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White Unemployment Jumps by 30% Under ANC Rule
  Affirmative action, a racist recipe for disaster, is nothing but apartheid in reverse.  The ANC can deny it as much as it likes, but that won’t alter the truth of it.  White males are now being discriminated against in the workplace on account of the colour of their skin.  Since the ANC took power eleven years ago, vast numbers of white men are now out of work – and are unable to find other employment because they are white.  The level of poverty among whites jumped by a staggering 30% between 1998 and 2004, with over 182000 white households – about a million people – earning less than R9000 a year.  That’s about US$1300, or UK£750 at the present exchange rate.  In the words of Willie Spies, spokesman on labour for the Freedom Front Plus, an Afrikaner party, new government labour policies had resulted in white and Coloured males [in SA “Coloureds” does not refer to black people, as it did at one time in America, but to a people descended from blacks, whites, and various others] being the “new marginalised and vulnerable sector in the labour market,” exposed to an “indifferent and hostile” government.  He said that unemployment among white and Coloured men had risen dramatically.  “In its drive to achieve a more representative head-count in the economy, the government identified so-called white males as the most unwanted species,” he said (The Star, http://www.star.co.za).

  He added, “most of these people are caring fathers and loving husbands fearing the future as it is becoming increasingly difficult for them to make ends meet in the South Africa created by the ANC.”

  There is indeed great fear among whites in SA.  And with very good reason.  They have been reduced to virtual non-entities in the land of their birth.  There is no place for them in Thabo Mbeki’s South Africa.  In fact, the ANC government is deliberately trying to force as many whites to emigrate as possible.  Those who will be left will be a forgotten and insignificant minority in the country they built.

  Liberal critics might say that there are still more unemployed blacks in SA than unemployed whites.  That is true – but as pointed out by Spies, “Although it is acknowledged that the percentage of poor whites is still smaller than the percentage of poor blacks, poor whites, unlike their black counterparts, are exposed to a government-imposed environment that is not only indifferent towards their plight but even hostile to efforts aimed at improving it.”  And this, be it remembered, from a government which has fooled the whole world into believing that under its rule SA has become a “non-racial”society!  What a lie: SA is today as racially divided as ever.

  Not only that, but so-called “Black Economic Empowerment” initiatives (BEE) are simply not helping the majority of black people at all.  They are making a handful of blacks extremely wealthy; the majority remain as poor as ever, even more so.  The following sentence is a very true analysis: “If all South African industry were owned by a dozen black billionaires while the majority of black people were living in penury, this would count as successful transformation, just as Zimbabwe, which is now in ruins but has black ownership of the farms, is seen as having had a successful transformation” (The Zimbabwean, 29 April 2005).
White South Africans Are As African As Black South Africans
  The Freedom Front Plus, an Afrikaner party, in a bid to counter the ANC government’s intensified discrimination against white South Africans, has advised all its members to identify themselves as “Africans” on application forms and other documents that require them to disclose their racial identification.  It said it would not assist the ANC government by “contributing to our own downfall” in applying for jobs in SA (The Witness, April 25, 2005).
  This is an excellent idea, and we support it wholeheartedly.  It is not illegal.  Documents require South Africans to state whether they are “African”, “white”, “Indian”, or “Coloured”.  I am as much an African as any black man living here, and I am as entitled to call myself one as he is.  It would be amusing if it wasn’t so insidious: I recall that when I was growing up, many black people didn’t like to be called “Africans” by white people.  Yet now – now that they are in power – they insist on being referred to as “Africans.”  Why?  The answer is simple: by calling only themselves “Africans”, they are stating that white South Africans, Indian South Africans, and Coloured South Africans are not true Africans!  They are saying in effect, “We are the only true Africans!  The rest of you don’t belong here.”

  Am I a European?  No, I am an African.  I was born here, my parents were born here, my grandparents were born here.  It is not the colour of one’s skin that makes one an African, for then those black people born and living in Europe must not be called Europeans.  There are black Europeans, and there are white Africans.  My ancestors may have come from Europe a long time ago, but I am an African, and as much an African as any black man living in this country, whose ancestors came from a far distant part of Africa.  We are all settlers, one way or another.  Just like everyone else in the world, actually.  None of us sprang out of the soil of the countries in which we live!  We all descended from the sons of Noah, who migrated from the mountains of Ararat and whose descendants (the entire human race) are now settled all over the world.

  Freedom Front Plus spokesman on Youth Affairs, Willie Spies, said that the ancestors of most Afrikaners arrived in Africa over 300 years ago.  “Most of them have not even set foot in Europe.  There are sufficient grounds for them to identify themselves as Africans.”  He also said: “I am tired of hearing from the ANC that they stand for a non-racial society and that SA belongs to all its people, while at the same time they introduce blatant apartheid-like measures to give effect to their ideologies.  We are not playing along in this game and if the ANC persists in its drive to discriminate, we will carry on making it more difficult for them” (The Witness, April 25, 2005).
  I give my wholehearted support to the Freedom Front’s campaign.  Why should we cave in to the ANC’s racist ideology of classifying only black South Africans as Africans, so as to make the rest of us appear to be foreigners in the land of our birth?  Every South African is an African, and should say so!

Birds of a Feather: The ANC’s Support for Mugabe...And Why
  When Zimbabwe’s President Robert Mugabe used violence, torture, terror, etc., to again fraudulently rig the election to retain control of Zimbabwe, the South African government endorsed the results and declared the election to be legitimate.  Now think back.  In the good old days, when Zimbabwe was Rhodesia and both it and South Africa were free countries governed by anti-Communist whites, the ANC called for international sanctions against both countries, calling their leaders oppressors, tyrants, etc.  But today it speaks no word of condemnation against the tyrant Mugabe, who is brutally oppressing his own people, murdering them, starving them, turning hundreds of thousands of them into homeless refugees in their own country, destroying their livelihoods, etc., etc.

  Why this silence?  I am always surprised that people are surprised by this.  Both Mugabe’s ZANU and the ANC were Marxist terrorist organisations before taking power in Zimbabwe and SA respectively, and they still are.  They assisted each other.  They supported each other.  ZANU came to power first, and  under it Zimbabwe gave refuge to ANC terrorists waging war against SA.  There is simply no way the ANC will denounce Mugabe!  Birds of a feather flock together.  But there’s more.

  It’s not just a matter of supporting an old crony; of returning favours.  By supporting Mugabe, the ANC is sending a very loud and clear message to the people of South Africa: “Just remember, we can do exactly what Mugabe is doing, if you don’t tow the line.”  Right now, the ANC enjoys huge popular support among blacks.  ZANU once enjoyed the same huge support among blacks in Zimbabwe.  But as the years went by that support evaporated, as Mugabe became increasingly dictatorial and brutal towards even his own supporters.  Inevitably, the same must happen in SA.  It will take time, it will take years, but eventually, support for the ANC will begin to evaporate.  It cannot be otherwise.  The ANC is a dictatorial Marxist organisation which will become increasingly oppressive over its own people.  Under its rule the country will continue to spiral downwards, it will deteriorate.  But the ANC is energised by the same vicious Marxist ideology that drives Mugabe.  And when the day finally comes that the black people of this country no longer support the ANC, it will not hesitate to use the very same brutal means to suppress all dissent that Mugabe has used in Zimbabwe.

  Seen in this light, then, SA’s support for Zimbabwe is not at all surprising.

The Land Grab Begins in South Africa: Legalised State Theft
  Zimbabwe’s government used violence and brutality, and even murder, to force over 4000 white farmers to abandon their farms.  The land invasions were completely illegal. In South Africa, the process is more subtle, but in the end the result will be the same.  And what is even worse is that here it is legal!  It is nothing less than State theft.  In June 2005, SA’s Land Affairs and Agriculture Minister was set to approve SA’s very first expropriation order, using a new restitution law; and “it may spark fears that it could become the norm instead of the exception, as occurred in neighbouring Zimbabwe” (Source: AllAfrica.com).  An amendment to the Restitution of Land Rights Act, passed in 2004, allows the minister to expropriate land under claim without a court order.  As was to be expected, land activists (read: anti-white, racist Communist land-grabbers) welcomed the minister’s decision.

  The farmer, F. Visser, farming in the North West province, wanted R6 million for his farm, but later lowered this to R3 million.  However, a government-appointed valuer pegged the ceiling value of the farm at only R1.7 million.  The farmer refused, and so expropriation was recommended by Gauteng and North West land claims chief Blessing Mphela.  And note his ominous words: “There are still farmers who feel they can resist restitution, but they are not in the majority.”   The message is clear: resist, and be punished.  We will take your land one way or the other. 

  The restitution law applies only to land from which blacks were forcibly removed through apartheid policies after 1913.  Well, at least this is as far as the law goes for the moment.  As tragic as may have been the forced removals of some people from their land many decades ago, it is now history, and history is what it is.  Two wrongs do not make a right.  Taking the land away from another, who bought it, and who was often not even alive at the time it was taken away from earlier owners, is to commit the very same wrong all over again: to forcibly remove someone from his land.  It achieves nothing, except to undo years of toil, and to perpetuate a cycle of resentment and bitterness.

  The president of AgriSA said, “It sends the wrong message to the outside world for investment and property rights in SA.”  This was denied by Mphela, who said, “Expropriation is not the main vehicle for land delivery [not yet, at any rate! – S.W.].  It is only done in extreme cases and having due regard for the rights of the owner.”  Sure.  

  The president of the Transvaal Agricultural Union said the move signalled the beginning of State-sanctioned land grabs.  “The only difference between SA and Zimbabwe,” he said, “is that the minister does it here through legislation.”  He is right.  In Zimbabwe it was illegal; here it is now legal.  And because it is legal, the ANC will always be able to turn around and say to critics, “But it’s legal!  We’re not acting illegally.”  Yet that does not alter the fact that it is a shocking piece of legislation, that amounts to theft on the part of the State.  And it is all being done (as in Zimbabwe) to force white farmers off their land, and to give that land to blacks.  This will result, in time, in famine and starvation in South Africa, as it did in Zimbabwe.  Black farmers lack the skill, the expertise, to run the vast, commercial South African farms on which millions of South Africans rely for their daily food.  In addition, most black farmers practice subsistence farming, which is simply not sufficient to feed a nation of over 40 million people.

  Black subsistence farmers on the outskirts of Johannesburg are actually blocking sewage pipes to irrigate their crops!  They lift manhole covers, use rubble and boulders to block the pipes and divert raw sewage to their maize and vegetable crops.  “We’re very worried,” said Johannesburg Water spokesman, Jameel Chand.  “If that gets into a stream, you’re talking cholera.  Even without that, with pools of raw sewage you end up with other diseases.  We’re talking about whatever people flush down the toilet” (Source: Independent Online).

  The shape of things to come?

The ANC’s Blatant Anti-White Hatred Revealed in Parliament
  In parliament in May, the ANC’s chief whip, Mbulelo Goniwe, speaking during debate on the presidential budget vote, revealed the deep-seated racist hatred of the ruling party for whites in South Africa.  He told the members of the opposition Democratic Alliance, many of whom are white, that they are only around because of the magnanimity of the ANC.  “If we chose a path of the Nuremberg trials all of you would be languishing in jail for the crimes of apartheid that were committed,” he said (The Witness, May 27, 2005).
  His comments prompted a walkout by the DA members.

  Not only did his words show just what blatant racists the ANC blacks are, they were also ironic in the extreme.  The white DA members have not been accused, let alone convicted, of being criminals, murderers, terrorists, etc.  Yet very many of the ANC members of parliament were most certainly criminals, murderers, terrorists, etc., in the past!  The party is stuffed full of criminals of the worst sort.

The Renaming of SA’s Cities
  The ANC government is obsessed with changing street names, and city and town names, to obliterate white South Africans’ history and to honour various so-called “heroes of the liberation struggle” (translation: terrorists). 

  Already our world-famous capital city, Pretoria, has had its name changed.  It is now called Tshwane.  No way were the ANC Communists going to retain the old name, as it was named after an Afrikaner.  “Tshwane” is now the name of the “megacity”, the large metropolitan council, which essentially incorporates Pretoria, Centurion, Akasia and Mamelodi.  “Pretoria” is now the name solely of a section of central Tshwane.  “Tshwane” will now be the name used on all road signs, maps and official documents.

  And Durban, SA’s world-famous holiday city, is likely to have its name changed to Ethekwini.  Again, this will be the name of the Metro Council, so that a small part of it may still be called Durban.  Port Elizabeth, for example, now has the larger umbrella name of the “Nelson Mandela Metropolitan Council.”  In this way the ANC essentially obliterates the old, historic names off the map, while maintaining that they still exist on paper.

  History is what it is.  This is what the ANC can never accept.  Like good Communists everywhere, they have to attempt to re-write it.  But any country in the world has a history made up of many different strands, some good, some bad.  History cannot be wished away.  SA has a rich, diverse, fascinating history, it is a kaleidoscope of cultures, Afrikaner, English, Zulu, Indian, Xhosa, and so many others.  But the ANC want only one culture and history to be glorified, and that is black history – and a distorted version of it at that.  The history of the two white nations, Afrikaners and English, must at all costs be re-written, making the whites out to be nothing but oppressors, foreigners, who should never have been here anyway and who should not be here now.

  This country has always had a wealth of beautiful place names, in Afrikaans, English, Zulu, Xhosa, and many other languages.  Why change any of them?  Whether they like it or not, cities such as Durban, Johannesburg, and Pretoria were started and built by the ingenuity of whites.  That is a fact of history.  Other places in SA were started and built by blacks.  But no – the ANC promotes only one agenda: its own.

  The name of the country itself could oneday be changed to Azania.  Certain terrorist organisations have always referred to it that way, such as the Azanian Peoples’ Organisation and the Azanian Peoples’ Liberation Army, the armed wing of the Pan Africanist Congress.

  Imagine: visitors to Durban, South Africa may soon be flying to Ethekwini, Azania.  That’s if they don’t rename the entire country after Nelson Mandela.  I wouldn’t be surprised.  Either way, it will be like flying into any other African banana republic.

Mbeki: Blacks Are Friendly and Forgiving, Whites Are Oppressors
  At a so-called “Freedom Day” celebration on April 27, President Mbeki made the following statement: “where there could have been serious racial conflicts because of our unfortunate past, our people, particularly those who were oppressed, have offered the hand of friendship and forgiven those who were responsible for their untold suffering” (The Witness, April 28, 2005).
  This statement was full of inaccuracies.  Firstly, there were serious racial conflicts, and there still are.   Secondly, he implies that the so-called “oppressors” (by whom he means the whites) have not offered the hand of friendship or forgiveness to the same extent as the “oppressed” (the blacks).  Thirdly, the thousands upon thousands of whites who have seen their relatives murdered by blacks, their wives and daughters raped, etc., would surely dispute Mbeki’s claim that blacks have “offered the hand of friendship” to them.  Fourthly, he implies by his words that whites did such terrible things to blacks that they need to forgive the whites; but this is just a lie.  The blacks are far from being the lily-white (forgive the pun) innocents that Mbeki and others love to make them out to be.  Sinful human nature is seen on both sides, as indeed it is around the world.  But this is typical of Mbeki: he constantly portrays the history of South Africa in these simplistic, inaccurate terms.

The Deputy President Is Removed from Office: Tribalism and Tensions Within the ANC
  In recent weeks, Deputy President Jacob Zuma was removed from office by President Mbeki, after  a judge found that he had had a “generally corrupt” relationship with convicted businessman, Shabir Shaik.  But there is much more to this story than meets the eye.

  Certainly, Zuma deserved to be removed from his high position.  But why, really, was he axed?  We can be sure it was not because of his corrupt relationship with Shaik.  The ANC government is overflowing with corrupt politicians.  It appears that the real reason, as is becoming more and more evident and as is correctly understood by Zulus in SA, is that Zuma is a Zulu, in a party dominated and controlled by Xhosas.  It is tribalism, which time and again in African politics rears its head.  The ANC has always been a predominantly Xhosa party, and Zuma would have become president of SA when Mbeki left office; and this was unacceptable to the ANC.  They used Zuma, a man immensely popular amongst the Zulus, the largest tribe in SA, to gain vast Zulu support in the elections, swinging huge numbers away from the main Zulu party, the IFP of Buthelezi.  But at the same time they must have always been on the lookout for an opportunity to remove him from such a high position.  That opportunity was presented, thanks to his corrupt relationship with Shaik, and Zuma fell from grace.

  The ANC’s alliance partners, the SA Communist Party and the trade union movement Cosatu, wanted Zuma to stay on, but Mbeki ignored them and sacked him anyway.  And Cosatu’s head has stated that this was a deliberate campaign to prevent Zuma from becoming president.

  But Mbeki may have miscalculated.  Zuma enjoys huge popular support among Zulus and others, and Mbeki’s decision has revealed deep-seated tensions within the ANC.  At a “Youth Day” celebration on June 16 held in Durban, young Zuma supporters chanted “We want Zuma” and flung missiles of empty plastic containers, fruit and stones at the police (The Witness, June 17, 2005).  Even the speech of S’bu Ndebele, the premier of KwaZulu-Natal province and a leading ANC figure, was disrupted by the crowds chanting pro-Zuma slogans, and he had to be escorted out of the stadium under a makeshift shield – a table – to protect him from the missiles (The Witness, June 18, 2005)!  And in Nelspruit, the angry crowd chanted “Down with Mbeki!  Up with Zuma!” Clearly, President Mbeki has a massive challenge in Jacob Zuma.  Mbeki himself is often viewed as distant, intellectual, and is nowhere near as popular amongst the masses as his predecessor, Nelson Mandela.  Zuma is clearly a very great favourite among them.  

  Things were so heated, in fact, that the provincial structures of the ANC held a crisis meeting in Durban to discuss how to deal with the anger among grassroots supporters over the sacking of Zuma.

  If Zuma were to decide to start his own party, it would draw away a significant amount of support from the ANC.  Although he was sacked as the country’s Deputy President, he remained the Deputy President of the AMC.  He was careful in his speeches to insist that he is still a loyal member of the ANC.  Time will tell.

  Political analyst Protas Madlala said, “This will cause more harm than good to the [ANC].”  And, “The political landscape [within the ANC] will be shaken by the sacking of Zuma and this will have a serious bearing on the party” (The Witness, June 15, 2005).

  Good!  We rejoice to see such infighting among the ranks of the Reds!  Let the ANC/SACP/Cosatu alliance fight amongst themselves!  Let them argue and bicker and have their power struggles.  If a split occurs, well and good.  We won’t shed any tears.  Anything that weakens the terrorist ANC and its Communist alliance partners is a good thing in our books.

  We were also treated to the spectacle of the liberal, ANC-supporting, Christ-denying “churches” meeting with Zuma to give him “pastoral support.”  The meeting was attended by a delegation from the “KwaZulu-Natal Church Leaders Group”, and included an Anglican bishop and a Methodist female “bishopess” (The Witness, June 14, 2005).  Of course, whenever the Red and almost-Red “churches” can get a foot in the door, they do.  

  And Lastly…
  Although (the deeper, behind-the-scenes reasons notwithstanding) President Mbeki did the right thing in removing Deputy President Jacob Zuma from office because of his corrupt relationship with a convicted businessman, let’s not forget that when it comes to members of the ANC holding high office…

They’re All Crooked!
  They are virtually all Communist terrorists, some are murderers, others planned murders, and they are guilty of all kinds of atrocious deeds.  These are men and women who led a terrorist revolution against the State, in which tens of thousands died.  Let us never forget that.  Corruption, as it turns out, is really one of the lesser evils committed by these people.
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