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Easter marks a significant period in the Christian cal-

endar.  According to the Christians, it is a period 

where the promise of the Old Testament was realised 

through Christ’s crucifixion, death on the cross, resur-

rection and ascendance to heaven so that man may be 

reconciled with God.  

 

Given the influence and the power religion has over a 

people, the Black Consciousness Movement (BCM) has 

always been alive to how religion has been, and is 

used as a tool for the oppression of Black people and 

maintenance of subjugation.  This is achieved through 

the oppressor using religion to make the oppressed 

people feel better about their situation of poverty and 

exploitation through believing in receiving their just 

reward in the hereafter.  It is in this context that Karl 

Marx characterised religion as “the sigh of the op-

pressed creature, the heart of a heartless world, just 

as it is the spirit of a spiritless situation. It is the opi-

um of the people.” 

 

At the same time the BCM has always been equally 

conscious of the potential emancipatory power of reli-

gion and the historical role it has played in the libera-

tion struggle.  This is what led to the BCM’s involve-

ment in the development of Black Theology in Azania, 

and to Black Theology’s influence in the movement.  

As James H. Cone defined it, Black Theology is “a ra-

tional study of the being of God in the world in light of 

the existential situation of an oppressed community, 

relating the forces of liberation to the essence of the 

Gospel, which is Jesus Christ".  In that sense, it is a the-

ology that speaks to the human being in the here and 

now; in the lived conditions of political, social, eco-

nomic and religious subjugation.   It foregrounds the 

emancipatory message of the gospel as represented 

by Christ’s actions and words.  In a nutshell, Black 

Theology is concerned about socio-economic justice 

as equally as it is about spiritual redemption. 

 

The use of religion for exploitation is not only the 

province of the racist oppressors that have used polit-

ical, social and economic institutions to perpetuate 

oppression, it can also be used by individuals who ex-

ploit their own people for their material gain.  Often 

this exploitation is that of the poor, who are in deep 

need of a sigh, a heart in this heartless world, a spirit 

in this spiritless world.  

 

Our country has in the past years faced an epidemic of 
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these charlatans who manipulate and rob the poor of 
their hard-earned money with the promise of deliver-

ance.  The same charlatans live in opulence, while 
their congregants live in squalor.  They risk the lives 
of their congregants through making them drink pet-

rol, eat grass and spraying them with doom.  

 

AZAPO urges all people of faith to focus on the mes-
sage of the gospel that speaks to salvation and re-
demption in the here and now and the hereafter.  The 
message of the gospel that is concerned with caring 
for one another and in removing the yoke of poverty 

and injustice from our country. 

 

With that said, AZAPO wishes all our Christian com-

patriots a happy Easter. 

 

 

THE POLLUTION OF THE LAW 

 

One would have assumed that it would be obvious to 

the powers that be that former President Jacob Zuma 

should pay for his legal representation in the pending 

criminal trial in which he is charged for fraud and 

corruption. 

 

Some political parties have opted to go to court to 

force the government to stop paying for Zuma’s legal 

costs.  This was after it was revealed by the country’s 

President Cyril Ramaphosa that the government has 

spent more than R15,3 million to pay Zuma’s legal 

bills. 

 

Before getting into the merits of the argument, it is 

imperative to first understand the spirit and intent of 

the legislation that authorises the state to pay for the 

legal costs of its functionaries.  The legislation was 

designed to offer legal protection to state officials to 

be able to carry their official duty. 

 

In other words, if an official who is acting in good 

faith and in the interest of the Republic was to com-

mit an offense either by commission of omission, 

which result in criminal charges or even civil litiga-

tion, such an official would be entitled to be offered 

legal assistance.  The state would have to pay for his 

legal costs.  What is important is that the official 

should demonstrate that he was acting in good faith 

in the interest of the country as a whole, and not ad-

vancing his or her personal interests. 

 

This protection is crucial.  If it was not there, it would 

be difficult for politicians and other state officials to 

carry on with their work.  They would be paranoid 

and more concerned about making sure that they do 

not expose themselves to any kind of judicial scrutiny 

arising from their work. 

 

Those who argue that Zuma should be given financial 

support by the state to deal with his criminal charges 

argue that in terms of the law, any person is pre-

sumed innocent until proven otherwise.  Fair.  But 

before a blanket support and blank cheque can be 

given to a state official, that official should show that 

what he or she is accused of was committed in the 

line of his duty; but more importantly, that the al-

leged offence was committed not for personal gains 

but to advance the interests of the state. 

 

In the case of Zuma, it is impossible to show how the 

country would have benefited from the alleged cases 

of fraud and corruption.  Instead, a counter argument 

can be advanced that the state was allegedly defraud-

ed when Zuma allegedly abused his powers as a poli-

tician to advance private business interest at the ex-

pense of the state. 

 

The insistence that the tax-payer should foot the bill 

of Zuma’s legal woes is nothing but crude abuse of the 
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taxpayers’ money.  How can the state charge Zuma for 

defrauding it, and still be the one that funds his ef-

forts not to be held accountable? 

 

While this matter may be of a legal nature that offers 

politicians to hide behind the law, it should not es-

cape the ruling party that they have to provide moral 

leadership.  They have been telling the country that 

they are committed to fighting corruption.  They now 

have to walk the talk and not finance, at state ex-

pense, their leaders who are accused of corruption. 

 

As AZAPO, we are of the firm conviction that Zuma 

should not get state support in his matter against the 
people of South Africa.  The argument should not be 
about whether he might be found guilty or not guilty.  

It is an issue of principle.  There has to be a difference 
when a state official is acting to advance their person-

al interests and when they act in their scope to ad-
vance the interests of the country.  When they do the 
latter, we should give them our unqualified support.  

But when they do the former, we should grant them 
their space to swim with the sharks.   
 

THE ABC OF COLONIALISM 

 

Our struggle for liberation and freedom is basically 

against colonialism.  In the context of Azania, we talk 

about settler-colonialism because a section of the co-

lonial community enjoyed the wealth of Azania so 

much that they decided to settle permanently in our 

country. 

 

But what is colonialism? Colonialism is derived from 

the word colony.  Simply put, a colony is an area or a 

country that is under the full or partial political con-

trol of another country and occupied by the settlers 

from that country.  So, colonialism is a system in 

which one country takes control of another country.  

 

Some of the major colonial master countries include 

Britain, France, Spain, Portugal and Netherlands.  Alt-

hough colonialism was almost synonymous with Eu-

rope, there are countries outside Europe that colo-

nised others.  For example, Japan had colonised Chi-

na.  

Colonialism has more to do with the control of the 

colonised country’s economic resources by the colo-

nising country.  The colonising power uses the politi-

cal system to control the wealth of the colonised 

country for the benefit of the coloniser. 

 

While the economic effects of colonialism are easy to 

see because the colonial powers run the economy of 

the colonised country in a manner that disempower 

and impoverishes the indigenous population, the 

more devastating effects of this system is the coloni-

sation of the mind of the colonised.  This is the worst 

form colonialism in that the colonised people idolise 

the colonisers; embrace the culture of the colonisers 

and despise their own culture and everything about 

themselves. 

 

A small country in terms of geographic size such as 

Britain or Japan, soon realises that it would need 

more resources to feed its population.  To address the 

shortage of resources, Britain would then embark on 

a mission to establish colonies.  These were estab-

lished throughout the world.  Britain had political 

control of the colonies and would expatriate the 

wealth of the colonies to Britain. 

 

But as the quest for self-rule and the anti-colonial 

struggle intensified, the colonial master such as Brit-

ain and France had to adjust and devolve some politi-

cal authority to the colonies.  The colonies would be 

given a semi self-governing system, but the funda-

mental economic control would still vest with the co-

lonial masters. 
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That is why the language of the colonial master would 

still be dominant post the classical and outright colo-

nial era.  For instance, the Black people of Mozam-

bique and Angola communicate in Portuguese, re-

gardless of their education status.  The same applies 

to the Black people of Congo; they communicate in 

French. 

 

The economic architecture of “independent’ Africa is 

still anchored on European colonialism.  Most of the 

products that Azanians use - from motor-cars, to tele-

vision sets, to cell-phones to basic food stuff such as 

yoghurt - are imported from the former colonial mas-

ter countries for consumption in our country.  South 

Africa even imports beef from Britain despite the fact 

that we have a huge country that can be used in com-

mercial cattle farming. 

 

The modern form of colonialism is done through cul-

ture.  This kind of colonialism does not require the 

colonial power to be in charge of the political system 

of the colonised country.  The colonial power install 

puppet regimes that advance the interests of the colo-

nial powers.  Just to illustrate this point; you find the 

puppet regimes supporting the film industry of the 

colonial powers and investing little or nothing in local 

production.  The effects are that talented local actors 

and musicians die as paupers because there is no sup-

port from the state. 

 

Currently, the European football leagues, particularly 

the English Premier League, dominates the world be-

cause of this cultural imperialist phenomenon.  Little 

wonder that some of our people proudly proclaim 

that they support Manchester United or Liverpool, 

and not Orlando Pirates or Bloemfontein Celtic. 

 

Our arts and literature are still characterised by colo-

nialism. 

 

Granted this background, AZAPO’s strategic interven-
tion is to intensify the struggle for mental liberation 
that will free Black people of the colonial mentality.  
We know that this cannot be achieved without infus-
ing our people with generous doses of Black Con-
sciousness.  A decolonised mind has a fighting chance 
of eradicating colonialism, and ushering in of real lib-
eration whose essence is economic freedom.  This is 

one of the primary reasons why AZAPO exists.  We 
are anti-colonialist.  We actively and radically fight all 

forms of colonialism; be they settler-colonialism, in-
ternal colonialism or neo-colonialism.  

40 YEARS LATER, WE REMEMBER 

SOBUKWE  

In the recent history of the liberation movement in 

Azania, there are three epoch-changing events worth 

mentioning: 

 

1. The rise of the Anton Lembede-led Afrikan youth 

that gave rise to the launching of the ANCYL and 

the 1949 Program of Action.  This radicalised the 

struggle by putting the Land Question at the cen-

tre of the Azanian Revolution and committing the 

fate of the liberation of Afrikans in the hands of 

Afrikans themselves.  It is in this epoch that the 

adoption of the Freedom Charter, which under-

mined the radical 1949 Program of Action, result-

ed in the formation of the PAC. 

2. The other is the anti-pass campaign that led to the 

slaughter of 69 unarmed Black people in Sharpe-

ville in March 1960.  This led to the banning of the 

liberation movement organisations and a heavy 

setback and immobilisation of the liberation 

struggle.  This period gave rise to, 

3. The establishment of the Black Consciousness 

Movement through which the last epoch of the 

June 16 Uprising came into being.  This epoch saw 

the mass murder of young Black children by the 

white racist regime, and the intensification of the 

armed struggle.  

 

Sobukwe was directly involved in two of the epochs.  
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It stands to reason therefore that as we reflect on his life 

40 years after his death, the country ought to pause in 

memory of his contribution to the liberation project.  As 

a true record of history, it is impossible to speak of the 

Sharpeville Day without speaking about Sobukwe and 

his visionary and courageous leadership. 

Following the PAC motto of "Leaders in Front", he 

demonstrated not only his fearlessness, but his commit-

ment to the cause of his people by resigning from his 

place of employment and opting to lead the anti-pass 

march from the front under the campaign banner of "NO 

BAIL! NO DEFENCE! NO FINE!"  This was done with a 

clear resolve of burning their passes and handing them-

selves over to the police at the various police stations 

across the country. 

 

The strategy was meant to cripple the country’s econo-

my and elevate the plight of the suffering Black majori-

ty.  The disdain they gave to the courts was palpable as 

they did not recognise their (courts) authority over 

them.  This is why Sobukwe never had a lawyer at his 

trial.  Even when he was convicted, he did not care to 

lodge an appeal. 

 

This was to be the last time that he enjoyed his freedom 

as he was apprehended along the way to Orlando Police 

Station and charged with sedition.  While incarcerated, 

the system had already obtained a banishment order 

which was meant to restrict him to Vryheid, in case he 

was released from prison.  He was then given a three-

year sentence, which upon expiry, was extended 

through the so-called Sobukwe Clause in the General 

Law Amendment Act, which enabled the apartheid Min-

ister of Justice to extend Sobukwe’s imprisonment in-

definitely.  It is this Sobukwe Clause that kept him in 

solitary confinement without trial for 6 more years.  

Even after this period, he continued to live a life of a 

banned man under police guard in Galeshewe, a town-

ship in Kimberly,  where he is said to have died of the 

cancer of the lungs on 27 February 1978.  In AZAPO we 

were never convinced that Sobukwe died of natural 

causes despite the official record of his death.  However, 

he was to be buried at his birthplace in Graaf Reinet on 

11 March 1978.  The BCM played a pivotal role in the 

burial of a leader we revere so much. 

 

Amidst the current debate on Land Expropriation With-

out Compensation, we wonder what Sobukwe would 

have said.  He was among those who challenged the no-

tion that the land “belongs to all those who live in it, 

black and white”.  He was unequivocal about his views 

on European colonialism, and was steadfast in his re-

solve to fight for the return of the Afrikan land.  It was 

he who reminded and cautioned the delegates at the 

inaugural PAC conference that; 

 
 The Europeans are a foreign minority group which has exclusive 

control of political, economic, social and military power. It is the 

dominant group. It is the exploiting group, responsible for the 

pernicious doctrine of white supremacy, which has resulted in the 

political humiliation and degradation of the indigenous African 

people. It is this group which has dispossessed the African people 

of their land and with arrogant conceit has set itself up as the 

“guardians”, the “trustees” of the Africans. 

 

The painful moment of Sobukwe’s 40th anniversary is 

the desecration of his legacy by some who also have suf-

fered imprisonment and torture in the course of their 

fight for the liberation of the Azanian people.  Ironically, 

these people have spent years along with Sobukwe on 

Robben Island and know better who this man was, and 

what he stood to represent.  It is a disservice not only to 

Sobukwe, but also to his peers Nelson Mandela and Al-

bertina Sisulu that Sobukwe’s legacy is made to be sub-

sumed under the memory of the two Comrades.  Worse 

still, these are Comrades whom Sobukwe died believing 

that they deserted the political line that was adopted in 

1949 in favour of embracing Afrikan ownership of the 

Azanian Land.  What is Sobukwe’s sin to deserve this 

treatment at the hands of his own people?  Could it be 

that he was too true to his struggle principles as a para-

gon of revolutionary activism? But we believe that his-

tory never lies. 

 

AZAPO salutes this Son of the Soil. 
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