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Reverend Prank Chikane, General Secretary of the South African Council of
Churches, at the Internaticnal Hearing on Political Viclence in South hf:ica o
-and the Implementation of the National Peace Accord, co-sponsored by the '
o SPGCLal connittoc lgl;n&t Apn;thnid. hold Ln London on 14 and: 15 July 1992.

I would appteciato Lt ££ the presant letter and the attachnd statemﬂat
"could bo circulatad a¢ document of .the Security Council.

o '(aismasn Ibrahim GAMBART
Chalirman )
Special Committee aqainﬂt Aparthoid :

92-31157 () 160792 1665792 /-



5/24292
English
Page 2

dn_South Africe and the Implemsntstion of the National
Esace Accord

I would like to express our thanks to the British Anti-Apartheid
Hovement, particularly Archbishop Trevor Huddleston for organizing this avent
on political viclence in South Africa with an intention of assisting to
rTesolve this crisis. I would like to alsc thank the United Nstions Special
Coemittee against Apartheid for sponsoring and supporting this important
hearing.

Scuth Africa is part and parcel of the world. It is pact of what is
often called a global village and, as such, whatever happens there affecsts the
international community equally. As long as one part of this globa has no
peacae, there will be no peace in the world. Your interuwet therafeze in our
plight in South Africa is welcome and apprecisted. This avent haz thu
potential of giving our people in South Africa hopn that a solutliosn will bhe
produced soon to end the viclence. There is a lot of fecling of hopelessaess,
of peocple who are victims of circumstances beciuse of ¢his senseless vicienca.

Our country has not known peace since 1652 and mnre &5 since the
imposition of the apartheid system in 1948. But the 19808 and 19908 have
witnessad the worst violence ever. This violence is ralatad, first, to the
security force suppression of the people’s resistance tov the apacrthoid system.
And lately, it is part of the strategy of the Govarmment of deogtzbilization
and weakaning of opposing parties in the negotiation prnceaw.

Following the 2 February 1990 announcement of the de Kilork Government to
unban the liberation movements and to enter into neyatiationa, wz warned that
the violence that was escalating then formed a sericue thrwat and cbstacis to
the negotiation process. Once negotiations had sturted in one form or
another, we warned again that this violence threatensd the precssa iteelf.

Between 2 Pebruary 1990 and 1 October 1991, churcl: léadwes of ¢he South
African Council of Churches met Mr. da Klerk three times. 2and in these
moetings preliminary evidence of allegations of sacurity force iavolvament in
the violence wae presented to him. We made him aware of Lhe general leas of
confidence in the security forces by the majority of Soutn Africana,

As a result of this violence, the African Mational Congress of Souka
Africa (ANC) gave the Government an ultimatum in Hay 1991 ¢o act on covzain
agpects of thie vielence before 7 May 1991, failing which there would Le no
talks hatwean thae Sovarnment and ANC. This crisis called for churck loaduors
to intervene €0 get the nugotlation process back on trazek. Pollowing tiis
inne: vt lon, DLOBG L90UG (i THUDShSs and Luslnesses was wunbl iLuhess Lo
facllitais whe peocess chat 12 to the stlonal Boaco sconrd,
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The National Peace Accord and various other factors opened the way for a
posaibility of a negotiated settlement in South Africa. But the violence
continued to threaten this process. Ae a result, church leaders of the South
African Council of Churches convened an emergency summit of leuaders of
affected areas to work out a joint strategy on how to end the violence. A
statement in this regard was adopted leading to two foilow-up working groups
on matters that dealt with international monitoring and involvement of the
international community and general implementation strategies on decisions of
leaders. I will not bore you with the details. The three documents cc~lid be
made available for your study.

In the same breath, church leaders also requested a meeting with
Mr. de Klerk to impress on him once more the seriousnese and dangers of the
violence and presented to him concrete proposals on how this violence could be
ended. A dstailed memorandum was presented to him and it has been put as part
of the package for the present hearing. Unfortunately, sinca 22 May 1992,
vhen we met Mr. de Klerk, there has been no response to that memorandum.

This Inteéernational Hearing meets at a time when we are faced with the
worst crisis ever in the country. There ias a deadlock at the Convention for a
Damocratic South Africa (CODESR) regarding constitutional negotiations and
related matters of the process of negotiations. Many would ask what the
nature of the daadlock is. And I would summarize it by saying that the
minority Government understandably fears democracy. That if democracy took
ite course it would lose power. And ite intention of entering into a
negotiation process was not to logse power but to be part of that control of
power. And that is understandable when it coiwas to pacple who ara in the
minority. But, unfortunately, democracy requires that the people of the
country make the choices that they would want to have. The key question that
ie facing South Africa today is whether the people of South Africa participate
in the production of a constitution for that country, or some group that is
not elaectad producas & constitution and imposes it on the people. And that to
me is the element of the deadlock.

But we are not only faced with a deadliock, we are also faced with a call
for mass action to force the apartheid reqgime out of power, or to cause it to
remove all constreints to the process of transition to democracy. This has
bean undertaken bacauge of the deadlock. People whe are voteless and cannot
follow ordinary procesees of elsctions and deciding on the future of the
country resort to methods that they helieve are the best at a particular given
time. And this has been the method that has been rescrted to.

On the other hand, there is alsc a third element in thig crisis: a
buiid-ugp since 16 June 1992 of a violent respcnse of forces of darknses to
maes action., In fact, the prophets of doom want to prove and falfil their
prophesy — maos action will cause violence. And go when people undectake it,
than forcco of davknoss cvome and murday people 90 Bhat e worgld Can believs
that, indeed; it ecaunes violence. B cloge examination of $he violenco around
16 dunm and the days after shows that wn fact the violenes came {rom outaside
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pecple who made or wers involved in the action, rather than people who were
themselves involved.

That action by forces of darkness has resulted in the Boipatong massacre
and varioue other incidents of brutal killings of innocent civilians in the
country.

The fourth element is that all this had led to the breakdown in the
negotiation proceaa. CODESA has been put aside and there have been exchanges
of memoranda and a moratorium hae been decleraed or exchanges of mamoranda as
well. And so we are faced with the worst crisis ever.

To put this violence in perspective, I have chosen to deal, rathaer, with
the hiastorical socurces of this viclence in South Africa and focusing
specifically on the role of the aparthsid regime in this violence. I'm doing
this so that all those who will present evidence in the hea-ings of spacific
activity and involvemant of one group or another in the violence will have the
context within which they present it. I have chosen ~vather to deal with the
Government and somw would ask why have I chosen to do so. There are two
reagons. One is that the rest of the other complexities of the violence will
be dealt with during these hearings and I wish you all the luck in that
exercise. But the second and the main reason is that whilst church leaders
are aware of the complex nature of this violence and the fact that there are
other parties implicated in this regard, we believe that the South African
Government is primarily responsible for the viclence. Our conclusion ig based
on the following.

First, it is the historical involvement of thea South African Government
in violence itself. All of ueé know that the regime was structurad in such a
way that it institutionally violated the rights of the majority of South
Africans. The racist apartheid Government and the system was violently
imposed on the people, causing untold harm, misery and death to many of our
pocple over many years.

To suppraess the people’s resistance, they used naked force, including
detention without trial, torture and long-term imprisonment of opponents of
apartheid. This naked violence of the regime starced a spirsl of violence in
the form of countar-violence and mora violence.

it ie now hiastory that the Government considered the people‘e raesigtance
an part of a total onslaught against the White minority and thus developed an
sjaborate strateqy called “total strategy" against what wae perceived as a
“total onslaught® against it. This total strategy meant total war against all
thuse oppoeed to th2 regime, both inside the country and outside the country.
This invoelved mass detentions, repressive security legislation, reetrictions
on the preas, etc. 17 involved getting engaged in covert operationsg lavolving
agsasginations, special forces, mourder sguads and hit sousds.  And oore
ravalations of cormisglions, evidoncs in commlissions have shown that this was
the woy in whien the Government opocatod. The only way the revelations take
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me shows beyond doubt that in fact the Government was involved at the highest
level.

But this violence of apartheid has created a spirit of intolerance
amongst the people of South Africa. Apartheid was intolerant and therefore
people learned to be intolerant. People learned to be violent as a way of
resolving their problems. Bacause of this intolerance and the resort to
viclence as a means of solving problems we have created a culture of violence
in the country. A culture of intclerance that South Africa will suffer under
for a long, long time. The violence, therefore, as designed, was such that it
would then appesr in terms of covert designs and operations to be a “Elack on
Black" violence, or toc look like it is a "Black on Black" violence.

The revelations have made it unnecessary for me to sing the song I have
been singing up to July last year, of saying this is not just a tribal
viclence. This is not just "Black on Black® violence. This is a well-
dosigned form of violence that has political intentions. The violence in the
eountry has taken a mosentum of its own and ultimately is becoming self-

perpetuating.

Whilst those who triggered it may look innccent, they are responsible for
that spiral of violence we are facing. The second reason that we believe that
the Government must take responsibility is the Government’'s failure to cap the
violence. That Governmen: was very efficient in dealing with us. I’'m one of
those people who knew how effective they were. There was no time when we held
a waeting and did not expect that they would know about it. Ther? was no time
when we planned peacefal activity, when we did not expect that they would know
about it and interfs. : with it. They have besn effective in pre-empting even
peaceful protest, which ve tried to plan in a way they would not kansw. They
arreosted many of our people and suddenly the same effective security force has
loat its capacity to deal with the type of violence we are facing in the
country,

We argue that they have no intention to stop the violence and that the
violence is a continuation of the covert operations which are part of the
security forces and therefore have no ability, no capacity to end that
violencs.

The third reeson is that this Government has a responsibility as
Government. We believe that it ig not a legitimate Govzrnment. But it is a
legal esuthority. It has responsibility for the security forces. No one
cutside the Government can stop the violence except a lagal authority with
security forces. BAnd unleas there iz an aliternative peace-keaping force or an
alrternative form nf aacurlty force, all specialized and frained for that
purpese, we are unlikely toe end the visnlence,

Yhe Government cannot aroue for sovaraiontv of State and that it is the
legal avithority ard pass the responsibliliy for endling violance o othepsople.
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I would like to summarize by saying that we belisve that there are othar
groups that are involved in violence. And the evidence will indicate in that
direction. But we believe that the Government is primarily responsible and
that unless the Governmant takes responsibility to end the violence no one
ocutside that Government can stop it. Xnd unless we gain access to their
covert operations no one will be able to atop the violence in the country.

And so the ball is right in the court of the apartheid regime and we have
to make sure that all South Africans and the international community constrain
the Government in South Africa, in the interim, to stop the violence until
such time that interism mechanisms take responaibility for the security forces.

Secondly. I would iike to submit to you, which submission I‘ve made last
weak to our conference of the South African Council of Churches, that the
Governmernt has had a strategy that is twofold. The first part of the strategy
was & strategy of destabilizing those it negotiated with, whilst negotiating
with them, saving which they would resort t¢o what cthers have called "Plan B".
And this Plan B would mean that in the process of negotiations and giving
credibility to the South African Government, ontering into international
rolations would give the Government such an image that anybody who questioned
their bona fides would lose the propaganda war. And having lost the
propaganda war the suppression of those people would be justified. I would
like to ask you to be vigilant as you deal with this violence during these two
days.




