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Exeautive summary

This Report describes the proceeadings of an event aimed at fadlit ating open, inclusive
debate anongst the Zimbabwean daspora in the UK and dahers concerned abou the
continuing crisis in Zimbabwe, its regional and international impli cations, the role of civil
society in the struggle for democratic governance, human rights, justice and peace and
the possble strategies for change.

The Open Forum 2005 o Zimbabwe, South Africa and the Region was organised in
London o4 June 2005 ly the Britain Zimbabwe Society in association with a number of
asociated organisations. It was concdved as an inclusive, nonpartisan, non
governmental forum and focused ontwo spedfic themes:

(1) the institutional instruments available to civil society to use in defending human
rights and promoting change;

(2) how to develop a genuingly anti-imperiaist framework for understanding the
situation in Zimbabwe, in the face of the ati-imperiaist posture adoped by the
ruling party in Zimbabwe to win international and particularly African suppat for its
palicies.

The Forum was attended by some 270 persons. Stimulated by strong presentations from
al the spe&ers on two panels, and by the dramatic events unfolding in Zimbabwe (the
‘drive out the rubbish’ government blitz - officially cdled 'restore order’ - on uban
settlements and informal sedor traders had readed its third week) participants condwcted
a lively debate with sharp dsagreanents on some points. The @nstructive discusson
ranged more widely than the two principal themes, and refleded a dea consensus that
the aisis in Zimbabwe had entered a new phase, requiring long- as well as dhort-term
resporses, and careful re-assesgment of the diredion o eventsin Southern Africa

This report is compiled from the detailed ndes of a tean of three rappateurs. It
summarises the main presentations, and the ensuing discusson. At the end will be found
the following appendices : (1) Biographica notes on the spekers. (1) Messages recaved
by the Forum. (Ill) Organisational detail s of the Forum, including contad detail s of the
organisations asociated with it, fundng, membership o the planning group, and the
reporting team.
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Concept

The Open Forum 2005 was conceved as an inclusive, nonpartisan, norrgovernmental
forum to examine, analyse and debate the aisis in Zimbabwe, and its relationship with
South Africa and the wider African region. It aimed to focus in particular on two themes:
(1) the role of civil society in Africain defending human rights, and the institutional
instruments available to it to use in promoting change; (2) to consider how the ruling
party in Zimbabwe has adopted an anti-imperialist posture to seaure some international
suppat for its domestic padlicies, and hawv to develop a genuinely anti-imperialist
framework for understanding the situation in Zimbabwe.

The Open Forum 2005 was organised by the Britain Zimbabwe Society in association
with the Zimbabwe Assciation, the International Liaison Office of the Zimbabwe
Human Rights NGO Forum, the REDRESS Trust, the Canon Colli ns Educaiona Trust
for Southern Africa (CCETSA), together with Article 19, ACTSA (Action for Southern
Africa), Endthe Silence, the Centre of African Studies, LondonUniversity, and the Royal
Africa Society (RAS). The Forum was a follow-up to a well-attended event which the
Britain Zimbabwe Society organised in London on 28 February 2004in asociation with
anumber of other organisations (ref: Report on the Open Forum on Zimbabwe and South
Africa, 28" February 2004, BZS).

Aims of the Open Forum 2005

1. To bring together the Zimbabwean and South African diasporas in the UK, with
participants from other African courtries and the British constituency of interest
in Southern Africa

2. To inform and educae @ou current developments in the region appertaining to
Zimbabwe's relations with South Africa and aher African courtries and the
response of civil society to the Zimbabwean crisis

3. To dtimulate and suppat an open, inclusive and constructive debate on the
promotion o democratic governance, human rights, justice and peace in
Zimbabwe

4. To suppat the ongoing advocag/ efforts by civil society organisations in
Zimbabwe, South Africa and the regionin defence of these goalsin Zimbabwe

5. To promote ad fadlitate networking and relationship bulding between
individuals and civil society organisations in Zimbabwe, South Africa and the
region, and with the wider international constituency of suppat



Theme 1 - Human rightsinstrumentsastodsfor civil society

The number of organs and instruments emanating from the African Union (AU) that offer
to deliver human rights to Zimbabweans has grown considerably in recent yeas. But their
red implicaions for ordinary people reman limited and remote. What are their
paosshiliti es? How can they be used most effedively? As legidation within Zimbabwe
increasingly inhibits civil organisation, dothe instruments of the AU offer avenues for
resisting or chall enging state power? How do rights even dffer simple protedion a basic
remedies to ordinary people? Is it redistic to even consider that they might be more
ambiti ous instruments of transformation?

Theme 2 - An anti-imperialist framework for understanding Zimbabwe

One of ZANU PF's key strategies has been to present its dracmnian and anti-democratic
adions as anti-imperiali st measures in a cntinuing processof liberation for Zimbabwe.

This drategy is designed to dofour key things:
1. to pdarize pdlitics (“you are ather for us or for the clonial oppresors’)
2. tomakeit impossble for an alternative indigenous oppdsition to emerge
3. to disqualify any external suppat, particularly from Britain, the former colonizer
4. tolabd any externally voiced critique of the ZANU analysis as heo-imperiali st

In order to urock solidarity and suppat from civil society organisations outside of
Zimbabwe (particularly in Britain), a dea dternative analysis is nealed. A rgjedion o
President Mugabe's anti-imperialist rhetoric needs to be reconcilable with suppat for
initiatives such as the Make Poverty History campaign. The grain of truth in the rhetoric
has to be distinguished from the hyperbde that surrounds it, by situating Zimbabwe
within its historicd, pditi cd, and econamic contexts.

The am of both sesgons together was to read a deaer understanding of the Zimbabwe
government's relationships within the region and internationally, and to contribute to
developing strategy for civil society organisationsin South Africa, the region and Britain.
The Forum was pubicised as widely and inclusively as possble, with invitations issued
to arange of Zimbabwean, South African and African arganisations based in the UK, and
to UK organisations with an interest in Zimbabwe and the region.
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OPEN FORUM 2005
on ZIMBABWE, SOUTH AFRICA & the REGION

Saturday 4" June 2005,Brunei Gallery, SOAS, University of L ondon

PROGRAMM E
1.30pn Doors open
2.00pn Welcome & introduction to the dternoon - Margaret Ling, Britain
Zimbabwe Society

2.003.30pn Panel One: Human rightsinstrumentsastoadsfor civil society
Chair - Gugulethu Moyo, International Bar Asociation

First speeker - Gabriel Shumba, Zimbabwe Exil es Forum

Semnd spe&ker - Ahmed Motala, Centre for the Study of Violence and
Reaoncili ation, South Africa

Open discusgon
3.304.00pm Refreshment bre&k
4.005.30pm Pand Two: An anti-imperialist framework for understanding
Zimbabwe

Chair - Shula Marks, Emeritus Professor, SOAS

First speeker - Elinor Sisulu, Crisis Codlition d Zimbabwe

Seoond spe&ker - Brian Raftopouos, Institute of Development Studies,
Zimbabwe

Third spe&ker - Wilf Mbanga, The Zimbabwean
Open discusgon
5.30pm Closing remarks

6.00pm Forum ends



On theday

The Open Forum 2005was organised in two sesgons, based onthe themes. Sesson | was
chaired by Gugulethu Moyo, a Zimbabwean lawyer who is currently with the
International Bar Association advising on media relations for Southern African isgues.
Sesgon Il was chaired by Shula Marks, a South African historian who is Emeritus
Profesor in the history of Southern Africa d the Schod of Oriental & African Studies.
The speekers and participants were welcomed by Margaret Ling, convenor of the
planning group, who dew attention to the messages to the event from those unable to
attend.

The Forum was attended by some 270 persons. Stimulated by strong presentations from
al the speers on the panel, and by the dramatic events unfolding in Zimbabwe (the
‘drive out the rubbish’ government blitz - officialy cdled 'restore order’ - on uban
settlements and informal sedor traders had readed its third week) participants condwcted
a lively debate with sharp dsagreanents on some points. The @nstructive discusson
ranged more widely than the two principal themes, and refleded a dea consensus that
the aisis in Zimbabwe had entered a new phase, requiring long- as well as dhort-term
resporses, and careful re-assesgment of the diredion o eventsin Southern Africa

PANEL ONE

SUPPORTING HUMAN RIGHTSIN AFRICA: THE KEY CHALLE NGES
AND OPPORTUNITIESAND HOW THEY RELATE TO ZIMBABWE

Opening the sesson, Gugulethu Moyo cited the recent statement by Miloon Kothari, UN
Speda Rappateur on the Right to Adequate Housing, condemning the massevictionsin
Zimbabwe & a violation d human rights which had led to the arest of 24,000 mople
thus far and left up to 300,000 hmeless She observed that whilst the UN spokesperson
had cdled for a halt to the operation, nostatement had yet emerged from any regiona
body or the African Union (AU) on the issue. The sesson would consider how the
African inter-governmental system might proted Zimbabweans human rights.

Gabriel Shumba, a Zimbabwean human rights lawyer and torture victim, now based in
Pretoria, made the first presentation. He said that most people (except for government
employees) are now agredl that the situation in Zimbabwe aies out for constructive
intervention. At a time when the prisons are drealy overflowing, with 22,000 psoners
occupying the spacefor 16,000,the government has arrested over 22,000more people,
and evicted thousands of residents in mid-winter. It crushes disent ruthlesdy. How can
the structures of the AU and human rights instruments be engaged with these problems?

Chapter 3 dof the Zimbabwean Constitution sets out a Bill of Rights, which includes the
right to vae. In August 2004, the Southern African Development Community (SADC)



adopted Guidelines on Free and Fair Eledions, which could asdst the monitoring of
eledions in the region. However, regional bodes harbou people who share the same
undemocratic instincts as certain governments. They are flawed institutions; the SADC
has been urresporsive to Zimbabwe's problems. The same is true of the African Union
(AU), which he likened to a dictators’ club, with some exceptions. Both the SADC and
the AU had fail ed the people of Zimbabwe.

Chapter 3 also proteds other rights, such as the right to dignity - which has been breaded
for the 22,000 ople who have just had their homes and livelihoods destroyed. The right
to be freeof torture has been breaded in resped of many people, including well-known
figures. If your rights are violated you are suppased to seek your remedy in the domestic
jurisdiction. In his own case, said Mr Shumba, this was impossble because he had been
forced to fleethe wurtry. Moreover, the judiciary had changed. Some judges have been
forced to resign, whilst judges friendy to the regime had been brought onto the Bench.
He believed that the Chief Justice was benefiting from the land appropriations. This
makes futil e dtemptsto exercise or defend besic rights within the system.

The African system adknowledges that where the exercise of rights in a domestic
jurisdiction is predictably futile, the complainant may go elsewhere, withou exhausting
domestic remedies. He had therefore gproaded the African Commisson onHuman and
Peoples’ Rights (ACHPR) diredly in 2003.But the preliminary stage of argument abou
the amisshility of his case has not yet begun. The Zimbabwean government has nat
responced to the dlegations in his case, and asked for a postporement until November
2005, when it is due to host the next sesson d the Commisson. Mr Shumba said he
could na visit Zimbabwe withou risking his freedom or his life. He would be deprived
of the oppatunity to present his casein personandit could be dismissed in his absence It
was governments that appanted people to the Commisson; its dedsions were ‘quasi-
judiciad’ and nd enforcedle. It just gives recommendations to the African Union. He
concluded that the African system as a legal system to enforce rights was a hopeless
system. The value of the Commisson was for pubicity. As long as the present
government remained in power in Zimbabwe, we could na exped justice since the UN
and aher international medianisms like the International Criminal Court were not of
much pradicd help.

However, Canada has a Crimes against Humanity and War Crimes Act. Mr Shumba is
preparing a dosger on crimes against humanity and is seking permisson to apply for
warrants of arrest for Mugabe and ahers who have committed crimes against the people
of Zimbabwe. However, since Mugabe & head of state is immune from proseaution the
focusison key lower-level players such astorturersin Harare Central Police Station.

Ahmed C. Motala, a South African human rights lawyer and Diredor of the Centre for
the Study of Violence and Reconcili ation, Johannesburg, gave the second presentation.
He noted that the plight of Zimbabweans worsens ead day espedally with the aurrent
destruction d informal settlements and stalls of vendas. He dted the experience of a



coblder who had been mending shoes on the streds of Harare for the past 20 yeas, who
was told in no urtertain terms by two pdicemen to take his belongings and leave. When
the palicemen were asked for reasons they did na respond bu warned the cobler not to
make any excuses. The mbher considers himself lucky in that the owners of the property
outside which he plied his trade have dlowed him to work in their yard. But his
customers have difficulty locaing him and he is auffering a loss of even the meagre
income he was eaning. He can barely suppat his family. One story amongst the
thousands in Zimbabwe of a struggle for survival.

The “restore order” campaign has led to the destruction d the livelihoods of thousands of
Zimbabweans, most condemned to rely on foreign food aid. However many of those
being forced to return to their rural communities have no asaurances that they would be
ableto access sich assstance In fad, the Zimbabwean authorities seem to be determined
to impoverish their own people, including some who are suppaters of ZANU-PF and
may have voted for them in the recent eledions. Whil e the impresgon that was creaed at
the time of the dedions was that there was no violence, the @ntrary is being proved.
Many cases of torture and assault are now being reveded as people gain accessto civil
society organisations to tell their woeful tales.

Given the serious stuation in Zimbabwe, how have African inter-governmental
ingtitutions auch as the African Unionresponded? Could they be playing amore dfedive
role in addressng the situation? What role auld civil society organisations play in
lobbying these ingtitutions? The establi shment of the African Union in July 2002 marked
an important milestone. It signified, on paper at least, a new commitment by African
states to tadkle isaues of importance to the @ntinent. The Constitutive Act of the AU
explicitly incorporates in its objedives the promotion d “democratic principles and
ingtitutions, popuar participation and good governance” and the promotion and
protedion d “human and peoples rights in acmrdance with the African Charter on
Human and Peoples’ Rights and aher relevant human rights instruments”. Similarly, the
AU undertook to function in acordance with certain principles including “resped for
democratic principles, human rights, the rule of law and good governance”, “promotion
of social justice to ensure balanced econamic development” and “resped for the sanctity
of human life”.

By accepting these principles, African states have ayreed to limit their sovereignty, which
was a arnerstone of the Organisation d African Unity (OAU) Charter. In a further
erosion d state sovereignty, the AU has undertaken to condemn and rejed any
unconstitutional change of government and the Assembly has the authority to impose
sanctions against any member state for failure to comply with dedsions and pdicies of
the AU. In principle & least AU member states are now unable to argue that how they
trea those within their borders is a domestic matter in which the AU and aher states
shoud na interfere.

The question that arises is to what extent is the AU willi ng to implement these laudable
principles? The recent example of the wupin Togo after the timely demise of President



Eyademaisill ustrative. The mupwas immediately condemned in the strongest terms by
Alpha Oumar Konare, President of the AU Commisson. Key leaders in Africa dso
pulicly condemned the wup. A haf-baked solution hes sen the return o Faure
Eyadema to powver through a rigged eedion, resulting in thousands of Togolese
continuing to flee the counry, mostly to Benin. The AU Peace ad Seaurity Courcil
remains sized o the matter. Whilst the intervention o the AU has had serious
shortcomings, the AU - unlike its predecesor, the OAU - is nat just standing by and
allowing events to urfold. Togo sets an important precedent in AU crisis management.

The airrent situation in Sudan is also of serious concern to the AU Peace ad Seaurity
Courcil (PSC). Pursuant to international outcry on the killi ngs in Darfur, in October
2004 the PSC dedded to establish the AU Missonin Sudan (AMIS), which is a military
observer misgon initialy comprising about 3 000troops. AMIS has been criticised for
ladking the authority to intervene to proted civilians and prevent human rights violations,
but it has established an important preceadent in regard to AU conflict management
initiatives. AMIS was installed in Sudan against the wishes of the Sudanese authorities,
with senior military officials puldicly thredening to attak the AU soldiers. It
demonstrates the resolve of the AU to engage in conflict management and resolution
beyondthe rhetoric of resolutions and dedarations.

How does this relate to Zimbabwe? When the Africen Commisson on Human and
Peoples’ Rights presented its annual report to the AU Assembly in July 2004, it provided
an oppatunity for the AU to consider the report of a fad-finding misson to Zimbabwe
undertaken by two members of the Commisson in 2002. However, there were howls of
protests from the Zimbabwean delegation. They argued that the report shodd na be
considered since they did na have an oppatunity to consider and respondto the report.
Although this was a blatant lie, there was no representative of the African Commisgon
there to present the fads of the transmisson d the report to the Zimbabwean authorities.
In the Exeautive Courcil of the AU, the South African Foreign Minister, disappantingly
but not unexpeded, joined the dchorus that adoption d the African Commisgon's report
be postpored urtil the Zimbabweans had an oppatunity to consider it. The Assembly
dedded to pastpore aloption d the report. The African Commisson's report was finally
adopted at the AU Summit in Abujain January 2005. The African Commisson has been
instructed by the Assembly to transmit any report of a fad-finding misson to the State
concerned before forwarding it for adoption by the Assmbly.

The fiasco o the African Commisgon's report on Zimbabwe indicaes the ladk of
paliti cd maturity at the AU to hdd member states acountable. Insteal of defending and
suppating the work of its own independent human rights institution, the AU Assembly
chose to accale to the demands of Zimbabwe. Even when the Asembly adopted the
report in January, it did na adequately hold Zimbabwe acourtable. What it ought to
have dore is to pulicly expressconcern at the human rights stuation in Zimbabwe and
request the Government to commit itself to implementing the recommendations of the
African Commisson. This would na only have dlowed the Assembly to monitor
implementation d the recommendations in future but would have dso bdstered the



confidence and role of the African Commisson.

Within the 55-member AU, the five states that contribute together 40% of the regular
budget of the AU wield tremendous influence These murtries are: Algeria, Egypt, Libya,
Nigeria and South Africa There is no representation amongst these from Eastern o
Central Africa and the balanceis tipped in favour of North Africa There ae some other
States in Africa such as Senegal, Kenya, Tunisia and Ghana that also to a lesser extent
have influence with the AU. Any isale requires the more powerful states to drive the
process for it to succeal. Unfortunately amongst the states mentioned there ae nore
likely to take up the issue of the human rights stuation in Zimbabwe & long as South
Africais oppcsed to the issue being discussed. Just as Nigeria plays the “big brother
role” in West Africa South Africa plays a similar role anongst SADC courtries. The
decentralisation d initiatives and a greder reliance by the AU on the regional econamic
communities to ded with issues within their region means that there is lesslikelihoodthat
the AU will ded the isaue of Zimbabwe. Unlessthe situation ceteriorates to the extent
that it canna be ignored.

However, it is dill important that efforts to lobby the AU and its different structures
continue. The anbassadorsin Addis Ababa ae central to any dedsion-making processat
the AU. It is necessary to engage them continuowsly on the situation in Zimbabwe by
providing regular acarrate information and whenever possble to engage them in
medings abou the willi ngnessof the AU to take measures to proted the human rights of
Zimbabweans. Rewgnising that South Africais an olstade to efforts at the AU means
that it becomes crucial to engage the other influential states. In this lobhying effort it is
necessary to clealy articulate what is being sought from the AU and the request has to be
redistic. It isunlikely that the Peace ad Seaurity Courcil will engage with the situation
in Zimbabwe or that the AU will send a peacd&eeping misgon. Itisaso na sufficient to
smply say that the AU shoudd do something. Lobbying efforts often target the AU
Summit. By then it is often too late to influence the dedsion-making processat the AU.
Discussons pertaining to the agenda of the meding of the Permanent Representatives
Committeg the Exeautive Courcil and Asembly are taking months, in advance of such
medings, and dten tentative dedsions are made on some issues prior to the Assembly.

The Pan African Parliament (PAP) is gill very new and strugging with a ladk of
resources. It is unlikely to take up serious isaues any time soon. But it would be
worthwhile mnsidering whether information onZimbabwe shoud be despatched to the
parliamentary members to keep them informed o the situation. Whether in the nea
future it could be influenced to adopt a resolution ona @urtry situationis left to be seen.
As the PAP comprises representatives from national parliaments this is not likely.
Unfortunately it bemmes imperative to constantly remind African states of the
obligations they have undertaken under the Congtitutive Act. It would be important to
encourage the AU to request Zimbabwe to implement the recommendations of the
African Commisson. If it does 9, it would have gone some way to hdding the
Government acourtable.
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The AU has establi shed the Econamic Socia and Cultural Courxil, which was launched
in March 2005. ECOSOCC comprises civil society and professonal organisations from
throughou the cntinent and from the African daspora. Although ECOSOCC has only
an advisory role, it provides an oppatunity for civil society organisations to bring issues
before the AU and its pdliticd structures. However, it has to be recognised that not all
the representatives on ECOSOCC may be genuinely independent and therefore may be
susceptible to influence by their governments in resped of isaues they take up. It is
worthwhile exploring whether ECOSOCC could be pursued to take up the issue of
Zimbabwe, for example undertaking a fad-finding visit funded by Zimbabwean civil
society organisations.

The faa-finding visit of the African Commissonin July 2002 and the subsequent report
to the AU Assembly has arealy been referred to above. Civil society organisations
shoud persuade the African Commisdon to undertake another fad-finding visit to
Zimbabwe more than threeyeas later to establish for itself the human rights stuation and
to asess whether the Zimbabwean authorities have implemented any of its
recmmendations. The composition d the African Commisson will change in July with
four Commissoners being replaced. The resporse of the Commisgon will depend onthe
cdibre of the new Commissoners eleded to the Commisson. The term of the aurrent
chair of the Commisson aso ends in November 2005.1f the next chair is an independent
Commissoner, the request for another investigative misson would be considered with
the seriousness it deserves. However, as with al 1obhying eff orts, much energy would
have to be expended in providing acarate information well in advance of the next
sesson d the Commisson. It is important to send the information dredly to ead
Commisgoner’s personal addressto ensure that they read it.

Zimbabwe has offered to host the next sesson d the African Commisson in
November/Decanber 2005.The African Commisson hes as yet nat dedded the venue of
the next sesson. If it takes placein Harare, it would provide an excdlent oppatunity for
civil society organisations to showcase the human rights violations occurring in that
courtry. There ae many who argue that the African Commisson shoud nd med in a
courtry where serious human rights violations occur. But such a meding could also
provide an oppatunity to develop a strategy that would include a series of events to
highlight the serious human rights stuation. It could also encourage the Commisson to
agreeto undertake another fad-finding missonif they are confronted with the fads.

There ae several cases currently pending before the Africen Commisson. The
procedures at the Commisgon are slow, it could take up to threeyeas from the date on
which the complaint is filed before adedsionis readed. It isimportant not to become
disill usioned with the hurdles and delays and to continue filing cases. The number and
severity of cases also gives the Commisgon an indicaion d the enormity of the human
rights problem in Zimbabwe. Under Article 58 d the African Charter on Human and
Peoples’ Rights the Commisson may bring to the datention o the Assembly a situation o
serious or masgve violations of human rights which it deduces from complaints filed
before it. As regards cases before the Commisson, what happens after the Commisson
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has handed down its dedsion is as important as the processof arguing the caes. Often
NGOs do nd sufficiently pulicise the dedsions within the country and ouside or use the
dedsionin their lobbying efforts. The dedsion could have persuasive value with African
and aher governments. Dedsions of the Commisgon could also be used to influence
recdcitrant governments guch as South Africato at least condemn the violations pubdicly
within the framework of the AU.

Zimbabwe ratified the African Charter on the Rights and Welfare of the Child in January
1995. Under this tregdy a Committee of Experts has been established to monitor
compliance by state parties with their obligations including through the recept of
complaints. Although the Committee has been meding regularly, it still | adks resources
and daes not have its own seaetariat. The Committeehas a similar mandate to that of the
African Commisson, including undertaking fad-finding visits. It would be worthwhile
exploring whether the Committeg if provided with resources will be willi ng to undertake
afad-finding visit to Zimbabwe to examine the situation d the rights of chil dren.

Ahmed Motala concluded that there needs to be an acawmulation d lobhbying and aher
efforts to bring presaure to bea on the Zimbabwean authoriti es and their alli es, espeaally
South Africa It isimportant not to naively exped that there awuld be immediate resporse
from Africaen ingtitutions on the basis of one puldicaion a a letter. A human rights
adivist hasto remain eternally optimistic. Andwith the combined eff orts of communiti es
in dfferent parts of the world, we can work together to change the situation in Zimbabwe

DISCUSSON ON PANEL ONE

Discusdgon followed. Collen Gwiyo, ading mayor of Chitungwiza and Deputy Seaetary
Genera of the Zimbabwe Congress of Trade Unions (ZCTU), respondng to Gabriel
Shumba, said it was important that liti gation was proceeded with, bu warned that it was
necessary to be avare of the aility of the regime to lobby both regionally and
continentally. We shoud ad to courter the influence of the regime by networking
through trade unions, students movements and so on. ZANU-PF had been effedive in
lobbying in the SADC and AU, spending dallars to make friends.

He shared the experiencethat Gabriel Shumba underwent; a number of his colleaguesin
the labou movement had suffered torture. But the ZCTU had enabled him to raise some
issues in the AU. Recaitly the government ‘chose the labour representative in
Zimbabwe's delegation to the International Labour Organisation (ILO). The ZCTU had
been under serious attadk in the past four months, bu had stood firm, with suppat from
the Congress of South African Trade Unions (COSATU) in South Africa and aher
externa friends. Econamic rights must be given importance - the need for food is now
dire. Ancther spe&ker added that the bulk of the popuation is being denied the right to
ed. The Grain Marketing Board is run by crooks and incompetents. Within months
people will not be eaing - food will be unavailable eren for those with money. This
needs to be taken upwith the AU, atherwise they will be facead with the enbarrassment of
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ancther Ethiopian-scde disaster.

The main themes that emerged in the ensuing debate were (i) lobbying in defence of
human rights; (ii) land; (iii ) whence @mes South Africas gance on Zimbabwe? (iv) why
focus on Zimbabwe?

(i) Tortureisred in Zimbabwe. What was done to Gabriel Shumba was horrifying. Since
the dedions suppaters of the Movement for Democratic Change (MDC) have been
harassed and tortured. But torture and violence ae dso happening elsewhere in the
continent, so the Amani Trust in Zimbabwe and aher groups in Kenya and Tanzania ae
networking to link upgroups ading against such human rights violations. There ae good
linkages between those working on these issues in South Africa and the UK, bu
elsawhere dvil society organisations need to coordinate better. The Robben Island
Guidelines re prison inspedions and Article 5 o the Africen Charter provide a
touchstone. ECOSOCC, heing solely made up d civil society organisations, was a good
forum for networking. An oppatunity would arise with the visit of an ACHPR delegation
to Zimbabwe in July, led by Sanji Monageng, seaetary of the Botswana Law Society.

(i) Two speekers praised Mugabe's land pdicy, seang it in the mntext of the liberation
strugge. Others pointed ou that whil st land reform was necessary, the recent processwas
neither fair nor pradicd. Many of those settled on the land after it was taken by the
present regime ae now being driven df it again. We shoud na romanticise Mugabe. It
was necessry to demystify the liberation struggle, and kea in mind that most
Zimbabweans were born after independence Glorification d liberation struggle heroes of
the past overlooks the aimes they committed against their own peoples once in power,
e.g. Kwame Nkrumah in Ghana. We must recognise African leaders as human and
fallible, and nd alow reaognition d their past good ceeds to cloud judgement of their
current fail ures.

(i) Ahmed Motala said that the dlegiance of Mbeki’s government to Mugabe was
rooted in the latter’s suppat for the African National Congress(ANC) in its grugge. Its
palicy of quiet diplomacy had produced littl e dfed, and it needs to change its approad.
Mbeki’s paosition was nat informed by fads on the ground. But South Africa cana
induge in regime change. The AU’s African Commisson hed found human rights abuses
in Zimbabwe, and Mbeki shoud have respeded that; it’s not something invented by the
US and UK.

(iv) A spe&ker who said he was from the Democratic Repullic of Congo (DRC)
complained that there was no focus in the UK on hs courtry, where milli ons of people
had been massaaed. Why did Bob Geldof nat condemn genocide in the DRC? Eledions
were dso flawed in the US and UK. He praised Mugabe for arresting the mercenaries
who were en route to the DRC. Tererai Karimakwende of SW Radio Africa whose
transmissons are being jammed by the Zimbabwe government, panted ou that Mugabe
had also pill aged in the Congo. Flaws in the dedora systemsin the US and UK were no
excuse for human rights violations in Africa Elinor Sisulu, sympathising with the
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speker from DRC, said that President Mbeki, addressng the South African Communist
Party (SACP) conference, had asked why there was ©© much concern abou Zimbabwe
when 3.5 million had ded in the Congo, and more in Rwanda and Somalia. She had
recently visited Huambo in Angola, where the situationis dire, and registered for the first
time the scde of lossof life and suffering there; nothing comparable in Zimbabwe. She
understood why there was 9 littl e sympathy for Zimbabwe in Africa But this did na
mean that Zimbabwe was alright. Negative comparisons do nd help. The roat of these
problems everywhere is the impunty of African governments. Africans must accept
resporsibility for African issues and crises. Regarding land, she said an aunt of hers had
been all ocaed land two yeas ago, and naw it had been taken away from her by the same
government. In the Johannesburg office of the Crisis Coalition they ded every day with
victims of torture from Zimbabwe.

PANEL TWO

THE ANTI-IMPERIALIST RHETORIC OF THE MUGABE REGIME, AND
HOW TO DEVELOP AN ALTERNATIVE ANTI-IMPERIALIST PROJECT
FOR ZIMBABWE

Opening the sesson, Professor Shula Marks welcomed the lively debate that had begunin
the previous ssson, saying that in view of the grim situation in Zimbabwe, it was nat
surprising that people held passonate views abou it. She introduced Brian Raftopoul os,
asciate professor of Development Studies at the University of Zimbabwe and Chair of
the Crisis in Zimbabwe Codliti on from 2001-2003. He first analysed the anti-imperiali st
critique relating to Zimbabwe. There was a long history of anti-imperialism on the
continent, largely focussng on the role of colonia and imperia states and ecnamic
exploitation, espedally in the 197Cs. There was littl e focus on pditi cd and civil rights.

Mugabe's version d anti-imperialism centred on the land issue, making human rights
sendary and marginalizing the needs of the people. His ‘patriotic history’ was a
seledive version d Zimbabwe's liberation struggdle, excluding many voices, bu it had
resonance in the diaspora. From 2000 onvards, it subardinated human rights isaues, and
used the West as a shield behind which to carry out human rights abuses. This becane
very important after 9/11. The Bush-Blair neo-liberal imperialism with its hypocrisy
abou human rights provided a new focus for Mugabe's anti-imperialism; it drew Africa
and the Third World together in oppaition. Mugabe has constructed his message against
the US-UK projed and this prevented his own region from becoming isolated by making
his anti-imperial projed an international isaue. In this context, isaues like torture ae
treded as nonlegitimate, and NGOs raising them, often Western-financed, are seen as
targets. Mugabe dso introduced race & an isdue, which adds more @mmplexity to the
debate. The people have responded through national debates. But Mugabe has pursued a
very skilful domestic and international strategy, and civil society in Zimbabwe has been
toowed to respondeffedively.

In relation to South Africa, Mugabe set the parameters ealy on, bdh in the regionandin
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relation to the West. Mbeki wanted to engage in African isaues, espedally in promoting
the New Partnership for Africas Development (NEPAD), so he did na want to seen to be
falling outside an African discourse. Hence his padlicy of quiet diplomagy in relation to
Zimbabwe. Mbeki neals to please many audiences. After 9/11 it becane impossble for
Mbeki to be aiticd of Mugabe withou being identified with the US-UK strategy.
Meanwhile with the asmilation d the Pan Africanist Congress(PAC) into the ANC, the
Africanist voicewithin the ANC has grown stronger. Mbeki sees himself as providing the
inter-facebetween Africa and the West (espedally via NEPAD), bu at the same time he
does want to be caight outside the perspedive of the liberation strugge. South African
cgoital has been moving increasingly into Zimbabwe and hes a key role in eedricity
supdy. The ANC thought that there was a reform agenda within ZANU-PF, bu it
badfired with the Tshalotsho affair. [In late 2004, a seaet meding of six ZANU-PF
provincia chairmen with Information Minister Jonathan Moyo at Tsholotshowas en by
Mugabe & a plot to replace him by elevating former Seaurity Minister Emerson
Mnangagwa to the vice-presidency. The dhairmen were suspended and prevented from
standing in the March 2005€eledions; Moyo was sadked. He stood as an independent in
the dedions and regained his £a.] The enbarrassng capture of a South African spy has
thwarted any outside atempt to monitor the successon process within ZANU-PF.
Mugabe has been puling Mbeki aroundfor the last five yeas.

In South Africathe new role of COSATU and the SACP in relation to Zimbabwe is a
major bregkthrough, resulting from the adivity of the dvic organisations. Their paosition
is as much abou South African issues, naably trends within the ANC itself, asit is abou
Zimbabwe. COSATU, raising human rights above sovereignty, tried to buldoze its way
into Zimbabwe, which alowed Mugabe to make national sovereignty a legitimate aover
for represgon. Crossborder coll aboration between civics is an important development in
the region; it signifies that civil society is not prepared to alow the boundiries of
sovereignty to limit the solidarity of peopl€’'s rights. Regarding the recent eledions, the
SADC Protocol on eledions, which attempts to provide aframework for the legitimacy of
eledions in the region, is unenforcedle, and formalistic. Mugabe used its formalism to
comply in aformal sense.

Now Mugabe is attadking the socia base of the oppasition - the informal sedor and the
surplus popuation. Since 2000 te has consistently pursued an anti-urban pdicy. ZANU-
PF s message is that townspeople dor't belong. Mugabe has denourced immigrants from
Malawi as totemlesspeople. Residents in urban areas are regarded as temporary- they are
being flushed ou and sent to rural areas to live under traditional authorities. This is a
major, and sinister, pieceof social engineeing. Mugabe's anti-imperialism sees urbanism
as a paliticd enemy, as a source of challenge to his autocratic rule. The oppdasition is
wekened that it cannad mobilize aound issues of urban conflict despite its own
constituency being there, and it has lost the battle both in the region and onthe cntinent
for legitimacy.

Raftopoudos concluded that anti-imperialism is a genuine resporse to the international
crisis. Progressves are faceal by the most dangerous US government of the last 100yeas,
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which threaens any independent courtry that has a maor resource. This paosture gives
Mugabe's anti-imperia rhetoric greaer credibility. We neead to engage urgently with an
anti-imperialism that is criticd of national authoritarianisms - one that is not esentialist,
(i.e. resting on hinary oppaitions - bladk/white dc). Such an anti-imperialism must draw
on democratic values, and have human rights at its centre. We were globalised ealy on,
and must stand for a democratic globalisation. He warned that Zimbabwe is not a fail ed
state. It is a strong state, with strong army and pdice, with suppat in the region and the
continent. This gate could last anather ten yeas. We need a democratic anti-imperialism,
we must build soli dariti es through struggles against imperialism and authoritarianism.

Elinor Sisulu, who hed arrived from South Africa that morning, referred to the
difficulties e had encourtered with Immigration in gaining entry, and condemned
Mugabe for the exodus of so many Zimbabweans, nowv found qeeuing for hous at
Heahrow. She recdled that she had worked with Brian Raftopodos in the Planning
Department of the Zimbabwe Government. Badk in the 198G there had been a
revolutionary fervour in Zimbabwe following independence African lealers like
Mengistu were idolised. But meding Ethiopian refugees de leaned that one in ten
Ethiopians had been murdered by Mengistu. For her at least, Mengistu’s credibility had
fallen. People have been protedive of their heroes like Mobuu Sese Seko and Idi Amin,
and they find it difficult to recognise faults in them. Now some people say that Mugabe is
being demonised and \ictimised by the West, bu the redity is worse esen than what is
reported. The arrent moves against the informa sedor are not being reported in the
world; few pictures have cme out of the evictions and removals. Perhaps one million
have been rendered hameless At a time when most Southern African courtries except
South Africa and Botswana ae experiencing food crises, in Zimbabwe the food crisis -
caused by drought and bed agricultural policy compounded by HIV/AIDS - is being
exaceabated by deliberate adion. Thisisamajor crime that canna be rationali sed through
anti-imperiali st rhetoric.

The usua resporse to such crises is to seek a padliticd aternative, as we have seen in
Zambia and Kenya. In Zimbabwe it has produced the Movement for Democratic Change
(MDC). But the experience of other courtries $ows that a change of pdliticd parties
does nat necessarily make adifference All crises in Africa ae marked by imperialist
interference, and the aulture of impunity. The latter will not redly disappea if a diff erent
paliticd party takes power. Civil society must ded with the problem of impunity. The
strengthening of civil society will make the difference and Zimbabwe does need a change
of regime. All the principles and instruments must be used, despite Gabriel Shumba's
doulds abou their effediveness The dedion d Alpha Konare @& Seaetary-General of
the AU isagood anen.

To Mbeki’s question *Why Zimbabwe? Why not Darfur, the Congo, Rwanda? we must
reply that these ae the tragic consequences coming in the wake of dictatorships often
suppated by the West. It is dangerous to ignore this. The development of civil society
organisations and civil society momentum is very important. There is weakness even
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absence of civil society acossAfrica The situation in Zimbabwe, espedally as regards
the integrity of eledions and human rights abuses, has implicaions for our region. Our
work with civil society in South and Southern Africa must be dore sensitively (e.g. in
relation to the Maawi eledions). Now eedions are due in Angola; the Zimbabwe
experience does not augur well for free and fair eledions there. Elinor Sisulu said she had
recantly attended a CODESRIA (Courcil for the Development of Social Science
Reseach in Africa) conference on eledions in Africa Zimbabwe was represented by the
government and by the Zimbabwe Eledoral Commisson (ZEC). The latter has a stronger
protocol for the mnduct of eledions than daesthe SADC.

Thereis cynicism abou the new body, the AU, becaise many seeit asthe continuation d
the OAU. The AU failed to stop the genocide in Rwanda. But it does have new
instruments on dfer and we must continue to work with them. South Africais important
not just becaiuse of its power, but because of its civil society, the strongest in the region.
COSATU’s intervention made a norsense of Mugabe's anti-imperiaist stance, since
COSATU canna be portrayed as a tod of Western imperiaism. The media ae very
important for people in the diaspora. We neal a cnstant media focus on Zimbabwe; the
same is true for Darfur, where the Sudanese government has blocked off much coverage.
This is necessary in order to generate more urgent resporses. The media, espedally
cameras, are sent from all the grea African tragedies, such as Darfur, Rwanda, Sierra
Leone. Civil society must tadkle this. Zimbabweans in the diaspora ae important here.
There ae more than 1.5milli on Zimbabweans in South Africanow, and they have buying
power. The remittances snt home by Zimbabweans in the UK are very important. We
must work out how to use these sources of power. The new weekly paper in the UK, The
Zimbabwean, is an important diaspora projed. We ae looking at how to puldish it in
South Africa and get it into Zimbabwe. Every Zimbabwean in the diaspora shoud buy it.
We dso need aradio projed that the regime caana stop.

Wilf Mbanga, founder, puldisher and editor of The Zimbabwean, said that Mugabe in his
desire to cling to pover and ZANU-PF with its propensity for corruption and
mismanagement, try to give respedability to their adions by parroting anti-imperialism.
The March eedions were dubked the ‘anti-Blair’ eledion. They blame dl problems on
external fadors, such as the sanctions of the West. This is a figment of the imagination.
There ae no sanctions, only travel restrictions affeding abou 100 people. We must claim
badk the anti-imperialist agenda for our own. Mugabe has made it impaossble to criticise
him for anything withou being denourced as an agent of imperialism.

The West talks the language of human rights and the rule of law; when we talk abou
these things we seam to be mimicking them although we ae anti-imperiaist. We shoud
not be owed by the denurciations of the oppressors. Bully boys always operate from a
premise of fea. We need solidarity and suppat from the West, but we must stand alone
and ke independent. Those of us who have left Zimbabwe ae denourced as traitors -
Mugabe caana bea us up a deny us food. He disparages us, denies us the vote, bu he
needs our pound or US ddlars. He has creaed this stuation, bu the diaspora still
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manages to send money home. We ae not made welcome here. We do nd belong here
and it will never be our home. We must sort out the mess at home, and get our ad
together here in the UK, setting aside our selfish agendas and swall owing our pride. Until
we do that we will never disodge ZANU-PF, and we will remain strangers in a land
where we do nd belong. Meanwhile | offer you The Zimbabwean - it exists for you.
Plesse useit.

DISCUSSON ON PANEL TWO

In the discusson that followed, Khanyisela Moyo asked why are the voices of human
rights adivists drowned ou? Had it naot al started with the Gukurahundi [the bloody
represson caried ou by the regime in Matabeleland in the ealy 198Gs]? We shoud na
forget that. She asked why we had lobhied first with the European Union rather than the
African Union. Sunanda Ray asked whether it was possble to use the G8 meding and
Make Poverty History campaign for our benefit. If the focus were on trade it might divert
attention from these issues and consolidate the position d the dictators. Ancther
contributor observed that we shoud develop a aitique of Econamic Structural
Adjustment Programmes (ESAP) and Mugabe's devotion to neo-liberalism; he only
becane an ‘anti-imperiaist’ when it suited hm. People neal to get invoved in the
Zimbabwe Social Forum, which had been established two yeas ago. At the end d this
yea the Southern African Social Forum will take placein Zimbabwe, and provide an
important oppatunity to develop an anti-imperialist strategy. Ancther speaker suggested
it was necessary to find locd solutions; we must locate structures within the country, bah
within and ouside of ZANU-PF to injed more ideologicd presaure.

Brian Raftopoulos said that the agenda of the G8 was © pre-set that it would be difficult
to redired it. Both he and Elinor Sisulu underlined the importance of remembering the
Gukurahundi. The former said we might need ou own Truth and Recoonciliation
Commisgon in the future. The latter described it as a burning issue, a festering sore that
needs a serious processto ded with it, which might even go bad as far as the 1850 and
Ndebele raids on the Shora . She warned against the increasing narrowing of citi zenship
in Zimbabwe, a tendency that was chilli ngly mirroring what happened in Rwanda, when
those percaved as victims becane the kill ers.

A former campaigner with ZimRights and member of the MDC in Chitungwiza pledged
that people would buy The Zimbabwean in big numbers, because they want it to succee.
He referred to the saaifices people had made in the past in Zimbabwe, and uged people
to unte instead of dividing eat aher. Ancther speser disputed that there were no
sanctions on Zimbabwe. In addition to travel restrictions, there were the IMF/World Bank
exclusions. Referring to the land seizures, Collen Gwiyo said that one fador not
discussed was the plight of the farm workers. Each farm taken by the government had
abou 500 workers, who lost their livelihood.It was not araceisaue. It was an attempt to
target thase who stated a democratic opinion d oppdasition in 2000.Now we have a
collapsing mining industry and uban sprawl, with hedth implicaions, exacebating the
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HIV/AIDS problem. If in order to have peace ad seaurity we have to have abourgeois
dispasition, then so beiit.

Sam Nkomo, CEO of the Daily News, saying that he spoke of what he knew on a daily
basis, observed that Zimbabwe had been engulfed in darkness $nce 1990,and since 2000
had been plunged into deegp darkness There is no short term solution. People must be
prepared to get their hands dirty. Theorising would na get us anywhere. We had uncer-
estimated ZANU-PF. They are strategists (e.g. they focussed onthe land issue nat for its
own sake but in arder to win an eledion); we need to focus on strategising. They gave the
farms to their cronies, and nov we have hurger. Endasing what several panelli sts had
said, he stressed that the strugge for Zimbabwe would be fought from inside. Meanwhil e,
he begged the British government nat send anyone badk home - our children need to be
here to be anpowered to liberate us. We need a Chief Representative for the diasporain
eadt region where it is found - somebody to coordinate dl adivities. It did nad matter
whether it was smebody from the MDC or somebody else, we nead to be united and
have alealer to coordinate

Washington Ali, MDC chair in the UK, nding that there were many civic groups and
paliticd parties, cdled for unity and asked what are we doing for ourselves, for our
courtry. He suggested that we @uld emulate the role of those who won liberation who
before 1980were operating from outside the awuntry. A white Zimbabwean said he was
ashamed o his race Radsm had surfaced in the last eledions in the UK; we need to stop
radst campaigns, and stop the deportation o Zimbabweans. He urged acalemics naot to
cooperate with the Home Office by providing expert reports in immigration cases. Puck
de Raadt of Bail for Immigration Detainees disagreead, saying that expert reports can help
to stop removals, and cited Prof. Ranger's recent appeaance before the Immigration
Appeds Tribural as having been pasitive. Prof Ranger informed the audience that the
Zimbabwe Book Fair would take placein the first week of August on the theme of
African Rights.

Replying to the debate, Wilf Mbanga said that World Bank loans were not sanctions, just
loans of money that was not ours. Referring to the problem of the remova of
Zimbabweans from the UK, Elinor Sisulu commended the work of Southern African
Women's Migration Affairs (SAWEMA). She said that demystifying the liberation
strugge did na mean na acknowledging its siccesses and achievements - it meant not
being blind to its legacy. She alded that we need to talk more &ou the food crisis and
its relationship to anti-imperialism. We caana be independent if we rely onfoodimports.
It isironic that Zimbabwe is more dependent now on hand-outs from imperialist powers.
This is where Mugabe's ‘anti-imperialism’ had led; aso, it shodd na be used to justify
the rape and sexual abuse of women.
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Appendix | - Biographical notes on speakers

Gabriel Shumba:

A Zimbabwean human rights lawyer, Gabriel Shumba is currently carrying out reseach
on Universal Jurisdiction and acountability for gross human rights violations in Africa
for an LLD thesis at the University of Pretoria. Heis also supervisor of the LLM Human
Rights and Democratisation in Africa Eledoral Observation Clinicd Group and Diredor
of the Zimbabwe Exiles Forum. He was arrested, assaulted and tortured in defence of
Human Rights in Zimbabwe, for which he is taking a cae aainst the Zimbabwe
government to the African Commisgon for Human and People s Rights.

Ahmed Motala:

Ahmed Motala is a South African human rights adivist and lawyer. He is currently
Exeautive Diredor of the Centre for the Study of Violence and Reconciliation in
Johannesburg and most recently was diredor of the Human Rights Institute of South
Africa.  Ahmed has previously worked as Legal Adviser for Africa @ Amnesty
International and Human Rights Officer at Save the Children UK, bah Londonbased
organisations. Ahmed has been suppating the work of the African Commisson on
Human and Peoples Rights and attending its medings snce 1990. He has undertaken
advocagy at the pdliti cd bodes of the African Union since 1995.

During the fina yeas of apartheid Ahmed was invalved in the investigation d padlice
killi ngs of opporents of the government. He dso perticipated as a member of one of the
legal teams in the first case before the South African Constitutional Court in 1995in
which the aadlition d the deah penalty was siccesully argued.

Elinor Sisulu:

Educaed in Zimbabwe, Senegal and the Netherlands, Elinor Sisulu combines training in
history, English literature, development studies and feminist theory. She has pubished
studies of women's work in Zimbabwe and as a fredance writer and editor since moving
to South Africain 1990.In 1994 she pubished an award winning children's book The
Day Gogo Went to Vote. She is a member of the South African Children's Book Forum
and hes been instrumental in the establishment of a Children's Literature Network in
South Africa Her biography abou her mother and father-in-law, entitled Walter and
Albertina Ssulu: In Our Lifetime was puldished to criticd acdaim in December 2002.
The book was runrer-up in the 2003 Alan Paton nonfiction award and won the 2003
Noma Award for pulishing in Africa

Since 2003 Elinor has been advising on projeds on democracy and human rights in
Zimbabwe. She is currently the wordinator of the Crisis Codition d Zimbabwe's
Johannesburg office, the maor umbrella body of Zimbabwean nongovernmental
organisations.
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Brian Raftopoulos:

Brian Raftopoudos is currently Assciate Profesoor of Development Studies, IDS,
University of Zimbabwe. He has puldished widely in the aeas of labou history, urban
history, historiography, pditi cs and the eonamy of Zimbabwe, and is on the Advisory
Board o the Journal of Southern African Studies. He has adso been a lealing civic
adivist since the 1990s, having been a member of the first exeautive of the NCA and
Chair of the Crisisin Zimbabwe Codliti on from 2001-2003.

Wilf Mbanga:

Wilf Mbanga was foundr and Managing Diredor of Associated Newspapers of
Zimbabwe, pulishers of the Daily News newspaper. In 20034 he lived in the
Netherlands as guest for a yea of the Tilburg City of Refuge Programme
(StichtingVrijplads Tilburg) during which time he @-authored with his wife aliterary
biography of Sir Seretse, President of Botswana 1966 — 1980,and Ruth Khama, whose
crossrada marriage in 1948 rocked the world and wrote aweekly column for The
Brabants Dagblad. Now living in the UK he is founder, Editor and Publisher of The
Zimbabwean — a weekly newspaper pullished in the UK with a simultaneous edition for
Southern Africa(espedally Zimbabwe) printed in Johannesburg

Chair of Panel One - Gugulethu Moyo:

Gugulethu Moyo works for the International Bar Asociation as Media Relations Advisor
for Southern Africen Issues focusing on rule of law problems in the Southern Africa
region. Gugulethu is a Zimbabwean lawyer hading academic legal qualificaions from
universities in Zimbabwe and the United Kingdom. Before joining the International Bar
Asxciation, she worked, for two yeas, as in-houwse legal advisor to Assciated
Newspapers of Zimbabwe (ANZ), pulishers of The Daily News and The Daily News on
Sunday. At ANZ she oversaw litigation on [ehalf of the cmpany and Daily News
journalists challenging the Constitutional validity of aspeds of Zimbabwe's media law.
One of these cases formed the basis for a mmplaint against the Zimbabwean government,
filed before the African Commisson for Human and People's Rights by Zimbabwe
Lawyers for Human Rights.

Chair of Panel Two - Shula Marks:

Shula Marks is an Emeritus Professor of the Schod of Orienta and African Studies,
London and Distinguished Reseach Fellow of the Schod of Advanced Study in the
University of London. A former Diredor of the Institute of Commonwedth Studies,
London,she is a Fellow of the British Academy and hdds honaary degrees from the
Universities of Cape Town and Natal. She has ledured and written widely on Southern
African history.
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Appendix Il - Messages receved by the Open Forum

From Professor Barney Pityana, Vice-Chancdlor, University of South Africa,
human rights lawyer and anti-apartheid activist. Member of the African
Commisgon on Human and People's Rights and co-compiler of its fact-finding
report on Zimbabwe.

'‘Many thanks for your kind invitation to participate in this Open Forum on South Africa
Zimbabwe on 4 June 20(b. ... | have tried very hard to seeif | could be travelling to the
UK at the time suggested. The truth is | canna. My diary is very tight and | have to be
travelling overseas aroundthe times of the proposed dates. The result is that | regret to
advise youthat | am not avail able for this event.

Kindy be asaured o my suppat for al your efforts and for suppating the strugge for
justice and human rights in Zim. | have no doulb that your efforts are gopredated and
valued by the people of Zim. Keep it up!

From The Book Café, Harare

‘Culture is a fluid means of popuar and 'free expressonin Africa, even under repressve
conditions; but dont exped it to conform, one way or ancther. Culture has a subversive
edge. It has a speda role to play in bringing together people of different views;
reminding al of deeoer truths. It transcends all boundiries; and is a primary means for
communication aaosscultures and courtries.

Book Café works in these aea and hes siccesses and lesons to share. Dont forget a
cultural comporent in your deliberations. Good wishes for a succesgul event from Book
Café, Harare!'

From Jim Corrigall, immediate past President of the National Union of Journalists
and speaker at Open Forum 2004
'‘Good luck with your forum and with your campaigns for human rights in Zimbabwe and

aaosstheregion. Zimbabweans deserve and reed ou suppart at this very difficult time
- the successof their struggle will boost democratic pradicethroughou Southern Africa’
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Appendix Ill - Organisation of the Open Forum

(&) Membership of the organising group

The pradicd arrangements for the Open Forum were handled by a working goup d

representatives of the sporsoring organisations, namely:
Margaret Ling, Britain Zimbabwe Society - convenor
Oliver Philli ps, Britain Zimbabwe Society
Katrina Philli ps, Zimbabwe Associatior/Britain Zimbabwe Society
Tor-Hugne Olsen, Int Liaison Office, Zimbabwe Human Rights NGO Forum
Julius Mutyambizi, Int Liaison Office Zimbabwe Human Rights NGO Forum
Rob Monro, Amani Trust/ Zimbabwe Human Rights NGO Forum
Kevin Laue, The REDRESSTrust
Theodaros Chronopouios, CCETSA
Sarah Nancollas, CCETSA
Tirzah Loewenstein, End the Silence
Lois Davies, End the Silence
Eldridge Culverwell, End the Silence
Euan Wilmshurst, Action for Southern Africa
JohnBarker, Article 19
Alan Brooks (individual)
Gugulethu Moyo (individual/chair of panel one)

Medings of the working group were hosted by the International Liaison Office of the

Zimbabwe Human Rights Forum.

(b) Contact detail s of associated organisations

Britain Zimbabwe Society
Frances Chinemana, Seaetary, 16 Longland, Salisbury SP2 7ET
Tel: 01722 322293Viob 07748 305601

E-mail: frances@chinemana.fslife.co.uk
Web: www. britai n-zimbabwe.org.uk
Contad: Margaret Ling margaret.ling@geo?2.pogel.org.uk Tel 0208 348 8463

Oliver Philli ps oliverph@homedoiceco.uk

Zimbabwe Assciation

Development House, 56-64 Leonard Stred, London EC2A 4JX

Tel:020 7549 0355

E-mail: zimbabweasoci ation@yahooco.uk

Web: www.zimbabweasociation.aq

Contads: Katrina Philli ps katrina.philli ps@virgin.net
Sarah Harland ray.rasal osa@btinternet.com
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International Liaison Office Zimbabwe Human Rights NGO Forum
56-64 Leonard Stred, LondonEC2A 4JX

Tel. 020 7065 0945-ax: 020 7549 0356

E-mail: IntLO@hrforumzim.com

Web: www. hrforumzim.com

Contads: Tor-Hugne Olsen, Julius Mutyambizi

Canon Coallins Educational Trust for Southern Africa (CCETSA)
22 The lvories, 6 Northampton Stred, LondonN1 2HY

Tel: 020 7354 1462

Fax: 020 7359 4875

E-mail: ccasa@canoncolli ns.org.uk
Web: www.canoncolli ns.org.uk
Contads: Sarah Nancoll as sarah@canorncolli ns.org.uk

Theodaros Chronopouios theo@canorcolli ns.org.uk

The REDRESSTrust

3 Floor, 87 Vauxhal Walk, LondonSE11 5HJ
Tel: 020 7793 1777

Fax: 020 7793 1719

E-mail: info@redressorg
Web: www.redressorg
Contad: Kevin Laue Kevin@redressorg

End the Silence

Formed to take dired adion in resporse to crises, this group res urged the South African
government to bredk its slenceon escdating abuses in Zimbabwe.

Contad: Eldridge Culverwell eldridgeaulverwell @hctmail.com Tel 078664 57695

Action for Southern Africa (ACTSA)
28 Penton Stred, LondonN1 9SA
Tel: 020 7833 3133

E-mail : adsa@adsa.orq

Web: www.adsa.org

Contad: Euan Wilmshurst euan.wilmshurst@adsa.org
Article 19

6-8 Amwell Stred, London,EC1R 1UQ
Tel: 020 7278 9292
Fax: 020 7278 7660

E-mail: info@articlel9.aqg
Web: www.articlel9.ag
Contad: JohnBarker johnh@articlel9.aqg

24



Centre of African Studies, London University

SOAS, Thornhaugh Stred, Russall Square, LondonWC1H 0XG
Web: www.soas.ac uk/centres/

Contad: cas@soas.ac.uk

Royal Africa Society (RAS)
SOAS, Thornhaugh Stred, Russell Square, LondonWC1H 0XG
Tel: 020 7898 4390

E-mail: ras@soas.ac.uk
Web: www.royal africansociety.org
Contad: Lindsay Allan

(c) Financial and material support
The Open Forum was made possble with the financial suppat and assstancein kind d
the following organisations, whaose asstance in this regard is gratefully adknowledged
and ceeply appredated:

CanonCollins Educaional Trust for Southern Africa

Centre of African Studies, LondonUniversity

International Liaison Officeof the Zimbabwe Human Rights NGO Forum

Royal AfricaSociety (RAS)

The REDRESSTrust

The Silbury Fund

ZimWatch, The Netherlands

(d) The reporting team
This Report of the Open Forum has been compiled from the detalled naes of the
proceealings made by ateam of rapparteurs comprising:

Alan Brooks - editor

Tarcisio Nyatsanza

Oliver Philli ps

The organisers are most grateful to all of them.
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