RESOLUTION OK CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTION
ICAPE TOW DIOCESAN SYNOD (ANGLICAN) 16/1p/77)

l. Support for Anglican Bishops* endorsement of Statement from
flatholic Bishops* Conference.

l. That this Synod wholeheartedly supports the Bishops of the Church
of the Province of South Africa in expressing their appreciation of and
identifying themselves with the Statement on Conscientious Objection made
by the Southern African Catholic Bishops®™ Conference as set out "belows

I, Full text of Catholic Bishopsl Conference Statement.

1. Context - Armed struggle developing

In the armed struggle that is developing on our borders and oould
easily spread internally a grevious situation arises for all who arc
concerned about the use of violence. On one side the conviction grows
in a significant sector of the oppressed majority that only violence

willbbring liberation.. On the other the minority secs itself threatened
by indiscriminate violence supported by international Communism.
2. Need for C stlan Leader ship.

In these “ronising circumstances we can only promise with God"s
help to give leadership in an on-going Christian examination of this
tragio situation. No intend to publish reflections from time to time
as incentives to Christian prayer, thought and commitment and tfc hope to
be able to do this with the representatives of other Christian Churches

and organisations. In the meantime wo have resolved to say something
about conscientious objection.
3. Second Vatican. Council an Conscientious Objection.

According to the teaching of the Second Vatican Council, "it
seems just that laws should make human provision: for the case of
conscientious objectors who refuse to carry arms, provided they accept

some other form of community service.” (Constitution of the Church in
the Modern World, No* 7P)»
4. Different forms of Conscientious Objection.

In order to understand the issue of conscientious objection, a
careful distinction should be made between universal conscientious
objection (the pacifist) and selective conscientious objection (e.g. on
the grounds that a particular war is unjust); between combatant
military service (carrying arms) and non-combatant military service
(e.g. in the medical corps) and between military service (combatant or
non-combatant) and national service (which could include services to tho
community, like social welfare, education, housing).

5. Provisions of S.A. Defense Act.

In SouttTXfrica the Defence Force Act (section 67(3))

a) makes no provision for any conscientious objector (universal or selective)
to do non-military national service;

b) provides for universal conscientious objectors (those who belong to
pacifist denominations) to do non-combat.ant military service*

0) makes no provision for selective conscientious objectors even to do
non-combatant military service.

Such provisions arc made in some way or another by almost every
other non-communist country in tho world which has conscription.

It should also be noted that objectors arc sometimes accomodated,
despite the lack of legal provision for it, by being given non-combatant
tasks, but never by being given non-military service.

6. Certain Conscientious Objectors liable to fine or imprisonment.

Consequently, in South Africa the selective objector and tho
universal objector refusing to do non-combatant military service are
liable to a fine and/or imprisonment (section 126, 127(c)).



7e Defend right to conscientious objection.

In this matter of consciontious objection we defend the right of
every individual to follow his own conscience, and the right therefore
to conscientious objection both on the grounds of universal pacifism
and on the grounds that he seriously believes the war to be unjust. In
this as in every other matter, the individual is obliged to malce a
moral judgement in terms of the facts at his disposal after trying to
ascertain these facts to the best of his ability. While we recognise
that the conscientious objector will have to suffer the consequences of
his own decision and the penalties of the State, we uphold his right
to do this and we urge the State to make provision for alternative forms
of non-military servicc as is done in other countries in the world,"”

1. Support for Archbishop” Statement - S.A. Society is "morally
indefensible.l

We endorse the words of our Archbishop in his statement to the
press (on 16th February, 1977) that "the society wo have r-r."iated for
ourselves is morally indefensible, This is very serious at a time
when we are being asked to defend it.™*

We sympathise with those who in conscience believe thsafc it is an
act of disobedience to God 12y be. parr, of the military structures of this
country, because they are convinced that by doing so they would bo
defending what is morally indefeasible,,

2* Uphold right tgs be otmacxfontlous ob.ierrMrc

We uphold the right of such people to be conscientious objectors
and we urge the state to make provision for alternative forms of non-
military sewice,

3. Church has duty to make peoplo”awars and to challenge in cost of
disciplet-hly,

We acoept that we, as a Church, have a positive dirty to make all
people aware of what is involved in being used to defend moral iy
indefensible, and to challenge each other in the oost of dlsoipleship,
putting first the claims of Christ over all our being and doing.

4. Implementation. Resolution to be conveyed to Church members and
other Dioceses.

We request the Board of Social Responsibility, in co-operation
with parish priests, to ensure that the contents of this resolution are
conveyed to every parishener, and that efforts be made to see that
opportunities be oreated for full discussions of the issuer, involved,
both in the parishes and at schools and universities.

We further ask our Archbishop, assisted by the Board of Social
Responsibility, to communicate with other Dioceses in the Province,
inviting their support in this matter.

Notes headings included subsequently for convenient reference.
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CAPE TOWN DIOCESAN SYNOD (ANGLICAN) 16.10.77

SIPrCRT FOR THL ANGLICAN BIjHQPS' ENDORSEI-E'.r OF STAfEHCNT FRYjV
catholic eishops” conference “

Tnat this Synod wholeheartedly supports the Bishops of the Church of
the Province of South Africa in expressing their appreciation of and
identifying themselves with the Statement on Conscientious Objection
made Dy the Southern African Bishops* Conference as set out below:

F'LL UXT OF CATHOLIC 31SHOPS' CONFERENCE STATE NCNT
CONTEXT - AfifCC STRUGGLE DEVELOPING

In the armed struggle that is developing on our borders and could easily
spread internally a grevious situation arises for all who are concerned
about the use of violence. On one side ttie conviction grows in a significant
sector of the oppressed majority that only violence will bring liberation.
On the other the minority sees itself threatened by indiscriminate violence
supported by international Communism.

ICED FOR CHRISTIAN LEADERSHIP

In these agonising circumstances we can only promise with God's help to

cive leadership in an on-going Christian examination of this tragic situation.
We intend to publish reflection* from time to tine as incentives to

Christian prayer, thought and cotrwitrnent and we hope to be able to do this
with the representatives of other Christian Churches and organisations. |In
the meantime we have resolved to say something about conscientious objection.

.SECOND VATICAN COUNCIL ON CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTION

According to the teaching of the Second Vatican Council, "it seerts j«st
that laws should make human provision tor the case of conscientious
objectors who refuse to carry arms, provided they accept some other tor-i
of community service." (Corrstitution of the churcfi in the Modem Worid,
No. ») !

DIFFERENT FORMS OF CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTION

In order to understand the issue of conscientious objection, a careful
distinction should be made between universal conscientious objection (the
pacifist) and selective conscientious objection (e.g. on ttie grounds that
a particular war is unjust); fcetween corfcatant military service (carrying
arms) and non-cofnbatant military service (e.g. in the medical corps) and
between m ilitary service (combatant or non-combatant) and national service
(which could include services to the community, like social welfare,
education, housing).

PROVISIONS OF S.A. DEFENCE ACT

In South Africa the Defence Act (section 67(3))

a) makes no provision for any conscientious objector (universal or selective)
to do non-military national service;

b) proviaes for universal conscientious objectors (those who belong to
pacifist denominations) to do non-coro.itant military servico

Such provisions mace in some way or another v, almost *tver/ r er non-
cortrijnijt co-f.try in the worla »nich «. ;onscri lion.

*he lack f le.jal provision for it, by being given non-combat.jr.t tasks,
but never »y se',g given non-military service.

f.hr/n i .NNm LNTIOUS OBJECTORS LIABLE TO FINE OR IW»RISOWINT

Ocrise jentiy, in South Africa the selective objector and the universal
objector refusing to do non-combatant militar/ service are liatYe' to a
tine an3/or imprisonment (section 126, 127(c))

DEFEND RIGHT TO CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTION

In this matter of conscientious objection we defend the right of every
individual to fol low his own conscience, and the right therefore to
conscientious objection both on the grounds of universal pacifism and
on the grounds that he seriously believes the way to be unjust. In this
as in every other matter, the individual is obliged to make a moral
judgement in terms of the tacts at his disposal after frying to ascertain
these tacts to the best of his ability. While we recognise that the con-
scientious objector will have to suffer the consequences of his own
decision and the penalties of the State, we uphold his right to do this
and we urge the State to make provision for alternative forms of non-

ri litary service as is done in other countries in the world."

SUPPORT FOR ARCHBISHOP'S STATEMENT - S. A. SOCIETY |S"MORALLY INDEFENSIBLE"

rteendorse the words of our Archbishop in his statement to the press (on
16th February, 19771 that "the society we have created for ourselves s
moral Ilv indefensible. This is v»ry serious at a time when »e are reing

asKed to defend it."

*e sympathise with those «ho in conscience oelieve that it is an act of
disobedience to God to be part of tne military structures of this country,
because they are convinced that by doing so thev would be defending what
is norally indefensible.

UPHOLD RIGHT TO BE CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTOR

ete uphold ttie right ol such people to be consclenfious objectors and we
urge the State to make provision for alternative forms of ncx ilitary
snrvice.

CHURCH HAS DUTY TO MAKE PEOPLE AWARE AND TO XALLENGE IN COST Of
01 SCIPLESHIP

tie accept that we, as 3 Church, have a positive duty to make all oeople
aware of*»hat is involved in being used to defend the morall> indefensible
find to challenge each other in the cost of discipleship, puttirj first fhp
c;aims of Christ over al.l our being and doing.

IMPLEMENTATION. «<RESOLUTION TO BE uJNVEYED TO CHURCH MEMBERS ANE 'JTHIR
DIOCESES '

reuuest the Board ol Social Responsibility, in co-operation e«ith parish
priests, to ensure that the contents of this resolution are to mejed to
every parishioner | and that efforts ae made to iee that opport.itfies be
creati- tor full di-iC.ssions of the issues involved, bolh in f - parishes
ana at v.noaii anti universities.

.e f-rf or i%K 'jr .'rj i>Isr.op, is,ljtoj'ly ~uru «f So*.1lre on»i; | lity
tc-C'J . dic *ttfj ct*er ~lc* "fj oir Tiif] i{tvitinr o o wft it



The provincial synod of the Church of the
Province of South Africa met recently in
Pietermaritzburg. The gathering is most
likely to be remembered lor the searching
debate that was conducted about a num-
ber of controversial resolutions on the
Church and on S.A. Defence Force. We
reprint here the text of anumber ol these
resolutions as passed by Synod. We be-
lieve they mark an important step forward

in the Church's struggle lor peace and
justice.

RESOLUTIONS

Role ol the SADF and the Crisis of Con-
science
(Carried. 147 for, 8 against)

That this Synod conscious of the esca-

lating civil conflict in our land notes with
grave concern;

1 The ongoing institutional violence per-
petrated against the disenfranchised
people of South Africa as manifested for
example in the diabolical resettlement
policy, the migratory labour system, the
denationalization of the majority of this
country's citizens, and laws which allow
for indefinite detention and interrogation;

2 The increasingly central role which the
SADF plays in upholding these unjust and
cruel structures,

a) in the National Security Council which
plays a vital part in evolving and further-
ing government pplicy,

b) in enforcing policy through its presence
and activities in the black townships;

3. That the SADF is increasingly being
used to support the cause of apartheid,
declared by our church to be “totally un-
christian, evil and a heresy” and hence
unjust;

4. The crisis of conscience this poses
young Anglicans conscripted to serve in
the SADF and to fight for an unjust cause,
and consequently requests our Synod of
Bishops to give a pastoral lead and assis-
tance to both parents and their sons as
they seek God s will for them in this matter.

¥ Board for Rallglous Oty*ction

(Carried 147 for, 1against)

That this Synod notes that the Defent
Amendment Act of 1983 fails in importai
respects to fulfil the request of this Synci
as expressed in Resolution 25 of the Pro
vincial Synod of 1982.

Believes that this Act, while allowing fo
conscientious objection by a narrowly de
fined category of religious pacifists, i:
crucially at variance with the principles o
the CPSA Resolution in the following
ways:

1. Whereas the CPSA upholds the right o
freedom of conscience and specifically th«
right of all people not to take up arms o
be part of military structures on ethical a
well as religious grounds; The Defence
Amendment Act deliberately excluded th<
right of conscientious objection on ethica
grounds. All bona-fide non-religious con
scientious objectors are denied the righ
to freedom of conscience.

2. Whereas the CPSA in keeping with thi
mainline Christian tradition has never re
quired of its members that they adopt
pacifist stance. While recognising pacifisn
as a vocation for some, the Church up
holds the traditional just-war doctrine (Ar
tide 37). The Defence Amendment Ac
deliberately excludes the just-war traditior
as a valid basis for conscientious objec’
tion, and confines the grounds to a uni
versal pacifist position. This excludes the
vast majority of Anglicans.

3. Furthermore, contrary to the CPS,
Resolution, the Defence Amendment A"
fails to provide a form of non-military se
vice acceptable to conscientious objecto.
in that 6 years service is punitive and the
year prison sentence for objectors wF

are not accepted by the Board is extreme,
harsh.

This Synod notes further that an Anglicar
priest has been appointed to the Board.
Therefore requests Episcopal Synod

i) To issue a statement clarifying the ethi
cal principles of our Church as they apply
to the Board for Religious Objection;

ii) To approach as a matter of urgency thej
Ministers of Manpower and Defence re~
questing that legislation be changed to

a) comply with the ethical teaching of our
Church;

b) make provision for alternative national
service to be under the auspices of the
Church and/or a welfare organisation;

iii) To make it clear to the Minister of
Manpower and to our Church members
that the CPSA does not want a permanent
representative on this Board, and to take
steps to ensure that the Principal Anglican
Chaplain to the SADF resigns from the
Board. ]

aviffe

Military chaplains
(Proposed by the Dean of Pretoria)
(Carried 133 for, 24 against)

Whereas this Synod is convinced that
those serving in national defence forces
within our Province, whether in opera-
tional areas or elsewhere should continue
to have the spiritual ministrations and
pastoral care of Chaplains of the Church
of the Province of Southern Africa, and
that the CPSA should endeavour to find
means of extending its spiritual minis-
trations and pastoral care to those of its
members who are also members of mili-
tary forces opposing such national de-
fence forces:

RESOLVES THAT:

1 Chaplains should be seen as represen-
tatives of Christ and his Church, and not
of the military forces. This should be
clearly reflected in their dress which
should be mutually acceptable to both
military and the Church, but should avoid
any identification with the military,

2. Chaplains should not carry arms.

3 The remuneration paid to a Chaplain
shall be a stipend plus appropriate allow-
ances to be paid by the Church of the
Province of Southern Africa

4 The Bishops should take great care to
appoint fit people truly called by Christ to,
and gifted for, this particular ministry

5. The Church should provide clear guide-
lines and adequate training for Chaplains
in their role as Christ s ministers to mem-
bers of military forces

6 The Bishops should ensure that priests
do not necessarily serve on a permanent

fenii in order to ensure that the chaplains
remain free from undue influence by per-
ceptions. policies and ethos of the military
7. The Bishops should make clear to the
military the role of Chaplains in minister-
ing to Church members involved in armed
forces

8 Chaplains should be directly respon-
sible to the Bishop of the diocese
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End Conscription Campaign
(Carried 150 lor, 6 against)

That this Synod noting that:

1. concerning the war in Namibia, the
Statements made by our Church leaders
confirm that the vast majority of the people
of Namibia regard the South African Ad-
ministration and the South African De-
fence Force as an unwanted oppressive
occupying power in their land;

2. concerning the conflict in South Africa
itself, our previous Provincial Synod has
stated that "the essential nature of the
conflict stems from the determination to
maintain by force a structure of society in
which the majority of the people of this
land suffer gross oppression and exploi-
tation". The continuing violence being
done to people through the policy of
forced removals and relocations serves to
further confirm this view;

Believing that
people should never be compelled against

ttw ton8£i§nc8s to participate in miirtafy
structures

a) Calls upon the Government in South
Africa to widen the grounds for conscien-
tious objectors by basing these on ethical,
not only religious criteria and specifically
to include selective objection.

b) Gives its general support to the End
Conscription Campaign.

School cadets
(Carried 128 for, 11 against)

That this Synod noting:

1. That in a more normal society, the prac-
tice of cadets may be regarded by some
as having positive value:

2. In our present situation of escalating
civil conflict, there are profound object-
ions to this practice:

a) Those involved are being indirectly
prepared for service in the SADF.

b) It is part of the whole psychology of
militarization, which is contrary to the
Gospel of peace which we are called to
proclaim and live.

Accordingly asks the Bishops:

1 To do all in their power to discourage
the practice of cadets at our church
schools.

2. To reconsider their position as chair-
persons of school councils if there is an
ongoing refusal to heed this call of our
church.

3. To promote other forms of service to
the community.

4 To draw the attention of Anglican par-
ents to the fact that they are entitled to
withdraw their children from involvement
in cadets at any school.

5 To provide parents with theological and
pastoral reasons for this response



Collection Number: AG1977

END CONSCRIPTION CAMPAIGN (ECC)

PUBLISHER:

Publisher:- Historical Papers Research Archive
Location:- Johannesburg

©2013

LEGAL NOTICES:

Copyright Notice: All materials on the Historical Papers website are protected by South African copyright law and
may not be reproduced, distributed, transmitted, displayed, or otherwise published in any format, without the prior
written permission of the copyright owner.

Disclaimer and Terms of Use: Provided that you maintain all copyright and other notices contained therein, you
may download material (one machine readable copy and one print copy per page) for your personal and/or
educational non-commercial use only.

People using these records relating to the archives of Historical Papers, The Library, University of the Witwatersrand,
Johannesburg, are reminded that such records sometimes contain material which is uncorroborated, inaccurate,
distorted or untrue. While these digital records are true facsimiles of paper documents and the information contained
herein is obtained from sources believed to be accurate and reliable, Historical Papers, University of the Witwatersrand
has not independently verified their content. Consequently, the University is not responsible for any errors or
omissions and excludes any and all liability for any errors in or omissions from the information on the website or any
related information on third party websites accessible from this website.

This document is part of a collection held at the Historical Papers Research Archive at The University of the
Witwatersrand, Johannesburg, South Africa.



