What will Kennedy

say how?

he influential Washing-
ton-based Investor Resp-
onsibility Research
Centre has concluded in a
recent report that most black
South Africans do not favour
sanctions and disinvestment. The
report by the [RRC is especially
significant as the Centre's highly
respected rescarch has been a
catalyst in the past for the US dis-

investment campaign. The Centre is an in-
dependent non-profit research organisa-

"MOST BLACKS
NOT IN FAVOUR
OF SANCTIONS"
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tion. [t based its latest findings on an analy-
sis of existing opinion polls and interviews

conducted independently s
South Africa by its own research
ers. The report identifies consid
crable differences between blacl
rank-and-file opinion and the po
sitions of opposition elites whon
Congressional sanctions propo
nents cite 1o justify their actions
The IRRC discounts claims tha
the polls have been distorted by
fear of official reprisal. “Th

State appears more concerned with silenc
ing public figures (than ordinary people




who are capable of
mobilising sanctions
campaigns.” Unlike
most sanctions advo-
cates, the IRRC finds
the polling data suf-
ficiently credible to
conclude : “The ma-
jority of Africans in
SA do not advocate
that US and other
foreign companies
withdraw from SA
and do not favour economic sanctions
against SA as a tactic to help end apartheid
if those measures will also increase black
unemployment.” Based on two polls - the
Mark Orkin survey of August-September
last year and the German African Founda-
tion survey of June-July - the IRRC shows
support for sanctions at all costs by a “hard-
core minority” measures between 14% and
26%. Three polls sponsored by separate or-
ganisations between June 1984 and May
1986 had shown evi-
dence that a substan-
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tial minority of urban
placks - some

25% - advocated dis-
nvestiment by fofeign
companies, This is in
direct contradiction to
NUMErous Surveys
conducted by propo-
nents of sanctions and
disinvestment which
when published re-
ceived considerable
publicity.

Mark Orkin, Lirecior
of the Community
“Agency for Social
Enguiry working in
association with the
Institute for Black
Research, published
a book on sanctions
called “The Struggle
and The Fulure -
What Black South
Africans Really
Think™ {Ravan
Press) in which he
clai-med that 73% of
Blacks in metropoli-
tan areas in South
Africa favour some
form aof disinvest-
ment. In the book Mr

Orkin was highly critical of the stance
taken by Dr Mangosuthu Buthelezi, the
KwaZulu Government and Inkatha and
produced figures which he claimed
showed “minority support” for their deci-
sion to primarily oppose sanctions for
moral and practical reasons. The IRRC
repori vindicates Dr Buthelezi's consis-
tent claim over many vears that the major-
ity of South Africans do not support sanc-
fions., The report also supporis views ex-
pressed in Clarion Call, Volume I, 1985.

The IRRC report said that what almost all
of the polls also showed was that many
mote blacks might conceivably support
sanctions and disinvestment if they were
convinced that such actions would NOT in-
crease black unemployment. “Some of the
polls also show that many blacks are not
convinced that disinvestment and sanc-
tions will help end apartheid,” it said. The
IRRC said the “ambivalence™ expressed in
black opinion surveys was reflected by the
leaders of organisations that had large
black constituencics. “The policies of ma-
jor union, political and church organisa-
tions range from unconditional support for
comprehensive economic sanctions, to
support only for sanctions that will not in-
crease black hardship, to adamant opposi-
tion to any form of sanctions or disinvest-
ment.” In its analysis of organisation
views, the study finds ;

..The ANC, PAC, AZAPO and NACTU
support sanctions and disinvestment un-
conditionally, with the SACC leaning
strongly in that direction ;

... Archbishop Desmond Tutu's views tend
to be mixed, ranging between calls for
sanctions specifically aimed at securing
the release of political prisoners and open-
ended negotiations at one extreme and for
the symbolic severing of diplomatic rela-
tions at the other ;

... The SA Catholic Bishops' Conference

and the Cape Action
League seck specific
tactical sanctions - an
international airline
ban, for example - but
are “anxious that
sanctions not be 1m-
posed that will de-
stroy the economy or
increase black hard-
ship”™.

. COSATU, while

broadly supportive of
sanctions, appears to be shifting position,
especially on disinvestment.
The report noted : “Ideally, many COSATU
{Congress of South African Trade Union)
members would like to see the world im-
pose comprehensive sanctions in one deci-
sive blow that would disable the govemn-
ment relatively quickly. “Instead, they have
been forced to deal with a situation where
disinvestment and sanctions have been
imposed piecemeal, which hunts their
members’ intercsts but does not visibly
affect the white establishment.”

THOSE WHO HAVE GONE
And what of the suffering left behind?

nother report compiled by the
Investor Responsibility Research
Centre has revealed that a total of
115 non-US firms have disin-
vested from South Africa since January 1,
1984 with 40 percent of the non-US firms
withdrawing since the beginning of last
year. During the same period 162 US firms
have left. Of the non-US disinvestors, the
largest number - 49 - were British. There
were 12 Canadian, eight French, seven
Australian and seven West German com-
panies. Some 606 mult-nationals con-
tinue to have direct investment or employ-
ees in South Africa. These break down into
: 195 British, 150 US, 137 West German,
29 Swiss, 24 French, 14 Duich, 12 Austra-
lian, 12 Canadian, B Italian and six Swed-
ish. In addition 85 non-US firms - mostly
Japanese - maintain licensing, distribution
and other non-equily relationships in SA.
Mahil, the largest US employer in SA, is
now 24th among foreign-owned compa-
nies. While most disinvesting companies
that gave reasons for their withdrawal
cited weak economic conditions in South
Africa, some told the IRRC that domestic
pressure in their home countries had be-
come too difficult 1o withstand.
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