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Fr a n c e
can aid
SA in
growth
c h a l l e n ge
MATTHIAS FEKL

I VISITED SA this week to
heighten our economic part-
nership and further strengthen
our already rich relationship.

SA is a key player in Africa’s eco-
nomy, a model for democracy and a
major emerging power. We are
aware of it, and this is why the rain-
bow nation is our first economic part-
ner in sub-Saharan Africa.

More than 300 French compa-
nies, employing close to 30,000
people, are based here.

Some great successes, such as the
Alstom contract with the Passenger
Rail Agency of SA, which will create
more than 30,000 new jobs, illus-
trate the dynamics for the greater
benefit of our two nations.

France is also represented by its
expatriate community. More than
9,000 people strong, it is incredibly
dynamic and provides a connection
between our two nations.

In various sectors, France can
support SA and help it address its
development challenges.

The transport sector, one of
France’s sectors of excellence, is
paramount to South African ambi-
tions regarding urbanisation and sus-
tainable development. There are
huge opportunities to strengthen our
partnership in that respect.

Energy represents a crucial chal-
lenge for the South African economy.
France has extensive expertise in this
field, especially regarding renewable
energies, and French companies are
already involved in the South African
programme.

The same applies to the nuclear
sector, with the Koeberg power plant
built by France.

Agribusiness is a vital sector for
both our countries. Our markets
must remain mutually attractive and
regulations must be relaxed.

Since we can still learn from each
other, continuing education is a key
factor of our co-operation.

The future creation of a bilateral
higher agricultural training institu-
tion, F’SAGRI, is an outstanding
example of this common will.

Obviously, this co-operation must
take place in accordance with South
African rules.

Our companies are very commit-
ted to the training and broad-based
black economic empowerment
requirements defended by South
African authorities.

Otherwise, our relationship
would have no meaning.

But we can still do better and
increase our co-operation. It is also
the goal of my visit.

France is the world’s sixth-largest
economy and represents a dynamic
market of close to 70-million con-
sumers. Yet, few South African
companies have decided to set up
business in France. We must wel-
come South Africans better.

When we speak of France, we
always think of tourism. As the first
wo r l d ’s destination, and second
European destination for South
Africans, France and especially
Reunion Island, so close to SA, are
yours to visit. Come and discover it.

Likewise, France is only the
fourth European supplier to SA, even
though your country is experiencing
full economic expansion.

We must do more. During my
visit, I participated, with (Trade and
Industry) Minister Rob Davies, in a
meeting during which French and
South African companies shared
their commitment and paid tribute to
their partnerships.

It is our joint responsibility to con-
tinue coming together.

My trip allowed me to reiterate
France’s ambitious objectives about
climate change in the context of the
Conference of the Parties-21, taking
place in Paris in December.

Our motivation can only be com-
pared with that of SA, and together
we shall join forces to mobilise the
international community and obtain
an ambitious agreement.

It is my hope that this profitable
dialogue between our two countries
will strengthen our relationship.
Indeed, my coming to SA must be
seen as a step, a link in the chain that
unites two friendly nations.

Let us work together to consol-
idate this connection.

■ Fekl is France’s Minister of State
for Foreign Trade, the Promotion of
Tourism and French Nationals
Abroad, and was on an official visit
to SA this week.

S A’s nuclear defiance could rupture US amityNews prize
r e ve a l s
pockets of
e xc e l l e n c e

DESPITE all the political and financial
pressures on our news media, there
remain pockets of real excellence —
something that was made clear at our

Taco Kuiper Award for Investigative Journalism
last week.

First a declaration of interest: I convene the
judging of the award, which offers the biggest
journalism prize in the country — R200,000 for
first place and R100,000 for the runner-up.

It has the virtue of being the only prize with
long-term funding and no dependence on fickle
commercial sponsors.

In general, I am despondent about our news
media and our newspapers in particular. With
few exceptions they seem to me to be increasingly
thin and out of touch, victims of endless cost-
cutting which has put them in a downward spiral
of quality and viability. None is doing much to win

over young readers, or
producing enough origi-
nal online content to win
audiences over to their
digital products. As our
panel of judges
remarked: “All the insti-
tutions of accountability
in our society are taking
strain, and we face a state
increasingly influenced
by securocrats and their
powers of surveillance.
This makes it more

important than ever that we have reporters who
probe, question, expose, uncover and rake the
muck that flows beneath the surface of our com-
plex and rich society.”

But after examining the best of SA ’s jour -
nalism in the 58 entries, the judges concluded
that “we still are fortunate enough to have a cadre
of journalists who have the courage, dedication
and skills to play their role in holding to account
those who wield power and authority. There are
old foxes and young terriers, in the biggest news-
papers and the smallest radio stations, in the big
cities and the small towns, tackling parochial
stories and the big national ones, but they are
there ensuring that at least no one can say they
did not know there was crookery or thievery or
dishonesty or malfeasance.”

Of the 10 short-listed entries, only one came
from broadcasters (M-Net’s Carte Blanche show,
which regularly features in these awards), which
does not reflect well on our television and
particularly our radio stations, which have the
biggest audiences. This is worrying.

But the other finalists included the Sunday
Times, two from the Mail & Guardian, two from
City Press and two from freelancers including an
independent filmmaker. Entries covered a rich
range of material — not just the expected stories
of corruption, but also sport, Ritalin overuse,
conditions in hospitals and schools, university
and school initiation abuses, water and rhinos.

The judges highlighted one worrying pattern:
the frequency of what we called “factional report-
ing”, where different outlets give diametrically
different versions of the same story because they
have different sources in a dispute peddling dif-
ferent agendas. On the fighting within the South
African Revenue Service we saw five different
entries with five different versions of what was
happening. And the same has been true of the
stories on the Hawks. This reflects a journalism
based on buying into the sources’ agendas and it
can only leave audiences confused.

As keynote speaker Nick Davies said, giving
readers one side and then another and trying to
be balanced is not reporting, it’s the “opposite of
reporting”. Actively finding the truth and telling
it to the audiences — that’s what it is about. Davis
is the reporter who broke the phone-hacking
story, which rocked British journalism, and
author of the important book on contemporary
journalism, Flat Earth News.

The winner of the award was City Press’s
Paddy Harper and Sipho Masondo for their inves-
tigation of teachers’ union members who sell
school posts for cash. Runner-up was the pow-
erful film about Marikana, Miners Shot Down, by
Rehad Desai and Anita Khanna.

■ Harber is Caxton Professor of Journalism at
Wits University.

Monuments Tony Leon

Logic pushed to back seat as
past is reinvented by rage
A

S OUR local brigades of “Mon -
uments M e n” move around SA
removing or redecorating
symbols from our conflicted
past, there’s an old joke from

the Soviet Union that has currency.
A listener calls up a radio station with the

question: “Comrade, is it possible to foretell
the future?” The announcer responds, “Yes,
comrade it is, we know exactly what the
future will be. Our problem is with the past.
That keeps changing.”

So it is in today’s SA. At the time of
writing, President Jacob Zuma and other
custodians of our Constitution, premised on
an inclusive multiculturalism, have opted
for a pregnant silence on the rage around
Cecil John Rhodes and other statuary
accoutrements that represent one strand of
South African history.

But the president’s son, Edward Zuma,
has been less shy on these new cultural wars.
He was quoted on the News24 website back -
ing Zulu King Goodwill Zwelithini’s strong
antiforeigner sentiment, despite being half-
Swazi himself. And, for good measure, he
offered another nugget: a blanket removal
of all colonial statues — Rhodes at the Uni-
versity of Cape Town and King George V at
the University of KwaZulu-Natal.

Zuma junior says: “Black people need to
stop being apologetic about their history.”
His solution? Replace the Rhodes statue
with that of “a black struggle stalwart” and
the dead British monarch at the university
with an image of King Shaka.

His proffered solution offers an incon-
gruity of thought that is quite striking, and
perhaps uncomfortably close to home. After
all, if empire and colonial architecture
amounts to a repudiation of African history,
where, one might reasonably ask, is his
father to sleep or work?

While the University of Cape Town has
been uncomfortably in the headlights of the
current clash, no attention has been paid to
the Groote Schuur estate in Rondebosch,
which houses the president and a brace of
his Cabinet in high colonial lodgings. In

1896, the accursed Rhodes commissioned
the architect of the British Empire, Sir Her-
bert Baker, to refurbish it and the surround-
ing dwellings. Baker later turned his atten-
tion to the seat of government, the historic
Union Buildings in Pretoria.

Logic perhaps must take second place to
rage, real or manufactured, as we go about
reinventing the past.

But before turning to the narrow
parochialism that so defines and perhaps
defiles us today, perhaps we can borrow
from some other jurisdictions that h av e
grappled with what historian Simon
Schama calls “acts of cultural panic … a
puerile and fearful instinct (that) leads to
irreversible acts of annihilation”.

While Schama had in his sights the
Ta l i b a n ’s destruction of Buddhas in 2001 in

Afghanistan and, more recently, the Islamic
State’s wrecking of priceless artefacts in
Iraq and the ancient Assyrian town of Nim-
rud, he also referenced another, far more
ancient university than either the univer-
sities of Cape Town or KwaZulu-Natal in a
very dark age.

Demolition squads, acting on orders of
Cromwell’s Long Parliament in 1643 to
remove “all monuments of superstition and
idolatr y” offensive to the new Puritan order,
zealously “broke and pulled down eighty
superstitious pictures” at Pembroke Hall,
Cambridge University.

The mobs of the French Revolution, with
mixed success, “ripped out and smashed …
anything associated with the centuries of
the old regime”. Perhaps, not surprisingly,
since he was a conservative commentator,

British historian and parliamentarian
Edmund Burke had a withering putdown
for this annihilation of history.

He wrote of the revolutionary fervour
and what it wrought: “You had all the advan-
tages … but you chose to act as if you had
never been moulded into civil society and
had to begin everything anew. You began ill,
because you began by despising everything
that once belonged to you. You set up your
trade without capital.”

Of more recent and perhaps relevant
provenance stands India. It, far more than
puny SA, was indeed the “jewel in the impe-
rial crown”. It suffered more than its pro-
portionate share of colonial indignities and
massacres. But the first thing any contem-
porary visitor to bustling Mumbai (aptly
renamed from colonial Bombay, though

many locals still use the latter) sees is the
“Gateway to India” on its seashore, directly
opposite the splendid and unrenamed Taj
Mahal Palace Hotel. If ever a colonial relic
exists, look no further until you reach the
capital New Delhi. There you alight upon
the Rajpath, a cluster of colonial monu-
mental splendor conjured up by Baker. Its
range and reach makes his combined efforts
with both Groote Schuur and the Union
Buildings seem small.

Back at home, who knows where what
begins with one removal of one offending
statue at one university ends up?

Of course, any attempt to debate this
issue or even to feel discomfited by the often
“weak reasoning unleashing the strongest
passions”, with apologies again to Burke,
leads to accusations of “insensivity” or the

PEOPLE are saying it may be time
to “throw SA under the bus”.
That’s what I recently heard from
a household name in Washington

Africa policy circles, who is closely asso-
ciated with the African Growth and Oppor-
tunity Act (Agoa).

The conversation was about Agoa, the
centrepiece of America’s official engage-
ment with the Africa Rising narrative.
Specifically we were ruminating on whether
and under what conditions SA would con-
tinue to enjoy Agoa’s benefits when it is
renewed, as it must be by September.

What my interlocutor was picking up
was not a tactical talking point. It was not a
line designed to pressure Kevin Lovell and
the South African Poultry Association into
letting American Big Chicken violate his
industry with surplus drumsticks.

It expressed a larger and more impor-
tant frustration.

The Zumacrats may treat this as a
feather in their caps, but Washington, on a
bipartisan basis (and to the extent that it can
be bothered), is growing tired of them, their
sanctimony, their statism, their graft, their
time-warped loyalty to the discredited
ghosts of Bandung, their Brics fixation, their
pandering to autocrats and other violators
of principles for which thousands of South
Africans died, their ill-concealed resent-
ment of the West; in sum, what is perceived
as their utter lack of Mandelaness.

Hillary Clinton, quite possibly the next
president, still has a bitter taste in her
mouth from her last visit as secretary of
state. It very nearly didn’t happen, she wrote
in her memoir, Hard Choices, because of a
sophomoric spat over the number of guns
her security detail could bring into SA.
“Sometimes it is difficult to interpret the
reasons behind the government’s actions,”
she wrote.

Don’t get me wrong. The US business
and investment community still has lots of
respect for its South African counterparts as
well as for the better angels of the state —
the Treasury, the Reserve Bank and the
judiciary being prime examples.

They still see SA, with its capital markets,
skills, inventiveness, infrastructure and
dolce vita, as a great base camp from which
to reach summits elsewhere on the con-
tinent. But of government beyond the oases
of competence, honesty and discipline,
there is growing wariness and weariness.

As for the view from the White House,
the Washington Post’s front-page lead of
Sunday, March 15, sent an unmistakable
message: we’re done with trying to play
nicely with you on nuclear safety, so we are
going to help the press sensationalise your
lack of co-operation on what, to us, is an
existential danger.

National Security Council head Susan
Rice and her team had obviously hoped SA ,
the first and only country to have built and
then foresworn its own nuclear weapons,
would contribute to the legacy of the first US
president of African descent by helping him
rid the world of highly enriched uranium
(HEU), good only for turning into bombs.

Fat chance, evidently. SA shares with
Belarus the distinction of being the last
country not to make a commitment to divest
itself of HEU by blending it into or exchang-
ing it for less dangerous grades.

The Zumacrats will not be budged. They
seem to be on a crusade of their own, getting

defiant about their sovereignty and hubris-
tically imagining they can trade PW Botha’s
HEU for global nuclear disarmament.

It is not as if the experts who advise
President Barack Obama do not share SA’s
stated objectives in this area. They simply
wonder how the three prime objectives of
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty to
which SA policy is nominally anchored
(nonproliferation, disarmament and univer-
sal access to nuclear power for peaceful
purposes) can be advanced while large
amounts of bomb-grade uranium and plu-
tonium are still out there for the stealing.

They wish that instead of going into an
angry defensive crouch about the Novem-
ber 2007 break-in at Pelindaba, SA wo u l d
seize the opportunity to lead openly on
nuclear safety. Two teams, well armed and
trained, clearly with inside help, penetrated
what was, in fact, one of the world’s better
protected nuclear facilities. Whatever they
were after — they have never been found —
this was not some third-rate burglary.

No serious person looks at what hap-
pened and says it just goes to show you can’t
trust Africans with nukes. Sophisticated
heists and other security breaches happen
everywhere — the US, Belgium, you name it.
What people do know is that al-Qaeda was
testing a nuclear triggering system in the
Afghan desert before 9/11.

■ Barber is a freelance journalist.

Do l l a r ’s origins traced
to smalltown silver mine
EVER wondered why so many
countries call their national
currencies the dollar?

There are a number of
variations of the story, but most
agree that it all started in the
mountains of northwestern
Bohemia, a few kilometres south of
the German-Czech border, in a
small town now called Jachymov.

In the early 16th century, when
the town was known by its
German name, Sankt
Joachimsthal, a nearby silver mine
minted coins that were known as
joachimstalers. In German this was
shortened to taler.

The taler became a common

unit of exchange for trade in
Europe, and the Low German and
Dutch form of the word, daler, was
incorporated into English and used
to refer to all similar silver coins.
These included the Spanish peso,
which soon became the dominant
medium of exchange in the new
North American colonies because
of trade with the West Indies.

In his autobiography Thomas
Jefferson mentioned that he
intended “adopting the dolar as
our unit of account and payment”,
and in July 1785 the Continental
Congress resolved that “the money
unit of the United States of
America be one dollar”.

Rationalising visa controls
THE case of the Cape teenager

who was prevented from leaving
SA to join the Islamic State has
given the Department of Home
Affairs something to cling to as it
defends the introduction of far
stricter requirements for minors
entering and leaving the country
with effect from June.

Meanwhile, Senegal is going the
opposite route, announcing last
week that it would scrap all visa
requirements for foreign visitors,
and would slash airfare taxes, in a
bid to revive its tourism industry,
which was hard hit by the Ebola
scare despite the country recording
only one case of the disease.

Perhaps if we’re lucky those
nice Chinese tourists who used to
visit SA will send us postcards
from Senegal?

Eu ro p e ’s youth job crisis
SA ’s youngsters are not alone in
bearing the brunt of the economic
hardship in the labour market that
has followed the Great Recession.

The BBC reports that the most
recent unemployment figures for
Europe show the unemployment
rate for people under the age of 25
last year was a whopping 54% in

Spain, and 43% in Italy.
While Greece’s statistics are not

considered reliable, the true figure
of jobless youth there is estimated
to be not far short of 60%.

South African all-purpose thought-blocker
“racism”. But, as Australian historian
Robert Hughes reminds us, “In stress, angry
people who don’t have enough language (or
whose language is merely the servant of an
agenda) reach for the most emotive word
they can find, ‘racist’ being today’s
quintessential example.”

Back in 1986, UCT was confronted by the
Connor Cruise O’Brien affair. This was a
repudiation of the university’s free-speech
claims when the Irish academic and diplo-
mat was prevented from speaking on
campus because of politically incorrect
remarks he had made about the academic
boycott then in place against institutions of
higher learning. It buckled.

There is a secondary debate at UCT and
elsewhere: is the institution in fact liberal, or
should it strive to be something else? Per-
haps a centre of nationalism, for example? It
is difficult, at root, with the needs and
rigours of academic inquiry and excellence,
to see how a university can be anything
other than liberal, or at least plural.

One of the lone voices who seemed to
strike a sensible chord is the academic-
turned-politician Michael Cardo. He wrote
recently of the “sinister underbelly to the
Rhodes Must Fall campaign”. He notes that
the “politically correct ideologues who view
the world through critical race theory… and
‘white privilege’ reduces the whole of his-
tory to the colonial encounter between
‘black’ and ‘white’ and ‘them’.” This then
creates the wind for “race mobilisation”, not
the interrogation of ideas or critical
thought. Cardo says that using the white
privilege prism simply seeks to make legit-
imate the African National Congress’s pro -
ject of “t r a n s f o r m a t i o n”, which, as he notes,
is code for new form of racial domination.

In 1994, liberal veteran Jill Wentzel
asked the question: “Will slideaway liberals
now avoid guarding — or indeed help to fling
open — the back door through which new
totalitarian controls may enter?”

Looking at recent events, the answer
appears to be, sadly, yes.

Any attempt to debate this issue... leads to
accusations of the all-purpose thought-blocker ‘ra c i s m ’

Anton

Harber


