
Lonq live UDF - Ban Apartheid
—  ■ i 

Interview with the UDF acting national secretary

Q : What repressive measures hare been taken 
against the UDF since Its formation?
A: To give a full list of repressive measures meted out 
against the UDF and its affiliates is a hear impossible task. 
Repression against the UDF has taken a wide variety of 
forms. On the eve of the UDF launch, anonymous hand
bills were distributed announcing that the inaugural con
ference was postponed. Delegates travelling to the Cape 
I own venue were harassed by police. Police physically 
prevented an entire bus-load of Bloemfontein delegates
from travelling to Cape Town.

At public meetings held by the Front, security policemen 
are often visibly present outside the hall, photographing 
and filming those attending the meeting. Large con
tingents of heavily armed riot policemen are on stnnd-by.

A large number of handbills slandering the UDF or 
spreading misinformation about it have been distributed. 
We believe that these handbills are a part of the state’s 
propaganda (using inter alia the state controlled 1 V and 
radio stations) to discredit, defile and disorganise the 
Front.

Activists in the course of their day to day work are haras
sed by the police. This takes forms ranging from confisca
tion of leaflets' to detention without trial. In some cases 
those who signed the UDF declaration (as part of the 
Million Signature Campaign drive) were subjected to in
terrogation.

Whilst we have not violated the Internal Security Act, 
many of our meetings are banned. In October last year a 
meeting of the National Secretariat (a committee con
sisting of twelve people) was banned.

I be headofflce of Ihe UDF Is constantly observed by the 
security police and on one occasion was raided.

Meeting called by the UDF to protest the army's Invasion Into Sebokeng 
Q : Why do you think the UD F has been subjected to 
this harassment?
A : The reasons for the intense harassment are twofold:

Firstly to destabilise, and disorganise the Front. The 
government clearly has attempted to prevent us from cam
paigning against the sham •reforms’ and exposing the fraud 
of Botha’s new forms of domination.

Secondly, the state attempted and continues in vain to 
alienate the UDF Trom the masses by slandering it on the 
one hand and intimidating its supporters on the other.

Having Tailed in its attempts, the government detained 
UDF leadership on the eve of the elections for the 
tricameral parliament . Ilie  Minister of Law and Order 
has now embarked on a propaganda campaign to associate 
the UDF with the ANC. They hope in this way to scare 
away our constituency and Justify future rrprrtnlve nelkin 
against us.

L- 7 -



UDF T-shirts, buttons and 
•tickers are worn by 
thousands • Indicating tha 
Front's growing popularity.
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Q:What does the U D F think about Minister Le 
Grange’s accusation that the U D F has been trying to 
create a revolutionary climate over the last two 
years?
A : The Minister and his government fail to see any 
dilTerence in destabilising apartheid and destabilising 
5>outh Africa. We certainly are trying, not only, to 
destabilise but also to destroy apartheid and all other 
forms of oppression. We use every possible peaceful 
means of mobilising our people against oppression. If this 
constitutes the creation of a revolutionary climate for Mr. 
Le Grange, then we offer no apologies.
Q : Why so you think Le Grange has launched this at
tack on the U D F at this time?
A: Having tailed miserably to pull the wool over the eyes 
of the coloured and Indian communities; to divide the 
coloured and Indian communities from the African ma
jority; to fool the international community into believing 
that Botha’s sham reforms constitute real change; to con
solidate and strengthen apartheid; the government now 
resorts to desperate measures. We now suffer the long
term ‘preventative’ detention of our leaders and the 
blanket ban on all political gatherings during September. 
And the recent utterances of Le Grange indicate that the 
stale is about to unleash even harsher repression.
Q: What is U D F’s response to the Minister’s accusa
tion that U D F is a front for the ANC?
A : To be a front for the ANC, the UDF would have to act 
on their instructions and could not simultaneously employ 
(Ininnuiiillii decUlon making proceedurei. Although IxitliJ

the ANC and the UDF are working towards the establish
ment of a non-racial democracy in South Africa, we follow 
different strategics to reach that end.

The fact that some of the UDF leadership were 
members of the ANC prior to its ban, does not make the 
UDF an ANC front. Ibe notion of the UDF being a front 
for the ANC is therefore without substance.
Q : What does the U D F think about the accusation 
that agitators and outsiders have been responsible for 
events in the Vanl anti other areas in the past weeks?
A : Those who claim that ‘agitators’ and ‘outsiders’ are 
responsible for the township uprisings are in fact saying 
that the people accept years of oppression anil sulTering at 
the hands of the white minority.

Ihe uprisings took place in almost cverv urban township. 
So where did the outsiders come from? I he agitator and 
outsider theory has been formulalrd in order to distract 
the world's attention from the real grievances of the peo
ple; that of high rents, unequal education, inadequate 
township facilities and the imposition of dummy councils.
Q : Who do you think is responsible for the violence In 
the townships over the last few weeks?
A : The violence, injuries and deaths must he placed 
squarely on Ihe shoulders of the government. In almost 
every case, a march, strike or any other form of peaceful 
protest are responded to by teargas, ruhber bullets, and 
sjamboks. It is precisely this kind or response which leads 
to an angry response of self-defence from the people.

Most important of all, the system which dehumanises 
people in the name of fhrittinnllv is reiponsibl*1 for lh# 
violence.
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