durban caters for the Jewish aged
of Natal and Highlands House in Cape Town accommodates
the Jewish aged of the Cape Province. Arcadia Children’s
Home in Johannesburg and the Oranjia Home in Cape
Town care for Jewish children from broken homes. The Sel-
wyn Segal Hostel in Johannesburg attends to the needs of
some 155 physically or mentally handicapped residents and
some 60 day care members. The Kibbutz which the hostel
maintains is run by a further 16 residents and Hatikvah
House which is also under the hostel’s auspices accommoda-
tes 11 residents engaged in sheltered employment. Glendale
in Cape Town also caters for the mentally handicapped.

COMMUNAL WORK

A major women’s organisation is the Union of Jewish
Women of Southern Africa which has branches throughout
the Republic, Zimbabwe and South West Africa. Its policy is
to render service to the Jewish community as a whole; to the
South African people, irrespective or race, colour or creed
and to lIsrael. Goodwill meetings are a regular activity of the
UJW, to which Gentile groups such as the Vroue Federasie,
the Women's Agricultural Societies and the National Council
of Women, etc are enthusiastically drawn. The participation
of the UJW branches in welfare work is impressive. They are
concerned with .problems of the under-privileged and the
under-nourished, the aged, the mentally ill, the sick and
with children. They express their concern in a variety of
ways — by introducing feeding schemes for under-privileged
of all races, such as soup kitchens or the supply of essential
foods to creches, nursery and primary schools; by the pro-
vision of family centres and by work for Red Cross, Bliood
Transfusion, etc. They provide transport to hospitals and
clinics and assist in occupational therapy. They arrange
outings and entertainment for orphans and the aged. The
Union of Jewish Women also runs a thriving Adult Education
Division. :
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The spectrum of Jewish communal work is broad and in-
cludes specialist agencies like the S A Ort as well as friendly
societies and Fraternal Orders like the Hebrew Order of
David and B'nai B'rith.

Specific interests are served by such bodies as the S A
Jewish Ex-Service League and the Maccabi, the latter being
primarily a Jewish sporting body through which teams from
South Africa are sent {every four years) to participate in the
Maccabiah in Israel.

There is still a considerable, though diminishing, number
of Yiddish-speaking Jews in South Africa. The S A Yiddish
Cultural Federation strives to cater for their needs and pro-
motes a knowledge of Yiddish among their chiliren. It moti-
vates the running of a Yiddish Nursery and Folk School and
publishes a Yiddish bi-monthly “Dorem Afrika®.

While congregations and other bodies raise their own
finances among members there are two country-wide Jewish
fund campaigns in which all co-operate. The lsrael United
Appeal raises funds for causes in Israel. The United Com-

munal Fund helps meet the budgets of national Jewish
organisations like the Board of Deputies and the Board of
Jewish Education.

THE JEWISH PRESS

The community is well served by a vigorous weekly
Jewish press consisting of the S A Jewish Times’’ an indepen-
dent newspaper, the ‘““Zionist Record and S A Jewish
Chronicle”’ the organ of the S A Zionist Federation and the
“The Jewish Herald’’, a newspaper published by the Zionist
Revisionist Organisation.

Compiled by: Dr, Stephen Cohen — Deputy Director

With acknowledgements to:

Edgar Bernstein, A Bird's-Eye View of South African Jewry
Today from South African Jewry 1967/68

The Jewish Heritage in South Africa published by SATOUR
Gus Saron: ‘‘From Immigrants to South Africans’

Issued in January 1986
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