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Karl Marx said: “The first battlefield is the re-writing of history.”   This is an age when, very rapidly, 
the truth about the past is being “revised” by Marxists, liberals and others, and unless this wicked 
revisionism is resisted, people will be thoroughly indoctrinated with lies and myths presented as 
“truth”.  Already vast damage has been done, and even many who lived through more recent historical 
events have been so well indoctrinated, and conditioned to think along the “party” line, that they 
actually believe the lies and myths they have been fed.  Very few people think critically anymore.  
They do not even know how to do so.  They simply swallow whatever they are told by their Red, 
almost-Red, and religious-Red heroes and masters. 
The purpose of these articles is to counter the deliberate re-writing of history with those stubborn 
things called facts, and that wonderful thing called truth.  “Woe unto them that call evil good, and 
good evil” (Isaiah 5:20). 
 
 
 
  In his State of the Nation address to parliament in February 2012, South African President Jacob 
Zuma spoke about the fact that the ruling African National Congress’ (ANC’s) “land reform 
programme” (by which 30% of white-owned land was to be transferred to black farmers) was not 
working, and that the principle of “willing seller/willing buyer” should therefore be “reviewed”.  
Although the ANC came to power in 1994, he claimed that by 2012 only 8% of the land belonging to 
white farmers had been transferred to black owners.  And he added: “The year 2013 will mark the 
centenary of the Natives Land Act of 1913, which took away 87% of the land from the African 
people.” 1  
  Aside from the fact that “transferring” land from whites to blacks, merely to “correct” what are 
falsely termed “historical imbalances”, is part of the Marxist agenda of radical social “transformation” 
and is a wicked thing in itself, these statements were factually incorrect.   
  Note how Zuma referred to blacks as “Africans.”  His clear implication was that white South Africans 
and others are not Africans; that only blacks can be properly termed “Africans”.  This is a falsehood, 
but one which has often been trotted out by black South Africans, their purpose being to constantly 
enforce the lie that white South Africans are nothing but “settlers”, invaders, not true Africans.  This 
despite the fact that white South Africans have been living in South Africa since the 17th century, and 
are as much entitled to being called Africans as any black person.   
  Note also that Zuma implied that all of South Africa had once belonged to blacks, until the whites 
supposedly stole 87% of the land from them. 
 
  In his response to the presidential speech, Dr Pieter Mulder, the Deputy Minister of Agriculture and 
the leader of the Freedom Front Plus, a conservative Afrikaner political party, boldly challenged the 
accuracy of what Zuma had said, and in doing so stirred up a vicious hornet’s nest – even though what 
he said was absolutely correct.  But the ruling ANC, comprised as it is of black racists, black and white 
Communists and Communist supporters, and white liberals – was spitting mad as a result.  So were 
leftists and liberals in the opposition Democratic Alliance, who, given the opportunity to take a stand 
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on the side of factual history, chose rather to side with the ANC and attack Mulder. 
  The reason for Dr Mulder being the Deputy Minister of Agriculture, despite being leader of an 
opposition party in parliament, was because Zuma gave him the post as a way of giving out that he was 
“inclusive” and accommodating to whites and to opposition parties.  And Mulder accepted the post in 
the hope of being able to do some good from that position. 
  It is well worth reading those parts of his excellent speech which stirred up such racist vitriol, and 
then examining them in the light of historical reality.  This is what he said: 
 
  “But in the same week the president repeated the statement that the ‘willing buyer-willing seller 
option has not been the best way to address the land restitution question.’  In plain language it means 
that the government believes in the nationalisation of agricultural land.... 
  “Anybody who has anything to do with the redistribution of land points out that the problem does not 
lie with the willing buyer-willing seller principle.  The problem is the disastrous way in which land 
redistribution is being implemented.  On my desk there are numerous letters of white commercial 
farmers who had offered their land to the department but have not received any response.  Numerous 
letters from commercial farmers who had concluded purchasing contracts with the department and 
after three years they go bankrupt because the department does not pay out their money. 
  “The president quotes in his address the Department of Rural Development’s figures on land reform.  
According to that, white people possessed 87% of the land and the government had reached only 8% of 
its 30% target.  I seriously differ from these figures.  As I do seriously differ with the statement that 
white people had stolen all their land. 
  “Land is a very emotional issue which has led to numerous wars.  The president asks for a national 
dialogue about this issue.  Such a discussion cannot be undertaken with propaganda facts, twisted 
history and emotional slogans.... 
  “The ANC readily speaks of ‘Black people in general and Africans in particular.’  Sir, Africans in 
particular never in the past lived in the whole of South Africa.  The Bantu-speaking people moved 
from the equator down while the white people moved from the Cape up to meet each other at the Kei 
River.  There is sufficient proof that there were no Bantu-speaking people in the Western Cape and 
North-western Cape.  These parts form 40% of South Africa’s land surface. 
  “There are also differences of opinion about the influence of the Difaqane on land ownership.  Read 
the diaries of the Voortrekkers about what they found when they moved into the interior. 
  “How does the Department calculate the 8%?  There isn’t a completed land audit against which we 
could correlate these facts. 
  “What does the ANC mean by 30% land in the hands of black people?  Does it include state land and 
urban land?  It is accepted that the State owns about 25% of the total land surface.  State land certainly 
does not count as white land.  25% State lands should then be added to the 8%.  What about the 
Ingomyana Trust land of more than 2.8 million hectares of the Zulu king?  Where is this and all the 
other communal land added?  Mr [Cyril] Ramaphosa and Minister Tokyo Sexwale recently bought a 
number of farms from white farmers.  My source in Vryburg says that a company of Minister Sexwale 
recently bought 30 farms in that area.  This also has to be added to the 8%.  In the Karoo and Kalahari 
huge farms are available.  Why does the Department not buy some of that land to reach their 30% 
quicker?  These semi-desert lands are however added to the 87% propaganda percentage as white land. 
  “The development Bank calculated in 2001 that 44% of the land belongs to whites, 20% to blacks, 
9% to brown people and 1% to Asians. 
  “The way in which the Department has calculated the 30% and 8% figures creates the impression that 
they are setting themselves up to fail. 
  “I said land is an emotional issue – but I experience good will and a preparedness with commercial 
farmers to address the issues.  Propaganda figures and emotional slogans will not bring us to answers.  
Realistic debates with real figures however will. 
  “The size of arable land under production dropped by 30% from 1994 [when the ANC came to 
power] up to 2009.  Failed land reform, where 9 out of 10 farms are not successful, played an 
important role in this.  Farmers now have to produce more food on less land for South Africa’s 
population of 50 million. 
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  “I agree when Minister Nkwinti says it does not help to merely chase after hectares.  If that land does 
not produce food, we will have famine very shortly and then people will be running in the streets as 
they did recently in Mozambique when bread prices increased due to shortages. 
  “In 2000 Zimbabwean farmers produced 2 million tonnes of maize.  Last year, following land 
reforms they produced only 900 thousand tonnes.  In 2000 Zimbabwe had 250 thousand tonnes of 
grain, last year they only had 10 thousand tonnes.  It is not the result of drought.  In the same period, 
Zambia grew to where it has started exporting maize.  
  “I want to repeat a quote which I used in the Cabinet Lekgotla.  Mondli Makhanya wrote in the 
Sunday Times (28/2/2010): 
 ‘...we are wasting valuable time and energy trying to restore people to their peasant ways.  Ordinary 
South Africans either do not want land or just do not have the capacity to work it.  They want to go to 
cities and work in the modern economy.... Large-scale, highly mechanised commercial farming is now 
the way of the world.  You cannot turn the clock back four decades.  That is just the reality.  
Furthermore, the young people would, as has happened elsewhere, have simply upped and headed for 
the towns and cities.  Yet we continue to nurse the notion that we can reverse the inevitable march to 
an urban future.  We keep wanting to fight the logic of large scale commercial farming.... The money 
and energy that is spent on getting peasants back into subsistence (farming) would be better used to 
create a strong class of black commercial farmers who actually do farm for commercial rather than 
sentimental reasons.’ 
  “I dream of white and black commercial farmers who do not have to go to [the rest of] Africa for 
opportunities.  The children who were born in 1994 are 18 years old this year and can vote.  They only 
know an ANC government.  There is no reason why such a child should not be able to buy a farm or 
obtain a bursary, just because he/she is white.  Yet this is still happening.”2 
 
  It was an excellent, well-reasoned, well-argued speech, free of racism or ranting.  And yet there was a 
huge outpouring of anger against him and his speech, both from within parliament and from without.  
But were his detractors able to answer him factually?  Oh no.   
  One part of his speech, in particular, drove the Reds and almost-Reds wild with anger and racist anti-
white hatred.  It was this part: 
“The president quotes in his address the Department of Rural Development’s figures on land reform.  
According to that, white people possessed 87% of the land and the government had reached only 8% of 
its 30% target.  I seriously differ from these figures.  As I do seriously differ with the statement that 
white people had stolen all their land.... 
  “The ANC readily speaks of ‘Black people in general and Africans in particular.’  Sir, Africans in 
particular never in the past lived in the whole of South Africa.  The Bantu-speaking people moved from 
the equator down while the white people moved from the Cape up to meet each other at the Kei River.  
There is sufficient proof that there were no Bantu-speaking people in the Western Cape and North-
western Cape.  These parts form 40% of South Africa’s land surface.” 
  After Mulder finished speaking, the South African Defence Minister, Lindiwe Sisulu, a fanatical 
ANC member, leapt to her feet and demanded to know whether it was parliamentary for a member “to 
blatantly distort history.”3  But it was not Mulder who distorted history.  In truth, distorting history is 
what Sisulu’s vile terrorist organisation, the now-ruling ANC, has been doing ever since it came to 
power: in schools, universities, and via the media.  Karl Marx said: “The first battlefield is the re-
writing of history.”  And Vladimir Lenin said: “To tell the truth is a petty bourgeois habit, but to lie 
and to lie convincingly is a sign of superior intelligence.”  The ANC has taken these Communist 
teachings to heart. 
  Then came President Zuma’s own public and emotional dressing-down of Mulder.  He told Mulder 
that he had stunned the nation with his “bold denial of historical facts about land dispossession.”  He 
warned him to “tread very carefully” on the emotive issue of land, as it was “extremely sensitive” and 
“a matter of life and death” for the majority of South Africa’s people.  “[It] must be handled with 
utmost care, and not in the careless and callous manner in which Honourable Mulder handled it 
yesterday,” he said to applause from the assembled MPs.4 
  Careless and callous?  Read Mulder’s speech again.  There was nothing careless or callous about it.  
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So who, precisely, had Mulder “stunned”?  Did he really “stun the nation”?  No.  He stunned the ANC 
and its supporters, and the lily-livered liberals in the opposition Democratic Alliance.  Did Mulder 
really deny historical facts about land dispossession?  Not in the least.  What he said was true, and 
neither Zuma nor any other ANC “comrade” could disprove it, either then or afterwards.  They did not 
even try to do so.  The true deniers of history, let it be said again, have been the ANC revisionists.   
  And as for Zuma’s warning that Mulder must “tread very carefully”, well, comment is hardly needed.  
These were the words of an arrogant man drunk with power. 
 
  Then things went from bad to worse.  A Freedom Front Plus MP, Pieter Groenewald, asked Zuma 
whether it was responsible leadership “when some leaders in the ANC constantly tell white people 
they have stolen the land and therefore are thieves.”  An excellent question.  The president, after all, is 
supposed to be president of the whole country, with an interest in promoting the welfare of all its 
citizens, not just blacks.  But Zuma replied: “I am sure the honourable member does not want me to get 
to the land question: how the land happened to be in the hands of the minority in this country.”5  So 
whites were referred to as “the minority”, and thus of no real consequence, and it was implied – again 
– that whites had stolen the land. 
  And that was not the end of it either.  Oh, by no means.  Ominously, in the words of one 
commentator, “[Zuma’s] response [to Mulder] did not constitute a rebuttal, on the facts, as much as a 
threat.  This reaction was imitated in the Sunday papers.  In the Sunday Times, Mondli Makhanya 
[interestingly the very man Mulder quoted favourably at the end of his speech] accused Mulder of 
‘crude denialism about South Africa’s evil past’ and of driving a ‘sharp knife into the belly of black 
South Africans’.  Again, Makhanya did not rebut Mulder’s statement factually, instead translating it to 
mean: ‘Shut up you darkies!  We whites were right to mess you up all these decades.’”6 And of course 
Mulder was saying no such thing. 
  “In City Press, Fikile-Ntsikelelo Moya stated: ‘Mulder best personifies why many black people 
believe  that their white compatriots have spat on the hand they extended in the name of building a 
non-racial society.’  And he accused the Freedom Front leader of denying the truth ‘that African 
people’s claims to Africa [are] unquestionable.’”7 Note, here, how this racist black man made it appear 
as if blacks extended their hand to whites; whereas in fact it was, for the most part, the other way 
around.  It was white South Africans who decided to enter into negotiations with black South Africans 
at the very time when black terrorists were murdering, bombing, and necklacing whites. 
  Note, too, how he stated that “[black] Africans’ claims to Africa [are] unquestionable.”  I put the 
word “black” in brackets because, as stated previously, white South Africans are just as African as 
black South Africans, and the word “African” should never be used to refer only to blacks.  Yes, black 
Africans have an undoubted claim to Africa – but no more so than white Africans.  All are settlers.  
None of them sprung out of the soil.  All are the children of Adam and Eve – and, contrary to 
evolutionary myth, mankind did not “evolve” in Africa.   
  Far more seriously, Moya “followed this up with a thinly veiled threat of genocide if the white 
minority does not learn its place.  He suggested in the process that the Jews of Europe and Asians of 
Uganda had brought their destruction on themselves.  According to Moya’s interesting reasoning 
‘Fascists and strongmen [like Adolph Hitler and Idi Amin] tend to materialise when a people who have 
endured degradation and oppression decide they’d rather live in dignity than in a democracy that 
perpetuates their dehumanisation.’”8  This is extremely serious stuff.  For black racists, it is not enough 
that white minority rule in South Africa ended many years ago; they believe that white South Africans 
must have their noses rubbed in the dirt, must be second-class citizens in the land of their birth, 
“knowing their place” and never questioning what blacks do, or say, or believe – even if it is nonsense.  
Otherwise, they might find themselves in the same terrible situation as the Jews in Nazi Germany and 
the Asians in Amin’s Uganda.  For men like Moya, even though blacks are now in charge of the 
country and not whites, blacks are supposedly still suffering at white hands. 
  Dangerous, dangerous words indeed. 
 
  Then Julius Malema, the suspended leader of the ANC Youth League, had to contribute his penny’s 
worth to the uproar (a penny would actually be far more than his drivel has ever been worth).  
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Branding Mulder a “white right-wing” leader, this blatantly anti-white racist, who has repeatedly 
expressed his hatred for whites in his public speeches and has called for land grabs without 
compensation, said that “this is our [i.e. blacks’] land and we know the history of the land.  The [white] 
settlers committed black genocide when they grabbed this land.  They never paid for it.  And today 
they have the courage to tell us it is not our land.”9 
  Malema’s knowledge of history is so poor, he could not possibly have known the truth about the 
history of South Africa.  That whites committed genocide against blacks is utterly fallacious and 
ridiculous.10  There were blacks who committed genocide against fellow-blacks – Zulu King Shaka, for 
example, massacred many thousands of blacks – but genocide was never, in the history of South 
Africa, committed by whites against blacks.  If indeed the blacks had suffered genocide, why is it that 
today they number over 40 million, whereas the white population is around 4 million?  When the Nazis 
committed genocide against the Jews, the latter’s numbers dropped by millions.  Yet in South Africa, 
the black population exploded under white government, as blacks’ standards of living rose 
dramatically – far more so than in any other part of Africa.  These are the facts, not Malema’s ignorant 
rantings. 
  Nor did Mulder ever say (as Malema said he did), “it is not [blacks’] land.”  He said not all land 
belonged to blacks in the past.  Neither the whites, nor the blacks, could lay claim to all the land in the 
entire country.  But this important distinction was ignored by Malema. 
 
  Let us analyse Mulder’s speech section by section, to see just how accurate and reasoned it was. 
   
  “But in the same week the president repeated the statement that the ‘willing buyer-willing seller 
option has not been the best way to address the land restitution question.’  In plain language it means 
that the government believes in the nationalisation of agricultural land....” 
  Absolutely, 100% correct.  If the government abandons the principle of willing buyer-willing seller, 
what option is left except nationalisation?  This of course is the way of Communism, and the ANC is a 
Communist-driven organisation; but it is the way to utter agricultural disaster and mass starvation of 
the country’s population.  If the land is forcefully taken from white commercial farmers and handed 
over to black subsistence farmers, not only would this be outright State theft, but it would result in the 
even greater failure of vast tracts of commercial farming than what has occurred already – and since 
the ANC came to power the collapses have been immense, where successful white-owned commercial 
farms have been given to unskilled, poorly-funded, small-scale black farmers.  I have written of this 
elsewhere, as have others in far more detail.11 
 
“Anybody who has anything to do with the redistribution of land points out that the problem does not 
lie with the willing buyer-willing seller principle.  The problem is the disastrous way in which land 
redistribution is being implemented.  On my desk there are numerous letters of white commercial 
farmers who had offered their land to the department but have not received any response.  Numerous 
letters from commercial farmers who had concluded purchasing contracts with the department and 
after three years they go bankrupt because the department does not pay out their money.” 
  Firstly let it be said: “land redistribution” is an evil, plain and simple.  South Africa’s white 
commercial farmers are among the best in the world.  Yet under the ANC government, for no other 
reason than that the ANC claims the whites stole the land (which is a lie, but even if it was true, it was 
done generations ago, not by the present farmers but by their long-distant ancestors), pressure has 
been, and continues to be, applied to white farmers to sell their land to the State for it to be 
“redistributed” (oh, that good Communist word!) to blacks.  Conveniently ignored is that  black tribes 
often dispossessed the Bushmen who were there before them, and they also stole land from one 
another in their many wars.  This has been part of the history of all nations, all over the world, 
throughout all time.  How far back should one go to “compensate” for it?  A hundred years?  Three 
hundred?  A thousand?  It is pathetic, it is stupid, and it does no good whatsoever. 
  Secondly, even with white farmers willing to sell their farms to the State, as Mulder pointed out, the 
Department could not even get this right.  Yet nationalising land across the country continues to be a 
possibility as far as the ANC is concerned! 
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  “The president quotes in his address the Department of Rural Development’s figures on land reform.  
According to that, white people possessed 87% of the land and the government had reached only 8% of 
its 30% target.  I seriously differ from these figures.  As I do seriously differ with the statement that 
white people had stolen all their land.” 
  Good for Mulder!  That 87% is a figure with no basis in fact.  I mean, really: 87%?  Why not 85%, or 
88%?  Anyone who has eyes, and who travels around South Africa, can see the fallacy of this: vast 
swathes of land not being commercially farmed by anybody.    And as Mulder pointed out a bit later in 
his speech: “How does the Department calculate the 8%?  There isn’t a completed land audit against 
which we could correlate these facts.”  It is all just guesswork, figures sucked out of thumbs. 
  And his statement that he disputed the notion that white people stole all the land simply cannot be 
argued against.  Doubtless there were cases where it happened – no one could reasonably deny that – 
but to claim, as the ANC loves to do, that all whites stole all the land from blacks is nothing but an 
outright fabrication.  And a fabrication is a lie.  This vast “land theft” is a myth.  
  So how much land is in black hands, actually?  According to Frans Cronje, deputy CEO of the South 
African Institute of Race Relations, it is close to 50%!   He wrote, “some basic arithmetic reveals that a 
far greater share of the country is in black hands than is acknowledged.”  And then he proceeded to 
produce the facts.  Not emotional knee-jerk reactions as is so typical of the Communist “Comrades” in 
the ANC – real facts.  Here they are: 
 “South Africa has a total surface area of 122 million hectares.  As of March 2011, 31 million hectares 
or 25% of that area was owned by the state.  The remaining 91 million hectares or 75% of the area was 
privately owned.... State-owned land would previously have been regarded as part of the white-owned 
87%.  It follows then that it should now be regarded as black-owned, which means that at least a 
quarter of the country’s surface area is in black hands.  There is nothing preventing the state from 
handing title to much of that land to black people. 
  “Since 1995, 2,6 million hectares or the equivalent 2,1% of all land has been handed to blacks via 
land-restitution programmes.  This figure pushes the amount of land in black hands to at least 27,1%.  
More than R5 billion was paid out to restitution claimants who accepted cash payments instead of land.  
That R5 billion was sufficient to purchase 2,6 million hectares which would have pushed the amount 
of land in black hands to just on 30%. 
  “The land-redistribution programme, which is a distinct programme from the land-restitution 
programme, had by 2010 handed a further 3,1 million hectares, or 2,5% of the surface area, to black 
South Africans pushing up the share of black-owned land to at least 32,5%.  This figure is more than 
double that of the 13% often cited by government officials. 
  “These calculations have not taken into account land traded between private owners.  Accurate data 
on the extent of such trades does not exist.  There is significant anecdotal evidence that such trading 
between former white and new black landowners has taken place.  Whether the amounts traded are 
equivalent to 10% or 15% or 20% of the surface area of the country cannot be known.  However, any 
of these figures would push the figure for black land ownership to between 40% and 50%. 
  “If the 49 million hectares of the Western Cape and Northern Cape are subtracted from the total that 
blacks are entitled to then their share of ownership would rise even further.”12 
  Bottom line?  The ANC government is lying through its teeth about land ownership, as are all those 
other racists wanting to drive white commercial farmers off their land. 
 
  “Land is a very emotional issue which has led to numerous wars.  The president asks for a national 
dialogue about this issue.  Such a discussion cannot be undertaken with propaganda facts, twisted 
history and emotional slogans...”.  
  Precisely.  And yet propaganda, twisted history and emotional slogans are the very weapons the ANC 
uses in its emotion-driven lie about whites “stealing” all the land.  And as any sensible South African 
knows, when the ruling party calls for “dialogue”, this is all just window-dressing.  The ANC never 
actually listens to what “the people” have to say.  It calls for dialogue to give the appearance of 
“consultation” having occurred, but then it goes ahead and does what it always intended to anyway, 
regardless of what the people think.  This was shown when abortion was legalised, even though the 
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vast majority of South Africans opposed it. 
 
“The ANC readily speaks of ‘Black people in general and Africans in particular.’  Sir, Africans in 
particular never in the past lived in the whole of South Africa.  The Bantu-speaking people moved from 
the equator down while the white people moved from the Cape up to meet each other at the Kei River.  
There is sufficient proof that there were no Bantu-speaking people in the Western Cape and North-
western Cape.  These parts form 40% of South Africa’s land surface.” 
  Here Mulder was again absolutely, 100% correct.  Blacks did not live in the whole of South Africa in 
the past.  There is no escaping this, it is historical fact.  Liberal, revisionist historians may attempt to 
say otherwise, but facts are facts. 
  We have to agree with Frans Cronje of the SA Institute of Race Relations, however, when he wrote: 
“it is here that Mulder makes a political miscalculation.  Mulder’s history is correct that white colonists 
met black colonists in the vicinity of the Little and the Great Fish rivers.  However, using that history 
to imply that blacks have no claim to the Northern and Western Cape is to imply that whites have no 
legitimate claim to the northern reaches of the country.  This is a position that Mulder’s supporters in 
the Free State and former Northern and Western Transvaals would have a problem with.”13  Cronje 
was correct here.  However, it is more likely that the only point Mulder was seeking to make was that 
the claim that blacks lived in the whole of South Africa in the past is a false claim.  After all, 
recognising both whites and blacks as South Africans, they should all be free to purchase land 
anywhere in the country.  Blacks did not own all of it, and whites did not own all of it; but blacks and 
whites are all here now, they are all part of South Africa, and that is all that matters. 
 
“There are also differences of opinion about the influence of the Difaqane on land ownership.  Read 
the diaries of the Voortrekkers about what they found when they moved into the interior.” 
  Yes, blacks should read such things; but they will not.  Why?  Because the Voortrekkers were whites, 
and because, to blacks in the ANC and elsewhere, they were unwelcome settlers who should never 
have come (again, ignoring the fact that their own black ancestors were settlers as well; and doubtless 
the earlier inhabitants, the Bushmen, wished the black tribes had not come either, considering how they 
were  exterminated by them).   
 
 “How does the Department calculate the 8%?  There isn’t a completed land audit against which we 
could correlate these facts.” 
  Mulder should know.  He said this as Deputy Minister of Agriculture, after all, and was far more 
competent than the ANC incumbent who holds the position of Minister of Agriculture.   
 
“What does the ANC mean by 30% land in the hands of black people?  Does it include state land and 
urban land?  It is accepted that the State owns about 25% of the total land surface.  State land 
certainly does not count as white land.  25% State lands should then be added to the 8%.  What about 
the Ingomyana Trust land of more than 2.8 million hectares of the Zulu king?  Where is this and all the 
other communal land added?  Mr [Cyril] Ramaphosa and Minister Tokyo Sexwale recently bought a 
number of farms from white farmers.  My source in Vryburg says that a company of Minister Sexwale 
recently bought 30 farms in that area.  This also has to be added to the 8%.  In the Karoo and 
Kalahari huge farms are available.  Why does the Department not buy some of that land to reach their 
30% quicker?  These semi-desert lands are however added to the 87% propaganda percentage as 
white land.” 
  Here Mulder demolished the stupidity of this “30% land to be in the hands of blacks” cry.  The ANC 
government could solve this requirement of wanting blacks to have 30% of the land almost 
immediately, if it wanted to.  But it does not want to.  It wants to take the land away from highly 
successful white commercial farmers. 
  Two top ANC leaders, Cyril Ramaphosa and Tokyo Sexwale, have, since the end of the ANC’s 
armed revolution, become two of the wealthiest businessmen in South Africa; and according to Mulder 
they own not one farm, or two, but many.  This really shows what it is all about: it is not about 
transferring land to black farmers, but it is all about making extremely wealthy blacks even wealthier.  
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In Zimbabwe, when the white farmers were driven off their farms, did those farms get given to black 
farmers?  That would have been criminal enough, but no – that hardly happened.  Those productive, 
beautiful farms became the private possessions of wealthy fat-cat black politicians.  And the same 
thing could so easily happen in South Africa.  Based on the examples of Ramaphosa and Sexwale, it is 
already happening.  It is all about power, and the accumulation of immense wealth by a handful of 
men.  It has never, ever been about the aspirations of the average black man.  This, dear reader, is 
George Orwell’s Animal Farm, South Africa-style.   
 
“The size of arable land under production dropped by 30% from 1994 [when the ANC came to power] 
up to 2009.  Failed land reform, where 9 out of 10 farms are not successful, played an important role 
in this.  Farmers now have to produce more food on less land for South Africa’s population of 50 
million. 
 “I agree when Minister Nkwinti says it does not help to merely chase after hectares.  If that land does 
not produce food, we will have famine very shortly and then people will be running in the streets as 
they did recently in Mozambique when bread prices increased due to shortages.” 
  These figures are frightening...but they are all too starkly real.  As Frans Cronje wrote in his article: 
“It must be expected that many proponents of land reform and redistribution would still make the point 
that having 50% of land in the hands of 10% of the population [whites are approximately 10% of SA’s 
population] is unjust, and must be changed.  They should tread carefully [good use of Zuma’s own 
words against him by Cronje!].  The bulk of this 50% is probably owned by commercial farmers.  
There are only an estimated 30 000 farmers left in South Africa, down from 60 000 15 years ago.... 
50% in white hands is held by South Africa’s food producers and... their numbers are shrinking very 
quickly as urban markets demand ever more cost-effective production methods.... [A]ny policy that 
compromises the ability of those farmers to produce food may trigger a series of urban protests that the 
government may find difficult to control.”14 
  The bottom line: between the murders of white farmers (the highest murder rate on earth) and the fact 
that white farmers are being “encouraged” to sell their farms to the State, with the threat of land grabs 
in the future, South Africa is heading for famine.  A great food-producing country is on the way to 
being a country where most food will have to be imported.  There have already been massive farm 
failures when the farms of successful white farmers have been “redistributed” to small-scale black 
farmers.  It is truly shocking, and very, very frightening.  It bodes very ill for the future.  Food 
shortages will inevitably lead to riots and anarchy. 
 
  “I want to repeat a quote which I used in the Cabinet Lekgotla.  Mondli Makhanya wrote in the 
Sunday Times (28/2/2010): ‘...we are wasting valuable time and energy trying to restore people to 
their peasant ways.  Ordinary South Africans either do not want land or just do not have the capacity 
to work it.  They want to go to cities and work in the modern economy.... Large-scale, highly 
mechanised commercial farming is now the way of the world.  You cannot turn the clock back four 
decades.  That is just the reality.  Furthermore, the young people would, as has happened elsewhere, 
have simply upped and headed for the towns and cities.  Yet we continue to nurse the notion that we 
can reverse the inevitable march to an urban future.  We keep wanting to fight the logic of large scale 
commercial farming.... The money and energy that is spent on getting peasants back into subsistence 
(farming) would be better used to create a strong class of black commercial farmers who actually do 
farm for commercial rather than sentimental reasons.’”  
  This is all true.  The world has moved on.  Small-scale subsistence farming, as has been practiced by 
blacks in Africa for centuries, simply will not feed the millions today.  And in addition, the vast 
majority of young blacks do not even want to be farmers.  They have no interest in it.  They want the 
bright lights of the cities.  White commercial farmers are known to be among the very best farmers on 
earth.  They have performed wonders.  Now they are being pushed off the land, to make way for black 
peasant farmers who have neither the training nor the finances to continue that kind of highly 
successful commercial farming – the kind that feeds a country, not just oneself and one’s wife and 
children.  And this again shows the real agenda here: the ANC leaders want the land for themselves.  
They do not want to give it to blacks in general.  Not primarily.  That is the justification they use, to 
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keep the black masses emotional about the land issue.  But they want it for themselves.  Like 
Communists the world over, they are turning this country into their own personal fiefdom, and their 
own playground.  “The people” (as they love to speak of the citizens of the country) exist solely as 
their serfs. 
 
“I dream of white and black commercial farmers who do not have to go to [the rest of] Africa for 
opportunities.  The children who were born in 1994 are 18 years old this year and can vote.  They only 
know an ANC government.  There is no reason why such a child should not be able to buy a farm or 
obtain a bursary, just because he/she is white.  Yet this is still happening.” 
 It is scandalous that white children are being denied the opportunities given to black children.  The 
ANC claimed (in its revolutionary years) to be fighting against discrimination of whites against blacks; 
yet when they came to power they immediately set about entrenching black discrimination against 
whites.  The ANC government is just as discriminatory as the previous white government ever was – in 
fact, in many ways it is far worse.  They loudly condemn apartheid, ad nauseam, ad infinitum; yet the 
ANC has institutionalised “reverse apartheid”, affirmative action which favours blacks over whites in 
almost every sphere of life.  They are monstrous racists, hypocrites, liars and deceivers.  Their 
followers are either too blinded by their stupid loyalty to this abominable organisation to see it, or they 
do see it, and fully approve of it. 
 
 Communists, Socialists, liberals and their fellow-travellers need to be boldly opposed.  It is a major 
part of their agenda to re-write history in their favour.  Remember Marx’s words again: “The first 
battlefield is the re-writing of history.”  There must be no pussyfooting; no sissy-liberal, hand-wringing 
approach. The true facts of history must be robustly stated, and just as robustly defended, or within no 
time at all the only “truth” will be the leftist “truth” – and that is no truth at all.  Already we are very 
far down that road.  Already, leftists worldwide have succeeded in convincing most of the world that 
their deceptive version of the “truth” is the real thing.  And it is a small step from presenting their 
deceptive lies as the truth, to silencing all criticism of their lies.  Unless those with a proper knowledge 
of the truth speak out boldly, clearly, and without fear, the day may come when they are no longer 
permitted to do so. 
 
  In South Africa, as indeed in much of the world, the truth about the people of European ancestry must 
be boldly asserted in the face of this all-out propaganda war to smear their reputation and deny 
historical reality.  They are not in South Africa merely by the sufferance of blacks.  They are not in this 
country merely because blacks are permitting them to live in it, as long as they “know their place” and 
keep their mouths shut.  They are in South Africa because they have just as much right to be in the 
country as any black South African.  Yes, their ancestors were settlers, but so were the ancestors of the 
black nations.  All are settlers.  The black nations did not spring out of the soil of South Africa – they 
migrated from further north into this part of the continent and settled in the country, just as white 
people came from across the sea and settled in the country as well.  Those are the historical facts.  And 
it all happened centuries ago.  For better or for worse, whites and blacks have lived in South Africa for 
centuries.  It belongs to them both. And the sooner black racists accept these facts, the better off all the 
inhabitants of the country will be. 
 
  As for some blacks getting any fool ideas about committing genocide against whites, as is not very 
subtly hinted at by some of their leaders and sycophants in the media, they would be well advised to 
banish such idiotic dreams from their heads.  White South Africans are not sitting ducks.  They will not 
simply roll over and die if any hotheads get it into their arrogant racist heads to attempt such a 
foolhardy thing.  The ANC’s “soldiers” were a joke before 1994, and they have remained a joke ever 
afterwards.  Despite trying for decades, MK (the ANC’s armed wing) did not win its cowardly terrorist 
revolution against the previous white government; only when the country was sold out did the ANC 
come to power.  It never defeated conservative white-governed South Africa in open warfare, and 
never could.  The ANC always refers to its revolution as the “struggle”.  Indeed it was a struggle for 
them: they struggled to win in warfare, in fact they struggled to gain any victories at all, even with 
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their cowardly terrorist attacks on innocent people.  And today?  They are ex-terrorists, and terrorists, 
by definition, are cowards.  Cowards prefer to hunt helpless prey in packs, like hyaenas, killing elderly 
whites in their beds on isolated farms.  In addition to being cowards, they are ill-disciplined cowards.  
Any mass attempt at a successful genocide would in all likelihood fail.  Yet in the process of failing, 
and of showing the world what failures they are and what savages too for even attempting it, thousands 
on both sides will die.  What a tragedy that would be.  They should cease hinting at it, desist from 
threatening the possibility of it, and never even attempt it.   
  If these were decent men and women, they would be doing all in their power to make South Africa a 
wonderful place in which to live for all its people, black and white.  Instead, even though they have 
been in power for years, their language is always the language of revolution, and of thinly-veiled 
threats.  This is because this kind of language is the only language they know.  They themselves, like 
Marxists and Socialists everywhere, operate in a sinister twilight world of suspicion, conspiracies real 
and imagined, vaguely-defined “third forces”, factionalism, etc.  The crown rests very uneasily on the 
ANC’s head, and they know it.   
 
  Let us never forget that excellent saying: “All that is necessary for evil to triumph is for good men to 
do nothing.”  The re-writing of history, the distortion of historical fact, is the first weapon in the Reds’ 
arsenal for bringing about the total transformation of society.  It must be resisted with facts, and 
resisted at every turn.  Understand true history, and defend it against Socialistic lies! 
 

March 2012 
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