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Terrorism in South Africa and Zimbabwe

1. Introduction
1.1 Background: I am interested in what terrorism could lead to in different societies. Therefore, I wanted to work with two different countries to see what happened on the road from freedom until today, that lead to such a difference in political situations today in the two countries I chose. The reason why I chose South Africa is that I’ve always been interested in apartheid and just waited for an opportunity to include that in an essay. South Africa has also had serious terrorism during apartheid and post apartheid but has become a rather democratic and peaceful country in the hands of Nelson Mandela and Mbeki. While Zimbabwe has got a continuing case of terrorism that seems to escalate each day and their president Mugabe doesn’t exactly seem to prioritize an ending to terrorism. 
1.2  Aim and main questions: The Aim with this project is trying to sort out what you possibly can do to stop terrorism in a country, what similarities and differences there are in the terrorist past and presence of these two countries. How come the countries have such different political situations today? Could South Africa be called a role model for Zimbabwe to follow? Or can these two countries’ problems be compared at all? What became the turning point in South Africa? Why hasn’t it come in Zimbabwe? What is it that makes terrorism so difficult to stop in these countries? Are white people the problem or the solution? And so on and so on. The questions are many and I will try to find out the answers to them during my research.
1.3 Method and use of sources: I have spent most of the given time searching for information. I believe it’s important to have a wider knowledge about a subject, than what you actually plan on writing about, so you know the background to it. Since I’m going to write about the countries political situation, I have to find out about their history as well as the backgrounds and views of their presidents. I also need neutral information to be able to look at the conflicts from different aspects, which I get from for example, Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Sweden or Human Rights Watch. I decided to work with both books and the internet. Books are good to use if you want history, of a country or person, but to get updated news and articles it’s better in my opinion to use artikelsök or EBSCO or other updated serious internet pages. A thorough critical analysis will come at the ending of this project report.
2. Result

2.1  Description of both countries political situations: 

South Africa: In 1948 the Nationalist party with D.F Malan as leader stood as winners in the election with the parole “Apartheid”. In the 1950’s Apartheid gets constituted and a lot of laws to separate blacks from whites are introduced. This lead to major uprisings and a great nationwide campaign provided by the ANC (African National Congress) and Nelson Mandela as a leader, which purpose was to defy the unfair laws given by the nationalist party. The ANC campaign was inspired by Ganhdi’s anti-violence and self-sacrifice ideas. In 1960 there was a massacre in Sharpeville, south of Johannesburg, when police shot towards an unarmed mass of black people who were protesting against the pass law
 (which meant that black people had to wear passes that stated from which part they where from and who their employer was etc.). On the 6th of April the same year are ANC and PAC (Pan-African Congress) forbidden, this was only the beginning of a time of repression that would come to last for almost three decades. To this ANC and PAC responded in 1961 to leave their anti-violence methods with military sabotages and armed resistance (called terrorism by the whites). But because of infiltration from the regime, leaders in PAC got arrested. Many of the front profiles chose to leave the country for a while. Mandela however, returned to South Africa and got arrested shortly after, along with Sisulu and Mbeki for fraud and they were found guilty and were sentenced to prison on Robben Island. For 40 years there were uprisings and resistance and in the beginning of the 1990’s had the parliament got a new leader, de Klerk, who in his speech the second of February 1990 rescinded the law which forbade the ANC, PAC and other organisations. He also saw to that emancipation of the black political leaders became reality. A couple of days later on February 21st Nelson Mandela left prison and was taken to Cape Town where he spoke in front of a massive crowd and now the feeling of political change was in the air. The next coming years laws were rescinded to give the blacks more equal rights. On April 26-28 1994, South Africa held the first common free elections for a uniform parliament. The parliament chooses Nelson Mandela for President for the 5-year period, with Thabo Mbeki and FW de Klerk as vice presidents. The new government budget is dominated by reforms in education, healthcare and constructing building. In 1999 Nelson Mandela gave up his presidency and in the election in 1999, Thabo Mbeki was chosen for president and he is still president till this day, since ANC also won the elections held in April 2004. The democratic South African change has been fast and overwhelming. Today’s South Africa is characterised by free press, a free judicial system, a relatively loud opposition and an active civil society. However, the scars from 300 years of colonial oppression and dominance are still visible in the countries inequality, segregation and crime rate. The remaining apartheid structures seem to loosen among the younger generation. Death penalty is not constitutional (since 2002), there is a right to not being tortured or violently abused, and all kinds of discrimination are forbidden. The rights to education and healthcare are granted. During the years 2002 and 2003 has the government decided to emphasize HIV/Aids politics. The democratic development has continued in 2003, the open debate and the number of writers, journalists and activists seems to be enough to prevent as well right extremism as a development into a repressive one-party state. Despite the long way South Africa has gone to get this far it seems like South Africa still has a long way to go towards the equal and multicultural society they dream of. 

Zimbabwe: Zimbabwe was controlled by Britain during the whole colonial rule period. Ian Smith who had become Rhodesian prime minister in 1964 proclaimed a declaration of independence in 1965. Britain on the other hand refused to accept this and called it an “act of rebellion”. Throughout the 1970’s there were two nationalist organisations, the ZANU (Zimbabwe African National Union) led by Robert Mugabe and ZAPU (Zimbabwe African People’s Union) led by Joshua Nkomo . These two organisations where positioned in Mozambique and Ambia and carried out guerrilla warfare campaigns against the white government. In 1979, a white-only referendum approved a new constitution and the country was renamed Zimbabwe-Rhodesia. Later the same year, under pressure from Britain an agreement was reached to provide for a legally independent and democratically governed Zimbabwe. A cease-fire was implemented and yet another constitution was established, Britain even agreed to finance a voluntary land-redistribution program. In the elections of April 1980 Robert Mugabe’s party ZANU- PF (Patriotic Front) which spoke for peace and co-operation after decades of white colonial rule and bitter civil war, won, giving him the prime minister post over the republic of Zimbabwe. When independence was achieved on April 18th 1980 had over 25000 people been killed in the struggle for freedom. Mugabe however, didn’t want to share power in the cabinet so he ousted Nkomo from it and launched a campaign against dissidents in regions which were strongholds of the other party. During this five-year campaign followed Political repression, human-rights abuses, mass murders and property burnings. In 1987 a peace negotiation was a fact and Nkomo returned to the government. Mugabe was committed to Marxist principles and had controversial plans for a one-party state in 1991. He was elected president in 1987, and re-elected in 1990, 1996 and 2002. The elections are all marked with harassment, intimidation. The land-distribution question never solved, Mugabe made some changes in the program that was twice declared illegal in part, by the supreme court, ruling that Mugabe ignored.

    The disputed re-election in 2002 which is said to have been partly rigged with the methods of manipulation and harassment, made the Commonwealth of Nations suspend Zimbabwe for a year. The recent years of increased political instability and a more totalitarian and repressive society and the oppositions between ZANU-PF and the opposition party MDC (Movement for Democratic Change) dominates the everyday life of civil persons.

3 Analysis

3.1 Similarities and differences: If I start with the largest difference with these two terrorist problems in my opinion, is that the problem in Zimbabwe doesn’t seem to be a black on white war, it seems to be more of a politically motivated violence caused by an intolerance and lack of respect for political pluralism within the ZANU-PF party. It isn’t white oppression on blacks it’s more like state oppression on all. One example of this is evident model of organised state sanctioned use of violence towards supporters of the political opposition, especially in connection with elections, demonstrations and other forms of mass actions. The opposition party’s leaders are common targets. During last year a case that attracted much attention was a case of torture of a MDC parliament member along with four other persons also connected with the opposition party
. In South Africa there were violence in another way, there were the white government that imposed all of the apartheid laws which included torture and human rights abuse in plenty. Then some of the black majority population fought back, using some guerrilla methods. Another big difference is the time limit. Apartheid went on for 50 years more or less and the Zimbabwean terrorism after national freedom has been going on for nearly 25 years. In South Africa there’re still separate opinions whether they could call the actions terrorism. My definition of terrorism however is, when groups or political leaders attack civil persons. And if you would base the decision on only that, both sides would be guilty of terrorist acts. The state police arrested and abused black children, women and men for no reason and handed out punishments to civil citizens. The black revolutionaries also attacked civil white men and women. An example of that is described in the book “Mother to mother” by Sindiwe Magona a South African author.

     When I went to search for news about these countries in “The Guardian” I found two completely different articles, which I think symbolises the countries position today. The first one was “Zimbabwe paper stops publishing” and was about Zimbabwe’s only reliable newspaper, the Daily News had to stop publication after the country’s supreme court stated that it was “a crime to publish a newspaper or work as a journalist without a government-issued licence” Why haven’t the only reliable newspaper got a government-issued licence then? Because President Mugabe doesn’t want any newspaper that gives the voice of the opposition to be published. Propaganda is the first word that comes to mind. Secondly my thoughts wander to Hitler’s iron rule of the press. This is the year of 2004, personally I don’t understand why or how this could happen or why no-one is doing anything. The freedom of speech and writing are human rights, constitutional around the world. Are they not in Zimbabwe?? The other article I found was “Voters queue for miles as South Africans celebrate democracy, ANC heads for victory in third general election, despite growing impatience among many for better life” Could there be a greater clash?  In Zimbabwe they are in the middle of terrorist state oppression and in South Africa they celebrate their third all-democratic election. Everything isn’t great in South Africa, the change has been slow and unemployment is a major issue as well as the HIV/Aids issue; approximately 5 million people live with HIV/Aids. But the financial situation has increased significantly since the country became a democratic country.

     What was it that made de Klerk and the white government in South Africa to eventually abolish the apartheid system and give the black their rights and establish an “equal society”?

Could it be the fact that that it had gone too far; so that they realized that they could no longer treat the blacks like another species and to begin looking at them like humans? I don’t think that was the case. I think the whites-in-government still felt a sense of superiority, but I think that since this had gone on for such a long time more and more people got to know the other side and just wanted the violence to end. When even white people want the wanted the government to stop the violations against the blacks, I think the government realized that they couldn’t oppose the whole black population and a major part of the white on too. With hindsight you could say it’s just common sense, but why hasn’t common sense reached Zimbabwe yet? This is very difficult to speculate in, but I think that one answer could be that people in third world countries have a tendency to stand political oppression for quite sometime, like the case in South Africa. However if the population would be better educated, I think that uprisings and change would come sooner. That’s why I get so upset over the fact that The Daily News has been forced to stop publishing in Zimbabwe. That particular newspaper was many peoples only education, that was neutral and wasn’t controlled by the dictatorial state. A tactical move by the Zimbabwean government I suppose. Zimbabwe would do best, in my opinion at least by getting a pro-democracy front person, maybe from the MDC to starting to spread the democratic parole even more intensely, a Nelson Mandela in a way. 

     But could you call South Africa a role model for other countries to follow? I would have said definitely yes! If I wouldn’t during my research found several articles about the South Africa and Zimbabwe relationship after the Zimbabwean election in 2002, as I said earlier and to quote the report of the Common wealth, the conditions in Zimbabwe “did not adequately allow for a free expression of the will by the electors”, which I interpreted as the election clearly being fraudulent and in fact rigged. Then I continued to read and I read that South Africa’s ruling party ANC was quick to endorse it(?!) The ANC spokesperson, Smuts Ngnoyama described the election as an outcome of the peoples will and offered “warm congratulations to ZANU-PF and President Mugabe for a convincing majority win”

     This has raised protests among many journalists and others in the world, especially since Mbeki in 1996 unveiled an idea of an “African Renaissance”, which would include a regeneration of the continent in every level, economic, social and political. By expansion of liberal democratic values, the promotion of human rights. This has become a contract named Nepad (New Partnership for African Development) which works as a contract between the world’s riches countries and the poorest in order to help the poor countries to tackle corruption and good governance. South Africa has been a leader in this project and should play a major role in steering the continent of Africa in that direction. This has damaged the South African reputation in its strive for a democratic Africa. The Zimbabwean situation seems to get worse and Mbeki’s idea of “African Renaissance” is the exact antithesis of the malevolence in Mugabes regime, so why approve of what Mugabe did during the election? 

I think that South Africa should stay even more focused on the democratization of Africa and to prevent HIV/Aids, then They would be an exemplary role model for other countries to follow. 

3.2 Interpretation of project and conclusions: This project has been very time-demanding. We got about a month to finish this project, I think that was fair, even though it’s the ending of the term and we’ve got plenty to do as usual. As I wrote in the introduction, have I always wanted to write about and more importantly learn about apartheid and I definitely feel as though I did during this process. I knew that when I chose this subject it was a bit unclear what it was supposed to concern, even when I had all the facts it still was a bit loose, but as I started writing I got a clearer picture. The most enjoyable part of this project was to write the analysis, to make connections, look at differences and similarities etc.

      As a conclusion of this project would I like to make a quotation that I think wraps up the Zimbabwean problem perfectly “There is light at the end of the tunnel. The problem is that Mugabe keeps building more tunnel”

4 List of Sources

4.1 List of sources and brief evaluations:

· Sydafrikas historia, Robert Ross, Cambridge University Press 1999/Historiska media 2001. A book that describes South Africas history, social, financial, cultural. Good if you want a complete picture of a country. But if you like I only is looking for one perspective, the political, it is a bit confusing, since in the book there are constant switches from political view, cultural view and so on. I however got some great facts and descriptions of things that happened in the history of South Africa.

· Sydafrika en regnbågsnation föds, Mai Palmberg och Per Strand, Nordiska Afrikainstitutet 1995. A book that is older, the last updates were made 1995, but it’s a wonderful book if you want to learn or read about apartheid. An easy introduction and it’s easy to find what you are looking for as well, it’s divided into passages and it contains a year by year section to, when all the major events that happened are placed.

· Med livet som insats svarta barn under apartheid, Rädda barnens skriftserie 1987:3 This short book gives you an image of what terrorism during apartheid really was like in South Africa. Gives some good facts but it seem as if though it’s directed to younger children.

· BBC News online, had a lot of articles about these two countries. Some of them which was good and some which was just about nothing. But over all a serious page, where you can find god articles if you search. But one thing you should remember when you are searching for articles is that they are articles, not bare facts.

· www.zimbabwesituation.com Good professional looking site, when I got to this site I had already foun almost all of my material, but could provide some extra information. This site is anti-Mugabe, could be good to know.

· www.anc.org.za The official homepage of ANC. Good facts! Of course written with a certain angle to make ANC look good. But not to that extent that you immediately notices it.

· www.guardian.co.uk/zimbabwe/article/0,2763,1110177,00.html That’s where I found the article about the shutting down of the newspaper Daily News. I also found other articles at the guardian homepage, rather recent news, which is good. Didn’t really notice anything negative about the site, but you should always be careful when entering another country’s newspaper and look at how they angle stories and news.

· EBSCO was one of the first sites I tried, and after a while of searching I found at least one article which I have actually used in this project. The difficult thing with EBSCO in my opinion is that sometimes when you find a text which seems interesting you can’t read it, there is nowhere to click to get a full text version.
· www.mdczimbabwe.com & www.zanupfpub.co.zw are the official homepages for the two main parties in Zimbabwe. My personal opinion was that MDC had a more serious site, without unnecessary propaganda.
· www.encyclopedia.com a site that resembles NE or Britannica. Base facts, geography, maps, and history of the countries. Seems reliable.
· www.hrforumzim.com/reports stands for The Zimbabwe Human Rights NGO Forum. Very good information with, statistics that seems valid, reports are written in an impartial way. However it’s not clear whether the site is made in Zimbabwe or if it is people in some other country who has created this site. 
4.2 Detailed evaluation of two sources
* First I decided to evaluate the page www.manskligarättigheter.gov which I had seen as a link on other sites I visited. When I clicke on the link a new window appears, and on the front page there is a picture of Laila Freiwalds and the whole site looks very professional with organised clickable links with clear titles on the left side and on the right side there was the link I was looking for, human rights presentations from countries around the world. From there it was just to click your way to first South Africa then to Zimbabwe. So the site is very easily navigated. Since this site is sponsored by the government and The Ministry of Foreign Affairs I would call this site a “Fact” site, and yes I believe that the facts are accurate since it is the Ministry of Foreign Affairs who has published it. The fact that the presentations of the human rights situation of these countries were from 2003, (the latest possible) made me even happier since then I would have a very up-to-date information source. Since it is an authority that has published this page there could be a few “fancy words” but nothing you wouldn’t find in a dictionary. The reason why I thought this page was good was the fact that it had a chapter called “Summary” where you easily could find out about the problems with human rights, the HIV/Aids problem, economy, and other up to date facts about a county’s situation. This page I would say after going through the web evaluation model would be classified as a dependable site with accurate information.

    * The other internet page I am going to evaluate is not so much a web site, it’s more of an article. I found the article on a search base we have in school, called EBSCO. It was actually the librarian Boel who told me to use that search base so I suppose that it is a serious site. That doesn’t really matter now since the thing I am about to evaluate was an article I found there. I searched for South Africa and Zimbabwe because I wanted to find an article that discussed both countries, an article that maybe already had found a difference or similarity between those two countries. What I found however was an article named “South Africa and Zimbabwe” I clicked on it and it was in an acrobat reader format which is some sort of safety measure so that was good I thought. When the article was ready it looked like it had been copied from a paper and the title read “Contemporary Review, South Africa and Zimbabwe” it was pages 34 to 39 so it seemed to be a part of a paper or some other published material. It is always difficult in evaluating objectivity when it comes to articles, since articles tend to be personal expressions of things that have happened. That was the case of this one, but it was a good thing since that was what I was looking for, an article with good info but with a personal touch which you can discuss. The article contained a critical analysis which included things I had already read and that I had through my research found out to be relevant and accurate, that’s why I chose to have it as a source. One thing I realized after reading just a few paragraphs was that this writer knew what he/she was talking about, and was updated with information regarding this matter. There isn’t any date of publishing at the end of the text, but years are mentioned in the text, 2002 being the newest. Which mean that it is a rather new article. Something that you could read at the end of the article was who wrote the article it was a man named James Hamill, a Lecturer in the Department of Politics in the University of Leicester. Immediately that felt better that it was someone who really knew what he was talking about who had written this article. However, you can’t be sure that this James Hamill is the responsible one for this article. But it contained the info I needed and it was so well written and seemed to be directed to people who already had some knowledge about this. I for one believe that the lecturer from the University in Leicester, James Hamill wrote this article.

� Sydafrika en regnbåge föds, Mai Palmberg och Per Strand, page 50


� Regeringskansliet, Utrikesdepartementet, Mänskliga rättigheter i Zimbabwe 2003.


� The Observer, 34 September 2001





