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Introdution to Footnotes 

 

Italicized key words from the main text introduce each reference or 
citation.  Where an item is sufficiently identifiable as referenced in the 
main text, it is not necessarily repeated here.     
 
In addition to referencing, many of these footnotes enlarge upon points 
made more summarily in the text.  Because the main text is uncluttered by 
footnote numbers, footnote aficionados cannot always immediately tell, 
while reading the main text, whether or not I have developed particular 
points here. You need to scroll down these notes to the relevant page, to 
see whether and how certain points are taken further.  For user-
friendliness, each note below is directly keyed to the page to which it 
refers.  And if you convert the pdf to text format after downloading the 
notes, you can search them using Word.   
 
For readers uninterested in either referencing or elaboration, the main 
published text constitutes a stand-alone read.  Nothing in these notes is 
indispensable in order to follow the basic argument of the stand-alone 
book.               
 

In any ambiguity between the main text and these footnotes (e.g. the date 
1487 at page 245 of the main text was wrongly “corrected” by a 
proofreader to read 1847), the footnotes are authoritative.  Such moments 
are, however, mercifully rare.     
 
 
Page 

EPIGRAPH 

 
6 The high-sounding principles . . .: Nelson Mandela, Liberation, June 1953, reprinted as 

“The Shifting Sands of Illusion”, in No Easy Walk to Freedom (London: Penguin, 2002), 
p35.  
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8 contractually protected: Thus paragraph 4.1 of my funding agreement with ABSA provides 

that “The Author must exercise due, proper and untrammeled professional and aesthetic 
judgment in all matters concerning the Book in a manner intended to maximize the 
independence and broad intellectual credibility of the Book.”  

 
 
 
 

PREFACE: AN OCCASIONAL DISCOURSE ON AN ‘ENIGMA’ 

 

10 commonly traced back to . . . Carlyle:   In On Heroes:  Hero Worship and the Heroic in 

History (1841) Carlyle wrote: “Burke said there were Three Estates in Parliament; but, in 

the Reporters' Gallery yonder, there sat a Fourth Estate more important than they all. It is 

not a figure of speech, or a witty saying; it is a literal fact,  . . . Printing, which comes 

necessarily out of Writing, I say often, is equivalent to Democracy: invent Writing, 

Democracy is inevitable. ..... Whoever can speak, speaking now to the whole nation, 

becomes a power, a branch of government, with inalienable weight in law-making, in all 

acts of authority. It matters not what rank he has, what revenues or garnitures: the 

requisite thing is that he have a tongue which others will listen to; this and nothing more 

is requisite.”  Membership of Carlyle’s “democracy” was, as I make clear in the main 

text, extremely circumscribed.  The attribution to Burke rests on Carlyle’s un-sourced 

say-so, hence people tend to rest with the attribution to Carlyle.  

10 Carlyle “bitterly opposed democracy . . .”  Eric Williams, British Historians and the West 

Indies (London: Andre Deutsch, 1966), p59. 

10 ANC parliamentarian: Kader Asmal, Business Day, 8 February 2007.    

10 press can threaten press freedom: Tawana Kupe, “Under Attack”, The Media Online, 1 July 
2005: “Barely a month after World Press Freedom Day on 3 May it appears that multiple 
threats to free expression have emerged in South Africa. These threats are both internal and 
external to the media houses involved. They remind one of the crises that engulfed the 
media in 2003, when journalists were caught out plagiarising, revealing the contents of off-
the-record briefings, and sullying themselves through conflicts of interest.”  Kupe was 
moved to this comment by the conduct of the Sunday Times newspaper, which described the 
commentator Xolela Mangcu as a liar, then refused him a right of reply, then appealed 
against the ombudsman’s instruction that Mangcu should be given a right of reply, then lost 
the appeal and grudgingly published the reply (under the invidious headline, “Why I am not 
a liar”), then—for good measure—wrote an editorial column denouncing the ombudsman as 
a threat to press freedom because he had found in Mangcu’s favour.  Such conduct was, 
according to Kupe, evidence of an “internal” threat to press freedom—a threat posed to 
press freedom by the misbehaviour of the press itself.   



10 Venezuelan media and coup against Chavez: Richard Gott, “Venezuela’s Murdoch”, New 

Left Review  May/June, 2006,  p.149.  Gott has in mind Gustavo Cisnero, the repressive 
media mogul.  “No slouch at self-promotion, Cisnero can now boast a glowing biography 
by Pablo Bachelet, replete with an introductory panegyric from the liberal Mexican novelist, 
Carlos Fuentes.”  Fuentes delivered the 2006 Nadine Gordimer Lecture in Johannesburg 
within weeks of the appearance of the Cisnero hagiography.  Contrast, Colin Burgon “We 
should back Chavez”, Mail & Guardian, 1 June, 2007: “In the United Kingdom, if a TV 
channel aided an attempted coup against the government that resulted in civil unrest and 
even death, would anyone be supporting the renewal of its licence? . . . As the coup failed 
and Venezuelans questioned Chavez’s ‘resignation’, [the station] prohibited correspondents 
from airing these developments.”  The problems of South African media are more subtle 
and the remedies are certainly not Chavez-style licensing closure.  President Mbeki’s most 
determined detractors acknowledge his commitment to free speech, however flawed the 
practice of it: “Freedom of speech has grown under Mbeki (partly because he makes so 
many groups of people angry), and the more controversies we endure the more democracy 
we seem to create.  Our practice should be not to shut up but to shout.  And then be shouted 
at.” Business Day, Editorial, 7 February, 2007.      

10    liberals keen to blacklist: Consider the evidence of the Mail & Guardian editor, Ferial 
Haffajee, writing as chairperson of the South African National Editor’s Forum (SANEF) in 
24 March 2007: “I am flabbergasted by the numbers of freedom of speech disciples who 
believe that Ronald Suresh Roberts, author and articulate pain in the butt, should not be 
allowed in print. Numerous liberals of varied hue have told me, with growing irritation, that 
I'm selling out the side by letting him onto our pages . . . It's an odd quirk coming from 
people at the forefront of the ranks of advocates of free expression. Freedom of expression's 
fine, they seem to say, as long as we can determine who gets it and who doesn't.  Ferial 
Haffajee, “Press Freedom: Some More Equal than Others?” The Media Online, 24 March, 
2007. 

11 “The Press is No Innocent Messenger”: Mputhumni Ntabeni, Mail & Guardian, 4 May 
2007. 

11  ANC Gauteng Membership Survey: reported by David Makhura, New Agenda, First Quarter, 
2007, p.9, citing the findings of the ANC’s Strategy and Tactics Research Group. 

 

 

 

CHAPTER ONE: ‘A KIND OF FAREWELL TO MONSTERS’ 

 
 
    

12  “ . . . to whom we owe the gift of liberty”: TM, “Address at the Ceremony to Hand Over the 
Garden of Remembrance, Freedom Park,” 8 March 2004. 

 

12 They ‘set an example’ . . .: TM, Heritage Day Address, 24 September, 2006.  
 



14 like a wet newspaper: Lin Sampson, “Charlize’s Secret”, first published in Cosmopolitan, 
May, 1999. Abbreviated reprint in Lin Sampson, Now You’ve Gone and Killed Me: True 

Stories of Crime, Passion and Ballroom Dancing (Cape Town: Oshun Books, 2005), 71.  
 
15 Susan Sontag’s trademark honorific:  “Only the serious can offer us that rare, warm, bright-

hearted felicity” writes Elizabeth Hardwick in summing up Sontag’s sensibility.”  Elizabeth 
Hardwick, Introduction, A Susan Sontag Reader (London: Penguin, 1983), xv. 

 
15 “creating slaves and monsters”: Jean-Paul Sartre, Preface to Fanon’s The Wretched of the 

Earth, cited by Edward Said, Culture and Imperialism (New York: Vintage, 1993), 237.  
 
15  Country of my Skull: The Samuel L. Jackson film of Krog’s book was initially released as In 

My Country. But for its international release (to which Theron referred) it was renamed to 
match the title of Krog’s book, Country of My Skull. See 
http://us.imdb.com/title/tt0349260/.  

 
16  Flamingo scenario: For a competent account of the policy and technocratic thinking that 

backed this metaphor and made it real, see Alan Hirsch, Season of Hope: Economic Reform 

Under Mandela and Mbeki (Scottsville: University of KwaZulu-Natal Press, 2005).  
 
16 a polarization that Mandela himself rejects: TM, 4th Annual Nelson Mandela Lecture, 29 

July, 2006, and Mandela’s description of Mbeki, on that day, as the best President South 
Africa has ever had. 

 
17 “Dying generations”: WB Yeats, “Sailing to Byzantium”: “That is no country for old men.  

The young/ In one another’s arms, birds in the trees/ —Those dying generations—at their 
song…”.  WB Yeats: Poems Selected by Seamus Heaney (London: Faber and Faber, 2004), 
p66. 

 
18  “reluctant to still the demons”: TM, ANC Today, 3 September 2004.  
 
18 “…depress us… ”: Mondli Makhanya, Sunday Times, 5 December 2004.  
 
18 “evil time”: David Mamet, Writing in Restaurants (New York: Viking Penguin, 1987), p10. 
 
18  “the invention of the Xhosa themselves”: Noel Mostert, Frontiers: The Epic of South 

Africa’s Creation and the Tragedy of the Xhosa People (London: Pimlico, 1993), 904-905. 
 
19 “…normalised perception…”: Patti Waldmeir, Anatomy of a Miracle: The End of 

Apartheid and the Birth of the New South Africa (New York: WW Norton, 1997), 69.  
 
19 “thrashings”: Emmanuel Kant, “Observations on the Feeling of the Beautiful and the 

Sublime”, as quoted by Paul Gilroy, Against Race (Cambridge: Harvard, 2000), p60.  
 
19 “confined to a separate house...”: Puseletso Mompei, “Robert Sobukwe: Power and 

Persuasion”, Tribute, March 2007, 40.  



 
20 “…ain’t so”: Certain versions render Twain’s comment in direct address: “It ain’t what you 

don’t know that gets you into trouble.  It’s what you know for sure that just ain’t so.” In 
addition, Twain tends to fight it out with numerous others for the credit here, most notably 
Josh Billings (the pseudonym of Henry Wheeler Shaw, 1818-1885) American humorist and 
lecturer, who said: “The trouble with most folks isn’t so much their ignorance, as knowing 
so many things that ain’t so”.  So maybe it just ain’t so that Twain ever said this—which 
would deliciously underline the point he (never?) made.  Ardent quote-chasers may consult 
Ralph Keyes, The Quote Verifier: Who Said What, Where, and When (New York: St 
Martins Press, 2006) 

 
20  “experienced first hand . . .”: “From the Desk of the Secretary General,” 31 August, 2001: 

http://www.anc.org.za/ancdocs/anctoday/2001/at32.htm. 
 
 
21 “fascinating and contradictory…”: John Reed, “Online, but not in line with the populists”, 

Financial Times, 19 March,2005.  
 
21 “…off his rocker”: RW Johnson, “The New Apartheid,” Spectator, 26 August, 2000.  
 
22  “…fanatical behaviour…”: Frantz Fanon, A Dying Colonialism, (New York: Grove Press, 

1965), 41.  
 
22 “of base moral character”: In Thabo Mbeki and the Battle For the Soul of the ANC (Cape 

Town: Zebra Press, 2005) Gumede writes at page 247 Gumede that “vindictive as always, 
Mbeki sacked Buthelezi from his 2004 Cabinet.” Leave aside the fact that no Cabinet 
Minister in any government anywhere would long survive going up against his own 
government in the High Court over a policy matter, as Buthelezi did over the immigration 
legislation that fell within his portfolio. Merely hold Gumede to the lesser standard of 
internal consistency. Is Mbeki, even within the four corners of Gumede’s own text, in fact 
“always ... vindictive”? The answer is a resounding no, even without any need to appeal 
beyond the four corners of Gumede’s own book. By the time he found Mbeki “vindictive as 
always” towards Buthelezi at page 247 of his book Gumede himself had already himself 
detailed, at his own page 43, how Mbeki had in fact held out against those who allegedly 
wanted simply to “crush Buthelezi and the IFP” in the period immediately preceding the 
1994 election. Gumede evidently went to print before deciding in his own mind whether or 
not Mbeki is “vindictive . . . always” (his thesis at page 247) or is rather a wise conciliator 
(his thesis at page 43).  

 
21  central quest for the “soul”:  Despite his title, Thabo Mbeki and the Battle for the Soul of 

the ANC, Gumede doesn’t seem to have settled precisely what battle for which soul of the 
ANC he wishes to write about. At page 30 he writes that “the biggest battle for the soul of 
the ANC would be waged as it prepared to enter into negotiations with the apartheid 
government and embarked on the difficult transformation from a ‘broad church’ 
revolutionary liberation movement, consisting of several different strands, to a political 
party equipped to govern.” But by the time he reaches page 127, Gumede has changed his 



mind. The battle for the ANC’s soul is no longer the so-called fight to make itself fit to rule 
(“equipped to govern”). Now the problem is supposed to be that “the identity of the ANC is 
changing fast and its soul is becoming harder to locate.” Why is this? Because the old 
hospitable network of branches has been replaced by the savvy managerialism of a New 
Labour style “party makeover”. At page 30 the ANC is too little a political party; at page 
127 it is too much so. By tangling himself in the coils of the discourse around Blair’s New 
Labour party reforms, Gumede outright forgets that he is supposed to be discussing a party, 
the ANC, that was banned between 1960 and 1990 and therefore had no warm recent 
history of branches that it could betray in the 1990s! What on earth does Gumede mean, 
then, when he says that “branches used to be the heartbeat of the party [ANC]”? Or when he 
claims that these branches used to host the amenities (reminiscent of British Old Labour), 
“not unlike those of community organizations or churches”, offering members a place to 
drop in for “support for anything from funerals to administrative headaches, such as 
registering a birth, or just to enjoy the warmth of human solidarity.” In a final twist, having 
blamed Mbeki for changing a non-existent recent history of branches Gumede made a 
dramatic turnaround in a comment to the Mail & Guardian two years after his book 
appeared: “Gumede said the management of the branch structure is not strictly Mbeki’s 
responsibility. ‘Mbeki most probably cannot be expected to nurture and service the 
branches. According to the ANC constitution, part of the secretary general’s [Kgalema 
Motlante] job is to ensure the organization functions optimally”. Mail & Guardian, 2 
March, 2007. So the branches are not, after all, the embattled soul of the ANC.   

What next?  At 132, we read that “if there is a single defining event in the battle for 
the organisation’s soul, it must be the internal struggle over economic policy.” OK, then. 
This could be interesting. Gumede spent much of the later 1990s predicting a left revolt in 
the governing alliance so one expects him to suggest that, if pro-poor economic policy is the 
“soul”, it has been sold and he indeed casts many an unargued insinuation in that direction. 
What a surprise, then, to read at page 236 that Gumede finds it “patently unfair to say the 
ANC has sold out or that Mbeki and party leaders are not committed to providing a better 
life for the poor. Nor is it true that the ANC has sold its soul to business.” In short Mr 
Gumede is thoroughly confused by what he himself would like to regard as the “soul” of the 
ANC, the supposedly central subject of his book, let alone a supposed battle for it, to say 
nothing of the alleged loss of it.  

 
22 glimpses into the supposed soul of the man, Thabo Mbeki:  Gumede unleashes a string of 

hostile and inherently subjective adjectives, bereft of fact: “Mbeki was bitter”; “for Mbeki 
the decision was painful” (42); “After leaving office, and fully aware of Mbeki’s 
insecurities, Mandela went out of his way not to undermine his successor” (55) yet 
Mandela’s “occasional admonishments drove Mbeki to distraction.”  The problem with 
Gumede’s adjectives and mind-gazing is not (or not only) a problem of truth or falsity. 
Falsity is bad enough but, more fundamentally, such suggestions are simply and 
fundamentally unknowable: equally unverifiable and unfalsifiable. In an advance excerpt 
from the September, 2007 second edition of his book, Gumede adds that “Mbeki selected 
Zuma [as Deputy President in 1999] precisely because it was considered highly unlikely 
that he would make a mid-term bid for the highest office in the land.”  How does Gumede 
know that?  

 



23 mistranslation:  Business Day columnist Linda Ensor, a relatively astute observer, saw  
the mistranslation problem, but nevertheless collapsed into mistranslation herself. In a 
column headlined “Where Mbeki lets his case, and SA, down on crime” (Business Day, 20 
March, 2007) Ensor discussed Mbeki’s recent internet letter on crime (ANC Today, 16 
March, 2007). Mbeki had acknowledged the seriousness of crime.  He had then gone on to 
say that the prominence of crime discourse in national life reflected racial preconceptions 
about black people. Both of these propositions could be and were in fact true at one and the 
same time, but they were mistranslated as mutually exclusive or competing alternatives.  

Mbeki predicted in that he would be “falsely and dishonestly” accused of 
minimizing the crime problem. Ensor pointed out that this was precisely what the  
Democratic Alliance spokesperson Dianne Kohler-Barnard did. But Ensor then perpetrated 
her own mistranslation: the gist of Mbeki’s message was, she said: “Your problem [as 
whites] is crime; the problem of Africans is racism. We hear you; can you hear us”. Mbeki 
of course never denied that crime was a problem for black as well as white, the basis upon 
which Ensor finally and falsely faulted him for letting the country down. He merely 
identified a problem of crime and another problem of the discourse surrounding crime. 
Ensor had understood this distinction in a Business Day column dated 22 December, 1998 
and headlined “Demonisation of Mbeki shows up irrational white fears”: ‘But a suspicion 
lurks that, in some quarters, the motivation for the derobing of our heir apparent is to 
validate preconceived fears about the catastrophe that awaits all whites and has  
done since the dawn of democracy. If one has a foreboding that the core is rotten, is there 
not a compulsion to dig and dig until one discovers the “truth” of one’s fears? How terrible, 
but how deeply satisfying, to have one’s worst horrors validated? . . . the black hordes, if 
unleashed, would rape our daughters and rob our homes . . . A “Mbeki phobia” has taken 
hold.’ 

 
23 “opposition to the communal drone”: Susan Sontag, quoted by Regina Marler, New York 

Observer, 25 February, 2007.   At the Same Time: Essays & Speeches (2007).  There may 
still be people who think that “objectivity” rather than undoing confusion or joining in 
opposition to the media drone is what writers and scholars are about. The critique of self-
styled “objectivity” is so far advanced that its discussion merits no space in the present text. 
Good surveys of the debate are: Peter Novick, That Noble Dream: The ‘Objectivity 

Question’ and the American Historical Profession (Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press, 1988) and Alan Montefiore Ed., Neutrality and Impartiality: The University and 

Political Commitment (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1975).   
 
 
23 “rightwing-ish political contrarian”: Bongani Madondo, Sunday Times, 25 February, 2007.  

The reference in the text to the Sunday Times editorial one week earlier ought instead to 
read three weeks later, 18 March, 2007.   

 
23  a multi-part series: ANC Today, “The Sociology of Public Discourse”in 10 parts,14 January 

through 18 March,2005.  
 
23  “reject the coloniser’s interpretation”: TM, ANC Today, 8 October, 2004.  Mbeki was 

citing Ngugi wa Thiong’o, Decolonising The Mind: The Politics of Language in African 



Literature Oxford: James Currey, 2006), 2.  On the same page, Wa Thiong’o continues: 
“the imperialist tradition in Africa is today maintained by the international bourgeoisie 
using the multinational and of course the flag-waving native ruling classes” including “the 
academic and journalistic laureates of the neo-colonial establishment.”  This theme is 
developed in a subsequent chapter, “Massa Day Done”, below.     

 
24  tradition simply means: This deceptively simple definition of “tradition” I take from 

footnote 14 of Robin D.G. Kelley’s Foreword to Cedric J. Robinson, Black Marxism: The 

Making of the Black Radical Tradition (1983),(Chapel Hill,University of North Carolina 
Press,2000), xxv.  See also: “The tradition of all the dead generations,” Karl Marx wrote in 
The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte, “weighs like a mountain on the mind of the 
living”. Karl Marx, quoted by Francis Wheen, Karl Marx (London 4th Estate, 1999), p9; 
See also, James Baldwin, “Many Thousands Gone” in Notes of a Native Son (London, 
Corgi Books, 1964), 28:  “For a tradition expresses, after all, nothing more than the long 
and painful experience of a people; it comes out of the battle waged to maintain their 
integrity or, to put it more simply, out of their struggle to survive.”  

 
24 “useful past”: Peter Bruce Business Day, 5 September, 2005. 
 
24 “usable past”: Xolela Mangcu: To find a discourse that captures the imagination of the 

country “we also need to use what Eric Hobsbawm calls the ‘usable past.”  Xolela Mangcu, 
“Lessons from the Field: A Decade of Democracy,” November, 2004, p3.  Actually the term 
“usable past” was first employed by Van Wyck Brooks in America's Coming of Age (1915).  
For a subtle assessment of the notion of the “usable past” see JR Pole, “The American Past, 
Is it Still Usable?” Journal of American Studies, 1 (1967), 77. Pole rejects shallow 
“instrumental” readings of history in favour of a morally and politically alert re-constitution 
of the political debates of the past. This and Pole’s other invigorating essays are collected In 
Paths to the American Past (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1979).  Mangcu, always 
reliably imprecise, may have in mind Hobsbawm’s essay, “The Sense of the Past” which 
speaks in passing of “the social uses of the past”, a discourse aligned to but distinct from the 
well-developed syllabus of “the usable past”.  Hobsbawm is principally concerned with 
history as an instrument of Marxist struggle, a set of case studies that assist today’s 
revolutionaries in the avoidance of predecessors’ errors—an accumulation of wisdom for 
“directional change” in the spirit of the proverbial child who, having burned her fingers, 
learns to stay away from fire.  See, Eric Hobsbawm, “The Sense of the Past” and also 
“What Can History Tell Us About Contemporary Society” , collected in Hobsbawm’s On 

History (New York: The New Press, 1997), pp20, 24, 31. 
 
25 “a deep sadness…”: Desmond Tutu, Sunday Times, 23 April, 2006.  
 
 
 

CHAPTER 2: FIT TO GOVERN 

 
26 “the native is to be treated as a child…”: Cecil John Rhodes quoted by Robert Rotberg, The 

Founder: Cecil Rhodes and the Pursuit of Power (Cape Town: Jonathan Ball, (1988), 225.  



 
26  merely an F-grade: Francis Galton, quoted by Ewen and Ewen, Typecasting (New York: 

Seven Stories Press, 2006) 268, citing MacMillan’s Magazine, 1865, p326.  
 
26  “…in the most unqualified manner…”:  Francis Galton, quoted by Ewen and Ewen, 

Typecasting, 266-268.  
 
27  Anton Harber: The “Fit to Rule” headline is most famously associated with Howard 

Barrell’s Mail and Guardian, which used it in 2001.  But David Beresford (Weekender, 21 
October 2006) points out that it was first used in May 1996, during Anton Harber’s 
editorship of the same newspaper, produced in collaboration between Beresford and Harber.  
The May 17 1996 cover of the newspaper, headlining a piece by Gaye Davis, blared: “Is 
Thabo Mbeki Fit to Rule?  To some he’ll make a suave, excellent president.  To others he’s 
just a ruthlessly ambitious manipulator.  Gaye Davis probes Mandela’s enigmatic heir”.  
Beresford in turn wrongly claims to have been “originally responsible for the line”. As is 
clear from the text, RW Johnson had raised the fitness of the ANC in 1992 and the theme is, 
more broadly, not anybody’s catchphrase in recent journalism but an enduring theme of and 
justification for apartheid, the imperialism that preceded it and the new imperialisms at 
large in the word today.  

 
27 “post-anti-apartheid era”: William Kentridge, quoted by Rachel Donadio, New York 

Times, 3 December 2006.  
 
27 “very distressing”: Thabo Mbeki, “The ANC is taking proper care in return of exiles to 

South Africa,” London Independent on Sunday, 14 October 1990.  
27 “The paragraphs I had contributed…”: David Beresford, Weekender, 21 October 2006. 
 
28  “habits of mind . . .”:  RW Johnson, South Africa: The First Man, The Last Nation (Cape 

Town: Jonathan Ball, 2004), 200.  
 
28  “If we are ever…”: Ruth Benedict, epigraph to Ewen and Ewen, Typecasting. 
 
28  “…the mind of the African…”: James Stewart quoted by Leon De Kock, Civilising 

Barbarians (Johannesburg: Witwatersrand University Press, 1996), 89.  
 
28  “political maturation”: Eusubius McKaiser, Business Day, 10 March, 2006. British 

“maturity” according to McKaiser is supposed to have been demonstrated by Robin Cook’s 
impotent revolt against Blair’s complicity in the Gulf War. South Africa’s multilateralist 
maturity in solidly opposing the war would, by McKasier’s rudderless logic, have been even 
more “mature” had some ANC faction revolted against it. McKasier also confused “internal 
party democracy” with Westminster’s parliamentary procedures of accountability.  

 
29  “What single thing…”: James Stewart, quoted by De Kock, Civilising Barbarians, 93.  
 
29 “growing awareness…”: Ewen & Ewen, Typecasting, Preface, xv.  
 



29 “I am apt to suspect the negroes…”: David Hume, “Of National Characters” (1748), quoted 
by Winthrop D. Jordan, White Over Black: American Attitudes Toward the Negro 1550-

1812 (New York: Norton, 1968), 253. The quotation is from a footnote added in the 1753-
54 edition of Hume’s work. Jordan cites David Hume, Essays: Moral, Political and 

Literary, eds. TH Green and TH Grose, 2 vols (London, 1875),v.I, p252. For an excellent 
overview of the place of race in the philosophical canon including Hume, see Andrew Valls 
ed., Race and Racism in Modern Philosophy (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 2005). There 
various contributors address the questions that Vallis raises at the outset: “Is modern 
philosophy racist? Does it matter that Locke defended slavery and helped run companies 
involved in the slave trade? That Berkeley owned slaves? That Hume thought blacks 
inferior to whites? That Kant agreed with Hume, and developed elaborate theories on the 
various races of humans? Are these facts merely incidental, calling for no thorough 
reexamination of the views of those figures? Or do the facts reveal something deeper about 
their philosophies, and about modern philosophy itself?”  

 
29  “the most degraded…”: Georges Cuvier, quoted by Ewen and Ewen, Typecasting, 87.  
 
29 “The Western bourgeoisie…”: Frantz Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth, (London: Penguin 

Classic, 2001), 131.  
 
29 “…sordidly racist”: Aimé Césaire, Discourse on Colonialism, (New York: Monthly 

Review Press, 2000), 37.  
 
29  Universal Declaration of Human Rights: See Articles 2 and 21(3) in particular.  
 
30 Helen Suzman: quoted by Joanna Strangewayes-Booth, A Cricket in the Thorn Tree: Helen 

Suzman and the Progressive Party (Johannesburg, Hutchinson, 1976), 36-37. 
 
30 “slave-ridden oligarchy”: WEB Du Bois, People’s Voice, 14 October 1947, cited by Herb 

Aptheker, “WEB Du Bois and the Struggle Against Racism in the World” (1983), available 
at http://www.anc.org.za/ancdocs/history/solidarity/dubois-0783.html. Xolela Mangcu, a 
Non-resident Fellow of Harvard’s WEB Du Bois Institute, misleadingly gives this quotation 
as Du Bois’s characterization of “apartheid” whereas in fact Du Bois was speaking of pre-
apartheid Smutsian colonial and mining house South Africa. See, Du Bois, (mis)quoted by 
Xolela Mangcu, The Meaning of Mandela, xxii and compare to the Aptheker reference 
given above.   

 
30 “The peculiarly African Character”: Hegel, The Philosophy of History, p93, quoted by 

Gilroy, Against Race (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2000), p65.  
 
30  “One man, one vote” was dangerous: Harry Oppenheimer, cited by Anthony Hocking, 

Oppenheimer and Son (Johannesburg: McGraw-Hill Book Company, 1973), 381.  
 

31 “While fully understanding…”: David Pallister, Sarah Stewart and Ian Lepper, South Africa 
Inc (Johannesburg: Lowry Publishers, 1987), 58-59.  

 



 
31 “No, not ‘one man one vote’”: Helen Suzman, quoted by Phyllis Lewsen, ed., Helen 

Suzman’s Solo Years, (Johannesburg: Jonathan Ball and AD Donker,  
1991), 29.  

 
31   “equality under paternal despotism”: For a swift summary of Dilke’s philosophy see 

Catherine Hall, Civilising Subjects (Chicago:University of Chicago Press, 2002), 436-38.  
  
31  “the conscience of the ruling class”: Business Day editorial, 5 July, 2006.  
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112  Third and most delicate of all…: For the facts and quotations in this paragraph, see 

Mahmood Mamdani, Citizen and Subject (London: James Currey, 1996), 44, 63.  
 
 
112 Harry Smith installed…: For the facts and quotations in this paragraph, see Noel Mostert, 

Frontiers: The Epic of South Africa’s Creation and the Tragedy of the Xhosa People  
(London: Pimlico, 1992), 767-768.  

 



113 “These men credited Lobengula…”: John S. Galbraith, Crown and Charter: The Early 

Years of the British South African Company (Berkeley: University of California Press, 
1974), 50, 73-74.  

 
113  The Key debate…: For the facts and quotations in this paragraph and the next, continuing 

over the page, see Nicola Lacey, A Life of HLA Hart: The Nightmare and the Noble Dream 

(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2004), 250.  
 
114 “government so understood…”: Acton, quoted by Eric Williams, British Historians and the 

West Indies, p47; Acton quoted by Tulloch, 24  
 
114 “polemics to be directed…”: Acton, quoted by Tulloch, Acton, p.24.  The devoutly Catholic 

Acton issued a personal manifesto in 1857 which Tulloch quotes as follows: ‘My principle 
is: peace among Catholics, for Protestants of goodwill a golden bridge, polemics to be 
directed chiefly against freethinkers.’  

 
114 A similar argument: John X Merriman, cited by WK Hancock, Smuts: The Sanguine Years 

1870-1919 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1962), 221. Merriman favoured a 
high wealth requirement for black and white alike, which would enfranchise a few “rich 
blacks” and disenfranchise “many poor whites” while Smuts described this as “old world 
Toryism” and instead insisted that poor whites must have the vote to the exclusion of poor 
blacks.  

 
114 “decomposition of democracy”: See, Tulloch, Acton, 70.  “It is bad to be oppressed by a 

minority but it is worse to be oppressed by a majority.”  Acton quoted by Tulloch, Acton, 
70. 

 
114 “could not honestly support…”: Alan Paton, quoted by Ronald Suresh Roberts, No Cold 

Kitchen: A Biography of Nadine Gordimer (Johannesburg: STE, 2005), p160, citing 
Randolph Vigne, Liberals Against Apartheid . 

 
115 Acton, quoted by Tulloch, Acton, 27.  Tulloch adds: ‘In taking up the confederate cause 

Acton was also obliged to support the right, as John Stuart Mill put it, of slave-owners to 
burn blacks alive, and in his apology for the “peculiar institution” he went far further than 
any other pro-Southern conservative dared.  Quoting St Paul, he argued that to suffer and 
submit was sanctifying, that just as a Christian subject must obey his arbitrary sovereign so 
the slave must unquestioningly obey his master.”  Tulloch also adds: “Condemning 
nationalism for crushing racial minorities [in the European context] he ends by justifying 
the most extreme form of racial domination then in existence [as the argument traveled to 
the American context]. His essay on “Nationality’ of 1862 has been interpreted as a 
prescient plea for mutual toleration [in Europe], but it thesis is in essence reactionary, anti-
revolutionary and Catholic. He argues negatively against nationalism because of its direct 
threat to his Church.” (28).  

 
115 the communist rider:  The horse-rider trope was a constant in liberal discourse and Owen’s 

writings.  For a relatively innocuous instance (following the SACP’s 1990 unbanning) see, 



“A Party where nobody knows the tune”, Business Day, 6 August 1990: Owen was struck 
by the lack of visible ideological monsters at the rally and offered the mildly paranoid 
speculation that “the younger, more energetic leaders remain underground”.    

 
115 In a key movement: Frantz Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth (London: Penguin Classics, 

2001(,  p 68-69  
 
116 He insisted that: Imtiaz Cajee, Timol: A Quest for Justice (Johannesburg: STE, 2005), 17.  
 
116 “an emphemeral writer”: Allan Bloom, ‘Western Civ’ in Giants and Dwarves: Essays 

1960-1990, (New York: Simon and Schuster, 1990), p.31, cited by Macey, p21.  
 
116 it is the settler who creates the native: See Frantz Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth 

(London: Penguin Classics, 2001), 28: “The settler and the native are old acquaintances.  In 
fact, the settler is right when he speaks of knowing ‘them’ well.  For it is the settler who has 
brought the native into existence and who perpetuates his existence.  The settler owes the 
fact of his very existence, that is to say his property, to the colonial system.”  It is in this 
spirit that Toni Morrison writes of “American Africanism”, which creates a fabricated 
Africa within a white-framed discourse of blackness and of African peoples, “as well as the 
entire range of views, assumptions, readings, and misreadings that accompany Eurocentric 
learning about these people.  As a trope, little restraint has been attached to its uses.  As a 
disabling virus within literary discourse, Africanism has become, in the Eurocentric 
tradition that American education favours, both a way of talking about and a way of 
policing matters of class, sexual licence, and repression, formations and exercises of power, 
, and meditations on ethics and accountability.”  Toni Morrison, Playing in the Dark: 

Whiteness and The Literary Imagination (London: Picador, 1993), 6-7.  
 
116  “the whole of the third world..”: Jean Daniel, cited by Macey, Fanon, 466.  
 
117 “suicidal Prospero”: Macey, Fanon, 466.  
 
117 “can only be explained…”: Arendt, 122.  Arendt herself, however, drew a distinction 

between Fanon and the admirers of Fanon.  In a footnote that tends to be ignored by 
present-day detractors of Fanon eager to lean on Arendt for support, Arendt actually wrote: 
‘I am using this work [The Wretched of the Earth] because of its great influence on the 
present student generation.  Fanon himself, however, is much more doubtful about violence 
than his admirers.  It seems that only the book’s first chapter, “Concerning Violence”, has 
been widely read.  Fanon knows of the “unmixed and total brutality [which], if not 
immediately combated, invariably leads to the defeat of the movement within a few weeks.”  
Hannah Arendt, On Violence (New York: Harcourt Brace, 1970), p14 note 19.   

 
117 “Mau-Mauing the Flak-Catchers”: Wolfe’s essay portrayed black local activists whose 

goal was to terrify white geek bureaucrats and thus gain the status of the known go-to guys 
for the peaceful distribution of poverty programme benefits:  “we’ve done it again.  We’ve 
mau-maued the goddam white man, scared him until he’s singing a duet with his sphincter, 
and the people sure do have power”.  Unlike a peaceful civil rights demonstration that was 



massed based and pursued broad societal goal, mau-mauing was an individualistic effort 
targeting immediate material gratification: “the idea was to frighten white men personally, 
face to face.  The idea was to separate the man from the power and props of his office.”  
The essay is reprinted in Tom Wolfe, The Purple Decades (London: Vintage, 2005), 212, 
214. 

 
117 “The statements of R Rapp Brown…”: Macey, Fanon, 24.  
 
117 “intricately nuanced anatomy:” E. San Juan, Jr., “Fanon: An Intervention Into Cultural 

Studies”, in Allessandrini Ed., 126.  
 
117 Fanon wrung his hands: “Fanon, like Mandela, hated violence”. Robert JC Young, 

Postcolonialism: An Introduction, 250. Fanon explicitly refers to “the violence of the 
colonial regime and the counterviolence of the native” which is precisely the form that ANC 
reasoning took in the 1980s. Fanon, Wretched, 69. It did not make Mandela a monster, nor 
Fanon. For Beauvoir’s unexpected realization of Fanon’s personal horror of violence, see 
Macey, Fanon, 461.  In his own 1959 Preface to A Dying Colonialism Fanon wrote that 
adversaries of the Algerian freedom struggle “like to claim that the men who lead the 
Algerian Revolution are impelled by a thirst for blood.  The democrats who were 
sympathetic to it repeat, for their part, that it has made mistakes”.  Fanon pointed out that 
where there were mistakes, the Revolution had not “eluded its responsibilities” but had 
taken proper steps.  The parallels with the discourse around the ANC in the truth and 
Reconciliation Commission are powerful.    

 
117 “could have been made”: Macey, Fanon, 469.  
 
118 morality that drove the ANC…: Macey, Fanon, 479. The Fanon scholar Anthony C. 

Allesandrini reminds us, citing his colleague Sekyi-Otu, that “‘Concerning Violence’, the 
opening chapter of The Wretched of the Earth and the text most frequently cited by those 
who consider Fanon to be primarily a theorist of violence, addressed a colonial situation 
where no civil or political sphere exists. In such a situation, violence is in fact the only 
response. Fanon is thus suggesting ‘with the most classical of political philosophers that 
where there is no public space, there is no political relationship, only violence, ‘violence in 
a state of nature.” Alessandrini adds: “What needs to be stressed, against a tendency to read 
‘Concerning Violence’ as the major argument of The Wretched of the Earth (or indeed of 
Fanon’s entire body of work), is that this chapter is meaningless except when read together 
with the later chapters “Spontaneity: It’s Strengths and Weaknesses” and “The 
Misadventures of National Consciousness”. Anthony C. Alessandrini, “Introduction”, 
Alessandrini Ed., Frantz Fanon: Critical Perspectives (London: Routledge, 1999).  

 
118 even more compelling: “The conquest of Algeria began with violence: French Algeria was, 

to borrow the title of the Jeansons’ book L’Algerie hors la loi, always ‘outside the law.’ In 
1830, the Turkish rulers and defenders of Algiers capitulated to the French, who promptly 
disregarded the terms of the surrender that had been negotiated and looted the city. In 1832, 
an estimated 12,000 were killed during a single French ‘expedition’ into the interior. The 
aftermath was as brutal as the massacre itself. When the looted booty was put on sale in the 



market, it included women’s bracelets still attached to severed wrists and earrings dangling 
from bits of flesh. When Constantine finally fell to the French in 1837, they took no 
prisoners . . .”  Macey, Fanon, 476.  

 
118 “Acting on suspicion..”: Royal Commission, Quoted by Macey, Fanon, 477.  
 
118 rapacious settler:  See, Hugh Brogan: Alexis de Tocqueville: A Life (New Haven: Yale 

University Press, 2007), 399-400: ‘[H]e could never admit, even to himself, that the whole 
[French Algerian] adventure was a horrible mistake . . . Tocqueville, it must be said plainly, 
was a nineteenth-century French nationalist. . . He resented the ascendancy of the British 
Empire . . [H]e was eager to assert French power and and independence a every 
opportunity, and if a colonial empire was the way to restore French primacy, or at any rate 
to catch up with the British, he would enthusiastically support it.  Besides, he accepted the 
ancient, ruinous argument of Pericles: “You now hold your empire down by force: it may 
have been wrong to take it; it is certainly dangerous to let it go.”. French prestige was at 
stake in Algeria, and if necessary hecatombs must be paid for it. . . .[T]he only alternative to 
Bugeaud’s military government which he offered was the equally disastrous policy of 
colonization, of settling Algeria with Europeans.”     

 
118 ambivalent agonies of necklacing: on Nelson Mandela’s position on necklacing, see Ronald 

Suresh Roberts, No Cold Kitchen: A Biography of Nadine Gordimer (Johannesburg: STE, 
2005), 452-53.  Anthony Sampson was compelled, in his authorized biography, to suppress 
the nuance and complexities of the Mandela’s true revolutionary attitudes.    

 
118 “If, as an African…”: Edward W. Said, Culture and Imperialism, 239.  
 
119 contemporary Iraq: Consider the following, from The Economist magazine of 2 April, 

2005, offered up as if to illustrate the very point that Said had made in his book ten years 
earlier: “[America-backed] Iraqi government troops are fighting more aggressively, and the 
insurgents’ mystique is fading, thanks in part to popular television programmes such as 
‘Terror in the Hands of Justice,’ which shows broken rebel captives confessing to 
everything from contract killing to homosexual orgies. Iraqi police say this has led to a 
surge in the number of tips from citizens, who now take a more scornful and less fearful 
view of the guerrillas.” These anonymous resisters, facing up to a lawless invasion, were  
entirely at the disposal of the invading media, at least in 2005.  

 
119 also defended from caricature: Eleanor Marx, as quoted by Mbeki, hoped that Lissagaray’s 

History of the Paris Commune of 1871 (1886) might remedy the continuing ignorance of 
the English public for whom “the Commune still spells ‘rapine, fear and lust,’ and when 
they speak of its ‘atrocities’ they have some vague idea of hostages ruthlessly massacred by 
brutal revolutionists, of houses burnt down by furious petroleuses.” What was the truth? 
Marx continued: “Is it not time that English people at last learnt the truth? Is it not time they 
were reminded that for the sixty-five hostages shot, not by the Commune, but by a few 
people made mad by the massacre of prisoners by the Versaillese, the troops of law and 
order shot down thirty thousand men, women, and children, for the most part long after all 
fighting had ceased? Mbeki concluded: “These observations about a heroic French struggle 



for democracy, written 120 years ago, should also inform those who write the history of our 
own heroic struggle for democracy.”  

 
119 His work draws on…: Achille Mbembe, quoted and paraphrased by Weekender, 15 April 

2006.  
 
119 “The settler is not simply…”: Frantz Fanon, Wretched, 116. See, also, Michael Azar, 

“Fanon and the Algerian Revolution” in Alessandrini Ed., Frantz Fanon: Critical 

Perspectives, 27. There Azar writes, explicating Fanon’s own texts: “The moment the gaze 
of the colonizer no longer paralyses the colonized, the first step is taken towards the 
destruction of the two zones: nobody can be a lord when the slaves are missing. However, 
some fundamental questions arise: on what-besides violence-shall the liberated nation be 
founded? What remains of the newly won unity the moment the most unifying element-the 
enemy-has been conquered? How shall the future Algeria be organized?” What Azar 
correctly treats as a central issue raised by Fanon himself and addressed coherently by 
Fanon himself, Mbembe mysteriously appears to treat as something beyond the ken of 
Fanon’s mere bash-the-settler thinking. Fanon even has his own rendition of the most 
romantic of nation-building tropes—sport—in the heart of The Wretched of the Earth: “The 
stadium ought not to be a show place erected in the towns, but a bit of open ground in the 
midst of the fields that the young people must reclaim, cultivate and give to the nation.”  
Fanon, Wretched, 158. 
See, also, Edward Said: “Throughout The Wretched of the Earth (written in French), Fanon 
wants somehow to bind the European as well as the native together in a new non-adversarial 
community of awareness and anti-imperialism. . . it is a misreading of Fanon not to see in 
him something considerably beyond a celebration of violent conflict.” EWS, Culture and 

Imperialism, 331, 332; “Fanon’s call for the institution of an anticolonial and nonracial 
universalism is a significant gesture that reveals his links to the modern political traditions 
of the western world even in his greatest gestures of disavowal.” Gilroy, Against Race, 71.  
Rather at odds with the impression he gave to his media readers, Mbembe’s index to On the  

Postcolony contains no references whatsoever to Fanon. His bibliography does list The 
Wretched of the Earth and two footnotes (at page 208) do indeed cite that book, but 
inconsequentially. In other words, Mbembe’s book, advertised as one that “draws on an 
earlier African postcolonial intellectual, Frantz Fanon” really contains no sustained 
discussion whatsoever of Fanon. That is odd in itself.  
But then to mischaracterize that same Fanon as a violent dead-ender, without doing even the  
most cursory homework on the point, is to earn oneself, in full measure, what might 
otherwise have seemed an over-heated indictment, handed down by the Malawian 
intellectual, Thandika Mkandawire, in his book, African Intellectuals. Mkandawire 
addresses Mbembe’s critique of the alleged “victimology” and unwarranted combativeness 
of African intellectuals-a very polite English position that Mbembe, perhaps predictably, 
holds in common with mining house liberalism.  
Mkandawire comments: “Convinced that the African intellectual project is exclusively one 
of self-pity, [Mbembe] read any narrative of protest along these lines. His casual mode of 
allusion to the writings of others allows him the possibility of never describing in enough 
detail what individual scholars have actually said. Mbembe is not bothered by any 



distinction between ‘genesis’ and ‘validity’, and so he relies heavily on ad hominem 
arguments, the clanking of theoretical armour and an obscurantism that is de rigueur.  
Indeed, the call was for the defenestration of anything that might be considered nationalistic  
or populist. Those who saw themselves as cosmopolitan accused African scholars of  
provincialism and nativism, insisting, as Benedict Anderson predicted they might, on ‘the 
near-pathological character of nationalism, its roots in fear and hatred of the Other, and its 
affinities with racism.” Thandika Mkwandawire, “African intellectuals and nationalism, in 
Mkandawire (ed.), African Intellectuals: Rethinking Politics, Language, Gender and 

Development (London: Zed Books, 2005), 38.  
Now Fanon is himself famously a critic of the drift of national political parties from the  
politics of liberation to a crooked politics of self-destruction. On the face of it, therefore,  
Mbembe ought to be happy to spare Fanon. The problem however is, as Mkandawire points 
out, that “far from representing an abstract repudiation of nationalism as such, Fanon’s 
criticism of bourgeois nationalist ideology is itself delivered from an alternative nationalist 
standpoint.”  Fanon sought, as Mbeki does, a well-regulated, non-corrupt, non-nativist, 
inclusive and progressive nationalism. Mbembe rebels vituperatively in the face of any such 
project.  

 
119 “result of one barbarism…” Fanon, A Dying Colonialism (New York: Grove Press, 1965), 

32. 
 
119 in his liberal “vision”:  see page 108 of the main text. 
 
120  liberty was, for this aristocrat…: For quotes in this paragraph, see Tulloch, Acton, 24, 25, 

26, 86.  
 
121 was conceded to be absolute. Tulloch, Acton, 56-57. Like Acton, Harry Oppenheimer, 

“recognized the ‘one party state’ system”, says Anthony Hocking, Oppenheimer’s 
sympathetic biographer, “and decided it was the best possible for countries new to 
democracy. To invite rural populations of such countries to involve themselves in the 
electoral struggles between government and opposition was to introduce the chance of civil 
war.” Oppenheimer, quoted by Hocking, Oppenheimer and Son, (Johannesburg: Mc-Graw 
Hill Book Company, 1973), 379-80.  

 
121 “The state, which by its strength…”: Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth, cited by Hussein 

M. Adam in “Fanon as a Democratic Theorist”, in Nigel C. Gibson ed., Rethinking Fanon 

(New York: Humanity Books, 1999), 123.  
 
121 “tend to work”: Frantz Fanon, quoted by Hussein M. Adam, Rethinking Fanon, 129.  
 
121 the most prosperous polity…”:  Quentin Skinner, Machiavelli: A Very Short Introduction 

(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1981), Preface and 50, 59.  
 
121 Acton, Lectures in Modern History, full text available in searchable on-line form at Project 

Gutenburg: http://www.gutenberg.org/files/18685/18685.txt. Acton actually wrote an 
introduction to L.A. Burd’s Il Principe (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1891), which book 



Bernard Crick describes as a good example of the “obsessionally pedantic” genre of writing 
about Machiavelli, “especially for those who, being able to read with equal facility Greek, 
Latin, French, German, Italian and Spanish of various periods, can appreciate Lord Acton’s 
introduction.” Bernard Crick, “Suggestions for Further Reading,” in Machiavelli: The 

Discourses, 71. Acton was, if anything, a connoisseur of Machiavelli more than his 
principled rejecter.  

 
122 “white man addressing a Negro…”: Frantz Fanon, Black Skins, White Masks, 31.  
 
122 ‘…he is “Machiavellian”’ The most seemingly serious treatment of Mbeki and 

“Machiavelli,” by Lucky Mathebe, is far from adequate in its grasp of both Mbeki and 
Machiavelli Lucky Mathebe in his Bound By Tradition: The World of Thabo Mbeki 
remains explicitly within the vulgar media constructions of Mbeki as a “Machiavellian 
Prince.” Like the media from which the stereotype is dredged, Mathebe fails to address the 
Gramsci’s Marxist Machiavelli or Conor Cruise O’Brien’s radical Gramscian reading of 
Machiavelli in his Eliot Lecture, “Imagination and Order: Machaivelli” (Times Literary  

Supplement, 13 November, 1969) or writing of Russian intellectual Lev Kamenev, for 
whom Machiavelli was “an unmasker” of elite power (Kamenev, New Left Review, May-
June, 1962).  Kamenev was put to death by Stalinist show trial a year after his essay 
originally appeared in 1934. Nor is there any attention to Ernst Cassirer’s The Myth of the 

State (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1946), with its extensive discussion of Machiavelli 
and bureaucracy.  

Mathebe, although setting out to critique media discourse surrounding Mbeki, 
merely replicates that discourse by neglecting a more serious and necessary assessment of 
the true relevance of Machiavelli to Mbeki. He offers only this: “Machiavellianism refers to 
a set of ideas based on the underlying assumption that all forms of social and economic 
relations are power relations and that political action does not derive from ethical behaviour. 
Maneuvering, deception, callousness, manipulation, duplicity, ruthlessness, and cunning are 
some of the characteristic features of the political morality of Machiavellianism.”  

 
122 “political missionary Machiavellianism”: Mostert, Frontiers, 823, 846.  
 
122 popular stereotypes that circulate in the media: in the following classic snippet, Aubrey 

Matshiqi sets out the supposedly enigmatic workings of Mbeki’s Machiavellian mind on the 
question of whether or not to release the then Deputy President of the country, Jacob Zuma, 
who faced corruption charges: ‘So, what will Mbeki decide? If it is true that he thrives on 
doing the unexpected, then the expected is to fire Zuma and the unexpected is to retain him. 
If there is a general expectation that he will do the unexpected, the unexpected becomes the 
expected. To defy the general expectation that by not firing Zuma he will be doing the 
unexpected, he might fire the deputy president.’ Aubrey Matshiqi, Business Day, 13 June, 
2005. Not only the commentator, but even the editorial entered into this silly spirit: Business 

Day now commented, in an editorial called “The Fallen” (7 December, 2005): “But the 
notion that Mbeki is also somewhat to blame is also partly a ploy. It is Zuma and his 
supporters who are doing their level best to foment a crisis.” 

 



122 “The most fascinating thing…”: S’Thembiso Msomi, “Daggers Drawn as Battle 
Intensifies”, City Press, 10 September, 2006.  

 
123 “the accumulated wisdom…”: WEB Du Bois, in his essay “The College Bred Community”, 

pointed out that the sudden freedom of the slave in the aftermath of the Civil Was, while 
crucial in itself, also raiseed the next question: how were the slaves to build ‘the machinery 
for carrying on their social life [?]. . . [W]hat the Negro needed was experience, that is, a 
knowledge of how the world accomplishes its necessary work today. And when you say that 
the freed Negro was ignorant of this, you mean more than mere illiteracy—for illiteracy is 
the cause of evils rather than the evil in itself. You mean more than shiftlessness and 
unmoral customs. In fact, you mean all these things together and other things added, which 
in the total show that the Negro did not know the accumulated wisdom and methods of the 
world in which he was asked to take part. “ Du Bois, The Education of Black People (New 
York: Monthly Review Press, 1973), 52-53. 

 
123 “Mbeki needed to locate…”: Patti Waldmeir, Anatomy of a Miracle, 66.  
 
124 It makes perfect sense: See Bernard Crick, In Defence of Politics (London: Weidenfeld and 

Nicolson, 1992), p28, 33. While Hobbes studied government as a state of emergency it was 
equally necessary, Crick said, to study “as Machiavelli did, the problem of how to maintain 
a state through time (which is a problem of spreading power), as well as how to preserve it 
in crisis (which is a problem of concentrating power).” For Crick, Machiavelli is “a most 
worthy humanist, a great advocate of Republican government” and “a man who never 
preached ‘the politic art’ as an end in itself, but only as a the necessary means to preserve 
the civilized life of cities. If this still shocks some people, it is because there are so many 
Machiavellis around.” Bernard Crick, Preface, Machiavelli: The Discourses (London: 
Penguin, 1970). Crick cites Isaiah Berlin’s essay, “The Originality of Machiavelli” 
published in Myron P. Gilmore ed. Studies on Machiavelli (Florence: Sansoni, 1972), where 
Berlin points out that there are no fewer than twenty-five leading interpretations of The 

Prince alone.  
Incapable of seeing politics as a virtuous and necessary stabilizing activity as does 

Crick through Machiavelli, Jan Smuts in his day—far more thoroughly than present-day 
Robert Mugabe, incidentally—preferred to build an entire polity upon the rule of the natives 
aand even white labour by an inherently destabilizing use of force—as for instance in 
Smuts’s aerial attacks upon strikers in Benoni.  “The army was laying in wait for the 
strikers from the start.”  Machine gun detachments were on standby weeks in advance.  
Hundreds of mounted riflemen were mobilized as well as the Active Citizen Force.  “It was 
around this time, too, that the authorities unveiled what became their most hated weapon: 
De Havilland aircraft fitted with machine guns and bombs”. These wee deployed against 
white workers.  Jeremy Krikler, The Rand Revolt: The 1922 Insurrection and Racial Killing 

in South Africa (Cape Town: Jonathan Ball, 2005), 256.    
Smuts said: “I don’t believe in politics for them [the natives]. Perhaps at bottom I don’t 
believe in politics at all as means for the attainment of the highest ends, but certainly so far 
as the Natives are concerned politics will to my mind only have an unsettling influence. I 
would therefore not give them the franchise”. Smuts, quoted by Bernard Freidman, Smuts: 

A Reappraisal (Johannesburg: Hugh Kearland Publishers, 1975), 19.  



In the best Machiavellian sense, Mbeki differs with Smuts and with the later 
Mugabe who has adopted a few distinctly Smutsian methods. One way of summing up the 
difference between Mbeki on the one hand and the Smuts-Mugabe line on the other, is 
through a proper Machiavellian understanding of the virtue and human preciousness of 
politics.  

 
124 “a Machiavellian plan…”: Sékou Touré, quoted by Colin Legum, Pan-Africanism, 

(London: Pall Mall Press, 1962), 120.  
 
124 “Did the Italian Renaissance…”: Cronin interviewed by Sheehan and quoted by William 

Gumede, Thabo Mbeki and the Battle for the Soul of the ANC (Cape Town: Zebra Press, 
2005), 203. In fact the most “obvious” candidate “in charge” of the Italian Renaissance 
would be neither Leonardo nor Machiavelli but the Medici family and the other princes 
without which much that we recognize of the Renaissance would not have occurred. It is 
therefore not really a nonsensical question to ask who was in charge. Leonardo himself 
counted Cesare Borgia, who was specifically praised by Machiavelli for ruthless statecraft, 
as one of his several princely patrons. So if Cronin’s underlying thought was that a 
Renaissance cannot be assisted or induced by a state, his very own example of the Italian 
Renaissance, which was in fact dominated by the princely state(s), proves him wrong.  

 
 
124 “the renaissance of the state.”: Frantz Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth, 197.  
 
124 to civic republican commentators…: See, Quentin Skinner, Machiavelli: A Very Short 

Introduction (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1981), and Skinner’s well-considered list of 
further readings, especially, JGA Popcock, The Machaivellian Moment: Florentine Political 

Thought and the Atlantic Republican Tradition (New Jersey: Princeton, 1975).  
 
125 “compare kings regulated by law…”:  Machiavelli, The Prince by Niccolo Machaivelli with 

Selections from the Discourses (New York: Bantam Books, 1981) 109-110. Bernard Crick’s 
full edition of the Discourses, with his excellent introduction was published In London by 
Penguin Books, 1970.  

 
125  “I say that the people…”: Machiavelli, …Selections from the Discourses, 111-112.  
 
126 “[I]t’s a very delicate thing…”: TM, quoted by Patti Waldmeir, Anatomy of a Miracle 

(New York, WW Norton, 1997), 280.  
 
126 “The ANC, as a ruling party…”: TM, Business Day, 4 July, 2005.  
 
126 It has not been through beggaring the apartheid wealthy:  The reality is that business 

people in our country have never had it so good.  TM, ANC Today, 10 September, 2004.  
 
126 “All of us are aware…”: TM, ANC Today, 10 September, 2004.  
 
127 “eventually he will come…”: Machiavelli, quoted by Quentin Skinner, Machiavelli, 50.  



 
127 “on the ground that…”: Alfred Cobban, Aspects of the French Revolution (London: 

Jonathan Cape, 1968), 167.  
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giant, which gave at least $250,000, according to the Washington Post.’ In his dinner speech 
Bush gave special thanks for the fundraising prowess of dinner committee chairman Robert 
Ingram — you guessed: president of pharmaceutical operations at GlaxoSmithKline. [italics 
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Saharan Africa.” Mbeki has expressed none of these views.  His expressed views are, as 
appears from the main text, emphatically the opposite.  Government policies have throughot 
been premised on HIV s the cause of AIDS; he has sought regulatory vigilance against 
those who belittled drug safety issues in the case of antiretrovirals—hardly the same as 
saying that their risks outweigh their benefits ; and the entire point of the Pretoria Panel was 
that, given the enormous AIDS problem, business as usual was not an option—precisely the 
opposite of denying the scale of the problem.    
On the same website Mark Heywood has a different and mutating definition of “denialism” 
in an article called “the Price of Denial”: “Individual and psycho-social denial about HIV 
must be distinguished from the various manifestations of political denial that have 



characterised responses to HIV.” These assorted and proliferating denialisms (“various 
manifestations of political denial”!) are themselves nowhere defined.  
Edwin Cameron in his memoir, Witness to AIDS (Cape Town: Tafelberg, 2005), p65 offers 
yet another definition in which “denialism” is “the scientifically unfounded doctrine that 
attributes AIDS exclusively to social and behavioural factors, and not to the physiological 
(and medically treatable) effects of a virus.” At page 104 Cameron defined AIDS dissidents 
by saying that their “dogma takes many forms. Some claim that HIV does not exist as a 
virus at all. Others assert that such a virus, if it exists at all, has never been isolated. Some 
urge that HIV does not exist as an infectious condition. Yet others assert that tests for HIV 
or its antibodies are wildly misleading and unreliable. They unite in claiming that, if it does 
exist at all, HIV has not been shown to be the cause of AIDS.”  Actually the most 
ferociously fought difference between local “denialist” Anthony Brink and the global patron 
saint of “denialism”, Peter Duesberg, is precisely over Duesberg’s acceptance (which Brink 
rejects) that HIV exists but is harmless.  The dissidents therefore hardly “unite” on this 
point.     
And Cameron added yet another definition of “denialism” in a lecture delivered at Harvard 
Law School on 8 April 2001, when he faulted Mbeki for describing AIDS as “a disease of 
poverty and underdevelopment.” In this emphasis on poverty and underdevelopment Mbeki 
was, Cameron alleged, “echoing one of the key dogmas of denialism.” Four years later 
Cameron loosened the grip of AIDS-drug fundamentalism on his mind and accepted the 
developmental imperative as a necessary part of AIDS management. Cameron, Witness to 

AIDS, 120: “A malnourished, untended patient, living in a shack and beset with other 
infections, cannot benefit from antiretroviral treatment alone. She is entitled to broader 
social opportunities and interventive [sic] remedies-including food and housing and clean 
water and medical care.” The retreat was obvious but Cameron lacked the intellectual 
modesty to concede in direct terms that Mbeki had been right and he wrong.  

 
186 In my own personal experience: In 2005 the Democratic Alliance put out a “hit list” naming 

the supposed “Dirty Dozen” top AIDS dissidents or denialists (whatever): “The dissidents 
claim HIV does not cause AIDS. They campaign against AIDS drugs, which they claim are 
toxic.” Business Day, 20 October, 2005. This list named, inter alia, yours truly. Having 
rather gullibly carried the story as a straight news item written by AIDS-lobby sympathizer, 
Tamar Kahn, Business Day editor Peter Bruce rowed back the next day with an editorial 
commenting that, although seemingly motivated by public health policy, the DA list in 
reality appears mainly to be a ranking of people who irritate the DA. Minister in the 
Presidency Essop Pahad is on it. So are writer-lawyer Ronald Suresh Roberts and  
lawyer Christine Qunta, whose low estimation in the eyes of the DA would not surprise any  
regular reader of this newspaper . . . The DA has clearly used its “research” to settle some 
personal scores. It does itself no good at all. In particular, health spokeswoman Dianne 
Kohler-Barnard is developing a reputation as a thoroughly unreliable source of information 
on her specialist subject. . . . Roberts’s articles attacking Leon for his activities in military 
service and in which he has raised Leon’s father’s past as a hanging judge would no doubt 
also have marked him for inclusion on the “dissident” list. (Business Day editorial 
“Misguided Hitlist”, 21 October, 2005).  The list includes Thabo Mbeki (of course), and 
Nicoli Nattrass, who puts herself out as a serious academic quotes it at pages 116 and 180 of 
her book, Mortal Combat: AIDS Denialism and the Struggle for Antiretrovirals in South 



Africa, a text that treats Mbeki as a denialist while never satisfactorily clarifying the basis 
for the suggestion.  In her discussion of the June 2000 Pretoria AIDS Panel, which is 
ordinarily a substantial exhibit in the supposed showcase of Mbeki’s “denialism” Nattrass 
flounders irrelevantly: “The live debates (which Mbeki had videotaped from four different 
angles so that he did not miss anything, including Luc Montagnier’s afternoon nap)…”.  
She then concludes (at pages 49 and 61): “Mbeki may not, of course, have gone as far as 
‘converting’ to the denialist view . . . Such commentary on what Mbeki actually thought 
remains speculative.”  She nevertheless then continues on her merry way, basing the 
“Mortal Combat” of her book’s title on the supposed basis that Mbeki is an AIDS denialist, 
a premise that, upon a careful reading of her own text, she herself concedes she has failed to 
establish.   

 
186 “People who otherwise…”: TM to Bill Clinton, Tony Blair, Kofi Annan, 3 April, 2000. 
 
186 Mbeki turned up unannounced: For details of Mbeki’s impromptu appearance at the 

meeting Mandela delegated to De Klerk, see Cameron, Witness to AIDS, 125.  
 
186 “no moment of relaxation”: TM, Africa: Define Yourself (Cape Town: Tafelberg, 2002), 

27.  
 
186 “For too long…”: Hadland and Rantao, The Life and Times of Thabo Mbeki (Cape Town: 

Zebra Press, 1999), xvi, 147. Cameron’s superficially “honest” memoir makes no reference  
whatsoever to this widely known speech by Mbeki because it contradicts the stereotypes of 
Mbeki as callous denialist, in which Cameron and the TAC need to trade.  

 
187 Cameron was himself in denial: Edwin Cameron, Witness to AIDS, 51: “To a wise and 

patient private counselor, and to a Wits doctor doing brave early work in the field, Professor 
Ruben Sher, I spoke. But not to family or troops of friends. I feared their reaction with a 
ghastly, sickening, isolating loneliness. For more than three years I lived with it solitarily 
[sic], not quite alone in a treeless tundra [sic: tundra always treeless] of my own involuntary 
creation.”  

 
187 Cameron conceded at page 117: Edwin Cameron, Witness to AIDS, 117 (my emphasis). 

Instead of demonstrating in the ordinary way (through quotation and argument) that Mbeki 
was a “denialist” or a scientific “dissident” Cameron, Gumede and other Mbeki detractors 
wax disingenuous, as when Cameron at his page 65 speaks of Mbeki’s “three-year apparent 
association with AIDS denialism”. Instead, Cameron behaves evasively and insinuates, 
over-using weasel words such as “apparent” and “countenanced”: Thus he asserts that “the 
president’s apparent scepticism about the viral aetiology of AIDS, and the resulting public 
controversy, brought a profound chill to the attempt to bring reason and calm to the debate 
about AIDS policy in South Africa.” (66). Cameron continued: “For South Africa, the 
significance of Aids denialism is momentous. It has to be, since our president, President 
Thabo Mbeki, has publicly countenanced and officially encouraged it.”  Elsewhere 
Cameron spoke of a supposed moment (yet again unspecified) “eleven months to the  



day after Mbeki began his public endorsement of the Aids denialists.” But of course 
Cameron can’t cite the text of the supposed endorsement or “official encouragement”. The 
Judge is interminably coy.  

 
187 orthodox and defensible positions: The New Oxford Dictionary of English says a 

“syndrome” is “a group of symptoms which consistently occur together or a condition 
characterized by a set of associated symptoms.” Because AIDS symptoms are opportunistic 
and various rather than fixed in manifestation, to suggest that the virus does not case the 
syndrome is mere semantic common sense. It is equally obvious and orthodox truth that the 
progress and manifestation of AIDS is driven by an interplay of viral affliction and 
environmental factors. None of this is “dissident” territory. Joseph Amon at Human Rights 
Watch in New York commented on this footnote: “I think you are off track here. Your 
suggestion that AIDS symptoms are various rather than fixed over-emphasizes the 
“consistent” part of the definition. A medical dictionary gives a broader, and I think more 
commonly used, definition: a group of signs and symptoms that occur together and 
characterize a particular abnormality. 
http://www.nlm.nih.gov/medlineplus/mplusdictionary.html. Amon then highlighted the 
following comment from Mbeki: “Does HIV cause AIDS? Can a virus cause a syndrome? 
How? It can’t, because a syndrome is a group of diseases resulting from acquired immune 
deficiency.” He said that the question still unresolved by scientists is: what contribution 
does HIV make to the collapse of the immune system? “Indeed, HIV contributes, but other 
things contribute as well,” said Mbeki. Amon then objected: “To me this is an example 
where Mbeki could have said: “‘Does HIV cause AIDS. Yes it does. But we know there are 
multiple factors which affect progression to AIDS once someone is infected with HIV and 
it’s important to talk about those factors too.’ Instead there is a clear message that HIV 
“can’t” cause AIDS.” Joe Amon, email to Ronald Suresh Roberts, 19 April, 2007. But the 
difference between what Mbeki said and what Amon said he ought to have said is at best a 
matter of linguistic quibble: Mbeki didn’t say HIV “can’t” cause AIDS but that it indeed 
“contributes” while other things contribute as well. This may mean, at worst, that Mbeki did 
not communicate clearly. It certainly provides no basis for the broad vilification of Mbeki’s 
supposed denialism that many AIDS-drug activists have engaged in. “Were you wilfully 
misunderstood?” The Financial Times asked Mbeki in April, 2007: “I don’t know. I really 
don’t know. It might have been bad communication. We were raising questions in a 
situation when there is a particular understanding that had developed in society so that once 
you say something else it looks like you are challenging this established truth.” TM, quoted 
by Financial Times, 3 April, 2007.  

 
187 “a more traditional African response…”: Donna Shalala, Former Secretary of Health and 

Human Services, “The Age of AIDS” PBS Frontline, 31 May 2006.  
 
187 “I have searched…”: Njabulo Ndebele “The Dilemmas of Leadership” (2004). The most 

quoted example of supposed “evasiveness” is probably Mbeki’s statement to the 
Washington Post, 25 September, 2003: “Personally, I don’t know anybody who has died of 
AIDS. I really honestly don’t.” First of all, people do not in fact “die of AIDS” but of 
opportunistic infections, so the statement was perfectly orthodox. Second, it was a proper 
rejection of the selective flouting of medical ethics that sees AIDS-drug activists “outing” 



the dead and speculating as to causes of death, sometimes even arguing with grieving 
families on the causation or related points. A Constitutional Court ruling in 2007 shored up 
the privacy rights of AIDS victims faced with unwanted disclosures by AIDS activist 
Charlene Smith and the politician Patricia De Lille. See, NM and Others v. Patricia De  

Lille, Charlene Smith and New Africa Books, Case CCT 69/05, 4 April, 2007.  
Mbeki’s spokesman Bheki Khumalo had issued a clarification dated 28 September 2003 
that can be seen, in retrospect, as strikingly similar to the constitutional rights subsequently 
vindicated by the Constitutional Court. Khumalo also emphasized the substance of 
HIV/AIDS policy had been praised by the UN Secretary General. In that light, he 
suggested, the semantics were secondary.  He explained: at the end of the interview the 
President agreed to being asked a personal question, which was whether he knew of anyone 
in his family or amongst his close associates who had died of AIDS or was infected by HIV. 
It was these questions specifically about people close to him that the President answered, 
and his negative replies do not support any broader interpretation that some media have 
given them. It should also be remembered that the health status of individuals as well as 

causes of death are personal matters on which people do not have to declare to the 

President. In the same interview President Mbeki confirmed that the National Task Team 
charged with preparing an operational plan on public sector anti-retroviral therapy is within 
days of completing its work. In presenting his report to the UN General Assembly Special 
Session, Secretary-General, Kofi Annan, singled out South Africa for tripling its resource 
allocation for HIV/AIDS programmes since the adoption of the UN Declaration of 
Commitment on HIV/AIDS in 2001.” (italics added). 

 
188 “egg on its face.”: Editorial, Business Day, 15 November, 2006: “It is incredible that the 

entire body politic in SA swallowed the myth that Squires had indeed uttered those words. 
The lesson to journalists is abundantly clear.”  

 
188 “stewing in the cesspool…”: 30 Karima Brown, Business Day, 11 April, 2006. 
 
188 “Mbeki is sincere…”: 31 William Gumede, Thabo Mbeki and the Battle for the Soul of the 

ANC (Cape Town: Zebra Press, 2005), 159.  
 
188 “fatal policy of denial”: William Gumede, New Statesman, 2 April, 2007.  
 
188 “initial quasi-intellectual…”: Business Day, “Mixed Messages” (editorial) 2 December, 

2005.  
 
188  “quite ruthlessly”: Martin Meredith, Robert Mugabe: Power, Plunder and Tyranny in 

Zimbabwe (Cape Town, 2002), p68. Veteran ZANU-PF leader Nathan Shamuyarira 
recently said he had no regrets about the operation because it had been necessary to deal 
with the dissidents in Matabeleland.”  Elinor Sisulu, Introduction, Gukurahundi In 

Zimbabwe (Johannesburg: Jacana, 2007), xvi. 
 
188 “rocket scientist”: Editorial, Rapport, 2 October, 2005.  
 
189 “HIV is harmless”: Jacob Zuma, quoted by Newsday, 23 April 2000.  



 
189 “We generated our own army of freaks…”: Mondli Makhanya, Sunday Times, 1 April, 

2007.  
 
189 “calculated”: “I very carefully calculated my own voice” Cameron told Loren Anthony in 

“The Force of the True,” Sunday Times Lifestyle, 1 May 2005. For further detail and 
analysis on this point, see Ronald Suresh Roberts, No Cold Kitchen: A Biography of Nadine 

Gordimer, (Johannesburg: STE, 2005), pp.604-606 and footnotes to that text.  
 
189 “gay blood peril”: Sunday Times, 24 February, 1985, quoted by Pieter Fourie, The Political 

Management of HIV and AIDS in South Africa: One Burden Too Many? (London: Palgrave 
Macmillan, 2006), 60-61.  

 
189 “association of black people with dirt”: Louis Grundlingh, “HIV and AIDS in South 

Africa: A Case of Failed Responses Because of Stigmatisation, Discrimination and 
Morality”, 1983-1994, New Contree 46 (1999), 59, cited by Pieter Fourie, The Political 

Management of HIV and AIDS, 61. By 1988, Fourie points out, “the ‘gay plague’ had 
become the ‘black death’-an untimely addition to the greater [National Party] pathology of a 
‘swart gevaar’”. Fourie, 98.  

 
189 “as Mbeki himself did”: 41 After Peter Tatchell, the gay activist, clashed with ANC 

representative Ruth Mompati in London (“Tell me, are lesbians and gays normal? No, it is 
not normal”), Mbeki dashed off a telex to Tatchell, emphatically correcting the record: “The 
ANC is indeed firmly committed to removing all forms of discrimination and oppression in 
a liberated South Africa. You are correct to point this out. That commitment must surely 
extend to the protection of gay rights . . . We would like to apologise for any 
misunderstanding that might have arisen over these issues and hope the  
foregoing will clear the air.” Thabo Mbeki to Peter Tatchell, 24 November 1987, reprinted 
in Neville Hoad, Karen Martin and Graeme Reid eds., Sex and Politics in South Africa 
(Cape Town: Double Storey, 2005), p149. Contrast DA representative Tertius Delport who 
commented after a victory for gay marriage that: “The DA would not take a stand as it was 
a moral issue, but spokesman Tertius Delport was ‘surprised’ by the ruling: ‘We expect 
different views . . . and respect other views . . . But personally I think the idea of a male and 
female forming the basis of a family is ingrained in the whole order of nature and even 
more so in the structures of our society. I for one was therefore surprised at the finding . . . 
but this is something that we are not going to take up swords on.” Cape Times, 1 December, 
2004: “Political Parties React to Gay Ruling”.  

 
189 strong ANC support: Cameron himself concedes that this was the position of Maduna as 

well as Zola Skweyiya, Fink Haysom and Arthur Chaskalson and Albie Sachs. See, Neville 
Hoad, Karen Martin and Graeme Reid eds., Sex and Politics in South Africa (Cape Town: 
Double Storey, 2005), 185.  

 
190 “take careful strategic and tactical decisions”: Edwin Cameron, quoted in Sex and Politics 

in South Africa, 185.  “I believe that we must be much more tactically and strategically 
minded.” 



 
190  “validated gay family rights: “South Africa’s Top Court Blesses Gay Marriage”, 

Washington Post, 2 December, 2005.  
 
190 “target an issue”: Edwin Cameron, quoted in eville Hoad, Karen Martin and Graeme Reid 

eds., Sex and Politics in South Africa (Cape Town: Double Storey, 2005),  187. 
 
 
190 “apartheid regime had stigmatized:” Cameron himself expressed the transferred stigma in 

his memoir, Witness to AIDS, 51: “I was tainted, soiled, polluted. My blood and body were 
fouled with the most conspicuously vile infection known to recent human history.” He 
explained the displacement of stigma, in his own mind, from homosexuality to AIDS itself, 
when asked whether the stigma had anything to do with “the gay factor”: “I used to think 
so. As a gay man of the 1980s who found myself infected with HIV I thought that the 
stigma I felt came from homosexuality. As the African epidemic deepened, I realized it was 
about sexuality, not homosexuality.” While Cameron appears to believe that he is 
describing an “objective” shift, this is patently a subjective process in which he  
transferred a sense of stigma from homosexuality to black sexuality (the “African epidemic” 
as he calls it). Cameron, Sunday Times, 17 April, 2005.  

 
190 “…one of the best under Nelson Mandela”, Zackie Achmat, quoted by AllAfrica.com, 29 

May, 2003.  
 
191 Edwin Cameron, quoted in the BBC 1 documentary Nelson Mandela: The Living Legend,  

broadcast on on 5 and 12 March 2003.  
 
191 “He more than anyone else…”:  Nelson Mandela, interviewed by David Dimbleby, BBC 

Documentary, “Nelson Mandela: The Living Legend”, BBC One, 5 March and 12 March 
2003.” In their otherwise reasonable assessment of the overlooked continuities between the 
Mandela and Mbeki Presidencies, Adam Habib and Roger Southall identify HIV/AIDS as a 
discontinuity, precisely mis-stating the discontinuity by suggesting that Mandela would 
have shown “far more energy and less obfuscation in the battle against HIV/Aids . . .”. 
Habib and Southall, Financial Mail, 7 May, 2004.  

 
192 “his stubbornness”: Brendan Boyle, Sunday Times, 5 November, 2006.  
 
192 “armchair expert:” Karima Brown, Business Day, 22 August, 2006. if anybody posed as an 

expert it was noseweek editor MartinWelz, who wrote in a Foreword to Brink’s self-
published text, Debating AZT: Mbeki and the AIDS Drug Controversy (2000): “Reading 
this debate about AZT between Brink, a Pietermaritzburg advocate, and Dr Des Martin, 
president of the Southern African HIV-AIDS Clinicians Society, leads one to reflect on the 
question: ‘what is an expert?’ Dr Martin may have the credentials of expertise, but Brink 
has the intelligence, investigative zeal and adherence to principles of scientific enquiry that 
make for authority on this subject.” Welz never clarified the source of his own authority to 
proclaim Brink an authority-and Mbeki himself never made any such proclamation. He was 
satisfied that questions arose and he wished experts to canvass those questions thoroughly.  



 
192 “intellectual superiority complex”: Mondli Makhanya, Sunday Times, 24 September, 2000.  
 
192 “the real issue”: Edwin Cameron, Witness to AIDS, 120.  
 
196 …this should be fixed:  As “ample evidence” that the TAC always advocated anti-poverty 

policies as part of HIV/AIDS management Mark Heywood, writing on the TAC website, 
provided nothing from the TAC. Instead he wrote: “as far back as 1998, the AIDS Law 
Project made a submission to the Poverty Hearings which pointed to the nexus between 
poverty, income disparity, gender inequality and risk of HIV.” The AIDS Law Project, for 
its part never litigated the poverty issue, only the drugs-provision issue. Similarly in a 1993 
article entitled “Human Rights, Racism and AIDS”, Edwin Cameron wrote that “the human 
rights battle around AIDS and HIV over the next fifteen years in South Africa” would be 
“the struggle for people with AIDS and HIV to get a fair and rational share of our nation’s 
resources.” Edwin Cameron, South African Journal on Human Rights 9 (1993), 26.  

 
196 has never sought: By contrast, when Armen Merjian, the leading HIV/AIDS public interest 

litigator in the United States, sent me the “Top Ten” cases undertaken by the Legal 
Department of his organization, Housing Works, socio-economic rights proved to have 
dominatd the agenda as follows (email from Merjian to author, 8 May, 2007): 

 

Hernandez v. Barrios Paoli:  In 1997, Mayor Giuliani announced that all welfare 
recipients would be forced to undergo an “eligibility verification review” (“EVR”) prior to 
obtaining subsistence benefits.  This onerous process required individuals living with AIDS 
to travel to Brooklyn for an interview and then to wait at home for an unscheduled 
inspection; failure to comply would result in a denial or termination of benefits.  For clients 
unable to travel, and/or compelled to attend health care and other appointments, EVR was 
profoundly difficult or impossible to fulfill, part of the Mayor’s strategy to reduce the 
welfare rolls by making the application process as cumbersome and difficult as possible (as 
officials essentially admitted).  HW filed suit, and in 1999, as reported on the front page of 
the New York Times, a unanimous Court of Appeals [New York’s highest state court] ruled 
that the EVR was illegal and must be eliminated.    

 
Hanna v. Turner:  In 1998, the City of New York began to deny shelter to homeless New 
Yorkers living with AIDS, telling such individuals to “make your own arrangements.”  
Homeless New Yorkers living with AIDS and other accompanying maladies were forced to 
fight for their survival on the streets of New York, even in the middle of winter.  In court, 
the City argued for the right to turn folks away if they housed them the next day, i.e, if they 
survived the night on the streets.  In November 1999, Supreme Court Judge Emily Jane 
Goodman issued a landmark ruling establishing the right of homeless New Yorkers living 
with AIDS to same-day placement in emergency housing, the first such ruling in the United 
States. 

 
Hanna v. Turner (contempt):  Beginning in late 2000, the City again began to routinely 
deny emergency housing to homeless New Yorkers living with AIDS, a result of the City’s 
failure, year after year, to construct or secure medically appropriate housing for homeless 



PWLAs.  A “Human Rights Watch” was established to chronicle these violations, and with 
the testimony of current New York City Council Speaker Christine Quinn, HW brought 
contempt proceedings against the City.  In 2001, the Appellate Division unanimously 
upheld the lower court’s finding of contempt, in which the court ordered the City to pay 
fines to those denied housing and to immediately provide emergency housing to all such 
clients.   

 
Winds v. Turner:  The emergency housing that the City of New York was providing to homeless 
New Yorkers living with AIDS in the late 1990s and early 2000s was abjectly deplorable and life-
threatening, as the City’s own studies concluded.  In Winds v. Turner, HW successfully 
challenged the City’s failure to provide medically appropriate emergency housing to homeless 
New Yorkers living with AIDS.  In a September 2002 decision, New York Supreme Court Judge 
Eileen Bransten ruled that the plaintiffs had established “that their housing is not suitable for 
healthy individuals, much less for ‘persons with severely compromised immune systems.’”  Judge 
Bransten explained that “housing that is not habitable because of vermin, filth, lack of furnishings 
and inaccessibility, certainly cannot be considered ‘suitable.’”  Judge Bransten found the facilities 
provided to petitioners by HASA “deficient in several respects,” and ordered the City 
immediately to remedy these defects.  

 
Henrietta D. v. Bloomberg:  This landmark class action lawsuit, which spanned nearly a 

decade, established that governments must provide reasonable accommodations in the 
manner in which they provide subsistence benefits to indigent clients living with AIDS, 
from low case manager-to-clients ratios to home and hospital visits.  Following trial in 
2000, as reported on the front page of the New York Times, Newsday, and various other 
newspapers and media, Judge Sterling Johnson issued a 97-page decision forcefully 
condemning the City and State for “chronically and systematically” failing to serve indigent 
New Yorkers living with AIDS, “with devastating consequences.”  In 2003, the Second 
Circuit Court of Appeals upheld this decision, establishing for the first time that plaintiffs 
need not prove disparate treatment under the Americans with Disabilities Act in order to 
establish a failure to provide reasonable accommodations.  In 2004, the United States 
Supreme Court dismissed the defendants’ appeal, rendering the decision final.  Meanwhile, 
the City’s Division of AIDS Services and Income Support (“DASIS”) was placed under a 
federal monitor.  For four years, HW reviewed monthly performance reports, operated a 
“Troubleshooter” office to expedite resolution of (thousands of) client complaints against 
DASIS, and conducted monthly on-site inspections of DASIS centers throughout the City to 
ensure compliance with applicable laws and regulations. 



 
Rawles v. The Educational Alliance:  In 2004, HW sued the Educational Alliance (“EA”), 
a major New York nonprofit, over its blanket refusal to provide housing to a homeless 
transgender woman.  HW secured a wonderful settlement in which EA agreed to pay the 
plaintiff a fair sum and, in addition, to implement systemic changes to ensure the proper 
treatment of transgender applicants and clients, including providing staff with sensitivity 
training on properly serving and working with transgender applicants and clients; adopting 
policies and procedures for serving transgender clients; using its best efforts to admit and 
retain qualified transgender applicants in at least one room in EA’s housing facilities; and 
using its best efforts to hire and retain at least one transgender employee.   

 
Melendez v. Wing:  In 2003, HW filed suit challenging a new State policy that 

significantly reduces public assistance benefits for HASA family cases in which there is a 
child receiving federal disability payments.  Previously, the City and State considered the 
disabled child as “invisible,” meaning that her disability benefits were not counted when 
calculating the family’s rental allowance.  The State’s decision to include the disabled 
child’s payments in the family budget – in violation of New York law – led to a drastic 
reduction in public assistance payments for the HASA families in question, including the 
Melendez family, whose public assistance was reduced by a whopping $480 per month.  In 
2005, the Appellate Division, First Department issued a landmark ruling finding that the 
state and city defendants violated the law in forcing Ms. Melendez to count her disabled 
child’s SSI payments as available family income.  If upheld in New York’s highest court, 
this decision will benefit hundreds of other HASA families who were similarly affected by 
the defendants’ policy.  The decision has already greatly assisted a subsequent lawsuit 
brought by thousands of non-HASA welfare recipients, Doe v. Doar, upholding 
“invisibility” for non-HASA family cases.  Melendez is currently on appeal to the New 
York Court of Appeals. 

 
Keith Cylar Act:  In 2005, HW played a critical role in formulating and drafting the Keith 
Cylar Act (named after HW’s co-founder), an act that ensures accountability and protection 
for tens of thousands of indigent New York City residents living with AIDS.  This historic 
act requires the City to provide the New York City Council with detailed quarterly 
performance reports regarding its success in providing intensive case management, timely 
delivery of benefits and services, and medically appropriate housing to more than 41,000 
HASA clients living with AIDS and their families. 

 

Denning v. Barbour:  In December 2005, HW and national and local co-counsel filed suit 
in Mississippi federal court challenging Mississippi’s drastic new restrictions on 
prescription drug coverage for Medicaid recipients.   In 2005, MS passed a new law capping 
the number of drugs that indigent individuals on Medicaid could obtain each month at no 
more than five overall, only two of which could be brand name drugs.  The law is a threat to 
the health and lives of thousands of poor Mississippians who require more than five drugs, 
or more than two brand name drugs, in order to treat their illnesses and stay alive, including 
individuals living with HIV and AIDS.  The case is pending. 

 



Rivers v. Doar:  In October 2006, HRA announced that, beginning November 1, 2006, 
HASA clients with income (e.g. federal disability checks or Veterans’ benefits) and living 
in federally subsidized housing would have to contribute all of their income save $330 
toward rent, a drastic increase that would leave clients with only $11 a day on which to live, 
in violation of the federal law capping rental contribution at 30% of income.  Housing 
Works and co-counsel rushed to federal court and won a preliminary injunction against the 
drastic increases in late October 2006.  Meanwhile, HW worked with State legislators on a 
new state law that would prohibit such increases for all New Yorkers living with AIDS and 
receiving any form of income.  The case is pending. 

 
 
196 payday in Zimbabwe: Mail & Guardian, 20 October, 2006.  
 
196 “take off your wig…”: Zackie Achmat, 25 March, 2003 at a public health conference in 

Cape Town.  
 
198 “they are also confused.”  Moipone Malefane, “Public Backs Mbeki on Zuma”, Sunday 

Times, 2 October, 2005.  This press report cited the polling figures referred to in the text.  
 
198  “consider themselves”: TM, Inaugural ZK Matthews Memorial Lecture, University of Fort 

Hare, 12 October, 2001.  
 
198 “Attributions of irrationality…”: Anthony Butler, “SA Draped in a Cloak of Denial,” 

Business Day, 29 March, 2005.  
 
199 demagoguery of Zackie Achmat and his Treatment Action Campaign:  Achmat wrote a 

Preface to the pseudo-scholarship of Nicoli Natrass, Mortal Combat:AIDS Denialism and 

the Struggle for Antiretrovirals in South Africa (University of KwaZulu-Natal Press, 2007), 
viii.  Nattrass points out that many AIDS dissidents lack relevant  medical qualifications 
(page 27), soft-pedalling the fact that this characterization includes herself.  More 
forthrightly, however, she concedes that she is not herself impartial.  This is a fundamental 
shift in a discourse where, led by Edwin Cameron, the claim had consisten tly been that 
“TRUTH” was on the side of the AIDS-drug lobby.  Stepping away from this longstanding 
and rather strained posture, Nattrass concedes that the “style” of her book is “unusual” in 
that it ‘straddles the territories of journalism policy analysis advocacy and history.  So let 
me put my cards on the table.  This narrative is not “neutrall” in the dry academic sense of 
the term, but has been shaped by my active involvement at various points in the fight for 
ARVs in South Africa.  While this may disconcert some readers, I doubt that a rival account 
by someone less engaged would be any more accurate.  Indeed, give the central importance 
of the Treatment Action Campaign (TAC) to changing South African policy, activist 
involvement is probably an advantage.”  Nattrass, Mortal Combat, p3.  Thus collapse earlier 
pretensions of objectivity and science (a confession prefigured in the frenzied title of the 
book)  in a fundamentalist defense of AIDS-drug fundamentalism.       

 

199 “found invoking Mbeki’s name…”: Brink constantly attributed the full and varied range of 
his own views to the President, among others. After he claimed in a letter to a prospective 



supporter that Mbeki had instigated the formation of his TIG as a counterweight to the 
TAC, the Presidency responded: “A statement from the president’s office said Mbeki has 
‘declare[d] his views on Aids and anti-retroviral treatment, and the claims in Advocate 
Brink’s document of secretive counter-mobilisation, intimate friendships and his special 
influence on the thinking of government leaders do not, we believe, deserve a response.’” 
Mail & Guardian, 25 March, 2005.  
Another example of the boosterism of the invitees to the AIDS panel: “Seven years ago this  
spring, The President of South Africa, Mr. Thabo Mbeki, startled the world by very publicly  
announcing that he for one was unconvinced that sex, not poverty, was at the root of his 
nation’s woes, and convened a panel of expert advisers to help him sort through the various  
inconsistencies concerning the ‘epidemic of HIV/AIDS’ that was said to be ravaging his 
Beloved Country, just when it could finally be called his own, and that were so deeply 
troubling him.” Harvey Bialey, Barnesworld.blogs.com, 26 February, 2007. I can’t seem to 
locate the “very public announcement” in question.  
A third example would be noseweek editor, Martin Welz, who announced himself to 
unsuspecting punters in the official programme of the Cape Town Book Fair as a “political 
insider” which he definitely isn’t.  

 
200 “The TAC’s presumption…”: Anthony Brink, Answering Affidavit: Sixth and Seventh 

Respondents TAC and Another v. Matthias Rath and Others (Cape High Court Case 
12156/05).  

 
200 “In his defence, it is true…:” Heywood concedes that “Government and ANC 

spokespersons have been at pains to stress” that Mbeki has never denied that HIV causes 
AIDS. Heywood himself cites, “Building a Monument to Intolerance”, Release from Mr 
Parks Mankahlana, Head of Communications, President Mbeki’s Office, 23 March 2000; 
and “Response to Enquiries and Comments on HIV/AIDS, Statement Issued on Behalf of 
the Government 14 September 2000.”  

 
201  “lack of respect…”: Christine Qunta, Star, 28 February, 2007. Qunta pointed out that black 

people, who have great cause for grievance against such figures as PW Botha, did not 
respond to his illness and eventual death, nor to the illness of FW De Klerk, with anything 
resembling the TAC shadenfruede with which the TAC and the media met Tshabalala-
Msimang’s illness.  

 
201 Not all metaphors…”: Susan Sontag, AIDS and Its Metaphors (London: Penguin, 1991), 

179-80.  Instead of heeding Sontag’s humane counsel, the AIDS-drug lobbyist, Nicoli 
Nattrass, titled the latest of her intermittent polemics, each one more half-heartedly 
researched and more brazely partisan than the last, Mortal Combat: AIDS Denialism and the 

Struggle for Antiretrovirals in South Africa (University of KwaZulu-Natal Press, 2007).  
The front cover of the book carries an enormously distasteful cartoon from Zapiro, the 
otherwise brilliant cartoonist whose art is visibly damaged by adherence to a TAC party line  
on AIDS issues: the famous photograph of the slain Hector Petersen, his corpse carried by a 
schoolfriend whose face is twisted with elemental grief, is re-written so that Petersen wears 
a jumper emblazoned HIV/AIDS.  But AIDS did not kill Petersen, apartheid did.  So this is 
a desecration of the family’s grief.  Moreover, while Petersen was killed by the violence of 



a willfully evil and anti-black government, AIDS is not the the product of a willfully anti-
black government.  AIDS policy is made by a government elected by a nonracial (and 
predominantly black) majority in its adult best interest.  The cartoon evinces contempt for 
this difference.          

 
201  “Patients wearing…”: Kerry Cullinan, Cape Times, 31 October, 2005.  
 
201 Karima Brown and Vukani Mde, “False Dawn for AIDS Activists”, Business Day, 27 

September, 2005.  
 
201 “arsenal”: Mondli Makhanya, Sunday Times, 1 April, 2007.  
 
202 “white supremacists”: Edwin Cameron, Witness to AIDS, 133.  
 
202 “AIDS denialists were openly and repeatedly…”:  Edwin Cameron, Witness to AIDS, 149 

(emphasis added).  
 
202 Brink felt free: Mail & Guardian, 11 October, 2005: “Referring to an article by Cullinan in 

which Cullinan wrote: ‘The South African man’s reputation is in crisis’, Brink attributed her 
viewpoint to her ‘struggling with why her ex-husband had cuckolded her, because the entire 
piece grappled with why black men, in her view, should be so promiscuous’. Cullinan’s 
absurd generalization and Brink’s absurd speculation as to its origins were equally 
offensive.  

 
202 “fear of the Almighty…”: Stephen Lewis, quoted by Angela Quintal, “UN Critic of 

Goverment AIDS Policy ‘not banned’” Cape Times, 2 November, 2005. See, also, Helen 
Epstein, “God and the Fight Against AIDS,” New York Review of Books, 28 April, 2005.  

 
202 “mystagogue”:  Sidney Blumenthal, the Clinton advisor saw precisely this mystagogy at 

work among opponents of the Hilary Clinton health care plan as well. Blumenthal, The 
Clinton Wars (New York: Viking, 2003), 124.  

 
202 “a lot to atone for”:  Stephen Lewis, UN AIDS Envoy, BBC 19 August, 2006.  
 
202 “Inscrutable”: Maureen Isaacson, “On the line from Canada, Steven Lewis won’t be 

muzzled” Sunday Independent, 10 September, 2006. Another example: Helen Epstein’s 
title, “The Mystery of AIDS in South Africa”, New York Review  

of Books, 20 July, 2000, sets the stage for an unusually speculative article, crowned by this:  
The science and politics of AIDS can seem complicated, and even illusory, to those who 
aren’t familiar with them. Like some mystical Hebrew text, it may seem as though they can 
be interpreted in many different ways. As I watched Mbeki on television dodging every 
direct question, I felt that he wasn’t being straight with his American audience, or with his 
own people.  He seemed to be hiding something. The anti-apartheid struggle never quite 
erupted into a real war, but there is nevertheless a vaguely postwar atmosphere in South 
Africa, in the self-imposed curfew, the corruption and crime, the drug shortages, the shifty-
eyed officials, and in the sense that something terrible has happened there, in a nation 



haunted by death and ruined lives, with a visionary ruler who has not adequately confronted 
the most deadly threat facing his country.  

 
203 “intellectual politician”: Business Day, editorial, 17 May, 2006. A moment’s reflection 

suggests an oppressively long list of intellectuals whom, one must concede, were also 
politicians even on the extremely narrow definition of a “politican” as one who actually 
held a public political office in a state or a liberation movement. Robert JC Young, the 
Professor of English and Critical Theory at Oxford University committed no lapse when he 
spoke of “anti-colonial intellectual politicians.” Young, Postcolonialism: An Historical 

Introduction, 6. the pages of that book are strewn with examples, passim. Not too long after 
the editorial, Business Day itself carried a profile of Adebayo Adedeji, the Nigerian scholar 
and statesman, in which Adedeji, a former Cabinet Minister, was correctly described as 
“possibly Africa’s most renowned scholar-practitioner” and as “one of [the continent’s] 
most accomplished intellectual public servants.” Adekeye Adebajo, “‘African  
Cassandra’ Adedeji comes full circle on NEPAD”, Business Day, 1 September, 2006.  

The problem may be a derogatory definition of “politician” as one who is by 
definition opportunistic rather than principled, juxtaposed against a definition of 
“intellectual” as one who is perfectly principled rather than opportunistic. The mutual 
exclusion of the one by the other then becomes perfectly circular and therefore 
uninteresting.  

 
203  “we can, and must, combine the most intense passion…”: Lenin, quoted by Mbeki (JJ 

Jabulani), African Communist, “The Case for the Persecution”, 1968 (2nd Quarter), 36.  
 
203  “such a clever young man…:” William Mervin Gumede, Thabo Mbeki and the Battle for 

the Soul of the ANC (Cape Town: Zebra Press, 2005), 174.  
 
204  “despite the sometimes peculiar…”: Philip Stevens, Business Day, 21 February, 2007.  
 
204  “hijacked by the AIDS activist lobby…”: Philip Stevens, “Answers to wrong Questions on 

AIDS”, Business Day, 30 November, 2 2005.  
 
205 The ANC response…: See ANC Today, 26 May, 2006, “Not the sharp surgical instrument it 

seeks to be”. The ANC wrote: “The ANC-led government’s programme to address the 
challenges posed by HIV and AIDS is one of the most comprehensive and largest in the 
world. Government expenditure on HIV and AIDS has increased substantially since the 
ANC was elected into office. It grew from R30 million in 1994 to over R3 billion in 
2005/06. This hundred-fold increase over just more than a decade would not have been 
possible without political leadership.  

 
In the report to the previous UN General Assembly Special Session on AIDS (UNGASS), 
the UN Secretary General commended South Africa for tripling its resource allocation for 
HIV and AIDS programmes since the adoption of the UN Declaration in 2001. The World 
Health Organisation’s progress report on the expansion of AIDS treatment, released in June 
2005, noted that: “South Africa has committed US$1 billion over the next three years to 



scaling up antiretroviral (ARV) treatment, by far the largest budget allocation of any low- or 
middle-income country.”  

 
Increased expenditure, however, is not in itself sufficient to tackle a challenge as substantial  
and complex as HIV and AIDS. A lot depends on how it is used. It is for this reason that 
South Africa has a broad and comprehensive response to HIV and AIDS which remains the 
focus of ongoing monitoring, evaluation and review. . . . Behaviour change is reflected in 
that secondary abstinence among females rose from 13,9% in 2002 to 20% in 2005 and the 
use of condoms among those with multiple partners increased from 48,6% in 2002 to 79,1% 
in 2005. Government is scaling up its communication and social mobilisation campaign. 
The budget for the campaign over a two-year period has been increased from R160 million 
to R200 million.  

 
The condom distribution programme cannot be compared with any in the world. Public  
health sector male condom distribution has increased from 270 million in 2003 to 346 
million in 2004 while female condom distribution rose from 1.3 to 2.6 million during the 
same period. The Human Sciences Research Council’s HIV-Prevalence, Incidence, 
Behaviour and Communication Survey of 2005 shows that there is nearly universal access 
(97%) to condoms, with government hospitals and clinics being the main sources of 
availability.  
There are now 231 accredited public health facilities providing HIV and AIDS-related 
services, including ARV treatment. These facilities are spread across the country’s 53 
districts and cover at least two thirds of local municipalities. By the end of March 2006, 
over 130,000 people had been initiated on ARV treatment in these facilities. Combined with 
an estimated 80,000 people initiated for private-sector ARV treatment, South Africa has the 
largest ARV treatment programme in the world. . . . Health facilities providing voluntary 
counselling and testing (VCT) have doubled from 1,500 in 2002/03 to 3,700 in 2004/05. 
The number of people counselled for testing in the public sector rose from 413,000 in 
2002/03 to 691,000 in 2003/04 and 1,3 million in 2004/05. The total number of people 
tested during 2003/04 was 511,843 compared with 247,287 in the previous year. The 
prevention progamme includes prevention of mother-to-child transmission, with 2,500 
facilities in operation. Almost all hospitals and trauma centres provide post-exposure 
prophylaxis for sexual assault survivors.  
In April, the Minister of Health launched the Accelerated Prevention of HIV and AIDS  
Initiative as part of an extensive initiative regarding prevention by the member states of the 
Africa Region of the World Health Organisation (WHO). . . . More than 1,060 health 
professionals have been recruited to support the programme. Some 7,600 health 
professionals have been trained in the management, care and treatment of HIV and AIDS. 
Government is also improving working conditions so that it can recruit and retain more 
health professionals. This includes providing scarce skills allowances for certain categories 
of health professionals (doctors, pharmacists and specialist nurses) and a rural allowance for 
health professionals working in less developed parts of the country. This is in addition to the 
steadily improving salary packages.  
Nutritional supplements are provided to those who need them, as part of the comprehensive  



response to HIV and AIDS, as a complement to the appropriate forms of treatment. Some 
90,000 people have accessed this service since April 2004. An amount of R7 million was 
made available for purchasing nutrition supplements in the 2003/04 financial year.  

 
205 “spluttering rhetorically:” “We as the TAC cannot support the lies that government is 

telling the UN. The first lie is that we have the biggest [treatment] programme in the 
world,” said TAC chairperson Zackie Achmat. “The truth is that we have the biggest need 
in the world and we are not meeting that need.” SAPA, 30 May, 2006. The so-called “lie” 
rather founders upon the obvious point that it is possible for government to gave the biggest 
treatment programme in the world and also to need to do more to meet the need. That is 
how government builds new upon old achievements. It is hardly a “lie.”  

 
205 reckless big bang privatisation plunge: Jeffrey Sachs, who was arguabley the key 

intellectual and policy sponsor of the “shock therapy” and big bank market reforms that 
damaged human welfare in Eastern Europe after the fall of the Berlin Wall, was also the 
architect of the “Big Bang” programme for anti-retroviral drug rollouts, a programme that 
has now by common consent been seen to have failed. The plan was for three million 
people in Africa to be put on ARVs by the end of 2005 “at a cost of $1.1 billion per year for 
the first two to three years, then $3.3 billion to $5.5 billion per year by Year Five.” Laurie 
Garret, “The Challenge of Global Health”, Foreign Affairs, January/February, 2007.  This is 
not the place to argue over Sach’s role in the transitional economies of Russia, Poland or 
elsewhere, but the shrewd reader can see much of the case against Sachs in Sachs’s own 
recent self-serving book, The End of Poverty: How  We Can Make It Happen in Our 

Lifetime (London: Penguin, 2005).  At page 137, to take a random example, Sachs writes: 
‘Many critics later accused me of peddling a ruthless form of free-market ideology in 
Russia.  That was not the case.  My main activity for two years was an unsuccessful attempt 
to mobilize international assistance to help cushion the inevitable hardship that would 
accompany Russia’s attempt to overcome the Soviet legacy.’  Thanks Jeffrey.  Tell it to you 
grandchildren.  Mamphela Ramphele, World Bank official, speaking on the inside-the-
beltway US news programme, 60 Minutes in July, 2000, accused Mbeki on AIDS policy of 
‘irresponsibility bordering on criminality’.  Ramphele, quoted by Edwin Cameron, Witness 

to AIDS, 113. 
 
 
205 “Both identity politics and nationalism…”: Achmat quoted by Leon, “End of the Rainbow 

Nation”, Sunday Times, 5 June, 2005.  
 
206 “Thus far African nationalism…”: RW Johnson, “Phones and Screens,” New Statesman 3 

November, 89 (in his review of Anthony Sampson, The Midas Touch: Money, People and 

Power From East to West, Johnson called for “some sort of recolonisation” in Africa); RW 
Johnson, “Sooner or later Africa Must Face Some Form of Recolonisation,” London Daily 

Telegraph, 22 May, 2000 (title self-explanatory); RW Johnson, “Mbeki Should Get Rid of 
Torturer,” Business Day 13 August, 2003 (“as much of Africa reverts to pre-colonial chaos 
African countries are quietly shelving the old rhetoric of anticolonialism and are asking to 
have the old colonial order back”).  

 



206 “suicidal stuff”: RW Johnson, “ANC’s Marriage of Convenience: Should partners in ruling 
alliance call it quits”, Business Day, 21 June, 2006.  

 
206 “the grievances of many Afrikaners…”: Herman Giliomee, Moneyweb, 2 March, 2007.  
 
206 “a perfect example of democracy…”: RW Johnson, Business Day, 31 January, 2001.  
 
206 personal vendetta:  Zackie Achmat, AllAfrica.com, 29 May, 2003.  
 
206 The TAC don’t represent…”: Joe Manciya, “Just Give Us Nutrition”, Financial Mail, 8 

September, 2006.  
 
206 “Achmat was a prominent …:”: Max Ozinsky, Mail & Guardian, letters 15 July, 2005.  
 
207 “corrected Achmat”: Max Ozinsky, ANC Provincial Deputy Secretary, Cape Times, 6 

September, 2006. This time Achmat attempted a reply, (Cape Times, 11 September, 2006) 
which did not so much deny Ozinsky’s suggestion as confirm it. In the pivotal sentence of 
his reply, Achmat accused Ozinsky of making “factional points” and then offered the 
following non seqitur: “As an ANC supporter, I was attracted by the ideas of the Marxist 
Worker’s Tendency of the ANC, which I joined in 1985.” This is a logical as saying: “As a 
supporter of the African National congress, I was attracted by the ideas of the Democratic 
Alliance, which I joined in 1985.” Or: “As a British Labour Party supporter, I was attracted 
by the ideas of the British Tory Party, which I joined in 1985.” The only reason that Achmat 
thinks he can get away with it is the coincidence that the term “ANC” appears in the title of 
what he joined: the “Marxist Worker’s Tendency of the ANC”. This organization was not, 
as Achmat insinuates, an internal “faction” of the ANC, but an entirely different 
organization that was hostile to the ANC. “Zackie Achmat accuses Max Ozinsky of 
falsification, while confirming all the key points Ozinsky was making” observed Mcebisi 
Skwatsha, the ANC Provincial Secretary in the Western Cape. “Achmat has now changed 
his mind, and admits that he was not a member of the ANC before 1990, but only a 
supporter. Before 1990 there was a big difference between supporting the ANC and being a 
member of the ANC. The ANC was a banned organization and membership of the ANC 
was a criminal offence punishable by long prison sentences and even death. . . . The Marxist 
Workers Tendency (MWT), of which Achmat acknowledges he was a member, thrived on 
attacking the ANC leadership and policies. They were a small anti-ANC group which 
misused the name of the ANC, much as Achmat continues to do so today. Achmat claims to 
have been a member of the Cape Youth Congress (Cauco), but ignores the fact that 
members of the MWT were expelled from Cauco in 1987 precisely because of their 
factional and anti-ANC positions.” Cape Times, 18 September, 2006.   In Mortal Combat 
(University of KwaZulu-Natal Press, 2007), Nicoli Nattrass ignorantly wirtes that Achmat 
was a member “of the Marxist Workers’ Tendency of the ANC, a left-wing faction within 
the ANC whose objective was to campaign to try to ensure that the ANC pursued socialist 
and pro-poor policies.”  At a lunch hosted by University of Cape Town academic Anthony 
Butler in early 2005, Natrass told me that she was a Democratic Alliance voter, which 
might explain her lack of ANC knowledge. 

 



207 “Progressive ANC Voter’s Network”: Cape Times, 26 March, 2007; Mail & Guardian, 30 
March, 2007.  The report contains the quotations in the text.  

 
207 “a thousand indications…”: Tony Leon, “The Democratic Party Wants Proper Change,” 

Frontiers of Freedom,” 2nd Quarter, 1999.  
 
207 “desperately disabled…”: Mail & Guardian, quoted by Uys & Myburgh, “Thabo Mbeki’s 

Presidency: A Profile” (2002), p10. William Sewell, the nineteenth century writer for the 

New York Times, commented in the idiom that RW Johnson, Business Day and its letter 
writers still employ, that “the untutored negro, of all people in the world, is most easily 
influenced by a bribe, and demagogues and office-hunters are plentiful in Jamaica . . . But 
imperfect and defective as it is, representative and responsible government in Jamaica is 
greatly preferable to the oligarchy of a planter’s reign.” Sewell, quoted by Eric Williams, 
British Historians and the West Indies (London: Andre Deutsch, 1966), p101.   The 
backhanded and grudging nod towards democracy are age-old habits of the colonial mind.  

 
208 “huge and important differences…”: Cameron, Witness to AIDS, 141.  
 
208 “shocked by the use of the word...”:: Micheal Roll, Business Day, 13 April, 2006  
 
208 “South Africa’s former apartheid rulers…”: Karima Brown, Business Day, 11 April, 2006.  
 
208 “Not even Zackie Achmat…”: Cameron, Witness to AIDS, 139-40. Cameron writes: “A 

holocaust, as opposed to ‘the Holocaust,’ means any mass destruction or mass death. Use of 
the word does not suggest that the deaths are deliberately inflicted.” The polite word for this 
is pedantry. And why does Cameron flout his own pedantry by opening his book with an 
epigraph from Primo Levi, alluding to the deliberately killed victims of the Nazi genocide? 
Surely by his own logic his epigraph should instead have come from some lamenter of some 
or other non-deliberate holocaust. Perhaps the December, 2004 tsunami? The polite word 
for Cameron’s behaviour is disingenuous. One might conceivably argue that Mbeki, well 
knowing that the orthodox view of AIDS is the plain truth, wilfully ignored that view and 
created what he knows to be spurious doubts about it; that he did this because he wanted to 
cause the deaths of blacks just as Hitler wanted to cause the deaths of Jews. Thus the Mail 

& Guardian headline on 7 December, 2001 “Has Mbeki heard of Nuremberg?” But 
Cameron is obviously unable to argue any such preposterous thing. Instead of argument he 
insinuates; instead of fact and analysis linking Mbeki to the Nazis or to later pro-Nazi 
historians or holocaust deniers, he relies upon an ill-founded odour. He deliberately places 
Mbeki’s name loosely in the general context of Nazi historiography and then hopes that 
some defamatory odour will linger by association in the public mind.  It is injudicious 
behaviour.  Having compared Mbeki’s alleged denial of AIDS with the denial of the Nazi  
holocaust by hatemongering figures such as David Irving, Cameron naturally found himself 
accused, in the ensuing public debate, of comparing the Mbeki government to the Nazis. At 
that point, he cravenly retreated.  

 
208: A nice fat footnote: Zackie Achmat at a public health conference on 25 March, 2003: 

“‘Murderer! ... Criminal! ... Resign! ... Manto go to jail!” On June 8 2005, months after the 



appearance of Cameron’s book, the TAC continued in this vein: the London Guardian 
reported the contending views of the Health Minister, Manto Tshabalala-Msimang and TAC 
activist, Mark Heywood: “I think when our president started talking about nutrition and 
poverty [at the Durban AIDS conference in 2000], the whole world was laughing” said 
Tshabalala-Msimang, “but those people who said his hands were dripping in blood, I hope 
they can stand up one day and say they were wrong.” The Guardian recorded “But Mr 
Heywood accused the Dr Tshabalala-Msimang of having blood on her own hands, saying 
she was condemning people to death by exaggerating the side-effects of ARVs and creating 
confusion about the best treatment options.” “Given the number of deaths, the government’s 
slow negligence in supplying the necessary medication seemed to some of its  
critics to amount to nothing less than genocide” writes Adam Levin in his memoir, “And I 
was inclined to agree with them.” Adam Levin, AIDSAFARI (Cape Town: Zebra Press, 
2005), p46.  In the April 2001 editorial in which the Mail & Guardian pronounced Mbeki 
unfit to rule because of his supposed mishandling of the AIDS policy debate, the newspaper 
explained that Mbeki’s “disastrous reign” was “the stuff of the Soviet Union under Josef 
Stalin.” Strangely, no indication was given as to the whereabouts of the gulags nor of the 
sixty million buried bodies, but leave that aside.  
Five days before personally calling the Minister of Health a murderer, Achmat had 
personally led a TAC march to Caledon police station in the Western Cape in an effort to 
secure the arrests not only of the Health Minister but also of the Minister of Trade and 
Industry, alleging that the Minister’s had committed culpable homicide. Achmat alleged 
that “people are being murdered in South Africa by the Health minister every day.” Erwin’s 
alleged crime was his failure to issue compulsory licences for generic AIDS drugs. The 
TAC charged both Ministers with ‘failure to provide adequate treatment, including 
antiretroviral therapy for people living with HIV/Aids ... We further demand that the 
accused be arrested and charged with the offence of culpable homicide or negligently 
causing the death of ... many thousands of people who died from Aids or Aids-related 
illnesses and whose deaths could have been prevented had they been given access  
to treatment. ... We believe that many thousands of people can bear witness to these horrible 
crimes.’ (Emphasis added).  

Achmat’s protesters waved “Wanted for Murder” posters with Tshabalala-Msimang 
and Erwin’s heads on them. The British journal, Lancet reported: “S Africa’s AIDS activists 
accuse government of murder.”“Undertaker in chief” was the dread garland bestowed upon 
President Thabo Mbeki by the exuberant AIDS-drug activist, Charlene Smith (“Stop giving 
AZT to the damn mice and start giving it to people” she said on another occasion).  
Yet Cameron suggests that “Not even Zackie Achmat . . . has ever accused the government 
of deliberately killing people with AIDS.” Cameron has this denial at page 139-40 while 
himself quoting Professor William Makgoba (“one of the continent’s most prominent 
medical research scientists”) making precisely this accusation at page 107, where Makgoba 
is cited as warning that Mbeki’s conduct had “much broader implications for South Africa 
than some are prepared to admit” and that history might judge such South Africans “to have 
collaborated in one of the greatest crimes of our time.” Makgoba’s words were, Cameron 
said, “an outspoken plea for rationality and logic”. Yet Cameron claims in the next breath 
that nobody accused Mbeki’s government of deliberate killing. The Aaron Diamond AIDS 
Research Center’s John Moore said that “a charge of genocide [against Mbeki] would not 
be inappropriate.”  



The Mail & Guardian where Cameron’s piece appeared had itself made this very accusation 
in an editorial of 21 July, 2000: “if our government any longer hesitates and prevaricates on 
the issue of providing antiretrovirals to HIV-positive pregnant women, it should not be 
surprised to hear charges of genocide directed at it. For to fail to act right now against the 
HIV/Aids pandemic on the basis of best-available science and with all the resources we can 
muster will have genocidal results. Whether that outcome is the result of malevolence, of 
incompetence, of panic-induced denial, or of pig-headed obduracy among senior members 
of the government will scarcely matter. For they will have been warned often enough. Yes, 
history will then judge them harshly, as former president Nelson Mandela said in a closing 
speech to the World Aids Conference in Durban last week. But, before history has its turn, 
the rest of us will have a go at them — and our judgment will not be generous. A failure to 
act now is genocide.”  
The former Eurythmics singer, Annie Lennox, at a “Friends of the TAC” gathering in 
London, said that “it is scandalous and absurd that a virtual genocide can go pretty much 
unchecked and unacknowledged by the world ... We can no longer afford to stick our heads 
in the sand.” Cape Times, 7 October, 2005. On 29 October, 2006 the Sunday Times reported 
that Sir Richard Branson had called on Mbeki to “stop killing your countrymen”. Branson 
spoke in the presence of Prime Minister Tony Blair’s wife Cherie Booth, QC at the launch 
of a charity in Johannesburg. Branson reportedly urged “everyone to rise up and tell Mbeki 
to save his reputation and stop killing thousands of his own people”. “The little that they are 
doing could be seen as genocide”.  Branson also said, according to the African Eye news 
service, 30 October, 2006.  

In his memoir, Cameron emits rather half-heartedly: “My comparison was not 
between doers, but between deniers. I was not comparing perpetrators [of genocide], but 
people who refuse to accept facts.”  Cameron, Witness to AIDS, 140.  

 
208 It also includes Nicoli Nattrass: Mbeki is “stupid” Nattrass told me. Nattrass is what is 

called a respected authority in the South African AIDS-knowledge sector, widely quoted  
in the academic literature. Nattrass continued: “He is rabid”. The word has to do with 
rabies, with dogs. But Nattrass stood by the word. She had a whole theory; this was no 
passing eruption. As part of the middle class elite, Nattrass explained, Mbeki was 
indifferent to the death of the poor. The black middle class as a whole, Mbeki included, 
wanted the black poor to die off, Nattrass said. So Mbeki was a genocidaire? I asked “Yes” 
she replied. Was Nattrass quite sure of that? I asked her twice. There were several 
witnesses. Evidence? “Oh that’s why I haven’t written it. I don’t have any evidence.” But is 
OK to say it to every passing stranger including myself—I had never previously met 
Nattrass—and every local or foreign AIDS researcher who floats through the ivy-clad 
quadrangles of the University of Cape Town. Such, apparently, are the rigours and protocols 
of colonial scholarship. In Mortal Combat: AIDS Denialism and the Struggle for 

Antiretrovirals in South Africa, Natrass suppresses entirely the allegation of genocide that 
she uses so freely in conversation.  She back down further by rejecting what she calls the 
economic explanation of the policy problem.  “My inclination was to regard Mbeki’s 
questioning of AIDS science as a political smokescreen to disguise a hidden economic 
calculus.”   
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vision and direction and has failed its citizens spectacularly.”  

Kadalie confessed to having sent a “right of reply” to the Mail & Guardian on 
Leon’s behalf after that newspaper had attacked him. Strictly speaking a “right of reply” 
accrues to the person attacked, so by her own confession Kadalie replied to an attack on 
Leon as if she had been herself attacked: “When Mondli Makhanya was Mail & Guardian 
editor, he wrote quite a scathing and unsubstantiated critique of Leon. When I wrote a right 
of reply indicating how factually incorrect his column was, he used the hallowed “editor’s 
prerogative” as an excuse not to publish my rebuttal.” Kadalie, “Where are journalists to 
speak truth to power”, Business Day, 1 September, 2005.  
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than feared”, Business Day, 14 July, 2006. The Bureau of Economic Research at 
Stellenbosch University projected a growth downside of 0,38% to 0,46% as compared to a 
July 2003 World Bank report that had predicted “complete economic collapse.” See also, 
“AIDS ‘has no major effect on economy’”, Business Report, 13 April, 2006 ,  
citing Hilary Southall, the director of the Joint Economic AIDS and Poverty Programme  
(JEAPP).  
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210 a long history: The liberal economist Hutt: “An essay on this subject should properly start 

with an up-to-date statistical description. Unfortunately, the exclusion of ‘non-Europeans’ 
from the 1931 census through mistaken economy has prevented us from obtaining important 



data.” But Hutt went ahead regardless: “It is estimated that there is to-day a total population 
of ‘natives’ (which is the usual name for the Bantu peoples) in the Union of South Africa of 
something between five and five an a half millions.” WH Hutt, “The Economic Position of 
the Bantu in South Africa”, in I. Schapera ed., Western Civilisation and the Natives of South 

Africa (London: George Routledge and Sons, 1934), 195. Colonialism’s willing imprecision 
as the precise numbers of natives in given policy scenarios reflected its broader willingness 
to be rough and ready with their welfare as well.  In his willing statistical imprecision, 
Cameron allows himself to perpetuate an attitude with a long lineage.  

 
210  “15,000 Brown People…”:  The Onion, November 18, 1998 (accessed April, 2007).  
 
210  “illustrating the classic script…”: Susan Sontag, AIDS and its Metaphors (London: Penguin
  Books, 1991), 137-139 (first ellipsis Sontag’s; second ellipsis mine).  
 
 
 

CHAPTER 9: CLASH OF FUNDAMENTALISMS II: 

THE RACIAL POLITICS OF AIDS 

 
212 “Everywhere [in Africa] the epidemic…”: John Iliffe, The African AIDS Epidemic: A 
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212 Behind [the] recent Western attention…”: William Easterley, The White Man’s Burden: 
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(London: Penguin, 2006), 239.“The World Bank doesn’t mention that it did a total of one 
project dedicated to AIDS before 1993 (an eight million-dollar loan to Mobutu in Zaire in 
1988). The World Bank today endorses the WHO calculation that African needs one billion 
dollars a year in AIDS-prevention spending. Yet over the entire period 1988-99, the World 
Bank spent fifteen million dollars a year on all AIDS projects in Africa.” Easterly, 243.  

 
213 Of course, better political leadership…”: John Iliffe, The African AIDS Epidemic, 43. 

William Easterly points out that global institution such as the World Bank were aware that 
AIDS was an “emergency situation” in Africa in the 1980s, but did little or nothing, which 
was the pivotal failure: “As with any contagious disease, early action is far more effective 
than later action. A bucket of water is enough to put out a campfire; it takes more to put out 
a forest fire.” William Easterly, The White Man’s Burden, 242.  

 
213 Harriet A. Washington, Medical Apartheid: The Dark History of Medical Experimentation 

on Black Americans From Colonial Times to the Present (New York: Doubleday, 2006), 9.  
 
214 “Many African Americans…”:  Harriet Washington, Medical Apartheid (New York: 

Doubleday, 2006), 343. 
 
215  can easily be multiplied: Washington’s book itself multiplies examples, passim.  
 
216 “It was increasingly clear…”: John Iliffe, The African AIDS Epidemic, 78.  



 
216 We will not, ourselves…”: TM to Bill Clinton, Tony Blair, Kofi Annan, 3 April, 2000.  
 
217 Washington explained how…extinct by 2000: Washington, Medical Apartheid, 152.  This 

reference crosses over to p218.    
 
217 A Johannesburg doctor predicted: John Iliffe, The African AIDS Epidemic, 124, critically 

quoting S. Dodwell “We cannot afford an AIDS epidemic” BMJ 301 (1990) p1283 and 
Robert Shell, “Halfway to the holocaust” in Shell et al eds, HIV/AIDS, p19.  

 
217 “narrow racial propaganda…”: WEB Du Bois, The Education of Black People (New 

York: Monthly Review Press, 2001), 178-79.  This reference accounts for all language from 
Du Bois quoted on this page.  

 
217 “Whites had no monopoly…”: Harriet Washington, Medical Apartheid, 49.  This reference 

accounts for content from Washington following onto the next page 218.   
 
218  an old tradition: Michael Specter, “The Denialists”, The New Yorker, 12 March, 2007 adds 

yet another strand to the bewildering array of definitions of “denialism.” His piece focuses 
on traditional African medicine as the heartland and battleground of “denialism.” But the 
attempt to draw traditional healers into the HIV/AIDS support network is healthy and 
Specter wholly overlooks, for instance, the AIDS prevention potential of these networks. 
“AIDS-prevention efforts would do much better to work with traditional healers on fighting 
HIV transmission than to ignore beliefs in witchcraft because of political sensitivities.” 
William Easterly, The White Man’s Burden, 249.  For the rest, Specter decorates his essay 
with the usual unsubstantiated characterizations of Mbeki’s position: “Mbeki has never 
disavowed the view that H.I.V. medicines [sic] are Western inventions aimed at maiming 
Africans. In 2000, news reports said that Mbeki had hinted at CIA involvement in 
propagating the belief that HIV causes AIDS.” Mbeki never expressed the view  
that the drugs were “aimed” at maiming Africans so that is far from clear why he ought to 
“renounce it.”   He suggested that in the chase for profits many companies were reckless of 
the risks, particularly to disempowered African consumers, which is certainly true. He was 
never reported to have hinted at CIA promotion of any medical theory, although it is hardly 
implausible or unexpected that large Western economic interests such as drug companies 
would have a healthy relationship with major Western intelligence operations. Specter 
characterizes Mbeki as “supporting Duesberg” when in fact what Mbeki insisted upon was 
his right to hear what Duesberg had to say, which is very different from supporting his 
substantive views. Then comes Specter’s perhaps inevitable condescension: “For Mbeki and 
many other South Africans whose world views were defined by their struggle with 
apartheid, it is understandably hard to see white men in lab coats as people who want to 
help them.” This attempt to cast Mbeki within a stereotype of racial rage unfortunately 
overlooks the fact that Duesberg, David Rasnick and the leading “dissidents” with whom 
Mbeki was falsely lumped were equally “white men in lab coats.”  
“In his first years in office Mbeki was openly hostile to the idea of HIV” Specter says-a 
suggestion that is not merely wrong but both incoherent and incomprehensible. In a single 
paragraph Specter suggests that Mbeki “rarely addresses scientific solutions to the AIDS 



epidemic”, preferring to focus on “politics and the injustices done to Africans” but also 
mentions the AIDS Panel set up in June 2000, where the focus was indeed precisely science 
and not politics. These and many other key assertions in Specter’s piece are wild and 
unsubstantiated to an extent hardly seen in the New Yorker.  
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http://www.tc.umn.edu/~raley/research/english/macaulay.html 

 
219 “our own absolute Milan:” TM, Tambo lecture, 11 August 2000: 
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of the ANC, Gumede writes that Mbeki “refuses to speak to the opposition leader or even 
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misquotes the phrase  in question: Mbeki has never referred to Leon as “that politician” but 
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context.  Gumede’s ignorance of Hansard (and even of Google) is conspicuous: Mbeki has 
often referred to Leon, both by name and by position—as Leader of the Opposition. 

 
220 “beautiful mind”:  William Makgoba, Notes for Launch of Witness to AIDS, 7 April, 2005. 
 
220 “rationality and logic”: Edwin Cameron, Witness to AIDS, 107. The moral of the story was 

clearly expressed by Essop Pahad in the period before Makgoba’s redemption through 
attacks on Mbeki: “Let’s be clear about this. These so-called liberals are going to resist. I’m 
not sure that they are even liberals, I would call them conservative-liberals in South Africa 
to be honest with you.  Magkoba, he was hired by these very same people, Charles von 
Onselen, brought from London because in my view they thought here is a nice blackie that 
we could manipulate and when this blackie turned out to be a cheeky black boy they don’t 
like cheeky black boys, the liberals, they never did in this country. I’m talking about South 
African white liberals. So then they went for him because he didn’t turn out to be what they 
wanted him to be and Magkoba in his words and deeds was saying, ‘I want to transform this 
institution’. Now they had hand-picked him and then they turned on him.” Essop Pahad, 
interviewed by Padraig O’Malley, 27 March 1996.  

 
220  “The native doctor’s behaviour”…: Frantz Fanon, A Dying Colonialism (New York: Grove 

Press, 1965), 132.  
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policy 1994-2004: How Can it be Explained?” African Affairs, October, 2005. Butler in turn 



cites M. Swanson, “The sanitation syndrome: bubonic plague and urban native policy in the 
Cape Colony: 1900-1909, Journal of African History, 18, pp387-410 (1977); D Fassin and 
H Schneider, “The politics of AIDS in South Africa: beyond the controversies, British 

Medical Journal, 326, March 2003, 495-98.  
 
220  “In the colonial situation…”: Frantz Fanon, A Dying Colonialism, 139.  
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1900-1933 (London: Pluto Press, 1976), 59.  This reference crosses the page and covers the 
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221 “The colonized person…”: Frantz Fanon, A Dying Colonialism, 126-27.  
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222 “Mbeki was…emotional and irrational…”: William Makgoba, quoted by Anthony Brink, 

Just Say Yes, Mr President. Makgoba’s comment followed Mbeki’s letter to world leaders 
on April 3, 2000 (see page 186 of the main text).  In the journal Science  (June 2000), 
Makgoba initiated the analogy with Nazi history that Cameron would later dignify: ‘When 
politicians want to really interrupt science in a manner that distorts it, I can only think of the 
history of Nazism. Every time this has happened, it's preluded disaster, regimes have 
collapsed, and people have died.’ In April 2000 Makgoba told the same magazine: “His 
credibility as an African leader may suffer from this.’ 

 
222  All sorts of blushing and nervous coughing: Edwin Cameron, interviewed by Gavin Evans, 

said: “you have to put this down to sexual practice, but there is a lack of will about 
confronting this fact and its implications.” Daily Dispatch, “HIV+ judge wants Aids justice, 
13 November, 2001.  

 
222 “How Does It Feel to be a Problem?”: TM, Tambo lecture, 11 August 2000: 

www.info.gov.za/speeches/2000/000811442p1001.htm -  
 
223 “Colonialism therefore…”: Frantz Fanon, quoted by Mbeki, letter to RSR, 1 January, 2006.  

The passage may be found in The Wretched of the Earth (London: Penguin Classics, 2001), 
169-70.  

 
223 “long ago lost count…”: Jonny Steinberg, Business Day, 26 March, 2007. Steinberg rather 

remarkably goes on to suggest, in abject psychobabble, that, while not brutal, Mbeki is 
depressed by the brutality of blacks. Steinberg says nothing of whites, who are implicitly 
presumed non-brutal.  

 
224 “AIDS Babies Die in Pain”: David Beresford, Observer, 20 August, 2000: "A Sussex 

University economics graduate, seen during the years of struggle against apartheid as the 



ANC's arch-diplomat, Mbeki was widely regarded as sophisticated and cosmopolitan," 
Beresford wrote. "Time and experience now offer, however, another perspective--of a man 
whose sensitivity on race points to a previously undiscovered psychological trauma which, 
while deserving of sympathy, makes him among the politicians least qualified to heal past 
wounds." 

 
224 “Diseases and Physical Peculiarities…Diagnosis: Freedom”: Harriet Washington, Medical 

Apartheid, 37. (Emphasis original).  This reference carries over to page 225.  
 
225 “1500 eminent specialists…”: This Encyclopedia entry was drawn to my attention by 

Lawrence Beimiller essay, “Information . . . slightly coloured by prejudice”, Chronicle of 

Higher Education, 28 July, 2006.  
 
225 “What this means…”: TM to RSR, 1 January, 2005. 
 
225 “natural intellectual gifts…”: Edwin Cameron, quoted by Gavin Evans,” Daily Dispatch, 

13 November 2001.  
 
225 “I did not party…”: Edwin Cameron, Witness to AIDS, 121.  Cameron: continued: 

“Poverty, the environment and decadent behaviour cannot explain my illness.”  
 
225  “Had Rudyard Kipling…”: Judge Willem Van der Merwe, quoted in Cape Times, 9 May, 

2006.  
 
224  “What do you say…”: Reinhard Sanders and Bernth Lindfors Eds., Ngugi wa Thiong’o 

Speaks (Oxford: James Currey, 2006) 253.  Wa Thiongo, in turns out, replied on Kipling as 
Said replies on Joseph Conrad and indeed on Kipling: “Well, I don’t know much about 
Kipling, but I would say that some of his poetry and stories come alive only when, despite 
his sympathies for imperialism, they capture contradictions in imperialism.”   As with 
Joseph Conrad, for whom Edward Said, Eskia Mphahlele and others from the resistance 
tradition have a cautious and watchful regard, Kipling is a touchstone figure, whether Judge 
Van der Merwe realized it or not.  Kipling, like Conrad, lends himself to progressive or 
deeply racist invocation, varying with context and occasion.  In the context of the Zuma 
case and Van der Merwe’s findings, the Judge’s invocation of Kipling was plainly 
objectionable, as commentators noted at the time.  The point was to suggest that the native 
would “be a man” when he could control his urges.  The invocation of Kipling, the known 
bard of imperialism, transformed a personal point about Zuma into a representative or 
emblematic truth about natives in general.    

 
225  “[T]he bigger tragedy…”: Karima Brown and Vukani Mde, Business Day, 10 May, 2006.  
 
226: “lingering Imperial anthropology…”: Brian Rostron, Cape Times, 19 May, 2006.  
 
226 “Africans didn’t really…”: David Leonhardt, “The Future of Economics Isn’t so dismal”, 

New York Times, 10 January, 2007. This reference crosses to page 227 and covers the Ostler 
references there. 



 
227 “did any analysis…”: William Easterly, The White Man’s Burden, 245.  In particular this 

meant the neglect of early and vigorous prevention efforts in favour of eye-catching 
treatment programmes. 

  
227 “Whatever the circumstances…”: TM, ANC Today, 22 October, 2004. 
 
227 “the official sexualisation…”: The report, authored by US researchers David Gisselquist 

and Mariette Corea, was covered by the Weekend Argus, 28 October 2006 in a report lifted 
from AFP.  

 
228 “The history of civil society…”: Mahmood Mamdani, Citizen and Subject (London: James 

Currey, 1996), 19-20.  Xolela Mangcu of course romanticizes civil society, Business Day 7 
June 2007: “Mbeki has run this country like a chess master — outsmarting and checkmating 
opponents at every turn. I’m sure that’s fun while it lasts but it’s certainly no way to run a 
country with a vocal and strong civil society such as ours. The African National Congress 
(ANC) speaks a big game about building a developmental state. But how do you build such 
a state in the midst of such fraught relationships between government and civil society?”  
Mangcu cannot see that civil society itself is, to an extent, one of the plural powers (not 
singular power) that dominate at postcolonial society, and towards which the intellectual is 
obliged to adopt a stern telling of truth.  

 
228 “unbearable whiteness…”: Shadi Rapitso, “Spat Puts Focus on TAC Official”, City Press, 

23 April, 2006. “Is she just a face? This is the question that has consistently been asked 
about the position of TAC general secretary Sipho Mthatathi.” The article said that 
questions had arisen because whereas Achmat was the centre of all TAC activities as 
Mthathi’s predecessor, Mthathi has declined an invitation to attend a UN on the government 
delegation, insisting that two more TAC members and an AIDS Law Project member 
should also be accredited. See also, Edwin Naidu, “TAC has let the side down in declining 
invite to indaba”, Sunday Independent, 23April, 2006. “Simply, the TAC and ALP could 
not accept her presence at the indaba because they do not have confidence in her.  She 
[Mthathi] is the secretary-general. She was chosen democratically. Therefore her position  
should have been respected.” See also, “Wits Students in call to Boot Cameron off Varsity  
Council” City Press, 29 April, 2007: “They accuse [Cameron] of presiding over the 
exclusion of black students on financial grounds, steep fee increments and the ousting of a 
former vice-chancellor”, Norma Reid, whom the students described as “progressive.” 
Themba Masondo, Wits SASCO chairperson “said students felt that the council needed to 
be transformed and this should begin with the removal of Cameron from the body.”  

 
 
228 “white-dominated NGO sector…”:  “[I]t is curious that even the most ardent capitalist 

nations funnel few if any resources toward local industries and profit centres related to 
health. Ministries of Health on poor countries face increasing competition from NGOs and 
relief agencies, but almost none from their local private sectors.” Laurie Garrett, Foreign 

Affairs, January/February, 2007, 30. John Illife notes that “The ANC regime [sic] in South 
Africa largely excluded NGOs-often white-controlled-from policy formulation in which 



they had shared before 1994 . . .” The tensions are clear, even in Illife’s own prose (the 
“ANC regime” was and is democratic and was at that time a coalition of national unity, not 
purely ANC; even today it is a coalition including Azapo). John Illife, The African AIDS 

Epidemic, 102. The broader context was the democratic government’s determination to 
ensure the accountability of inward flows of AID money, to ensure rational macroeconomic 
and other planning.  

 
229 Mike Ellis as paraphrased by the Natal Witness, cited by Anthony Brink, Just Say Yes Mr 

President (unpublished manuscript).  
 
229  “After all…”: TM, during the famous exchange letters with DA leader Tony Leon, July, 

2000.  The block quotation from Mbeki lower down the page and the one on page 230 (“Let 
me assure…”) are also from Mbeki’s side of that correspondence. 

 
229 “Trust me…”: London Economist, Survey of Pharmaceuticals, 18 June, 2005. The danger 

of poor drug safety through regulatory capture arises in the ordinary course and progress of 
the profit motive, whether within or outside of the AIDS context. It needs no spooky  
conspiracy. Thus the Sunday Times reported on contact lenses: “Ophthalmic Innovations  
Incorporated is accused of dumping a shipment of defective water-based lenses on 
unsuspecting South African ophthalmologists.” Simpiwe Piliso, “An Eye for an Eye”, 
Sunday Times, 7 August, 2005. Blinding people, for profit. For similar reasons, fake or 
expired drugs are imported into Nigeria in what is that country’s single most urgent 
healthcare crisis. New York Times, 14 August, 2005 insert in Sunday Times Lifestyle]. Drug 
companies, like all companies, are tempted to cheat consumers in order to maximize profits. 
Hence the elementary imperative of proper government regulation, a function that has been 
assailed by the tone and hysteria of the South African AIDS-drug agitation.  Many large 
healthcare disasters-from the recent Vioxx painkiller scandals to the earlier DES,  
Thalidomide and other scandals-have needed no conspiracy, just the remorseless logic of 
profit-seeking at the expense of consumers. In August, 2005 an American court found that 
Merck & Co. were liable for wrongfully causing the death of a consumer with its painkiller, 
Vioxx. According to the Wall Street Journal in an article headlined “Vioxx Verdict Stokes a 
Backlash Against Drug Industry and FDA” (carried by Johannesburg’s City Press, 28 
August, 2005): “the jurors who handed Merck its stunning defeat in the first Vioxx case said 
they were deeply troubled by internal documents suggesting the company had suspected but 
suppressed the risk Vioxx could lead to heart attacks, even as it pushed the medicine in 
high-profile advertising campaigns.” In the aftermath of the Vioxx verdict, wrote the 
Journal, “[b]oth the industry and its regulators, particularly the U.S. Food and Drug 
Administration, are adopting a more cautious approach, which will probably slow the 
arrival of new treatments to the market.” The Journal placed matters in perspective:  
This latest focus on medical risks has its precedents, stretching back to birth defects linked 
to thalidomide nearly 50 years ago. The current bout of public concern dates from last 
summer [2004] and accusations, which drug companies denied, that they had suppressed 
clinical trials showing a risk of suicidal behaviour in children taking antidepressants. Then 
serious risks emerged for Vioxx, which was so heavily advertised, it had become a 
household name . . . Reports on payments drug companies make to doctors, turning them 
into sales forces for their products, have heightened public distrust.  



Now regulators, consumers and doctors are questioning some of the fundamental practices 
of the industry, including how it studies and makes known to the public safety issues with 
widely prescribed medicines . . . The issue has focused intense scrutiny on how drug 
companies disclose data on both the benefits and side effects of their products. Trust has 
eroded in the process by which new medicines are tested and approved for the market. 
(Italics added).  

 
230 Let me assure you: TM, exchange of letters with Tony Leon, July, 2000.  Mbeki’s 

insistence on regulatory vigilance was hardly eccentric, nor anti-Western.  It is an 
elementary part of progressive politics everywhere.  The Farewell Address delivered by 
United States President Eisenhower on 17 January, 1961 is a landmark of the American left 
for Eisenhower’s warning against the perils of allowing American democracy to fall into the 
grip of the “military-industrial congressional complex.”  In a less famous portion of that 
famous speech, Eisenhower added: “Yet, in holding scientific research and discovery in 
respect, as we should, we must also be alert to the equal and opposite danger that public 
policy could itself become captive of a scientific-technological elite.”  Eisenhower, quoted 
by Paul Dickson, Think Tanks: An inside report on the remarkable idea factories…that have 

made the brain business America’s newest, and perhaps most fateful, industry (New York: 
Ballantine Books, 1971), p47.      
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governing the ethics of clinical trials was now in draft form, and had been under negotiation 
for more than two years. It would be presented to Parliament soon, she said. I wondered 
whether the legislation had not come too late for the patients at Kalafong. Clearly it would 
be important to have such legislation in place before clinical trials of drugs that the 
government itself alleges can be toxic should be allowed to proceed. As it turns out, the 
ethical guidelines currently in force were drafted in the 1960s, a time when high  
ethical standards did not prevail in South Africa. This only deepened my suspicion that the  
Ministry of Health might have been distracted by the AIDS dissidents and was failing to 
expedite far more important issues.” Helen Epstein, “The Mystery of AIDS in South 
Africa”, New York Review of Books, 20 July, 2000. Epstein’s jaundiced “suspicions” are 
ideological gloss; the fact is that she reports an initiative swiftly taken to remedy a 
regulatory defect that was highlighted by the Virodine debacle.  

 
231 “[t]he bad news…”: Harriet Washington, Medical Apartheid, 389.  The reference extends 
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drug cocktails is more than $10,000 per patient, and these days the only way a poor HIV-
positive South African can obtain them is by participating in a clinical trial sponsored by 
one of the large Western pharmaceutical companies that make the drugs. These  
companies test their drugs in Africa because there are so many HIV-positive people there 
who have never taken anti-retroviral drugs before. Such patients are unlikely to have 
developed resistance to any of the individual drugs in the cocktails, and this gives the 
cocktails a better chance of success, which in turn allows the companies to obtain clearer 
results. At present hundreds of such trials are underway across the country, and HIV-
positive South Africans seem eager to sign up for them. “People are desperate,” Florence 
Ngobeni of the Township AIDS Project in Soweto told me. “There is so much confusion 



and fear.” A doctor who runs clinical trials of AIDS drugs at the University of Pretoria told 
me that she has no trouble finding participants.“They come to me,”she said. Helen 
Epstein,“The Mystery ofAIDS in South Africa,” New York Review of Books, 20 July, 2000. 
Epstein records that the trials she came across were being run by an American company. 
But when the American company denied aspects of the facts she had found, she accepted 
these denials at face value and then speculated, or rather wildly insinuated, that these might 
have been South African government run trials.  

 
231 “we cannot afford…”: Dr M. Chaza, City Press, 25 February, 2007.  
 
232 “Fully one hundred years later…”: See, Harriet Washington, Medical Apartheid, (Chapter 

7: “What Happenend at Tuskegee?”), pp157-185. 
 
232 “People are hungry…:”: Wonder Hlongwa, “Medical research trial guinea pigs contract 

HIV”, City Press, 4 February, 2007.  
 
232 “I]t was a myth…”: TAC, quoted by News 24, 7 February, 2007.  
 
233  “was running about 400…”: Celia Farber, Serious Adverse Events, 288.  
 
233  ANC Today, 17 December, 2004. Celia Farber, citing Fishbein, correctly suggests that “The 

HIV/NET affair is not ‘about’ nevirapine or even AIDS, but about the conduct of the federal 
government, which has been entrusted to do research on human beings and to uphold basic 
standards of clinical safety and accuracy.” Celia Farber, Serious Adverse Events, 305. Joe 
Amon of Human Rights Watch points me to US State Department information meant to 
counter what the State Department called “Exaggerated concerns about anti-AIDS drug 
nevirapine”, http://usinfo.state.gov/media/Archive/2005/Jan/14-954432.html. But this 
information does not deal with the documentary, procedural (and thus regulatory) failings of 
the Uganda study in any convincing detail. Amon warns against assuming “an equivalence 
between US regulatory requirements and safety and efficacy. Not the same thing.” This is 
correct: a drug approved by US regulators might well be unsafe (as Vioxx) while an 
unapproved one might in theory be safe and efficacious. It may well be that despite the 
flawed Uganda trial the drug has turned out, after all, to be safe and effective, as was the 
explicit premise of the South African Constitutional Court’s order for nevirapine provision 
in 2002. But this good fortune (if indeed it exists) hardly reduces the importance of the 
clinical safety and accuracy standards that seen to have failed in the Uganda testing case. 
After a convoluted bureaucratic process involving devastating audits of the Uganda  
procedures, the core findings of the Uganda study were upheld in controversial 
circumstances by the Institute of Medicine (IOM), a quasi-governmental body staffed by 
people who had conflicts of interest both collegial and financial with those whose work they 
were meant to oversee.  Associated Press reported on 14 March, 2005 that six of the nine 
IOM panellists were funded by the National Institutes of Health (subject of the 
investigation) in amounts ranging between $125,000 and $2million. The regulatory failure 
concerning the nevirapine Uganda study therefore remains unconvincingly resolved t this 
day.  



By 2006, moreover, South African AIDS workers were worried about the 
ineffectiveness of the South African court-ordered nevirapine programme, particularly 
given the broader systemic problems of healthcare delivery-precisely the difficulties Mbeki 
sought to raise (see, Belinda Beresford, Mail & Guardian, 15 September, 2006).  
Amon also overlooked the polemical and argumentative weight that the South African 
AIDS drug lobby itself places on the supposed safety and efficacy findings made by 
Western regulators. “Why is our government monkeying around when the Americans say 
it’s safe” is the run of this colonial logic. The logic additionally tends to exclude precisely 
the attention to context that might frustrate, in Africa, a treatment option that has had good 
effects in the different administrative and socio-economic context of the West.  
The second source on the nevirapine debacle proffered by Amon was openly tendentious:  
“The African National Congress, the governing party of South Africa, which has long been  
opposed to greater availability of antitretrovirals [sic], seized on the press accounts [of the  
Uganda trial fiasco] to charge, in the 17 December issue of ANC Today, that with single 
dose nevirapine Africans are being “used as guinea pigs.” 
http://www.bmj.com/cgi/content/full/330/7482/61-a?etoc. If the Uganda study was in fact 
under a cloud (as it still is), then patients were in effect in a treatment-cum-trial scenario, 
despite the impression they may have had that the Uganda testing duly underwrote the 
safety of their treatment regime. This might accurately be described as using them as guinea 
pigs. The ANC website was therefore correct. The BMJ website also pointed out that 
proceedings were underway to fire Fishbein. In fact these proceedings were not in the end 
sustained and he was transferred.  

 
234 prima facie implausible: On 4 June 2005 Alan Ryan, Warden of New College Oxford, 

reviewed a book called University, INC: The Corporate Corruption of Higher Education by 
Jennifer Washburn. Ryan explained to readers of the Financial Times (under the headline 
“Inside Stories of the Ivy League”): “Performing the ‘truth function’ is not easy . . . [M]ight 
the public have grounds for thinking that, if private sponsors fund research, the quality of 
what is produced should be more carefully policed than at present? When more than 90 per 
cent of papers reporting sponsored research into the effectiveness of drugs report positive 
findings and only 60 per cent of nonsponsored research do so, anxiety about the corruption 
of the researcher’s judgment-even inadvertent-is not misplaced.” (emphasis added).  
While much is made of the need for drug companies to recoup their supposedly magnificent  
research and development budgets through secure intellectual property rights, they in fact 
spend far more on pushing drugs through advertising. “The past decade has seen a massive 
rise in pharmaceutical marketing, to the point where a firm such as Novartis is spending 
around 33% of sales on promotion, compared with about 19% on R&D” wrote the 
Economist in its “Survey of Pharmaceuticals” on 18 June, 2005.  

Adopting precisely the reasoning that Cameron sought to dismiss as “conspiracy 
thinking” the same Economist survey quoted a report on the 1960 American congressional 
hearings into Big Pharma: “. . . It has been argued that the drug companies have spent an 
unreasonable portion of their budget in order to indoctrinate doctors so that they would 
prescribe high priced trade-marked products . . . Senator Edward Kennedy, a long-time 
critic of the industry, has a simple formula for categorizing drug firms: he reckons that a 
third of them have the public interest at heart, a third are motivated by greed, and a third are 
somewhere in between.  



But to the AIDS-drug lobby, all pharma professionals are well-intentioned and “reputable.” 
In subsequent years the balance between healthcare priorities and profit-seeking only 
worsened, according to The Economist: “In the 1960s and 1970s, the first wave of 
blockbuster drugs for ulcers and high blood pressure came to market, drugs that treat-or 
even prevent-chronic conditions and are therefore taken for years. This was a fundamental 
change from an earlier generation of drugs that tackled acute ailments such as bacterial 
infections. The 1980s brought more new pharmaceuticals, for depression, cancer and nasty 
viruses, such as HIV . . . [W]hite coats started to give way to dark suits in the boardroom as 
a new generation of SEOs from the commercial side of the business took over from 
scientists and doctors . . . Much of the mess some of the big pharmaceutical companies have 
found themselves in over the past few years is a consequence of those heady days . . . 
Marketing practices are now under scrutiny, and drug companies stand accused of rushing 
drugs to market on the back of inadequate studies and withholding information about their 
drawbacks from patients and physicians” (emphasis added).  
While academics are rolling in drug company funds, Cameron writes: “Likewise with 
academics: the very concept of the ‘ivory tower’, often so derided, confers public standing, 
since it is precisely the distance from the processes and exercise of power that vests  
academic insights and pronouncements with credibility and hence with authority.” Edwin  
Cameron, University of South Africa — Official Opening of the Academic Year 2005, 26 
January, 2005. Cameron’s picture of the ideal academic in ivoried bliss bears a comic if any 
relation to the drug-funded reality of pharmaceutical research in academia.  

 
234 “That events happen not for the reasons…”: Edwin Cameron, Witness to AIDS, 91-92. In 

the context of the well-documented regulatory abuse that has since emerged and that was 
ongoing while Mbeki took the positions he did, Cameron’s dismissal of such concerns as 
paranoid or conspiracy thinking-let alone analogous to holocaust denial, anti-Semitism and 
white supremacy-was outrageous. Chomsky: “That’s the opposite of conspiracy theory, it’s 
just normal institutional analysis, the kind of analysis you do automatically when you’re 
trying to understand how the world works. For people to call it ‘conspiracy theory’ is part of 
the effort to prevent an understanding of how the world works, in my view-’conspiracy 
theory’ has become the intellectual equivalent of a four-letter word: it’s something people 
say when they don’t want you to think about what’s really going on.” Noam  
Chomsky Understanding Power (New York: Vintage, 2003), 26.  

 
234 “aid agencies skew…”: William Easterly, The White Man’s Burden, 262.  
 
234 “a paranoid discourse”: Pieter Fourie, The Political Management of HIV and AIDS in 

South Africa, 177. Then the American Food and Drug Administration was paranoid, on the 
Cameron-Fourie logic: On 22 March, 2007 the Washington Post reported: “The Food and 
Drug Administration said yesterday that it plans to make extensive changes in how it selects 
medical experts to serve on its advisory panels after years of complaints that many  
of them have financial ties to the companies whose products they evaluate. The proposal 
would eliminate many experts who serve on the panels despite having such financial 
conflicts, FDA officials said. Experts with limited conflicts of interest would be allowed to 
participate in the discussions but not to vote on the recommendations made to the agency.”  
Nicky Oppenheimer, who knows a bit about the pursuit of money, was presumably paranoid 



as well when he outlined the very first of his ten rules for accelerating development in 
Africa:  ‘First, beware those bearing gifts.  The business of aid has become just that, a 
business.  From the non-governmental (NGOs) professing to speak for Africans to 
consulants bearing high-altitude plans, their interests are as much in themselves as in their 
professed target, their constituents more often the donors than the African recipients . .  . 
For many, their funding depends on the existence of African crises.’  Nicky Oppenheimer, 
Business Day, 4 June, 2007, excerpt from address to the Royal United Services Institute in 
London. 
The point is put with trenchant incisiveness by Jean Baudrillard in The Illusion of the End 
(California: Stanford University Press 1994), p67 in an essay called “Catastrophe 
Management”:  “The South is a natural producer of raw materials, the latest of which is 
catastrophe.  The North, for its part, specializes in the reprocessing of raw materials and 
hence also in the reprocessing of catastrophe.  Bloodsucking protection, humanitarian 
interference, Médecins sans frontiers, international solidarity, etc.  The last phase of 
colonialism: The New Sentimental Order is merely the latest form of the New World Order.  
Other people’s destitution becomes our adventure playground.  Thus, the humanitarian 
offensive aimed at the Kurds—a show of repentance on the part of the Western powers after 
allowing Saddam Hussein to crush them—is in reality merely the second phase of the war, a 
phase in which charitable intervention finishes off the work of extermination.”  
 

234 “is not working”: 55 Belinda Beresford, Mail & Guardian, 15 September, 2006.  
 
235 “what Mbeki coaxed…”: Jonny Steinberg, Business Day, 6 November, 2006.  This covers 

all Steinberg’s references to Mbeki on this page.  
 
235  “many black people…”: Nadine Gordimer, quoted by Ronald Suresh Roberts, No Cold 

Kitchen: A Biography of Nadine Gordimer (Johannesburg: STE Publishers, 2005), 591. 
Gordimer added: “What’s gone wrong with the male psyche. You can’t tell me that there 
can be irresistible desire involved in raping an ugly old farm vrou of eighty. And the return 
of the repressed theory (which was mine for some time) is not the answer, is it, when a 
black man rapes his own 11-year-old daughter, or a 3-year-old who  
has been sent to the corner shop to buy sugar.” Gordimer, quoted by Roberts, No Cold 

Kitchen, 607. This is the sort of phantasm that JM Coetzee has long analysed. Coetzee 
indulges in no such nonsense. He mocks it and, worse, viscerally abhors it. This is how, in 
Waiting for the Barbarians, the country magistrate in fact dismisses, rather than cowering 
before, rumours of native sexual atrocities: “Of this unrest I myself saw nothing. In private I 
observed that once in every generation, without fail, there is an episode of hysteria about the 
barbarians. There is no woman living along the frontier who has not dreamed of a dark 
barbarian hand coming from under her bed to grip her ankle, no man who has not frightened 
himself with visions of the barbarians carousing in his home, breaking the plates, setting fire 
to the curtains, raping his daughters. These dreams are the consequence of too much ease. 
Show me the barbarian army and I will believe.” (8)  

 
235 “I find myself faced…”: NG to Said, 13 September 2000, quoted by Ronald Suresh Roberts, 

No Cold Kitchen, 591.  
 



236 “a leader who has lost faith”: Jonny Steinberg, Business Day, 26 March, 2007.  
 
236 Let it be scorched…”: Lewis Lapham, Waiting for the Barbarians (New York: Verso, 

1997), 138.  Such a outrage was the world that Steinberg is genuinely (and comically) 
mystified to find clever orthodox commentators anthing but gatvol with Mbeki.  See, 
Steinberg, “Anthropology of Low Expectations”, Business Day 5 June, 2007:  “As I read his 
book, I grew increasingly uncomfortable. I could not forget that Fassin himself was aligned 
with orthodoxy, and thus [sic: non sequitur] believed Mbeki to have made a terrible mistake 
about a great epidemic.  What does it mean to write so generous and forgiving an 
anthropology of so large a mistake?”  Steinberg neurotically overstates the alleged 
“mistake” when, without argument or evidence, he labels Mbeki a dissident. That much is 
clear from my main text.   More interesting, for this footnote, is Steinberg’s objection to the 
generosity that he claims to see in Fassin.  Steinberg specifically opposes any generosity 
towards Mbeki on the AIDS issue.  Steinberg’s own temperament is the vindictive one.  He 
is is signed up member of the anti-Mbeki vendetta wagon to which Zackie Achmat 
confessed (see p206 of the main text).  Steinberg’s confession in this essay is more subtle, 
but equally clear.   

 
236 Mbeki’s own conduct…: William Mervin Gumede, Thabo Mbeki and the Battle for the Soul 

of the ANC (Cape Town: Zebra, 2005), p247.  
 
236 comments upon the death of PW Botha:  TM, ANC Today, 3 November 2006.  Mbeki 

praised Botha for helping to initiate a “peace of the brave”, with Nelson Mandela in the 
Eighties. 

 
237  “I survived…”: Edwin Cameron, Witness to AIDS, 154.  Nicoli Nattrass, After Deputy 

Health Minister Nozizwe Madlala-Routledge referred to “denialism at the highest level”, a 
comment interpreted by some as an attack on Mbeki, a mystified Nicoli Nattrass 
commented in her book, Mortal Combat, that the Deputy Minister’s “comments have so far 
gone unpunished.”    

 
237 invents…constitutional practice: Wikipedia, accessed 5 April, 2007. Nicoli Nattrass writes 

of a “cabinet revolt” in Mortal Combat, p118.  See also, Xolela Mangcu, Business Day, 5 
April, 2007: “in our approach to HIV/AIDS we have demonstrated that we are bigger than 
any one individual.”  

 
238  “Judge Cameron blasts…”: Cape Times, 16 November, 2006.  
 
238 Cameron claims…: Cameron wrote that in the lead up to his public comments the debate 

was “not of theoretical import only. Its real consequence was life-affecting-and all too 
desperately immediate.” He realized that his criticism, including the analogy made between 
the Mbeki government and holocaust denial “may raise genuine and important issues 
relating to judicial participation in politically current debates. . . . My view is that judicial 
office requires those assuming it to accept some limitation on how openly and fully they can 
participate in public debate on contentious current political issues. . . .[U]nless there is 
compelling justification, the less judges say the better. . . Given the just inhibitions that bind 



those holding office in a democratic state, I accept that I should not have done so unless I 
had compelling justification.” Cameron, Witness to AIDS, 103, 146, 149, 150, 153, 155. 
Even assuming very that Cameron might have believed such “rare justification” as he calls 
it existed in 2001, he could not possibly have had such a view in November, 2007. If the 
former was disingenuous, the latter was plainly gratuitous.  

 

 

 

 

CHAPTER 10: “MASSA DAY DONE”: MBEKI’S NEW BLACK CRITICS 

 
242 “Colonialism will also…”: Frantz Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth (London: Penguin 

Classics, 2001), 109.  
 
242 “The collaborator…”: TM, Reviewing Umkhonto we Sizwe: The Road to the Left, by 

Rivonia Trial turncoat, Bruno Mtolo.  Mbeki was thus not innovating when he returned to 
this old theme in his Inaugural ZK Matthews Memorial Lecture, University of Fort Hare, 12 
October, 2001 and said: “There are those, among us, who have been ‘taught from books of 
the same (racist) bias, trained by Caucasians of the same prejudices or by Negroes of 
enslaved minds, one generation of Negro teachers after another that have served for no 
higher purpose than to do what they are told to do.’  To quote Carter Woodson, these have 
studied in schools of theology where the Bible is interpreted by those who have justified 
segregation; law schools where they are told that they belong to the most criminal element 
in the country; medical schools where they are likewise convinced of their inferiority by 
being reminded of their role as germ carriers; schools where they learn a history that 
pictures black people as human beings of the lower order, unable to subject passion to 
reason.”  

 
242 “even produces intellectuals…”:  TM, ANC Today, 12 December 2003.  
 
242 “the people…”  Frantz Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth, 115.  
 
243 “I assumed…”:  WEB Du Bois, quoted by Jabulani Sikhakhane, Business Report, 30 

January, 2007.  
 
243 “eulogized by the imperialist power”: Anton Lembede quoted at Gail Gerhart, Black Power 

in South Africa: The Evolution of an Ideology (Berkeley: University of California Press, 
1978), 74.  

 
243 “nice independent relationship…”:  George W. Bush, Economist, 5 February, 2005: pro-

Bush journalists had been in the pay of Bush allies and government money had been used to 
pre-package items that then went out on local television stations as “news.” The same stunt 
was also pulled in Iraq: “The Los Angeles Times has revealed details of an astonishing 
multi-million dollar covert plan to plant articles favourable to the US military in Iraqi 
newspapers. The articles were written by military staff in the Pentagon, then processed 
through a Washington public relations firm.” Alastair Sparks, Star, 15 December,  



2005.  
 
243 “are often dubbed…”: Sandile Memela, Mail & Guardian, 5 May, 2006.  
 
243 “will be condemned…”: TM to RSR, 1 January, 2006.  
 
244 “It also amused me…”: Peter Bruce, Business Day, 5 September, 2005. 
 
244 Sartre opened his preface: Jean-Paul Sartre, opening words of Preface to Frantz Fanon, The 

Wretched of the Earth: “Not so very long ago, the earth numbered two thousand million 
inhabitants: five hundred million men, and one thousand five hundred million natives. The 
former had the Word; the others had the use of it. Between the two there were hired 
kinglets, overlords and bourgeoisie, sham from beginning to end, which served as go-
betweens. In the colonies the truth stood naked, but the citizens of the mother country 
preferred it with clothes on: the native had to love them, something in the way mothers are 
loved. The European elite undertook to manufacture a native elite. They picked out 
promising adolescents; they branded them, as with a red hot iron,  
with the principles of western culture; they stuffed their mouths full with high-sounding 
phrases, grand glutinous words that stuck to the teeth. After a short stay in the mother 
country, they were sent home, white-washed. These walking lies has nothing left to say to 
their brothers; they only echoed. From Paris, from London, from Amsterdam we would 
utter the words ‘Parthenon! Brotherhood!’ and somewhere in Africa or Asia lips would 
open ‘ . . . thenon! . . . therhood!’ It was the golden age. It came to an end; the mouths 
opened by themselves; the yellow and black voices still spoke of our humanism but only to 
reproach us with our inhumanity . . .”  

 
244 “naked traffic in anti-Indian racism”:  In a Sunday Times letter published on 16 July 2006 

Minister Pallo Jordan summarized: “On [last] Sunday, we were treated to an opinion piece, 
‘Getting back our morality’ (July 9), from the pen of the editor of the Sunday Times himself, 
reporting a conversation among himself and what he calls the ‘Gucci revolutionaries’. ‘We 
all know,’ he tells us one of these nouveaux riches declared, to the assent of the others, ‘that 
everyone has their Indian.’” Jordan opened his letter by asking Makhanya: “As whose 
Indian was Babla Saloojee detained, tortured and finally murdered by the apartheid  
regime in 1964? As whose Indian was Billy Nair charged and sentenced to a 20-year term 
on Robben Island? As whose Indian was Ahmed Timol detained, tortured and murdered in 
1973? As whose Indian did Mac Maharaj take charge of and lead Operation Vulindlela in 
1988?” Jordan added that “at no point in his scribblings does the editor challenge these 
views, let alone censure them” . Jordan explained his concern: “The words of the editor’s 
Gucci-clad drinking buddies feed off and feed into a deeply racist image of Indian South 
Africans as parasitic, corrupt and/or corrupting; an image not markedly different from that 
which anti-Semites purvey about Jews. Not only is this deeply offensive and hurtful to its 
victims, but it could incite and reinforce racist images of our fellow citizens of a sort that 
have led to bloody pogroms as recently as the ‘80s. Even worse is the suggestion, barely 
concealed in the opinion piece, that the entire leadership of the democratic movement and 
the government, from Madiba down, is entwined in dubious relationships with Indian or 
white South Africans, who expect favours in return for their friendship. Again, these might 



be the views of the editor’s Gucci-clad interlocutors but unless the editor shares them, he is 
obliged to at least question their validity.”  

The entire anti-Indian line of logic expressed by Makhanya’s friends was not a 
personal eccentricity.  It was demonstrably part of a certain tradition.  Makhanya’s insults 
were precisely akin to that earlier expressed by the know neo-colonialist, RW Johnson. 
Johnson was rebuked in the pages of Business Day (12 September, 2003) in a joint letter by 
Helen Suzman and Lawrence Schlemmer, his successor at the Suzman Foundation. Under 
the headline “Johnson’s Racial Slur Dismays Us” Suzman and Schlemmer wrote that they 
felt “obliged to take sharp issue” with Johnson’s comment in his Business Day column, that 
Indians (“our enterprising Asian countrymen” was his exact phrase) had “captured” the 
post-1994 government. “Since he is described as a former director of the Helen Suzman 
Foundation, we as patron and current director of the foundation have to distance ourselves, 
and the foundation, from these comments as emphatically as we can” Suzman and 
Schlemmer wrote. But then why had they appointed him in the first place? Makhanya is 
hardly less offensive simply because he is black, particularly when anti-Indian racism is in 
issue; he is not himself Indian; and the mutual racism of black nd Indian in KwaZulu-Natal 
has such deep and even violent roots.  

 
244 “discourse of the Ku Klux Klan: Makhanya’s Sunday Times repeatedly resorts for insult (as 

it happens, in my own case) to the term “Carpetbagger”, which “is a foundation term in the 
vocabulary of American white supremacy, a language within which a pregnant black was a 
‘breeding one’ while her children were called ‘foals’ . . . No less an organization than the 
Ku Klux Klan earned much of its fearsome reputation through its violent attacks upon 
‘carpetbaggers’, as in the climax of Birth of a Nation (1915), an acknowledged classic of 
American film-and also of American racism.” Ronald Suresh Roberts, “Notes from My 
Carpetbag”, Molotov Cocktail, March, 2007 (reproduced in full as Appendix 3 to the main 
text).  

 
244 “normal whites”:  See, Mondli Makhanya, “No Sense in Embracing old racists while 

alienating ‘normal’ whites”, Sunday Times, 19 November 2006 where Makhanya 
characterized white illiberals as free of historical sin. A few months later, after Makhanya 
had returned to this theme, the ANC website characterized his views as a “determined 
ignorance” on issues of race. The website identified Makhanya’s writing as a typical 
evasive gesture from within the imperialist tradition.  The website’s book reviewer, AFY 
Tau, reviewing Melissa Steyn’s Whiteness Just Isn’t What it Used to Be: White Identity in a 

Changing South Africa (Albany: State University of New York Press, 2001), wrote: ‘The 
Sunday Times editorial of 18 March 2007 typifies this tendency [of “determined ignorance”] 
in its critique of President Thabo Mbeki’s online letter in ANC Today of the same week[,] 
when the paper’s editor, Mondli Makhanya, makes, among others, the extraordinary 
assertion that racism is now a phenomenon of “[a few] atypical whites who still call blacks 
‘kaffirs’”… In the introduction of the book, Steyn notes this tendency - “of considerable 
resistance to talking about race as a social category” - represented, in part, by questions 
such as “Aren’t we beyond this?”’  

 
245 “to see black opportunism in action…”: The tone and cordiality of the Malala-Khumalo 

This Day era, opportunistically at odds with their subsequent illiberal period, are sufficiently 



summed up by the front page photograph with which the newspaper was launched: Malala 
and the newspaper’s Nigerian owners on a courtesy call to Mbeki as they opened shop.  

 
245  “according to one wit…”: Tim Cohen, Business Day, 3 November, 2004.  
 
245 soon afterwards joined and served…”: Malala’s first noticeable foray after the collapse of 

This Day was a Financial Mail cover story that personally attacked Mbeki, said to be 
prisoner to “A SENSE OF SIEGE”, 4 February, 2005.  

 
245 The first thing…inside the forts: Noel Mostert, Frontiers: The Epic of South Africa’s 

Creation and the Tragedy of the Xhosa People (London: Pimlico, 1992), 22, 1064, 1079. 
“The loyal Mfengu were left outside to confront the massed Xhosa, their women and 
children and cattle sheltering against the walls, the fighting men forward of them. Noel 
Mostert, Frontiers, 884. (The date in the text was altered to 1847 by an energetic 
proofreader.  It ought to read 1487, during the explorations that preceded settlement). 

 
245 “It is as though Judas…”: 18 TM (As JJ Jabulani), “The Case for the Persecution” African 

Communist (2nd Quarter, 1968), p32.  
 
246 “Massa is not a racial term…put down any other slave rebellions”:  Eric Williams rpt in 

Cudjoe Ed., Eric Williams Speaks: Essays on Colonialism and Independence (Wellesley: 
Calaloux Publications, 1993), 247.  

 
246 “will go down in the historical annals…”: Colin A. Palmer, Eric Williams and the Making 

of the Modern Caribbean (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Pres, 2006), 23.  
 
246 I’m convinced…”: Jean Bertrand Aristide, interviewed by Peter Hallward, Damming the 

Flood: Haiti and the Politics of Containment (London: Verso, forthcoming, 2007).  
 
247 Miyeni’s brilliant book: Eric Miyeni, O’Mandingo! The Only Black at a Dinner Party 

(Johannesburg: Jacana, 2006), 53: “This important black man had been the only black for so 
long that his importance was now partially defined by being the only black in white circles.” 
Ralph Ellison played a similar role, at a rather more grand level, in the context of the 
American Cold War, according to Phyllis Rose in an essay headlined “The Impulse to 
Exclude”. Relying upon a biography of Ellison by Arnold Rampersad, Rose wrote in The 

American Scholar (Spring, 2007): “America needed a black writer of stature who was 
actively opposed to Communism. It needed someone who spoke for racial equality 
vigorously but not threateningly, who could make speeches, write essays, talk on panels, 
participate actively in the intellectual life of the nation.  America needed Ellison, but it 
didn’t need him to be a novelist. It needed him to be a spokesman, a public intellectual, and 
that is what he became. In silence and cunning was how Joyce imagined forging the 
conscience of his race. Ellison’s fate was to be a talking head, beautifully dressed, elegant 
and articulate, impeccably clubbable-the perfect gentleman he’d seen on screen and 
imagined in his childhood. He was also a gatekeeper. In every group he belonged to, he 
was, almost invariably, the only person of color, and Rampersad provides some evidence 
that he wanted it to stay that way. He put little effort into bringing other black members into 



his favorite clubs, the Century and the American Academy of Arts and Letters. There’s an 
old joke about admitting the first Jew to the country club. Smith and Jones agree they must 
admit Schwartz, because he owns the whole town, but how, asks Jones, will they keep out 
all those other Jews once they’ve admitted Schwartz? “Don’t worry,” says Smith. 
“Schwartz will do it.”  

 
247 pick out capable young blacks: Harry Oppenheimer, David Pallister, Sarah Stewart and Ian 

Lepper, SA Inc.: The Oppenheimer Empire (Johannesburg: Lowry Publishers, 1987), 
52,quoting interview by Patrice Claude,“Harry Oppenheimer: Millionaire with a Clear 
Conscience,” Le Monde in Manchester Weekly Guardian, 26 February, 1984.  

 
247 multiply black conservative voices…”: I analysed this strategy as applied to black American 

politics in Ronald Suresh Roberts, Clarence Thomas and the Tough Love Crowd: 

Counterfeit Heroes and Unhappy Truths (New York: New York University Press, 1995), 
passim.  

 
247 “Many of us…”: 25 Alfred Xuma to J. Calata, 9 May, 1939, cited by Paul B. Rich, White 

Power and the Liberal Conscience: Racial Segregation and South African Liberalism 
(Johannesburg: Ravan Press, 1984), p78. Rich also quotes Llanga lase Natal in 1943 which 
worried that African intellectuals gave the impression of being “intimidated”, by which the 
paper meant that: “They speak as though afraid of the echo of their own words. Indeed, in 
many instances when our men of ability and intellect were exchanging views with 
Europeans of liberal minds, it was left to the European to express themselves with moving 
sincerity of some of the problems confronting our people. If utter condemnation of 
conditions that perpetuate the suffering of the non-European was called for the European 
did the talking while the intellectuals glossed over these things and kept on thinking of half 
loaves of bread all the time.” Paul B. Rich, White Power, 85. One of the problems  
Xuma faced, Rich points out, “was the inadequacy of research sources and organizational 
funds to finance a campaign that could resist the permeating empiricist and neutralizing 
influences stemming from the Institute [of Race Relations]” (79).  

 
248 “Rather than attempt…”: Nelson Mandela, as quoted in Pallister et al, SA Inc., ix.  Mandela 

specifically referred in his original comment to the Oppenheimers. 
 
248  “melancholy to reflect…”: I am more interested in Pringle’s criteria for assessment of 

Makana than in whether Pringle was correct to have viewed Makana in that way.  
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rather than an objective fact is clear from the very first lines of the essay, despite the 
mistranslated title. These are worth quoting in full: ‘“Dirty nigger!” Or simply, “Look, a 
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276 anthropological notions of ‘nonracialism’: J. Tengo Jabavu expressed such ideas in his 
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277 “the only conclusion I reached…”:  Xolela Mangcu, Business Day, 5 April, 2007. The 

Awards ceremony for National Orders mere days later, on 24 April, 2007, in fact honoured 
John Issel, Eric Molobi and Mfanasekaya Pearce Linda Gqobose, all of whom emerged 
from and remained, in varying degrees, shaped by, black consciousness traditions.  
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named the “Caucasian variety” of humans based on a skull he found on Mount Caucasus.  
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like later anti-apartheid agitation in world capitals, served as a brake upon the otherwise 
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will on them-to “insist that British ideas as well as colonial ideas should be consulted in the 
settlement of the native question.” (300).  

The related term Eurocentrism appears at pages 136, 148 and 324 of Porter’s text. 
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the actual historical processes under way in a concrete imperial period, whereas “few of the 
Afro-American cultural nationalists who loudly proclaim their identification with Africa 
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state repression in postcolonial Africa or on behalf of the victims of genocide in Rwanda 
and famine elsewhere.” Stephen Howe, Afrocentrism: Mythical Pasts and Imagined Homes 
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former speechwriter asserts flatly and rather surprisingly that “apartheid was ended in 
1990.” James Myburgh, ever-fasternews.com, 28 August, 2006.  This shockingly 
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contradiction, the imperative to deal with the persistent poverty and numerous legacies of 
apartheid cannot even begin to raise its head.  
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