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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

date January 10, 1985
tO David Harris
from Allan Kagedan

subject Disinvestment in South:Africa

Disinvestment, or the withdrawal of capital from investment in South Africa,
is but one of a number of possible economic sanctions, let alone diplomatic
pressures, that could be applied against that country. Other possible economic
pressures include barring new inyestment or expansion, prohibiting the sale
of South African gold coins or kruggerands, and imposing mandatory fair
employment standards on American firms operating in South Africa. Each of
these is distinct -in its meaning and consequences, and bears separate con-
sideration, notwithstanding the fact that, in public discussion, they are

used interchangeably. Notably, no American Administration, nor the Solarz
bi1l, advocates disinvestment.

Opponents of disinvestment make three types of arguments. First, US dis-
investment will be ineffective because, to have any impact, it would have to

be supported by other major foreign investors, especially Britain. This is
unlikely. Second, even if multilateral disinvestment would occur, there is

no causal Tink between the economic depression that would result and improvel
black Tiving conditions. Third, if US companies leave, this will not only -
harm those blacks employed with them, but all blacks for it will remove a

model of economic change--companies which place blacks in managerial posi-
tions, and support the education and training of blacks. (This might explain
why, in a July 1984 survey, 74% of black South Africans opposed disinvestment.)

AJC chapters, internally, should consider a fourth argument against disinvest-
ment. The South African economy is now in a depressed state, and disinvest-
ment would depress it further. Over the past year tension between the country's
black unions and the Government has been rising, and there is a prospect of
united black union activity. Economic depression coupled with anti-apartheid
protest enhances the chance for increased violence. The South African Jews

who remain in the country, because of immovable property or for reasons of

age or family, will be caught in the middle of this violence.

Those interested in learning more about disinvestment, and about South Africa
in general, should consult South Africa: Time Running Qut (University of
California. Press, 1981, 516 pages), the Report of the Study Commission on US
Policy Toward South Africa, chaired by Ford Foundation President Franklin
Thomas, and conducted under the direction of such national black figures as
Professor Charles Hamilton, Columbia University, Howard Samuel, President,
Industrial Union Department, AFL-CIO, and Donald McHenry, now professor at
Georgetown University, formerly US representative to the UN. It is a well-
~ written and absorbing book, highly regarded by African affairs specialists.
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date: January 16, 1985
€O 2?2 alan Kagadan, David Harris, Gary Rubin, Barold Applebaum

fram: Joyce Galpern
€ 8§  Anti-apartheid Activity in Pittsburgh

Last year "Pittsburghers Against Apartheid," through a seriés of

. demonstrations, successfully prevented the establishment of an: honorary South

African consulate in Pittsburgh. .The picketing group is led by the President of

- the local school board. His wife is a well known Black activist and radical who

is pro-PLO. It also includes a radical leader from the NAACP, several radical

Jewish members of the Jew Jewish Agenda, and €25 other people. Neither the Urban

League or the major leaders of the NAACP (with whom we have had a coalition the

past year) have been on the picket lines, but t.hey have told us that they strongly
support the action and the group.

This year the group has begun a concerted campaxgn of picketing local
merchants who sell Kruggerands. The mayor has supported their efforts, and two
large  department stores have, as a result, agreed to stop selling Kruggerands.
The group has been unsuccessful thus far with smaller coin dealers, among whom is
a Mr. Weitz, who has become the primary target of the weekly picketing.

When Mr. Weitz was targeted; a nepresentative of "Pittsburghers Against
Apartheid" contacted the Pittsburgh chapter of AJC and the CRC of the local
Federation to join the picket line. Both groups declined. We then were called by

- a friend in the Black community and told that because Mr. Weitz was publicly and
arrogantly refusing to stop selling Kruggerands, the issue was begmmng to be
seen in the Black community as a Black-Jewish problem.

AJC RESPONSE: A board member who is related to Mr. Weitz did contact him to
explain the community relations problem, and request that “he handle his public
statements more judiciocusly. He subsequently ran a letter to the editor, stating
his opposition to apartheid but explaining why he did not feel that stopping the
sale of Kruggerands would help the situation in South Africa.

We were under considerable pressure from the Black community, including
friends in our coalition from the Urban League and NAACP, to join the picket line.
Our board decided that we should do everything possible to publicly condemn
apartheid and help raise public consciousness. But we explained to Black leaders

. that it was neither national policy, nor AJC style to engage in economic boycotts.

-
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"We felt that we did not need to be forced into .a position we were not comfortable
with for the sake of our coalition, but that we should firmly and politely explain
that: 1)different groups must be allowed to engage in- the type of activity they
felt most effective, 2)that the litmus test not be that we join an activity
another group was committed to, and 3)that there was division whether economic
measures would help or hurt Black South-Africans. We made the point that just
because the merchant involved was Jewish, we did not feel that it was thus a
"Black-Jewish" issue, and we would not make that kind of sweeping assumption if
one member of the Black community was engaging in an activity we opposed.

Finally, we began to undertake a series of other types of activities to
demonstrate our concern about the issue. These entailed: publicizing the naticnal
activity of Bookie and Andy in Washington against the embassy (we pointed out the
difference in picketing an embassy versus an individual merchant); we sent a
letter to all of the rabbis asking that they speak out against apratheid in
conjunction with Martin Luther King's birthday; we may be organizing  an
inter-faith sabbath for Christians and Jews to speak out against apartheid; we are
issuing our own news release, substituting our local president's name for Howard
Friedman's; we have sent articles on the Ethiopian rescue to the local Black press
(tangential, but it answers the charges that Israel is a racist society, and
blunts the arguments about Israel's trade with South Africa); we used the forum of
a Black-Jewish clergy meeting’ following a Martin Luther King service to discuss
the issue with the Black clergy (the Catholic Church has a position similar to
ours and explained why they do not publicly come out against divestment); we are
organizing a Rabbinic-Black Clergy dialogue in ccnjunction with the National
Conference of Christians and Jews; we are bringing the issue up at the next
meeting of our own Black-Jewish dialogue. :

As Harold Applebaum and Gary Rubin suggested, there are a number of other
activities that can be engaged in to demonstrate that this is an issue that we are
concerned. about, but that dces not force us to follow the agenda of a group with
them we are not comfortable forming a coalition.



ADDRESS BY MRS. HELEN SUZMAN M.P. TO THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE
INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS COMMISSION, CHICAGO, NOVEMBER 2nd 1984

Although the title of my talk is Southern Africa - the new Political
Landscape', that will have to serve as framework only, for Dr. Tanenbaum wrote
to me at the beginning of September suggesting a number of toplcs in which you
would be especially interested. They are:

(1) - The presént situation in South Africa with particular reference to the
unrest that accompanied the recent Indian and Coloured elections;

(2) The situation and mood of the Jewish community in South Africa;

(3) The relationship between South Africa and Israel, South Africa and the

Western powers, and South Africa and Black African countries;

(4) Prospects for the future and. for the Jewish community in South Africa;
Each of these subjects could In fact take up my entire allotted time of 30-45
minutes, but I will do my best to cover some aspects of each of the suggested
topics, though not seriatim.

I want to begin by giving you a few relevant statistics about the South
African socxety. _

South Africa has a total population of approximately 25 million people, of
whom 4 1/2 million are white, 17 million are Black, 2 1/2 million are Coloured
and 800,000 are Aslan. ;

The white population ls by no means homogeneous in language or in culture.
Afrikaners (of Dutch stock, way back in the mid-17th Century) are the dominant
group, numbering about 2.8 million. English-speaking people represent some 40%.
There are today about 500,000 people of Portugese origin in South Africa,
having come from Angola-and Mozambique when those countries became Independent
and were taken over by Black governments in the mid-70s. The Jewish ccmmunity
consists of about 120,000 people - you could lose them in a corner of Brooklyn.

_ Jews went to South Africa in two major waves of Immigration - the first from

Eastern Europe at the turn of the century to escape pogroms, being drafted into
the Czar's army and to seek a better life; the second in the thirties from
Cermany to escape the Nazi terror. Immigration was restricted by two laws - the
Quota Act of 1913 and the Aliens Act of 1932.

South African Jews are a tightly-knit community, held together by cultural
and religious ties. About 50% of Jewish children attend Jewish day schools.
There 1s a strong Zionist movement in South Africa and South African Jews are
reputed to be the highest per capita donors to Israel after the Jews of the U.S.
(There are no tax deductions for these contributions) Thelir political affilia-
tions in South Africa span all parties except the far-right Conservative and
Herstigte Nasional Parties - the latter indeed prohibits Jews from becoming



members, and while the former does not prohibit membership, It has stated that
adherence to Christian principles is required of Lts members.

Until the early fifties the ruling National Party did not admit Jews in the
Transvaal. Today It not only admits Jews but has nominated a Jew as an M.P.
(now retired) and recently nominated a Jew to the President's Council in the new
.constitutional structure., A number of Jews support the National Party today,
though it is fair to say that the majority support the Opposition. They not
only remember the National Party's support of Nazi Germany during .World War II
but have an understandable dislike of the manifold injustices inherent in the
apartheid system. In my own constituency (a "silk stocking” constituency in
Johanesburg), there is a large number of Jewish voters who have faithfully
returned me to Parliament over eight general elections. I do not claim they all
agree or perhaps even know every detail of the policy I and my party (the
official opposition Progressive Federal Party) propound. Maybe they have just
become thoroughly conditioned to vote for me over-all those years! However,
though not all Jews are liberals in South Africa, a disproportionate number of
liberals are Jews.

A great number of young.and middle-aged Jews have emigrated from South
Africa over the past 25 years. Many have left for career reasons, but a good
many more have left for political reasons. They dislike present policies and
they fear what the future may bring. _

The Jewish population is South Africa is an aging population. It would be a
shrinking population were it not for the * 18,000 Israelis who are 1lv1ng there.
A few thousand more are there temporarily.

Which brings me to the South African/Israeli connection.

One of the main reasons why some Jews support the National Party government
is because of the Covernment's sympathetic attitude towards Israel, which, inter
alia, relaxed exchange control to enable South African Jews to send money and
goods to Israel. There is a bond between South Africa and Israel as a result of
the isolation felt by both - targets of the East and the West. The two coun-
tries trade extensively, exchange information and expertise and refuse to
participate In boycotts against each other. Both feel beleaguered and the
- military connection is rumoured to be substantial. (I cannot give you details -
there is an embargo on such Information and a Defence Act that prohibits its
dissemination). But it is known that there is a formal treaty between Israel
~and South Africa agreeing to a regular exchange of technical and scientific
information which may well include advice regarding defence and counter-
Insurgency matters from Israel.

In return, Israel gets vital minerals such as coal, iron and vanadium, as
well as other raw materials it cannot obtain elsewhere. I am well aware that
the South African/Israeli connection has made the task of the Israeli lobby in
the U.S. that much more difficult. I can only assume that Israel has weighed up
the pros and cons and considers, rightly or wrongly, that she would have more to
lose if she severed the connection with South Africa.



-There have been repercussions in South Africa as well, as a result of the
South Africa/Israell connection. Over recent years there has been a noticeable
rise of anti-Jewish sentiments among Black South Africans, many of whom - espe-
cially young radicalised Blacks - identify with the P.L.0. Last year there were
ugly scenes on the campus at the University of the Witwatersrand where Black
students (mostly Asian), supporters of P.L.0., and Jewish students clashed .
violently. I have had leaders of the Black community in Soweto ask me how it is
" possible that Jews in Israel can have friendly relations with a country like
South Africa whose policy is based on race discrimination.

1 have been at pains to tell them that the Israeli/South African connection
is based on survival - each has something the other needs and cannot obtain
elsewhere; and that it is unrealistic to expect Jews in Israel who have lost so
much to endanger their survival out of sympathy for Blacks in South Africa, but
that this does not mean that they identify with the policies of the South
African Government. 1 also point out that Black states In Africa have rejected
. Israeli offers of technical assistance, have expelled Israeli diplomats and have
made clear their sympathy for the P.L.0. Two leaders, President Mugabe of
Zimbabwe and President Machel of Mozambique, have recently received Arafat and
repeated the silly statement that Zlonism and aparthelid -are synonymous.

Needless to say, this is having its backlash among. Jews in South Africa, but
I am firmly convinced that Jewish voters (in my constituency anyway) are so
imbued with a feeling for simple justice that they will not be influenced into
changing their political affiliations.

It is also important to note that South Africa maintains ties with most
Western nations, engaging in extensive trade with, among others, Great Britain,
U.S. and West Germany. Its trade with the U.S. includes exports of gold,
diamonds and other minerals In exchange for chemicals and technology. There ‘are
approximately 350 U.S. companies currently operating in South Africa, of which

200 have endorsed the Sullivan Principles.

I turn now to Dr. Tanenbaum's proposal that I discuss the present situation
in South Africa with particular reference to the unrest that accompanied the
recent Coloured and Indian elections. Let me briefly sketch the events leading
up to those elections. -

; During the 1983 Parliamentary session a new Constitution for South Africa
was adopted by the all-white Parliament with my party opposing and the far-right
Conservative Party also opposing - for totally different reasons. We opposed
because the new constitution omitted to make political accommodation for 70% of
the population - the Blacks. And the C.P. opposing because the all-white
Parliament would henceforth include, in a tricameral structure, the Coloured and
Asian people. Having passed the Constitution Act, the Government held a
referendum of white voters, asking whether the new Constitution should be"

implemented "Yes" or "No."

My Party advocated a "No" vote, anticipating further polarization between
Black and white due to the exclusion of Blacks.




We had uneasy bedfellows in the far-right C.P. which also advocated a "io
vote because of the inclusion of Coloureds and Asians. 1In the event, the
Government won the referendum hands down. 66% of the white electorate voted
"Yes", including a considerable number of opposition supporters who felt that
the new Constitution was "a step in the right direction" and that the Government
must have a hidden agenda that would eventually bring Blacks into the new
dispensation.

In August this year elections were held to choose the Coloured and Asian
M.P.s for their respective Houses (Representatives for Coloureds; Delegates for -
Asians). But meanwhile a rising tide of opposition to any participation in the
new structure was very evident - the United Democratic Front - consisting of a
conglomerate of some 400 organizations - of -all races - plus political organiza-
tions like the Natal and Transvaal Indian Congress - campaigned vigorously
against participation. Low polls were the result - 30% in the case of the
Coloureds {less if one bases the percentage on the total number that could have
but did not register for the vote) and 20% for the Asians. The Government
charged intimidation as the reason and said it considered the elections to be
valid. It had in the meantime locked up - under the preventive detention law -
- a number of leading lights of U.D.F. and of other Black organizations. There
was a great deal of violence at the polling booths with the police out in full
force using sjamboks and tear gas.

Hardly an auspicious way in which to usher in the so-called new era of
reform.

Also erupting at this time were black townships close to the Witwatersrand:
ostensibly due to an increase in rents but no doubt also due to the ongoing
smouldering resentment engendered by all the apartheid measures and non-
inclusion in the new political set-up. At least 100 people were killed and a
great deal of damage done to property. The Government's reaction was predict-
able. Approximately 20 people have been held under the security laws and six
have sought refuge in the British Consulate. More arrests and a ban on all
indoor meetings until the end of September. (outdoor meetings have been banned
since the 1976 unrest - that this has not restored law and order appears to have
escaped the Government). Something like 160,000 Black school kids were boycott-
ing school when I left -South Africa and there was trouble at every Black

‘university in the country. The tricameral Parliament opened on 18th September.
with a pious "applepie and motherhood" speech from the new Executive State
President, elected not by popular vote as yours will be on 6th November but by

" 50 members of Parliament of his own Party: for the Coloured and Indian M.P.s in

the electoral college are outnumbered 50-38. How's that for democracy?

The old Westminister system which South Africa had before was by no means
perfect, but what the Government has done is to retain the worst features of
that system - winner take all elections and highly centralized form of govern-
ment - and it has failed to Introduce the best features - namely, universal
franchise under the rule of law. Moreover, the foundation stones of apartheid-
remain untouched - the new Constitution is based on race classification. All
the ugliest aspects of apartheid - residential and school apartheid, -the pass
laws, forced removals, remain. (True, repeal of the Mixed Marriages and Im-
morality Act is being considered.) All the violations to the rule of law will
also remain. :



So when you ask me what the prospects are for the future, and for the Jewlsh
community - they are bound up together.

Presently, unlike the U.S., South Africa is in the throes of a recession
caused by the drop In the price of gold, the decline In the value of the Rand,
and a devastating two-year drought. I believe we will recover for the country
has resources, expertise and resilience. It also has a remarkable history of
windfalls. But Government spending has to to be curbed and there are two. areas
in particular where this should be done - expenditure in connection with
apartheid and the vast bureaucracy it spawns, and defence expenditure in the
on-going seemingly bogged-down war in Namlbia/Angola. The M.P.A.A. can't combat
Unita without the Cubans. South Africa won't withdraw until the Cubans leave,
and is extremely reluctant to quit Namibia and leave it to a SWAPO Government.
Thus there is an impasse and a very expensive one - it costs S.A.R 2,000 million

p.a.

Perhaps at this juncture I should comply with Dr. Tanenbaum s suggestion
that I say something about South Africa and its relationship to the Black
nations in Southern Africa. - j :

You will have read probably about the Nkomati Accord which, was in effect, a
non-aggression treaty signed by Botha and Machel on behalf of South Africa and
Mozambique. Mozambique undertook to refuse the use of its terrioty as a launch
pad for A.N.C. guerillas to attack South Africa. South Africa undertook to
restore economic ties with Mozambique and to help stabilize that sorely-tried
area. I visited Mozambique in August. It is in a dismal state, drought ravaged
as Is most of Southern Africa, pestered by the M.N.R. which continues to operate
despite South Africa's promise to help immobilize it. The M.N.R. has disrupted
railway traffic throughout the area and to Zimbabwe, Zambia and Malawi. It
constantly cuts the powerline from Cabora Bassa. Food is rationed - there's
nothing to buy in the markets or shops. There are queues everywhere. The
rallways and harbour at Maputo are not yet functioning properly - South Africa's
use of labour from Mozambique is down to just over one third of what it used to
be. Tourism, another major earner of foreign exchange, is nil.

The only cheering feature was that Mozambique is a truly non-racial society.

It has a long way to go before it becomes economically viable. Zimbabwe has
so far proved a disappointment. Mugabe is about to turn the country into a
"one-party state; the vicious action against Nkomo in Matabeleland has brought
much international disapproval. The economy is much better than that of
Mozambique and has been helped this year by bumper corps of tobacco and rice.

Zambia, which I also visited recently, has an economy dependant on a single
export product - copper - and the price of copper is down and the rail link to
Lobito i{n Angola out of action because of Unita. Copper goes out via the long
railway to Dar. Kaunda, with whom a colleague and I had a 2 1/2 hour session,
is very much in command. )

All three BSL countries are closely bound to South Africa - they are part of
a Customs Union and Rand monetary system.



They depend on South Africa for markets and the sale of labour. They are
" belng pressured to sign Nkomati type treaties of non-aggression.

All the Black States in Africa cordially dislike South Africa. All would
like to lessen their economic dependence on South Africa. All, however,(+ 50 of
them anyway) trade with South Africa.

And all are well-aware of South Africa's military might which 1s more than
capable of dealing with any aggression from all of them combined. At most they
can provide bases for training and places of refuge for the A.N.C., while the
neighbouring territories (other than the "independent" homelands) are possible
launch pads for guerrilla raids. South Africa, however, has already demon-
strated (in Lesotho and Maputo) that she will not hesitate to cross the borders
in hot pursuit, and to destabilise countries that assist the A.N.C.

The future of Jews in South Africa Is, of course, no different from the
future of everybody else in South Africa. There is no black revolution around
the corner. There is certainly going to be an escalation of urban vioclence
unless really fundamental changes are introduced.

1 - ‘

I have to say that I do not foresee such fundamental changes as imminent. It
is going to take years to get back to square one, i.e. a South Africa minus laws
that infringe human rights. -And even then it will take many more years to
implement real equality of opportunity for all races. Pressures for change will
roll on - International pressures - some effective, some counter productive.

The sports boycott has been effective, but has brought no regards -- the.
ante has been upped. Sport is integrated today though training facilities are
grossly unequal. Where integrated sport was originally the demand, now the cry
is "There can be no normal sport in an abnormal society."

The U.N. mandatory arms embargo and the oll embargo have not been effective.
South Africa today has a very efficient arms industry and obtains her oll from
three oil-from-coal industries and from those who are prepared to sell at a
price. o

I am well aware of the vigorous campalgn being waged in city governments,
State Houses, on campuses and In Congress. I know that several cities, in-
cluding New York City, have withdrawn thelr pension funds from companies doing
business in South Africa. I know that the Solarz, Berman and Gray bills will
resurface. I understand the motivation but I do not believe that divestment
will affect reform though it may very well make the divesters feel they have won
a moral victory: or inflicted punishment (on both those who deserve it and
those who do not.) I know that the term "constructive engagement” has acquired
an unpopular political flavor. As for disinvestment, I am of the opinion that
it is better for the U.S. to stay in South Africa and to try to exert influence
than to leave and have no further influence. I certainly believe that the U.S.
as the most powerful country in the Western world with a declared policy on
human rights has a decided responsibility to speak up on all the thoroughly
offensive goings-on in South Africa. And if some of the rhetoric is somewhat
shrill in this pre-election time in the U.S., no matter: there are occaslons in
politics when expediency colncides with a just cause. :



In the long run, it will be the Blacks themselves Inside South Africa who
will be the instrument for change. Power takes many forms, and in South Africa
today Blacks are slowly but surely accumulating economic power as they urbanise,
‘despite the pass laws, and as they are drawn into the national economy not only
in every-increasing numbers but at rising levels of skills. Economic muscle can
be used as shown in all industrialized countries to redress Imbalances in
wealth, privilege and power. I don't think the West can .or should prescribe
final solutions for South Africa - they should rather as a British Ambassador to
the United Nations once said "apply such leverage as they have in trying to
attain specific and achievable ends." To put it in Talmudic language "It is not
incumbent upon thee to complete the task - but neither art thou free to desist

from it altogether."

Instead of drawing up 'hit-lists’' of possible reprisals against South
Africa, concerned foreigners could be more usefully engaged in helping to make
positive and constructive proposals to solve a problem of great complexity. How,
in fact, does one bring about 'full political participation for all' in a
country with South Africa's racial composition without all political power
passing to the overwhelming black majority? How can the rights of minorities be
best protected? And more particularly in a society of widely disparate ethnic
and cultural backgrounds and with no long-established consensus as to how the
society should be run? These are not simple questions to be solved by even
simpler solutions encompassed in slogans. They are desperately difficult
questions with which all the main political parties in South Africa are wres-
tling at this very moment. No one is trying to shirk them. We all know they
must be faced and answered, and answered in accordance with the conscience of

mankind.
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opposition to apartheid; background information

}
'~ Following the December 14 NJCRAC memorandum recommending responses
to the current protests of apartheid, a number of member agencies have shared
information with us about their activities in support of the protests. We
thought it would be useful to summarize these activities for all member agen-
cies, as well as to distribute background information that you may find useful.

= = The American Jewish Committee issued a December 10 press release call-
ing on the South African Government to take the necessary steps to end apartheid,
starting with the immediate release of trade union leaders. On December 25, the
American Jewish Committee, together with the Jewish Labor Committee the Wash-
ington Association of Reform Congregations and the New Jewish Agenda, co-sponsored
a vigil in front of the South African embassy. The wvigil, which coincided with
the eighth day of Hanukah and included a candle-lighting ceremony, was intended
to allow Christian demonstrators to spend the day with their families and to
assure that the daily vigil in fromnt of the embassy, begun on Thanksgiving, would
not be interrupted.

~ = Three American Jewish Congress officials, Theodore R. Mann,. president,
Henry Siegman, executive director, and Theodore Bikel, senior vice-president,
were arrested during a December 10 protest for refu31ng an order to remain at
least 500 feet from the South African embassy.

The AJ Congress press statement, in which Rabbi Alexander Schindler,
president of the Union of American Hebrew Congregations, and Rabbi David Saperstein,
co-director and counsel of the UAHC Religious Action Center, joined, urged release
of the imprisomed labor and political leaders as the first step in a dialogue

aimed at ending apartheid. It also expressed opposition to the A&mlnlstratlon s
policy of constructive engagement.

- -  The Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith issued a December 19 state-
ment marking its Hanukah vigil at the South African consulate in New York to
protest apartheid. The statement called on the South African govermment to
immediately begin implementing substantive, rather than cosmetic, changes that
would dismantle apartheid. The statement also expressed abhorrence of human
rights abuses in other African countries.

(over)

February 17-28, 1985 + Fairmont Hetel ° 8San Francisco
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- = The Nationmal Council of Jewish Women issued a topical statement
on December 9 urging the U. S. government "to substantially increase its
effort to use every peaceful means available to help eliminate the abhor-
rent policy of apartheid." NCJW also stated that foreign and South African
industries with sites located in the Republic of South Africa should be en-
couraged to eliminate discrimination on the basis of color by working for
fair practices in employment, health services, living conditions and educa-
tion. The statement further urged government and private agencies in the
U. S. "to support the efforts of those in South Africa who can bring about
constructive democratic change before time runs out."” The statement was
communicated to President Reagan, members of Congress, Secretary of State Shultz,
the South African Ambassador, Transafrica, The Leadership Conference on Civil
Rights, and the AFL-CIO.

- = The Jewish Community Council of Greater Washington sponsored a
December 17 protest demonstration outside the South African embassy for its
over 200 constituent organizations. The JCC press release called attention
to a resolution passed by the JCC's Executive Board on December 12 that re-
affirms its long-standing opposition to apartheid and calls on rabbis, Jewish
communal officials, lay leaders and others in the Jewish community to speak
out strongly and forcefully in support of the purposes of the current demon-
strations against the South African Government.

= = The Jewish Community Council of Greater Detroit co-sponsored, to-
gether with an array of black, civil rights and trade union groups, a Free
South Africa Movement rally held at the New Federal Building in Detroit omn
December 20. The demonstration, held in support of the arrested South African
- black trade unionists, called for the release of prisoners, pressure on the
South African govermment to end apartheid, and opposition to the Administra-
tion policy of constructive engagement. Alvin Kushner, executive director
of the Jewish Community Council of Metropolitan Detroit, who spoke at the
rally, stated that the Jewish community '"deplores and protests the practice
of apartheid and urges the U. S. government to use its full influence with
South Africa to terminate that offensive system." It also called attention
to Israel's long-held and oft-repeated opposition to apartheid.

The Baltimore Jewish Council, through the Baltimore Black/Jewish
Coalition, sponsored a December 26 '"Call to Conscience' on December 26 in
Baltimore's Inner Harbor. Congressman Parren Mitchell gave the keynote
address, and other speakers included Rabbi Donald Berlin, president of
BL-EWS and first vice president of the Baltimore JC, Rabbi Elias J. Lieberman
of the Baltimore Board of Rabbis, Reverend Sidney Daniels, vice president of
BL-EWS, Ronald Shapiro, former president of the Baltimore JC, Kurt Schmoke,
State's Attorney, City of Baltimore, and Reverend Douglas Miles, president
of the Interdenominational Ministerial Alliance.




The rally received extensive media coverage, including spots on
all three local network-affiliated television stations, a television
editorial, and radio coverage, including pre-rally announcements, live
broadcasts from the rally and follow-up interviews. Newspaper cover-
age was extensive, including articles in the local Anglo-Jewish, general,
and black press, and editorials in the latter two.

- - The Jewish Community Relations Council of Greater Philadelphia
co-sponsored, together with a wide spectrum of organizations, an anti-
apartheid protest rally on January 14, the eve of Rev. Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr.'s birthday.

In 1980, the board of the JCRC adopted a- resolution condemning
‘apartheid and urging the U.S. to work to end apartheid, discrimination
and violence in South Africa. 1In 1984, the JCRC approved a resolution
supporting the Gray amendment to the Export Administration Act, which
would ban all future direct U.S. investments in South Africa.

- - The Board of the Community Relations Council of Greater East Bay,
California passed a resolution supporting the current protests of South
African repression of public anti-apartheid dissent. The resolution
further stated that funds raised for the welfare of the Jewish community
should not be used directly or indirectly to further the aims of apar-
theid or to finance the continued repression in South Africa, and indicates
that the JCRC would ask the Federation and member organizations of the
JCRC to review their investment portfolios and remove funds from banks
and other financial institutions that make direct or indirect loans to
the government, agencies or parastotals (quasi-government agencies) of
the Republic of South Africa, businesses based in South Africa, or to
any other business where the loan is designed for trade with or operations
within The Republic of South Africa. The resolution calls on the Federa- g
tion to propose it to the Council of Jewish Federations, and calls on the °
National Califormia Board of Rabbis to encourage Northerm California con-
gregations to comsider it. :

- —  The San Francisco Jewish Community Relations Council has established
an ad hoc committee on foreign affairs to work at assessing vays and neans
to join with others to make opposition to apartheid meaningful and cffective.

Background Information

Several communities have requested information about Israel and
South Africa, particularly about trade. You may find helpful the ad-
ditional enclosed background material: a November 21 statement by Israel
U.N. Ambassador Benjamin Netanyahu on policies of apartheid of the govern-
ment of South Africa; 1983 trade information from the South African Consu-
late General in New York; and a special report, "Israel and South Africa,"
by Michael Curtis, published in the October, 1983, Middle East Review.

(over)




Finally, you may find the enclosed statement adopted by the
national executive council of the American Jewish Committee in No-
vember 1984, together with the backgrounder prepared for the national
executive council meeting, helpful. o '

- A forum addressing policy questions related to apartheid will
be held at The Plenum, as part of the NJCRAC process for responding
in the coming year to various proposals aimed at influencing the
South African government to eliminate apartheid.

Please contact me if you have any questions, and please share
with me information about local community activities and press clips.

MP/11 :
O’Ex, CJF_EX,DTF'EO’ ITF_NJ’ M'NAT-H
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The campaigh against Israel, in a grim parody of other
beliefs, appears to have its ritualistic observances that must
be .respected., We have had a number of these already this fall.
First there was the Iranian exercise to deny Israel its |
credentials. Then.the:e was Iraqg's annuai resolution concerning
its nuclear reactor. Now we have Israel—baiting in another
guise, wrapped in the cloak of the-anti-ﬁgg;;hgid movement. The
melancholy result is that the very people who aie guilty of the
worst abuses of human rights have hijacked a movement of great
moral significance and distorted .it beyohd recognition. They
have thus alienated people of good will who would otherwise

support this endeavour.

The Special Committee couid have éone better, For its
Special Report dwells not updn the evils of enforced racial
separatioﬁ; ﬁdr upon practicﬁl ways to alleviate the humiliation
and pain of Apartheid, nor upon arguments to persuade the
practitioners of Apartheid that it is wrong and self-defeating.
Instead, the Committee, in its Special Report, regrettably comes
to an entirely different point -- that Israel is the wellspring
of Apartheid, the mighty empire that sustains it from afar and

deserves to be punished.

All this Israel-baiting is by now so much p&rt of the
proceedings that no doubt many of you can barely supress a

yawn; But this would be a mistake. What is at issue here is

over



not Israel, which will not be affected by what is said here, but
the cause of the anti-Apartheid movement; it may indeed suffer
if yet again those who have no real interest in it are permitted

to abuse it for their own malevolent ends.

Let it first be said that Israel categorically coqdémns
racism in all its forms, including Apartheid. We are a people
who have suffered more from racism, murderous racism, tggq any
other. This is why the founder of modern Zianisﬁ, Theodor
Herzl, wrote that after liberating the Jews from the evil of
racism he would strive to liberate the opressed biacks. And
this is why the state that was.foundedhin his vision, Israel,
has repeatedly expressed its revulsion of and opposition to
Agﬁ;;hgig, both in world forums and directly to the Government
of South Africa. We agree with the thoughts aiready expressed
by a number of delegates; direct communication is the most
effective means to bring about a change in South African radial

policies.

And let it_also be noted that those leading the pack against
us include the Soviet Union and certain Arab states, Now
whatever the internationalist rhetoric Pf the Soviet Union, it
is a country whose regime brutally suppresses the language,
culture, and slightest expression of nationalist aspirations of
its many minorities. This is not Apartheid, but it is the |
suppression of one people by another, the-subjugation of all the

non—Ruésians by the Russians throughout the Soviet empire.



And what about the Arab countries that incessant;y proclaim
their lack of racism? Their record is worth examining. Who was
it that first began the extepsive slave trade in Black Africa,
leading to untold suffering and deaths over centuries? And what
shall we say of those Arab countries that well into this century
and indeed, = according to the Anti-Slavery Society of London,
-: within recent decades, practised slavery? Saudi Arabia; for
example, deigned to officially abolish slavery oniy ih 1962.
There are reports that to this very day, in the interior of the
Arabian peninsula, slayery or something very much like it

continues to exist.

Cr take ‘Chad, where the Arab minions of-colonel Qaddaf;; and
his local puppets, lay-élaim to, and occupy, a large swath of
Chad's ﬁerritory -=- despite theiColonel's_solemn pledge to
remove his troops. And Libya's threats of conquest and
subversion extend well beyond Chad to other Black African
states. So let the nations of Black Africa not be sidetracked
by the Arab campaign of vilification against Israel. Let them
look not only to their south for what should properly arouse

their indignation, but to their north as well.

As to the accusation of Israel's extensive trade with South
Africa, the facts of the matter are well known, even to =
perhaps especially to = our accusers. Israel's trade with South

Africa, like its trade with other countries; does not

over



imply a blanket endorsement of that country's policies. Else
the United States would be taken to endorse the policies of :he'
Soviet Union, the Soviet Union those of West Germany, Britain
those of Libya, and so on. What should at once strike a |
fairminded observer is that Israel is being singled out in a
ludicrous fashion. PFor Israel's trade with South Africa is so
modest as to be scarcely visible, amounting (according to IMF
figures) to less than 1/2 of one percent of éxports-and 3/4 of
one percent of imports. Nearly 20 countries trade more

extensively Lith the Union of South Africa.

-And what of that 1argé portidn bf South Africa's trade,
roughly a quarter of it, that conveniently remains unspecified?
It covers up the substantial commerce that takes place between
sbuth'Africa and the Soviet bloc, but especially the massive

trade with Azab_countfies.

Arab oil exports to South Africa amount to over §1 billion
per year. This makes the Arabs among the biggest eiporters to

South Africa. Israel, with a paltry $120 million, fades into
insignificance: Indeed, Arab 0il exports to South Africa are at




But Arab trade with South Africa is a two-way street. What
goes out as o0il comes back as gold and diamonds, and other rare
minerals. The Arab oil-producers fuel South Africa's ebonomy,

and they make a fortune doing it.

All this should be enough to demonstrate the hypocrisy of
the Arab claim to be the chaméions of Black Africa. But what is
perhaps most amazing is ﬁhe shamelessness with which the Arab
oil states énéage in this practice, Rolling in unearned oil
wealth, they can hardly be unéware that their pricing policies
have done more damage to the economies of Black Africa than any
othér event in history. The astronomical rise in the price of
0il during the last decade put ﬁut of reach for many Black
African nations the essentials for developing an agricultural
economy. The price of such things as fertilizers, which are
petroleum based, and oil products to run eveﬁ the ‘simplest
farming machinéry skyrocketed. The national debt of many Black
African states soared, and their peoples paid, and are paying, a

‘terrible price.

And have the wealthy oil producers given the slightest price
break to their poor customers? Have the} been generous with
théir non-Arab neighbours? Have they done anvthing to alleviate

the suffering they have so obviously caused?
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Mr. President, |

-Should all countries that trade with South Africa be hauled
before the Spécial Committee, to be made the subject of a
Special Report? We know for example that in addition to many
countries in the Arab world, the Soviet bloc, Western Europe and
elsewhere, many Black African states conduct a vigoroﬁs trade |
with South Africa. Now I am not in any way suggesting that
these countries support Apartheid, or that they should be
attacked. I.aﬁ just saying that it is absurd to use the
existence_of £:ade as a rationale for another kangaroo court
verdict, with Israel to be drawn and quartered and given.a trial

afterward.

When indignation is so selective, we have a right to be -
suspicious. The result of all Ehis palpable unfairness, this
campaign against injustice put to such unjust uses, is that
people who might be of some aééistance in ameliorating or ending
the system of Apartheid lose heart in thé good faith of this

effort and turn away.

In the diplomatic forums of the world, including this one,
' thé Arab campaign against Israel has seized and held hostage
every issue dear to Black Africa for the Arab régimes' own
éelfish purposes. This situation deserves to be pondered by
every repreéentative of Black Africa here, and even more by
their governments and peoples. The struggle against Agggghgiﬁ

deserves better.
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ISRAEL and SOUTH AFRICA

By MICHAEL CURTIS

The increase in Arab wealth, due to the rapid rise in the price of oil,
and a more aggressive Arab political policy influenced most of the countries
of Africa to break official diplomatic relations with Israel between 1972
and 1973. During the last decade, only Malawi, Swaziland and Lesotho main-
tained formal relations with that country. A successful set of relationships,
political, economic, and humanitarian, had been established between Israel
and the black African countries, and the rapidity of the transformation
of the relationship took Israel by surprise. However, diplomatic relaticns
with Israel were resumed by Zaire in May 1982, and Liberia, Togo, the
Ivory Coast, and the Central African Republic are also expected to resume
relations with Israel soon.

Starting in 1957 when it established diplomatic relations with newly
independent Ghana, 32 diplomatic missions were set up by Israel in Africa.
Clearly this cordiality with other third world countries was beneficial
to both sides in a number of ways. Politically, Israel tried to ensure that
the African countries would be supportive of, or at the least not antagonistic
to, its desire for peace and security. Economically, a pattern of expanding
trade was created with Israel purchasing raw materials from the African
countries and setting up construction projects in a number of them. More
important was the set of cooperation agreements signed with 21 African
states by which over 6,000 African students attended Israeli institutions
and by which a variety of projects, primarily concerned with community
development and agricultural assistance, were set up in Africa by some
2,000 Israelis. Between the late 1950s and the late 1960s a harmonious
and productive set of relationships had come into existence.

MICHAEL CURTIS is Professor of Political Seience at Rutgeré University,
New Brunswick. His latest publication, of which he is the Editor, is
Religion and Politics in the Middle East, Westview Press, 1982.
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This harmonious relationship began to change for a variety of reasons
after 1967, some having little connection with Israel as such and more
concerned with the difficulties of development that African countries were
experiencing. Probably most important, if least mentioned, were the direct
pressures of Arab states with their mixture of appeals, promises and threats:
appeals to Islamic unity and to Afro-Arab solidarity, promises of oil supplies
at reduced prices and of economic aid, and threats to the regimes or even
the lives of individual leaders.

But two arguments specific to actual or alleged Israeli actions began
to surface and soon were to be prominent in international forums where Israel
was castigated on countless occasions.

The first was the argument that Israel after June 1967 had occupied
territory of Egypt, a member of the Organization of African Unity, and
thus had shown disrespect for the territorial integrity of African states.
This argument was more pronounced in 1973 when Israeli forces actually
crossed the Suez Canal and, for a short time, held part of African soil.
The example of Uganda, which had broken diplomatic relations in April 1972,
was followed by five other African states before the Yom Kippur war and
by almost all other of the African states after it.

* That this argument was spurious was evident after the Sinai withdrawal
agreements in 1975 and especially after the 1979 Egyptian-Israeli peace
treaty and the consequent withdrawal of Israeli troops from the whole of Sinai.
It is true of course that in spite of the increase of Afro-Arab political
and economic ties during the 1970s and the involvement of Africa with decisions
on oil supplies and prices by the fact that Nigeria and Gabon are members
of OPEC, economic relations and some low-level diplomatic relations were
maintained between Israel and some of the non-Muslim African countries.
By 1983 Israel had entered into economic trade or military training with
22 countries, building airports and public works projects and helping
organize economic .activity such as Ghana's Black Star Line.

The second argument advanced for the breaking of relationships was
the supposedly close tie between Israel and South Africa. At the General
Assembly and at the specialized agencies of the United Nations, this tie
was stressed and denounced in one resolution after another. In addition the
two countries were equated as the world's most egregious examples of racism
or were linked by Israel's supposed approval of the racial policies of
South Africa. A particularly flagrant series of attacks came from the
Special Committee on the Policies of Apartheid of South Africa set up by
the United Nations in 1962. This body, generally known as the Special
Committee against Apartheid, has issued both annual and special reports on
the general subject. A number of these special Yeports are primarily concermed
with relations between the two countries. .

&
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This year the Special Committee against Apartheid engaged in political
activity that appears to go far beyond the authority given it by the General
Assembly which has already tolerated polemical declarations from the
Committee of an extravagant nature. In cooperation with the Afro-Asian
Pecples' Solidarity Organization, the Organization of African Trade Union
Unity and the World Peace Council (generally accepted as a Communist front
controlled by the Soviet Union), the Committee organized an Intermational
Conference on the Alliance between South Africa and Israel which was held
in Vienna in July 1983. The chairman of the conference, the Nigerian
representative 0.0. Fafowora, declared that the alliance had assumed very
serious proportions and was a menace to the people of southern Africa .
and a challenge to the.United Nations. It was appropriate to the nature
of this statement that the chief evidence of Israel's collaboration with
South Africa was a phrase taken from an article by an Israell professor
in the New York Times.

The Special Committee, itself meeting in August 1983, was anxious to
publicize the deliberations of the Conference, some of whose members over-
lapped with those on the Committee. It even requested that the formal
declaration of the Conference, which was a strong condemnation of the .
Government of Israel for "its collaboration with the racist: regime of
South Africa," should be published as a document of the General Assembly
" though this seems to be a violation of the rules of the United Nations
itself. In the incestuous political networks within the UN, the work
activities and anti-Israeli rhetoric of the Special Committee have also
been interrelated with fe work and recommendations of the Decade for
Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination.

Simply looking at the trade figures of imports and exports of South
Africa leads to astonishment that the argument of close economic relations
between the two countries should ever have been made, let alone generally
accepted. In 1981 South Africa imported commodities to the value of $76.5
million from Israel, or 0.4 percent of its total imports of $16.7 billion.
Its exports to Israel were $70.8 million out of a total of $16.6 billion.

One can contrast these figures with those from some other countries.
Trade between 46 black African countries and South Africa amounted in 1981
to over $1.2 billion in exports from Scuth Africa and about $375.3 million
imports into it; indirect, unpublicized trade through third parties makes
these figures considerably higher. The extent of this trade by’ black Africa
is even more compelling in view of the fact that ,these states are members
of the 0AU,which officially maintains a trade boycott against South Africa.
It is understandable that the African states must trade where they can,
but the double moral standard so much in evidence in these matters has
meant that the African countries have nowhere been condemned for conducting
almost twenty times as much trade as does Israel with South Africa, whose
exports to the African states are increasing faster than to other parts
of the world.
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Official figures do not list South African trade with specific African
or Middle Eastern countries apart from Israel. However, it is known that
a number of Arab states have sold South Africa large quantities of oil'in
exchange for gold, foodstuffs, and building materials. Until 1973 Saudi
Arabia provided about a quarter of South Africa‘'s oil, and it is highly
likely that this trade continues.

One expects South African trade with the developed countries in Europe
and elsewhere to be substantial. In 1981 Japan bought $1,574 million and
sold $2,266 million to South Africa, Britain bought $1,313 million and sold
$2,500 million, and France bought $638 million and sold $1,046 million.

The nine members of the Common Market in 1979 were responsible for 52.7 percent
of South Africa's imports and for 36.7 percent of its exports. More

surprising has been South African trade wtih the East European countries,
including the Soviet Union, which in 1981 ammounted to $22.4 million in

exports and $51.2 million in imports. Taking account of the secret trade

with the Communist countries would almost certainly make those figures

much larger. ;

A double standard has been applied by many in the international community
on other issues. Israeli investment in South Africa has been attacked,although
it accounts for only 0.1 percent of the total of foreign investments in
South Africa. By contrast black Africa has invested $550 million, and Western
Europe $13.5 billion. Of the Arab states, Kuwait, to take ane country, now
controls Lonhro, one of the world's largest multinational corporations.

Israel, like other states, has been prepared to sell arms to other
countries; this has been particularly important for Israel in view of the
Arab boycott of all its commodities. .In the past most arms-exporting countries
have supplied weapons to South Africa. Between 1963 and-1975 over $1 billion
of arms and war materials were sold to the country, with France being the
largest supplier. Since 1977 when a UN Security Council Resolution banned the
sale or transfer of weapons and ammunition to South Africa, arms trade has
continued but in a more surreptitious manner, and South Africa has managed
to obtain arms from almost all its previous suppliers, including Jordan and
the Soviet Union.Yet again, Israel has been picked out as the main culprit
in unsubstantiated attacks on its military and nuclear collaboration with
South Africa, including the manufacture of helicopters.

Where diplomatic relations with South Africa are concerned, 25 other
countries besides Israel have ambassadors in Pretoria, and even more maintain
informal diplomatic links. In addition, officials from the major critical
countries --the Arab, Islamic, and Communist states-- have paid formal visits.
Moreover, Israel has made clear that the maintenance of diplomatic relations
did not imply support for apartheid, and all of its representatives have
criticized that racial policy. A particularly significant symbolic gesture




ISRAEL AND SOUTH AFRICA
October 1983 '
Page 5

was made in 1978 when the Israeli Ambassador boycotted the premiere of
the play Golda because Africans were not admitted to the theatre in Pretoria,

and explained that by attending "I would commit an act of infidelity to
our heritage.” F

This heritage was expressed with contemporary significance by Theodor
Herzl eighty years age when he vowed that, after the Jewish people had
cbtained their state, he would work for the freedom of the African people.
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STURCE: SOUTH AFRICAN COMSULATE GENERAL IN NEW YORK

tiguprss provided in South African Rands (during this period the rand
traded at .80¢ - $1.00)
_¥UTH AFRICAN TRADE-- 1983

Zhnuntry ' Imports Exports

" Tatal . - 16.253 Bitlion 20.672Billion
United States 2.467 Billion 1,754 Billion
nited ARingdom 1.893 Billion 1.324 Biliion

Israeletessse 7. L ' ‘-'*i;:: 72 Million 157 Mitlion
Airica lentire)Weetess 326 Million 797 Miliion
Norway 101 Million 25 Million
Sweden 164 Million 28 Million
Belgium D ' 231 Million 348 Million
N=therlanes 244 Million _ 351 Million
Wit Uermany 2.236 Billion 753 Million
France 523 Miliion 379 Million
witzarland ‘ 289 Million L.734 Billion.
spain 100 Million 180 Million

CItaly 516 Million 399 Million
2 iraea 155 Million 119 Million
Hong Kong 152 Millien 255 Millien
Jagun 12968 Billion 1.546 Billion
Austria - 172 Million 103 Million
Taiwan ' 251 Million 192 Million
piatealEeE - X 191 Million = 15 Million
Brazil 164 Million 18 Million
COMECUN Countries ' 26 Million 25 Million

TLher . 4.798 Billion 10.073 Billion
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Nanoml Executive Council Meeting

BACKGROUNDER

- AJC AND SOUTH AFRICA

Background Memorandum for
Internatzonai Relations Commission, Friday, November 2, 9.30 -]

In the past year, U.S. policy toward South Africa has received unprece-
dented public attention. The issue, which promises to remain a fixture of

domestic political debate, is a vexing one for American Jews and for all
Americans. AJC policy on South Africa is in the context of the Statement
on Human Rights adopted at the Atlanta NEC Heetlng in 1977. The pertinent

paragraph states:

We reaffirm our abhorrence of South Africa's apartheid
policy. We deplore especially the repressive measures
recently taken by the South African Government, including
the banning of numerous independent black and other civic
organizations, the closing down of liberal newspapers and
‘the arrest of many opposition leaders. These measures
are a disservice to the forces of moderation, both black
and white, which are striving for a peaceful resolution -
to the complex racial problems of South Africa. We urge
the Sguth African Government to take concrete steps
toward reducing, and ultimately eliminating, the legal
and de facto discrimination against its non-white popu-
lation, inherent in its apartheid policy.

During the 1984 Presidential campaign many Black leaders urged that South
Africa become a pre-eminent foreign policy concern. For a number of years,
the Congressional Black Caucus has focused attention on U.S.-South Africa
relations. Currently, pending legislation calls for economic sanctions
against South Africa. Black leaders have also urged American Jewish
organizstions to take a more active role in this area.

Discussion of the Solarz Bill, passed by the House in spring 1984, but
blocked 'in a House-Senate conference in the summer, will likely resume
after the Presidential election. Local AJC chapters have been approached
to support this and other legislation aimed at restricting U.S. economic

relations with South®Africa. The proposed sanctions vary considerably;
nonetheless, the principal types of sanctions may be characterized as
follows (the last four being part of the proposed amendments to the Export

. Administration Act (H.R. 2131):

" 1. Disinvestment -- the refusal of city agencies, for example, to do
business with corporations having any investments, licenses or
operations in South Africa (New York City Council);

2. Banning export of military and police equipment to South Africa
(Berman amendment);



3. Prohibiting all new investments, 1nc1ud1ng new bank loans, by U.S.
companies in South Africa (Gray amendment ) ;

4. A ban on the sale of South African gold coins (Krugerrands) in the
U.S., or imposition of a tax on these coins (Solarz bill);

5. Legal enforcement of the "Sullivan Principles," requiring U.S.
firms doing business in South Africa to pursue fair employment
practlces (Solarz bill).

For AJC, as for other Jewish organizations, any discussion of South Africa
must take into account the position of South Africa's 119,000 Jews and the
nossible effect on Israel. The South African Jewish community fears a
resurgence of anti-Semitism, and there is the possibility that American
Jewish support for sanctions against South Africa could encourage a back-
lash against South African Jews.

The situation in regard to Israel is even more complicated. There has been
criticism of Israel's allegedly close relationship with South Africa in the
United States and in international bodies. It has been argued that Israel-
South Africa relations harm Israel's ties with Black Africa. This latter
criticism is made despite the fact that many Black African states trade
with South Africa, (out of necessity naot choice, their defenders say) and
that Israel did not upgrade diplomatic ties with South Africa te the
ambassadorial level until 1976, three years after Black African states
broke relations with Israel.

The difficult issue of considering other policy options toward South Africa
has become an immediate and practical question for America and for American
Jews. The problem is urgent, if not new; the challenge is to see whether
fresh answers are needed and, if so, to determine where they may be found.

~ . Y _ Questions For Discussion

1. Should AJC go beyond its stated commitment to social equality and
abhorrence of apartheid, and assume a more activist posture against
apartheid?

2. If it opts to pursue a more active role, what public positions should
AJC take and what other activities should it initiate? Black, church
and human rights groups have advocated a variety of measures including:
issuing anti-apartheid statements in national and international forums;
supporting economic sanctions such as those in the Solarz bill; joining
in anti-apartheid "disinvestment" activities; participating in voca-
tional training programs for Black South African workers, and in
scholarship programs for Black students either in South Africa or
abroad.

84-100-203/September 1984
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ADDENDUM TO BACKGROUNDER ON SOUTH AFRICA

PRO

If the U.S. imposed economic sanc- - 1.
tions, we would signal our belief

that apartheid--a uniquely repressive,
racist syastem is morally repugnant.

If the U.S. considers economic -sanc- 2.

tions against the Soviet Union for
human rights violations, the U.S.

cannot do less regarding South Africa.

" Economic sanctions will encourage 3,

change in Sguth Africa by sending the
South Africa government a clear signal
that the U.S. opposes apartheid, and
by strengthening the resolve of the
Black population to resist apartheid.

Econumic sanctions will have a strong 4.
impact on the South African economy.
Limiting U.S. bank loans will make it
more difficult for South Africa to
find foreign financing, and will set a
moral tone that will encourasge ather
countries to restrict loans to South
Africa. Furthermore, voluntary fair
employment practices, the "Sullivan
Principles,” have gone as far as they
can; binding enforcement procedures
are required.

By supporting sanctions against South - 18
Africa, the American Jewish community
could reaffirm its historic commitment

to equality for all, and also improve

its relations with the American Black
community, which supports these meas-

ures strongly. This could foster Black
support for Jewish foreign palicy con-
cerns such as Israel's secucity and the
rights of Soviet Jews.

By imposing economic sanctions on 6.
Sguth Africa, the U.S. will improve

ties with Black Africa and the Third
World. This will deprive the Soviet

Union of its ability to pose as the
superpower with the moral position on
apartheid, Furthermore, Blacks will
eventually rule South Africa and U.S.
support for their aspirations now will
forestall future Soviet influence.

| con

The true test of the utility of economic
sanctions is not whether they make us

feel good, but whether they work. While
econamic restrictions against South Africa
have a maral purpose, specialists have
argued that sanctions will have little
practical impact in changing apartheid.

Placing economic sanctions on South
Africa without placing similar pressures
on other states involved in repression
of human rights, in Africe and else-
where, is practicing selective marality.

Economic sanctions will deter positive
change in South Africa. By restricting
investment in or loans to South Africa,
American companies which have instituted
fair employment practices will be harmed
and Black unemployment will increass.
Sanctions would mean the loss of U.S.
access to, and leverage with, South
African lesders. In addition, past
economic pressures have merely induced
South Africa to gain self-sufficiency in
ensrgy, armaments, and other areaa.

The South African economy will not be
affected much by sanctions. It is self-
sufficient in important strategic mate-
rials, and.could obtain loans and tech-
rology from sources other than the U.S.
Furthermore, provisions far enforcing
"fair employment practices" are
unrealistic because U.S. courts will not
be able to supervise implementation.

There is a long history of anti-Semitism
in South Africa, and American Jewish
support for sanctions could encourage

a backlash against South African Jews
and cguld harm Israel-South .Africa

relations.

South Africa is the strongest military
power on the‘African continent, and
gerves as a bulwark against Soviet
expansion in the area. By weakening.
South Africa, we would be whetting the
Soviet appetite for expanding its power,
either directly or through proxy. ’

84-100-203/September 1984
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

STATEMENT ON SOUTH AFRICA

The American Jewish Committee, this country's pioneer human relations
organization, has been devoted since its founding to combatting violatiﬁns
of human rights whereﬁer they occur. In this trgdition, we reaffirm our
abhorrence of apartheid, South Africa's system of.legally entrenched racial

discrimination, and we call for its speedy elimination.

We applaud the award of the Nobel Peace Prize to Bishop Desmond Tutu,
a courageous and eloquent leader of the anti-apartheid struggle. The award

symbol izes universal recognition of the justice of this cause.

Unhappily, in South Africa, voices of protest against apartheid are
often silenced harshly. Lack of due process and detention without trial are

prominent features of life, with attendant abuse of political power.

Recently enacted constitutional reforms, belatedly offering partial
representation to Indians and ''coloreds,' have left the system of racial
segregation intact; unfortunately, they fail to enfranchise South Africa's
overwhelming black majority. The policy of ''resettling' blacks in poverty-
stricken "‘homelands'' has disrupted the lives of hundreds of thousands --
perhéps millions. The influx control laws and the Group Areas Act aggra-

vate the suffering of the black population.
The role that those outside the country can play in combatting apart-

heid is limited. But they can help to enhance the prospects for peaceful

change, which would benefit South Africans of all races and religions.

(over)



Thus, we endorse programs by private groups and government agencies, in
the United States and abroad, for educating black and other non-white South
Africans to assume a prominent role in the economic and public life of their
country. Education can be a powerful force for social change, a key element

i,—

in dismantling apartheid.

Furthermore, all American companiqs operating in Sﬁuth Africa should be
'urged to apply fair émpioyment practices toward bfacks. These inc¢lude deseg-
regating the workplace, permitting workers to join trade unions providing
equal pay for comparable work, initiating job training programs, creating op-
portunities for career advancement, and improving health, housing, aﬁd school
facilities. Additionally, all European firms doing business in South Africa
should be urged to adhere to the fair employmént principles enunciated in the
1977 EEC Code of Conduct. Such practices by Western firms can contribute sig-
nificantiy to the. long-term goal of buf{ding a‘society based on equality and |

justice.

Finally, we urge the United States Government, and all other Western
governments, nawork.vigoﬁously through appropriate bilateral and multilateral

channels, for the democratization of South African society.

Adopted by the National Executive Council
. Chicago, 111linois, November 2, 1984 .
rpr

84-550-81



VHAT OTHERS SAY

About our programme:

“To maintain the levels of credibility needed to work
effectively in all communities, Centre personnel have
demonstrated extraordinary semsitivity to goverument
officials and black community leaders, a willingness
to take risks and finesse in the art of brinkmanship.

The Centre developed working relationships with
diverse segments of South African soclety. As a
result, the Centre is well sftuated to embark on a
major conflict management program which will demand
credibility from black community organisatiomns,
ecademis, the business and volunteer communities and
government officials. In a phrase, the Centre has its
ducks in a row.”
Richard Salem, formerly Midwest Regional Director
of the Community Relations Service of the United
States Department of Justice, who visited the
Centre in 1979

About our research:
“Anyone who believes that there i1s some simple formula
to understanding South Africa need only read the
impressive series of manuscripts brought out by the

Centre for Intergroup Studies at the University of.

Cape Town.

“But there are Individual articles and books here that
neet the highest etandards of scholarship. The
collection as a whole provides important insights into
the scelal conflicts and contradictions that plague
South African society. We owe a debt of gratitude to
Hendrik van der Merwe for raising important questions
and for providing a forum where scholars and political
actors can meet and make sense of a sometimes obscure
reality.”

Professor Stanley Greenberg of Yale University

writing in the American Political Science Review,

vol 72, 1978.

Annual Reports, a List of Publications (and some
publications) are available free from the Centre.

24.1.85

(0) Centre for intergroup Studies

c/o University of bape Town, Tel: (021) 65-4145
Rondebosch, South Africa, 7700 Telex: 57-21439

The Centre for Intergroup Studies is based at the
University of Cape Town and is registered as the Abe
Bailey Institute of Inter-Racial Studies Limited as a
company limited by guarantee and not having a share
capital, It is not part of the University and receives
no government subsidy.

It is partly financed by the Abe Bailey Trust and the
University of Cape Town, from which the Centre receives
regular financial aid. Ad hoc grants from various
organisations make up the remainder of the funds neceded
to run the Centre. ;

The main purpose of the Centre 1s to promote and
conduct research into intergroup relations 4in South
Africa, more specifically in the field of race, ethnic
and class relations.

The Centre”s activities 1include academic research,
empirical surveys and consultation on a local, national
and international level. The Centre has hosted seminars
on both academic and practical 4issues and ten
international workshops on a number of key 1ssues.

The Director of the Centre i{s Hendrik Willem van der
Merwe (PhD, California), the Administrative Assistaat
Mariss Stevens (BJourn, Rhodes), the part-time Clerical
Assistant Candy Muller and the part-time Librarian Gabi
Meyer (MA, HDLIS, Cape Town). The research sgtaff
include, Odette Geldenhuys (BSocSc (Hons), Cape Town),
Wanita Kawa (BA (Hons), Unitra), and Yolanda Kleynhans
(MA, Stellenbosch).



THE CONSTRUCTIVE PROGRAMME

The Constructive Programme for, Sound Intergroup
Relations has been one of the Centre”s major projects.
It was initiated in 1976 with the aim of - promoting
better understanding among members of different
population groups by removing race and economic
discrimination.

The .constructive and balanced manner the Centre has
adopted in handling sensitive issues and its objective
treatment of these diverse views have established a
basis for communication, consultation and mediation in
a polarised society.

The Centre has made history over the past 16 years by
bringing together  around the same conference table

organisations which have seldom or never met on equal-

terms. These have included the South African Institute
of Race Relations and the South African Bureau of

Racial Affairs, Inkatha and the Committee of Ten, the

South African Student Organisation, the National Union
of South African Students and the Afrikaanse
Studentebond. In 1984 leaders of the National Party,
the United Democratic Front, the Soweto Civic
Association and Inkatha agreed to meet on the same
platform. .

This background provides the basis for the Centre’s
current programme of conflict and peace studies.

CONFLICT AND PEACE STUDIES (CAPS)

The Centre”s Confllct'and Peace Studies programme can

best be described in three categories.
Research

Thé Centre”s current.research programme was developed
with due  regard to the requirements for .fundamental
change, the facilitation of intergroup communication,
the constructive management of conflict and the
reduction of violence in the change process.

The Centre produced several papers on case studies of
the manifestations of conflict in South Africa and -
published a book, The-Struggle for Democracy in South
Africa: Conflict and Conflict Resolution, edited by
Professor A Paul Hare. :

The major theme and thrust of the currént programme are
contained in the current research by Dr John Hund and
Professor H W van der Merwe on ideology and conflict
in South Africa with special attention to legal
ideology, legal development and conflict accommodation
in South Africa. :

Facilitation of Communication

be tween CoanIEting Parties

Workshops at which opposing or conflicting groups meet
continue to form an important part of the Centre
programme. An attempt 1s being made to give some
continuity to this programme by the arrangement of a
series of problem-solving workshops.

A workshop held 1in 1983 highlighted the repressive
nature of law in Scuth Africa and was followed by an
international conference on conflict accommodation and_
management 1in 1984 which included a wide range of
participants from South Africa and abroad. °

Development of Communication Skills of Mediators

A major focus of the Conflict and Peace Studies .
programme is on the development of communication skills
for facilitators in conflict situations. This is seen
as 'an ‘important task in the 'promotion of conflict
accommodation in South Africa. Following a national
seminar held at the Centre in 1984 a Continuity
Committee concerned with the establishmentt of a
national network of communication and the promotion of
programmes and courses in the field of mediation and’
conflict resolution was elected., A course on Conflict

Resolution * in South Africa given at the Summer School
of the Univegslty of Cape Town constitutes the first of
a series of courses and training programmes which are
being promoted.
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January 25, 1985

Dr. Marcia Goldstone
Indianapolis JCRC

1100 West 42nd Street
Indianapolis, IN 46208

Dear Marcia,

It was good talking with you the other day. We are delighted
that you have agreed to address the forum on "Combatting Apartheid:
Toward a Comprehensive Position" at the forthcoming NJCRAC Plenum.
The session will-be held at 10AM on Monday, February 18, at the
Fairmont Hotel in San Francisco.

The format of the session will be as follows: Rabbi Marc
Tanenbaum will discuss the American Jewish Committee's position
and will describe the process that led to its development. We
are asking you and Herb Magidson, president of the Jewish Labor
Committee, to respond to Rabbi Tanenbaum's remarks from your per-
spectives. Because there will be three presentors at the Forum,
we are asking you to hold your remarks to 15 minutes.

As you are aware, NJCRAC has sent out a Joint Program Plan
proposition recommending study over the next year of proposals
aimed at influencing the South African government to eliminate
apartheid, with a goal toward reaching a position. We would like
all of the speakers to address the issue of the current Administra-
tion policy of "constructive engagement" as well as questions of
divestiture, or withdrawal of U.S. investments. NJCRAC's internal
education process will be initiated at a February 7 meeting (from
11 AM-2:30 PM) of the NJCRAC Ad Hoc Committee on Black-Jewish
Relations. Several experts will make presentations to the committee,
and we would welcome your presence at the meeting.

I'm enclosing for your background information two recent NJCRAC
mailings sent out on this issue, as well as some additional selected
background material that I thought you would find of interest. We
hope to arrange, as is customary, an opportunity at the Plenum for

~all the participants to meet in advance and discuss the session.

As I mentioned, I will not be able to attend the session on
apartheid because of a schedule conflict with the forum on the Nairobi

Conference. However, I will be handling arrangements at the staff

cooperation in the common cause of Jewish community relations
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level, so please feel free to contact me if you have any questions
or concerns.

I look forward, as always, to working with you.
Sincerely,

Nndins_—

Marlene Provizer

MP/11
cc: Matthew Weinberg
Norman Tilles

becec: Marc Tanenbaum
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443 Park Avenue South, New York, N.Y. 10016 (212) 684-6950

January 25, 1985

Dr. Marc Tanenbaum
American Jewish Committee

New York, NY 10022
Dear Mare,

We are delighted that you have agreed to address the forum
on "Combatting Apartheid: Toward a Comprehensive Position" at
the forthcoming NJCRAC Plenum. The session will be held at 10 AM.
on Monday, February 18, at the Fairmont Hotel in San Francisco.

The format of the session will be as follows: We would like
you to discuss the American Jewish Committee's position and to
describe the process that led to its development. Then Herb Magid-
son, President of the Jewish Labor Committee and Marcia Goldstone,
director of the Indianapolis. Jewish Community Relations Council
will respond to yourvremidrks from:-their perspectives. - Because>
thetre will ‘be three presentors at the forum, we are asking you to
hold your remarks to 15 minutes.

As you are aware, NJCRAC has sent out a Joint Program Plan
proposition recommending study over the next year of proposals
aimed at influencing the South African government to eliminate
apartheid, with .a goal toward reaching a position. We would like
all of the speakers to address the issues of the current Adminis-
tration policy of "constructive engagement" as well as questions
of divestiture, or withdrawal of U.S. investments. NJCRAC's inter-
nal education process will be initiated at a February 7 meeting
(from 11-2:30) of the NJCRAC Ad Hoc Committee on Black-Jewish re-
lations. We plan to have several experts on hand to make presen-
tations to the group, and we would welcome your presence at the
meeting. T

We hope to arrange, as is customary, an opportunity at the
Plenum for all the participants to meet in advance and discuss the
forum.

I will not be able to attend the session because of a schedule
conflict with:the forum on the Nairobi Conference. However, I will
be handling arrangements at the staff level, so please feel free
to contact me if you have any questions or concerns.

cooperation in the common cause of Jewish community relations



I look forward to working with you.

Sincerely,

Wi ltre—

Marlene Provizer

MP/11

cc: Matthew Weinberg
Norman Tilles
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443 PARK AVENUE SOUTH, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10016 @ 684-6950

January 31, 1985

Memo

TO: Jordan Band
Marc Tanenbaum
Herb Magidson
Marcia Goldstone

_FROM: Marlene Provizer%,éa{ %ﬁ%./

I thought you would find the enclosed ADL policy background
report, "Economic Disengagement in South Africa: Divestiture" help-
ful as background for the NJCRAC forum on combatting apartheid.

As the cover memorandum indicates, the report was prepared as
background for consideration of the issue by the ADL's Natiomal Civil
Rights Committee on January 31 and its National Executive Committee on
February 8-10, 1985. '

MP/11
Encl.

February 17-20, 1985 - Fairmont Hetel °* San Francisco
S =



To:
From:
Date:

‘Subject:

P

ANTI-DEFAMATION LEAGUE

OF 8'_NA[ B'RITH

823 United Nations Plaza
New York, N.Y. 10017

MEMORANDUM

ADL Regional Directors
Ceffrey P. Sinensky.
January 14, 1985

Economic Disengagement in South Africa: Divestiture
Civil Rights Division Policy Issue =-- Regional Board Input

As per our ongoing policy of soliciting input from ADL
regional boards on issues placed before the National
Civil Rights -and National Civil Rights Executive Com-

‘mittees, the attached fact sheet == which will be the

basis for a discussion of the above-mentioned issue at
the upcoming meeting of the National Civil Rights Exec-
utive Committee on January 31, 1985 -- can serve as the
means of presenting this policy question to your reglonal
boards.

After its consideration by the National Civil Rights
Executive Committee, this issue is scheduled to appear on
the agenda of the National Executlve Committee, which will
meet February 8-10 in Palm Beach,‘Florida. Therefore,
_your input will be timely so long as we receive it prior
to February 8th.

JPS:es

Att.

CC: Justin J. Finger-
Robert C. Kohler



Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B rzth
Civil Rights Division
Policy Background Report

Economic Disengagement in
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Economic Disengagement in South Africa: Divestiture

UERY: What should ADL's position be regarding the divesti-
ture of funds from corporations that invest in South Africa?

The campaign to impose economic sanctions on South Africa by opponents of
apartheid, begun many decades ago, has recently gained momentum and become the
-subject'of consideration by a variety 6f corporations, human rights organization,
colieges and universities, and governmental entities at the municipal and state
level. Over twenty years ago, thé United Nations adopted a resolution in favor
of economic éanc:ions against Souﬁh Africa. Many black South African leaders,
trade uniouns, church groups, educational assoclations and commﬁnity groups con-
tinue to pressure corporations to.discontinue bank. lending qnd investment in
South Africa. Other South African groups have opposed divestiture as an ineffec-
tive means of ending apartheid. To date, major western governments have refused
to impose stringent economic‘ganctioﬁs against the country.

During the 1980's, state and local governments as well as many private and
public universities have voluntarily withdrawn funds from corporations operating
or 1nvestiﬁg in South Africa. Over twency'skétes are currently éoﬁaidering
divestment action, either administrative or 1egisiative. In addition, the issue
is being debated among 1ébog unions, religious organizations and corporatioaus.

In light of the controversy ;ver this issue, ADL has been asked to consider tak-

ing a position on divestiture.l A brief description of the current situation in

1 In October, 1983, the National Executive Committee adopted a resolution sup—-
porting legislation which imposes fair employment practices on U.S. firms operat-
ing in South Africa. (See copy of resolution, attached.)
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citizenship, and then to "invite" the states to join a "federation” controlled by
white South Africans. Four homelands, Transkei, Bothuthatswana, Venda and
Ciskei, have already been granted indepeﬁdence, reducing the black population of
South Africa by eight million. Their independence lacks meaning in any politi-
cal, economic or social seﬁse. Although the creation of these independent states
has been used as an internmational public relations maneuver, nomne of the states
has been recognized by any government other than South Africa.

The bantustan policy serves two purposes. First, it perpetuates political
disenfranchisement and social isolation of blacks. Se;&nd, the scheme serves as
a powerful control on the black labor force, thus sustaining an economic system
which supports white ﬁealth and dominance. Bantustans 5:3 economically undevel-
oped, forcing blacks to look for work in the urban, white areas.' anevér,
because their presence in‘white areas is a "privilege” extended by the government
and because the: South African economy is dependent om blacks as_“uniﬁs of labor,"
they are allowgd to remain only as long as they are economically active. Under
the'Baﬁtu Laws Amendment Actho. 42 of 1964, work must be obtalmed through a gov-

ernment labor bureau that assigns the work locality, type of employment and spe-

cific employer. Regulations limit labor “contracts™ to one year and require

blacks to return annually to their "homelands™ in order to fe—regis:er for work.
Pass Laws require every black over sixteen years of age to be Eingérprinted

and furnished with a reference book or pass which contains information regarding

hishor-her legal residence and emplofment and must be carried at all times.

Failure to do so is a criminal offense. These migrant workers are confined to
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members and lawyers-4 The Intermal Security Act also empowers the government to
prohibit the publication, printing or dissemination of any book, periodical or
other written work. Random searches can be conducted to enforce compliance with
"security laws." |
One of the most effective means of silencing political protester§ is through

banning. Banning orders generallj confine a persom to a particular.area or to .
his or her home, and prohibit :he.persdn.from-visiting specific places, meeting
with more than ome other persom at a time, Speaﬁing in public, writing or being
quoted by others. Bannings usually last for at least five years and are fre-
quently renewed. From 1961 through i983, over 1,400 individuals and organiza-
tions have been banned, including the African National Congress, the oldest black
nationalist protest organization. The Unlawful Organizatiom Act (1960) makes it
a crime to further the aims of the ANC.

" II. U.S. Corporations in South Africa

United States investors have found South Africa to be a profitable country.
Such factors as the availéhility'of cheap labor have resulted in Qubstantially
higher returns on investment than in other countries. At the end of 1982, U.S.
direct investment in South Africa was estimé:ed at $2.8 billion.? IIu addition,

as of December 1982, U.S. financial institutioms held $3.6 billion in outstanding

4 According to an Amnesty International report released in 1978, "all evidence
indicates that torture is extensively inflicted on political detainees, and that
the Government sanctions its use.”™ Since 1963, fifty-nine people are known to
have died in detention, although the government has not acknowledged responsibil-
ity for a single death.

5 See Table A, attached.
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signed the Sullivan Code. Of those companies which responded to the question-
naire, over one-third'received the lowest possible compliance rating. It has

been suggested that two reasons the South African government has not opposed the

"Sullivan Code, which is totally an;ithétical to Apartheid, is that (a) it has

. made little if any impact on employment conditions, and (b) it creates a useful

illusion of progress while staving off more drastic regulations and sanctions.

Rev. Leon Sullivan, the author of the Code, has since acknowledged that the gains

" from the Code have been too slow in coming.

Representative Stephen Solarz (D-NY) has proposed legislation to restrict
U.S. economic relations with South Africa.8 The House of Representatives twice
passed the measure, on September 9, 1983 and October 11, 1984, but the Semate has
not as yet acted on the bill. 1In October 1983, ADL's National Executive Commit-
tee adopted a resolution opposing apartheid and supportingllegislation which
requires American companies operating in South Africa to adhere to fair employ-
ment practices. (See cnp} of resolution, attached.)

III. Financial Divestiture

Economic disengagement in South Africa has been proposed as a potentially
effective strategy to combat apartheid. The divestiture camﬁaign calls upon

U.S. institutions to dispose of investments in companies which do business or

8 The Solarz bill consists of three parts: (1) mandatory compliance with a code
of fair employment practices (similar to the Sullivan Code) by all U.S. firms
operating in South Africa which employ over twenty people; (2) a ban on American
bank loans to the South African government or its parastatal institutions, except
where such loans are made for educational, housing and health facilities which
are available to all on a non-discriminatory basis; (3) a ban on the importation
into the U.S. of the krugerrand or any other gold coin minted or offered for sale
by the South African government. ,
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disinveatmeni. Tutu favors investment in South Africa, fot the time being, but
on the strict condition that over the next eighteen to twenty-four months foreign
firms use éheir investments as levers for p&linical changes in civil rights, ’
employment and living conditions. for blacks. "If these are not implemented with-
in the time limit,.then the pressure must become punitive, that is, economic
sanctions should be imposed.”

Howeve;, Chief Gatsha Buthelezi, leader of five million memberslof the Zuiu
tribe, haa_tgken a strong stand against U.S. firms pulling out of South Africa.
Lucy Mbubelo, head of :the National Union of Clothing Workers, called on American
firms to remain in South Africa to "boost the evolutionary process now taking
place.” Other trade uniogs take an opposite position. The Federation of South
African Trade Unions, Ehe largest federat;an of black trade unions, declared in
1984: "It i; FOSATU's considered view that the pressure for disinvestment has
had a positive effect and should the;efore not bé lessened. FOSATU is defiuiﬁely
opposed to foreign investment that accepts the condition of 6ppréssian maintained
by this regime.”

IV. - Arguments
A. ADL Should Adopt a Position Supporting Divestiture

1. The campaign for economic disinvestmeﬁt recognizes that it is South Afri-
ca's economy which suppﬁrts the entire enforcement apparatus of apartheid and
secures the white governmgnt‘s control over blacks. Bishop Desmond Tutu, winner
of the 1984 Nobel Peace Prize and head of the South African Council of Chur#hes,
has stated: "For many years, people have been investing in South Africa., They
have benefited from black misery and suffering. They have benefited from cheap ’

black labor. They have benefited from the whole system.”™ The ultimate
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The potential impact of economic divestmeht can be measured by_the steps
South Africa has taken to counteract such sanctions. The government has
responded to the growing divestiture movement by hiring lobbyists in the United
States, expanding it; regional consulates and flooding'u.s. legislators with let-
ﬁers and namgraﬁda answering in detail each argument raised by proponents of
di&estiture. The South African government is organ;zing ifips to the country for
legislators ﬁnd journalists and planning investment conferences. Advertisements
hailing progress and change in South Africa have been placed in major newspapers,
and national journals. These actions demonstrate South Africa's real fear about
the potential im?act of a growing U.S. divestment movement.

The Administration has adopted a non-confrontational policy of "quiet diplo-
mﬁcy" to affect a change in South African policy. However, the diplomatic strat-
egy of "cons:ructivé-engagement" is unlikely to effectuate any change in apart-
heid. 1In fact, South Africa's President Pieter Botha, responded redentiy tb
c;iticism’by President Reagan-aqd other U.S. officials by stating: "No quiet
diplomacy or shouting at us will prevent us from éeeking the path of justice with
the maintenance of civilized values in our country.” Economic sanctions, how-
ever, represent a concrete rejection of apartheid by Americans and give meaning
to the United States' rhetoric condemning the system.

2. Annual reports monitoring compiiance with the Sullivan Code indicate
that voluntary compliance with fair employment practices has had an insignificant
effect on employment conditions for blacks. Only one-half of the American com-
panies operating in South Africa have signed the Sullivan Code, and of those that
have, one-third are merely giving lip service to compliance. However, even if

legislation makes such compliance mandatory, it will effect only .37 of the black
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Jewish support for racial equality in black Africa will produce reciprocal sup—
port by blacks for Jews in Israel. )

In addition, ADL support for divestiture will not hurt Israel. Israel has
consistently voted against apartheid in the United Nations. Nevertheless, South
Africa has-continued to maintain economic relatiéns with Israel. South Africa
lent support to Israel during the Yom Kippur War and the fhrea:ened Arab'oil
embargo -— a time when the rest of Africa surrendered. to Arab threats and cut off
support for Israel. If South Africa behaved in this manner when Israél iﬁself
was condemning South Africa's racist policies, it surely will not retaliate
against Israel when the condemnatory action is supported more remotély by Ameri-
can Jews.

4. Over seventy years ago, ADL was founded "to preserve and translate into
greéter-effectiveness the pr;nciples of freedom, equality and democfacye" These
goals have prompted the agency to support equal opportunity and fair treatment
for oppressed minorities in all aspeﬁts of soclety, inclu@ing‘employmen:, hous-
ing, and educa:ion.. South African apartheid represents the most thorough,
vicious, legally entrenched racism in the world. Recbgnizing the injustice of
- this system, the Natiomnal EXecuEivé Committee, in October 1983, reaffirmed ADL's
"opposition to apartheid as a particularly abhorreﬁt form of racial discrimina-
tion."™ Recognition of the reprehensibie nature of apartheid carries with it a
concomi;ant obligation to oppose it by the most effective means. It is argued
that many countries are guilty of racist or discriminatory policies or other vio-
lations of human rights. Why focus sﬁch a drasﬁic economic weapon on South
-Africa? The answer is two-fold: First, only drastic sancgions will have an

impact on a system of racism as established as ’apartheid. Second, an attack on
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B. ADL Should Adopt a Position Opposing Divestiture

1. Divesﬁiture, while somewhat useful as a publicity tool for mobilizing
anti-South African forces, will have no effect on eradicating apartheid. The
funds divested by colleges and municipalities have .been absorbed by other inves-
tors, private and corporate. No U.S. firm has been obliged to pull oﬁt of South
Africa because of financial losses, nor is such action likely. In addition to
alternative investors available in this country, other countries trading with
South Africa will step in and pick up investment and trade opportunities whicﬁ
develop as a result of U.S. divestiture.

Moreover, a significant divestment campaign in the U.S. will be interpreted
as evidence of Americans' readiness to use capital for political ends. This
could erode confidence in the stability of our foreign investments and thus
impair the stréngth of the dollar and the credibility of U.S. economic and finan-
cial policies. |

Finally, it should be noted thatla successful divestiture campaign will
ultimately hurt blacks b? eliminating jobs, and reducing 0pportunities'to enter
the economy through marke:s domina:ed by U.S. investments, i.e., computer tech-
nology. Recently, An opinion poll conducted amoﬁg black South African workers
indicated that 757 rejected divestiture as an anti-apartheid strategy becausg
they feared it would ﬁeoPardize-their jobs.ll The impact of divestiturg on the
South African economy will, in fact, primarily hurt those at the lower levels --
those already oppressed by the policies of apartheid. Worsening their écoﬁomic
situation will not change thé South African government's.position and will omnly

further depress the position of blacks in that.country.

11 The validity of this study has been questioned because it failed to take into
account the fact that voicing support for divestiture is illegal in South Africa
under the Internal Security Act. '
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technical schools for blacks, initiating black businesses, instituting equal pay
for equal work, and improving the quality of life for blacks outéide the work
place. Some company officials are even lobbying against apartheid.  These are
significant and concrete changes which materially affect the daily lives of over
70,000 blacks working for U.S. employefSa Rather than supporting divestiture,
which is only an abstract protest to apartheid, 'ADL should turn its attention to
legislation which directly affects the employment an& living conditions of blacks
under the apartheid s}a:em. |

3. Endorsing divestiture is both arbitrary and hypocritical. imposing eco-
nomic sanctions against South Africa, clearly not the only nation practicing
racialiy discriminatory policies, is an unfair and unjustifiable political maneu-
ver. Moreover, the divestiture campaign amounts to a boycott -—_something ADL
has consistently opposed. ADL's efforts to enact and to renew legislation pro-
hibiting compliance with the Arab boycott, and to resist joining politically-
motivated boycotts in this country are incompatible with the disinvestment move-
ment. Supporting divestiture of South African interests while protesting similar
politicaily—motivated economic sanctions is itself discriminagory.

4., Jewish support of divestiture could endﬁnger South African Jewry. The
white/non-white caste system in 'South Africa has placed the Jewish population, as
members of the controlling white minority, in the unique historical position of
being pért of the privileged group which dominates the non-white majority.
Because of this, the Jewish community im South Africa has, for the most part,

been silent with respect to racial and social issues in pheir'country.lz For

12 Through the years, there have been some notable exceptions, particularly,
Helen Suzman, a South African Jew who has been an outspoken critic of apartheid

for many years.
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United States Corporations in South Africa: Aoti-Apartheid Legislation

WHEREAS, the Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith has always opposed
diserimination on the basis of race, and

WHEREAS, the League has long been opposed to the apartheid system of
racial discrimination practiced in South Africa, by which a m.,jarity of the
population is denied full political, legal and economic rigi:ts ‘solely on the
basis of race, and

WHEEREAS, there has been. legislation proposed in the Congress to demonstrate
U.S. oppositicn to the legally sanctioned system oz":'acs.ap vhich exists in South
Africa, legislation which would among cther things, require American companles
operating in South Africa to comply with fair employment practices, imecluding a
ban on segregation in the workplace.

HOW,

g EE IT REEDLVED. That the mi-nefamtio.n League of B'nai
B'rith reaffirms its copposition to apartheid as a puts.cﬁm.y abhorrent form
of racial diserimination, and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED That the Anti-Defamation League of B'mai B'rith
supperts legislation f.ba.t- would require adherence by American companies
cperating in.Sou:h Africa to the following principles:
a) Non-segregaticn of the races in all eating, comfort, locker rooms,
and work r_'a.cmtd.es. .
b) Equal and fair employment practices for all euplayees
e) Equal pay for all employees doing equal or comparable work for the
same pericd of time.

d) Initiation and development of training programs that will
prepare blacks, coloreds, and Asians in substantial rumbers
for superviscry, administrative, clerical, and technical jobs.

e) Inereasing the mmber of blacks, coloreds, and Asians in manage-
ment and supervisory positions. ' '

f) Improving the quality of employees' lives cutside the work en-
vironment in such areas as bousing, transportation, schooling,

recreation, and health facilities.

Adopted As Amended
Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith
National Executive Committee

Cctober 1983

Los Angeles, Califormia




-B-

U.S. Banks Participating in loans to South Africa

BANRED by OUTSTANDING LOANS* Participated In (as of 1983)

- (.-
Questanding
Loas.
Participation
Bank Company (8 mi1lton)
1 Citicorp . §1,420.5
2 Manufacturers Hanover 736.4
3 Merrill Lyuch & Co. 704.7
4 Kidder, Peabody & Co. 590.1
5 First Bostom Inc. 548.5
6 Prudential Insurancs 4462.9
(Bache)
7 Chase Manhattan T 397.3
8 Goldman, Sachs & Co. 360.8
9 Arnhold & S. Bleichrodar Ca. 342.0
10 American Express 312:7
(Shearsen Loeb Rhoades)
11 J. P. Morgan & Co. 301.7
12 Dillon, Read & Co. 298.8
13 Smitch Barmey Inec. 283.5
14 Credit Suisse/FPirsc Bostom. p L)
15 - Lehman Bros. Kuhn Loeb 233.6
16 Phibro-Salomon 229.1
17 Aetna Life & Casualty 215.1
(Samuel Montagu [UX7) '
18 Chemical Nev York 192.0
19 Paine Webber Inc. 191.1°
(Blyth Esscman Dillom)
20 Morgan Stanley & Co. 177.2
21 PEFCO 175.8
22  Dresdner Bank [WG/ 164.0
(ABD Securities)
23 Lazard Frerss 162.7
24  Sesrs Roebuck 162.2
(Dean Witcer Reynolds)
25 Browvn Bros. Harriman 158.6
26 Stuart Brothers 148.0
27 Drexal Burnham Lambert 118.1
28 Continental Illinois 100.2
29 InterFirst Corp. 100.0
30 BankAmerica 84, 4+
(Seafirse)

4l

- 42

43
45
47

Ougstanding

Participation
Company sillion
CoreStataes Financial. 68.2
(Philadelphia Nacl.)
Bank of Boston 50.0
(Pirst Natl. Bank of Bostom)
Bankers Trust 50.0
Dow Chemical 50.0
Fidelcor 50.0
First Chicago 50.0
First Washington Securities 50.0
E. . Butzon Group 50.0
Rothschild Iaec. 50.0
PNC Pinancial 8.9
(Pitesburgh Natl./Providsat Natl.)
Bear, Stearus & Co. 43.1
Midland Bank /UK] 30.0
(Crocker Natiomal)
European Amaricsn Baacorp 25.0
Irving Bank 15.0
First Wiscomsin 4.7
Centran Corp. 4.6
Society Corp. 2.4
Natiomal City Corp. 0:2

(Source of Information: Pacific Northwest Research Center,
"Unified List of U.S. Companies with Investments or Loans

in South Africa and Namibia®’ JULY 1983)
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THE AMERICARN JEWISH COMMITTEE

date -  repruary 12, 1985
to Marc Tanenbaum
- from | Allan L. _Kagedan_ _ _
subject ‘NJCRAC ﬁeeting on South Africa, Febr.uary 7; 1985

NJCRAC's Black-Jewish Task Force held a preliminary meeting to discuss a

Jewish communal position on U.S. policy toward South Africa, a subject that -

will be covered at NJCRAC's Plenun to be held later this month.

Participants at the meeting included representatives of NJCRAC, ADL,
American Jewish Congress, Jewish Labor Committee, UAHC, American Jewish Com-
mittee (Gary Rubin), the Philadelphia and Baltimore Communlty Relations Coun-
cils, the National Council of Jewish Women and officials from Congressman
Berman's office and New York City.

Because AJC has paid special attention to the South Africa gquestion, NJCRAC
invited me to discuss AJC policy. NICRAC is planning to circulate a summary of
this meeting; what follows are brief highlights.

On disinvestment the withdrawal of funds from corporations which have
investments or operate in South Africa, no Jewish organization has found it
possible to favor this policy; at the same time, none has felt comfortable in
publicly rejecting it. Disinvestment was opposed on the grounds that it may:
not be economically effective; harden white South African political attitudes;
adversely affect the South African Jewish community; reduce U.S. political
leverage; not be supported by black South Africans; and harm black South African
labor unions (see below).

_ What distinguishes the AJC position from that of certain other Jewish
organizations, Is that the others are willing to support the Solarz bill
restrictions (legal imposition of Sullivan Principles, prohibition of Krugerrand
sales, and a ban on new bank loans to South Africa).

Specifically, ADL at its February 8-10 National Executive Committee meeting
decided not to adopt a new position statement on South Africa, but to reaffirm

its previous position of supporting "legislation requiring American companies

operating in South Africa to adhere to 'fair employment practices,'" (the
Sullivan Principles). The American Jewish Congress, which supported the Solarz
bill, has been unable to support more stringent, disinvestment measures. In
addition, the AJCongress has been in touch with South African Jews who favor
Jewish organizations taking positions against apartheid, but seem to oppose
economic sanctions. The Philadelphia CRC has supported Congressman Gray's call

BAL TS D LEE2 L O LA LAY
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for a ban on future investment, but not to disinvestment. The Jewish Labor
Committee's representative reported that Black Labor leaders had approached his
organization to support a campaign against disinvestment, on the ground that the
strongest Black unions exist only in U.S. companies operating in South Africa.
The Jewish Labor Committee, therefore, would likely not support disinvestment.
‘The National Council on Jewish Women had taken no position on the Solarz Bill,

nor on disinvestment. Finally, the UAHC representative said that his organi-
zation would likely adopt a position using more strident language than that used

by the AJCommittee, criticize Reagan Administration policy on South Africa, and

may even support in the Solarz bill; but there is little prospect that UAHC
would favor disinvestment. '

On the upsurge in American public activity on South Africa, representatives
from Jewish organizations expressed concern about the possible manipulation of
the anti-apartheid movement by persons hostile to Israel and to the Jewish com-
munity. Pointing out that this has not happened yet, some representatives argued
that Jewish involvement in the anti-apartheid movement had led to the
suppression of anti-Israel and anti-Jewish rhetoric.

AJCommittee representatives attending on NJCRAC meetings that deal with
South Africa, including the upcoming NJCRAC plenum in San Francisco, may face
the issue of whether to oppose an attempt to adopt a position favorable to
economic sanctions against South Africa. Until now, the AJCommittee position
has been an implicit rejection of economic pressures. It is worth underscoring
that observers have opposed disinvestment in particular, and economic sanctions
in general, for the same reasons.

Reporting on the situation in the Congress, a representative from Con-
gressman Berman's office said that a number of bills which did not pass the 98th
Congress will be reintroduced, and that a number of new bills will be introduced
in the current session of Congress (see attached). Although it is difficult to

predict what the reaction to these bills will be, it seems that the political-

center has shifted towards favoring some type of economic pressures. A related

development will be renewed debate over "contract sanctity," a mechanism through

which the business community is seeking to free exports subject to contracts or
trade agreements from any sanctions that could be imposed in response to viola-
tions of human rights. Notably, last year both supporters of economic sanctions
against South Africa, and supporters of the Soviet Jewry movement lobbied
against contract sanctity.

The representative of New York City reported on the City's recent decision
to remove its pension fund assets, which amount to over eight billion dollars,
from corporations with investments in South Africa. This is the first time that
human rights criteria have been used to determine how New York City invests its
funds. The key features of this complicated divestment program are that it will
require close monitoring and assessment of U.S. companies operating in South
Africa, it will be instituted in phases over several years, and its executors
must insure that it in no way has negative financial consequences for the
pension fund. i

J039/1s/smm/gn
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o dd LEGISLATION ON SOUTH AFRICA < L
ﬁ?/ 8. x}f&i P‘iﬁnﬁ
* 98th Congress : _ ___J\ ,’4‘_‘/ .

(::;éé%%i}i; Imposes restrictions on IMF lending to South Africa == became law
: in modified form. ' ; _

Q&\QA. an —- Prohibits sales to South Africa’ s military and pollce and restricts
'* Laﬁbﬁgtns ~& computer sales to South African government -- passed House and
Senate, but died with Export Administration Act (EAA)

Solarz -- Mandatory "Sullivan Principles" (fair employment practices,
. = labor organization rights) for U.S. firms in South Africa.
) ")Dl'b \hw{ Passed House and, in modified versionm, Senate. Died with EAA.

Passed House. ---?u,-alwlli'n Bl al ja c; e 3
blach, Coct harg, & f';?, of s
5 Bars U.S. bank loams. to South African government, except for
g’ﬁJﬁ° ’T\ fully integrated services. Passed House.

wt il £ )
_;w JﬁL* Prohibits U.S. import of South Afrlcandfold coins krugerrands.

Gray -- Prohibits new investment in South Africa by U.S. companies, banks etc.
: Passed House. Senate passed provision making "no new investment'
the penalty for those companies that did not camply with fair
employment practices. Died with EAA,

-

- 99th Congress —-— thus far, a partial list

Omnibus bills, containing versions of the above provisions:

' (::éEEEEfW:Q}ASoveE%%ovisions as passed House
Proxmire -- AboveAprovisions as passed House + general nuclear sales restrictioms
Dellums —— Immediate disinvestment, total trade sanctions

Upcoming: Fauntroy; Wblpe/Gray/Solarz. Provisicns not yet finalw b
#%lf

: ‘ot
) N ; %Q‘o., .
Specific bills: : " qh,f?
"~ Berman -- Stronger version. In addition to Drchlbiting sales to South 4\,

African military and police, prohibits all computer saies to
.South African govermment and munitions list sales to South Africa.

Mitchell -- U.S. to oppose all IMF loans to South Africa.
-Prohibits krugerrand imports 1nto u. S.

Hawkins -~ Secretary of Labor to analyze possible prohibition against
pension fund investment in South Africa, U.S. Fair Labor
Standards Act and Civil Rights Act enforcement for employees
of US companies in South Africa, increase educational aid to
black South African students. : '

- General legislation in.Exporﬁ Administration Act that affects South Africa.

- "Contract sanctity:" Senate sought to prohibit economic sanctions affecting



any exports subject to contracts or trade agreements. House sought to allow /,,/"’
suspension of contracts or agreements in response to gross violations of iy o
_human rights, acts of terrorism, acts of military aggression or nuclear weapons

tests. Compromise allowed suspension of contracts if President determined a

"breach of peace'" posed a serious threat to U.S. national security interests.

Compromise died with EAA. Will be an issue again this Congress.

Nuclear Export Restrictions: Restricted exports of goods, technology, equipment
to nuclear facilities to countries not accepting IAEA safeguards.

'
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AJC POLICY ON SOUTH AFRICA

PRESENTATION TO THE NJCRAC PLENUM, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA
February 18, 1985

by David A. Harris
. Deputy Director
International Relations Department
-American Jewish Committee

.- The American Jewish Committee last issued a statement on apartheid in South
Africa-in 1977. Why, then, did we choose, in 1984, to review various policy
altematives and to issue a new statement on the subject of South Africa?

There are a number of explanations. First, there has been a rapidly
changing situation in South Africa. You will recall that in November 1983, a
new constitution to partially enfranchise Coloreds and Indians passed among
white voters by a margin of nearly 2-1. Nearly a year later, in September 1984,
the new structure, including a tricameral legislature, went into effect. In
response to this and. other developments, Black townships erupted and well more
than 100 people were killed, there were many arrests, and property damage was
extensive. - Tens of . thousands of school children began boycotting the school
system. This was followed later in the fall by the much-publicized arrests of
nine black-trade union and political leaders. Protests quickly grew in the
United States in front of the South African Embassy Ln Washington, the Mission

~in New York, and other points of South African diplomacy and commerce in the

United States. To quote a producer of the ABC-TV program "Nightline," South
Africa has become an "ascending issue" for the American news media.

. Second, during the 98th Congress (1983-1984) there was a flurry of legis-
lative activity. .Perhaps best known is the Solarz Bill which has three main
components: a) -legal imposition of fair employment standards on American
companies operating in South Africa; b) prohibition against American banks
making- loans to the South African government, except to educational, housing,
and health faclilities on a non-discriminatory basis; and c) a ban on the
importation of Krugerrands.

There were other legislative proposals as well. Representative William
Gray of Pennsylvania proposed a ban on new investments by U.S. companies in
South Africa. Representative Howard Berman of Californla sought the prohibition
of sales to South Africa of military and police equipment and restrictions on
the sale:of computers. Representative Julian Dixon, also of California, sought
to impose restrictions on International Monetary Fund lending to South Africa.
Indeed, the Dixon proposal did become law in modified form. The other legis-
lative initiatives passed the House of Representatives but died with the impasse
over the Export Administration Act. The advent of the 99th Congress augurs
further legislative efforts to impose economic sanctions on South Africa with a
number of bills having already been introduced in both houses of Congress and
many more in prospect.



Third, the 1984 presidential bid of Rev. Jesse Jackson also served to focus
increased attention on the issue of South Africa, as did the awarding of the
Nobel Peace Prize to Bishop Desmond Tutu in the fall of 1984, This award gave
much publicized platforms to Bishop Tutu to address the moral and ethical
repugnance shared by much of the civilized world with regard to the racist
system of apartheid in South Africa.

Fourth, the increasing attempts to reconcile differences and re-establish
alliances among American blacks and Jews in recent months has also served to
focus attention on the South African issue. Many American Black leaders refer
to South Africa as "their Israel," and have asked of American Jews the same
understanding and support for the struggle against the white supremacist regime
in Pretoria as American Jews ask of Blacks concerning support for Israel.

As a result of this changing political context, many of our members urged
that AJC formulate a new policy statement on the subject of South Africa to
reflect recent developments and growing concern. Simultaneously, pressure had
been growing on our chapters across the country who are increasingly faced with
decisions about how to respond to a flurry of proposals for divestiture of stock
holdings by city councils and state legislatures; by calls for disinvestment by
American companies; by growing protests and demonstrations of a relatively
broad spectrum of the community; by picketing of shops selling South African
gold coins; etc. Pressure was also coming from the Black community, to which I
have already referred, and from the Christian community, parts of which had long
been concerned with the South African issue. And, of course, on the interna-
tional scene, South Africa continued to be a major target of attack at inter-
national forums, often in company with Israel. In a speech to the U.N. on
November 21, 1984, Israeli Ambassador Benjamin Netanyahu, responding to a
Special Committee report, even had to refute the preposterous charge that Israel
was the "wellspring of apartheid." '

In attempting to formulate the AJC position, we went through an intensive
process of deliberation and consultation. We met with officlals from the State
Department, the Israeli Government, the European Economic Community, the
AFL-CIO, the Afro-American Institute, the Institute for International Education,
academic specialists on South Africa, and, as is always our practice, with Jews
from the country concerned. In addition, we gave very careful attention to the
extensive literature on the question of economic sanctions and their effective-
ness, or lack thereof, in recent history.

In November 1984, we invited Helen Suzman, the founder of the Progressive
Federal Party, the official opposition party in South Africa, to join us for our
National Executive Council meeting in Chicago. Ms. Suzman, a Jew, has long been
a courageous advocate for democracy for all races in South Africa and for a
dismantling of the system of racial separation. In fact, in 1983, she was
nominated, together with Bishop Tutu, for the Nobel Peace Prize. She joined
with us in three separate meetings in Chicago, and I think it would be useful
to quote at some length from that which she sald in one of her speeches: :

"All of you here tonight are, I am sure, anxious to know
what you, as Americans, can do to hasten real change in
South Africa -- to set it on the path toward a true demo-
cratic society. :



' omr

I wish I had the answer to this complicated question -- for
there are several aspects to be considered -- moral,
economic, punitive, reform -- all interwoven. The moral
aspect is the simplest -- it is a value judgment you have to
make for yourselves, if, that is, the decision to disengage
or divest is envisaged as a method of distancing oneself
from ‘any association with the abhorrent system of apartheid
~ -~ institutionalized race discrimination -- to put it simply
== ‘to keep one's hands clean.

Such a course of action has a simple appeal. And so, too,
' does disengagement with a view to its punitive effect. But
" it also does other things -- it removes you from a position
of exercising any influence over. the course of future
events. The vacuum created by U.S. disengagement would be
‘filled by others less concerned with reform and the pace of
‘change -- slow enough in all conscience -- would be even
slower, :

There are those who believe that total economic collapse
would facilitate a Black revolution and Black majority rule.
"Such a course could only be advocated by people sitting
‘safely thousands of miles away, for a Black revolution would
_ have no chance of success, as anyone who knows anything
" about the strength, ferocity, and competence of the South
African police and army will agree. The key to peaceful
change in: South Africa lies, I believe, in the opposite
“direction -- in the expansion of the economy, in the
increasing acquisition of skills among Blacks, in increasing
consumer power among Blacks, in developing economic muscle
-among Blacks, which can be used to demand social and
political change. And Western nations that urge reform
“'should stay in South Africa and use their influence to this
" end. = Moreover, despite the gulf that exists between
rhetoric and prevailing practice in human rights, there are
international codes of conduct with regard to such rights
that have been widely established and accepted, albeit,
- reluctantly by some, as just and proper aims of humanity.
‘Not even a superpower like the Soviet Union or a defiant
small country like South Africa is comfortable when charged
with infringement of these codes. The U.S. must protest
loudly against apartheld's outrageous violation of human
rlghts." :

I know we all share in an unqualified condemnation of apartheid and all
that it represents, and we recognize the uniquely repugnant features of the
legalization of a system based on racial discrimination. We, at AJC, had been

periodically speaking out on the subject for 25 years or more, but, in effect,
our statements ritualistically condemned apartheid but went no further in
recommending courses of action to reform the system. The issue before us in
1984 was, therefore, how we might go forward, that is, how we might design a



course of action to achieve our shared goals of peaceful democratization of the
country and extension of civil and political rights to all of South Africa's
population.

At the same time, however, there are a number of difficult questions we
have had to ask ourselves:
°°®How do we press for democratization and yet, at the same time, seek to
preserve the security of the 120,000 South African Jews who could find them-
selves in the middle of a potentially combustible situation in which their
lives, and the lives of countless others, could be imperiled?
°°°Do we run the risk, by becoming prominent in the anti-apartheld struggle in
the West, of bringing harm to the Jewish community in South Africa, which could
be the victim of reprisals by the white minority government?
°°®How do we prevent a recurrence of the situation some 15 years ago when South
Africa imposed restrictions on the transfer of funds by Jews to Israel in
retaliation for Israel's donation to the Organization of African Unity? South
Africa's Jewish community is, per capita, the second most generous contributor
to the United Israel Appeal.

°®°And how do we deal with the issue of relations between South Africa and
Israel? Although the facts strongly suggest a rather minimal economic rela-
tionship between the two countries, the perception in many quarters is other-
wise. Indeed, we should all bear in mind that Israel's bilateral trade with
South Africa represents 0.6% of South Africa's total trade, ranking Israel
twentieth in the list of South Africa's trading partners, well behind the United
States, Western Europe, Japan, Black Africa, the Arab states, and probably even
the Soviet bloc members of COMECON.

°°°How do we deal with the very real question of South Africa's strategic and
economic importance in the world? At the very southern tip of the African
continent, and blessed with a wide variety of minerals, the fact is that South
Africa's economic, geographic, and strategic importance to the West remains an
issue that one simply cannot ignore?

°°°How do we seek to develop a position which would, in fact, encourage the kind
of positive, if gradual, democraticization of the country, rather than having
precisely the opposite effect, which would be to create a siege mentality among
the Afrikaaners, the majority white population?

Those who do not understand the particular psychology of the Afrikaaners,
who view themselves as white Africans and whose roots on the continent go back
several centuries, and who assert a historic claim to the land on which they
live, do not understand the extraordinary complexity of the situation. And
those who think that punitive economic sanctions against South Africa would
necessarily achieve the desired results, may not, again, understand either the
make-up of the Afrikaaner population in particular, or the resourcefulness of
the dominant minority population. These characteristics have been amply
demonstrated in the South African response to the oil embargo, for example. The
South Africans have developed a three-fold approach to countering the oil
embargo: 1) import substitution; 2) increased self-sufficiency (the SASOL plants
which convert coal to oil are now world-renowned and provide as much as 40% of
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the country's domestic .oil needs); and 3) circumvention of the embargo. O0il
loses its national identity very quickly in a free-trading world market, and no
shortage of countries, particularly self-righteous Arab states that vigorously
condemn the South African system in public forums but provide the country with
much of its energy needs, exists to undermine the attempted embargo. And the
arms embargo, too, though costly to South Africa, has also not, to date,
achieved the desired result. The South African military is considered strong
and capable of dealing with any current combination of threats from neighboring
African countries.. Whether it will be able to develop the sophisticated
technology ‘to respond to advanced Soviet weaponry which might be introduced into-
neighboring countries, or what impact extended expended guerilla warfare and
terrorism would have, remains to be seen.. But, for the foreseeable future, the
South African-military retains the upper hand in the area. This is not, of-
course, to suggest that South Africa would not be adversely affected by economic

anctions, but rather.that the sanctions are not currently likely to result in
the desired impact on government policy.

We conSLdered carefully and ultimately rejected two of the most popular
strategies, namely, divestiture of stock funds and disinvestment. We did so
because, though support for these approaches may make for good domestic poli-
tics, they appear to contradict our desire for evolutionary change by: 1)
withdrawing whatever sources, albeit limited, of leverage the U.S. private
sector currently has; 2) transferring ownership of those American firms to South
African or other non-American businessmen not subjected to the same public
pressures to maintain fair employment practices; 3) hurting some 70,000 Black
workers employed by U.S. firms who would suffer the loss of thelr jobs; and 4)
hampering the development of Black trade unions, a concept that all of us
should actively support and encourage, for it has been in part the role of
American companies that has nursed along the development of Black trade unions.

" We have simply not found the evidence to suggest that economic sanctions,
particularly when they are unilaterally rather than multilaterally imposed,
work. And we have found the policy of divestiture to reflect nothing more than
simplistic: symbolism., To quote ClLifton Wharton, the Chancellor of the State
University of New York and a severe critic of apartheid:

- "Should universities and other institutions divest them-
selves of stock in.-companies that remain in South Africa? I
do not think so. I continue to believe that stock divesti-
ture is at best a simplistic symbolism that fails to
understand the complex interrelationships between firms and
their suppliers. In today's multinational trade in raw
materials, plant location is rarely an adequate gauge of
true dependence..... Aside from their brief publicity value,
divestiture campaigns inflict no "punishment" on South
Africa. While divestiture might salve the egos of those
activists who are indiscriminately anti-big business, it
would have no-direct effect on the real matters at hand.
Somebody else merely buys the stock." '

And, frankly, ‘we need to be honest with ourselves. While no one argues the
pernlciousness of the South African system, or, for that matter, the uniqueness
of apartheid, Is it the only truly repugnant system in the world’ Without in
any way minimizing the situation in South Africa, we need to ask ourselves: Why



6

not also seek to impose economic sanctions against the Soviet Union, Iran, -

Cambodia and other countries that have practiced genocide, widespread torture
and other massive violations of human rights?

The position adopted by AJC in November contains the following points: 1)
it unequivocally condemns the system of apartheid, the banning and detentions,
the policy of forced resettlement, the lack of enfranchisement of Blacks and the
only partial enfranchisement of Indians and Coloreds, the lack of due process,
and the Influx Patrol and Group Areas Laws; 2) it praises the awarding of the
Nobel Prize.to Bishop Desmond Tutu; 3) it supports educational programs for

Blacks, both in South.Africa and the United States, as a practical means for.

developing a growing Black leadership sector capable of becoming the motor for

social change; 4) it supports the concept of the Sullivan Principles and calls -

on all American companies not currently subscribing to those principles, nearly
150 of 350 U.S. firms operating in South Africa, to adopt those standards; 5)
it calls on all Common Market firms to adhere to the EEC Code of Conduct and
accordingly practice fair employment standards; and 6) it calls on the United
States and other Western countries to use appropriate public and private
bilateral and multilateral channels to vigorously press for widespread demo-
cratization in the country and to seek, as part of this process, to achieve
specific goals, e.g. an end to forced resettlement, an end to detentions, an end
to bannings, the abrogation of the Mixed Marriage and Immorality Acts, and
enfranchisement of the nation's Black majority.

Subsequently, on December 10, in condemning the arrests of trade union
leaders, AJC's president Howard Friedman applauded "the major escalation of
public calls for the elimination of apartheid -- including the use of dramatic
non-violent civil disobedience." And on Christmas Day, December 25, the AJC,
together with the Union of American Hebrew Congregations, conducted a much-pub-
licized vigil In front of the South African Embassy in Washington. Similarly, a
number of our members in cities across the country have participated in protests
and demonstrations. The one cautionary note concerns some other actors and
agendas in the protest movement. For example, the president of the Boston
chapter of Transafrica, the organization that launched the current round of
protests, is quoted in The New Republic (January 21, 1985) as stating, "There is
a special burden on the American Jewish community regarding South Africa,
because of ties between the State of Israel and South Africa...the burden on the
American Jewish community is to be visibly criticizing Israel for these ties.”
Our chapters have occasionally found themselves in a difficult position, wanting
to support public protests and to demonstrate against the South African regime,

but, at the same time, being unable to associate themselves with the program-

matic agendas of some other participating organizations.

One of our chapters responded exceptionally well to this dilemma. Let me
quote from the report of the chapter director in that city:

We felt that we did not need to be forced into a position with
which we were not comfortable for the sake of our coalition,
but that we should firmly and politely explain that: 1)
different groups must be allowed to engage in the types of
activity they feel most effective, 2) the litmus test must not
be that we join an activity another group is committed to, and
3) there is indeed genuine division whether economic mea-

4
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sures, that is, economic sénctions, would ultimately help or
hurt the very Black South Africans it 1is intended to
assist..."

We began to undertake a series of other types of activities to
demonstrate our concern about the issues: We sent a letter to
all of the rabbis asking that they speak out against apartheid
in conjunction with Martin Luther King's birthday; we may be
organizing an interfaith Sabbath for Christians and Jews to
speak out against apartheid; we used the forum of a Black-Jew-
ish clergy meeting, following a Martin Luther King service, to
discuss the issue with the Black clergy; we have sent articles
on the Ethiopian rescue to the local press, which, although
tangential to the issue of South Africa, does answer the
charges that Israell is a racist soclety; and we are bringing
the issue up at the next meeting of our Black-Jewish Dialogue.

Finally, we recognize that the Issue of South Africa will be with us for
many months and years to come, and that we will be required, as a consequence,
to review our position at frequent intervals and to assess the merits of our
stance in light of undoubtedly changing circumstances. Clearly, Lf the situation
deteriorates, we will have to reconsider our basic assumptions. Thus it seems a
very safe guess that, although several years may have passed between the last
AJC statement and our current one, it will be much sooner between the formula-
tion of this statement and our next one.

I036-Speech
March 29, 1985



THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

date February 19, 1985
to Harold Applebaum
from Susan Abravanel

subject Oregon Bill: South Africa

Thank you again 'for taking the time to
discuss AJC's position concerning South
African divestment/divestiture.

1 am attaching a copy of the bill currently
before the Cregon legislature. ' One of our
Board members, Jeff Lang, has brought this
matter to our Board, requesting our support
for a coalition backing the Bill. The Board
recommended that we investigate the issue
further, and check National's position on

such involvement.

1 would welcome any comments oOr futher
suggestions as o our course of action.

NiMarc Tanenbaumeavid Harris
gam Rabinove . !
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63rd OREGON LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY-1985 Regular Session

-
-House Bill 2001

Sponsored by Representatives CARTER, BAUMAN, BURTON, CEASE, EACHUS, FAWBUSH, GOLD, J. HILL, L. HILL,
HOOLEY, HOSTICKA, MASON, McCRACKEN, WHITTY, Senators HENDRIKSEN, McCOY, WYERS, FADELEY
(at the request of Oregon Rainbow Organizing Committee; Portlanders Organized for South Africa’s Freedom; Black
Student Union of the University of Oregon; Student Bar Association, Black and Asian Law Student Assocation,
Associated Students of the University of Oregon; Graduate Teaching Fellows Federation of the Umversny of Oregon
(Local 3544 of the AFL-CIO); Oregon Assembly for Black Aﬂ"alrs)

SUMMARY

The following summary is not prepared by the’ sponsors of the measure‘and is not a part of the body thereof subject 10
consideration by the Legislative Assembly. It is an editor’s brief statement of the essential features of the measure as introduced.

Defines excluded countnes as those practicing apartheid.
Prohibits new investment of Public  Employes’ Retirement Fund, lndustnal Acc:dent Fund and short term

“funds in firms doing businiéss in exchidéd ¢ountries. Prohibits’ sta‘te"'depos:té’ ifi'banks making new loans to such

countries. Directs prudent divestment of present investments in excluded firms within two years. Prohibits
public contract with persons who trade wnh or mvest Il'l excluded countries. Prohibits expendnure of public
funds for travel in excluded countries: - . .

Declares emergency, effective on pass;ge._ .

ABILL FORAN ACT |

Relating to state investments; and declaﬁng an emergency. a
Be It Enacted by the People of the State of Oregon:

SECTION1.(1) The Leglslatwe Assembly condcmns the aparlheld pohcles of the Republic of Sou!h Africa
and of Namibia. i :

(2) The Legislative Assembly ﬁnds that aparlﬁeid is a system of legalized racial segregation and economic
and political exploitation of 18 million black South Africans and Namibians that:

(a) Denies the right to vote to black citizens.

(b) Forces families to separate when a parent o‘btams wurk ina. whne area.

(c) Forces all black citizens 16 years of age or older to carry a passport that indicates the district to which the
citizen is confined. : '

(d) Allocates 87 percent of the land to whites lhat make up 16 percent of the populauon, but only 13 percent
to black citizens who make up 72 percent of the population.

(e) Forces removal of over two mllhon black cmzcns o so-called “homelands where the infant mortality

PR

(f) Invests over 10 times per pupil in white chdd.ren s education as in black children’s.

(g) Does not allow bIack workers to strike or engage in collective bargammg.

(3) The Legislative Assembly further finds:

(2) The law of apartheid in the Republic of South Afnca and in Namibia enforces a social, political and
economic structure which institutionalizes inequality solely based on race.

(b) The apartheid system is absollutely abhorrent to the fundamental principles of human rights and
standards of justice and individual freedom.

'SECTION 2. As used in this section: .

NOTE: Matter in bold face in an amended section is new; matter [italic and brackeled) is existing law 10 be omitted.

~
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1 (1) “Apartheid” means any of the following acts committed for the purpose of establishing and maintaining ‘

2 domination by one racial group of persons over any other. rac:al group of persons and systematically oppressing

3 them: S A E ; i h

4 (a) Denial to a member or members ofa rac:al group or groups of‘the nght to life and liberty of person:

5 (A) By murder of members ofa racial group or groups : ‘

6 " (B) By the infliction upon the members of a racml_ group or groups of serious bodily or mental harm by the |

7 infringement of their freedom or dignity, or by subjecting them to torture or to cruel, inhuman or degrading

8 treatment or punishment; or : ' ' ) _

9 (C) By arbitrary arrest and illegal imprisonment of the members of a racial group or groups; ‘
10 (b) Deliberate nmposmon on a racnal group or groups of Iwmg conditions calculated to cause its or their !
1 physical destruction in whole orin'part; . -* =i o fuorrmzic e 0 e A BV pah- o m wswosted :
12 (c) Any legislative measures and other measures calculated to prevent a racial group or groups from
13 _parumpanon m the pohl:cal gqg}:{:&é@umg‘apca—culu}ml hf'e C‘!f t‘I'{e_: ccumry and the dehberate creallon of
14 condmons prcvenung the f ull devclopmcm of such a group or groups, m parucular by denymg to rnernbers of‘ a
15 racml group or groups basic human r:ghts and freedoms, lncludmg the nghl to work, the nght to form recognized
16 trade unions, the right to education, the right to leave and to return to their country, the nght to a nationality, the
17 right to freedom of movement and residence, the right to frchom of opinion and expression and the rigﬁt 10
18 freedom of peaceful assembly and association; : L 5
19 (d) Any measures, including legislative measurcs, des:gned 10 dmde the populauon along racial lmes by the
20 crealton of separate reserves and ghettos for lhe members of a racml group or groups, the prohibition of mixed
21 marriages among members of various racial groups, the expropriation of landcd property belonging to a racial
22 group or groups or to members !hereof m
23 (e) Exploitation of the labor of the mernbers of a racna] group or groups in pamcular by submitting them to
24 forced labor; and . B
25 (f) Persecution of organizations and persons by depriving them of fundamental rights and freedoms because

26 they oppose apartheid. :
27 (2) “Excluded bank™ means any deposnory bank or deposnory, as defined in ORS 295.005, which makes or

28 participates in makmg any loan to a government, governmental agency or quasi-public agency of any excluded

29 country after the effective date of this 1985 Act, as determined by the procedure described in this 1985 Act.

30 (3} “Excluded country” means any nation or international territory ruled by the system of apartheid.

31-- - (4) “Excluded- ﬁrm—mf:ans any: busmc;s orgamzauon whlch conducls Jbusinessinany excluded country, as—= TR
32 delen‘nlned by the procedure descnbed in this 1985 Act.

33 (5) “Subject investment funds™ means:. , )
34 (a) Public Employes’ Retirement Fund described in ORS 237 271;

35 - (b) Industrial Accident Fund described in ORS 656.632; -

36 (c) The Common School Fund; .. ;- =

37 -, (d) The Oregon War Veterans’.Fund; or

38 (e) Funds in the custody of the State Treasurer that are not required 1o meet current demands.

39 SECTION 3. (1) The State Treasurer shall prepare and report to the public annually a list of excluded

40 countries, excluded banks and excluded firms. Banks or firms proposed to be listed as excluded shall be so =~

41 notified in writing and shall be given a copy of this 1985 Act. Sixty days after the mailing of such notice, such (\

(2]
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.
banks or firms shall become excluded banks or ﬁrms unless the State Treasurer has received from the bank or
firm an affidavit as follows: .

(2) In the case of a bank, that the bank has not made or panicipated in the making of any loan to a
government, governmental agency or quasi-public agency of any excluded country after the effective date of this
1985 Act. o

(b) In the case of a firm, that the firm, taken together wi‘th its subsidiaries, parents and affiliates, has no
employes in any excluded country, produces no earnings from operations in any excluded country and invests no
funds in any form in any excluded country. ' .

(2) Subject investment funds in the custody of the State Treasurer shall not be deposited in any excluded
bank. _

(3) Subject investment funds s-hali notbe invested in any excluded firm unless the State Treasurer personally
or by authorized designee certifies in each instance that failure to make the investment in the excluded firm
would cause specifically identified immediate financial loss to the subject investritent fund.

(4) Any investment of a subject investment fund held in an excluded firm on the effective date of this 1985
Act shall be prudently divested within two years unless the State Treasurer personally or by authorized designée
certifies in each instance that failure to retain the investment in the excluded firm would cause specifically
identified immediate financial loss to the subject investment fund.

(5) The State Treasurer shall report all investments in excluded firms to the public annually.

SECTION 4. Sections 2 and 3 of this Act are added to and made a part of ORS chapter 293.

SECTION 5. Section 6 of this Act is added to and made a part of ORS 279.011 to 279.061.

SECTION 6. No public contracting agency shall enter into any public.contract, including a personal service

contract, with any person who trades with or invests in an excluded country, as defined in section 2 of this 1985

Acl.

SECTION 7. No public funds of the state or any political subdivision shall be expended on travel expenses
of any public officer or employe to an excluded country, as defined iln section 2 of this Act.

SECTION 8. This Act being necessary for the immediate preservation of the public peace, health and safety,
an emergency is declared 1o exist, and this Act takes effect on its passage. ' |
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Transcript item 4

Intro: In an interview on the i3C Radio Network in the U3. last'nighf;
S~ Foreign Minister Roelof 3otha were questioned on a variety of _
issues related to.Si political/constitutional developments, The
interview was conducted by lMichael Jackson. (Programme broadcast

on 2000 radio stations with a listenrship of 27 million), ﬂere follows

-full transcript:

-l

EJfﬁuYour country is so rich and beautiful, and in some ways troubled,
Obviously your country needs progress towards accomodation and not
'ng:ession to antipatkhye. Ir which direction is 5: headinz?
_Pik;l e are clesarly moving in the direction of greater concencus amongst
_4th lzaders of our various comzunities. The pew constitutional dispsnsatic
, Epoves-this b2yond any doubt, and on Jznuary 25 the State President
gﬁndunced new fuiéeliﬁes for negetiatioﬁs witi our 3lack communities
}H ?in_ﬁany-irportaﬁt spheres of lifes 350 we realise that the whole of
- Southern . frics = 2lso these neighhouring states - all of us
will recuire stability, co_operation and a forw of concercus among
eadch other zs to the future.also 2 the political
and we are working at ite
i0J: The new dispensation hasg been called a historic cne. 3But, if I
was Blzck and one of your Black citizens, would I see it that way?
PIX: CFrankly, the Black lzaderz of 3outhern ..frica do not see it that
WaY ees Lhere's no need to mislead youe IJubt, quite a number of
important Black leacders welccomed the 3tate President's znnouncement
and it is now up to all of us se... what are we going to do about this?
In other words, I believe we have entered a completely new era ... a
new negotiating era with Black leadership in order to try and find
a reasonadle unéerstanding with one another. I believe there are a
sufficient nﬁmber of mcderate Black leaders in SA who share with us the

basic view that conflict can resolve nothinge. /s
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There can be no winners in a conflict situation .. only loserse I

believe that it is this basic concept of wanting 5. to advance and

¢ stronger than the people who try to

o

progress that will nrove tce
work towards violence and conflict,
MJ: If you were a Black 34, would you be hapny to live in such a state?
If you were 3lack, what reforms would you call for?
PIK: If you were a Black :imerican, what reforms would you call for in
the USA? Only 12 percent of the .merican nation is Black and it took
the US.. 30C yeers to achieve full integration. In 5., 82 percent
is Black ... I wonder how long it would have taken the USi to achieve
integration with that proportion. 1iy government is aware of the need
Tor reform. e are.firmly on trat road and e believe we can accomodate
the ressonable interests of all the communities, including the Blacks.
MJ: This change that is coming about ....‘is it because of necessity,
pragnatism ard pressure ... or is it bescsuse ths people in ccentrol
feel that the situation has been unjust and that changes should be made?
Pik: The 3. Covernment very strongly believes that we should apoly in
our politicel and constitutional life, the princivles which we fcilow
in our religious life .... the moral norms, standgrds and values which
we denand for ourselves should be our guiding line in ccastitutional
reforme S0 that even if the wheole world should suddenly change
tomorrow and start praising and comienting favourably on 3.i's present
situation, that still would not resolve our problem . .2 have to resolve
our problems ourselves, with Black leadership and according to our
values and standards ..... because if we are untrue to> ourselvss then
we will destroy ourselves e.... irrespective of whether there is
conflict or note I do mnot believe that an individual or a nation can
live contrary to what you believe in.

/ooase
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Prof Deon Celdenhuys, frof in Folitical Science at . RalU,

nade the state en® that for thz first tine in 5.'s history, absolitely

no one is satisfied with fhe status quo. How co you respond to that?
ik: Basically I suppose fthers is a lot of truth in that, Eb'oﬁn

governasnt 1s not satisfied with the state of affairs and that is why

we intend to seriously, earnestly and urgently to work towards further

chanze at a rate which wulhope the public (all the various comrunities)

can absorb. Your problem is the momen% when ons starts on a road to

refornm, that there is the danger of expectations that - can rot be

fulfillecd inmediately or to the full extent that it was expected,

That is a danger one finds throughout human history in processes of this

nature, But despite that danger ws are going ahead, believing that

the vast majority of all our people (3lacks, coloured, ihite, isian)

do desire in the first instance stadility and progress, and we stand

ready to work towzrds a just dispensation for all our peoples,

MJ: Az I correct tha® there are about 23/24 nillion .ifricans, about

5 million thites, 3 million Colourecs and about 1 million :isians,

. all
parts, e consider/ourselves to be ifricans.

Pik; It is nct correct im
iy people have been here as long as the ‘merican people have been in the
USie But secondly, it is over—simplification merely to refer to 20

vr 2% nillion Blacks ———- within our midst we have the independent

states of Lesotho, Swaziland and Botswana. BStates recognised by the
USi, United Fations and the OAU, In the same way that the states that
got their independenee from S\ have their citizens working for wages

in S., so too do the independent states of Lesotho, Botswana and
Swaziland have their citizens working in Si for a living. Those 3 states

do not claim the right to exercise political rights within the Rep of

54 on account of the fact that their citizens are being employed in Sl

/.ao--
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fact is, it is true that millioms of Black people in 3i owe allegiance

to, are loyal to and identify with the nation to which they belong.

For exampls, the Zuluse. The Zulus forn a people and nation and they

are proud of that., The same zpplies to tae Vendas, Tswana, Sothos, Xhosas
and 3wazie. W2 did not create the situation. Feoples were not created

by government fial or ideology and any government in power in 3.,
irrespective of the colour of that government, will have to take

account of this diversity. Utherwise you are going to run into

very great difficulties. /e admit and we say that in our cities we have
vast numbers of people today who through inter-marriage and permanent

settlenent do not identify with ths homelands, their countries of originc ..

ané¢ particularly in

H

espect of these people, we nust look afresh at our

1MJ: The walls of apartheid are mot going to come tumbling dowm 211 of

a sudéen, Hovw + woulé you define apartheid now?

r that word was intended £ nean ncthing nore ard nothing
less than self-determination, conrmnity developnent e.... but it was
turned into a woréd carryins severe racizl stigma. Toe corcept that
is.being denounced and condemned (if we talke the meaning ascribed to
apartheid by our crities) I will alsc condern, 2 ¢éo not refer to that
word anymore at all, ije have, in 27 opinion, entered a nesw era

in which the accent falls on coriunit; development, joint decision

makXing in matters of mational concern, and yet, protecting minorities

(i

in respect of diversity in culture, language and matters of that nature.
MJ: The word was not invented by ths National Partye but, I believe by
General Snutse

Pik: I am not sure about that., Whoever invented that did not

intend it to mean what the United Nations and our enemies eventuélly

ascribed to its 4As far as we are concerned, that concept is not used
here e¢... but only by our enemies because of the particular content
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that they have given to the word .... namely ons of racial superiority,

degradation of people of colour, inhuman ... éehuranising processes

against people of dark colour. I reject that concept, That is not

1 . - & .
ny government s view. We  accept that all human beings are born equal

)

in dignity and we are sincerely tryin;

I~

to find a way out of the

r

dilemma of plural diversity without conflict and without turbulence,

Mg: Zpartheid is understood here in the U3 as being a systen of

racial separation that says where people can live, with whom they can

live, with whom they can narry, what schools they can attend and even

where they can be buried,

Pik: No o... because soue of the elements that you have mentioned

are presently veing reviewed ... thers is a Parliamentary Committee now

investigating some of the laws you m=entioned ... laws regarding nmarriage

and sexual intercourse across colour lines, i3 far as the rest

of the aspects you nave mentioned: in 8. we have Yhite ifrikaans speaking
Jhite

schools and/gﬁgzish speaking schoels and I have izard no one calling

that racialistic. The sane . applies with zany of the Black

COMTUNitiss eses. in fact, UIiSUC reports that a child learns faster

in his own nother tongue : But apart from that in respect

of what you mentioned es.... w2 are investigating these matters with a

view of changing thexm. This is part of the new era.

MJd: Do wou feel that the U3. is Deconing accidentally or deliberately

the catalyst for maybe explesive change?

Pik: .2 all know that the Soviet Union thrives on turbulence and

conflict. .z fas as we ars concernzd, there are elements within the

communist hierarchy all over the world with cornections in 34 stirring

up trouble, trying to distort every change that we nake here and portraying

it as cosmetic changes. I7e have no doubt about it that what the Soviet

Union is interested in and a large number of international organisations

(even in the Western “orld)-that they are not interested in ths welfare

of the Black people of Si. If they were interested they would compare the



guality of life, ths political, social and civil rights of Blacks here

with vhat elsewhere in ifrica. You never see such comparisons

e

for +the simple reason that any objective comparison with the rest

of Africa will prove to you that the Ziack worker in S: is far better
off, h= is better housed, has better nmedical services, better infrastructure
and/;nhost of other social or cultural lature are far
better off than elsevhe e ir ifricas Pressure is being put on Si

by liberal imericans who think that they are serving their own liberal
consciences ,.. but who are not, Disinvestnment, for instance, which
Senator Kennedy and other on Capitol Hill are propagating, is merely
another form of instigating and propagating violences and trouble,
Zventually, millions of Blacks will find themselves out of jobs because
of disinvestmeﬁt. Je have at present 1 and & half nillion wotkers from
our neighbouring states in 3:i - the majority of them have =ntered 3.
illegally,at the risk of being arrested,%o werk for food and wagese.

7 disinvestument succeeds, must we send these people back? Theu night

i

GQ

turn ve maintaining large families back home in their ovm countriese

[
(]

e can not ses why such pressure must be.pubt on US s.es 1t 1s almost

as if we are beirg punished for concepts of the past at a time when

we are nmoving away from a lot of thz regulations and laws and przctises
of the past, Uhat is the purpose of this unless a sophisticated
mechanism is being crzated to prevent reforn, to prevent a better life
~for Black people and to prevent my Government Irom making a deal and

coming to an agreement with Black leadershipe.

613}

MJ: Your government's recent dzcisior to arrest a number of influential

Black leaders appears to run contrary to what you have been saying.

/..Olli
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Pik: In S4 it is no offence to oppose the I.. governnent., It is

done everydaye. #£t least that is recognised by .mericans e.... that 54

1 3

has the onl;s free press in ./frica. 34 has opoosition parties

and free elections .... one can out-vote %She govarnment, 1o one

gets in troubls for opnosing the Government, 34 has newspapers criticisin

the governnent more harshly than any paper in the US.. would criticise
their government, 3But, wiether you are a teacher, doctor, labourer ...
the law apnrlies in Sa To &ll eguzlly. If labour leaders or whoever
contraverne the law in the US. ... are they exenpted from the law merely
because they bHslong to a ca2rbtain profession. The outside world thinks
that we are acting agairst Black labour lzaders. This is not true,
‘Je himve introduced lszislation le:h;ising Black trade unfons ... now
whers alselon the ifrican continent do trace uniors exist. 3lack

leadership in Africa do not =allow this at all,: S. allows this ... we
create the machinery for bargainiuge. .n 2 situation where 3i ought %o
have been congratulated for doing this, it is rncw zccused of arresting

neople belonging to trade unions when they transgress the law.

ends, rwatt

ey



[end]
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& OFFICIAL STATEMENTS-BY THE STATE OF ISRAEL
OPPOSING RACISM, APARTHEID AND ARMS SALES TO SOUTH AFRICA

"...0bviously, we cannot be anything but critical of a policy which, irrespec-
tive of historical and sociological reasons, tends to cause humiliation to
others because of thelir race or color. In fact, we would be unfaithful to our
Hebrew heritage if we would not be critical of such a policy...we abhor any form-.
of racial discrimination and humiliation, and I belleve that the South African
government and enlightened public opinion in South Africa respect the candor
with which we express our opinion..."

---- Ambassador I.D. Unna, then Israel's Ambassador to
South Africa, September 3, 1978.

"Israel will comply with Security Councll Resolution 418 (1977)1 énd, accord-
ingly, Israel will not provide South Africa with arms or transfer of weapons and
ammunition, military vehicles and equipment."

---- Note verbale from Israel to the UN Security Coun-
cil, September 4, 1979. Israel's position of
opposition to the provision of arms to South Africa
has been repeatedly reaffirmed at the United
Nations.

"...it is no wonder that almost 80 years ago, Theodor Herzl, the founding father
of modern Zionism, compared the oppression of Blacks in Africa to that which the
Jews themselves had suffered, and he vowed that when he had witnessed the
redemption of his own people, Israel, he would work for freedom in Africa..."

---- Ambassador Yehuda Blum, Israel's UN Representative,
before the General Assembly, November 8, 1979.

"As a multiracial people of all colors and backgrounds, we cannot be anything
but critical of a policy which causes humiliation to others on account of their
race or color. In fact, we would be unfaithful to our Jewish heritage if we
were to leave the slightest doubt in anybody's mind that we abhor any form of
racism, racial discrimination or humiliation." :

---- Ambassador Yehuda Blum, before the UN General
Assembly on Policies of Apartheid of the Government
of South Africa, November 12, 1980.

"...The State of Israel rose as a response to injustice and sufferings. It
remains committed to social and racial equality. [The Israelis are] a people
coming from the four corners of the earth. Many of them are of different
origins and hues. All passionately reject racism. As recently as last December
an international congress against racism was held in Tel Aviv. Representatives
of teacher unions from different countriés joined to study how to educate the
young generation to tolerance and mutual understanding between peoples and
races, how to alert it to the dangers of racism. In this spirit a call to the
teachers of the world has been issued."

---- Ambassador of Israel before the UN Commission on
Human Rights, Geneva, February 16, 1981. X

1 The Security Council voted unanimously on November 4, 1977 to impose a mandatory
arms embargo against South Africa.



"We have never missed an opportunity to publicly denounce épartheid and to
associate ourselves with United Nations condemnations of apartheid. I express
once again our total opposition to apartheid and to racism in any form."

---- Prime Minister Menachem Begin, interview with
Afrique a la Une, June 1982.

"...nothing unites the people of Africa and the people of Israel more than a
hatred of raclsm. Our people have suffered more than anyone else from racism,
have fought and still fight, more than anyone else against this most horrible
disease that still persists among mankind.

. "Israel and its Government have consistently condemned publicly the policy of
Apartheid, and I take this opportunity to express once more our abhorrence of
Apartheid and of any form of racism wherever it may occur.”

---- From remarks by President Chaim Herzog during the
visit to Israel of Liberian Presldent Dr. Samuel
K. Doe, August 23, 1983,

"Israel is not a simple observer which merely sympathizes with the victims of
racism and oppression. Our views have been shaped by bitter historical and
emotional experience spanning centuries. Moreover, to no less an extent, our
abhorrence of racism is rooted in the social norms which comprise an 1ntegra1
part of Judaism's teachings."

"Israel's position concerning apartheid and other manifestations of racial
discrimination is clear: we oppose bigotry completely and unreservedly wherever
and whenever it emerges. We have made this position known to the Covernment of
South Africa on numerous occasions. By this direct approach, rather than
through acrimonious rhetoric, we believe that the cause of eliminating r301al
discrimination is better served."

---- Ambassador Yehuda Blum, before the UN General As-
sembly, November 17, 1983.

"...Israel categorically condemns racism in all its forms, including Apartheid.
We are a people who have suffered more from racism, murderous racism, than any
other. This is why the founder of modern Zionlsm, Theodor Herzl, wrote that
after liberating the Jews from the evil of racism he would strive to liberate
the oppressed blacks. And this is why the state that was founded in his vision,
Israel, has repeatedly expressed its revulsion of and opposition to Apartheid,
both in world forums and directly to the Government of South Africa...direct
communication is the most effective means to bring about a change in South
African racial policies."

---- Ambassador Benjamin MNetanyahu, Israel's UN Repre-
sentative, before the General Assembly, November
21, 1984,

(Prepared by the Israel and Middle East Affairs Division of the International
Relations Department).

85-580-4
1079-Statement on Apartheid
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Trenscript: report by Fanus Venter, Washington: 28,2,1985
' The strategy behind disinvestment.

There is a conspiracy in the American Congress to withold informgtion
on SA from the American community. This is a difficult statement to
B8Ke cceeoo the facts are there, but my. sources of information can not
‘be revealed. This can best be illustrated by a recemt event which
occured during the visit of Chief Gataha Buthelezi, Chief Minister of
‘Kwazulu to the USA where he also had the opportumity to meet with

Pres Baagana

The day after Chief Buthelezi met wibh Pres Beagan, he was invited to
have discussions with prominent members of the American Congress on
Capitol Hill. In the office of congressman Walker of Fennsylvania,
sveral other congressmen had the opportunity to question Chief
Buthelezi about South Africen issues. Chief Buthelezi gave his views
on the future of SA and also discussed the topic of disinvestment -

he made it very clear that the presence of American companies in

SA was a vital issue in the development of the country as a whole. _
Chief Buthelezi also stressed the importance of personal visits to SL.
by comgressmen, One of the members of the Black congressional

caucus, congressman Conniers of Michigan, in reaction to the invitation
by Chief Buthelezi to congressmen to visit SA, then revealed the
conspiracy &by Black caucus members and other leftist members of

the Hoqse of Representatives to boycott such visits to SA. In facy,
Mr Conniers said in the presence of Chief Buthelezi that an agreement
existed not to naké any personal visit to SA to guage for themselves
what the changing circumstances are, This comment was directed towards
Mr Howard Wolpe of Michigan, the present Chairman of the Africa sub-
committee of the House of Bapresentatives. The implication of the
remark - which Mr Wolpe ackmowledged - was that this agreement was not
confined to the Black caucus in Congress. Famans
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his implies that Congressmen in responsible posts deliberately

void authorative information on changing circumstances in SA. Mr Wolpe
imself is guilty of this, having once before silenced a witness who

/as intent on giving evidence of the positive change underway in

3A. In addition, an organisation of leftist and Catholic groups

this Wednesday delivered a letter to Congresé calling for more
pressure on SA. They compare the situation in SA with that of the

Civil Rights Movement of the USA and added a long list of the t&ypically
rethoric comments always being made about SA. They pleaded for

exactly those anti-SA measures that have to serve before for Congress
early in March end slso demanded the independence of SWA/ amibis

with no conditions for such indeperdence attached. Some of the issues
debated by this organisation, "The Clergy and laiety Concermed”

are taken from Congress documents. :GE'¥ie 250 who signed the letter

to Congress included Walter Fauntroy, Jesse Jackson and others ¢.... names
that can be traced to the Trans Africa Croup which has been involved in
anti-SA protest actions and which has in the past had definite
connections with the aandiniataa, Granada, etce This letter can be
interpreted as a desperate attempt by the far left groups in the USA

to regain control over the battle against SA and to give it greater

momentum,
It has already been proved that it is a definite object of Trans

Africa to withold information on SA from the American public .... because
it will do damge to their own cause, For them, the issue is one

of gaining political platforms as Black-issue advocates and the isolation
of SA from the USA and the West. What I have been able to report here

can be qualified c.... but security reasoms prevents me from revealing

my sources of informatiom.
vV
Fanus enter, Washington.

-ends rwatt
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3/85
SOUTH AFRICA: ACTIVITY GUIDELINES

During 1984, the question of how Americans might assist in the effort to eliminate
apartheid, South Africa's policy of legally-entrenched discrimination, has become
a significant public issue in many American cities.

The American Jewish Committee, which has long been concerned with the problem of
apartheid, addressed the issue most recently in a Statement on South Africa, ad-
opted by its National Executive Committee in November 1984. Geared toward the
ngtionai debate over policy on South Africa, the Statement also implies guide-
lines for chapter activity. If your chapter is approached to participaté in
anti-apartheid activities, these guidelines may be helpful.

General Approach

*AJC unequivocally condemns apartheid; it also realizes that there are legitimate
differences of opinion on what are the most effective means of improving the con-
dition of black South Africans. AJC believes that non-violent change serves the
best interests of all South Africans and is the surest path to dismantling apart-
heid. Agents of non-violent change within South Africa include numerous anti-
apartheid human rights agencies, trade unions, church groups, legal bodies and
professional and business associations.

Protest

*AJC endorses citizen protest against apartheid that can take the form of peaceful
demonstration, seminars, and interreligious or intergroup dialogues on apartheid.
Participation is advised only when other participants impose no requirement of
support for specific U.S. policies toward South Africa, and do not advocate violent
change. Also, attempts to allege invidious connections between Israel and South
Africa - when Israel is a minor trading partner of that country - must be opposed.
Such manipulative activity harms the anti-apartheid cause.

Public Diplomacy

*AJC encourages the U.S. government and public figures to protest against apartheid,
both publicly and privately. ;

Education

*AJC favors U.S. government and private programs to train qualified hlacg South
Africans to acquire technical and other training to prepare them to participate
fully in the economic and public 1life of their country.

Encouraging Internal Change

*AJC urges U.S. companies operating in South Africa to apply fair.employment stan-
dards to their black workers, and to permit them to join trade unions. U.S com-
panies should also initiate on-the-job training programs, and provide health services.
Enhanced black participation in economic 1ife can fuel peaceful change.

*The AJC at this point does not support divestment; there is no conclusive evidence
that it is an effective weapon against apartheid. So far, South Africa has resisted
economic pressures by finding new trading partners and by increasing its self-
sufficiency. Furthermore, departure of U.S. firms from South Africa, caused by
divestment activities, will harm the 70,000 black workers employed in them; it may
also cripple the multi-racial trade union movement, recojnized by, and based in,
U.S. companies.

ik
Consonant with its commitment to promote and protect human rights, the American
Jewish Committee will continue to work for the elimination of apartheid, a flagrant
denial of fundamental freedoms.

Prepared by the International Relations Department's Division of International
Organizations.

85-570-4
3/22/85



8&3.1985
Iteﬁ 1: Transcript

Intro: Chief Gatsha Buthelezi, Chief Minister of the National State

of Kwazulu, gave a report-back to his government and people
following his visit to the USA and Canada ¢.... the visit was highlighted
By the numerous statements made by Chief Buthelezi on the undesirable
effects of the USA disinvestment campaign against SA. Chief Buthelezi

says:

Even if the struggle within SA is a domestic issue, western nations have
an obligation to aid Blacks in their struggle for liberation., I pointed
out (ta those with whom I met) that the West could in fact aid Black
South Africans by putting increased pressure on Pretoria to abandon
apartheid and to move towards real reform. They could also aid Black

SA with financial backing for educational and developmental projects
which we in SA need so urgently in order to help ourselves.

I repeatedly emphasised when talking about the pressures that America
could bring_to bear on SA, that I was not advocating just any pressure.
I was advoéating pressure which would not have adverse consequences and
which would not amount to "bashing" Black South Africans and Blacks in

the neighbouring states while attempting to rap Pretoria on the knuckles.

I conveyed to President d'eagan, “p George Bush, Schultz and Crocker,
congressmen and senators that when it came to the question of disinvestment
they should clearly understand that rank and file Black South Africans did
not support disinvestment as a feasable and working étratesj. In

calling on Pretoria to bring about real change, I asked Mr Reagan to
realise himself that constructive engagement would necessitate using the
technique of the carrot and the stick. And I urged him to use

‘that technique. I told him that though ordinary Black citizens have not

yet seen the results of such a policy, it was nevertheless one that should

"be praised as being in the right direction. o
RN
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It is a policy that will in time bear fruits. ‘any people
criticised me for unconditionally supporting Pres Reagan's
_policy of constructive engagement. South Africans (Whites) must

become aware that the question of apartheid and the American response
to it has become part and parcel of the American political scene,
Everywhere I went I found concern among Americans that the changes

they perceive to be in the air might be illusiomary. I found genuine
concern for the fact that while State President P.W. Botha talks in

the language of change, he seems uncapable of translating that
language into practical terms and to mobilise Black opinions behind him,
Every hestitancy on the part of the SA Government to take on real
reform adds fuel to those who argue for violence as a solution to the
problems, and gives more credibility to those who call for harsh economic
sanctions against SA. Mr Botha has certainly brought time in the

eyes of a great many Americans, but they do not see his actions in a
mood of euphoria., Mr Botha has heightened expectations that change

will take place in SA. If he fails, those American politicians who

seek policies of confrontation will see their efforts gathering momentum,

Where ever I went I stressed that it is also the responsibility of Blacks
in SA to bring about radicak change in SA ... but to do so without
destroying the foundations of future economic growth and without
destroying the prospects of establishing an open and democratic society.
I told these audiences that they should not be surprised when they

get different signals from Black South Africans because we are

not a monolithic society (entity). I was often asked about Bishop
Desmond Tutu's views and those of the “everend Allan Boesak ... but I

refused to be drawn into a mud-slinging session about that,

/.oo-o
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I did not regard it as my priority to attack other Black leaders. But
-évery where I was told about Bishop Tubu's statements on those Black

SA leaders who were "working along with the system". I found this
statement repeated ad nauseum with especial reference to the disinvestment
campaign., I did not speak for myself but for millions of Blacks

when I stated that if there was disinvestment, Black people would suffer
more than Whites wouldy I can not see my opposition to the

disinvestment campaign as being construed as though I would work within
the system (of the SA Governnenf). My audiences were startled when I
read out to them the speach of Bishop “esmond Tutu when he was enthroaned
as Bishop of Johannesburg, when he stated that he had never supported
disinvestment but that he would consider supporting disinvestment in

two years' time should there be no change in SA.

I find it dangerous for men of the cloth to play devisive roles

by denegrating those whose political strategies differ from their own.
.One can only condemn the actions of all men of the cloth who fan the
flames of Black disunity which have cost ﬁs already so manly lives

of Blacks in the sub-continent. I am also appaled by the character
assasination against myself by some of my Black brothers and sisters.

Ar. example is the statement by Mrs Winnie Mandela that I worked along
with the apartheid regime. I was hurt by that statement. I have always
had a warm and cordial relationship with her husband, Nelson Mandela.

It is mean and nasty to try and make us enemies. Ever Black leader and
organisation in SA have the democratic right to put their own views

to the people ... but the creating of rifts in the Black SA society

by using the kind of language which Winnie Mandela used, is unforgivabZe.

.ends rwatt
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Item 6: Translated transcript.

Intro: The leader of SA's official opposition party, Dr Van Zyl
Slabbert of the P.F.P., has addressed the Oxford University Student's
Union in England on the reform process currently underway in SA and the
need not to isolate SA at this stage. Dr Slabbert took part in a
debafe on a motion calling for the total isolation of SA. He said such
isolation would be a terrible mistake., Afterwards, he spoke to

Jan van Niekerk:

SLABBERT: Firstly, I pointed out that there could be no "total"
isolation and that it made the motion a ridiculous one. Such & motion
would then have to involve churches, the Red Cross, Amnesty International
and even myself - total isolation would mean fhnt I myself could

not make use of an opportunity such as this debate. What they
intended is that an external factor could influence the domestic
situation in SA in a critical manner. I will question such a

theory. I isolated 3 external factors = foreign governmerts, foreign
companies and foreign pressure groups. 1 tried to tell the students
that in each of these three instances, the pressure being exerted will
more often than not be contra-productive and damage the original
intention of peaceful reform and change.

I named two examples: firstly the success achlieved by a pressure
group to isolate SA from world participation in sport events. This did
result in change within SA. Ironically, the same group that applied
such pressure will now deny changes in SA as cosmetic and insignificant.
The other example I pointed out was that of the arms boycott against -
SA., ‘I showed that the embarho was successfully implemented but that
it did not produce the desired results - in fact, through ARMSCOR,

SA has become self-sufficient in the manufacturing of arms and the
export of such SA warfare productse.

/o.tno
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Such action is contra-productive., Those who believe that violence

is the 6n1y means to achieve change in SA will not be impressed by these
arguements of mine - because they do not beleive in reform through a
gradual process of change. In SA, violence will create a situation

of siege in the country where no one will be the victor .... not those
advocating change through violence no¥ those trying to halt change
through violence. Everyone will lose if violence is the only means

to change the status quo.

I pointed out that isolation and violence were 2 of the characteristics

of the old apartheid-policy in SA as we came to knoﬁ it over the

past 30 years - mg where we forced people fo become isolated. But, now
that SA is moving away from isolation = painfully and with difficulty -

it will be iromic if the world attempts to isolate SA and to encourage
through violence, changes in SA's domestic affairs, SA knows from
experience that isolation and violence will not be successful inside the
country. It will be ironic if the world considers these two "instruments"

the only means to bring about change.

QUESTION: In what manner do you think can a pressure group like this( the .

students' union) make a contribution towards change in SA?

SLABBERT: They can help by opening up the debate on SA. Not to
write=off SA or to condemn SA in such critical fashion. Implicit in my
reaction to the motion by the students was the idea that the particpation
in debates, the participation in exchange of cultural matters, partici-
pation in sSport ecceee could presently help more to achieve change.

[oese
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People tend to forget that tyrants flourish in isolation. But world
involvement can not cover up what is wrong in a country. We must

get away from the simplistic and stereotype views usually held by
foreign student bbdiea on SA, At the same time we must acknowledge

that within SA we have a great responsibility to show that there is.
earnestness in our attempts to bring about reform .... to show the world
that they need not just lisfen to the arguements of SA Whites, but that
cognisance must be taken of the reaction of SA's Blacks., The world must
reconsider its views on SA and SA must help the world to see that the
situation in SA is changing. |

QUESTION: Is the lack of knowledge about events in SA not appalling e...
as shown by some of the speakers in this debate?

SLABBERT: I would have despaired if I did not know that even SA
students were at times ignorant about events and devekopments inside
their own country. One will have to accept such "enthusiasm" as

inevitable.

.ends rwatt



THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

date March 12, 1885

to Members of the Academic Advisory Council

from Harriet S, Bogard M

LA D D LI ED IS LA D AAD

The members of the St. Louis Chapter of the American Jewish Committee are
seeking to inform themselves about the economic issues of divestiture and
disinvestment vis-a-vis South Africa.

The Chapter is interested in the political. economic. legal and social impact
of these paolicies on all the population groups in the Republic of South Africa.

We would appreciate it if the members of the Chapter's Academic Advisory
Council would comment on these issues as well as any others you might think
pertinent. _ ;

Enclosed for your convenience is a stamped return envelope and the background
material sent to the Board members.

May we have your reply by March 267

Thank you for your help.

HSB:pw
enclosures

bcc: David Levy
John Levy
Petie Karsh

. Eugene DuBow

Harold Applebaum
Adam Simms
David Harris
Marc Tanenbaum
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g With Apartheid

What can Amerlcans do to promote reform in South Africa’s racist system?

hantmg “Freedom, yes—aparthe:d
no,” demonstrators gathered near the
South African Embassy in Washington,
D.C., one day last week. They beat a drum
and shouted their slogans, and then 17 of

them marched up to the embassy door and

quietly submitted to arrest. In Boston more

than two dozen protesters picketed the local

office of Deak-Perrera, a currency dealer
that also sells South Africa’s gold Kruger-
rand. The demonstrators hoped to be arrest-
ed, but no one would oblige them. In New
York City another crowd assembled at the
South African Consulate; the organizer, a
retired Army platoon sergeant named Rob-
ert A. Johnson, handed police a list of the
protesters whoexpected tobearrested—and
were in due course. In
Seattle protesters gath-
ered outside the home of
Joseph Swing, South Af-

and two of them volun-
teered forarrest.

The protests are just
one part of a vast and
diverse grass-roots cru-
sade against South Afri-
can racism—and against
Ronald -Reagan’s ap-
proach to dealing with it.
Demonstrations against
apartheid have spread to
at least 20 American cit-
ies. So far, nearly 2,000
people have been arrest-
ed since thecampaign be-
gan late last year, and al-
though no one has been _
sentenced to jail yet, the marchers have
delivered apowerful message. For four years
the president has pursued a policy of “con-
structive engagement,” essentially an at-
tempt to coax white South Africa into better
behavior. Fora whilethe policy seemed tobe
working. Then violence exploded in a black
shantytown known as Crossroads. South
Africansecurity forces killed 18 rioters, and
while blood was still being spilled, police
rounded up 8 moderate black political lead-
ers, charging them with treason. The riots
and arrests suggested that constructive en-
gagement isn’t working and that America
must find new ways to act against apartheid.

Sanctions: The most outspoken critics ad-
vocate complete “disinvestment”; they in-

sist that American business must simply get .

out of South Africa. Across America, state
and local governments, colleges and univer-
sities, churchesand other conscience-strick-
en organizations have been disinvesting for

28
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years, pulling their money out of banks and
corporations that deal with South Africa.
Now the movement has spread to Congress,
where members of both parties agree that
something must be done about apartheid—
although far short of total disinvestment. So
far, liberals and conservatives have not been
abletoagree ona “‘consensus bill” imposing
new sanctions on Pretoria. But a coalition of
Democrats and a few liberal Republicans
may yet manage to put Reagan on the spot,
forcing the president to wrestle once again
with thedifficult question of how to promote
peaceful change in the world’s most racist
system of government.
Any attempt to impose reform on South
Africa leads quickly to painful moral ques-
tions (page 40). Is this
brand of oppression any
more evil than varieties
that exist in so many
other countries? Will
outside pressure make
things better for South
Africa’s
majority, or worse? Will
foreign interference per-
suade the whites to give
in, or prompt them tocir-
cle their wagons in stub-
born defiance? The gov-
ernment of President
'Pieter W. Botha has
infuriated conservative
South African whites by
scrappingcertain aspects
of apartheid. Further re-
forms are expected from
a Parliament in which,
for the first time, some nonwhites are now
allowed to play a minor role. Doesn’t that
count as progress? “South Africa is chang-
ing,” its foreign minister maintained in
an interview with NEwWswEEK. But the
changes don’t go far enough or fast enough
for most blacks. In a separate interview,
Bishop Desmond Tutu, the Nobel Peace
Prize winner, insisted: “We don’t want
apartheid liberalized. We want it disman-
tled” (page 32).
Stake: Western governments and busi-

DE ELIASON

nesses have a stake in South Africa’s future, -

just as they bear a share of the responsibility
for its present condition. The Reagan ad-
ministration has made Botha’s regime the
linchpin of its own regional policy, which is

aimed at stopping the spread of Soviet -

influence. U.S. business has $2.3 billion
invested in South Africa; when bank loans
and stockholdings are counted, Americans
have sunk some $14 billion into a country

downtrodden -

that has become an international pariah.

By local standards, U.S. companies are
enlightened employers (page 35). The ques-
tion is: are they helping to change a racist
system, or are they propping it up? Despite
the current South African recession, most
nonwhite employees of U.S. companies are
better off, socially and materially, than they
used to be. But South Africa’s 3.4 million
“Colored” and Asian inhabitants are still
second-class citizens,. and its 24 million
blacks don’t count as citizens at all. “I don’t
seemuchevidenceofpolitical progressinmy
daily life,” says Sylvia Vollenhoven, a black

* Cape Town journalist who is married to a

white Englishman (page 34). “Four years of
constructive engagement and I still can’t sit
nexttomy husband onatrain.”

Struggle: Sooner or later, South Africa’s
5 million whites will be forced to share their
power, and if they resist long enough they
may lose everything. Already some radical
blacks have given up on peaceful change.
Many nonwhites are beginning to question
the nonviolent principles preached by Tutu

“and other moderates. “The struggle is esca-

lating,” says Mzwai Piliso, a Zambia-based

mokin rubble in Crossroads: To some,te
== e |
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official of the outlawed African
National Congress (ANCO),
which has fielded a ragtag force
of guerrillas armed by the Sovi-
et bloc. “At the present mo-
ment we see blacks and whites
as equal. But the more my
brothers die, the more preju-
dicel have.”

Black anger has increased
since Botha pushed through a
new Constitution last year. It
established separate houses of -
Parliament for Coloreds (peo-
ple of mixed ancestry) and for
Asians (mostly of Indian ex-
traction) but excluded the
blacks altogether. To conserva-
tive white South Africans, even
that mild reform was an act of
betrayal. But Botha was stak-
ing his political future on a
slow and partial reform of
apartheid, with support from
the conservative administra-
tionin Washington.

Hints: Botha has done away
with many forms of “petty
apartheid,” permitting inte-
gration in sports and in some
hotels and restaurants, for example. Ad-
dressing Parliament last January, heseemed
to offer the blacks more substantial reforms.
Botha hinted at the possibility of political
concessions to the blacks, and he seemed to
be saying that he accepted their permanent
presence in urban areas reserved for whites.

Marchers in Washingt

That concession enraged the diehard Con-
servative Party, which for years has been
nibbling away at Botha's right flank. “This
means that the government has finally
scrapped separate development,” party
leader Andries Treurnicht said, using the
formal term for apartheid. “We will fight
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this fatal course on every
terrain.”

Botha’s government also of -
fered to release imprisoned
ANC members who received
life sentences in the early 1960s
for plotting to overthrow the
government. All they had todo
was to renounce violence. Nel-
son Mandela, 66, the impris-
oned leader of the ANC, re-
fused Botha's offer. “Let him
renounce violence,” Mandela
said from his cell. “Let him
say he will dismantle apart-
heid.” Last week, however, an-
other ANC prisoner accepted
the government’s terms. Denis
Goldberg, 51, the only white
man convicted with Mandela
= and other ANC leaders, was
! released from prison and flown
= to Israel, where his daughter
j < lives on a kibbutz. Goldberg
quickly called for “massive
economic action against South
Africa” and criticized the Unit-
ed States and Israel for cooper-
ating with Botha.

Despite Botha's reformist
brushwork, the iron skeleton of apartheid is
very much intact. The government main-
tains that blacks are not even citizens of
South Africa, but of stark, artificial “home-
lands” that have been set up across the
country (map). Over the years, some 3.5
million blacks have been forcibly removed,

WALLY McHAM

.
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and the subsequent treason arests suggested that Reagan'spolicy of ‘constructive engagement’ with the white government wasn't paying off

J. BARCLAY
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PROFILE OF A PARIAH: RICH MEN, POOR MEN

South Africa’s main affractions are its rich mineral deposits, cheap labor, stable environment—and a $100
billion-a-year economy. These natural resources, fogether with a geopolitically strategic location at the tip of
Africa, have prompted the United States to develop a tremendous stake in the country’s future, Despite South
Africa’s pariah image, American firms have invested $2.3 billin in a broad range of South African enterprises.
When bank loans and stockholdings are counted, the figure for total American investments rises to $14 billion.
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according to unofficial estimates. Many
blackswhoworkin whitecitiesareseparated
for months or years from families left behind
in the hardscrabble homelands.

Recently the authorities temporarily sus-
pended the forced-removal program, under
which another 2 million blacks faced dislo-
cation. And last week the government said
that the status of all remaining “black
spots”—black communities in areas re-
served for whites—would be ‘“‘reconsid-
ered.” A concession was even made to the
80,000 or so inhabitants of Crossroads, who
have been struggling to preserve their un-
sanctioned settlement outside Cape Town.
The government said that Crossroads and
an adjacent squatter camp would be “rede-
veloped” into permanent townships with
proper municipal services.

Ideal: Liberal whites in South Africa ap-
plaud many of Botha’s reforms. “One must
concede that there have been real changes
here,” says opposition leader Helen Suz-
man, who has fought long and courageously
for civil rights. But people like Suzman are
liberal only in the South African context.
Most of them, including Suzman herself,
would not grant majority rule to blacks

30

without some form of special protection for
whites. As they see it, the ideal of one man,
one vote goes impossibly far in the present
circumstances. Industrialist Harry Oppen-
heimer suggests—*‘cynically, if you like”—
that if blacks had full rights, some Afri-
can “demagogue” would eventually treat
whites, Coloreds and Asians *as badly as
they havetreated theblacksin the past.”

Guerrilla action by the ANC, though rel-
atively modest, has confirmed the fears of
many whites. The ANC is armed by the
Soviet bloc, and a few of its members are
communists. Although South Africa’s pow-
erful security forces keep the guerrillas on
the run, the ANC occasionally does real
damage. In May 1983 a car bomb it planted
outside a military headquarters in Pretoria
killed 17 people and wounded 188.

The ANC has long been outlawed, and
two years ago a new umbrella group, the
United Democratic Front, was formed tofill
the political vacuum. The UDF espouses
nonviolence, but government officials
charge that it is merely a front for the ANC.
In an effort to clip the wings of the UDF,
eight of its leaders were arrested at the time
of the Crossroads riot; together with eight

. 1B OHLSSON—Newswron
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others who were already in custody, they
will stand trial for their lives on charges of
plotting to overthrow the government.

Constructive engagement is intended to
head off violence, inside South Africa and
elsewhere in the region. The policy was de-
signed by Chester Crocker, the assistant
secretary of state for African affairs. In an
articlehewrotein 1980, Crockerargued that
the Carter administration had tilted too far
toward Black Africa, with little to show for
it. He insisted that reform in South Africa
and a settlement in the disputed territory of
Namibia were unlikely to be achieved by
further alienating Botha’s government. He
believed, and still does, that Botha was sin-
cere when he said, in 1979, that South Afri-
can whites must “adapt or die.”

Crocker argues that by cooperating with
Pretoria as much as possible, Washington
canencourage the whiteregimetoreformits
own system and make peace with neighbor-
ing black governments. By playing “honest
broker” in the region, he hopes to negotiate
Namibia’s independence from South Afri-
ca,toease Cuban troopsoutof Angolaandto
reduce Soviet influence in the region. Be-
yond brokering, the administration tacitly
supports UNITA, a pro-Western guerrilla
movement in Angola led by Jonas Savimbi,
an ally of white South Africa.

Credit: “It has been our view from the
beginning that the way you get the South
African government to move forward on
ending apartheid is by breaking down the
siege mentality that has influenced them for
years,” Crocker told NEWSWEEK. Al-
though the administration deplored the ar-
rest of the UDF leaders, Crocker insists that
heis pleased with the results obtained so far
through constructiveengagement. “There's
ferment, there’s change,” he maintains. |
“We don’t say it’s satisfactory, we're not |
endorsing it; we’re just saying that a lot is
taking place.” From a regional perspective,
the administration can take some credit for
the peace agreement that was signed last
year by South Africa and Marxist Mozam-
bique. On Namibia, Crocker remains opti-
mistic, despite the failure, to date, of pro-
tracted negotiations with Pretoria. “In my |
judgment, South Africa wants a settle- |
ment,” hesays. “Butofcoursetheyalsowant |
the best deal they can get.” !

Critics argue that Botha is playing for |
time athome and abroad, and that construc- |
tive engagement helps him stall. “The white
minority government interprets construc-
tive engagement as tacit encouragement—
‘do your own thing, but don't embarrass
us’,” says Donald Woods, the dissident
white journalist who escaped from house
arrest in South Africa seven years ago and
now campaigns against apartheid from
Britain. The Rev. Jesse Jackson argues:
“Constructive engagement has meant more
militaryintelligenceshared with South Afri-
ca, more bank loans, more trade, more ac-
ceptance of South African diplomats, more
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refusals at the United Nations to
condemn apartheid.”

U.S. business has its own con-
structive-engagement program in
South Africa. Ofthe350 American
firms operatjng there, 128 con-
cerns, including most of the big
ones, subscribe to a code of con-
duct known as the Sullivan Princi-
ples. First drawn up seven years
ago by the Rev. Leon Sullivan, a
black Baptist minister from Phila-
delphia and a member of the Gen-
eral Motors board of directors, the
code commits employers to deseg-
regation and equal opportunity.
Last December the code was
toughened; among other things, it
now requires signatories to “‘sup-
port the ending of all apartheid
laws.” Says Sullivan: “The stand-
ard is set. We have equal pay for
equal work. We have recognized,
free black trade unions. We have
started a ripple that could become
awave that could becomea tide.”

‘Half a Loaf™ Sullivan's critics
maintain that apartheid is as
strong as ever where it really
counts—in the denial of basic civil
rights—and that the corporate
code makes institutionalized rac-
ism look better without achieving
fundamental reform. “The Sulli-
van system is halfaloafat too high
a price,” says Jennifer Davis, a
white South African whois execu-
tive director of the American =
Committeeon Africain New York
City. “The government still reaps
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Advocates of disinvestment,
including some South African
blacks, insist that economic hard-
ship is an acceptable price to pay
for putting new pressure on apart-
heid. “Our colleaguesin South Af-
rica are saying to us: go ahead; we
have suffered, but we are willing to
sufferalittlelonger,” claims Timo-
thy Smith, executivedirectorofthe
Interfaith Committee on Corpo-
rate Responsibility, which repre-
sents more than 200 American
churches. “There are two ways to
change South Africa,” says Du-
misani Kumalo, a black South
African who now works for the
American Committee on Africa.
“One is through violence, the
other is through economic pres-
sure. South Africa may be strong
militarily, but it’s economically
vulnerable.”

Sacrifice: Supporters of disin-
vestment argue that U.S. strategic
interests would be better served by
siding with the blacks than by go-
ingdown with the whiteship. They
also point out that disinvestment
doesnot havetobetotal orimmedi-
ate. Bishop Tutu has suggested
that the white regime should be
given 18 to 24 months in which to
enact genuine reforms, after which
economic sanctions could be im-
posed, if necessary. Phiroshaw
Camay, general secretary of the
Council of Unions of South Af-
rica, advocates ‘“‘a selective disin-
vestment campaign”’; the targets

MARK PETERS

thebenefits of apartheid.”

Many people believe, however,
thatoutsiderscan push thegovern-
ment and its white supporters only so far.
They maintain that disinvestment, in par-
ticular, would hurt blacks far more than
whites. If American business suddenly
bailed out of the already shaky South Afri-
can econcmy, local blacks and laborers from
other African countries would presumably
be the first to lose their jobs. U.S. Ambassa-
dor Herman Nickel likens disinvestment to
economic sabotage. “It's all very easy to
put sugar in the crankcase,” he says,
“but not at all easy to get it out again.”
Chief Gatsha Buthelezi, leader of the
KwaZulu homeland and a moderate
foe of apartheid, calls disinvestment
“tactical madness.” In a recent speech
tobusiness leadersin New York, hesaid
disinvestment ‘“‘would rob American
businessmen of the positive role they
could play [in South Africal]—the only
role, in fact, that Americans can play.”

Opponents of disinvestment also
maintain thatit would force South Afri-
can whites back “into the laager,” the
stubborn defensive posture that Afri-
kaners are said to adopt whenever
someone challenges them. And by
abandoning white South Africa, the

NEWSWEEK/MARCH 11, 1985

UNITA troopsin Iu;gola: Washington plays a regional game

argument goes, America might eventually
lose access to the country’s strategic geo-
graphic position and its vast reserves of
strategic minerals, including 89 percent of

the platinum in the noncommunist world,

84 percent of the chrome and 93 percent of

the manganese. American companies also .

might be forced to auction off their facilities
at fire-sale prices, and the new owners might
have less sympathy for nonwhite workers.

would include American compa-
nies that provide white South Afri-
ca with weapons and high technol-
ogy. Camay adds that “any loss of jobs
would be part of the sacrifice that has to be
madein order toachievechange.”

Atlanta’s Mayor Andrew Young, the for-
mer U.S. ambassadortothe United Nations,
also believes that any action taken against
businessinterestsshould be “‘very specific. A
general call for disinvestment will never
happen,” he says, *“‘and would probably be
difficult to implement. But you can select a
single corporation and focus on that,

.’"‘ H ¥

o

utha and Crocken: Hw much progress is ough?
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oneatatime.” Young thinks that other
selective commercial sanctions could
be helpful. He advocates an airline em-
bargo against South Africa, which he
says would berelatively easy toenforce,
but he opposes an oil embargo “because
it is almost impossible to monitor the
shipsonthesea.”

Randall Robinson, head of TransAf-
rica, the black lobby that organizes the
daily protests in Washington, says that
all of his colleagues “‘are agreed on the
absolute necessity for a program of es-
calating American sanctions against
South Africa. Whether westart with or
end with disinvestment is the only ques-
tion,” he adds. Across the country, a

STEPHEN HONE
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Two Views of the Future

Tutu and Pik Botha disagree on the pace of change.

The foreign minister of white South Afri-
ca and the black bishop of Johannesburg
could both be described as moderates, each
in his own context. Roelof F. (Pik) Botha,
52, is an assertive spokesman for a govern-
ment that has made modest—some say
cosmetic—changes in apartheid. Those re-
Jforms have been attacked by both black
nationalists and diehard whites, but Preto-
ria has been encouraged by the Reagan
administration’s policy of *‘constructive en-
gagement” with South Africa. Like Botha,
Bishop Desmond Tutu, 53, the Nobel Peace
Prize winner, finds himself somewhere. in
the middle. Tutu strongly opposes apart-
heid, but he also disapproves of the violence
that is advocated by radical blacks.

Recently Botha was interviewed in his
home near Pretoria by NEWSWEEK'’S Nai-
robi bureau chief Ray Wilkinson and South

The forelgn mmister' Movement whno vo!ers can absorb -

African correspondent Peter Younghus-
band. In Johannesburg, Tutu granted an
interview to Wilkinson. Subsequently both
men were asked for additional comment on
the_riot in Crossroads and the arrest of
several black leaders on treason charges.
Below are excerpts from their remarks.

ON THE RECENT TURMOIL

Tutu: What we have seen lately is the
classical situation of giving with one hand
and taking back with the other. When

people were beginning to get excited about..

[the government’s new reform] initiative,

we were suddenly struck by cold reality.

Whatever credibility these reform moves
by the government may have engendered,
they have been seriously undermined by
the recent arrests and rioting. I suppose we

have to start by hoping that everyone is a
saint until proven otherwise. . . But I have

" to say that a lot of us were skeptical from

the very beginning.

Botha: Further reform initiatives were
announced after the riots in Crossroads
took place, important reform initiatives
which affect the people of Crossroads
themselves. This ought to serve as a clear
indication of the government’s determina-
tion to implement its program of reform
despite adverse circumstances. However,
the government is equally determined to
ensure that change in South Africa takes
place in a controlled and orderly manner.

*The decision to arrest and detain some

members of the [United Democratic
Front] was taken by the attorney general
after studying a dossier submitted to him
by the South African police. The decision
was not taken by the gov-
ernment. In fact, the gov-
ernment only became aware
of these arrests after. they
had been made.

ON APARTHEID

Botha: The South Afri-
can government is commit-
ted to change or to repeal
laws and practices which
discriminate in a negative,
inhumane or humiliating
way against people on ac-
count of the color of their
skin. Yes, South Africa is
changing. But it is changing
at a pace which we believe
the white voters can absorb

. My government cannot
bca party toa change which
will [destroy] not only the
wcll -being of the whites, but also that of
our black friends.

Tutu: We don't want apartheid liberal-
ized. We want it dismantled. You can’t
improve something that is intrinsically evil

. All of our efforts are turned to the
removal of apartheid, so the only questions
that are still at issue are how this is going to _
be effected: by violence, or by dialogue?.

ON MAJORITY RULE

Botha: We cannot achieve majority rule
on the basis of one man, one vote—not only
because the whites are against it, but be-
cause all moderates [of any race] are
against it. If you could remove all the
whites tomorrow from the face of South
Africa, you would be no nearer to a politi-
cal solution, because there is no way you

are going to force the various black people
into a unitary system .... [Majority rul
would] force the strongest group to the tog
which would then discriminate agains
and dominate all the other groups.

Tutu: It was only [recently] that we gc
this quite preposterous notion that Sout|
Africa is made up of several nations. It wa
asmart ploy to retain power in the hands ¢
the whites by Balkanizing South Afric
and saying that blacks formed differen
nations, whereas whites coming from dif
ferent ethnic backgrounds by some strang
alchemy were able to exist here as on
nation. We have to point out that at th
present stage in the evolution of blac
thinking, there is no notion of partitionin;
South Africa. We want a unitary state i
which it is not race that counts, but the fac
that you are a human being.

ON DISINVESTMENT

Tutw: My view is that disinvestmen
could initially have far more psychologica
impact than material impact. It would be:
blow to the confidence of those who an
perpetrating this vicious system. While wi
cannot guarantee that it will push them t«
the negotiating table with authentic lead
ers of every section of the community, iti
our last chance. It is arisk worth taking . .
I have to keep saying that I am not mysel
presently advocating disinvestment. Bu
the argument [that blacks would suffe
most from it] is moral humbug . . . It is n
use being well-to-do when you are a slave

Botha: If Washington were to enforce :

policy of disinvestment, the black peopleo

South Africa would suffer immensely—
and so would the 1.5 million black worker:
from neighboring states ... Some harm
would be done to South Africa’s economit
interests, but it would force us to desigr
alternatives, which might bea good thingi
you consider the profitable arms industry
we have built up as a result of' the arm:
boycott against us.

ON CONS'I'RUCI'IVE ENGAGEMENT

Tutu: It has made things quite desperate:
ly bad for blacks. 1 told [President Reagan
that things have gone very bad. If con
structive engagement continues as it is, |
for my part am not going to meet anjy
officials of the administration, as my smal
protest . .. I didn’t believe it was leading
anywhere before. Now [since the riots ir
Crossroads and the treason arrests], it has
been completely discredited.

' Botha: In international diplomacy ever)
country serves its own interest. I assum
that President Reagan embarked on thic
different style with the intention of fur-
thering the interests of the United States. |
hope that U.S. foreign policy is more so-
phisticated than to operate on the basis of
wanting to be repaid [for its patience with
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South Africa] ... The United States and
South Africa [have] . . . acommon interest
in removing communism, in developing -
the regional economy, in developing a free-
market system, all of which open up oppor-
tunities for the United States. My govern-
ment proceeds on the principle of what is
in the best interests of South Africa. If
this clashes with American global policy,
then it is regrettable, but our interest will
come first with us, just as American inter-
est will be of paramount importance to
Washington. As it happens, our interests
seem to concur.

ON THE SOVIET THREAT

Botha: It is extremely interesting to see
United States reaction when there is the
slightest talk of Soviet penetration in Cen-
tral America ... So I find it surprising
when Americans cannot understand my
concern over 30,000 Cuban troops in An-
gola, iny the vicinity of my own country . . .
The threat to South Africa is that the Sovi-
ets poseasfriends of black-liberationmove-
ments, [give them] military and ideological
training and then infiltrate them back into
this country to try toachieve political pow-
er through violent means . . . The real and
immediate threat is subversion.

Tatu: The most serious threat to the
stability of South Africa is apartheid, not
the Russians . . . If apartheid were to be
removed today, South Africa would be
amazed at how eagerly the world wants to
embrace it. And we would be such a tre-
mendous country, a country that would be
helpful in developing the rest of Africa. We
have the potential to be the breadbasket of
Africa. Technologically we are in advance
of many parts of this continent, and yet we
are spending so much of our energies try-
ing to defend the indefensible.

“to “bring about a much
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wide variety of economic sanctions already
have been applied to South Africa. So far,
five states (Connecticut, Maryland, Massa-
chusetts, Michigan and Nebraska) have en-
acted laws prohibiting the investment of
public funds in companies doing business
with South Africa or specifying that state
money cannot be deposited in banks that
havemadeloansthere. Disinvestment meas-
uresare planned or pendingin 27 other state
legislatures.

Two dozen cities have moved in the same

.direction. Oakland, Calif., recently banned

any new investment of public money in fi-
nancial institutions that do business with
South Africa. Last year New York City
began to withdraw $665 million in pension
money from banks and companies that deal
with South Africa, and a measure calling for
further disinvestment was introduced in the

" ‘city council last month. In addition, dozens

of American churches and at least 38 col-
leges and universities have decided to back
away from South Africa.

Power: Now it is Congress’s turn. “It is
impossible for an embattled Caucasian mi-
nority to hang on to all
the powerand money. . .
and to deny blacks politi-
cal and economic oppor-
tunity,” says Richard
Lugar, the Indiana Re-
publican who chairs the
Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee. He be-
lieves the main objective
of U.S. policy should be

stronger evolution of
South African thinking
and a change in institu-
tions to permit power
sharing with black citi-
zens.” Lugar and other
conservatives have been
urging Reagan to speak
out - against apartheid
moreforcefully. Andlate
last year 35 House Republicans wrote tothe
South African ambassador demanding “a
demonstrated senseof urgencyaboutending
apartheid.”

Last week an effort was under way in
Congress to unite liberals and conservatives
behind a single bill imposing new sanctions
onSouth Africa. Three House Democrats—
William H. Gray III of Pennsylvania, Ste-
phen J. Solarz of New York and Howard
Wolpe of Michigan—were promoting legis-
lation similar to a measure that Gray spon-
sored last year. That proposal, which passed
the House but failed in the Senate, would
have barred all lew U.S. investments in
South Africa, including bank loans; it also
would have made the Sullivan Principles
mandatory for American employers there
and would have prohibited the sale of Kru-
gerrands in the United States. *“We ought to
distance ourselves from financing apart-

SYGMA

The ANC’s Praoria uhln in : nfirmin’g white fears
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heid,” said Gray. To argue that economic
sanctions would hurt the black majority, he
added, “isalmost tantamount to saying that
you can’t get rid of slavery because the side
effect would be unemployment.”

By lateinthe week thesearch foraconsen-
sus bill appeared to bea failure. Rep. Robert
Walker, a Pennsylvania Republican who"
helpedtodraftthelettertotheSouth African
ambassador, said many members of this
party had “reservations” about any bill that
did not also take a position against injustice
in communist countries. Walker planned to
introduce his own “fairly comprehensive”
bill. Measures like the Gray proposal “are
fine for posturing,” he charged, “‘but they do
not ultimately change things in South Afri-
ca. I hope to produce something that will
lead to Senate approval and will besigned by
the president.”

“Trigger’: The key battle will be fought in
the Republican-controlled Senate. Lugar
and Nancy Kassebaum of Kansas will pro-
pose legislation containing what"one aide
callsa “trigger approach” similar to the one
proposed” by Tutu—imposing sanctions

- after 18 months or so if South Africa fails to

meet specific goals for dismantling apart-

=

heid. On the Democraticside, Edward Ken-
nedy of Massachusetts and Alan Cranston
of California will propose a ban on new

_ investments, new bank loans and the sale of

Krugerrands. They hope to attract support
from liberal Republicans, suchasMark Hat-

" field of Oregon and Connecticut’s Lowell

Weicker, the only senator to be arrested so
far in the protests at the South African
Embassy. It is unlikely, however, that Rea-
gan would sign any bill written by Demo-
crats. He might even veto a more modest
proposal sponsored by hisown party.

But sticking to constructive engagement
may not be enough to solve a problem that
has become dangerously volatile. Bishop
Timothy Bavin, Tutu’s predecessor as An-
glican bishop of Johannesburg, still hopes
for acompromise, but he concedes: “Ifind it
difficult to believe that there will be peaceful
evolution.” Robert Jaster,ananalystat Lon-
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Fighting the ‘Love Laws’

Sylvia Vollenhoven, a South African journalist, and Bob

Seddon, a television technician, fell in love five years ago. “Most
couples get champagne and congratulations when they become
engaged,” Vollenhoven recalls. “We got discouragement and
dire warnings.” Sylvia, whois black, and Bob, whois white, went
to England to marry. Their four-year-old son, Ryan, is listed on
his birth certificate as Colored—and illegitimate. In the eyes of
.South African law, Sylvia and Bob’s wedding never happened.
" Sylvia and Bob never hold hands or kiss in public. “I still
cannot . .. go to most movie houses near our home, swim at
many beaches or freely visit friends in the African townships,”
Vollenhoven says. “The fact that Bob and I can live together is
not witness to the government’s much-vaunted change of heart.
It doesn’t mean apartheid is coming apart at the seams. It merely
means we are prepared to buck the system at every tumn, and to
put up a fight for what miost married couples take for grant

Interracial love and sex have existed in South Africa since
whites first settled there in 1652. After four years of painstaking
genealogical research, Hans Heese, a professor at the University
of the Western Cape, in Cape Town, has just published a book
claiming that as many as 1,000 white families—including some
of the most prominent supporters of apartheid—are descended
from the unions of Europeans with blacks or Asians. “There is
no such thing as ‘racial purity’ among any group in South
Africa,” says Heese., An Afrikaner who cheerfully acknowl-
edges his Colored ancestry, Heese has heard from many whites

Vollenhoven and family:Little help from eonshuciweengagoment
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who support the book. “It is the Colored who are more upset,”
he says. “They don’t want to be associated with the whites.”

Some Afrikaners are predictably outraged by Heese’s find-
ings. “Rubbish!” said Andries Treurnicht, leader of the Conser-
vative Party and a former chairman of the Broederbond, the -
white secret society that framed the rules of the current apart-
heid. No revisionist research is likely to undo the Afrikaners’
belief in white supremacy—and it may only harden their al-
ready ferocious commitment to the system.

Anguish: There has been some progress. For the past four
years there has been a steady decline in the number of prosecu-
tions under South Africa’s “love laws”—the Immorality and
Mixed Marriages Acts, which forbid interracial sex or marriage.

! g Parliament will almost certainly drop the legislation from the
15 books this year. It may ease the anguish of those couples who

| £ have defied the laws and had their private relationships exposed
j = to state censure and control.

L] @

¢ State pressure can be particularly devastating when interra-

& cial sex is adulterous. There have been claims that Pretoria has
used allegations of interracial adultery, for example, to discredit
one of the country’s most forceful opponents of apartheid. State
security police apparently gave reporters tape tecordings and
anonymous pamphlets purporting that the Rev. Allan Boesak,
head of the World Alliance of Reformed Churches (WARC),
was having an affair with a white woman.

The -whisper campaign against him hit the front pages of
The Star, the country’s larg-
est daily. At first Boesak,
38, who was behind the
WARC’s 1982 declaration
that apartheid is a here-
sy, denied the-accusations.
Then he confessed that he
had had “a relationship”
with a 30-year-old white di-
vorcée who had worked in
his church. The Colored
minister, whois marriedand
has four children, was sus-
pended from the Dutch Re-

- formed Mission Church—
the Colored branch of the

white Afrikaner church.
Boesak may have to re-
sign his church positions,
and one of South Africa’s

-most eloquent antiapart-

heid voices may be muted.

NANCY COOPER with
PETER YOUNGHUSBAND and .
RAY WILKINSON in Cape Town
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don’s International Institute for Strategic
Studies, foresees “‘a seething, sloppy, messy
affair with a lot of violence, rather than a
sudden uprising.”

Donald Woods thinks there will be a re-
play of “the white-man-in-Africa syn-
drome” in South Africa. “There comes a
point,” hesays, *“where the whitesrealizethe
system can’t go on the way it is, so thereis a
desperate scrambling for alternatives. But it
always just scratches the surface of reform;
they can never bring themselves to bite the
bullet of one man, one voté. By the time
whites accept the inevitable, it will be too
late.” If there is any chance that Woods is
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right, the United States might be well ad-
vised to improve its connections with the
black South African leadership, including
moderates like Buthelezi and left-wing or-
ganizations such as the ANC. “We feel it
inappropriate to identify a successor to the
present government, or to play God with
South Africa,” says Crocker. But Woods
insists that “when blacks are running South
Africa—and they eventually will—they will
remember who their buddies were.”

For now, U.S. policymakers and all cam-
paigners against apartheid have to assume
that there is still a chance for peaceful com-
promise. Revolution may indeed be on the

way, but white South Africa is a powerfu
political, economic and military machine
its day of reckoning could be postponed fo
years or even decades. In the meantime
steadily escalating pressure from the outsid
may have some beneficial effect, even if it i
not, by itself, decisive. Guided by their con
sciences as well as their self-interest, thi
United States and other democratic nation
will soon have to decide how much pressur
isenough.

RUSSELL WATSON with RAY WILKINSONan
PETER YOUNGHUSBAND in South Africz
RICHARD MANNING in New York,_IAN]
WHITMOREand JOHN J. LINDSAY in Washington
DONNA FOOTE in London and bureau report
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‘A Dream World’

Working for Caltex is as good as it gets.

T en years ago, Tommy Garcia gave up
his job as an upholsterer and went to
work for Caltex, a big American oil com-
pany. “The pay and conditions were bet-
ter,”” he explains. Today Garciais a foreman
at the Caltex refinery outside Cape Town.
The South African government classifies
him as Colored because of his mixed race.
Ofthe 13 men who work under Garcia, four
are white. That used to matter, butit doesn’t
mean much anymore to Garcia or to the
men, white and Colored alike, who take
orders from him. “It’s simply a job there to
be done,” says the 36-year-old foreman.
“Desegregation grows on you.”

“Weare today a completely desegregated
operation,” Denis T. Fletcher, chairman of
Caltex Oil South Africa, says proudly. So
desegregated, in fact, that the company’s
payroll records no longer identify employ-
ees by race. Executives say that about 48
percent of the 2,086 workers are nonwhite:
predominantly black and Colored, with a
few “Asians,” mostly people of Indian an-
cestry. Regardless of race, employees work
together, eat together and are paid at the
same rates. Fletcher bridles at any sugges-
tion that conditions such as these are merely
cosmetic reforms designed to make apart-
heid more presentable to the rest of the
world. Among other things, he points out
that the company has “a totally integrated
network of Caltex dealers throughout the
country. We have them all shades of black,
white and brown,” he says. “That’s not
cosmetic. These changes are here to stay.”

American companies in South Africa are
expected to do more than sell goods and
earn profits; they are asked to be social
engineers as well, reforming a racist system
from within. Most of the big concerns sub-
scribe to the recently expanded Sullivan
Principles, which now commit them to
work for the eventual elimination of apart-
heid. The companies claim that they are
doing a good job of peacefully undermining
institutionalized racism, and many of their
nonwhite employees seem to agree. But are
the companies going far enough, fast
enough? Are they helping to eliminate
apartheid outside the work place, or are
they simply making it more palatable?

Limits: The Caltex operation deserves
closestudy precisely becauseit has achieved
so much. Working for Caltex is about as
good a deal as nonwhites can get in South
Africa. But it soon becomes clear that there
are limits on what an enlightened employer
cando toimprove the lives of Colored, black
and Asian employees. “Caltex is not in a
position to actively go out and oppose the
government on government policies,” says
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Fletcher, whois a South Af-
rican citizen. Off the job,
nonwhite employees are
still second-class citizens, if
they count as citizens at all.
Friendships made in the
work place usually become
inoperative on the outside.
“At university I had
some white friends,” says
Nazeema Abrahams, a 26-
year-old Indian woman
who is the senior chemist
in the refinery’s laboratory.
“But university is a little
dream world. Perhaps, in a way, what is
happening inside Caltex is a little dream
world, too. Outside, apartheid is still as
strong. It is something to be scared of.”

Caltex is owned jointly by Texaco and
Chevron (formerly Standard Oil of Califor-
nia), and like any other private enterprise, it
is in business primarily to make money.
Fletcher says that South Africa “has always
proved to be a very satisfactory market for
us, and of course we have been able to remit
dividends out of the country.” Because the
government classifies the oil industry as a
strategic concern, the company can't re-
lease figures on production and revenues.
But spokesman Keith Bewick says that, in
general, *1984 was a good business year for
Caltex.” Unlike workersin other industries,
such as automobiles, Caltex employees
don’t have to worry that the current reces-
sion in South Africa will cost them their
jobs. This economic cushion helps to mini-
mize racial tensions at Caltex facilities.

Fletcher says that Caltex began to deseg-
regate a good 20 years ago and had to feel its
way along at first. “We were told initially
that if we employed black drivers for petrol-
delivery tankers, the gov-
ernment would impose ‘job
reservation’ on us,” he re-
calls, referring to the official
practice of reserving some
jobs for whites. But there
were never enough skilled
whites to go around. “We
took the law into our own
hands, as it were, and em-
ployed a black driver,” says
Fletcher. “Today our driver
fieet is basically 100 percent
nonwhite. Now some 300
people other than whites
have very well-paying jobs
in that category. The same
is true in computers and
accounts.”

Tommy Garcia’s official
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Fletcher: Settingan nmple

title at the refinery is “acting zone fore-
man.” On his shift, he is responsible for
everything that happens in one of the plant’s
four zones. “A zone foreman like Garcia
must know every valveand pipe in hisarea,”
says operations manager Paul Buley. “We
may have an emergency only once every six
months, but when we do, the zone foreman
must act to prevent a mishap that could cost
hundreds of thousands of dollars or some-
thing even worse.” The job is so important
that potential foremen remain on “acting”
status for as long as a year while the man-
agement assesses their performance.

‘He’s the Boss’: Among the white men who
work for Garcia is Arthur Hickson, 44, a
senior control-room operator. “I like Tom-
my Garcia,” he says. “‘He likes me. I have
more time in on the job than he does, but I
don't mind taking orders from him. He’s the
boss.” Hickson came to Caltex from a
whites-only municipal job, and he admits:
“I felt a little strange at first working along-
sidenonwhites.” But now, heclaims, he’s “a
more tolerant person for the experience.”
Hickson earns more than $500 a month;
Garcia, with less seniority but a little more
rank, earns about the same.

Buley says that manage-
ment sometimes applies
“reverse discrimination’ in
favor of nonwhites. They
are less likely, for example,
to be punished for lateness.
“Nonwhites have to live
much farther away from the
refinery than whites,” Bu-
ley explains. “In a way, they
are victims of their environ-
ment, and so we are much
more lenient toward them
on things like time infringe-
ments.” That doesn’t sound
like much of a concession,
but inevitably some white
workers are put out by the
treatment that nonwhites
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Worrs at the refiery:

receive these days. “Sometimes when you
walk into an office unannounced, you can
sniff an air of resentment,” says Haadi Sa-
lasa, a Colored systems analyst in the com-
puter section. “The question of color hangs
in the air. But this kind of thing probably
happens everywhere,” he adds. “The sys-
tem here works pretty well,” says a white
employee who does not want to be named.
“‘But there are some hard-nosed Afrikaners
on the work force, and antiblack feelings are
not far below the surface among them.”

Subsidies: Hurt feelings are soothed to
someextent by new company programs that
benefit both whites and nonwhites. Caltex
has invested about $500,000 in a nearby
housing development for nonwhites that is
being built by black entrepreneurs. And last
year the company began subsidizing the
payments on some home mortgages, which
currently carry interest rates of around 20
percent. So far, 371 white employees and
187 nonwhites are taking advantage of the
program. Haadi Salasa was able to buy a
$17,500 home when the company put up
half of the $3,500 deposit and acted as
guarantor for the rest. ““Caltex has given me
a good deal,” he says. “American compa-
nies generally are doing a lot of good for
South Africa.”

Caltex also spends about $265,000 a year
to support education at various levels. It
contributes to schools and universities, and
it spends $25,000 a year to provide 50 schol-
arships for employees’ children and other
students. Eustace Twentiey, the son of
black van driver Griffiths Twentiey, is
studying natural sciences at the University
of Cape Town; Caltex pays his tuition and
gives him a grant of $250 a year. And when
she took a year’s leave of absence to study
foradegree, Nazeema Abrahamsreceived a
grant of $1,500 from the company.

It covered my fees, but I lost a salary of
around $7,500," she says with some feeling.
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Can American compan

from within?

aracist system

“I think Caltex could have been a little more
generous. Perhaps they could have paid half
my salary.” Nevertheless, as one of only 17
women among the 650 employees at the
refinery, Abrahams is satisfied with her
present job: acting senior chemist in a 24-
member lab. At first, “‘some men resented
taking orders from a woman,” she says.
“But they found out I wasn’t so bad.”” Even
now, however, she believes that her gender
isa bigger obstacle to advancement than her
race. “'If I am slower in getting to the top, it
will probably be because I am a woman,”
says Abrahams. “Still, male chauvinism
is much less evident in Caltex than in
the broader social scene in
South Africa.”

How much more prog-
ress can Caltex make? “I
think we are doing every-
thing that is known to us at
the present time,” says
Fletcher. “*As opportunities
present themselves, we will
look at them, but 1
don’t think there is any-
thing much more we can
do.” Salaries and benefits
can always be increased, but
can the company do any-
thing to obtain political

MARK PETERS
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ment. “When people say that by withhold-
ing investment they are going to force this
government or any other government to
change, to me that’s absolute rubbish,” he
declares. Like other executives of U.S. com-
panies, Fletcher believes that the withdraw-
al of American business from South Africa
would only hurt the nonwhites. “I am firm-
ly convinced that if Caltex stopped operat-
ing, there would be a very willing buyer,
from South Africa or some other foreign
source;™-he says. ‘I wonder if the purchaser
would have the same positive approaches
and motivations as American companies.”

Endorsement: Advocating disinvestment
can be prosecuted as a crime in South Afri-
ca. But even if it were legal, few if any of
Fletcher's nonwhite employees seem in-
clined to differ with him on the subject.
“After my experience here I wouldn't want
to work for a South African company
again,” says Albert Swartz, a Colored as-
sistant manager in the printing department.
“American companies like Caltex offer
many more opportunities.” Abrahams ar-
gues that ““disinvestment would not hurt the
economy much, and it would not crack the
apartheid system. It will take something
more than disinvestment to do that,”
she says. “Perhaps something close to
revolution.”

By themselves, American companies
cannot reform all of South African society.
Desegregation doesn't exactly stop at the
factory gate, but it quickly loses momen-
tum. Outside the work place, nonwhites still
have limited political rights or none at all.
They still must live in their own areas, usu-
ally at a great distance from their jobs. Petty

apartheid is steadily dimin-
ishing, but “grand apart-
heid,"” the fundamental rac-
ist system, remains intact.
Even at a place like Cal-
tex, employee attitudes re-
flect this basic, brutal reali-
ty. On the job, whites and
nonwhites are almost al-
- ways civil to each other and
often are downright friend-
ly. After work, they may go
out together for a beer or
two. But then the curtain
comes down between them.
“Truthfully, thereisn’t a lot

o

JOHN RUBYTHON

rights and social justice
for its nonwhite employees?
The Sullivan Principles,
after all, now require signatories such as
Caltex to “support the ending of all apart-
heid laws.” Fletcher cautions: “It must be
clearly understood that Caltex will never be
a party to any illegal activities.” Nor does
the company plan to oppose the govern-
ment politically. “We will continue to work
as we have worked in the past,” says Fletch-
er, “‘setting the very best example as an
employer in South Africa.”

Predictably, Fletcher opposes disinvest-

Abrahams: Good chemistry

of mixing once we leave
work,” says Arthur Hick-
son. “Wetend to goour own
way,” adds Tommy Garcia. *'I think this is
normal anywhere in the world.” What isn’t
normal, of course, is that in South Africa
whites and nonwhites are forced to live in
worlds apart. There is distance between the
races, maintained by law and by fear. It is
just too difficult and too risky to be full-time
friends, and on both sides of the color line,
people cannot bring themselves to break
through the barrier.

RAY WILKINSON in Cape Town
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The Moral Dilemma

Are we sure we know what’s best for South Africa?

hy now? Apartheid is always worth

attacking, but why are protesters
marching through the streets of U.S. cities
at this particular time, and why are Ameri-
cans debating a change in their country’s
behavior toward South Africa? On the face
of it, the white regime in Pretoria has made
some progress lately. Not enough, to be
sure, but if a man’s measure can be taken
from the enemies he has made, it must be
acknowledged that South Africa’s cautious
reformer, President Pieter W.
Botha, is despised by many of the
reactionary whites who used to
support him. If South Africa is
slowly moving in the right direc-
tion, does it make sense for outsid-
ers to put more pressure on Botha?

It probably does. But meddling
has its price, no matter how high-
minded its motives may be, If they
are honest with themselves, for-
eigners who wage war on apart-
heid soon confront some troubling
moral questions: Are weimposing
unrealistic standards on white
South Africa? Are we going to
make things worse by interfering
there? Are we sure that we know
what is best for South Africa? The
Rev. Theodore Hesburgh, presi-
dent of Notre Dame and a former
chairman of the U.S. Civil Rights
Commission, visited South Africa
twice, in 1958 and again 20 years
later. “The longer I was there,” he
confesses now, “the more con-
fused I became.” The campaign
against apartheid is a form of se-
lective morality. People who
choose to focus on this particular
form of evil may have an uneasy
feeling that they are ignoring other
evils, some of them arguably as
bad as apartheid. “What we con-
demn in South Africa we should
condemn in the rest of the world,” says
Father Hesburgh.

Rights: White South Africans boast that
“their” blacks are better off than the citi-
zens of any Black African country. If 1.5
million blacks from other nations willingly
cross the border looking for work, how bad
can things be? Elliott Abrams, the State
Department official who monitors human
rights, contends that more change is occur-
ring in South Africa than in nations like
Cuba or Chile and that nonwhites have
more political freedom in South Africathan
anyone does in the Soviet Union. “A Soviet
Bishop Tutu probably would be dead by
now," he says, “‘and certainly would not be

40

allowed to travel.” The Reagan administra-
tion, of course, persists in believing that any
noncommunist regime, however unsavory
or repressive, is preferable to Soviet-style
“totalitarianism"—a distinction that prob-
ably makes little sense to the actual victims
of injustice.

Inevitably, foreigners look at South Afri-
ca through their own lenses. “Ever since
Jimmy Carter and Andrew Young, there's
been a vague notion in America that South
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Man without a country: etllement truck carts off a victim

Africa is like Georgia,” complains a British
expert on South Africa, D. G. Austin of the
Royal Institute of International Affairs.
Some white South Africans also draw a
comparison between apartheid and racial
discrimination in the United States. “'I am
sure Americans remember what it was like
when similar laws and practices were
changed in the Deep South of their own
country,” says Amim Koch, a Cape Town
businessman. “It caused tensions, a lot of
conflict, and above all it took time. You
could say that South Africa is now going
through its own civil-rights crisis.”

In fact, America’s racial discrimina-
tion—past or present—is not at all like

apartheid. “The fight against racism is the
same here as it was in the United States,”
says white South African novelist Nadine
Gordimer. “But [in America] the difference
was that racism was being imposed by the
people, not by the law. In South Africa, it
is government legislation that is racist.”
“There’s no other system like apartheid in
the world,” argues Colored poet and play-
wright Adam Small. “Even though it might
not be the most oppressive system, it’s the
only one founded on skin color, and it cre-
ates a physical and spiritual hell for all those
people who aren’t white.” If apartheid is
uniquely evil, then perhaps it is uniquely
worth opposing, especially in a country like
the United States, which has at least some
leverage on South Africa’s white regime.

Apartheid was founded on weakness, not
strength. The ancestors of today’s Afri-
kaners, Dutch and French Hugue-
not settlers who arrived at the
Capein the 17th century, had rela-
tively few racial prejudices. But
over the centuries, the Afrikaners
were sorely beset—by aggressive
black tribes and particularly by
the land-grabbing British. With
no European homeland to fall
back on, the Afrikaners became a
clannish and fearful people. “It
was the fear of annihilation that
was at the root of Afrikaner think-
ing,” says Willem A. De Klerk, a
distinguished Afrikaner author.
“And it was this ‘angst’ that led to
a system of absolutism, which
served as a guarantee of survival.”
The Afrikaners’ National Party
won a general election in 1948 on
a platform of apartheid, which
means “apartness” in Afrikaans,
and it has held power ever since.
The strength of white rule should
not be underestimated. “I think
South Africa is a stable repressive
regime,”” says Austin. “The whites
are so efficient and the blacks are
so docile.”

Warning: South African blacks
are becoming less docile. And
thanks in part to the selection of
Desmond Tutu for the Nobel
Peace Prize, they are attracting
more support overseas. Conserva-
tive white South Africans warn that foreign
interference will do more harm than good.
It is to be expected that defenders of the
status quo would adopt that position, but
outsiders are not obliged to go along with it.
Infact, the moralissuesin South Africa may
be simpler than they appear at first. Apart-
heid is evil, and perhaps one cannot elimi-
nate an evil by continuing to invest in it, or
by speaking softly to the people who are
responsible for perpetuating it. There is a
danger that foreign pressure could make
things worse in South Africa, but the larger
risk, and the greater moral failure, lies in
acting too timidly.

MARK PETERS

RUSSELL WATSON
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OFFICIAL STATEMENTS BY THE STATE OF ISRAEL
OPPOSING RACISM, APARTHEID AND ARMS SALES TO SOUTH AFRICA

"...0bviously, we cannot be anything but critical of a pollcy which, irrespec-
tive of historical and soclological reasons, tends to cause humiliation to
others because of thelr race or color. In fact, we would be unfalthful to our
Hebrew heritage if we would not be critical of such a policy...we abhor any form
of racial discriminatlion and humiliation, and I belleve that the South African
government and enlightened public opinion in South Africa respect the candor
with which we express our opinion..."

---- Ambassador I.D. Unna, then Israel's Ambassador to
South Africa, September 3, 1978. :

"Israel will comply with Security Council Resolution 418 (1977)! and, accord-
ingly, Israel will not provide South Africa wlth arms or transfer of weapons and
ammunition, military vehlcles and equipment.”

---- Note verbale from Israel to the UN Security Coun-
cil, September 4, 1979, Israel's position of
opposition to the provision of arms to South Africa
has been repeatedly reaffirmed at the United
Natlons,

- "...it is no wonder that almost 80 years ago, Theodor Herzl, the founding father

of modern Zlonlsm, compared the oppression of Blacks in Africa to that which the
Jews themselves had suffered, and he vowed that when he had witnessed the
redemption of his own people, Israel, he would work for freedom in Africa...”

---- Ambassador Yehuda Blum, Israel's UN Representative,’
before the General Assembly, November 8, 1979.

"As’'a multiracial people of all colors and backgrounds, we cannot be anything
but critical of a policy whlch causes humiliation to others on account of their
race or color. In fact, we would be unfalthful to our Jewish heritage LIf we
were to leave the slightest doubt in anybody's mind that we abhor any form of
racism, raclal diseriminatlon or humiliation."

--~-- Ambassador Yehuda Blum, before the UN General
Assembly on Policles of Apartheld of the Government
of South Afrlca, November 12, 1980.

"...The State of Israel rose as a response to injustice and sufferings. It
remains committed to social and raclal equality. [The Israelils are] a people
coming from the four corners of the earth, Many of them are of different
origins and hues. All passlonately reject racism. As recently as last December
an Internatlonal congress against raclsm was held in Tel Aviv. Representatives
of teacher unions from different countries joined to study how to educate the
young generation to tolerance and mutual understanding between peoples and
races, how to alert it to the dangers of racism. In this spirit a call to the
teachers of the world has been issued." '

---- Ambassador of Israel before the UN Commission on
Human Rights, Geneva, February 16, 1981..

1 The Security Council voted unanimously on November &4, 1977 to impose a mandatory
arms embargo against South Africa. .
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"We have never missed an oppor.tunlty to publicly denounce apartheid and to
associate ourselves with United Mations condemnations of apartheid. I express
once again our total opposition to apartheld and to racism in any form."

---- Prime Minister Menachem Begin, Interview -with
Afrique a la Une, June 1982.

"...nothing unites the people of Africa and the pecple of Israel more than a
hatred of raclsm. Our people have suffered more than anyone else from racism,
have fought and still flght, more than anyone else against this most horrible
dlsease that still persists among mankind.

"Israel and its Government have consistently condemned publicly the policy of
Apartheld, and I take thls opportunity to express once more our abhorrence of
Apartheld and of any form of racism wherever it may occur."

---- fFrom remarks by President Chalim Herzog during the
visit to Israel of Llberian Presldent Dr. Samuel
K. Doe, August 23, 1983,

"Israel Is not a simple observer which merely sympathizes with the victims of
racism and oppression. Our views have been shaped by bitter historical and
emotional experlience spannlng centuries. Moreover, to no less an extent, our
abhorrence of racism ls rooted In the soclal norms which comprise an integral
part of Judalsm's teachings." :

"Israel's position concerning apartheid and other manifestations of raclal
discrimination is clear: we oppose bigotry completely and unreservedly wherever
and whenever it emerges. We have made this position known to the Government of
South Afrlca on numerous occasions. By thls direct approach, rather than
through acrimonious chetoric, we belleve that the cause of elimlnating racial
discriminatlion is better served.”

---- Ambassador Yehuda Blum, before the UN General As-:
sembly, November 17, 1983.

"...Israel categorically condemns racism in all its forms, including Apartheid.
We are a people who have suffered more from racism, murderous racism, than any
other. This Is why the founder of modern Zionism, Theodor Herzl, wrote that
after liberating the Jews from the evil of racism he would strive to liberate
the oppressed blacks. And thils is why the state that was founded ln his vision,
Israel, has repeatedly expressed 1ts revulsion of and opposition to Apartheid,
both In world forums and directly to the Government of South Africa...direct
communication Is the most effective means to bring about a change in South
African raclal policies."

---- Ambassador Ben}jamln Netanyahu, Israel’'s UN Repre-
sentative, before the General Assembly, November
21, 1984,

(Prepared by the Israel and Middle East Affalrs Divlsion of the International
Relations Department).

85-580-4
I079-Statement on Apartheid
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NAACP Takes Stand Agamst Apartheid

NEW YORK — The NAACY
National Board of Directors at its
meeting on Feb. 16 in New York,
approved a policv position
opposing corporate activity
between the South African
government and American
corporations.

The following is the text of the
approved policy:

“}. That the NAACP oppose
corporate activity between the
South African public sector
(government) and U.S. corpora-
tions.

9. That the NAACP encourage
signatorv companies of the
Sullivan Principles to enter into
“Fair Share” type relationships

~with non-whlte nrgamzatmns in

" South Africa. '
*3. That the NAAC? encourage

signatory companies of the

Goward Cleared
Of Taking Bribe

.‘\ulh\-un Principles to use the
facilities of black institutions such
as the African Bank.

“4. That the NAACP seek
funding for an economic fact-
finding study tour of South Africa.

“5. That the NAACP oppose
U.S. public sector investment in
corporations doing business with
the South African government.

“6. That the NAACYP endorse
the Sullivan Principles as a
minimum standard for corpora-
tions doing business in South
Africa and that the NAACPY
encourage signatories of tht--_
Sullivan #’rinciples to sign Fair
Share agreements.

7. That the Small Business
Administration be maintained as
an independent agency and that
those programs - impacting on

_minority business development be

expanded.”

Aldermanic



¥ COMMUNITY RELATIONS ADViZORY COUNCIL

443 PARK AVENUE SOUTH, NEW YORK. NEW YOHRK 10016 ® 6846552

March 15, 1985

NATIONAL JEWISH
-

Memo |
TO: NJCRAC Member Agencies

FROM: Marlene Provizer, Director of Domestic Concerns

“hidw

RE: Apartheid and Issues of Economic Sanctions and Divestment

As you may be aware, the proposition on apartheid passed by the 1985 NJCRAC
Plenum includes the following strategic goals:

The Jewish community relations field should:

~— continue and extend its dpposition to apartheid and to the repression
and denial of civil liberties and trade union rights by the Republic of South Africa;

-- express opposition to the Administration's policy of "constructive en-
gagement'';

-- support federal legislation calling for mandatory enforcement of the
"Sullivan principles" codifying fair employment practices and labor organization
rights for employees of U.S. firms doing business in South Africa;

-- study federal, state and local proposals for divestment, as well as pro-
posals to review Jewish communal portfolios, with a view toward taking a position
" on them;

-- work in coalitions with other concerned groups to advocate our position
in opposition to apartheid and to encourage a more activist opposition by the U.S.
government; .

Many member agencies have indicated an interest in additional information
on the complex issues of economic sanctions and divestment. We plan to share with
all member agencies a detailed summary of the proceedings of the meeting of the
Ad Hoc Committee on- Black-Jewish Relations, held just prior to the Plenum, that
initiated NJCRAC's iuternal study process of these issues.

Meanwhile, you should find the enclosed background materials useful:

1. An excerpt from a March 9 Congressional Quarterly special report on sanc-
tions and South Africa that discusses arguments in support of and in opposition to
economic sanctions and dlvestment, and specific legislation likely to be considered
by the 99th Congress.

2. A January 28, 1985 Washington Post article that describes U.S. trade and
other economic ties with the Republic of South Africa. -

3. A February 8, 1985 Washington Post article that discusses state and local
jaws, as well as pencing legisiation, reguiring or promoting divestment of funds
invested directly or indirectly in the Peputlic of South Africa.



Minutes .
Western Regional Advisory Board Meeting
o San Dfego, California

Friday, March 29, 1985

Excerpt on discussion regérding Pbrt\and Chapter's Resolution on South Africa:

Steven Swig (San Francisco), Co-Chair of the Region announced that the next
important fssue is brought to the meeting at the request of the Portland
Chapter. He noted that in many state legislatures bills have been introduced
pertaining to economic sanctions against South Africa, and that such bills

go beyond the ET%?EEETBH"EE'fHE“Rhtional Executive Council meeting in Chicago
last November at which time no position was taken on the issue of econemic
sanctions. He also said that this fssue may be reconsidered at the national

level, For an opening statement outlining AJC's current position, Mr. Swig
called upon Howard Miller, President of the Los Angeles Chapter.

Mr. Miller, remarking that we were entitled to know his biases, based on his
visit to South Africa 15 years ago. During that trip, he visited Soweto and
observed 5 trials against Blacks for not carrying their passes,which were over
in 15 minutes. He spoke with Winny Mandel a(on her front lawn because no more
than one perscn was allowed inside), Helen Suzman and Harry Openheimer. He also
noted that from his own observance that South Africa has the single mosts
efficient police force in the world.

Why the present outcry against apartheid? The recent attention on South Africa
has been a product of some liberalization of apartheid policies, media focus, on
Bishop Desmond Tutu and the belief that it is an ascending issue.

At AJC's November 1984, NEC meeting, the agency applauded the awarding of the
Nobel Peace Prize to Desmond Tutu, criticized apartheid, called for increased
education of Blacks, called on all American companies operating in South Africa
to apply fair employment practices toward Blacks and urged the United States
covernment, and all other western governments, to work vigorously through
appropriate bilateral and multilateral channels, for the democratization of
South African society.

Congressman Solarz has taken the lead in proposing legisiation, calling for

1. instituting fair employment practices by American companies operating: in
South Africa; 2. a ban on bank loans to South Africa; and 3. a ban on the sale
of Krugerrands in the United States,

Congressman Berman has introduced a bill to ban the sale of military and
high-technical (i.e. computer technology) items to South Africa.

Many institutions in the U.S. are discussing whether to remove their
investment funds from businesses operating in or assisting South Africa.

A recent 60 Minutes report shows some relaxation of petty apartheid, but the
grand strategy of the South African government is maintained by stating that
Blacks are citizens of their regional homelands. Indeed, one Black province
is marketing itself as a tax haven for corporations wishing to move there.
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U.S. commercial presence is beneficial because 1. by maintaining some presence
we can exert pressure (i.e. extending Sullivan principals); and 2. if we
disengage, others will be substituted who may not care as much about social
changes in South Africa,

The South African Jewish community numbers 120,000, most of Lithuanian back-
ground, and they are subject to some anti-Semitism. Although the Jewish Board
of Deputies has taken a strong position against apartheid, it is feared that

if American Jewish communities get too involved there may be a backlash against
the South African Jewish community. About one-half of 1% of South African trade
is cogggsggdfw*thxlggjajﬂ/ Black Africa trades with South Africa much more

than does Israel. There is today a re-examination of ties with South Africa

from within Israel.

A5 to Black-Jewish relations in the UJ.5., some Black leaders view South Africa
as a major issue, :

Noting that the issue is a complex one, Mr. Miller stated that the question
before the group is whether we should do more than our last NEC statement,
whether it be to support the Solarz or Berman bills, or disinvestment and/or
divestiture. Acknowledging that we ought to do more, Mr. Miller suggested that
representative Solarz may have provided us with a lead, He also noted that
Portland's mention of disinvestment and divestiture in its resolution may

~ perhaps narrow the focus of any national AJC debate.

Larry Levin (Denver), asked how the NEC position was developed regarding this
issue. ' _ '

Dick Weiss (Los Angeles), noted Helen Suzman's position that divestiture
and disinvestment would not be helpful in ending apartheid. Howard Friedman
stated that as to the proceedings at the NEC, prevailing view was in opposition
to those strategies and no position was taken. Those vehicles were seen
as counter-productive and would be harmful to Blacks who work for American
companies. Nevertheless the sftuation has deteriorated in recent weeks and
many people are-re-examining the sftuation in South Africa.

. Y

. There are complex ramifications in pronibiting U.S. conpanies to invest in
countries with whose politics we disagree., In addition Mr. Friedman noted a
recent South African Chamber of Commerce statement calling for a program by
the government to encourage full participation.

Mr. Friedman cautioned the group not to take a position that just makes us feel
“better. On the other hand we should act to have a demonstrative effect. He
&1so noted Prime Minister Botha's program of gradual increase of political
participation for all persons, and the attempts at pushing the United States
(i.e. Chester Crocker) to act more vigorously against South African apartheid.

Mr. Swig introduced Merritt Yoelin, chair of the Portland Chapter to present the
Portland Chapter resolution on South Africa.

Mr. Yoelin noted that a bitl, HB 2001, has been introduced in the Oregon House
of Representatives regarding divestiture and disinvestment of certatn Oregon
state funds in firms doing business in South Africa. The Portland Chapter wanted
to support HB 2001 but 1n corsideration of current National AJC policy it was

advised it could not do so. (Please see Harold Applebaum memo of February 28,
--Exhibit 1,) _ -

-
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Mr. Yoelin continued that the resolution before the Advisory Board requested
that the appropriate National bodies review AJC's policies relating to South
African apartheid.

Bruce Ramer, Western Regional Chair noted : 1. the issue needs to be treated
with careful consideration not emotion; 2. the Oregon issue is pertinent only
to that state: 3. events are changing in the U.S. and South Africa; 4. a
re-study at the National level is necessary. Then Mr. Ramer moved to amend the
resolution by dropping_the four phrases beginning with WHEREAS and concluding
with the request to national to review AJC policy "including disinvestment and
divestiture,

Mr. Yoelin noted that the WHEREAS statements provide the baclground for
moving the issue for debate and therefore opposed the motion to amend.

Mr. Miller suggested that the WHEREAS statements define the thrust of the
Portland Chapter's resolution and therefore opposed the motion to amend.

Martin Kellner {(Los Angeles), noted that his company does business,

although only a small part of it, fn South Africa. He continued that the
existing AJC statement spells out support of the original Sullivan
principles. Reverend Sullivan now asks that forefgn businesses become
involved with the host country to speed the dismant]ling of apartheid.

Most American companies there are presently putting these revised Sullivan
principals into effect and this should affect the govermment of South Africa.

Mr. Kellner continued to say that the horrible practice of apartheid is'
diminishing in a way that people can live with. In addition the South
African Jewish community believes that the original Sullivan principles and
the modified principles will lead to an acceptable level of freedom and
economic equity. He knows of no South African Jew calling for such
methods as the Portland Chapter would like to support. Focusing on
the"Addendum to Backgrounder on South Africa”, from the 1984 NEC meeting
(con, ftem 5), Mr. Kellner noted a long history of anti-Semitism in South
Africa. He continued that although many Jews are well-to-do businessmen
they are liked by neither the Afrikaans, nor the Blacks. The South African
Jewish community is the fourth largest diaspora community, and although
many want to leave South Africa and sell their businesses there are go
buyers,

Mr. Kellner then moved to table the original Portland motion and recommended

that AJC defer any decision on tightening the screws, until after Howard

Freidman and other leaders have returned from a visit of AJC leadership to South -
Africa.

Gordon Rosenblum (Denver), seconded the motion.

Walter Keen,(Los Angeles), noted that the percent of U.S. GNP represented by U.S,
investments in South Africa 1s not that sign1f1cant
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John Marshall (Phoenix), noted that the vote of the NEC, after hearing

Ms. Suzman, reflected the desire not to negatively impact upon Black jobs or the
Jewish community. In opposing Mr, Kellner's motion, Mr. Marshall said that the
Board should not wait for Howard Friedman's trip to South Africa because to
commence discussions at that time will result in inactivity for too long a
period.

Carl Koch (Seattle), noted that perhaps the Western Regional Advisory Board
may not have the kind of expertise to deal with this issue. He suggested that
the International Affairs Commission has the expertise and therefore they
should deal with this issue, :

Irwin Fried (Orange County), noted that Bruce Ramer's comments were most
appropriate and did not conflict with Howard Friedman's views.

Dick Weiss (Los Angeles), suggesting that there was no conflict between Bruce
Ramer and Howard Friedman's views indicated that he shares Mr. Ramer's view that
the resolution should not be tied to the Oregon situation.

Dick Giesberg (Los Angeles), said that although AJC may not be on the cutting
edge of change, that we should at least be sensitive to the issues and that
National should take positions in 11ght of changing current events.

Noting Mr. Giesberg’'s comments, Mr. Swig said that the cover letter with this
resolution, to National AJC requested that they deal with this issue quickly.

Gordon Rosenblum (Denver), suggested that we take a more overall view on Africa,
which no one else is doing and that we should publish a thoughtful statement on
the larger situation there.

Eileen Lerman (Denver), agreed with Mr. Rosenblum and also suggested that we get
the statistids on how many American companies are following the Sullivan
principles and with what results, -

Howard Friedmaﬁ_hated that National's position was not taken out of fear. Untfl
now, AJC has not endorsed divestiture or disinvestment because those polictes

 may not be helpful, not out of lack of courage. He continued that we should not do
something just to make ourselves feel noble, He hoped that the resolution would
pass and suggested that this issue be put on the agenda for the Annual Meeting.

Neil Sandberg, Western Regional Director, noted that at a recent meeting, UCLA
Professor Sklar, an expert on Africa, did not now support divestiture or
disinvestment. Rather, Professor Sklar suggested legislation to prevent new
bank loans to South Africa and to prohibit the sale of Krugerrands in the U.S.

Mr. Yoelin noted the following statistics regarding U.S. business involvement in
South Africa: out of a total of 350 U.S. companies operating in South Africa,

‘135 companies (including GM, Mobile, IBM and American Express) have signed on to
the Sullivan principles. 31 of the Fortune 500 companies conduct business in

South Africa. While U.S. total investment in South Africa amounts to 1%, this
investment represents 1/2 of the petroleum industry; 70% of the computer

industry; and 1/3 of the auto industry. These statistics are from the

Wall Street Journal article of March 11, 1985 quoting from the Investors (
Responsibility Research Center.
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Mr. Yoelin introduced the following resolution to take the place of that which
was disseminated to the Board in advance:

" Be it here resolved that the Western Regional Advisory Board

of the American Jewish Committee endorse the Portland Chapter's
request for review of AJC National policy on all aspects of the
South African issue including divestiture and disinvestment.

The Board further recommends that AJC Chapters in the Western Reg1on

support the Portland Chapter's reguest."
This motion was seconded by Carl Koch of Seattle. ’

Support for this resolution was unanimous.



THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

date April 3, 1985
to Subcommittee on South Africa'
from: Ai_lan Kagedan

subject Current Bills Before Congress .

Bills Before Congress

There are twenty-three bills before the current session of Congress
~dealing with the Republic of South Africa (RSA). A brief summary of
each bill is attached. One may divide the bills, and the actions they
“propose, into the following categories:

A. ENHANCING HUMAN RIGHTS

Cam M) Legal enforcement of Sullivan Principles

2) Condemnati i in RSA and request for Secretarj
of State investigation

3) Condemnation of "homelands" policy

B. RESTRICTING IMPORTS AND EXPORTS

1) Ban on import of RSA goId{coins or Kruggerands

2) Ban on import of coal and uranium

3) Ban on export to RSA of nuclear technology and other goods
4) .Ban on export-of "militarily significant items"

C. DISCOURAGING INVESTMENT

1) A ban on inﬁestment or new investment by US persons in RSA

2) A ban on US bank loans to RSA firms'

3) Prohibition of investment in RSA by "Certain Employee Funds

4). Prohibition of Commodity Credit Corporation from investing
funds in RSA

_— 5) Denial of Foreign Tax Credit for taxes owed to RSA

LI D 3 LB ol © LLE D LS



Bills Before Congress (cont')
Memo April 3, 1985

D. DIPLOMATIC ACTIONS

1) Sever diplomatic relations with RSA within two years if
apartheid is not abolished -

2) Close down RSA "honorary consulates"

Explanatory Notes

US Investment in South Africa

As of December 1983, US direct investment in RSA was estimated at
$2.2 billion. In addition, US financial institutions held $3.6
billion in outstanding Toans to RSA borrowers; only $146 million
of this is loaned directly to the RSA Government. US investors
also held $8 billion worth of shares in RSA mines, and US firms
employed 127,000 blacks.

Kruggerands

gn 1984; $500 million worth of Kruggerands were sold in the United
tates.

Nuclear Technology

The US Government states that it supplies only safety- related equip-
ment for South Africa's nuclear program.

Uranium and Coal

Currently, the US imports 30% of its uranium from South Africa, and
60% of our imported coal is from RSA.

Honorary Consulates

RSA has "honorary" consulates - small facilities run by local residents -
in eight American cities.

AK:DG




“" CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE):

" A bill to prohibit the importation of South African krugerrands or other
gold coins minted in South Africa or offered for sale by the Government of
South Africa,

INTRODUCED: 01/30/85

----------------------------------------

H.R.925 BY HAWKINS, AUGUSTUS (D-CA) -- Pension Plam South Africen
Investments Reporting Act aof 1985

CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE):

A bill to emend the reporting and disclosure requirements of Title I of
the Employee Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 to require from each
employee pension benefit plan an annual report to the Secretary of Labor
describing investments by the plan in South Africa,

INTRODUCED: 02/04/85

- i A A D P W e

H.R.926 BY HAWKINS, AUGUSTUS (D-CA) -- South African Labor Relations Reform
Act of 1985

CAPTION (DFFICIAL TITLE):

A bill to require the Secretary of Labor to analyze the labor practices of
South Africa and to propose changes in U.S. policies which would promote
changes in those practices, and for other purposes,

INTRODUCED: 02/04/85

A o T - w0 vl -

H.R.997° BY DELLUMS (D-CA) -- South African Policy, Provisions

CAPTION (DFFICIAL TITLE):

A bill to prohibit U.S. persons from making or huldzng any inveatment in
South Africa, and for other purposes. '
INTRODUCED: 02/06/85

A g P P D e Y b

H.R.1098 BY FAUNTROY (D-DC) -- South African Humsn Rights and Condltlonallty
Act of 1985

CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE):

A bill to prohibit new loans by U,S. persons to the Government of South
Africa, to prohibit new investments in business enterprises in South Africa,
to prohibit the importation of South African krugerands or other gold or
silver coins, to prohibit the importation of cosl and uranium from South
Africa, to prohibit exports to South Africa of nuclear items, to prohibit
exports of goods or technology to or for use by the South AFrlcan Government
and for other purposes,

INTRODUCED: 02/19/85
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LEGI~SLATE Report for 99th Congress Tuesday, April 2, 1935 5310pm (EST)
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SEARCH OF 3,386 BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS TO FIND 23 MEASURES:

ON KEYWORD SUBJECT OF s
SOUTH AFRICA
SOUTH AFRICAN KRUGERRANDS

T e A L T T T P T T oy e e L L T o P T e ] .-

H.R.295  BY COLLINS, CARDISS (D-IL.) =- Export of Military Itema to South ¥
y Africe, Proh;h;tion _ g
CAPTIUN (OFFICIAL TITLE)° '
A bill to prohibit the export aof certein militarily sign;f;cant 1tems to
the Republic of South Africe and to provide for notification: to'the tongreas

_ of the proposed issuance of e valideted license for an export to the Republic

of South Africa, with the Congress being eble .to prevent the iasuance of any
such license by enactment of a juxnt reaolution of disapproval.:
INTRODUCED: 01/03/85

———————————————————— LR L T L Tt

H.R.501 BY" BERMAN (D-CA) -- Export Administration Act of 1979, Amendment
CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE): . |

A bill to emend the Export kdmzn;atrstion Act of 1979 to impoae export
controls on certain exports ta ‘South Africae, end for other purposes,
INTRODUCED: 01/07/85

- ) A A A W TP s e

H.R.632 BY ROEMER (D-LA) -« South African Human Rights Act of 1985

CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE):

A bill to ban new investment by United Ststes persons in South Africa, to
require United States persons to comply with certain employment principles in
doing buginess in Scuth Africa, to prohibit United Stetes banks fram making
loans to enterprises in South Africs, and for other purposes, in order to-
distence the United States from the sbhorrent apartheid policies of the South
African Government and to send a clear signal to that regime to modify thoae
racist policies or face further economic isolation.

INTRODUCED: 01/24/85
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H.R.821 BY HITCHELL, PARREN (D- HD) -~ Importation of South African Ccins,
Prohibitien
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n.r. 1153 BY RANGEL (D-NY) -~ Exports of Nuclear Technology to South Africa,
’1

Prohibitions

»

!

CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE);: ‘
- A bill to prohibit the export or other transfer to the Republic of South
Africa of nuclear material, .equipment, and technology.

INTRODUCED: 02/19/85

L T et R S

H.R.1134 BY RANGEL (D-NY) -- Internsl Revenue Code of 195& Amendment .

" CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE):

CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE)

t

A bill to emend the Internal Revenue Cade af 195a to deny the foreign tax'
credit for any tax paid or accrued to the Republic of South Afrxea.
INTRUDUCED: 02/19KB5 '

' . H. R.J135 BY RANGEL (D NY) - Iarlff Schedules of the Un;ted States, Amendment

= CAPTION (DFFICIAL TITLE)

A bill to amend the Tarlff Schedules of the United States to - prchlblt the
importation of coal and of certain srticlea of uranlum, if the product is of
the Republic of South Africa or Nemibis, . 5
INTRODUCED: 02/19/85

------------ W A D -

H.R.1298 BY- DELLUHS (D=CA) =~- South Africa Inveatments, Prohibition

A bill to prohiblt U.5. persons from making or holding any investment in
South Africa.
INTRODUCED: 02/27/85
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H.,R.1357 BY HAYES (D-IL) -- Certain Employee Funds, Prohibition on South
_ Africen Investment

CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE)

A bill te prohibit funds contributed by amployees to stock banua, pension,
or profit-sharing plans of their employers from balng used for 1nvestments in
South Africa,

INTRODUCED: 02/28/85

e e e R e = p—

H.R.1358 BY HAYES (D-IL) -~ South Africa Political Sanctions Act of 1985

CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE):

A bill to require diplomatic relations to be severed with the Republic of
South Africs if that country does not abolish the system of apartheid within 2
years. ;



LNIRODUCED: (2/28/85
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H.R.1460 BY GRAY, WILLIAM (D-PA) -- Ant;-Apartheid Act of 1985

CAPTION (QFFICIAL TITLE): _

A bill to express the opposition of the United States to the system of
epartheid in South Africe, end for other purposes.
INTRODUCED: 03/07/85

W - - - -

H.R.1671 BY MITCHELL, PARREN (D-MD) -~ Commodity Credit Corporation,
- Prohlbitzon of Assistasnce to South Africa

CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE): _

A bill to prohibit the Commodity Credit Corporation from extending any
loans, credits, guarantees, or other finencing to the Republic of South
Africe.

INTRCDUCED: 03/21/85

- - - B - -

H.R.1812 BY LOWRY (D-WA) -- Functions of Honorary Consular Officer of the
3 Republic of South Africa, Prohibition

CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE):

A bill to prohibit any person from exercising any functions of an honorary
consular officer of the Republic of South Africa.
INTRODUCED: 03/28/85

H.C.R.50  BY COYNE, WILLIAM (D-PA) -- Resolution Concerning Honorary South
Africen Consulates in the United States

CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE): ' _
Concurrent regolution expressing the sengse of the Congress with respect to

honorary South African consulates in the United States,

INTRODUCED: 02/06/85

- - - - T P D -

H.C.R.64  BY MRAZEK (D-NY) -- Resolution Concerning South Africen Homelands
Policy

CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE):

Concurrent resolution expressing the aense of the Congress that the policy
of separate development and the forced relocation of South African blacks to
designated 'homelanda'’ is inconsistent with fundamental American values and
internationslly recognized principles of huyman righte and should be
discontinued.

INTRODUCED: 02/21/85
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. §,147 BY PROXMIRE (D-WI) -- South African Human Rights Act of 1985

CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE): -

A bill to prohibit United States bsnks from meking loans to enterprises in
South Africa and to ban new investment by United States corporations in South
Africa and for other purposes in order to distance the United States from the
abhorrent apartheid policies of the South African Government and to send s
clear signal to that regime to modify those racist policies or face further
economic isolation,

INTRODUCED: 01/03/85

-------------------------------------

S.635 BY KENNEDY (D- MA) - Anti Apartheld Act or 1985

CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE): ‘

A bill to express the opposition of the United Ststes to the system of
apartheid in South Africa and for other purposes.
INTRODUCED: 03/07/85

- e A e AP e k-

S.C.R.6 BY GLENN (D-OM) ~- Resolution Concerning the Forced Relocatian of
. South Africe Blacks

CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE):

Concurrent resolution expressing the sense of the Congress that the policy
of separate development and the forced relocation of South African blacks to
designeted 'homelands' is inconsistent with fundamental Americen values and
internationally recognized principles of human rights and should be
discontinued,

- INTRODUCED: 01/22/85
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5.J.R.96 BY KENNEDY (D-MA) - Resolution Condemning the Violence of
Apartheid in South Africes

- CAPTION (OFFICIAL TITLE):

_ Joint resolution condemning the violence of apartheid in South Africs end
requesting an investigstion by the Secretary of State.

INTRODUCED: 03/26/85
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

date

from

subject

April 4, 1985
Marc Tanenbaum

_David M. Gordis

Correspondence: H. I. Friedman/
Sidney Pulitzer re South Africa

You might want to share the enclosed
material with the sub-committee on
South Africa.
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OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

April 2, 1985

Mr. Sidney C. Pulitzer
Wembley Industries, Inc. : - -
P.0. Box 51119 R
New Orleans, Louisiana 70151 9988

Dear Mr. Pulitzer:

Thank you very much for your letter of Mafch 18, together with jts
enclosures. I found your letter most thoughtful and provocative.

We are particularly mindful of the considerations you have outlined

in your letter, while at the same time sharing your own concern re-
garding the repugnance of a system of apartheid. Our own policy in
this area is one that is motivated by a desire to see the South
African Government more emphatically describe as a national objective
some kind of sharing of political power with the vast majority of its
citizens while at the same time preserving its own essential character
as a society rooted in free institutions and values. It is a delicate
objective to be accomplished and simple-minded approaches to it are
not helpful.

Again, thank you very much for sharing your thoughts with me.
Sincegely yours,

D) ol

Heward I. Friedman
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March 18, 1985

SIDNEY C. PULITZER

CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD _ ("’D Y, r @EW/)_’;L

—

Mr. Howard I. Friedman, President
AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE
165 E. 56 Street

New York, NY 10022

Dear Mr. Friedman:

The matters relating to the present publicity on apartheid in South Africa go well
beyond MORAL issues, and require much thought if the position of American Jews is to
truly reflect wisdom. If we are truly interested in helping the blacks of South Africa
improve their plight, and if we arm ourselves with the complete facts, we will understand
that the simplistic solution, a narrow opposition to apartheid, will ACCOMPLISH JUST THE
OPPOSITE.

At the outset, let me emphatically state I support peaceful progress to an ordehlyf
improvement of human rights worldwide. The question to be resolved is how best to
accomplish that end. As loyal Americans, we must also consider our interests as well.

The recent negative press about the apartheid policy in South Africa is extremely
dangerous to American interests. Wherever western idealism has imposed the "one man,
one vote" rule in the name of human rights, individual freedom has usually lost way to
dictatorship. As to the continent of Africa, there have been no exceptions to this rule.

Generally, the dictatorship is a communist-type, with unbelievable human rights
atrocities (Idi Amin, et al.), a collapsing standard of living, and STARVATION. The African
countries where starvation is the worst are communist. Our food helps the starving, but it
also keeps in power those governments who care little for human life. Strangely, the press
remains silent about the politics behind this catastrophe. The black African Jews are only a
smattering of the victims.

Zimbabwe (formerly Rhodesia), ruled by Mugabe, is the most recent example.
Remember, Ian Smith was removed to establish a black democracy. Instead, the two-party
system has been dissolved and we now have dictatorship. Key industries such as banks and
most large businesses have been nationalized (stolen) by the government. Formerly the
profits were reinvested in Rhodesia, steadily raising the standard of living for all its
people. Now the funds are sent to the Swiss bank accounts owned by the political rulers.
Whites have fled, living standards are dropping, and another communist dictatorship rides
roughshod over human freedom. Mugabe kills his opponents.

" ' @
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Angola used to be considered the most beautiful country in all of Africa. It was a
tourist mecca, more magnificent than Miami. Today it is a gigantic slum. The standard of
living has disintegrated, and dictatorial fear haunts the people, kept in control through
Cuban troops.

In all of the continent of Africa, guess where the standard of living for blacks is the
highest? It is South Africa! But you say, what about their dignity and freedom? Believe it
or not, in So. Africa the freedom and opportunities for blacks, right now as you read these
words, are well advanced OVER ANY OTHER BLACK AFRICAN NATION.

Do you value human life? Surely genocide is repugnant to you! Do you know how
many blacks are killed by other blacks in Africa, particularly in the socialist dictatorships
aligned with Moscow? If we criticize South Africa, can we remain silent on the mass
murders in other countries? Since GENOCIDE IS NOT TAKING PLACE IN SOUTH AFRICA,

are we misdirecting our efforts?

Do you know that the present Botha government is the most liberal, courageous, and
progressive government ever to take office in that country? They are improving human
rights as quickly as possible without tearing the country apart. Quiet support behind the
scenes through our government would strengthen Prime Minister Botha's ability to change
social conditions. But public opposition polarizes opinion and plays into the hands of the far
right, freezing change and aiding the communists, who use the resulting dissatisfaction to
further their cause.

Uninformed Americans assume the black population of South Africa is similar to
American black citizens. Except for the color of skin, nothing is similar. The African
blacks are divided among many different tribes, who speak different languages, have
different cultures, and don't get along too well among themselves. Prior to the formation
of the South African government, bloody wars were waged constantly. Without the overall
stability of the South African government, the black tribes would return to their internecine
raids and killings.

Educating these people to the kind of democracy, literacy, and civie responsibilities
necessary to work together in a modern western society as now exists in South Africa will
tgke time if it is to succeed in an orderly, peaceful manner.

If you doubt any of these facts, may I suggest you contact a few Americans and
South Africans whom you consider really knowledgeable on South Africa? An important
religious leader like yourself needs this erucial information. And because Israel and South
Africa are such close allies (that alone says plenty), surely there are opinions of some
qualified Israelis you could seek out.
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Whenever I find my position in agreement with that of the Soviets, I question my
assumptions, because the odds are, the Russians are working against American interests.
The Soviets want an immediate shift to a black-ruled South Africa. Any action we take to
weaken the present government assists Russia. Think carefully: does that really help our
goal of improving human rights? Even with their best face for publie view, do you feel the
Soviets are advocates of human rights? Of course not! Their reasons are materialistic and
dangerous to our country, our freedom, world peace, and the future freedom of our
children. And they couldn't care less about human rights.

South Africa is a erucial ally of the United States. The question is, how do we treat
our friends? If push ever comes to shove, we're going to need her more than most
Americans know. She has the 6th largest standing army in the world, and secures the tip of
Africa to protect the much-needed oil shipping routes. Over 24,000 ships annually pass the
Cape of Good Hope to supply the West. Her GNP is the largest of any country in Africa.
The Soviets want this plum!

If the Soviet Union gained control, she would dominate the combined world
production of such critical resources as:

90% - Uranium; 90% - Platinum; 85% - Gold; 80% - Vanadium; 75% - Manganese; and
96% of the Chrome!

These minerals are "strategic metals," without substitution. In the making of most
modern weapons and most devices like washing machines or autos, echrome is indispensable.

There are those who say it's unimportant who controls these resources, as they must
still sell to us, their customers. This is a fallacy. During war they will sell us nothing. If
the lack of this material causes us to be less properly equipped to fight, more of our young
men and women will die in battle. Furthermore, to military planners of antagonistic
nations, such potential weakness adds incentive to initiate hostilities.

But if such governments do sell to us during peacetime, the price will be higher, and
again, the profits will go to the corrupt politicians, not to the blacks who labor to produce
the wealth. Human rights aren't even considered.

~ Rights advocates opposing current South African policies have not admitted to
themselves that an end to the apartheid policy, WITHOUT A VIABLE SUCCESSOR POLICY
THAT IS FAIR TO BLACK AND WHITE ALIKE, WILL LEAD TO MAJOR DISASTER!

Besides, who are we to pontificate? America required a bloody civil war to end
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slavery, and a century of preparation to break down our walls of prejudice. We still have a
long way to go! And our population ratio of black to white was the opposite of that in South
Africa. Their job is multiples more ecomplex.

I urge you to use your influence and powers of persuasion in a positive way. Write
your Senators and Congressmen in support of South Africa as long as steady improvement in
human rights is being made. Do it NOW! Become INFORMED! You will find that the sim-
plistic solution, though it has "moral appeal,” is actually destructive to the values we
embrace, and could produce another communist dictatorship.

One more thing you should know. Other voices in the U.S. opposing the apartheid
policy are hardly sincere idealists. Intelligence Digest provides information on the
TransAfrica militant black lobbying group based in Washington, D.C.:

"TransAfrica and a number of members of Congress want the overthrow of South
Africa's current government, and its replacement by terrorist groups which are financed by
Moscow and pledge a Marxist-Leninist government if they are victorious.

"TransAfrica and its leader, Randall Robinson, have been vocal supporters of the
regimes in Angola, Mozambique, Cuba, the Grenadian Marxist leader - Maurice Bishop, and
Ethiopia's Communist government."”

I find it abhorrent to see Jesse Jackson using this group and its policies to play the
same game.

Enclosed are some informative articles which I hope you will read. In our sincere
desire as Jews to help all oppressed people, our having the true facts is particularly urgent
if we are to genuinely help the black ecommunity in South Africa — and not do the opposite.

Sidney Pulitzer

sd
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SOUTHERN AFRICA

New deal in South Afnca N
by Eric Rydbeck ¥ g
At the time of the constltutlonal referendum iast year, |
maintained that after the government victory a new
phase of South African history had begun - nothmg
would ever again be the same as before. -

‘Rapid developments followed. Agreements ‘with
Mozambique and Angola were concluded, the process
of improving black education was set in motion, black
township councils were elected and made operative,
black cntrepreneurs were afforded the opportunity of
establishing shops in the central busmess dlstncts of
whnecmcs andsoon '_ .' D e Sl

Leftists and leerals demand str:ctures

Optimistically, one thoughl that this begmmng of the '

end of racial discrimination in South Africa would be
welcomed abroad and reduce undue and unwise foreign
pressure. Instead much more vigorous demands for
strictures against all the South African peoples were
initiated, presumably in order to force the government
here to capitulate and introduce a Western-style democ-
racy with general franchise regardless of ethnic belong-
ing.

Apparently leftist liberals and Marxists in many Euro-
pean countries and in America have been encouraged by
other African countries succumbing to such ‘ideals’.

The conclusion is that the West must view with plea-
sure the consequences of such policies in nations like
Tanzania, Zambia, Lesotho, Uganda, Burundi,
Rwanda, Mozambique, Angola, and so on - the list
comprises practically all southern Africa’s states — and
Africa’s for that matter. They have almost all at one time
been democracies of the type approved by the West but
are now all one-party states, mostly socialist with Mar-
xist leanings or fully-fledged communist dictatorships.
And most of them suffer regular coups, bloodshcd and

ethmc conflict. -
That seems to be the fate that the world’s liberals and

Iefnsts wish for South Africa. And the policies of gradual
reform of State President Botha and his government are,

of course, not a good recipe for ultimate socialism in
South Africa._They aim at a place for all, black, white,
and brown, inthe decision-making process of what
apparently one day is likely to be a confederation or fed-
eration of equal states embracing free- -enterprise sys-
tems. That is as far removed from communist 1dcologzcs
as possnble ' # s g

INew assembly a blow for Ief( and nghl

State President Botha's speech to the thrce-housc par- -

liament in Cape Town was a declaration of intent and a
further move in the gradual elimination of white domi-
nation of the other groups — as well as of any ethnic
group’s domination of the rest. The Sunday Times of
Johannesburg summarized what happcncd in the new
Assembly as follows:

® A pledge by President Botha that the debate on black
constitutional options is open-ended.

e A government commitment to include non-homeland
blacks in interlocking constitutional structures with
whites, coloureds, and Indians.

® A conditional offer of amnesty to pollucal pnsoners
® Suspension of forced removals pcndmg a rewew of
government policy.

@ Freehold title for urban blacks and a rev:ew of cmzen-
ship rights and influx control. = - .- _ -

And the Sunday Times adds: ‘Thus have many of
Afrikaner nationalism’s holiest cows been consigned to
pasture, and by week’s ‘end it had brought significant
encouragement from establishment black groups, the
progressive white opposition and Western countries.’
Can any harder blow have been struck against extremists
on both right and left? Probably not while simultane-
ously safe-guarding law and order.

,leerals will claim credit for new policies
- From my vantage point here it now looks as if many

 liberal demonstrators and pressurizers will claim that

these new South African policies are the result of their
strictures.

But they should rempmber that what happened in the’
historic first week of the new assembly was the culmina-
tion of reforms which had gone before it, changes which
these so-called liberal politicians had called ‘cosmetic’.
They have yet to discover that President Botha moves
firmly but with caution and only after very thorough pre-
paration. And this is how he and his government are
likely to move in the future, guided by specific South
African requirements and opinions rather than by
foreign politicians seeking favour with voters in their
own countries by exploiting South African problems.

This further proof of South African sincerity with
régard .to positive change has caused some confusion in
the Marxist camp. The communists had not expected
anything nearly as bold at this stage. - '

" Boycotts would bring starvation

The possibility of foreign disinvestment and boycott
are viewed seriously here and in South Africa’s
neighbouring states. The latter have aired their views on
radio and television and seem to fear sanctions more
than the South Africans do.

Swaziland and Lesotho both realize that they would
rapidly be ruined and reduced to starvation, and so does
Mozambique — already facing hunger as a resul; of civil
war —should US and the world isolate South Africa.

Ironically a consequential collapse of Zimbabwe’s
economy could very well cause a revolt against Mugabe
and lead to his downfall. The same could with greater
likelihood happen to Zambia and its vacillating dictator
Kaunda. Nor would Botswana find it easy even to sur-
vive under such circumstances. So none of them is happy
about the thought of any kind of trade sanctions against
South Africa, even if some of them have expressed
themselves differently in the past.

Controversial subjects will test assembly

In South Africa itself very few are for foreign sanc-
tions against their country — even Bishop Tutu has
changed his stance and will await the outcome here for
two years before he decides for or against the policies
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which seem to have brought h:m hlS valuable Nobel
Peace Prize.

And while the first week of party- poht:cal debate in
the three houses of the new assembly has shown some
disagreement in the course of the traditional motions of

‘no confidence’ in the government, there has been unity
in the rejection of efforts at forelgn interventionin South
Africa’s internal affairs.

But the real test of the new constitution and 1ts envis-
aged consensus-decisions will be when more-controver-
stal subjects are broached and new legislation is being
discussed. The most burning i issue will be the future par-
ticipation of urban blacks in the decision-making pro-
cess, a question on which they themselves will be heard
through the Forum for Blacks now to be formed. .

When I revert in a month’s time, the situation is likely
to have clarified and comment will then be timely.

STRATEGIC REPORT
Democracy at risk in Argentina
President Raul Ricardo Alfonsin’s democratic govern-
ment faces its second year beset by a multitude of prob»
lems some of which seem almost insoluble.

It is hard to say which is the most pressing. Drast:c
changes have to be made as regards the economy, and
inflation has to be brought under control otherwise there
will be difficulty in getting more loans with which to pay
the interest on the burdensome foreign debt. Over-
spending must be curbed in the face of never-ending
demands for higher wages, and production and exports
must be increased in spite of record high interest rates
which militate against new investment. :

Alfonsin is being pressured to comply with his prom-
ise to see justice done in the distressing matter of.the
thousands of people who disappeared during what has
come to be known as the ‘dirty war’. A decision must be
reached as to whether those accused of human rights
abuses should be judged by civilian or military courts,
particularly in the Astiz case upon which a lot depends.

Trying to live within its means is the biggest problém
now facing the government, and this, and a host of other
matters, add up to very hard times ahead, a lot of bitter
medicine to be swallowed, and some" doubts as to
whether democracy can survive. W R
Nobody likes austenty but the altematwe is- worse,

but at least an-encouraging 51gn is that the premdent isat

last begmmng to reallze thls Ger ¥ i P
Gnvernment must cuntrol mﬂatmn ; Ma g
- Many observers think that inflation cannot be brought
down to acceptable levels for some years. As this is
caused mainly by government over-spending, obviously
those relying on state jobs will suffer most while they are
not likely to find employment easily in the private sector
as many big firms have been driven to the verge of ban-
kruptcy and others are suffering heavy losses.
" The government has promised the International
Monetary Fund and the creditor banks that the 683.4%

rise in the cost of living in 1984 will be reduced to no
more than 300% by next September.

Already the powerful trade unions have called the
proposed wage increases for the current year ‘absurd’
and threatened an eventual general strike. Various sec-
tors are already on strike which, of course, reduces pro-
duction, yet exports must be mcreased ltlsa\ncmus cir-
cle which somehow has to be broken.: "

In addition to cutting down the number of state
employees and turning a very deaf ear to incessant wage
demands, the government must also get rid of various
state-owned companies — veritable white elephants —
which also help to drain the counlry dry, evenifit has to
give them away. ey .

The foreign debt > B

The economy minister, Dr Bernardo Grinspun,
whom marny observers think should be replaced, has
admitted that the financial system is out of control.

With interést rates averaging some 50% per.month,
Argentine businessmen cannot be induced toinvest, less
so foreigners, while inflation has also encouraged the
former to salt their money away abroad. To restore con-
fidence will need extremely harsh measures whlch could
exact a very high social cost.

The foreign debt is now about US$45bn a good pan
of itincurred by the armed forces, Alfonsin has said that
his government cannot take the same austerity measures
as Brazil and Mexico for fear of bemg brought down
together with democracy.

This month could bring to power in Brazil a presndent
who is expected to take a very tough stance, over the
country’s foreign debt, thus encouraging other South-
American debtors to do likewise..

The consensus of opinion among busmessmen obser-

* vers, and opposition politicians is that the readjustmenl

of the much-battered economy will cause a recession,
despite the assertions of Grinspun that this will not occur
and that everything can be achieved without any sac-
rifices, which is patently absurd and impossible. The
president was also taking this line until recently, but now
reality seems to be catehlng up with him and e admits
that there are hard timesahead. . . .. i
Human-rights groups are pr&sing for Jl.l.Stll:B ) .
Alfonsin originally intended to deal harshly with what
was then assumed to be a few top men who had given the -
orders for the kidnappings that resulted in'the disap-

- pearance of thousands of Argentines and a few foreig-

ners — the majority of whom are presumed to be dead —

- and lightly with those who obeyed these ordérs. How-
- ever, it now transpires that the former were far from
 few. This is the most dlstressmg of the unsolved prob—
~ lems.

- Human-rights groups are pressunng the govemment
to see that justice is done and also for news of missing
persons. So far not one senior officer has been sentenced
for crimes committed during the ‘dirty war’. The nine -
heads of the three ruling three-men Juntas during the de
facto government are in prison charged with encourag--
ing kidnapping and torture, but so far nobody has been
sentenced

““Alfonsin has saddened and enraged thc human nghls
groups by. saying that’ a recent march on Congress



Intelligence Digest 17 Rodney Road, Cheltenham, Glos. GL50 IHX.U)/ 6 M{rch 1985

placed at.the mercy of ‘the thirst for power and.

megalomania’. In this century alone — Falin calls it our

‘lorig-suffering century’ and he is probably right - the

imperialists have killed more than 100 million people
already and are on the bnnk of resummg thls temble
work. - -

And yet lhere is at Iast for lhe first nme in this cen- :

tury, an opportunity to make ‘the earth a promised lan
for every people and ethnic group inhabiting it’.
The opportunity is there thanks to the Soviet Uni

But, Falin says, mankind cannot expect the Soviet

Union to do the job entirély on its own. Not even
the help of its emstlng alhes

People must only hate lmpermlism

of reason and civilization. It | is not necessary f

peoples to agree about anything else, Falin says.

must only hate imperialism. And, of course, realize What

a great danger imperialism presents to them. Likq the

animals fleeing a forest fire they must forget all aboutl the

_ differences that otherwise divide them. They must
their other animosities.

Thus endangered Western Europe can make commbn
cause with the world of Islam, Africa can unite wi
Asia, Latin America with, for instance, Afghanista
On the side of the Soviet Union. And together, and wit
Soviet support, mankind and civilization can be rescued
by once and for all crushing the imperialists.

The only hope for mankind -

Once that has been done everybody, if he so wishes,
can, like the animals, go his own way again and the
Soviet Union, treasuring everybody's freedom and inde-
pendence, will thereafter not only nor interfere any-
where but will at all times be ready to act in defence of
everybody’s freedom and independence.

Falin puts it forward as the only hope for mankind an
he does his best to make it an attractive proposition. It
has certainly appealed to his superiors in the Kremlin,
the men he is now advising.

What we are therefore likely to see is a ‘two-front
approach. On the one front there negotiations
with the US to keep the enemy atbay. On the other

Problems w:th e]ecloral roll

" get on to the roll is to be a card- carrymg member of the

. price apparently is increased when a senior man in the

Zimbabwe’s election violence

Qur observer in Harare writes:

The British-drafted Independence Constltutlon guaran-
_teed multi-party democracy until 1990 unless the prime
_ minister, Robert Mugabe, received the unanimous vote
" of 100 members arliament for h:s proposed change to
a one party statg.

The governmgnt has announced that elections
new parliament wi{] be held in June of this year.

The foreign minister, Wilness ‘Mangwedde, has

!

sed deep dissatisfaction with his country’ s&nt:sh-
spensored constitution that guaranteed parhamentary
ats for the white minority. The white seats, together
with any seats that are won by the opposition pany

by Joshua Nkomo, are a stumbling hlock to lhe es stab-
hshment of aone pany state e b st

R

This election will be run for the first time from an elec-
toral roll. In the establishment of the electoral roll there
have been a.number of reports mdlcatmg that all is not
gomg well.

It is alleged that those who are not supporters of the

~ ruling party have greater difficulty in getting on to th;

roll for the election. It is stated that the quickest way to,

ruling political party.
The political atmosphere in Zimbabwe is polluted b

intimidation. People are being forced to attend meetings
once or more a week, pay annual membership fees of
$3.50 per person. Also contributions are sought for
Shiku Hero’s acre at 75 cents per head. The contribution

party visits the area.

Evndence of violence ~ S

‘There is widespread ev:dence thal violence is on the
increase as the country draws closer to the election.
Under intimidation most of the peasants will do as they
are told. Whatever the outcome of the election there
must be concern for the innocent who will suffer.
‘There are reports of extreme violence in the Gwand
sigodini, and Plumtree areas. The violence t
sulted in over 200 people being admitted to local
pitals was sparked off by the ruhng party's Yputh
Brigade, because the victims were not in possessjon of
their party’s membership card.

Israelis undermining Saudi aims L
Middle East intelligence agency is blaming Israeli
iffluence upon the Muhammudu Burhari regime in
igeria for sabotaging Saudi OPEC objectives, and thus
increasing economic and financial instability in the Arab
world.

This instability is having a particularly strong impact
on Saudi Arabia. The Israeli Mossad covertly aided the
coup staged by Major General Buhari on 31 December
1983, and later assisted his regime in various ways.

SIS and CIA encouragement
It appears that both Britain’s SIS and the American

" CIA are supporting or encouraging lhe Mossad incur-

sion into Nigerian politics. -

King Fahd and his advisers are senously consndenng
withdrawing the $78bn Saudi Arabia has invested in US
savings bonds. This will be only the first step of Saudi
financial disengagement from America.
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

date april 5, 1985
80 Area Directors

from Harold Applebaum

LAET [P LT GE € ARET LLE

subject Annual Meeting Debate on South Africa

AJC policy on South Africa will be debated at”a plenary session ~
of the Annual Meeting on Wednesday afternoon, May 1.

The session has been scheduled in response to requests fram
‘several chapters for a reconsideration of the policy statement adopted at
the 1984 NEC meeting. For example, the Western Regiocnal Advisory Board
adopted the following resolution on March 29:

"Be it resolved that the Western Regional Ad\usory Board. ..endorses
the Portland Chapter's request for a review of AJC's national policy
on all aspects of the South African issue, including divestiture and
disinvestment. The Board further recammends that AJC chaptexy in the:
Western Region support the Portland chapter's request.”

A subcammittee of AJC's International Relations Camission has
the policy review process and will sooon be distributing additional background
material to chapter leadershlp.

The major point of issue is whether AJC should reaffirm or amend the
policy statement of NOvember 2, 1984, which strongly condemns apartheid but
refrains fram endorsing econamic sanctions.

The issues are outlined in the Session Briefing backgrounder that was
prepared for one of the Friday afternoon camumnity relations workshops at
the Annual Meeting. A copy of thebackgrowuierls enclosed along with the
1984 NEC policy statanant

Although the time is short, please schedule a Board discussion so that -
your leadership's views can be factored into the Annual Meeting debate.

HA/pb

85-300-46



POLICY OPTIONS: AJC STATEMENT ON SOUTH AFRICA

Should AJC policy on South Africa: YES

1. Restate position adopted by NEC in November, 1984:
reaffirming our opposition to apartheid;

condemning violations of civil rights and civil
liberties and

supparting democratization of South African society?
Urging U.S. corporations maintaining operations in South -

Africa to espouse the "Sullivan Principles" by adopting

equal employment policies, supporting improved health,
education and housing services for blacks and pressing for

racial desegregation?

2. Expand the 1984 NEC statement by:

supporting legislation requiring U.S. corporations in
South Africa to apply The Sullivan Principles?

Urging U.S. corpnraticn:ls to disinvest (temminate operations)
voluntarily from South Africa?

Endorsing local legislative proposals requiring state or
mmnicipal governments to divest their holdings in U.S.
corporations. operating in South Africa?

Supporting legislation

barring loans to South Africa?

banning the sale of Krugerrands in the U.S.?

forbidding the sale of military and police equipment?

3. Other recamendations:

|18



THE AMERICARN JEWISH COMMITTEE

date April 10, 1985
to Subcomitteelon South Africa
from Allan Kagedan

subject Update on the Sullivan Principles

The Sullivan Principles (attached),originated by Dr. Leon Sullivan of
Philadelphia, have received considerable attention during the current
debate over how the United States can encourage peaceful change in

South Africa. Supporters of the Principles see them as a means of

usina American business to improve the lives of Soutnh African blacks.
Opponents of the Principles fall into two.camps: Some, who favor more -
stringent economic sanctions, charge that they help only a small number
of blacks; others, who object to economic sanctions generally, feel that
they impose an unfair economic and administrative burden on business.
What follows is a brief update on the implementation of the Principles.

The six Sullivan Principles may be divided into two types: Principles
I, II, and III call for removal of discriminatory practices from the
workplace; Principles IV, V, and VI go further, requiring "affirmative
actions,"such as company-funded job training programs, the identifying
and training of potential black managers, and public support of the
end of apartheid laws and practices. . :

Arthur D. Little rates corporations subscribing to the Principles as
falling into one of three categories. Companies that have passed the
"basic requirements” and comply with Principles I, II, and III, fall

into category 3, "needs to become more active." Firms judged to have
implemented Principles IV, V, and VI, based on a complicated point system
incorporating qualificative and quantitative data, fall into category 2,
"making progress," or 1, "making good progress.”

In 1984, thirty-two firms were rated in category 1 (including Citicorp,
Coca-Cola, txxon, General Motors, IBM, Mobil and Xerox); fifty-one
companies fell into category 2 (including Bristol-Meyers, Dow Chemical,
IT&T, Westinghouse); nineteen firms were classified in category 3 (in-
cludina Hoover Co., International Harvester, and Motorola).

By virtue of their placement in the first three categories, all these
corporations have nonsegregated facilities, engage in fair employment

practices, and pay black and white workers equally. Between them,

Sullivan signatories have spent millions of dollars in health, education

and job training programs for blacks, and are the companies in which the

black trade unions are well established. As of 1 April 1985, counting businesses
that have endorsed the Principles but not yet implemented the first three,

150 copporations employing 82% of workers in US-owned companies {about

104,000 persons), and representing 79% of total US investment in South

Africa, have subscribed to the Sullivan Principles.
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AJC has aiready affirmed its general support for the Sullivan Principles
(though not by name) in its 1984 NEC Statement on South Africa. The
issue now is:

1. Should AJC support city, state and federal measures mandating
legal enforcement of the Sullivan Principles?

2. Should we support divestment of stock in corporations that fail
to adhere to the Principles or fail to reach a certain rating level?

It may be that the utility of economic sanctions as a means of advancing
human rights is best judged on a case-by-case basis. Bearing in mind

what we know about South Africa, we must determine whether this particular
form of economic pressure is effective in improving the condition of South
African blacks, consonant with Jewish security, fair to US business, and
consistent with US strategic concerns.
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SULLIVAH PRINCIPLES

STATEMENT OF PRINCIPLES

Principle 1 — Nonsegregation of the Races in All Eating, Comfort,
Locker Rooms, and Work Facilities .

Principle 2 — Equal and Fair Employment Practices for All
Employees
Principle 3 — Equal Pay for All Employees Doing Equal or Com-

parable Work for the Same Period of Time

Principle 4 — Initiation and Development of Training Programs
that Will Prepare Blacks, Coloureds, and Asians in
Substantial Numbers for Supervisory,
Administrative, Clerical and Technical Jobs

Principle 5 — Increasing the Number of Blacks, Coloureds, and
Asians in Management and Supervisory Positions

Principle 6 — Improving the Quality of Employees’ Lives Outside
the Work Environment in Such Areas as Housing,,.
Transportation, Schooling, Recreation, and Healtht
Facilities.

Amplification of Principle 6, November 1984:

INCREASED DIMENSIONS OF ACTIVITIES OUTSIDE THE WORKPLACE

@ Use. influence and support the unrestricted rights of Black
businesses to locate in the Urban areas of the nation,

" @ Influence other companies in South Africa to follow the
standards of equal rights principles.

@ Support the freedom of mobilit :
emp!oyment opportunities \au.rherf:\‘:e:?f g\l:;k ezg:‘ ea::'msr.l t-o r:l:fcz
possible provisions for adequate housing for  families of
employees within the proximity of workers employment,
@ Support the ending of all apartheid laws.
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ISRAEL AND SOUTH AFRICA

By Kenneth Bandler and George E. Gruen *

Introduction

The debate in the United States over the South African government's
apartheid policy has emerged with renewed vigor in recent months as the politi-.
cal situation affecting Blacks in South Africa continued to deteriorate.
Members of Congress and representatives of religious, Black and non-sectarian
organizations have demonstrated at South Africa's Embassy in Washington and at
its consulates in several U.S. cities. Jewish organizations, including the
American Jewish Committee, have participated in these protests against apartheid
as well.

In Chicago last November, the AJC's National Executive Council adopted a
statement reaffirming the agency's "abhorrence of apartheid, South Africa's
system of legally entrenched racial discrimination," and calling "for its speedy
elimination." (See Appendix I for full text of statement.) Guided by the
American traditions of democracy and pluralism and by Jewish values and teach-
ing, the AJC's primary efforts since its founding in 1906 have been devoted to
combatting violations of human rights wherever they occur.

The revived anti-South African protest activities in this country have.
coincided with the awarding of the Nobel Peace Prize to Bishop Desmond Tutu and
with an increase in opposition activities within South Africa itself. For many
years, a number of South African Jews, notably Parliament Member Helen Suzman,
have been in the forefront of the efforts to-eliminate apartheid, to give Black
South African citizens their full human rights, and to democratize the entire
country. .

The subject of Israeli-South African relations often arises in discussions
about South Africa. This is largely the result of inaccurate and misleading
information on the subject disseminated by Israel's adversaries from the Third
World and Communist bloc. These states, hostile to Israel, have sought to
delegitimize the Jewish State by falsely labelling it "racist." Alleging ties
with South Africa serves their propagandistic purpose of "proving" that "Zionism
is racism." As former U.S. Ambassador to the U.N. Andrew Young noted in 1979,
"It is unfair to link Israel to South Africa. If there is a link, you must
compare Britain, Germany, Japan and the United States. All of them have links
with South Africa. Israel becomes a too easy scapegoat for other problems we
have."

*Kenneth Bandler is Research Analyst Iin the Israel and Middle East Affairs
Division, International Relations Department; 0r. Gearge E. Gruen is the
Director of the Israel and Middle East Affairs Division. The authors wish to
acknowledge the special research contribution of Michael Rothenberg, a graduate
student at Columbia University's School of International Affairs, who examined
the extensive literature on this subject and prepared the statistical data
included in this report.
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Twenty-four countries have full diplomatic relations with South Africa.
Some of these are among South Africa's main trading partners, and a number of
them have military ties as well. A large number of countries that do not have
formal diplomatic ties with South Africa, notably Black African and Arab states,
also enjoy economic and commercial relationships with it. At least 46 African
states trade with South Africa. The Black African state of Malawi, which. does -
not even border on South Africa, has full diplomatic relations with the white
minority government in Pretoria. Some of these ties have recently become more
overt. For example, Swaziland and South Africa agreed last December to exchange
trade representatives, and Mozambique and South Africa opened trade offices in
their respective capitals after signing a non-aggression pact in March 1984. At.
the time, Mozambique noted that by entering into this security and economic
relationship, it was in no way condoning the South African government's policy
of apartheid.z '

Israel does not condone apartheid, and the other countries relating to
South Africa have often stated their opposition to its racist policies as well,
Yet, of all these countries that constitute most of the UN membership, Israel
alone is routinely and systematically singled out for condemnation in inter-
national forums. The standard used against Israel should be applied to all
countries, or dropped. :

In order to bring clarity to the debate on Israel-South Africa ties, the
relationship must be placed in the proper perspective. This paper will do so by
examining the economic and military relations South Africa has with all coun-=
tries. Such an examination, based on open sources and published statistics,
clearly shows that Israel's trade with South Africa is minimal. Indeed, it is
considerably less than one percent of South Africa’'s global trade. In addition,
Israel has repeatedly stated that military ties ceased after the UN Security
Council imposed an embargo on arms sales to South Africa in 1977. The persis-
tent efforts by opponents of South Africa to single out Israel, therefore,
suggest that their aim is not limited to Israel-South Africa relations, but is
part of the broader campaign to isolate and delegitimize the State of Israel.

Israel's Opposition to Apartheid

Israel's historically consistent and firm opposition to the apartheid
policies of South Africa is rooted in the moral principles of Judaism and the
history of the Jewish people. Israel has been a leading advocate of the African
fight against the apartheid system in the United Nations. The Israeli delega-
tion has consistently cast its vote against the interests of South Africa. In
1961 the delegation voted to prevent the South African Foreign Minister, Eric
Louw, from presenting South Africa's case for apartheid at the General Assembly.
In 1966, the delegation supported a U.N. resolution revoking South Africa's
mandate over Namibia (South West Africa). In 1977, Israel supported a U.N. arms
embargo to the apartheid regime. (See Appendix II for Israeli statements
opposing racism and apartheid.)

The founding father of modern Zionism, Theodor Herzl, wrote more than 80
years ago that after liberating the Jews, he would strive to help end the
oppression of Blacks in Africa. Carrying out Herzl's promise to assist the
Blacks of Africa, Israel began a large and varied development assistance program
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in 1957. By 1966, Israel had established diplomatic relations with all sub-
Saharan countries, except for Mauritania and Somalia, two members of the Arab
League. Diplomatic relations with South Africa were maintained at a low level.
During the period 1957-1973, 31 African countries received economic assistance
from Israel, and 20 of these signed cooperation agreements.3 More than 6,700
African students came to Israel for training in agriculture, medicine and other
developmental fields.* Several thousand Israells served in Africa.?

~ Although African-Israeli relations cooled in the early 1970s, especially
under pressure of Arab oil exporting countries, which led all African countries
except Lesotho, Malawi and Swaziland to break diplomatic ties with Israel,
economic and commercial ties have continued. Zaire restored full diplomatic
ties with Israel in 1982, and Liberia followed suit in 1983. Despite the
absence of full diplomatic ties with the other countries, Israel has maintained
economic and commercial ties with some 22 Black African countries. Israel has
‘interests sections' in friendly embassies in the capitals of a number of these
countries. While these African countries routinely join in the condemnation of
Israel-South African ties, they not only trade with Pretoria, but also have
quietly carried on relations with Israel.

Israeli-South African diplomatic relations, meanwhile, were not elevated to
the level of embassy until 1976. Israel's continued involvement with Black
African nations, nevertheless, continues to outweigh its relations with South
Africa. '

South Africa's Economic Relations

Statistical information compiled annually by the International Monetary
Fund (IMF) demonstrate that the volume of Israel-South African trade is
negligible when compared to the levels of trade South Africa conducts with the
industrialized nations in the West, the communist nations in the East, Black
African states and the oil-rich Arab nations. (See Tables I and II.) Since the
IMF relies on individual governments to supply this information, the figures may
not reflect the total volume of trade. For political and security reasons,
neither South Africa nor individual Arab oil exporting countries provide infor-
mation on their trade. Black Africa is listed as one bloc. In such cases, we
have derived information from other open sources.

South Africa's biggest trading partners, according to IMF figures, are the
Western industrialized states. Among these states, the United States figures
the most prominently. South African exports to the U.S. grew from $589 million
in 1975 to $2.1 billion in 1980, but declined to $1.5 billion in 1983. South
Africa imported $1.3 billion worth of American goods in 1975, $2.5 billion in
1980, and $2.2 billion in 1983. ' -

Western Europe and Japan are not far behind the U.S. in their volume of
trade with South Africa. South Africa imported $1.4 million worth of 'goods from
England in 1975, $2.2 billion in 1980, and $1.6 billion in 1983. South African
‘exports to England have totalled $1.2 billion in 1975, $1.7 billion in 1980, and
$1.2 billion in 1983. West Germany and France have also been leading trading
partners with South Africa. South African exports to Japan increased from $664



million in 1975, to $1.5 billion in 1980, and nearly $1.4 billion in 1983.
Japanese exports rose from $840 million in 1975, to $1.6 billion in 1980 and
$1.7 billion in 1983.

Officially reported Soviet bloc trade with South Africa shows South Africa
exporting $10 million worth of goods to the communist countries in 1975, $22
million in 1980, and $S24 million in 1983. Soviet bloc exports to South Africa
grew from $10 million in 1975, to $38 million in 1980, and $60 million in 1982.
They fell back to $22 million in 1983.

At least 46 African states trade with South Africa.6 As a bloc, these
countries have traditionally been South Africa's fifth or sixth largest trading
partner. Trade with Black Africa represented 4% of South Africa's exports and
3% of its imports in 1981 alone. South Africa's exports across its northern
borders increased by more than 60% between 1979 and 1980. Moreover, several
hundred thousand Blacks from five neighboring states are employed in South
African industry. South African exports to Black Africa grew from $573 million
in 1975 to $1.4 billion in 1980, but declined to $76% million in 1983. South
Africa imported $344 million worth of goods from Black Africa in 1975, $371
million in 1980, and $288 million in 1983,

Other forms of economic relations between Black African states and South
Africa have not waned in recent years, but grown. One recent example of this
trend is the non-aggression pact between Mozambique and South Africa, created,
admittedly, because of South Africa's overwhelming economic and military power.
The pact encourages an increase in South African tourism to Mozambique, an
increase in the number of Mozambicans employed by South Africa, and an increase
in South African aid to Mozambique and use of the port at Maputo. This pact and
the overall extensive ties Black Africa has with South Africa give credence to
what American civil rights leader Bayard Rustin once described as "the double
standard and hypocrisy that excuses or ignores Black Africa's trade with South
Africa, while blaming Israel for far less volume of trade with South Africa."’

While the IMF figures do not provide a country-by-country breakdown of
South Africa's trade with oil exporting countries, recent reports have shown
that Arab oil countries figure prominently in South Africa's foreign trade
picture. According to data compiled by Shipping Research Bureau, an anti-apart-
heid research organization based in Amsterdam, and Lloyd's Voyage Records, at
least 76% of South Africa's imported oil comes from Saudi Arabia, the United
Arab Emirates and Oman. These shipments have a market value of around $1.1
billion annually. The exact trade figures had, until recently, been suppressed
in accordance with South African laws and by the deliberate forging of log books
by the suppliers.8

0il is a vital strategic commodity supporting the South African economy and
armed forces. The Arab argument that they have no control over where the oil
companies ship the oil has been proven false by the historical record. 1In 1973,
Arab oil exporting countries successfully pressured Exxon to cut deliveries to
- U.S. armed forces and Aramco to supply oil to the Arab war effort. Moreover,
the Arab states have over the years tried to use oil as a weapon to influence
the political policies of other countries in the Arab-Israel conflict, as



witnessed by the oil embargoes in 1967 and 1973. If the Arab oil producing
countries were firm in their opposition to apartheid, they would be expected to
impose an oil embargo on South Africa.

Israel's trade with South Africa pales when compared to the trading records
of other countries. Israel-South Africa trade has little bearing on South
Africa's economic health. South African exports to Israel rose from $22 million
in 1975, to $95 million in 1980, and $142 million in 1983. South Africa
imported $26 million worth of Israell goods. in 1975, $61 million in 1980, and
$69 million in 1983. With few exceptions, Israel has had an annual trade
imbalance with South Africa. In fact, recent statistics reveal that Israel
accounts for only 0.4% of South Africa's imports and 0.7% of its exports. Those
governments and individuals that exclusively focus on Israel-South Africa trade,
without truthfully acknowledging the amounts of western, Soviet bloc, Black
African and Arab trade with the apartheid regime not only distort the facts, but
are attempting to manipulate opponents of apartheid for unrelated political
purposes.

Foreign Military Relations

Israel supported the 1977 UN Security Council decision to impose an arms
embargo on South Africa, and Israeli officials have repeatedly reaffirmed that
position. (See Appendix II for statement.) Israel, nevertheless, has been
routinely castigated in international forums for its alleged military ties to
South Africa. Even if some ties exist, a recent study by the Congressional
Research Service has noted that any continued Israeli arms deliveries to South
Africa are much smaller than those of France and Italy.9 Naomi Chazan, an
Israeli scholar specializing in African affairs who is critical of Israel-South
Africa relations, has noted that the degree of Israel-South Africa military ties
in no way equals that of major arms exporting nations in the West nor does it
compete with Eastern European and Arab arms sales to South Africa.10 Israel's
arms transfers to South Africa before 1977, such as the sale of Reshef class
missile boats equipped with Gabriel surface-to-surface missiles, were aimed at
helping South Africa protect shipping lanes that are vital to western interests.
Such sales were of no use to the apartheid regime in carrying out repressive
measures against its Black population. Because of the arms embargo, South
Africa has developed a sizable domestic arms industry. South Africa, in fact,
has become a net arms exporter, self-sufficient in the production of small arms
and other equipment needed for counter-insurgency operations.

France, according to published reports, is South Africa's main arms
supplier. In 1980 France sold 360 air-to-surface missiles to South Africa. The
South Africans had a French license to produce 100 Landmobile surface-to-air
missiles between 1980 and 1983.12° Between 1963 and 1974 more than S1 billion
worth of armaments were shipped to South Africa, mostly from France.13 A French-
built nuclear power station 17 miles north of Capetown was completed in late
1984,

The United States has also sold military-related items to South Africa. The
American Friends Service Committee issued a report based on non-classified,
State Department documents that claimed that during the first term of the Reagan
Administration, the U.S. issued 29 export licenses worth $28.3 million to South
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Africa for goods and high technology equipment, all of which can be used for
military pur;:poses.“"+ The report claims that these sales were in clear violation
of the U.N. embargo on the sale of military equipment to South Africa.

Although much has been written on the subject of alleged Israel-South
African cooperation in the nuclear field, it amounts to pure speculation and
conjecture. No conclusive evidence to substantiate these assertions has been
published. The UN Secretary General cautioned in a 1980 report that "Until
specific examples of actual nuclear exchanges or transactions can be cited as
clear evidence of such cooperation, this whole question remains in a state of
uncertalnty.“15 Why does the speculation on alleged Israeli-
South African military ties continue endlessly, while known military arrange-
ments between South Africa and West European states are ignored? The motivation
is purely political -- to harm Israel's image through constant repetition of
alleged Israeli misdeeds. Such repetition, however, does not by itself sub-
stantiate the allegations.

Conclusions

South Africa's economic viability depends greatly on its extensive foreign
trade. The strength of South Africa's armed forces is dependent upon foreign
military suppliers as well as oil. In both the economic and security fields
Israel's interaction with South Africa is negligible when compared to South
Africa's relations with other countries. If Israel were to break all ties with
Pretoria, the impact on South Africa's economy and military would be hardly
measurable.

The routine condemnation of Israel-South African ties by many states and
individuals, who have chosen to manipulate the anti- apartheid cause for the
sole purpose of delegitimizing the State of Israel, harms honest efforts to
combat apartheid. Those who raise this false issue effectively reduce the
anti-apartheid constituency in the United States and around the world. South
African Blacks, the victims of apartheid, deserve better.
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United States

United Kingdom

West Germany

' France
Japan
" Soviet Bloc

Africa**

0il Exporting
Countries**

Israel

Israel ***

1976

TABLE I

South African Exports

(In Millions of U.S. Dollars)

1975 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984*
589.7 526.8 910.7 1,558.4 1,679.2 2,125.6 1,453.0 1,220.0 1,551.0  391.0
1,255.0  1,146.6 1,512.3 1,400.5 1,146.5 1,779.2 1,313.5 1,300.0 1,219.0 189.0
601.8 543.8 594.5  767.4 1,084.5  1,028.7 - 962.4  785.0 703.0  190.0
155.6 170.6  245.5 317.9  417.5  523.5  638.3  415.0 353.0  110.0
664.8  592.0  737.0  875.9 1,129.3 1,551.4 1,574.5 1,533.0 1,390.0 348.0
10.2 9.3 121 AN LV TR 15.0 24,0 1.0

' 573.1 521.1  599.0  614.7  878.6 1,41z.ul 1,294.5  836.0  769.0  152.0
27.8 68.7  24.0 9.6 18.1 w.2  58.2 68.0  37.0 . 4.0
22.8 35.9 3.1 66.8 16.5 95.1 70.8° 140.9 O 182.0  30.0

45.2  54.3 80.4 153.1 7.1 103.2°  166.8

40.5

* First Quarter of 1984

** All IMF estimates are based on data reported to the Spedlflc country. If the data cannot be derived by that

country, it is often estimated by that country's trading partners.

African, oil exporting and Middle East countries have not been identified.

In these particular sets of data, specific
One could speculate that South Africa,
Black African states and Arab states did not disclose these figures for political reasons.

**%* These figures, submitted by Israel to the IMF, differ from the South African figures, because of different

accounting methods.

countries, Nevertheless, Israel's trade with South Africa is still minimal.

Sources: Directions of Trade Statistics International Monetary Fund. Washington, D.C. Yearbook, 1982.

Directions of Trade Statistics International Monetary Fund. Washington, D.C. October 198&.

Such discrepancies are also found in the statistics for South African trade with the other



TABLE II

South African Imports

(In Millions of U.S. Dollars)

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984*

United States 1,340.8  1,459.7  1,124.5 1,137.0 1,477.9 2,526.7 2,952.3 2,484.0 - 2,207.0  660.0
United Kingdom 1,493.9  1,185.4 971.4  1,200.2 1,490.6 2,242.0 2,500.6 2,029.0 1,697.0  445.0
West Germany 1,409.2 1,217.5 1,073.1 1,466.2 1,554.9 2,384.4 2,707.0 2,503.0 2,003.0  59.0
France 335.4 294.7 275.5 546.8 5592 702.8 1,046.8 708.0 544.0  159.0
Japan | 840.3 690.5 719.6 947.2 952.1 1,669.3 2,266.8 1,711.0 1,765.0  514.0
Soviet Bloc 10.6 | 13.4 10.0 sz 016 ¢ 38.5 572 60.0 22.0 6.0
Africa*x 344.3 356.3 330.5 281.8 303.6 371.4 375.3 305.0 288.0 80.0
0il Exporting : ._
Countries*¥* L I «3 - - 121 - 1.8 . 1.5 - b= B
Israel 26.5 19.5 17.6 27. 4 3.4 61.7 76.5 66.0 69.0  17.0
Israel*** 39.2 32.5 23.9 | 37.5 48.4 79.2 98.4 78.4

#* First Quarter of 1984

** All IMF estimates are based on data reported to the specific country. If the data cannot be derived by that
country, it is often estimated by that country's trading partners. 1In these particular sets of data, specific
African, oil exporting and Middle East countries have not been identified. One could speculate that South Africa,
Black African states and Arab states did not disclose these figures for political reasons.

#x%* See note **¥* to Table I above.

Sources: Directions of Trade Statistics International Monetary Fund. Washington, D.C. Yearbook, 1982.
Directions of Trade Statistics International Monetary Fund. Washington, D.C. October 1984.
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Appendix I

THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

STATEMENT ON SOUTH AFRICA

The American Jewish Committee, this country's pioneer human relations
organization, has been devoted since its founding to combatting violations of
human rights wherever they occur. In this tradition, we reaffirm our abhorrence
of apartheid, South Africa's system of legally entrenched racial discrimination,
and we call for its speedy elimination.

We applaud the award of the Nobel Peace Prize to Bishop Desmond Tutu, a
courageous and eloquent leader of the anti-apartheid struggle. The award
symbolizes universal recognition of the justice of this cause.

Unhappily, in South Africa, volices of protest against apartheid are often
silenced harshly. Lack of due process and detention without.trial are prominent
features of life, with attendant abuse of political power.

Recently enacted constitutional reforms, belatedly offering partial
representation to Indians and "coloreds," have left the system of racial
segregation intact; unfortunately, they fail to enfranchise South Africa's
overwhelming black majority. The policy of "resettling" blacks in poverty-
stricken "homelands" has disrupted the lives of hundreds of thousands -- perhaps
millions. The influx control laws and the. Group Areas Act aggravate the
suffering of the black population.

The role that those outside the country can play in combatting apartheid is
limited. But they can help to enhance the prospects for peaceful change, which
would benefit South Africans of all races and religions.

Thus, we endorse programs by private groups and government agencies, in the
United States and abroad, for educating black and other non-white South Africans
to assume a prominent role in the economic and public life of their country.
Education can be a powerful force for social change, a key element in disman-
tling apartheid.

Furthermore, all American companies operating in South Africa should be
urged to apply fair employment practices toward blacks. These include desegre-
gating the workplace, permitting workers to join trade unions providing equal
pay for comparable work, initiating job training programs, creating opportuni-
ties for career advancement, and improving health, housing, and school facili-
ties. Additionally, all European firms doing business in South Africa should be
urged to adhere to the fair employment principles enunciated in the 1977 EEC
Code of Conduct. Such practices by Western firms can contribute significantly
‘to the long-term goal of building a society based on equality and justice.



S

Finally, we urge the United States Government, and all other Western
governments, to work vigorously through appropriate bilateral and multilateral
channels, for the democratization of South African society,.

Adopted by the National Executive Council
Chicago, Illinois, November 2, 1984

1029-South Africa Appendix I
4/15/85:tp

84-550-81 2



Appendix II

OFFICIAL STATEMENTS BY THE STATE OF ISRAEL
OPPOSING RACISM, APARTHEID AND ARMS SALES TO SOUTH AFRICA

"...0bviously, we cannot be anything but critical of a policy which, irrespec-
tive of historical and sociological reasons, tends to cause humiliation to
others because of their race or color. In fact, we would be unfaithful to our
Hebrew heritage if we would not be critical of such a policy...we abhor any form.
of racial discrimination and humiliation, and I believe that the South African
government and enlightened public opinion in South Africa respect the candor
with which we express our opinion..." | :

---- Ambassador I.D. Unna, then Israel's Ambassador to
South Africa, September 3, 1978.

"Israel will comply with Security Council Resolution 418 (1977)1 and, accord-
ingly, Israel will not provide South Africa with arms or transfer of weapons and
ammunition, military vehicles and equipment."

* =--- Note verbale from Israel to the UN Security Coun-
cil, September 4, 1979. Israel's position of
opposition to the provision of arms to South Africa
has been repeatedly reaffirmed at the United
Nations.

a4

"...it is no wonder that almost 80 years ago, Theodor Herzl, the founding father
of modern Zionism, compared the oppression of Blacks in Africa to that which the
Jews themselves had suffered, and he vowed that when he had witnessed the
redemption of his own people, Israel, he would work for freedom in Africa..."

---- Ambassador Yehuda Blum, Israel's UN Representative,
before the General Assembly, November 8, 1979.

"As a multiracial people of all colors and backgrounds, we cannot be anything
but critical of a policy which causes humiliation to others on account of their
race or color. In fact, we would be unfaithful to our Jewish heritage if we
were to leave the slightest doubt in anybody's mind that we abhor any form of
racism, racial discrimination or humiliation."

---- Ambassador Yehuda Blum, before the UN General
Assembly on Policies of Apartheid of the Government
of South Africa, November 12, 1980.

1 The Security Council voted unanimously on November 4, 1977 to impose a mandatory

arms embargo against South Africa.
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".,..The State of Israel rose as a response to injustice and sufferings. It
remains committed to social and racial equality. [The Israelis are] a people
coming from the four corners of the earth. Many of them are of different
origins and hues. Al]l passionately reject racism. As recently as last December
an international congress against racism was held in Tel Aviv. Representatives
of teacher unions from different countries joined to study how to educate the
young generation to tolerance and mutual understanding between peoples and
races, how to alert it to the dangers of racism. In this spirit a call to the
teachers of the world has been issued."

---- Ambassador of Israel before the UN Commission on
Human Rights, Geneva, February 16, 1981.

"We have never missed an opportunity to publicly denounce apartheid and to
associate ourselves with United Nations condemnations of apartheid. I express
once again our total opposition to apartheid and to racism in any form."

~--- Prime Minister Menachem Begin, interview with
Afrique a l1a Une, June 1982, '

", ..nothing unites the people of Africa and the people of Israel more than a
hatred of racism. Our people have suffered more than anyone else from racism,
have fought and still fight, more than anyone else against this most horrible
disease that still persists among mankind.

"Israel and its Government have consistently condemned publicly the policy of
Apartheid, and I take this opportunity to express once more our abhorrence of
Apartheid and of any form of racism wherever it may occur."

---- From remarks by President Chaim Herzog . during the
visit to Israel of Liberian President Dr. Samuel
K. Doe, August 23, 1983.

"Israel is not a simple observer which merely sympathizes with the victims of
racism and oppression. Our views have been shaped by bitter historical and
emotional experience spanning centuries. Moreover, to no less an extent, our
abhorrence of racism is rooted in the social norms which comprise an integral
part of Judaism's teachings."

"Israel's position concerning apartheid and other manifestations of racial
discrimination is clear: we oppose bigotry completely and unreservedly wherever
and whenever it emerges. We have made this position known to the Government of
South Africa on numerous occasions. By this direct approach, rather than
through acrimonious rhetoric, we believe that the cause of eliminating racial
discrimination is better served."

---- Ambassador Yehuda Blum, before the UN General
Assembly, November 17, 1983.
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"...Israel categorically condemns racism in all its forms, including Apartheid.
We are a people who have suffered more from racism, murderous racism, than any
other. This is why the founder of modern Zionism, Theodor Herzl, wrote that
after liberating the Jews from the evil of racism he would strive to liberate
the oppressed blacks. And this is why the state that was founded in his vision,
Israel, has repeatedly expressed its revulsion of and opposition to Apartheid,
both in world forums and directly to the Government of South Africa...direct
communication is the most effective means to bring about a change in South
African racial policies."

---- Ambassador Benjamin Netanyahu, Israel's UN Repre-
sentative, before the General Assembly, November
21, 1984. :

(Prepared by the Israel and Middle East Affairs Division of the International
Relations Department).

85-580-4
1079-Statement on Apartheid
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@_‘3 2 THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE, Institute of Human Relations, 165 East 56 Straet, New York, N.Y. 10022

Adopted 5/1/8%5

STATEMENT ON SOUTH AFRICA

In its November 1984 Statement on South Africa, the American Jewish Committee
reaffirmed its abhorrence of apartheid and called for its elimination. Since
November, violence bred by apartheid has led to numerous deaths and to further
violation of civil liberties. On March 21, 1985 -- twenty-five years after the
Sharpeville massacre -- police gunfire at Ultenhage felled nineteen Blacks. Two
days later, the South African Government banned meetings by twenty-nine, largely
Black anti-apartheid groups, underscoring the exclusion of Blacks from partici--
pation in public life. All of these events, including those of recent months,
have prompted us to reexamine our position.

Americans, including Ameriean Jews, have condemned the escalation of violence in
South Africa and have continued to express their outrage at the South African
treatment of Blacks and other non-whites as separate from and inferior to whites
in fact and in law. Jewish traditlon reveres law as an instrument of justice.
Twisting law to make It an agent of racial discrimination is odious and of-

fensive.

South Africa's scheme of legalized racism is devoid of elementary humanity. The
abolition of the Mixed Marriages Act and the immorality acts is a positive but .
inadequate step. If freedom's bell is ever to ring in South Africa, measures
such as the influx control laws and the Group Areas Act must be revoked; brutal
practices such as forced removals to the so-called "homelands" must be aban-
doned; detention without trial must cease; and the country s Black majority must
be enfranchised within the political system. _

. As outsiders, we recqgnize that our role in effecting change in South Africa is
limited -- that baslc changes must come from South Africans themselves. But
Jewish history teaches us that, in the face of a brazen abrogation of funda-
mental human rights, silence is inconceivable.

We must strengthen and encourage those forces in South Africa seeking nonviolent

"change, including trade unions, church groups, human rights and other voluntary
agencies, educational and professional assoclations and U.S. companies that
practice non-discrimination, provide training and other beneflts for Black'
workers, and work for the elimination of apartheid. :

We support:
f Appropriate proposed Federal legislation that would /

_ (a) ban U.S. bank loans to entities owned and controlled by the South
= .. . African Government, unless and until that Government makes sub-
; ey ‘stantial progress toward the eliminatlon of discrlmlnatory practlces,

~and )

h

(b) restrict exports earmarked for use by the South Afrlcan military and
police.




2. Federal legislation that would require U.S. companies operating in South
Africa with ten or more employees to face appropriate U.S. Government
sanctions If within two years they fail to comply with the following

principles:

(a) non-segregation of the races in all eating, comfort and work facill-
tles;

Tb) equal and fair employment practices for all employees;
(c) equal pay for all employees doing equal work;

(d) initlation and development of training programs that will prepare, in
substantial numbers, Blacks and other non-whites for supervisory,
administrative, clerical and technical jobs;

(e) to increase the number of Blacks and other non-whites in management
and supervisory positions; and -

- (f)° to make good faith efforts to improve the quality of employees' lives
' outside the work environment in such areas as housing, transporta-
tion, schooling, recreation and health facilities.

3. Those Congressional resolutions that condemn South Africa's "homelands"
policy, and call for a study by the Secretary of State, or by other
competent and impartial agencies, of the recent violence in that country.

We would also support:

i. The introduction of Congresslonal resolutions that condemn the Group Areas
Act and the influx control laws; and ;

2. investigation by human rights groups and other nongovernmental organi-
zatlons of recent violence in South Africa.

; e Jp—
We recommerid the following new and continuing activities for AJC nationally and
at the chapter level, and for individual members:

+ fa) encouraging officlals of the U.S. Government and other of democratic
- governments to exert strong diplomatic pressure on the South African
Government to end apartheid; CB

(b) - speaking out against apartheid in internatfonal fora;

(c) working with like-minded groups, including those 1n South Africa,
T dedicated to the promotion and protection of human rights to free
unjustly tailed, detained or "banned" persons; .

(d) giving support to educational, vocational, and other programs,
-~ 7. sponsored by the U.S. Government and by private groups, to promote
A the full participation of Black and other non-white South Africans in
the economic and publlc life of their country;
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(e) encouraging U.S. companies operating in South Africa to: comply with
the code of fair employment practices outlined above; use their
influence within the public and private sectors in that country to
secure the elimination of all apartheid laws; support the freedom of

. mobility of Black workers to seek employment opportunities wherever
they exist, and make possible the provision of adequate housing for
families of employees within the proximity of workers' employment;

and

(f) working in coalition with other groups for the advancement of the
principles and activities described above. :

The situation in South Africa 1is dynamic. We will therefore periodically review
the measures outlined here. S ) o

Adopted at the 79th Annual Meeting, May 1, 198S. .
85-570-8 W S
F089/IRD-3/el
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X, In its November 1984 Statement on South Africa, the American

2. Jewish Committee reaffirmed its abhorrence of apartheid and called for

3. thé elimination,of—this evil-system.

4. Since November, the situation in South Africa has degenerated.

5. Violence bred by apartheid has led to numerous deaths and to further

6. violation of civil liberties. On March 21, 1985 -- twenty-five

s Years after the Sharpeville massacre. -- police gunfire at Uitenhage

8. felled 19 Blacks. Two days later, the South African Government

9. banned meetings by twenty-nine, largely Black anti-apartheid groups,
10. wunderscoring the exclusion of Blacks from participation in public life.
i i 5 Americans, including American Jews, have condemned the escalation
12. of violence in South Africa and have continued to express their outrage
13. at the South African categorization of Blacks and other non-whites as
14. separate from and inferior to whites in fact and in law. Jewish tradition
15. reveres law as an instrument of justice. Twisting the law to make
16. it an agent of racial discrimination is odious and offensive.
17. | South Africa's scheme of legalized racism is devoid of elementary
18. humanity. The abolition of the Mixed Marriages Act and immorality
19. acts is a positive but inadequate -and—immaterial step. Measures such
20. as the influx control laws and the Group Areas Act must be revoked;
21. brutal practices such as forced removals to the so-called "homelands"” :
22. must be abandoﬁed; detention without trial must cease; and South '
23. Africa's Black majority must be enfranchised into the political system
24. if freedom is ever to cast its light on South-Africa. ‘
25. As outsiders, we recognize that our role in encouraging change
26. South Africa is limited - that basic changes must come from
27. South Africans themselves. But as Jewish history teaches us, in
28. the face of a brazen violation of fundamental human rights, inaction
29. 1is inconceivable. ' -
30. We must act to strengthen those forces in South Africa seeking
31. nonviolent change, including trade unions, church groups, human
32. rights and other voluntary agencies, educational and professional
33. associations and others; and also US companies that practice

34. non-discrimination, provide training and other benefits for Black

35. workers, and work for the elimination of apartheid.
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)

58.
59.
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G
63.
64.
65.
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We must send a clear message to the South African Government,
and therefore, we will support appropriate proposed Federal
legislation that would:

' (a) Ban US bank loans to entities owned and controlled by the
South African Government, unless, and until that Government
abandons discriminatory practices; and _

(b) restrict exports earmarked for use by the South African

military and police.

We endorse Federal legislation that would require US companies
operating in South Africa with 10 or more employees to comply with the
following principles within two years or face appropriate US Government
sanctions: )

(a) Non-segregation of the races in all eating, comfort and

work facilities.

(b) Egqual and fair employment practices for all employees.

(c) Equal pay for all employees doing equal work.

(d) Initiation and development of training programs that

will prepare, in substantial numbers, Blacks and other
non-whites for supervisory, administrative, clerical and
technical jobs.

(e) Increasing the number of Blacks and other non-whites in

management and supervisory positions.

(£) Making good faith efforts to improve the quality of
employees' lives outside the work environment in such
areas as housing, transportation, schooling, recreation
~ and health facilities. |
We endorse Congressional resolutions that condemn South
Africa's "homelands" policy and that call for a study by the
Secretary of State of the recent violence in that country, and would
support resolutions that would condemn the Group Areas Act and influx
control laws. We also support investigation of violence in South
Africa by human rights groups and other nongovernmental organizations.
Furthermore, we recommend the following new and continuing
activities for AJC nationally and at the chapter level, and for

“individual members:

(a) Encouraging US Government officials and officials of
democratic governments to exert strong diplomatic

pressure on the South African Government to end apartheid; //
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73, (b) Speaking out against apartheid in international fora;

Ta. (c) Working with South African organizations dedicated to

154, the promotion and protection of human rights to free unjustly
76. " jailed, detained or “banﬁed" persons.

77 | (d) Giving support to edqﬁﬁﬁiggal, including vocational,

8% programs to train %ﬂgnk South Africans to participate

79. . fully in the economic and public life of their country;
80. (e) Encouraging US companies operating in South Africa to:

81. comply with the code of fair eimplyment practices outlined
82. above; use their influence within the public and private
83. sectors in that country to secure the elimination of all
84. apartheid laws; support the freedom of mobility

85. of Black workers to seek employment opportunities wherever
86. they exist, and make possible provisions for adequate

87. housing for families of employees within the proximity of
88. workers employment.

89. (f) Working in coalition ‘with other groups for the advancement
90. "\ of the principles and activities outlined above;

91. The dynamic nature of the situation in South Africa will

92. necessitate periodic review of the measures outlined here.

85—5704%



WASHINGTON REPRESENTATIVE o 2027 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. o Washington, D.C. 20036 e (202) 265-2000

July 8, 1985

Mr. Harry Schwarz

MP Yeoville

Parliament of the Republic of
South Africa

P.0. Box 7407

JOHANNESBURG

2000
Dear Mr. Schwarz:
Ilunkycuforym:rﬂ-nughtfulmte T too would welcome the

opportunity to talk with you again -- either in your part of the world or .

mine.

You and your people have been much in our minds lately, of course.
I was particularly impressed with the courage it obviously required for
the Board of Deputies to issue that recent statement about Jewish re-
jection of racism. If, from time to time, we in America seem not to
understand the terrible dilemma you face, I hope you will try not to be
too offended or upset. We are indeed concermed about the security and
welfare of South Africa's Jewish comumity — even as we feel compelled,
as you do, to give honest expression to our concern about racism.

It was a privilege to meet and talk with you. I look forward
to the next opportunity.

Sincerely,

Hyman Bookbinder
Washington Representative

Marc Tanenbaum(w/inc.)
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P.0. Box 7407
JOHANNESBURG
2000

PARLIAMENT OF THE REPUBLIC
OF SOUTH AFRICA

Tel ~"833-7770

2nd July, 1985 .
.RECE" .-.___' Ty i
ST 8 g

Mr. Hyman Bookbinder

The American Jewish Committee
2027 Mass. Avenue

WASHINGTON D.C. 20036

Dear Mr. Bookbinder,

Thanks for the time you gave to me while I was in
the U.S.A. I hope that I will be able to see you
again in the future.

Kind regards,

Yours sincerely,

F ¥
HARRY H.sngWA Z
MP Yeoville '

/ev



a:' ® THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE Institute of Human Relations, 165E. 56 St, New York, N.Y. 10022, 212) 7514000

The American Jewish Committee, founded in 1908, is the pioneer human-relations
agency in the United States. It protects the civil and religious rights of Jews here
and abroad, and advances the cause of improved human relations for all people.

MORTON YARMON, Director of Public Relations

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

NEW YORK, July 30... The American Jewish Committee today called upon the South
African government to lift the state of emergency imposed last week, and to move
"without delay" toward abolition of apartheid.

In a statement by Howard I. Friedman, President, and Leo Hevas, Chairman of
the International Relations Commission, the human relations agency termed the
imposition of the state of emergency "a defeat for the rule of law" and "a cruel
repudiation of South Africans who are working for non-violent change."

The AJC predicted in its statement that "the viclation of the basic rigﬁts
of South Africans" would result only in more bloodshed and would cripple
"peaceful efforts to eliminate apartheid," which it described as "the root cause
of the tragic killings in South Africa in recent months and years."

Reiterating its "abhorrence of apartheid," which its governing bodies have
denounced-on-previous..occasions..and which it _now_called "South Africa's. scheme
of legalized racism that is devoid of elementary humanity," the AJC also urged
South African President P.W. Botha to meet with Bishop Desmond M. Tutu "in the
interest of ending the current cycle of violence."

The full AJC statement follows:

"The South African government's imposition of a state of emergency on July
21 is a defeat for the rule of law in that country, and a cruel repudiation of
South Africans who are working for non-violent change.

"Under the state of emergency, which confers broad powers of arrest on the
military and police and imposes censorship on the media, more than 1,000 persons
have been detained, and a number of deaths have occurred. This violation of the
basic rights of South Africans will only beget more bloodshed, and will cripple
peaceful efforts to eliminate apartheid, the root cause of the tragic killings
in South Africa in recent months and years.

"The American Jewish Committee reiterates its abhorrence of apartheid,
South Africa's scheme of legalized racism that is devoid of elementary humanity.
We urge South African President P.W. Botha to enter into discourse with Bishop
Desmond M. Tutu in the interest of ending the current cycle of violence. We
call upon the South African government to lift the state of emergency and to
move without delay toward the abolition of apartheid.”

The American Jewish Committee is this country's pioneer human relations
organization. Founded in 1906, it combats bigotry, protects the civil and
religious rights of Jews here and abroad, and advances the cause of improved
human relations for all people everywhere.

* % ¥ %

85-960-150
D007-(PEI-1) 7/29/85 - ar

Howard | Friedman, President; Theodore Ellencff, Chair. Board of Governors: Alfred H. Moses, Chair, National Executive Council; Robert §. Jacobs, Chair, Board of Trustees,
Davie M. Gordis, Executive Vice-President

South Amenca hg. {tamporary office): 165 E. 56 S1.. New York. N.Y. 10022 « Mexico-Central America hg. - Av. Ejercito Nacional 533, Mexico 5, D.F.
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P.0. BOX 4568 JOHANNESBURG 2000 TELEPHONE (0T) 714-2600

23.8.1985
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Mr Adam Simis: -

_ Sir: |
We—feceived your letter dated 17.3.'85 and were gratiried to hear of
‘ four interest in South African counter-arguements to the USA diainveatndnt
canplisﬁ- Though transcripts of all programmes broadcast on this topié |
 are not available, I do have some transcript material which I enéloao
for your gttention. I also enclose copies of flrioun statenents or
reports on disinvestment - some of them made by your ambassador to
- South Africa, M. Horpan Nickel and some by Dr Chester Crocker.

It seems ironic that "outsiders" refuse to take heed of the
call by South African_Bléck cbmmunity-laadera not to disinvest because
of the long-term negative effect it would have on the socio-economic
development of the Blnck-comnunity.‘ Those Blacks who would suffer
first ang néat would be the migrant labour from across South Africa's
3,borders£\-The situation in South Africa is a very complex one, and |

simplification through one-sided arguement is a futile exercise.

I could perhaps add that the vast majority of letters from listeners in
the USA which we receive reflect anti-disinvestment views and the
disinvestment campaigners come in fo; sbme'harsh criticisms?

- b

ﬁegardﬂs*“:“ A g A we s LS e i R RDE
' ,/12/1/{/ Gy

Ronnie Watt:  Co-ordinator:Magazine



National Council of Jewish Women

15 East 26th Street ® New York, NY. 10010

Telephone: (212) 5321740

Director of Public Relations

Michele Spirn 5

Immediate Release

For Release:
Contact: Michele Spirn, ext. 234

NCJW URGES ELIMINATION OF APARTHEID IN SOUTH AFRICA

New York, NY--The Executive Committee of the National Council of Jewish Women (NCJW)
meeting in New York City dn Januéfy 9, 1985,“{;5ued thé falluwiﬁéﬁtﬁai&él statement
which was sent to President Reagan, Members of the Congress, Secretary of State
George P. Shultz, the South African Ambassador, the National Jewish Community Re-
lations Advisory Council (NJCRAC), TransAfrica, the Leadership Conference on Civil

Rights, and the AFL-CIO:

“The Executive Committee of the National Council of Jewish Women urges the United
States government to substantially iﬁcrease its efforts to use every peaceful means
available to help eliminate the abhorrent policy of apartheid, as practiced by the
Republic of South Africa. The system of legally entrenched racial discrimination,
which also disenfranchises the majority of its population, denies due process, and
”permit; detegiféh wiihoﬁt tfiél;_mﬁgilﬁé Eoﬁdeﬁned and-obﬁosed'by'éTi who believe
in human rights.
Foreign and South African industries with sites located in the Republic of South
Africa should be encouraged to eliminate any discriminatory policies on the bésfs
of color by working for fair practices in employment, health services, living con-

ditions and education.

Government and private agencies in the U.S. are urged to support the efforts of those
in South Africa who can bring about constructive democratic change before time runs

out.

As Jews, too often victims of discrimination and oppression, we are sympathetic with
the struggles of black South Africans for equality in their own country. It is in-
cumbent upon the South African government to grant immediately full rights and ré;
presentation to all of its people regardless of color."

.
Established in 1893, the National Council of Jewish Women is the oldest Jewish women's

volunteer organization in America. NCJW's more than 100,000 members in 200 Sections
" nationwide are active in the organization's priority areas of women's issues, Jewish.

... life, aging, children and youth, and Israel.





