
People’s dducation will 
deal with future realities

IT IS custom ary to wish g radu
a tes  success and fulfilm ent in 
the  world, the fu ture, which 
lies ou tside cam pus bound
aries. But if  these  w ishes a re  to 
b e a r  any weight of sincerity  
and encouragem ent now, I b e
lieve they have to be d itched  
as p la titu d es and redefined  in 
te rm s of w hat they rea lly  a re  
going to m ean in your tim e and 
place, your lives in  crisis, in 
South Africa.

Even before th is  is done, it is 
necessary  to redefine  the as
sum ption and concept from 
w hich the  good w ishes arise ; 
th e  idea  th a t you a re  going out 
into th e  world, th a t you som e
how  h a v e  b e e n  r e m o v e d , 
exempt from it, so far. But the 
university  has not been  a p lace 
apart.

N ational issues have not “in 
vaded” th e  campus, as the 
new spapers often report, they 
a re  there . E m bodied in every 
one of you, they have been 
th e re  since your b irth  was re 
corded, according to your skin- 
co lour on the  form s of the Pop
u la tion  R egistra tion  Act.

W hat is known as cam pus un 
re s t has been  the  realization  
and p roof — too long in com
ing, too re luc tan tly  accepted 
by e d u c a t io n a l in s t itu tio n s  
them selves — th a t these  insti
tu tions a re  pow er structu res 
like any o th e r supporting  col
um ns in the  ed ifice  of racist 
South A frican society.

U niversities in South Africa 
a re  in no way m orally  free
standing. This has always been 
tru e , ju s t as much in my tim e 
as in yours. I was briefly  a stu 
d en t at t he University  of the  
W u w ate rsran d  in 194& I don’t 
rem em b er seeing any black 
s tuden ts a t all; th e re  may have 
been  a few, by grace of some 
specia l d ispensation .

The m ajority  of the m en stu
den ts w ere ve terans — white, 
v e ry  y o u n g  v e te r a n s  — o f 
World W ar II, in which they 
had fought bravely against na- 
zism. They re tu rn ed  to receive 
th e ir  h igher education  in ra 
cially  segregated  institu tions 
and w ere processed  to func
tion  in  professions, e ith e r  en 
tire ly  segregated  — for exam 
ple, m ine engineering  — or 
p a rtia lly  segregated  by rac ist 
laws coro llary  to those govern
ing th e ir  professions; lawyers 
and doctors had to be w hite in 
o rd er to occupy cham bers or 
su rgeries in towns.

Aware of irony
T here  w ere some among my 

g eneration  of w hite studen ts 
who w ere po litica lly  aw are of 
the irony, some who becam e 
cou rageous ac tiv ists  aga in st 
ra c ism  a t  hom e, o p p o sin g , 
alongside b lack South A fri
cans, th e  soft-core sw eet-talk 
racism  of the  Smuts regim e 
and the hard-core racism  of 
the  N ational P arty  regim e th a t 
soon followed.

But p o litica l issues w ere re 
garded  as som ething to be d e 
bated  at and  acted  on from the 
u n iv e rs i ty ,  r a th e r  th a n  as 
som ething b u ilt inex tricab ly  
into the bricks and m ortar of 
the un iversity  itself; bu ilt into 
the  cu rricu la , and la te r, with 
censorsh ip , into the lib ra ry  — 
although, in  the  case of Wits, 
even w hile th e re  was a p laque 
se t up in the foyer of the  G reat 
H all affirm ing ded ica tion  to 
m ake the university  open to all 
races, B antu education  was b e 
ing introduced.

My generation  fa iled  to  see 
th a t th is  aim, o f a university 
tru ly  open to all — u tte rly  nec
essary  though it was and is —
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was not an aim  th a t existed  
independen tly  of w hat w ent on 
inside a university; th a t th e re  
was m ore to racism  than open
ing or shutting the doors of ad 
m ission. T here was little  or no 
rea liza tion  th a t h igher educa
tion in South A frica had d e
g e n e ra te d  in to  tra in in g  for 
w hite suprem acy.

It took, s ig n ific an tly  and 
tragically , the sacrifice of the 
lives of black schoolch ild ren  
and studen ts in  the  youth up 
rising  of 1976 and the years 
th a t followed; it has taken  the 
ac tiv e  p a r t ic ip a tio n  o f s tu 
den ts of a ll races in p ro test 
ag&inst detentions; it has tak 
en  the support of w hite stu 
den ts for black school boycotts 
of ghetto education; it has tak 
en  outraged all-race pro test 
against the  new constitu tion  
w ith its Outhouses of P a rlia 
m ent for so-called Coloured 
and  Indians; it has taken  the 
p resence among you of inform 
ers reporting  on w hat you say 
and do; the experience some of 
you have had of police d e ten 
tion and the  experience many 
of you have had of police and 
dogs on the cam pus itse lf  — it 
has taken  a "  th is to show tha t 
the  cam pus is our world of 

so trtn  A frica, ju l t  
as the H ouses and O uthouses 
of P arliam en t, the overflowing 
prisons, the stock exchange 
and the  p lastic  she lte rs of 
sq u a tte r cam ps are.

Education crisis
This final y ear of yours, 1986, 

has been  the  year in w hich the 
education  crisis has been  one 
of the  p rio rity  concerns in  the 
them e “Action for D em ocra
cy”, dec ided  on by w ide stu
den t rep resen ta tio n  from all 
over South A frica at the Nusas 
1985 Congress.

Nusas then  set out to ed u 
ca te and inform  w hite students 
about the n a tu re  and function 
of B antu education , to b ring  
out from u n d e r governm ent s il
encing of press inform ation 
th e  grievances expressed  by 
th e  m ajority  o f b lack students, 
and to support th e  dem ands of 
b lack schoolch ildren  for an 
education  and fu ture free of 
d iscrim ination  and oppression 
in  w h a te v er c rad le-to -g rav e  
guise.

And into th is focus th e re  has 
come, m ore and m ore urgently, 
th is year, a questioning o f w hat 
all along was p a r t and parce l 
of the education  crisis g en e ra l
ly rep resen ted  as re la ting  only 
to blacks. N usas consequently  
has adopted  as its 1987 them e 
“ E d u c a t i o n  f o r  a F r e e  
Society”.

I believe yours is the  first 
generation  to have recognized 
th a t it is not only the  rac ist 
segregation laws th a t need  to 
be got Tid of in o rd er to open 
m eaningful education  for all 
in South Africa. It is the  con
cep t of w hat education  is and 
for whose needs it is designed 
th a t has to be rethought.

The old power stru c tu re  of 
education  cannot house tha t 
e d u c a t io n ; it w as n o t co n 
structed  for it. When the total 
stru c tu re  of th e  cen turies-old  
rac is t South Africa goes, the 
house of learn ing  as it now

stands m ust go w ith it. (I b e
lieve th e re  is positive accep
tance of th is a t some South 
A frican universities now, and I 
am glad to associate m yself 
with it.)

Many people a re  afra id  of 
the term  “p eop le’s education”, 
which is beginning to take the 
place of “one education  for 
a ll” as the necessity  on the ho
rizon in a new South Africa. 
F or them  peop le’s education  
has an om inous ring of indoc
trina tion . Do they rea lly  be
lieve they have not ex p e ri
enced  in d o c trin a tio n ?  W hat 
was the  education  you and I 
have had, generations apart, 
b lack and w hite, u n d er govern
m ent education  departm ents, 
un d er w hite suprem acy? Were 
we not tra in ed  for our ro les in 
a segregated society? Don’t  te ll 
me th a t cam e naturally ; would 
we have needed  all those laws, 
all those tria ls , forced remov
als, the  teargas and the  Cas- 
spirs, if  it had?

Converse fear
The fea r o f peop le’s educa

tion  is the exact converse of 
the  fear often expressed  by our 
w hite po litic ians th a t dem oc
racy is in danger o f d isa p p ea r
ing from South A fr ic a . . .  In 
th e  in s ta n c e  o f  e d u c a tio n , 
w hat you’ve been  accustom ed 
to a ll your life shou ldn’t be 
such a shock; in the  instance of 
dem ocracy, you can ’t lose w hat 
has never ex isted  here.

If  peop le’s education  should 
tu rn  out to m ean indoctrina
tion in  the  narrow est sense, I 
fervently  hope th a t we shall 
oppose th a t w ith m ore energy 
than  those who fear peop le’s 
education  find to oppose the 
p resen t, trad itio n a l form of in 
d o c t r in a tio n ,  w hose c o n s e 
quences, righ t now, a re  a d es
p era te  shortage of schools and 
teachers for the  m ajority  of the 
population , the  closure of at 
le a s t 35 b la c k  schoo ls th is  
year, and 350 000 black ch il
d ren  leaving school illite ra te  
la s t year, some having com
p le ted  th e ir  “education” b e
fore being  ab le  to a tta in  Std 2.

But I do not believe an a lte r
native indoctrination  in the to
ta lita r ia n  sense is envisaged in 
the  populist dem and for peo
p le’s education  in  our country. 
I am p rep a red  to ad ju re  tha t 
among the rea l b lack le a d e r
sh ip  and b lack  education ists 
th e re  is no support for the  kind 
of po litica l rom anticism , inevi
tab ly  c rea ted  by u n b earab le  
frustra tion  and b itterness , th a t 
here  and th e re  declaim s a d e
sire  to  je ttison  the  cu ltu re  of 
E urope — its lite ra tu re , its sci
ence, and w hat is known as its 
concept of hum anistic studies, 
in p a rticu la r  — in favour of a 
purely  A frican culture.

P eop le’s education  doesn’t 
m ean throw ing S hakespeare, 
V olta ire  and E instein , Bach 
and Schoenberg, out of the 
window. T hat’s too sim plistic. 
Indeed , freedom  of education  
for a ll people begins with the 
ind iv idual’s right, no m atter 
w here he or she lives or to 
which cu ltu re  he or she be
longs by b irth , to ap p ro p ria te  
the  w orld’s sto re of knowledge,

the w orld’s exploration  of the 
power of th e  im agination, as 
the  heritage o f hum ankind.

B ut “ p e o p le ’s e d u c a t io n ” 
does m ean recognizing, as Mr 
Vusi Khanyile, p residen t of 
th e  N ational E ducation  Crisis 
Com m ittee, rem inds us, tha t 
Van R iebeeck d id  not discover 
South Africa . . .  o r Diaz, or 
Vasco da Gama, for th a t m at
te r  . . .  It m eans getting rid  of 
the conditioning th a t Africa 
and A fricans, in fact, had no 
ex istence un til w hites looked 
on them.

Misleading history
It m eans recognizing, as h is

to rian  Professor Colin Bundy 
says, th a t history as taught in 
South Africa is exclusive, e l it
is t and shallow  . . .  s ilen t or 
m islead ing  on the  h istorical 
ex perience  of the  m ajority  of 
S ou th  A frican s. B roadly , it 
m eans restru c tu rin g  education  
a t a ll levels and in all fields 
th rough a new attitu d e  to the 
needs of the m ajority o f people 
— in arch itec tu re , town-plan- 
ning, m edicine, law, science it
self,.as well as the hum anities, 
none of w hich ever has been or 
ever w ill be a totally  d ispas
s io n a te  a n d  d i s in te r e s te d  
field.

Now these  subjects a re  con
ceived and taught from the  for
tified  tow er from which the mi
nority  sees the  majority. In the 
fu tu re they will be conceived 
and taught from the viewpoint 
of the  way the  m ajority o f the 
peop le in South A frica p e r 
ceive them selves.

I hope th a t peop le’s educa
tion  is not going to be regarded  
by w hites as som ething only 
blacks need. I believe the gain 
will be as g rea t for w hite South 
A fricans as for blacks. W hites 
have been  taugh t to ignore, 
have b een  to ta lly  exc luded  
from black culture, in th e ir  
education. The resu lt o f th is 
stup id  arrogance has been  the 
loss of w hat any child  born in 
th is  country should be h e ir  to; 
the languages, the arts, philos
ophy and lore of an indigenous 
cu ltu re  — the cu ltu re  of the 
people who were here. A rea l 
South A frican cu ltu re  will not 
come into being un til E uro
pean  cu ltu re  fuses with that.

F or those among you who a re  
going to teach, in one area  of 
life or another, th is is a point 
w here the p la titu d e  of te lling  
you th e re  is a g rea t challenge 
aw aiting you is no p la titude. If 
you are  black, you will walk 
into the fron tline in the class
room  in the  new year, but 
w hatever your d ifficu lties — 
and they may be trem endous — 
you will have the  im m ensely 
s u s ta in in g  c o n v ic tio n  th a t  
w hatever happens you will not 
for long be teach ing  Bantu 
education.

If  you are  white, you will 
b ea r  a burden  of responsib il
ity to ra ise  a generation  of 
young people p rep a red  for life 
in South Africa, not in a w hite 
enclave; and the hearten ing  
task  to teach them  th a t th is  is 
no sacrifice, it is an entry  into 
fullness.

F o r all of you, w hatever your 
profession in the  a rts  or o ther 
d isc ip lines, your situation  is 
th a t o f the crisis generation. 
As I see it, and have tried  to 
illu s tra te  briefly, your position 
a t the university  has been of 
po litica l significance, and so 
will the re s t of your life be. In a 
society such as ours, po litic
ization is a process of growth. 
W ithout it the personality  is 
stun ted , lacks self-aw areness 
and a sense of reality.

_lDQ_Yfiars_Ana_



LETTE
South Africa

SIR ,— As I see the position, 
the great m ajority  o f South 
Africans are  a com m unity 

o f spiritually sick people. In  the 
same way that a group o f physic
ally sick people are  often unaw are 
of their own condition, and when 
told it by ocher people regard it as 
a  lot of nonsense until strong 
measures are taken by a health 
board, so with South African segre
gationists: they cannot see their own 
sickness, and refuse to listen to the 
experts.

If these experts suddenly alert the 
whole situation, and make it plain 
that the segregationists will be iso
lated from the world community, the 
mass of South Africans will be 
jerked into realisation of the facts, 
and change could come, as it were, 
overnight. The danger then will not 
be bloodshed but pure chaos, which 
brings me do the one suggestion I 
wish to offer, as a South African by 
adoption who loves all his fellow 
catizens.

In the almost certain event of the 
South African Government rejecting 
the idea of a representative National 
Convention, proposed a few days ago 
by a special committee of the United 
Nations, the U.N. should reappoint 
the special committee, with extended 
terms of reference to organize a Con
vention-in-exile. composed only of 
South African nationals, either by 
birth or by adoption.

In many countries there are numer
ous able South Africans—education
ists, churchmen, businessmen and 
politicians—who oould be invited to 
an unhurried assembly for the pur
pose of working out a social order 
for the Republic of South Africa 
which would enable that wonderful 
country to live in harmony with its 
neighbours, and take a full share in 
preparation for the ONE WORI.D 
which is surely the next stage in the 
development of the human race.

S.E.26. A. W. Blaxall
.% A lifelong pacifist, the Rev.. 
Arthur Blaxall went out to South ’ 
Africa with his wife 40 years ago, 
since when he has devoted himself 
to the blind, the deaf and the dumb.



Forging the
It is not easy 

to write a 
history of a 

movement that 
was banned 

and operating 
underground 

for almost 
three decades

By Noelle van der Waag-Cowling

Th e  m a y i b u y e  c e n t r e  a t
the  U n iversity  of the  W estern 
C ape recently  hosted  a confer
ence on the beg inn ings of the 

a rm ed strugg le  in South  Africa. The 
conference w as a tten d ed  by  an in terest
ing  m ix of local and  in ternational del
egates. In  w hat could  be seen as som e
th in g  of a scoop, w as the presence of tw o 
of the  R ivonia treason trialists, Lionel 
"Rusty" Bernstein an d  A hm ed K athrada.

M r Ronnie Kasrils, the D eputy  M in
iste r of Defence opened  the conference 
an d  also a ttend ing  w ere, M r Pallo Jor
dan , M inister of Posts and  T elecom m u
nications, Maj Gen A ndrew  M asondo, 
C hief Director Personnel, a leading  MK 
C om m issar an d  ex-Robben Islander and 
fo rm er South A frican C om m unist Party  
inte llectuals, W olfie K odesh  a n d  Ben 
Turok.

M r K asrils w as a m em b er of the 
"O dessa generation" know n in MK cir
cles as M gwenya. T hey w ere  the first 
g ro u p  of cadres to u n d erg o  tra ining in 
the Soviet U nion in the 1960's.

M any of the delegates p resen t had 
b een  p a rt of the v anguard  of the arm ed 
struggle  in South Africa. Their presence 
a t the  conference served  to p rov ide  a 
first-hand  and  in-depth  v iew  of M K's

Spear
early  years, an d  how  the first cadres saw  
them selves.

P re s id e n t  N elso n  M an d ela , w ho  
could  not a ttend  the  conference, sen t a 
special m essage of greeting. H e said 
form er U m khonto  w e Sizwe m em bers, 
w ho  n ow  em braced  peace and  harm ony, 
w ere a fitting exam ple of the type of 
p erso n  the  m ilitia had so ugh t to p ro 
duce.

Preserving the past
The aim  of the conference w as to 

launch  a fram ew ork  w hereby the his
to ry  of the A rm ed Struggle and  specifi
cally U m khonto  w e Sizwe could b e  docu
m ented .

A t present no such  h istory exists and 
both  h istorians and  form er cadres are 
becom ing increasingly concerned that 
the task  of w riting  such a h istory  will 
becom e m ore difficult as tim e passes. 
The reason for this is the fact th a t  m any 
o lder cadres n ow  have difficulty  recall
ing  specific details w hile  o thers are  no 
longer w ith us.

The M ayibuye C entre is a t the fore
fron t of the project d u e  to its position  as 
the  guard ian  of archives generated  by 
th e  A frican  N a tio n a l C o n g ress, the  
U nited  D em ocratic Front, the W om en's 
N ational Coalition and o th er organisa
tions associated w ith the anti-apartheid  
m o v em en t. T he in s titu te  is s itu a te d  
am idst the expansive g rounds of UWC 
an d  has a m o d em  an d  technologically 
advanced  infrastructure  at its disposal. 
M em entoes of the fight against ap art
heid  a re  d isp layed  in a num ber of exhib
its w hich range from  liberation a rt and 
p h o tographs to artefacts an d  im portan t 
docum ents such  as the  Freedom  C har
ter.

The C en tre  a im s to help  recover as
pects of South  African h istory  w hich  
w ere neglected in the past and  to create

space for cu ltural creativity. It com 
prises six com ponents: a docum entary  
archive, a lib rary  of m ore than  50 000 
photographs, a  film  unit, an  oral history 
project, an  a rt collection and  a pub lish 
ing unit.

The M ayibuye H istory  and  Litera
tu re  series has a lready  p u b lished  54 
books. The tw o latest additions in the 
M ayibuye Series - 'T h e  R ivonia Story" 
by  Joel Joffe and  "M em oirs of a Sabo
teur" by N atoo  Babenia w ere  launched 
a t the  conference. The C entre also places 
a heavy em phasis on  oral history, an d  so 
far, has recorded the experiences of m ore 
than  1 000 people.

A no ther p rom inen t featu re  of the 
M ayibuye centre is its visual com ponent 
w hich includes a rt w orks, banners, post
e rs and  cartoons. In an effort to  access its 
m aterials m ore w idely the Centre has 
launched a m ulti-m edia CD-ROM Se
ries en titled  "A partheid  and  the H istory 
of the Struggle for Freedom  in South 
Africa."

MK veterans
In  h is  o p en in g  a d d re ss , M in iste r 

Ronnie Kasrils concentrated on  the issue 
of m edals for m em bers of the form er 
non-sta tu tory  forces. H e said that it w as 
im portan t for m em bers of these forces to 
be h onoured  as they w ere instrum ental 
in b ringing  dem ocracy to South Africa.

M r K asrils said that veterans w ould  
be aw arded  m edals for service, m erit 
and  valour by  the A frican N ational C on
gress and  the Pan-Africanist Congress. 
H e a lso  sa id  th a t m ed a ls  w o u ld  be 
aw arded  to those w ho had served against 
A partheid  in  a  non-m ilitary w ay, both  
inside and  outside the country. "Those 
involved  in the u n d e rg ro u n d  structures, 
fighting a w a r  of ideas w ith  the  A part
heid m achinery, w ill be h onoured  in the  
sam e w ay  as  m em bers of the arm ed
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fo rm atio n s  for th eir  c o n trib u tio n s  in 
b ringing  change an d  dem ocracy  to our 
country ."

The D epu ty  M inister a lso  stressed  
the im portance of pensions. H e  said that 
the governm ent has  to m ake provision 
for those South A fricans for w hom  there 
w ere no  golden  handshakes and  no  pen
sion packages.

In the  fu tu re  the interests of form er 
U m khonto  w e Sizw e so ld iers w ill be 
addressed  th rough  the  M K V eterans As
sociation w hich  w as recen tly  form ed 
and  will hold its inau g u ra l conference 
next year. The A ssociation w ill resort 
u n d e r the M inistry  of Defence.

M r Kasrils said th at the  conference, 
together w i th  the o ther above-m entioned 
developm ents, w ill illum ina te  w h a t the 
strugg le  w as all about. H e said it w as 
not a question  of idolizing M K veterans 
b u t ra th e r a question  of record ing  an 
im p o rtan t facet of South  A frican h is
tory .

Mayibuye to Moscow
A n u m b er of varied  topics w ere d is

cussed  by  speakers a t the conference. 
The first session of the conference con
centra ted  on  the question  of source m a
terial for historians.

Sandile Schalk from  the  D epartm ent 
of Political S tudies a t UW C to ld  del
egates th a t an  incredible 112 articles and 
books have a lready  been pub lished  on 
the h istory of the A N C and  MK d u rin g  
the 1960s alone. H e  po in ted  o u t that it is, 
h ow ever, essential to com bine all this 
in form ation  into one  reference w ork  and  
th at governm ent archives still need  to be 
tap p ed , som ething  w hich  shouId become 
possib le w ith  the passing  of an open 
transparency  bill.

Rachidi M olapo, w ho is based at the 
M ayibuye Centre, concentrated on the 
subject of O ral H istory, w hich  w ill be a 
trem endously  im portan t source of in
form ation for M K historians. H is col
league, D r V ladim ir Shubin, w ho is on 
loan from  the M oscow archives spoke 
on  docum entation  available on  the for
m ation  of MK w hich  can be found  a t the 
M ayibuye C en tre  and  the M oscow a r
chives. H e  gave an in teresting  p erspec
tive on  h ow  the Soviets v iew ed the ori
gins of the a rm ed struggle  w ith in  South 
Africa and  outlined  the process through 
w hich  they  eventually  becam e involved 
w ith  U m khonto  w e Sizwe.

Them ba N debele  p rov ided  the re
verse  persp ec tiv e  in  h is  talk  en titled  
"H ow  the reg im e saw  it"  on  the docu
m ents held by the State Archives.

A recurring  them e d u rin g  this ses
sion w as that it is im perative  to produce 
a n  MK history as soon as possible.

Maj Gen M asondo po in ted  o u t th at a 
history  based  on  thorough  research has 
to be p roduced  in totality  and n o t just a 
b ro ad  general history  of the arm ed for
m ation. H e  said th at this is necessary to 
overcom e p ast perceptions an d  stere
o types ab o u t M K and  that consequently  
the  cu lture  b eh ind  M K also needs to  be 
exam ined.

Revolutionary warfare
H ot on  the  heels of the  first session 

follow ed the panel d iscussions. The first 
debate  w as cen tred  on  the them e "Veter
ans talk  abou t the form a
tive years of MK." There 
are  certa in  key them es 
w h ich  a ris e  o v e r an d  
over again w h en  the is
sue  o f ho w  the arm ed 
stru g g le  b eg an  is  d is 
cussed . The f irst and 
p e rh a p s  m o s t c ritica l 
question  is how  d id  the 
idea of violence arose in 
the m inds of m ovem ent 
m em bers w h en  for so 
long the A N C had been 
a non-violent organisa
tion?

Joel Joffe points to the 
Sharpeville shootings in 
1960 as the  tu rn ing  poin t 
in the struggle. O n the
16 Decem ber 1961, acts 
of sabotage signalled the 
em ergence of MK w ith 
N e ls o n  M a n d e la  as 
Com m ander-in-C hief.

T h e  se c o n d  issu e  
which springs from  this 
is w hose b rainchild  was 
U m k h o n to  w e Sizwe?
A n  im portan t fact in this 
regard  is that MK w as 
form ed as  a com pletely 
se p a ra te  e n tity  to the 
AN C because the  m em 
bersh ip  of th at organisa
tion had been  recru ited  
on  the  basis of non-vio- 
len t p ressu re  in o rd er to 
force change. C ertain or
ganisations belonging  to 
the b ro ad e r dem ocratic 
m ovem ent such as the 
In d ian  C ongress chose 
to  d istance  them selves 
from  the  arm ed stru g 

gle. The leader of the AN C a t the time, 
Chief A lbert Lithuli, w as also not in 
favor of violent m ethods. Once MK w as 
form ed he accepted th at aparthe id  could 
not be challenged fully th ro u g h  peace
ful resistance alone.

Som e panellists w ere of the opin ion  
that MK w as in fact the  brainchild  o f the 
SA C om m unist Party  an d  not the ANC. 
Ben T oruk said th at the intellectual and 
theoretical basis of the  arm ed  struggle 
w as the w ork  of SACP m em bers. In
deed  a t the  tim e of its form ation, MK 
consisted of bo th  A N C and  C om m unist 
Party  m em bers. Ronnie Kasrils stressed 
the  un ique in ter-relationships betw een 
the  tw o parties and  the fact that M K's 
leadersh ip  w as d raw n  from  both  enti- 

(Continue on p 38)
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ties. H e w as su p p o rted  in  this by  Maj 
G en  M asondo w ho  reitera ted  th at MK 
w as a joint ven tu re  betw een the  ANC 
and  the SACP u n d e r  N elson  M andela.

M r Kasrils closed the issue w hen he 
underlined the fact that the MK M ani
festo states that M K w as an  independent 
organisation form ed to assist the libera
tion m ovem ent. MK w as m ore formally 
associated w ith  the AN C following the 
police clam p dow n d u rin g  the Rivonia 
trial. The ANC leadership in exile began 
to  form  the leadership of the organisation 
m ore and m ore because o f the leadership 
vacuum  w hich had been created inside 
the country following a spate of arrests.

The panel also exam ined the  debate 
on  w h a t type  o f violence w as u sed  d u r
ing the  struggle  and  w hy. A t the  tim e 
th a t the  m ovem ent em barked  on a  p ro 
g ram m e of v io len t p ro tes t there  w as 
indecision as to w hether violence shou ld  
be in troduced  in  phases o r w hether cad
res shou ld  m ove directly  into sabotage. 
Indecision on  the issue arose from  the 
fact that m any MK leaders felt th at they 
shou ld  only h it strateg ic governm ent 
installations and  n o t "soft targets".

Maj Gen M asondo po in ted  o u t that 
after the 1976 Sow eto riots the  ethical 
issue behind  the  a rm ed  strugg le  ceased 
to be of consequence. From  th at po in t on 
it w as perceived as legitim ate by  su p 
porte rs of the m ovem ent.

A N C  M em ber of P arliam ent, D r Ian 
Phillips com m ented that any  M K his
tory  w o u ld  also  have to ad d ress  the  
question  o f w hy  an d  w hen the  decision 
to suspend  and  - ultim ately  halt - the 
arm ed  struggle  w as taken.

The Soweto generation
The second pan el d iscussion  w as 

in tended  to  be an assessm ent on  the 
significance o f MK. But in  the lively 
deba te  w hich  follow ed, the  panellists

veered off the topic and  concentrated on 
the developm ent of MK following the 
1976 uprising.

MK saw  substantial grow th  in the 
period  following 1976 as m any young 
South Africans left the country in search 
of the exiled ANC. The Soweto genera
tion had grow n u p  in an  era  relatively 
devoid of protest as-the ANC and SACP 
had suffered serious setbacks following 
the Rivonia trial. Following the  1976 u p 
rising, Black opposition to the Nationalist 
Governm ent exploded once again w ith a 
resulting resurgence in recruits and sup
port for the liberation m ovem ent.

A ccording to Ronnie Kasrils, h ad  the 
m ovem ent not suffered  such  a setback 
fo llow ing S harp ev ille  an d  R ivonia a 
m ajor arm ed strugg le  w ould  have been 
launched well before the 1980s.

A fter 1969, MK m ad e  a m ajor at
tem pt to in filtra te  South  Africa, first 
d u rin g  the  ill-fated Aventura m ission and 
later th rough  overland  infiltration w hich 
w as also unsuccessful. In fact, the  p e
riod 1963-1974 w as an  extrem ely lean 
period  for MK w hich w as tu rn ed  a round 
by developm ents in N am ibia, the rest
less labour m ovem ent in South  Africa 
and  the grow th  of the Black conscious
ness m ovem ent.

D uring  1967-1968, MK saw  action 
for the f irst tim e in o p e ra tio n s  w ith  
Joshua N kom o 's ZA PU in w h a t later 
becam e k n o w n  as  the  W ankie  cam 
paigns. M any MK cadres felt that they 
h a d  g a in e d  e n o rm o u s  e x p e r ie n c e  
th rough  these cam paigns a lthough  som e 
h istorians tend  to ad o p t the  view poin t 
that they  w ere a fiasco for both  ZA PU

and  the ANC.
Very few MK guerillas actually  m an

aged to infiltrate South Africa during  
the W ankie cam paigns w hich led  to the 
M ogorogoro conference, a national con
ference convened w ith  the issue in m ind 
of how  the A N C w as to proceed from 
this poin t onw ards.

Africa’s attitudes
The question  w as then  p u t to the 

panellists as to  w hether A frican states 
exercised any  influence on  the A N C 's 
strategy and  tactics. This is an  essential 
question in  view of M K's reliance on  the 
frontline states for su p p o rt an d  bases.

D uring  the  1960s/1970s the leader
sh ip  of the  O rgan isa tion  for African 
Unity w as visibly p ro  PAC w hich p re
sented  the AN C w ith  som ething  of a 
problem . Furtherm ore, m any African 
s ta tes could  not u n d e rs tan d  w hy the 
revolu tion  w as taking so long to get off 
the g ro u n d  an d  in som e cases they be
cam e rath er intolerant.

The strategy  p roposed  by the OAU 
called for the liberation of Z im babw e, 
th en  N am ibia and last of all South Af
rica. N eedless to say  this d id  not go 
d o w n  very well w ith  the AN C hierarchy 
w ho battled to find a neighbouring  state 
w hich  w as com m itted to  supporting  the 
ANC. African states w hich bordered  
South Africa w ere afraid  of pu n itiv e  
cross border raids and  strikes b y  South 
A frican security  forces. This m ean t that 
in add ition  to having to w age a libera
tion struggle  the ANC had the ad d ed  
task of having to m obilise populations 
in the  neighbouring  states to su p p o rt

Right: Maj Gen 
Andrew Masondo 
chats to Dr Pallo 

Jordan, Minister of 
Posts and Telecom

munications. Far 
right: Some o f the 
panellists, fltr: Ben 

Turok (MP), Maj 
Gen Andrew 

Masondo, Mr 
Ronnie Kasrils, Dr 

Vladimir Shubin and 
Rusty Bernstein.
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their cause.
The panellists also exam ined the role 

played  by  o ther S outhern A frican lib
eration  m ovem ents and  their interaction 
w ith the ANC. This is  im portan t be
cause in som e cases the ANC shared 
bases w ith  ZANLA, ZIPRA, SWAPO, 
FRELIMO an d  the PAC. These m ove
m ents contributed  greatly  to the culture 
of MK. A case in  poin t is th at MK cadres 
learn t to toyi-toyi in ZA PU  w ar camps; 
this w as later to becom e an  in ternation
a lly  recognised  sym bol of p ro te s t in 
South  Africa.

W hile som e delegates w ere of the 
opin ion  that som e African sta tes had not 
been particu larly  helpful in  furthering  
M K's cause, D r Pallo Jo rdan  poin ted  out 
th at the  im pact of these states had not 
been pu rely  negative and  th at their role 
had  to be view ed w ith in  an African and 
an  in ternational context. He said  that 
the in ternational a ttitu d e  tow ards Rho
desia follow ing the declaration of UDI 
m ade it easier for w eak African s tates to 
take  a s tan d  against R hodesia w hich 
they  could  never have done against Por
tugal. South Africa on the o ther hand  
w as capable  of exerting enorm ous p res
su re  on  its neighbouring  states a n d  that 
g iven the circum stances these countries 
d id  the  best they  could.

Collapse of colonialism
The developm ent of MK following 

the  collapse of colonialism  in Southern 
Africa w as ano ther p rim ary  issue ad 
d ressed  by  conference goers. The fall of 
colonial governm ents had  a dram atic  
effect on  m orale in  MK. For the first tim e

MK w as able to  establish bases closer to 
hom e and  could begin to  infiltrate South 
Africa m ore easily via  M ozam bique and  
Sw aziland. A ctivists w h o  needed  to  
leave South Africa n ow  also had a w ider 
selection o f poin ts from  w hich to d o  so.

The trem endous im portance of Ra
d io  F re ed o m  a s  th e  o n ly  m ed iu m  
th rough  w hich the A N C  cou ld  speak  
d irectly  to  South Africans also received 
a ttention. The D epu ty  M inister em pha
sised the role o f o th er propaganda  m edi
um s such as leaflets. It w as felt that 
follow ing the 1976 u n res t m any youths 
tu rn ed  aw ay from  the PAC an d  joined 
MK because it com m unicated m ore ef
fectively a t g rassroots level and  d u e  to 
M K's operational profile. The PAC w as 
too inactive w hereas M K guerillas w ere  
p laying a m ore energetic role. For ex
am ple, th rough  their participation in the 
W ankie cam paigns.

O ne developm ent w hich d id  pose 
som ething  of a  problem  to MK w as the 
fact th a t they  had n o t an tic ipated  the  
volum e of the p o st 1976 exodus. Ben 
Toruk felt th at from  the SA CP's po in t of 
view , it w ou ld  have been preferable if 
th ese  a c tiv is ts  h ad  rem a in ed  w ith in  
South  Africa to  create a base  for the 
revolu tion  inside the coun try  ra th er than 
exiling them selves so that they  w ould  
later have to be infiltrated or as h e  p u t it 
"u n d e r w h a t conditions is a m ovem ent 
able to survive? N ot to go o u t b u t to 
rem ain in".

MK veterans a rgued  th a t the reason 
the  S ow eto s tu d e n ts  d id  n o t rem ain  
w ith in  the coun try  to bu ild  a n  effective 
u n d erg ro u n d  w as because they  w ere

fixed o n  the concept of arm ing  the peo
ple. W ith in  South Africa it w as virtually  
im possible for a  Black perso n  to  acquire 
a firearm  w hereas in o ther African states 
this had  n o t been the case.

T he w hole q uestion  of a revolu tion
a ry  clim ate only becam e a reality  in the 
1980s. P rio r to  that, in filtration and the 
creation of a revo lu tionary  clim ate w as 
extrem ely difficult for M K an d  the SA 
Police h ad  an  a la rm in g  success rate. 
They consistently  m anaged  to ro u n d  u p  
activists an d  by  so  d o ing  con tinued  to 
c u t d o w n  th e  re v o lu tio n a ry  u n d e r 
g round  before it could  becom e effective. 
In  1984 the  rev o lu tio n iza tio n  o f the  
m asses becam e a reality  for the first tim e 
an d  only  then  d id  the cu rren t begin  to 
flow  in the  o th er d irection, w hereupon  
M K began to infiltrate the coun try  effec
tively.

Building a foundation
C onference goers w ere b rough t back 

to the p resen t w ith  a  b u m p  w h en  they 
realised th at tim e h ad  ru n  out. Due to 
the h u g e  am o u n t of inform ation  and  the 
need for d eb a te  over certain  issues, the 
d ay  p roved to be  too sho rt to lay the 
foundations for a  concrete p lan , neces
sary  to p rov ide  a fram ew ork  for an  MK 
history .

It becam e clear b y  the end  of the  day  
th at the w riting  of a h istory  o f the arm ed 
struggle  is going to be a m om entous 
task. A  possible fu rth er conference w ill 
be held  a t w hich  a  fram ew ork  for such  a 
h istory  w ill be d iscussed  and  a selection 
o f h istorians chosen to  begin  this her
culean labour.

H o w e v e r; th e  im p o rta n c e  o f the  
M ayibuye conference cannot be over
stressed. D elegates con tribu ted  signifi
cantly  th ro u g h  their in sigh t in to  n u m er
ous issues, because m any  of them  a re  a 
source of p rim ary  inform ation, having 
been on  the  spo t w hile developm ents 
w ere tak ing  place.

W hile it is  tru e  th at a certa in  am ount 
of published  m aterial on  the a rm ed  strug
gle is a lready  available, an  academ ic 
h istory w hich has been  thorough ly  re
searched, u sing  the official and  organ i
sational archives available in te rnation 
ally  an d  one w hich  contains in terv iew s 
w ith  both  key figures and  o rd in ary  cad
res still has  to be  w ritten.

Therefore, m ost of those w ho  a t
tended  the  conference will agree th at a 
very  im portan t first s tep  has  been  taken 
tow ards exploring a h itherto  unexplored  
and  unrecorded  field of South  African 
h istory. ©
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By Lt Corlize Viljoen_______________

T
h e  s a n d f  m u s t  h a v e  a
force of B rigade strength  th at is 
capab le  of execu ting  specia list 
operations w ith in  South Africa's 

tactical and  strategic area of influence . 
This elite force is know n as the Special 
Forces Brigade.

The inheren t capabilities an d  skills of 
the Force, m ore com m only know n as the 
"Recces", p u t  them  in  a position  to act as 
a force m ultip lie r for all A rm s of Service 
in the SANDF, as well as for th e  rest of the 
security  com m unity.

The first Special Forces un it, nam ely 
1 R econnaissance C om m ando, w as es
tab lished on  1 O ctober 1972 at O udts- 
hoom . O n 1 January  1975, this Com 
m an d o  w as m oved to D urban. 4 Recon

naissance C om m ando, a specialised unit 
for seaborne operations w as established 
a t  L angebaan  an d  5 R econnaissance 
C om m ando at D uku-D uku. 1 Recce, as 
the airborne unit, continued  its activities 
in D urban.

D uring  1979, the  u n it nam es changed 
from  R econnaissance C om m ando 's  to 
Reconnaissance Regim ents. In 1991, Spe
cial Forces w ere d isbanded  and  re-estab
lished asa  D irectorateof Reconnaissance 
R egim ents u n d e r Chief of the SA Arm y.

The organisation  u n d erw en t a fur
ther change in 1993 w hen  it becam e 45 
Parachute  Brigade w ith  451,452 and  453 
Parachute  Battalions as well as 1 M ainte
nance U nit m aking  u p  the subordinate  
units. In 1995 the organisation  u n d er
w ent yet an o th er nam e change and is 
n ow  know n as Special Forces Brigade

w ith 1, 4 and  5 Special Forces Regiments, 
as w ell as a logistical su p p o rt u n it know n 
as Special Forces M aintenance Unit.

For m em bers of this elite Brigade, 
their w ord  is their honour. They are  
loyal tow ards the RSA, SANDF, the SA 
A rm y, the  Brigade, their leaders and  
their com panions. They conduct special 
operations by  m aking  use of overt, c lan
destine  and  undercover m ethods w ith  
s p e c ia lly  o rg a n is e d ,  t ra in e d  a n d  
equipped so ldiers w ho are  available to 
act a t any  time.

The Special Forces' area of opera
tions falls w ith in  both  tactical and  strate
gic areas of influence. Therefore they 
can be involved in low  in tensity  situa
tions, eg hi-jacking and in su p p o rt of 
allies. Because of their specialist skills, 
they are  also a d eterren t against interna-
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Taking Stock, but No Guff, 
Mandela Talks of Democracy

G raem e W illiams for The New York Tim es

A t the  m idpoint of P residen t N elson M andela’s term , the  euphoria  of 
m aking  h isto ry  has yielded to  the hard  w ork  of rem ak ing  a country .

By SUZANNE DALEY
JOHANNESBURG, Nov. 9 -  It is 

the midpoint of Nelson Mandela’s 
five-year term as South Africa’s first 
democratically elected President, 
and he settled into a chair in his 
living room ready to face reporters. 
It was 7 A.M. He is still an early 
riser.

“ I’m going to kick off, if I may,” 
said one reporter.

"As long as you don’t kick me,” 
warned Mr. Mandela.

His tone was only half-joking. Mr. 
Mandela was clearly ready to cross 
swords.

At 78, he is recovering from a knee 
operation and walks with difficulty. 
His hands and ankles look swollen. 
Photographers cannot use a flash 
because it bothers his eyes, which 
were injured by dust during years of 
breaking rocks in prison.

But Mr. Mandela is as regal as 
anyone who rose from Xhosa prince 
to political prisoner to state presi
dent can be — and if he is a bit 
irritable, he perhaps has reason to 
be. It’s not the aches and pains of age 
that bother him, but the nagging crit
icism of his young Government that 
he hears constantly at home and that 
filters overseas, discouraging invest
ors and tourists.

The euphoria of the peaceful tran

sition from white supremacist gov
ernment has worn off, and South 
Africans are beginning to carp, like 
citizens of any other democracy.

Whites, fearful of crime and affir
mative action, are continuing to flee 
the country. Blacks, disappointed 
that few new jobs have appeared and 
that squatter camps still spread for 
miles, are showing some signs of 
disenchantment with Mr. Mandela’s 
African National Congress party. A 
recent poll showed that its support 
had dropped to 53 percent in July 
from 66 percent in 1994.

Everyone worries about the fall of 
the rand, charges of petty corruption, 
squabbling among African National 
Congress officials and whether the 
new Government has enough compe
tent civil servants.

Mr. Mandela finds these com
plaints unfair. In an hourlong inter
view on Friday, he talked of success 
“beyond our wildest expectations” in 
creating a South Africa based on 
democratic principles and an array 
of checks and balances.

Last year, he said, even he was 
overruled on a voter registration is
sue by the country’s Constitutional 
Court.

“What can be more democratic

Continued on Page 8, Column 5
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than th a t?” he asked.
On occasion, his tem per flared. 

Responding to black critics who 
weren’t even in the room, he vehe
mently defended the contributions of 
whites, attacking senior black jour
nalists for their “ ignorance.”

Reaching for a folder full of sta tis
tics, Mr. Mandela — a m an revered 
as a saint and feted all over the world 
as a statesm an — for once sounded 
less like Gandhi and more like an 
American congressm an boasting of 
what he has done for his district. He 
told of the bacon his adm inistration 
has brought home, beginning with 
the respectable 3.5 percent economic 
growth rate  achieved last year.

“ As far as w ater is concerned,” he 
continued, “700 w ater supply 
projects are under way, which will 
give 6.4 million people access to wa
ter. Already 600,000 people have been 
supplied with water. This is in rural 
areas where people have never had 
clean tap water.

“ On health, we say, over 5.5 mil
lion schoolchildren in poor areas are 
benefiting from the prim ary school 
nutrition program . Four hundred 
new health clinics have been com
pleted since after 1994.

“Then we deal with housing and 
we say by the end of the year, 500,000 
subsidies will have been released. At 
the moment 170,000 houses are in 
production.

“ And electrification: in the last 
four months alone, 400,000 homes 
have been hooked up.”

Lacking in the statistics are facts 
that might shade these victories. 
There is no mention that the school 
feeding program  has been m arred  
by corruption or that the housing 
sta rts  fall far short of the promises 
made in the adm inistration’s heady 
early  days.

But Mr. Mandela did acknowledge 
some problems, most notably the 
country’s continuing difficulty re
making its police force. Under apart
heid, the force was largely used to 
protect whites, contain riots and spy 
on political activists, or torture and 
m urder them.

Now, it is being asked to protect 
and serve the populace — but it has 
little experience in fighting crim e 
and precious little understanding of 
individual rights. It is also bedeviled 
by corrupt officers. “ There are 
rogue elements, some of them in key 
positions,”  Mr. Mandela said, "and 
while they are a tiny minority, they 
are doing a g reat deal of harm .”

But he had statistics on this sub
ject as well. He pointed out that in the 
province of KwaZulu/Natal, no fewer 
than 278 police officers had been 
arrested  on such charges as corrup
tion, m urder, robbery and thievery 
since 1994. In the province of Gau
teng, which includes Johannesburg, 
he said that the sta te  was investigat
ing 8,300 cases against police officers 
and that 434 officers had been a rres t
ed.

“ We have done that in almost all 
the provinces,” Mr. Mandela said. 
“ We are getting on top of that.”

His adm inistration has tangled 
openly with the country’s news or
ganizations, attributing negative 
perceptions to bad local journalism. 
Asked about criticism  that he spends 
too much tim e worrying about the 
concerns of whites, Mr. Mandela 
erupted. Such rem arks, he said,

come from “ superficial” senipr 
black journalists who do not appreci
ate that white skills and money are 
part of the country’s strength.

“ They assum e,” he said, “ that we 
have defeated whites on a battlefield 
and that the whites are now lying oh 
the floor helpless and begging for 
m ercy and that we can impose condi
tions on them .”

That is hardly true, he continued, 
and it is best to keep whites from 
joining the right. In addition, he said, 
large white-controlled companies 
are helping the country’s transfor
mation, sometim es building schools 
and health clinics simply because i)e 
asks them to.

His priorities for the coming ye&r 
include stabilizing the rand, and he 
said he might be willing, for the first 
time, to borrow from the Internatioh-

Statesman, yes. 
Legend, yes. And 
some politician.

al Monetary Fund to do that. But he 
said he hoped that money raised by 
selling sta te  assets like radio sta 
tions and part of the telephone com
pany would obviate the need for that.

Asked about possible roles for the 
nation’s strong and disciplined arm y 
in policing African conflicts, he ex
pressed reluctance to get involved, 
because of South Africa’s history of 
destabilizing its neighbors. He said 
he might let troops join a  mission 
organized by the United Nations or 
the Organization of African Unity. 
But he took a dim view of anyone 
who expected him to solve the conti
nent's problems.

"If I have any moral authority ■“-  
and I say ‘if’ — moral authority 
doesn’t solve world problem s.” '

As he learned after criticizing 
President Sani Abacha of Nigeria, 
moral authority doesn’t change poli
cies. “ They’re changed by those 
countries who trade with the coun
try, such as the United States, whiph 
imports 52 percent of N igeria’s oil.”

Mr. Mandela deflected several 
questions during the interview, In
cluding one about the certainty that 
Deputy President Thabo Mbeki will 
succeed him and one about whether 
he believed form er President F. W. 
de Klerk had directly ordered atroci
ties against blacks.

“ I’d like to avoid that if you don’t 
mind,” Mr. Mandela said, leaving 
little room for appeal.

He denied recent speculation that 
he would step down before the en<£of 
1999, saying only that he would cede 
his post as party  president next year 
to open the field to younger people, 
“who are really more energetic, 
more assertive and who are deep 
thinkers with better vision.” It Has 
been widely acknowledged by Afri
can National Congress officials that 
Mr. Mbeki, 54, will be elected to the 
post.

“ In any case,” Mr. Mandela said 
with a grin, “a leader who doesn’t 
know when to step down will really 
come to grief, because he m ay be 
humiliated. I must step down whilst 
there are one or two people who 
adm ire me.”



True Confessions
Timothy Garton Ash

1 .
The first shock comes in the first hour. 
Arriving in Cape Town on a bright 
Monday morning, I drive straight to 
the offices of the Truth and Reconcili
ation Commission in the center of the 
city, finding the inconspicuous en
trance between Kottler’s Famous Gift 
Shop and a bistro. In a packed room 
on the tenth floor of a modern block, 
senior representatives of the African 
National Congress are testifying to a 
panel chaired by Archbishop Tutu, 
brilliant in archepiscopal purple. For
merly resistance leaders, in exile or 
underground, now government minis
ters in smart suits and ties, they are 
here to answer questions about the 
ANC’s share in past human rights vio
lations. These include executions in 
their front-line camps and bombings in 
which innocent civilians died. They 
are also asked about their attitude to 
the “necklacings” (burning someone 
with a rubber tire round their neck) 
that Winnie Mandela once famously 
endorsed. They give lengthy and usu
ally helpful explanations, but the 
shock is in the political language they 
speak.

“As Comrade Joe Modis'e has pointed 
o u t . . . ” “A number of objective and 
subjective factors. . . ” “A message was 
sent to Comrade Winnie.” “The mat
ter was resolved in a political way.” 
Another problem was “discussed with 
thd cadres.” In order to “exercise its 
leading role” the ANC had to “interact 
with the masses.” For me, whose ears 
are tuned to communist-ruled Europe, 
this is the language of the oppressors. 
Here it is the language of the oppressed 
—or, at least, of those who during the 
apartheid years claimed to speak and 
act for the oppressed, and who, in
1994, substantiated that claim by win
ning a free election.

I  have come here to talk about what 
the post-communist countries are doing 
(or not doing) to address their difficult 
past, and to learn what South Africa is 
doing about its difficult past, as a step 
to building a “new South Africa.” What 
are the echoes, parallels, differences? 
Finding communists representing the 
oppressed is a mind-stretching contrast 
for a start, and one that recurs through
out my stay.

Eating crocodile with Nadine Gor- 
dimer, at the amazing Gramadoelas 
restaurant in the crime-swept center of 
Johannesburg, I talk to one of her 
other guests, Mongane Wally Serote, a 
poet from the “black consciousness” 
generation of Steve Biko and subse
quently a member of the ANC’s 
“cadres” across the northern border, 
in what were then called “front-line 
states.” He tells me that in. the second 
half of 1989, while I watched commu
nism collapse in Central Europe, he 
was in Moscow, being trained to seize 
power in South Africa by “armed 
struggle.” When the Soviet Union dis
integrated, he says, “my whole world 
collapsed.” Back in Europe, I have 
been writing about the victims of the 
Stasi and the KGB; here the victims 
were supported by the Stasi and the 
KGB.

Yet the two processes of “dealing 
with the past,” the South African and 
the East European, were both made 
possible by the end of the cold war. 
While communists played an impor
tant part in the resistance to apartheid, 
that resistance was obviously not cre
ated by communism, let alone run 
from Moscow. Yet Afrikaner politi
cians could either claim or genuinely 
believe that they were “fighting Rus
sian communism,” as one old-fash- 
ioned National Party MP put it to me.

“But,” I objected, “the kid who picked 
up a stone in a poor township was not 
organized by the KGB.” “How do you 
know?” he said.

The events of 1989 removed that 
cause, illusion, or pretext. Still, with 
hindsight Wally Serote thinks it was 
probably a good thing the South 
African change did come after that in 
the Soviet Union. Since then, he and 
his comrades have been making up 
their politics as they go along: a 
residue of Marxism, a spoonful of 
Chicago economics, a dash of West 
European social democracy, and much 
local spice. Like postjcommunists ev
erywhere, in fact.

A few faithful still remain. Young 
Isaac Tshabile sits in his one-room 
wooden hut in the township of Zwele- 
themba and proudly declares, “I am a 
communist.” Outside, a fierce wind 
draws a curtain of gritty dust from the 
unmade streets across the tiny huts 
and ramshackle wooden vegetable 
stalls. Tall, neatly dressed in a green 
shirt, black trousers, and black shoes, 
Isaac is a quietly dignified presence. 
He was an eleven-year-old schoolboy 
when he first became involved in 
protests against the apartheid regime 
in the mid-1980s. Disconcertingly, he 
lifts up his lower teeth to show me that 
they are false: his real ones were 
knocked out by a police baton. As a 
“student leader” (but student here 
means schoolchild) he was conspirato- 
rially recruited into Umkhonto we 
Sizwe (Spear of the Nation), the 
armed wing of the ANC, and trained in

a secret camp in the Transkei. He 
smiles: “Then I was a spy.”

He became a communist in—of all 
years—1989. Some people in Zwele- 
themba still believe in God, he says, 
“but others believe in Marx, in dialec
tical materialism.” A South African 
Communist Party magazine; is the only 
visible reading m atter in his hut. The 
local CP organization is strong, he as
sures m e—“and we will come back in 
Russia.” In the meantime, he has got a 
job in a once purely Afrikaner bank in

Worcester, the white town next door 
that looks as if it has been airlifted 
from the American Midwest. He 
thinks Marx would approve of his 
learning about capitalism from the 
inside. He hopes that, with a little 
affirmative action, he will be pro
moted from messenger boy to bank 
clerk.

Then Isaac takes me off, leaning 
into the grit-filled wind, to meet Amos 
Dyanti. While the television set shows 
a basketball game—his hut has elec
tricity, unlike many—Dyanti describes 
to me how he was tortured and nearly 
killed by the Afrikaner police. He tells 
the story in the old-fashioned, mission 
school English that I keep noticing 
here. “In this manner,” he says, like 
the hero of a Victorian novel, “I came 
to Victor Verster prison.” This man
ner was having his arms and legs 
twisted round iron bars and electrodes 
stuck up his anus. Isaac, who has obvi
ously heard the story many times, 
watches the basketball game.

Dyanti has testified to “the TRC,” as 
most people call the Truth and Recon
ciliation Commission. It helped him, 
he says, to have his suffering acknowl
edged in that way. But he is a broken 
man. “I have this trauma down here” 
—and he points to his stomach, as if 
the trauma could be pinpointed, like a 
tumor. The captain who supervised his 
torture still works at the local police 
station.

2.
All truth commissions are the product

of political negotiation and comgssu-*-' 
tnise. The TRC is no exceptiohTTn par
ticular, it combines a specific political- 
legal commitment witli a larged 
historical, moral, and psychological 
mission. The specific commitment was 
demanded by the Afrikaner police, se
curity, and military chiefs as their 
price for allowing the country to go all 
the way to a relatively peaceful free 
election. The price was amnesty. A so- 
called “post-amble” to the interim 
constitution of 1993, the key docu
ment of South Africa’s negotiated rev
olution, declared: “Amnesty shall be 
granted in respect of acts, omissions, 
and offences associated with polit
ical objectives and committed in the 
course of the conflicts of the past.” 
When the new government of Nelson 
Mandela came to power in 1994, it was 
bound by that solemn, constitutional 
commitment.

A t the same time, there was a much 
broader discussion of how to deal with 
the past. Exhaustive inquiries were 
made into the ways other countries had 
gone about it, from Argentina to Zim
babwe.1 Some members of the ANC 
originally wanted “Nuremberg trials” 
of those responsible for apartheid,2 
but after the peaceful transition there 
was an overwhelming political empha
sis on the imperative of reconciliation 
and national unity, led and personi
fied by President Mandela. Any inves
tigation of the past should lead to rec
onciliation not revenge, reparation not 
retaliation. The amnesty provision in 
the Interim Constitution was itself 
wrapped in this rhetoric, making ex
plicit reference to the African com- 
munalist concept of ubuntu, with its 
implications of “compassion,” “recog
nizing the humanity of the other,” 
and what Archbishop Tutu calls 
“restorative justice.” Nonetheless, 
the Justice Minister, Dullah Omar, 
could still have framed a separate 
amnesty law. Instead, he decided to 
combine the amnesty and “truth- 
telling” in one process. This was a key 
decision.

After more than a year’s detailed

'Particularly important were two con
ferences organized by the Institute 
for Democracy in South Africa 
(IDASA). Their proceedings are pub
lished as Dealing with the Past: Truth 
and Reconciliation in South Africa, 
edited by Alex Boraine, Janet Levy, 
and Ronel Scherffer (Cape Town: 
IDASA, second edition, 1997) and 
The Healing o f  a Nation?, edited by 
Alex Boraine and Janet Levy (Cape 
Town: IDASA, 1995).
2 A notable advocate of “Nuremberg 
trials” was the exiled anti-apartheid 
activist and international lawyer Kader 
Asmal, who is currently Minister for 
Water. He has now written, with his 
wife and another co-author, a book 
to explain why he thinks the truth 
commission is the best approach 
after all. The book has been strongly 
criticized in South Africa for its ex
plicit comparison of apartheid with the 
Holocaust. See Kader Asmal, Louise 
Asmal, and Ronald Suresh Roberts, 
Reconciliation through Truth: A  
Reckoning o f  Apartheid’s Criminal 
Governance (Cape Town: David Philip, 
1996).
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' debate, a law called the Promotion of 
National Unity and Reconciliation 
Act was passed in mid-1995. It charged 
the commission with six tasks: to es
tablish “as complete a picture as possi
ble of the nature, causes and extent o f . 
gross violations of human rights” dur
ing the period from March 1, 1960— 
that is, the time of the Sharpeville 
massacre—to the end of 1993; to grant 
amnesty to “persons who make full 
disclosure of all the relevant facts re
lating to acts associated with a politi
cal objective” in that period; to give 
victims “an opportunity to relate the 
violations they suffered”; to take mea
sures of reparation, rehabilitation, and 
the restoration of “human and civil 
dignity” to the victims; to report “to 
the Nation” on its findings; and, finally, 
to make recommendations aimed at 
the prevention of such violations of 
human rights in future. A large and 
complex order. ■

Note that instead of the general 
amnesty that the security and military 
chiefs originally hoped for, there is 
only individual amnesty, granted only 
to those who personally apply for it, 
only for those past misdeeds of which 
they make full disclosure, and only 
where they can demonstrate a “politi
cal objective.” This direct linkage of 
the amnesty-granting and truth-telling 
functions—“truth for amnesty”—is 
the most original feature of the South 
African process.

T h  e commissioners—who according 
to the act must be “fit and proper per
sons who are impartial and who do not 
have a high political profile”—were 
appointed by President Mandela at 
the end of 1995, from a list of candi
dates who had gone through a careful, 
televised public.5C« utiny. Bcsiuca their 
incomparable chairperson, Archbishop 
Tutu, and the Deputy Chair, Alex Bo- 
raine, an impressive former Methodist 
minister and MP, they include lawyers, 
human rights activists, other church
men, doctors, and psychologists, with 
at least one representative of the main 
colors of the “rainbow nation”: white 
of British origin, white Afrikaner, 
black African, Indian, and what as a 
legacy of the apartheid years is still 
called “coloured.”

The group first met in December
1995. Modern, downtown offices were 
rented in four cities, staff and comput
ers were engaged, and the first hear
ings were held already in the spring of
1996. As the law lays down, there are 
three main committees: the Amnesty 
Committee, the Committee on Human 
Rights Violations, and the Committee- 
on Reparation and Rehabilitation. 
The commission is to finish the main 
part of its work at the end of this year, 
and to submit its final report and rec
ommendations to the President by the 
end of March 1998.

The extended deadline for amnesty 
applications expired at midnight on 
May 10, just before I arrived. That 
committee now has to work through a 
pile of more than six thousand applica
tions, deciding in quasi-judicial pro
cess whether each individual qualifies. 
Many of the applicants are convicted 
criminals. I attended a hearing with a 
sinister-looking township thug who 
had killed a completely innocent small 
girl while he was trying to shoot a local 
shopkeeper. “I wanted to have a mo
ment with him before I shot him,” he 
explained at one point. Now he im

plausibly claimed a political motive. It 
was all part of ANC-led “self-defense” 
of the community, you see. “I know 
about your concern for the commu
nity,” said the chairman of the amnesty 
committee, Judge Hassen Mall, in un
derstandable exasperation.

Anyone who has not applied for 
amnesty can in theory still be prose
cuted—if sufficient evidence becomes 
available and if the prosecutors have 
any time to spare from the avalanche 
of current crimes. Those who have not 
applied include the top military of the 
apartheid era, most senior National 
Party politicians, virtually all members 
of Chief Buthelezi’s Inkatha Freedom 
Party (whose Zulu warriors played a 
very significant part in the particularly 
brutal political violence in what is now 
called KwaZulu-Natal), and not a few 
ordinary ANC members—or retro
spective ANC members—involved in 
“necklacings” or the like. Isaac Tsha- 
bile told me that just before the dead
line he had got hold of some amnesty 
application forms. Thinking back to 
two incidents of very rough justice in 
Zwelethemba, when a drug dealer and 
an alleged police informer were 
stabbed, stoned’ and burned to death, 
he had persuaded a police van to drive 
around the township announcing over 
a loudspeaker that he.would be in the 
church hall with the amnesty forms on 
a particular day. He waited there all 
afternoon. Nobody came.

T h  e committee on human rights vio
lations takes the often harrowing testi
mony of the victims or their surviving 
relatives. After months of preliminary 
research,by statement-takers and in
vestigators, a community gathers in a 
local hall to hear “the truth” about past 
iiC iiiors. P i  c wvcciin^o a r s  co iiip ii^ iiiv  _ 
by the fact that people can and often 
do testify in any of South Africa’s 
eleven official languages. Sympathetic 
commission staff lend a supporting 
arm to the blinded youth or a handker
chief to the bereaved mother, whose 
grief is here publicly re-lived and, it is 
hoped, thereby relieved. In these ses
sions the metaphors of “healing”—in
dividual, communal, and national— 
are uppermost. But at the end of the 
day, the commission also has to decide 
whether an individual was or was not 
a victim.

Only such certified victims and their 
relatives are eligible for reparation 
and rehabilitation, the business of the 
third committee. While this com m ittee. 
can order some immediate support, 
treatment, or counseling in cases of 
acute need, its main task is to recom
mend to the president how reparation 
should be made. Alex Boraine ex
plains the good intentions behind this 
procedure: How could they know 
what kind of reparation victims really 
wanted until they asked them? Unfor
tunately, this means that while the 
amnestied killer immediately walks 
free, his victim is still waiting. Repara
tions will be a big and difficult political 
issue. On the day I arrived, the lead 
story in the Cape Times was a sugges
tion made by the ANC, in its submis
sion to the truth commission, that 
white South Africans should pay a 
Reparations Tax.

My white liberal interlocutors kept 
telling me that many victims are only 
looking for symbolic reparation: a 
tombstone for a murdered son, per
haps, or some public act of repentance

by the policeman responsible. Well, I 
heard some of that, particularly from 
better-off ANC activist families. But in 
the sprawling township of KwaMashu, 
north of Durban, a local statement- 
taker told me a different story. He had 
taken some fifty statements, he said, 
and in his experience the main motive 
for people coming forward was simply 
the hope of material compensation. 
The poor can’t eat tombstones.

3.
Besides the regular business of the 
three committees, the commission also 
holds special hearings. I attended one 
in Athlone, a coloured township of 
tidy bungalows that now looks like an 
ordinary suburb of Cape Town-but in
1985 was the scene of violent clashes 
between stone-throwing youths • and 
the police. On October 15,1985, an or

ange 'Uc.iisp .-rt services truck  d rove up 
and down Thornton Road. When 
stones began to be thrown, armed po
licemen jumped up from the crates 
where they had been hiding on the 
back of the truck and started shooting 
into the crowd. Two boys, Shaun Mag- 
moed, aged sixteen, and Michael Mi
randa, aged eleven, were killed, as was 
a twenty-one-year-old man. What rap
idly became known as the “Trojan 
Horse killings” are now the subject of 
this special hearing.

In a large, echoing assembly hall 
rows of schoolgirls in green dresses 
and white headscarves—there is a 
strong Muslim presence here—listen 
to Archbishop Tutu’s warm, ebullient 
Christian introduction. Later, Shaun 
Magmoed’s father is led up on stage. 
He breaks down. Head bowed, he is 
barely capable of articulate speech, 
except for one lightning moment. 
Asked what he thinks of the justice 
system that acquitted the policemen of 
unlawful killing, he spits out a single 
word: “Corruptr  The mother of Michael 
Miranda tells how she searched for him 
through a whole day, until she found 
him in a mortuary. The interviewing 
commissioners try to find words of 
comfort and recognition. The woman 
in whose house Shaun died tells how 
the police barged in, looked at the boy 
on the bloodstained bed, and said, in 
Afrikaans, “Die vark is dood." The pig 
is dead.

Next day it is the turn of the police: 
fat-faced, mustached, they shift un
comfortably in their suits while the 
cameras flash and whirl. They have to 
attend—unlike some other truth com
missions, the TRC has th e  power to

subpoena—and you see just how 
powerful is the public shaming. On the 
notice board outside, there are some 
handwritten poems by children at the 
Islamia College. One reads:

Yes, there are thousands who, 
like me

Seek justice, truth and closure
These men deserve no amnesty
Just simply: fu ll exposure!

Significantly, the commissioners ques
tion the police in English and they 
reply in Afrikaans, for apartheid was 
the creature of white Afrikaners.

Thick-set Brigadier Christiaan Loe- 
dolf, then a major of the railroad po
lice, explains how he told the men in 
the crates to exercise caution: those in 
the crates on the left should not fire to 
the right, in case they hit their col
leagues on the right, and vice versa. 
Never mind the people on the street. 
Douw Vermeulen was the police lieu
tenant in charge of the operation. 
Head bowed, he plays nervously with 
a pen and says he thinks he shot Shaun 
Magmoed but not in the back. “When I 
shot him he was looking at me.” But 
Shaun Magmoed was wounded in the 
back.

Lieutenant-Colonel Salmon Pienaar 
was the reserve army officer in joint 
command. In civilian life he is a head
master. Large, genial, articulate, he 
repeats the story they all tell: this op
eration was mounted to arrest stone- 
throwers, not to kill them. (But a cam
eram an’s evidence suggests that just 
2.5 seconds elapsed between the first 
stone and the first shot.) It wasn’t an 
army operation, he insists. It was done 
by the police, whose methods were 
quite different. (Actually, the South 
African Defence Force was responsi
ble for some of the worst atrocities 
across South Africa’s borders in the 
front-line states.) At the end of his tes
timony, Colonel Pienaar’s lawyer asks 
us to accept, on the basis of today’s ev
idence, that his client is “an honorable 
citizen.”

Oh yes, an honorable citizen... 
Now I am back on familiar ground. 
This is so like the apologias of Ger
mans after 1945 or Stasi officers today. 
Talking a version of Dutch, swearing 
by God and the Dutch Reformed 
Church, protesting their basic decency 
and respect for the law, these men al
ways have a line that they did not step 
across—but someone else did. It was 
not us, it was the SS, says the old Nazi. 
It was not me, it was Department 20, 
says the former Stasi officer. It was not 
the army, it was the police, says 
Colonel Pienaar. Yes, I shot him, says 
police lieutenant Vermeulen, but not 
in the back.

I recall that the chief architect of 
apartheid, Hendrik Verwoerd, studied 
Rassenkunde (race science) at Leipzig 
in the 1930s. Here was European racist 
ideology, evil dressed as good, trans
muted and imposed on the southern 
tip of decolonizing Africa. So now, at 
this other end of the world, I again 
find myself listening to the desperate 
contortions of northern European 
Protestant denial.

4.
From the same Afrikaner mental world, 
but at a higher level in every sense, 
comes ex-President F. W. de Klerk. Sit
ting in the tenth-floor conference room, 
de Klerk begins his day of testimony
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for the National Party, following two 
days of the ANC, with a resounding 
apology for apartheid. “Apartheid was 
wrong,” he says, rolling the r with em
phasis. He apologizes to “the millions 
of South Africans” who suffered 
forced removals, who were arrested 
under the pass laws, “who over the 
decades—and indeed, centuries—suf
fered the indignities and humiliation 
of racial discrimination.” This “re
newed apology,” he says, “is offered in 
a spirit of true repentance.”

A handsome beginning. But then the 
questioning, conducted by a lawyer 
and like a cross-examination, takes 
him through a whole series of killings, 
bombings, and examples of torture, 
mainly from the 1980s, for which the 
truth commission has found evidence 
of authorization or knowledge at the 
highest levels, up to and including cab
inet ministers. Much of this evidence is 
already well known from press re
ports: about the notorious killing cen
ter commanded by the police officer 
Eugene de Kock at Vlakplaas, for ex
ample, or the murder in Maputo of 
Ruth First, the wife of the communist 
leader Joe Slovo, at the behest of a man 
who subsequently joined de Klerk’s 
Presidential Council. But some comes 
from the commission’s own investi
gations and, particularly, from the 
amnesty applications of senior police 
officers.

Did de Klerk know about these 
things? Does he regard them as bona 
fide  or mala fide  implementation of 
guidelines? What, for example, would 
be a “reasonable interpretation” of a 
State Security Council instruction in
1986 to organize “a well-trained ca
pacity to effectively wipe out terror
ists”? And in the light of all this evi
dence, _how can he possibly maintain, 
as he has in his written submission, 
that these were “the criminal actions 
of a handful of operatives of the secu
rity forces of which the [National] 
Party was not aware and which it could 
never have condoned”? Or in other 
words, as Archbishop Tutu more col
orfully puts it, “just a few bad eggs.”

D e  Klerk argues that the country 
faced “a revolutionary onslaught.” 
The ANC aimed to make the country 
ungovernable: “You cannot fight that 
kind of thing just in the normal way.” 
The other side did horrible things too. 
Yes, there were deviations “from what 
might be described as the Queens- 
berry Rules even for this kind of war.” 
But “murder and assassination cannot 
be justified’.” And no, no, and again 
no, he personally neither authorized 
nor knew about it. If he had, he would 
not subsequently have established the 
commission headed by Justice Richard 
Goldstone to investigate these claims 
—particularly those about the myste
rious “third force,” a still controversial 
label for secret operations by parts of 
the military and security apparatus, in
cluding, crucially, the direct encour
agement of black-on-black violence. 
“We were not above the law,” he says. 
He and his colleagues thought of them
selves as Christians. Their “whole 
ethos” was to act “within the frame
work of the word of the Lord.” They 
never believed. ..  he gropes for' a 
phrase, says it aloud in A frikaans... 
“The end justifies the means?” sug
gests the Archbishop, in his gravelly 
voice. Yes, that’s it! They never be
lieved that the end justifies the means.

Afterward, I found that most people 
present, commissioners, commission 
staff, academics, and journalists, were 
indignant. “H e’s lying,” said one, 
bluntly. Two senior ANC politicians 
marched off up to Adderley Street to 
denounce him as “a disgraceful cow
ard” and to “reject his apology with 
contempt.” At a press conference next 
day, Tutu said he was nearly in tears to 
hear de Klerk in effect negating his 
own handsome apology. How could de 
Klerk say he did not know? Dramatic 
pause: “I told him .” When I spoke sub
sequently to the Archbishop, I asked 
him what de Klerk had said back then, 
when he told him. Oh, replied the 
Archbishop, they would always insist 
we were maligning the police...

D e  Klerk’s case seems to me exem
plary in its complexity. What I heard

Although de Klerk was too loyal to his 
predecessor to say this, the man. who 
should really have been testifying here 
was P.W. Botha, the long-time de
fense minister, prime minister, then 
president from 1984 to 1989, nick
named “the great crocodile,” who now 
lives quietly in retirement in the ap
propriately named Wilderness. As the 
distinguished political commentator 
R.W . Johnson put it to me: question
ing de Klerk about the 1980s was 
rather like asking Khrushchev to an
swer for the crimes of Stalinism— 
while Stalin himself sat quiet in his 
dacha in Tbilisi.

As for his knowing exactly what was 
going on, de Klerk insists that he did 
not know the scale of human rights 
violations: “I am as shocked as you 
are.” A senior figure uniquely well 
placed to judge suggests to me that this

Molly LuL owski, right, testifying at the Truth and Reconciliation Commission in 
Cape Town, April 1996, about the murder o f  her son Anton. A t left is a TRC member.

in that dramatic day of testimony was 
the voice at once of a lawyer, a party 
politician, a historical figure, and a 
struggling human conscience. A lawyer 
by training, de Klerk was pleading in 
his own defense against another law
yer, before whatlooked very much like 
a court. There had been calls for him to 
apply for amnesty, as had top ANC fig
ures like the defense minister Joe 
Modise. Asked by Alex Boraine why he 
had not done so, he said amnesty was for 
crimes, these hearings for the acknowl
edgment of political responsibility.

As a party politician, still the leader 
of the National Party, he had to think 
of his voters. With its core Afrikaner 
electorate feeling beleaguered, their 
precious, once-dominant Afrikaans 
language reduced to the same status as 
isiXhosa or isiZulu, and with the truth 
commission seen by them as an ANC 
operation to keep the National Party 
in the dock until the next election, 
there would be no votes for de Klerk 
in cooperating more than was legally 
necessary. Even as he spoke, one of his 
key younger associates in the negoti
ated transition, Roelf Meyer, was try
ing to break the mold and form a new, 
genuinely national party. An embat
tled party leader plays safe, to keep 
the votes he has.

Then there was the historical figure, 
the statesman who shared the Nobel 
Peace Prize with Nelson Mandela. As 
he kept insisting, he was the man who 
dismantled the whole system: not just 
of repression, not just of apartheid, 
but of white domination altogether.

may even be true. De Klerk, he says, 
was like a man who does not want to 
know that his wife is having an affair: 
all their friends know about it, every
one else knows, only he doesn’t.3 Ex
cept that this affair was an affair of 
state and the atrocities were not a de
viation from but rather a logical exten
sion of the defense of the indefensible.

Finally, though, beneath all these 
layers, I saw a limited but far from ig
noble human being genuinely wrestling 
with his conscience. Here, in the glare 
of the camera lights, he had a strange, 
almost aggressive half-smile on his 
round, glistening face, as he delivered 
his serial denials. But a few years 
hence, on quiet reflection, in private— 
I should like to talk to him then.

5.
No, the effects of a truth commission 
are not seen in a day. Perhaps next 
year, when the all-important final re
port and recommendations have been 
submitted, published, read, and imple
mented, we shall be able to say more. 
Yet by what criterion is “success” to 
be judged? Truth? Justice? Reconcili
ation? Closure? Healing? National 
unity? Prevention of future abuses?

3I subsequently found this story re
peated in Allister Sparks’s excellent 
Tomorrow Is Another Country: The 
Inside Story o f  South Africa’s Negoti
ated Revolution (University of Chicago 
Press; 1996). A  conversation with Mr. 
Sparks confirmed that we had the same 
authoritative source.

And of course we will never know 
what would have happened if the truth 
commission had never been.

In the meantime, there are a few 
things that can be said about the South 
African attempt to “deal with the 
past,” both in relation to the previous 
experience of other countries and with 
a view to learning from it. “Truth for 
amnesty” is at once the most Original 
and the most troublesome feature of 
the commission’s work. Most people 
find it hard and some find it impossible 
to accept that multiple murderers 
should walk free. The act does require 
the commission to consider the “pro
portionality” of an action to the politi
cal objective pursued, but it is extra
ordinarily difficult to know what was 
“proportional” in an all-out, covert, 
dirty war. One Brian Mitchell, who 
personally commanded a notorious 
massacre of eleven innocent men, 
women, and children in the commu
nity of Trust Feeds, has already been 
granted amnesty. The commission 
then arranged for him to revisit the 
place “seeking reconciliation.” Some 
found this moving, others found it 
grotesque. The widow of Steve Biko, 
whose killers applied for amnesty, 
joined others in appealing to the Con
stitutional Court against this proce
dure. The court found that it is in line 
with the requirements of the Interim 
Constitution, and the judges' are also 
privately supportive of doing it 
through the commission rather than 
the courts. Richard Goldstone, now a 
Constitutional Court judge, says: 
“Making public the truth is itself a 
form of justice.” Justice with a small

Without this procedure we would » 
never know much of the detail about 
the repression—whether a particular 
person was killed, who killed him. 
where the body was buried so it can 
now be exhumed for decent reburial. 
To this day we would not have known 
exactly how Steve Biko died. The sur
viving documentation is otherwise ex
tremely poor: both because many per
secuted black and coloured Africans 
were not thought to merit the dignity 
of a file and because a large number of 
files were systematically shredded and 
burned by the army, police, and other 
shadowy security units over the four 
years of transition.

Important parts of the truth about 
repression may still be buried for good. 
While senior police officers have ap
plied for amnesty, the top military have 
not. Since the failure of the court case 
against the former defense minister; 
Magnus M alan—a failure that very 
authoritative sources attribute to the 
incompetence or deliberate malice of 
the white attorney general who formu
lated the indictment—they probably 
no longer fear prosecution. Without that 
stick, the carrot of amnesty is useless.

.A n o th e r  criticism of the amnesty 
procedure is directed at the great em
phasis placed on forgiveness, particu
larly by Archbishop Tutu. Marius 
Schoon, who came home one day to 
find the flesh and bones of his wife and 
six-year-old daughter spread over the 
floor by a South African security ser
vice bomb, objects bitterly to what he 
calls “the imposition of a Christian 
morality of forgiveness.” Alex Boraine 
told me of a black African woman 
whose husband was abducted and 
killed, and who now sat listening to his 
killer. (The commission is obliged to
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bfir.g the victim or their next of kin to 
the amnesty hearing, if they wish to 
come, and to provide them with legal 
counsel.)^After learning for the first 
time how her-husband had died, she 
was asked if she could forgive the man 
who did it. Speaking slowly, in one of 
the native languages, her message 
came back through the interpreters: 
“No government can forgive.” Pause. 
“No commission can forgive.” Pause. 
“Only I can forgive.’* Pause. “And I 
am not ready to forgive.”

There are no rules for handling these 
very emotional encounters. Each com
missioner does it in his or her own 
way. This is Tutu’s way. Described to 
me by a colleague as “a fervent Angli
can”—which sounds, to English ears, 
like a contradiction in terms—the Arch
bishop is a devout and passionate Chris
tian. (He starts our private conversa-' 
tion with a prayer.) He believes in 
forgiveness. But other commissioners 
do it in other ways. Pumla Gobodo- 
Madikizela, a smartly dressed black 
African psychologist, gives tearful vic
tims long and, to my ear, insufferably 
condescending lectures about “coping 
with trauma.” The white liberals on 
the commission go for sober brevity 
and quiet, understated sympathy. There 
is no single moral style—in the com
mission, as in the nation it represents.
I prefer the understated sympathy my
self, but then I’m a white liberal.

The call for forgiveness also reflects 
the overall priority given to “reconcil
iation.” “Truth. The Road to Recon
ciliation,” says a commission leaflet. 
Thanking de Klerk for his testimony, 
the Archbishop said it had contributed 
to finding the truth but “much more 

. importantly” to reconciliation and “the 
healing of our nation.” Later I asked 
him: Why “much more importantly”? 
For the simple reason, he said, that ex
posing this painful truth could so eas
ily lead in another direction. Revela
tions about how the bombs were 
planted could tear the nation apart al
most as badly as bombs themselves. 
That’s why he keeps harping on the 
need for reconciliation and ubuntu.

Yet, taken to the extreme, the rec
onciliation of all with all is a deeply il
liberal idea. As Isaiah Berlin has taught 
us, liberalism means living with unre- 
solvable conflicts of values and goals, 
and South Africa has those in plenty. 
Furthermore, the history of past “rec
onciliations”—between Germans and 
Poles, for example, or Poles and Jews
— reminds us that its timescale is mea
sured not in months but in generations. 
Here there are more than three hundred 
years of racial conflict to be worked 
through. Would it not be more realistic 
to define a more modest goal: peaceful 
coexistence, cooperation, tolerance?

.A n o th e r  problem is the accusation 
of pro-A NC bias. After the sharp criti
cism of de Klerk, the National Party 
announced that it was suspending its 
cooperation with the commission and, 
unless the Archbishop apologized and 
Mr. Boraine resigned, would take the 
commission to court for political bias. 
As this article goes to press, the com
missioners have just rejected these de
mands and have called for an urgent 
meeting with de Klerk’s party to resolve 
the conflict. The Inkatha Freedom Party 
has all along virtually boycotted the 
commission’s work on grounds of bias, 
despite strenuous efforts by the com
missioners in KwaZulu-Natal to get them

involved. While I was there, an In
katha Freedom Party member of par
liament colorfully denounced the TRC 
as “a circus presided over by a weeping 
clown.” So at the time of writing the two 
main opposition parties, representing 
between them nearly one third of the votes 
cast in the 1994 election, no longer rec
ognize the legitimacy of the commission.4

This is a serious blow—even if the 
charge of bias is quite unjustified. But 
is it? Clearly, leading members of the 
ANC are not averse t6 making party- 
political capital out of commission 
proceedings. Unsurprisingly, many 
commission staff are ANC members or 
sympathizers and some of them want 
—to put it crudely—to see the Nats 
nailed. On the other hand, the com
mission has tried to be as tough in its 
questioning of the one side as of the 
other. The ANC leaders were not al
lowed the simple defense that because 
theirs was a just cause it was therefore 
a Just War. They were asked hard ques
tions. We had the spectacle, for exam
ple, of the current deputy-president of 
South Africa and heir-apparent to 
Nelson Mandela, Thabo Mbeki, strug
gling to explain the township libera
tion chant “Kill the boer, kill the 
farmer.” That chant, he said, was just a 
piece of African folk tradition, not a 
statement of policy or in ten t...

Yet, at the end of the day, the com
mission’s report is bound to be harder 
on the National Party than on the A NC 
for the simple reason that the National 
Party was in power, presiding over the 
apartheid regime, for the whole period 
under investigation. It would be absurd 
and wrong to preserve moral neutrality 
between the jailer and the jailed. This 
being so, one wonders about the wis
dom of the original attempt to create 
an “impartial’’ commission: Might it 
not have been better, like the Enquete 
Commission of the German parliament, 
to have some explicit representation of 
the parties elected to the democratic 
parliament? Might there not still be a 
place in the final report for separate 
statements of the very different histor
ical perspectives of the main parties?

E v e ry o n e  agrees that the final report 
will be crucial to the success or failure 
of the commission. How can the mass of 
evidence possibly be digested in the 
few months remaining? Can they pro
duce a historical account of human 
rights violations that is reasonably com
prehensive, nuanced, firm in judgment, 
yet not immediately rejected by two 
thirds of the political nation? While the 
current plan envisages four volumes, 
they hope to do an abridged, popular 
version. Can they write a book that or
dinary South Africans will actually read? 
The model cited is the best-selling 
Nunca M&s report of the commission 
on the disappeared in Argentina, but 
Nunca M&s addressed one specific, well- 
defined set of abuses, albeit in a wider 
context. Here the TRC has to give “as 
complete a picture as possible” of a 
fiendishly complex landscape of hor
rors over thirty-three years. It will re
quire the combined genius of a Namier, 
an Orwell, and a Delacroix to paint it.

Nor will that be the end of the story. 
Before the “closure” hopefully evoked
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“It has been suggested that some sepa
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