The Kairos Document

® State Theology

® Church Theolo
® Prophetic Theuiﬂgy

‘““Whatever the people decide to use
to eliminate those enemy elements
is their decision. If they decide to

use necklacing, we supportit. . "
Mr Alfred Nzo, Secretary-General of the ANC Mission in Exile as

reported in an interview with the London Sun
in The Daily News

Orm gide of the debate

regarding the violence of
oppression and the violence
used in mnuﬂanca to
oppression is set out in the
Kfm:m Document, an unmqned
"Challenge to the Church"
compiled by "concerned
C " most of whom are
known to be closely involved
with the South African Council
of Churches.
The document, in essence,
ustifies the violence of the
xternal Mission of the ANC
because in its view the ANC is

fighting tyranny and it is
nppo:g'ﬁ: a regime which is
inherently evil and beyond
redemption and the politics of
negotiation.

When theorising on violence,
the Kairos Document does
NOT take into account, for
instance, the violence which is
NOT directed against the SA
regime but against black South
Africans. emic violence of
the most horrible kind which is
directed at Enhpnﬁcélm_ |
op nis of the ission
in Exile.

It makes no mention that the
“necklace” has been claimed
as an ANC weapon. ANC
President, Mr Oliver Tambo,
nmod at the recent

N Movement Con-
ference in Harare to play down
the involvement of the ANC In
this barbaric practice but only
recently, in London, the

Times Published
ptember [6 986

Secretary-General of the ANC
Mr Alfred Nzo, told the London
Sunday Times that "colla-
borators with the enemy’’ had
to be eliminated

Asked if thus included
necklacing, Mr Nzo is reported
to have nodded emphatically,
according to the London
Sunday Times

The newspaper further quoted
Mr Nzo as saying: “"Whatever
the people decide to use to
eliminate those enemy
elements is their decision. [f
they decide 1o use necklacing,
we suppor 1" (The Daily
News, September 16, 1986)
The Kairos Document does not
mention the ANC Mission in
Exile or the UDF or COSAS
but, in the introduction, It says:
“In opposition to tyranny and
oppression Chnstians may be
required to take solidanty
action or join significant
political movements working
towards the overthrow of
tyranny where clear Christian
choices may not be possible or
available .

The dn-cumqnt pleads for a
prophetic faith which needs
“spirituality of combat”.

It goes on to say that there are
“strong liberation movements
which have received suppon
from the ecumenical commu-
nity because they are the
representatives of the suffenng
people.

“The ume has come for the
Churches to declare their

alhance with the forces of
liberanon against the apanheid
regime.” Clearly. the authors of
the document are \dentfyin
with the ANC Mission in e
and the UDF

The document i3, in fact, a plea
for the ANC Mission in Exile,
the UDF and COSATU The
documen! asks the Church to
give parnty politucal sup

these organusations [t does not
discuss the cntena which
Chnstians should use to
decide which political organi-
sation i1s “the representative of
the suffering people’

The documen! abou!
there being three theologies:
State Thnnlc-gy which justifies
apartheid. Church Theology
which addresses the oppressor
and not the oppressed and
Prophetic Theology. which it
postulates is the only true

theology

Apartheid IS reprehensible,
but the Kairos ument
negates political reality. It
invites jans to take
revolutionary action within a
framework 1t establishes. It
screams out against the politics
of negotiation.

The authors of the document
in effect that the South
can regime is so intensely
evil that it cannot be

to reform. As an example it
says. "“The reforms that come

>




R—:hhuhnp Denis Hurley

has now partly responded to the
various qumunl put to him by
Chief M G Buthelezi.

The main points of his reply
follow:

“The Chief Minister asks if the
Catholic Church believes that a
just war is being fought by the
ANC ... It is extremely difficull
to discuss just war while
avoiding signification or
meaning, but no doubt the Chuief
Minister's semantic thrust 1s that
he does not want the 1ssue
clouded by a fog of theological
tuchniclliun

“l shall spare him these, not
even listing the vanous critena
that theologians have formulated
for the just war. Instead, | shall
deal with what lRpﬁlI to be the
two Mmailn issues he rises,
namely, whether the ANC is
right at arriving at the
conclusion that the situation of
injustice under apartheid is such
that an armed struggle is the
only way to remedy it and,
second, whether the methods it
promotes, recommends or
tolerates render its armed
struggle unjust.

"My answer is that the Catholic
Church in South Afnca.
represented in dealing with
such matters by the Catholic
Bishops' Conference, has yet
made no pronouncement on
these questions.

“It may do so in the future but in
doing so would have to weigh
very carefully the advisability of
attempting a theological and
moral judgement concerning
just Or unjust war in a situahon
created by the enormous
injustice of apartheid.

!:m%le out the behaviour of
the ANC for labelling unjust
when the total context in which
that behaviour 1s occumng 1s a
bear-pit of unjustices, is an
injustice in itself.

“When fisticuffs have broken out
between all the members of two
rival football teams, 1t is not just
to whistle up one side for foul

TSTOP PRESS:

Archbishop Denis Hurley replies to Chief Mangosuthu Buthelezi.

‘“When violence is so widespread, it is
not for us to make pronouncements about

just or unjust war."”

play, especially if it is not the
side that began the fight,
“The ANC is firmly convinced
that the South African Govemn-
ment began the fight by
continuing and confirming

a weid after the decades of
pleading and persuading from
1912 1o World War II and the
decade and a half of direct
confrontation that ended with
Sharpeville.

“Despairing that the whites
would never understand and
change their ways, Mr Nelson

Mandela an the armed
m.lﬂgla in 1861, the same
elson Mandela whose

fnendship and approval the
Chief Minister is so avid to
claim.

“In regard to bombing,
necklacing and burning, the
Bishops' Conference expressed
its horror and detestation as
vigorously as it had denounced
unacceptable and barbarous
behaviour on the part of the
secunty forces.

“"People were killed without
pity. One cannot but deplore
such indiscniminate slaughter . .
The question anses:

Is the strategy of sabotage being
escalated into unlimited
terrorism, or is this the act

ol a group of hot-heads

talang matters into their own
hands? . . '

"We published a similar reaction
to the car bomb explosion in
Durban on the moming of April
3, 1984

“We continue to deplore and
condemn the horror of
bombing.

“At the end of 1884 in our report
on police conduct during
townships protests we wrote: ', . .
The legacy of bitterness and
resentment that all this wanton
violence engenders serves only
to postpone a just and
settiement of the issues dividi
our country .

. we are well aware that
others besides the police are
engaged in illegal and violent
activities. We also recognise

protecting the innocent hu:n
criminals and hooligans . .
acknowledge that some m:om
and gro may axplnit
situation for their own criminal
ends. We concede, too, there
may have hﬁmwhﬁn the
ce were or
nagdad to protect themselves

“In January, 1986, I referred, in

the course of my re to the
lenary session of the Bishops'
onference to the "gmmmu

necklace of fire .

“All this supports what I said in
my first response to the Chief
Minister: that the Southern
African Catholic Bisho
Conference deplores

the violence of the State and the
violence of the ANC —

and the violence of any other
body guilty of it.

"When violence is so wide-
spread, it is not for us to make
pronouncements about just or
unjust war.

“In regard to Inkatha's non-
violent stand, one cannot but
endorse and approve it, but one
would like to be less um:artnin
about Inkatha's role in many a
situation of conflict in our

rovince.

‘The Chief Minister himself
admits that 'no leader can
ensure that every member of his
or her organisation never resorts
to violence.'

“About my attitude &A.rchhiahnp
Hurley is a patron of the UDF —
Editor) to the UDF, I am
surprised to learn from the Chief
Minister that I identified with the
UDF and justified my
identification by njnég that the
UDF was not a political body but
a coalition of associations,
“What I said was that church
bodies may find themselves
making common cause with one
or other affiliate of the UDF in
regard to some grievance or
project like rents or housing, but
obwviously this does not
constitute identification with the
UDF as a whole.

“It is a pity that we have to
spend so much time on this kind

of hmmummﬂpm
mmﬁmmd
energy to
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