Stanley Uys reports from London on a new look at destabilisation
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Spotlight on SA skulduggery

LOWLY but surely histori-

ans are lifting the veil on

Pretoria’s destabilisation of

the Southern African region
in the 1970s and 1980s.

The latest contribution comes

from Paul Moorcraft, former se-

nior instructor at the Royal Mili-
tary Academy, Sandhurst, former.
lecturer at various Southern Afri-
can universities, author, journalist
on American, British and South
African publications (he wrote a
political column for The Star), and
film-maker. His 500-page “African
Nemesis. War and Revolution in
Southern Africa 1945-2010”, which
has just been published, is a model
of exhaustive research.

But even Moorcraft's research,
thorough though it is, leaves ques-
tions unanswered. How much sup-
port, for example, did South Afri-,
ca give Renamo in Mozambique
after the signing of the 1984 Nko-
mati Accord? What were the ten-
sions between the Foreign and De-
fence ministries in Pretoria over
the merits of destabilisation? And
what exactly were the calcula-
tions over southern Angola in 1988
that caused South Africa to sue
for peace so abruptly?

Discussing the battles in South-

ern Angola in 1988, Moorcraft
admits they are “still shrouded in
the mists of disinformation”. He
rejects as exaggerations Castro's
description of the battle of Cuito
Cuanavale as “the turning point of
African history” and Angola’s
naming of the town as “the Stalin-
grad of the South African army”.
But he concedes the battle
changed the nature of the war.

Moorcraft's judgment is that
the SADF had not been defeated,
but could no longer afford the
costs of trying to win. Most im-
portant, “it had lost the game of
technological leapfrog with the
Russians, as it was bound to do if
Moscow persisted in resupplying
the MPLA”.

Discussing Mozambique, Moor-
craft traces in detail the creation
of Renamo by Rhodesian intelli-
gence and, in 1980, its transfer-
ence to SADF military intelli-
gence. On the eve of Zimbabwe’s
independence, he writes: “Mem-
bers of the Rhodesian SAS simply
drove Renamo’s South African-
supplied vehicles in a convoy
through ... Beitbridge” and
80 percent of the SAS joined a new®
regiment of the SA Reconnais-
sance Commandos.

Moorcraft notes incidentally

Author Paul Moorcraft
. . . some questions are still
unanswered.

that “the ascendancy of military
intelligence, under P W Botha, dis-
turbed the spy network through-
out Southern Africa”. Many of the
former highly successful BOSS
(now NIS) agents were “demora-
lised™

Mozambique, says Moorcraft.
did not realise until late in 1981
“the extent of Pretoria’s conniv-
ance and that the SADF-Renamo
axis posed a serious threat to the
Marxist regime”. The SADF’s suc-
cesses left the Soviet Union in an
awkward position as the guard-

ians of Frelimo’s revolution.

“Pretoria’s destabilisation
posed a serious test for Soviet
prestige and resolve. It was a test
they had manifestly failed, despite
the grandiose fraternal rhetoric.”

Turning to the Nkomati Accord,
Moorcraft says the ANC leader-
ship was “shattered at the abrupt,
almost brutal way, its comrades
had been booted out” (of Mozam-
bique). For President Samora Ma-
chel everything ‘‘depended on
whether the Afrikaners would
keep their word. Some did and
some did not”.

Moorcraft claims it is clear the
SADF continued to supply Rena-
mo after the Nkomati Accord.
“The Gorongosa (Renamo) docu-
ments indicate that at a very high
level, despite political opposition
and/or knowledge, the SADF se-
cretly kept the supply lifeline
open long after the 1984 pact”.

But, he asks, on whose orders?
Captured documnents (at Renamo’s
Gorongosa headquarters) indicat-
ed a serious rift within the South
African security establishment.
“Obviously the Foreign Ministry
was totally at odds with hard-
liners in military intelligence.
Where did P W Botha stand?
When the documents were made

public, the president’s responses
were highly ambiguwus.”

He concludes: “The war seems
unwinnable in the forseeable fu-
ture. Even if Renamo’s infrastruc-
ture were to ve smashed, local
warlordism coud become endem-
ic. Even if Renzmo wvon, and Fre-
limo crawled dack to the bush
to fight on, Pretiria would be un-
likely to be traisformed from a
backseat fairy g«dmuther to sit-
ting in the driving sed with (Ren-
amo leader) Dhlakami on its lap.

“That could be Vietiam revisit-
ed. Or at least Aigok. Pretoria
had managed to etrcate itself
from that quagmie.Once was
enough.”

“African Nemesis’, beause it is
a history, will not siffe the fate
of so many books «n Jouthern
‘Africa of being out ofdar on pub-
lication day. It is a1 asorbing
book. In the final chajter the au-
thor turns to the situaton'n South
Africa after Nelson Madia’s re-
lease and draws a paald with
Zimbabwe’s independene.

At the Lancaster Houe vnfer-
ence in 1979, he says, tle \ritish
made it clear that if the 2ariotic
Front did not settle, Londnyould
recognise Abel Muzorew:s nter-
nal settiement. In SouthArica,

“Buthelezi would be the replica
perhaps. If the ANC stalled, the
great powers could arbitrate over
the heads of the movement, as
they did with Swapo in the Nami-
bian settlement, provided that the
transfer of power was an implicit
part of the understanding”.

This, perhaps, if far-fetched, but
what is likely is that the internal
community will become increas-
ingly impatient if the talks-about-
talks drag on for too long, and not
everyone will blame Pretoria.

Moorcraft orters another
thought for the reader to ponder:
“There may well be a nationalist-
communist clash in the leadership
if the ANC gets into power. And
Mandela may well play a
Kerensky to a new Lenin waiting
in the wings (Chris Hani per-
haps).”

In “African Nemesis”, Moor-
craft goes as far as the available
evidence allows him to go. What
we need now is for Pik Botha and
the army generals to start writing
their memoirs — to fill in the
gaps.
® African Nemesis. War and
Revolution in Southern Africa
1945-2010. By Paul L Moorcraft,
published by Brassey's (UK). D



