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MN:	Good morning, and welcome to another session of the 	Documentation Centre for UDW.  My name is Musa 	Ntsodi.  Today we are blessed with the visit of Mr 	Sharm Maharaj, the Director of the Phoenix Community 	Centre.  Sir, good morning, and thank you for welcoming 	us to the centre.


SM:	Thank you for having me here.


MN:	Thank you.  So if we must start where it all started, can you tell us where were you born and who you are and when were you born?


SM:	Okay. I was born in 1958, Pietermaritzburg I think it was, yes.  The history goes well, way back when my parents actually stayed in Pietermaritzburg, when it actually wasn't a township, a formal township.  We stayed in a shanty-town called Hathorne’s Hill.  If you go to Pietermaritzburg now, you'll notice, as you just pass the Pietermaritzburg bridge going to Mooi River on the right-hand side there's those huge hills, we had a shanty down there many years ago.  Nobody knows about it now, people don't talk about it, but that's where we were born and brought up, and when the Pietermaritzburg City Council then, I think it was, built houses, formal houses, those shanty-towns were actually brought down, and we were one of the few lucky people who would be housed in the formal housing sector in Pietermaritzburg. And those were the early days until five years.  I think the reason why we had finished up in Durban was that my parents, my father in particular, he worked in a shoe manufacturing company, and in the sixties there was quite a recession in the country, so I was told, jobs were quite bad in the shoe industry, leather industry, and he was forced to travel to Durban to look out for better prospects, jobs which didn't kind of, you know, always put him on  short-time and then he thought it was a better idea, perhaps then, for all of us to move from Pietermaritzburg.  And so I pitched up here when I was a four-year-old into Durban, and we lived in Glenanil, which is what you see today as Glenanil, but it was also a shanty-town, wood and iron houses.  We were not rich, so we had to rent a wood and iron house until what you see as the N3 freeway now, the plans came up and we were again - said well, we had to move, and it was, I think, during my standard 5-year education and I was studying at that time at Mount Edgecombe at Natus Primary and I think if we don't know, Natus Primary School had been built by the sugar mill workers, who arrived from India many years ago.  They built that school, primary school, and it was my school, which I was attending.  So we lived down in Springville until we were told "go" and we had to leave in 1971 I think it was, to a place called New Farm which was another shanty-town which is where the Phoenix Plaza lies, is currently built and I've lived there since, until I finished my matric at Mount Edgecombe High School in 1976, whereafter we were told, the family again, "please move on."  It was the third or fourth time in our life we had to move from place to place but this time hopefully it was permanent.  We were allocated a house in Phoenix in that area which I used to live in, New Farm, was earmarked for the development of the Phoenix Town Centre, so that's how I landed up in Phoenix and in Phoenix we moved in as - I'd just finished my matric and just started up some work in a factory and moved off to Phoenix and this is where I live today.  But with my early childhood, it wasn't easy like many other people, it wasn't easy.  We had to trek to school, sometimes barefoot, because the kind of money we had we rather would have to spend it on something else than buying, you know, good shoes and travelling by bus and buying season tickets and what have you.  It was that kind of life and today when I remember, I've got children obviously, and when I talk to my kids about it they laugh at me because I tell them, you know, to go to school you want a lift, to be dropped off and it's just less than a kilometre.  I used to walk 24 kilometres a day to school and back and with a bag on my back and you can't walk one kilometre.  You know, so it's been quite a thing like that, my parents weren't rich but I think they've ensured that the kind of education you needed was what we had, what little we had, we were proud with what they gave us.  So when I finished off my matric, unlike other people who say, you know, when you finish up matric I need to go to university, I didn't have too many options.


MN:	Can we pause please?  - [Pause] - We are back.  Can you tell us more about your family?  How many were you?  Siblings?


SM:	Well, it's my Dad, who is now late; he passed on in 1998.  With myself it's three brothers and two sisters and my Mum is around still.  She is 63 years old today. 


MN:	How was family life?  How do you remember your family life was?


SM:	Okay, we weren't a hundred percent close-knit family.  We loved to stay with our grandparents and so on.  It was that kind of set up, typical style of living of the Indian community, you know, you kind of lived in an extended family system, you could live half your life with your grandparents and it was that kind of thing.  But I think we saw to each others needs as brothers and sisters, and it has never been something which has, like today, my own kids, they are quite close and you try and reflect on the past in terms of the way we were actually brought up, it's been very different.  We weren't as close-knit as the kids are today.  I lived half my life with my granny, my other brothers also in their school life, because I think it essentially was they stayed in Mount Edgecombe, which was a sugar mill barracks and the school was next door.  So it became easy for travelling, you know, so it was also convenient that we actually had stayed most of our lives with our grandparents the time we had actually been going to school.  


MN:	Whereabout in the ladder do you fit, I mean are you the... 


SM:	Well, I am the eldest son and I think as you perhaps would know, in terms of the responsibility of children one had to bear the sort of responsibility of names so I finished up my matric - at least I needed to do something to make sure my other brothers and sisters do also make something of their lives.  So we were taught a bit later on about finishing off school and straight into getting into factory and that's where my early days started with the union activities.


MN:	You also earlier on mentioned that you moved from house to house but I need to know from the first area that you were born in, how was the life like?  How was the community like?


SM:	Well, I think I was a bit young for me first like we moved from Pietermaritzburg when I was about four-years old or so, and in the early days I do remember, and when my sister comes and sometimes we sit and we talk, I mean all of them are married today and we only get together during occasions or birthdays and other functions and she always recalled that incident in Pietermaritzburg in the Hathorne’s Hill area and there was no power source then, and she used to mention that we used to chase after a train, which used to carry coal and as the train goes we would run behind the train shouting for the people who are inside to throw out a few spades of coal, which we would use to burn during cold days and so on and running behind a train on the railway line, you know, sort of - it was quite a fascinating sort of few years, which is something which sticks out in my mind for a long time, and it was really good times but it was four short years of time.  It was comfortable, though we had wood and iron house, we had enough to eat, we lived properly.  Life was okay; life was good.  Perhaps in terms of being four-years old, I couldn't realise in that point in time, maybe the kind of sacrifices my parents had to make, to make sure we had that life.


MN:	Your parents, were they born here in South Africa?


SM:	Yes, my parents were born in South Africa.  My mother was from Durban, which is Mount Edgecombe, the sugar mill barracks here, and my father and his family are from Pietermaritzburg.


MN:	Do you know, or can you tell us anything about your grandparents from both sides, if they were born here?


SM:	My grandparents were actually, some of them came from India as little children basically, they came from India as little children and I think their parents who were the people who brought them here, they came from India.  But so you are talking about our great grandparents and those generations who would have come from India, but my grandparents I think came from India, but they were kids at that point in time and my grandfather, there is a photograph of him.  I've been to a local temple recently here, at Mount Edgecombe, which is like over a 100- years old, it's been declared a national monument also.  His photographs lies in the hall room because he and everybody else, were part of the people who have actually built the temple also in this area and I think a number of those photographs they have created a hall space to honour them and to kind of put their photos and to look at what contribution they had made.  So he was quite a senior person and I've been told that my grandfather is what they call a "Sidar".  Now to explain this to everybody who may not know what it is - it's a big name for a supervisor, which you have the kind of set up today; you have somebody to supervise everybody and somebody who is in charge.  Okay, and in that point in time he was in charge in a certain area so they called him the Sidar.


MN:	Sidar?


SM:	Sidar.  Ja, well that's the word they used, yes.


MN:	Okay, can you tell us about your early school days?


SM:	Well, I went to Natus Primary School which, as I explained, was a very nice school, built by the people with their own contribution, their own money, and I started off my, what they call, daytime baby class, you know?  They said you are in baby class.  It's grades now, you know, sophisticated term now but it was here in Mount Edgecombe, where we actually had gone to school, my primary school, like I've told you, in standard five and standard six to matric in Mount Edgecombe High, which is now a private school.  But it's been ten to twelve years of a lot of hard work.  If I could speak for myself, I did quite okay at school; I mean I excelled in academic studies.  I really couldn't remember a time in primary school where I was less than second or third, it was always first and second and what have you.  I did quite well, and then the prefect system was in place and I was actually asked to in standard five to, you know, be the prefect for my section. I obliged when I was there but I think my interest waned when I actually had gone to high school, I think because of my family circumstance.  All I wanted to do was to make sure I get a matric, at least, and then later on I could do something with a matric but I needed to finish school and go and do something and make sure we could supplement our income.


MN:	Back again to the community, the community was any political or civics in the community you grew up, civic organisations?


SM:	I think in the early '70s and '80s - sorry, it was before that, '60s and '70s.  As a schoolboy, I don't think so.  Political activity was, in this area here, I didn't hear of it.  I didn't hear of it, there's was no political organisations, and there were no civic organisations, there were no meetings, where you can go to and you didn't hear people speak.  It was happening all around Durban, I do know.  I found out quite late.


MN:	Can we pause? Welcome back.  You were telling us about your school days and we were just told about the community.  Can you go back to your high school days?


SM:	Yes, no high school is where the drama started, you know, where the political consciousness actually crept in.  You've heard the history and the kind of struggle that one had to make in terms of, you know, my actual life and the life of the family and I always wondered why can't people like myself, other people who don't really have and where are we going to go in life?  Surely there has to be something better, and then I began to think myself and my political awakening was in 1976 in my matric year when - well, in standard nine, it was then in 1975 when the Mozambican sort of struggle was happening.  We couldn't afford the newspapers at home because it was too expensive but maybe I should thank in hindsight my high school because, you know, our high school was, they had a system where they encouraged reading, and they would have a sort of a scaffold in the verandah, it's like a 30 metres scaffold, it's like sort of like a desk which is sliding down and they used to buy The Mercury and Daily News and we had a caretaker of that place who used to come and - he would buy two papers, so he'd stick page 1 and he take the other paper page 2 and he stick it and he'd stick it on right through so you had people from one end to the other reading news and to us it was like pictures, you know?  And in 1995 I got interested in the war and what's happening and then, you know, there was a lot of propaganda, which we read in that paper but nobody told me what was right and what was wrong.  Reading the newspapers really brought to the fore and I said people were people are fighting in Mozambique, what are they fighting for?  And then, you know, it's like kind of was putting two and two together and said hey, “What I was asking for in my life is not what the Mozambican people want, you know?  So they must be doing something right,” and that got me interested into reading all the story and I followed the Mozambican struggle through until 1976 when the war happened in Angola and then obviously Soweto uprising, which actually came up, and then with no political sort of sense of what was happening around me at all, things began to happen, to creep in, your mind began to get shaped and I think 1976 was the turning point when Soweto exploded and when the Angolan war actually really started.  I actually took sides mentally, reading the newspaper and every time when a South African plane was shot down and I was very happy.  I was happy and when I smiled people said to me "are you mad?  What are you reading?"  What are you reading, I said no, well, you know, it's a story I'm following.  But that was 1976 and that was the real political awakening I had.  But still too, no organisation I could go to and say "look, can I become a member?"  I felt that I was on my own; nobody was going to help me.  Until many years - and we will speak about it a bit later on - when I met some people and that's how I got to where I am, but I had to take the initiative on my own, nobody came and told me, "look, come here we have this organisation we believe we can train you, and make you a secretary of some sort."  I had to do it on my own, I had to go and look, because I was interested.  So today, just on the side, if somebody tells me "you've done so much for this organisation and, you know, why are you not anywhere?"  I tell them "look here, I am here because I want to be here, not because somebody else, position, not because of anything is going to give me." I was happy to be here in 1976, I was happy to be part of this thought, this tradition.  So no matter what happens, even the political organisation I belong to, which is the ANC, even if nobody votes for the ANC they must still believe they will have one person who was me who will still vote, even if it's one, the name will still be alive.  That's my political consciousness upbringing and we can talk about it a bit more.


MN:	That was your matric year?


SM:	That was my matric year.


MN:	From there, where to?


SM:	Well, my matric year finished off and it was coincidental that when we finished our matric, we were asked to leave in this New Farm shanty town area we were kind of relocated to Phoenix and that's how my political activity really did start.  We were relocated, I finished my matric and I said I must find a job soon, because my brothers and sisters are coming around the way, I had to buy their uniforms and what have you, and we don't really have the money.  So I had gone into the job-seeking industry, and in 1977 there was quite a recession and there wasn't anything.  I was fortunate because of some referrals that I've had, I - in 1977 six months after I left school in the time that we were moving to Phoenix I had actually got a job and I said well, you know, with a matric I'm not going to ask too much more, I even have to sweep the street, I will do it, just so that I can earn some money at least and I started work in 1977 for the first time in a textile company, it's a Frame Group of Companies in Jacobs, and they told me you have to work shifts and I said that isn't my concern, I'll will work shift and if it means working 18 hours, and they said we'll pay R19.07, I remember the wages.


MN:	Was that a month?


SM:	No, it was per week then and R19.07 per week, and I said, “Well, I'm on, take me on."  I had to work shifts and they gave me R5 shift allowance.  I was quite happy and there was a lot of overtime because it was a factory, which was working 24 hours.  I'm not ashamed to say I used to go out looking for overtime work so that it could double to R30 and you know, I always used to talk to the supervisor and he said, "you're the only chap who asks for overtime, everybody else wants to go home at 4 o'clock, and they're going home, you're the only chap who really does want to work."  You know, and so I used to get a lot of overtime work for it, got to R25 and R30 a week.  That's what we got and that's what we used to run our family.  My father got unemployed at that time also, so it made things a bit worse.


MN:	Yes, still there, while you are talking about your work, can you tell us - you said you relocated to Phoenix.  Can you tell us how it came about, how the area came about?  Phoenix?


SM:	Well Phoenix, it today is quite a big township but it came up in 1974, 1975 the first - the concept came up then, but it was a result of the government's law of Group Areas and I think a well known fact that with such a development the government at that time had a policy of trying to keep everybody separate for the people of Indian origin, you know, Chatsworth was built and at some point Chatsworth was really, you know, it was overloaded with people, it was saturated, it couldn't take any more people so the concept of another Indian township was conceived, and that Phoenix was the one, and the area was actually located as here and that point in time was the three tiers of parliament had actually come in, the Houses of Delegates, Representatives and Assembly.  The people who were in charge, at that point in time, was Rajbansi and Reddy, in cahoots with the State, actually collaborated to make Phoenix actually.  The people who stay in Phoenix today, they have been uprooted from many areas, which today are quite close to the central business district.  You're talking about Riverside, which is today Durban North, you're talking about Cato Manor, you're talking about Mayville.  All these areas, which were quite close to town and you know, when we talk about some of the tensions which happened today between the different races, the roots go back, and I can tell you that had it not been for the Separate Development, there would have been not a single bit of drama in this country between people of races.  Where I lived, as an example, it is one metre away, if my house was here, it was a tin house, a metre away was African people staying.  I didn't blink an eye to say, “Who this person was living there.”  Today, when you locate people differently, they look at each other very suspiciously.  Then it didn't even bother me who was staying next door.  It was another person; it was another human being who was living next to me, so who cares?  It had been made possible that this thing of getting people to live separately to begin to see how people specifically has been born out of this whole issue of separate development because if you remember in Riverside you now see everybody lives together, and uprooting people from there, making them forcibly stay separately has resulted in the kind of difficulties and challenges.  I won't say they are not, this is not possible for us to resort to that, these are challenges which I am sure our government will resolve in good time, but coming back to Phoenix, that's how we started off, people being uprooted, houses being built en-masse, and people being dumped here, and the first residents moved in here in 1975, in Phoenix.  I moved in here in 1977 in Phoenix.


MN:	Again, you were telling us about your work that you were doing overtime and all.  How long did you last in that employment?


SM:	Well, I started there in 1977, and in 1979 I was forced to quit the Frame Group of Companies because while I was there the workers' rights issue became an issue and there were one or two people who were talked about low wages, like the R19 I was earning and so on and so on.  Unions were illegal, it was kind of beginning to be tolerated, at that time, but if you joined the union you were fired, you were hunted down, you weren't given overtime, and so on and so on.  And in 1977, I actually came in here, in 1978 I joined the union straightaway, it was the Textile Union of South Africa, for the first time.  I can tell you a lot of people told me you're making a big mistake, you will go very fast from this place if you join the union, I was told by my supervisor who was somebody called Bux, that time, and  maybe will have this tape to see at some point in time, but he said, "it was very dangerous to join the union, you'll just be looked down upon, and you will get fired from here."  But I joined the union and actually campaigned to get other people in.  But I had sort of better prospects two years down the line to another company, which was next door, by the way, and it was like an upholstery company which actually makes the sort of chairs we are sitting on today.  I was there for two years and I got involved in a lot of union activities, I got fired because we took part in strike action.  The union, which was involved, of which I was a member at that time was also kind of, when I look back, I would say they were hamstrung, they couldn't do too much, and I was hired in the end because there was a different court case against this upholstery company but when I got back, you know, you could see the victimisation very clearly, whereas I worked on a machine I was now told when I got back, "you have your job but you don't have the same thing you are doing, you will now be a labourer", which I was quite happy to do, by the way.  But then I thought to myself, when I came back and started back, not working on the machine, after we had gone on strike and they forced to rehire me but as a labourer, that's fine.  Then I thought to myself, “Well, you know, with the kind of talents I was beginning to develop, I'm not going to waste my time here,” and I walked into the bosses room one day and I told him, "look, this is my last pay cheque, you keep your job, and I'm going."  And that's when I left and he was just - he didn't have time to ask me why.  I took my money and I was gone.  Got my papers away and then I came back to Phoenix, and in that point in time I had joined the Civic Movement in Phoenix, as a result of a lot of difficulties we began to have in Phoenix when we moved in and this is getting back to the history of Phoenix.  Then we found that in Phoenix we were dumped with houses only, there were absolutely no facilities.  There were no schools, there were no buses, there was no transport, there was no shopping centres, no health facilities, there was nothing.  I remember in our houses when it should rain, when we got - these are new houses, we should walk in the mud until we got onto the main road to get a lift or locate pirate, you know, vehicles going to Durban, so we can board the, you know, sort of pirate vehicles.  Behind the house was sugar cane growing because Phoenix is built on a sugar plantation.  It was that kind of life, there was absolutely nothing, don't even talk about community halls and so on that we do have now.  It was nothing, and it was at that point in time that we  - I heard the first time about - we had some people who had come and they are having some meetings and it's about facilities in Phoenix and I said how, “we don't have - I rather go and see what is it these people are offering,” and when we went there I was just so interested about the kind of language that was spoken there, the kind of demands which were being made, it was what I wanted, but I had nobody to speak to and I thought I was just like in the middle of the desert, thinking, “I need all these things, why am I thinking I need all these things and why is everybody else not thinking and I think something must be wrong with me,” and when I got to the meeting I saw 1000 people saying, “yes, I also want that”.


MN:	Can you remember who was  addressing  the meeting?


SM:	Well, it was coincidentally the Natal Indian Congress, which started the ball rolling in Phoenix.  I was told, at that time, and when the meetings were addressed, it was George Sewpersadh; it was Praveen Gordhan; it was Yusuf Vawda; it was those sorts of people.  They had come and you know, on the stage said a whole lot of slogans, but the kind of things they told us they're not things which were meant to incite us, they were things which we really needed, and they were saying things, they were really connecting with us and then after the meeting, that was the first meeting where we spoke about facilities and so on.  Everybody packed their bags and they went away and I said to myself, “now I can't speak to anybody, I'm still stuck where I am.”  So I wrote a letter in the paper in 1978, thanking those who had come and it appeared in The Herald newspaper, a small article.


MN:	Can we pause, Sir?


END TAPE 1A


TAPE 1B


MN:  You were telling us about the letter you wrote to The Herald?


SM:	Yes, I actually wrote the letter, and the letter appeared and I read it, it was quite a small edited version of what I needed to kind of put in, but basically I put in something which says thank you to people who had come and you know, they had spent a lot of time and energy trying to help people like us and that, brought those people to me, because they couldn't believe there were people who were responding, you see?  Then I had happened to meet somebody who happened to be, you know, not a member but a volunteer for NIC in Phoenix, at that point in time, and he happened to see the letter.  It was signed in my name and they were looking for who this person was, and then when he met me he said "oh, but I didn't know it was you.  You, okay, good.  Thank you very much."  And then I told him, "look, I'm quite willing to help to try and make something better of this area in Phoenix, so what should I do?"  And I don't think they were - they were a bit sort of, I won't say suspicious, but couldn't believe that somebody was saying, "Hey, I want to help now."  It was still the bad old days and I think at that point in time, you know, everybody had to be looked at a bit more closely when you say you're a volunteer, you know?  And they would come back later on about the security forces and what they had done.  But I had gone to my first outing; I'd convened a house meeting around my house.  So the people told me "look, if you want to help, that's fine, we're having a meeting now to look at this facility issues, let's call all our neighbours together, call them and we'll have a meeting in your road and let's see what happens."  And in the meeting, you know, you had the people come to address us again and we were getting petitions and what have you, and at the end of the meeting at last,the organisers who had come to speak said "look, are there any volunteers here?"  I put my hand up first and said, "I volunteer my services."  And it was - that's the start, and then from then onwards I haven't looked back.  They actually took me under the mentorship NIC during that time, and took me to various other meetings and I'd gone to three meetings and after three meetings they told me, “Well, now you will chair the next meeting.”  I was - maybe I had a break in life then, I had a break in life because - maybe not too many people have that, so you go to meetings and then you kind of stay away.  Maybe it was a break in life, which I should be thankful for perhaps because that's maybe had been the beginning of the path, which took me to where I am today because maybe hadn't I had that break I would have gone home and said, “okay, so that's it, I'll go to a meeting and clap a bit and that's it.”  Because once I was asked to chair the meeting I began to ask myself, “I have absolutely no experience, now what must I do.”  I had to tap a gentleman on the shoulder and say no, "what must I do?"  He said, "well, you saw the previous meeting what I was doing, now you do the same thing."  So that's what happened and you know, obviously over the years have become a bit more professional at chairing meetings and what have you.  But it was lots of light moments like this here, which actually, you know, when we look back, we smile about.  But it has been a time which we had actually used to learn how to organise because in these meetings, in chairing the meetings we found out quite later on you're going to have to really be very, very smart in terms of making sure people don't disrupt the meetings and making sure everybody has a chance to speak, and making sure you can summarise what everybody is saying, that you're not sort of out of step what people are saying.  In terms of leaving an impression on the people because nobody was going to join the organisation if I couldn't chair the meeting properly.  They would say, "hah, what's the point of joining this organisation?"  One of the reasons why I joined this organisation was I couldn't believe what power these people had when they spoke.  So if I chaired the meeting, if I didn't have the similar sort of effect on people, people wouldn't have joined.  So it was quite a nice learning experience, and from then onwards I've not looked back.  We have since gone on to form the Phoenix Working Committee, of which I am today still the secretary and we are 25 years next year, we're having a major celebration in Phoenix, our 25 years celebration.  The Phoenix Working Committee basically was formed in 1978 as a Civic Association and at that point in time the major issue was what they call autonomy for Phoenix.  Basically what autonomy means was that the city council in Durban wanted to keep the Durban Central Business district white.  It wanted to keep Chatsworth Indian, Phoenix Indian, Newlands East as Coloured, the African townships they have given it to KwaZulu and that's the system they've had. But also what they did in addition, was that they began to look at creating smaller local authorities around Durban.  Phoenix was the first test case.  They wanted to give independence to Phoenix.  You get your own town board here, and you raise money from the public here and you run the Phoenix township, on your own. And it was NIC and the people like Praveen Gordhan and George Sewpersadh and Jerry Coovadia and those sorts of people who did a lot of legwork in Phoenix.  And it was them who we had to rely on to say look, why is this thing bad for us?  They had to do some research, they had to bring down figures and to explain to the public of Phoenix having your own town body is one thing, but generating the money to run your town body is something else.  And these are the implications and as lay people we never knew it, and we were so grateful that they had educated us in terms of saying why it was bad and then we had campaigns around this issue.  We had to have these house meetings, these petitions and it was a good year of campaigning and it was a small community organisation like the Phoenix Working Committee against the Durban City Council then, and we were even prepared to go to court to win that battle.  And on our side we had the public, the whole of the NIC people ganged up with us formed the Phoenix working committee, other people actually came in, you know, we had even university students from UDW, they are part of the Phoenix history, by the way, and I'm trying to fish out some photos where university students from UDW had come and assisted us on the campaign trail and we had marches and motorcades and what have you.  UDW has played a major, major role.  The students of UDW have played a major role in shaping Civic Movement and other movements in Phoenix.  


	I mean I could remember a time the SRC in UDW used to organise cars, eight to ten cars, they used to organise buses, to bus in students who were what they call residential students staying in hostels, organise them and brought them to do surveys, to help us campaign, to do all sorts of things, be part of the public in terms of protests and so on, so they really also made a major, major impact over I think a ten-year period, I would imagine.  It's very, very big draw.  So the struggle for autonomy really took its turn and I think in the end, and I do have some booklets somewhere where we kept it, in fact Hassim Seedat, who was at the tech I think, DIT at that time, not at that time, recently, we have actually lodged a lot of these books with him, so these are records that we still have, we hope that he is preserving it for us also.


	But we took this to a commission and there was a Commission of Inquiry then set up by the then Natal Provincial Administration because we threatened to go to court as a civic, and the Natal Provincial Administration had to have a hearing and we had to get people to give evidence from our side to say why this autonomy for Phoenix is not good and why would people suffer more.  And in 1978 a Civic Association, which is us ensured that there was a major victory for us.  For the first time I think, one of the short history of the Civic Movement, the Civic Association took up the Durban City Council and beat them.  It was declared in 1978 that Phoenix was still the main part of Durban, and today the reason why Phoenix is still part of Durban is because of that struggle we waged in 1978.  That we can tell anybody and that is something that we are absolutely proud about; we won a major victory in 1978.  And I think, you know, they say success breeds success?  If we hadn't had that victory I don't know how many people would have been demoralised, but with that victory we said, "nobody can stop us."  We will build this organisation and we can do something, which we want to achieve and we know we can achieve it because if we could have achieved that we could achieve anything else.  So the Civic Movement got launched and we began to form and we've explained earlier on there is 26 satellite units in Phoenix, there is a population today of 350 000 people and I think it will be a bit more because of the outhouses and the granny flats and so on which are springing up, there would be more people.  That is 350 000 people, there's 26 satellite suburbs in Phoenix, all of them called different names and you really get confused when you start going through it, but there's a large section of the community which is actually living here and in 1978/79 we began to form the Civic Movement in terms of locating them in each suburb, so we were talking about projecting a Civic Association in every unit or every suburb in Phoenix, so eventually we were hoping to have 26 small Civic Associations, which would join the umbrella civic group which was a Phoenix Working Committee.


	It happened in a big way until the 1994 time and then it kind of slowed down but then we had eight to ten very strong satellite Civic Associations which joined together to form this Phoenix Working Committee and I can tell you it was a feared organisation by the authorities.  You may or may know when people talk about local government in the '70s and '80s you had a concept in the Indian and Coloured areas which was called the LAC system, it's a Local Affairs System and the State in terms of local government said, "we will have elections of the community, we will have democracy for the people, you must elect these local affairs committee people, they would have no vote in a council and they will advise us, they are advisory people."  In Phoenix just to show how fearful the authorities were of the Civic Movement here, they didn't form a LAC system in Phoenix, in the '70s or in the '80s because they feared for the worst, and I do know in the '70s and '80s there was several occasions where the local authority would meet with us directly and negotiate with our Civic Association, bypassing any other system of local government, which was installed in many other areas.  In Chatsworth there was a Local Affairs Committee, which was in existence there, but in Phoenix somehow they didn't do it.  And because they didn't do it and they had to talk to somebody, they were talking to the Phoenix Working Committee and we had to have what they called monthly liaison meetings with the then City Council to look at problems that we have and how we could address it, and it was one of the few in a country which was like a Civic Movement being spoken to by local authorities, it didn't happen and it began so powerful and one of the things we're very proud of in terms of the Civic Movement is that we can justly and proudly say that the seeds for launching Civic Associations after the '60s, the rebirth of the Civic Movement took place here.  And when the Civic Movements began to get formed here, we were the forerunners of the re-emergence of Civic Associations countrywide.  We saw after the Civic Movement got produced here and in Chatsworth, the Soweto Civic Association popped up in Soweto.  The Cape Housing Action Committee got set up in Cape Town and then we saw a countrywide network, not only a Phoenix-wide network, not even a Durban-wide network, it was a countrywide network.  In Phoenix, we then also were very proud to be part of the countrywide network, you know, and then that's how the Civic Movement evolved.  There are several, several other sort of campaigns that we took up, notably facilities, and we've got a lot of facilities today, not that is not enough but there is adequate to serve our needs. We have hospitals today; we have clinics today; we have shopping centres today; we have buses; we have soccer fields; we have nearly everything today; we have an olympic swimming pool; and what have you.  But it's been a struggle for many years to actually make sure these things are here.  We have 60 schools in Phoenix, which is more than adequate to service this community, somewhat so that now that even it could accommodate people from the townships, in some instances.  So the facility issue has actually been resolved in some ways but one of the most notable campaigns, which people kind of really look upon us, you know, with pride is another one besides our campaign of autonomy and that is the water fines issue.  Now you may or may not know that in 1983/84, we had quite a drought here in Durban and the authorities said well, you know, so that we could preserve water we're going to cut everybody's water consumption to 400 litres per day, per household. And it was okay because we needed to save water, but there was an anomaly because in some areas in Phoenix we had flatter dwellings and you had one water meter there to serve six houses, and if those six houses used 400 litres, 400 sort of litres, you can't survive six families on 400 litres.  One family could.  And what began to happen is that the city council began to issue fines to these people.  These fines ran up to thousands of rand, and there was a big hue and cry and then our Civic Associations went back down to the ground, had house meetings, mobilised the public.  We had marches and we had street meetings and we had public meetings and the people came in their thousands because they were shocked, the people were being given fines of up to R2 000 per family because you used excess water, not realising that they had a problem themselves, and notwithstanding all the efforts we made with  representations to the council trying to put logic to them, they refused to listen and in 1983, as we said, we had no representation not even the LAC system here and we had quite a big fight and the option which we had was in the end is that we go to court.  Between '83 and '85 we had a running battle with the council.  At the beginning of 1985 we said, “that's it, you are now cutting off people's lights because they are not paying you for the water and now you're threatening to evict them, now we're going to court.” We took this matter to the Supreme Court in Durban and told the council, “we will see,” and they said to us, “we will see.”  We said, "Okay, let's go."


MN:	For the second time?


SM:	Yes, we had quite a long, long court battle.  We were confident from our side and in 1985 the verdict - and the verdict was going to be pronounced, there were bus loads of people from Phoenix who they bussed with our costs, our Civic Association from Phoenix, from Newlands, from Chatsworth, all over Durban, where there were flats, people, even white people became interested in this issue because it also affected them, and this was a test case and we took an old granny from Phoenix as a test case because if we won on this issue they would have to refund everybody's money.  The Judge, I recall, during the final sort of moments of giving the verdict, had to clear the court and even told people to remain silent otherwise he'll actually have to move them out of court, you know?  People were just overwhelmed and were so eager what the Judge had to say and he was taking his own time, you know, and people got agitated and began to make a noise, so we spent a lot of time getting things in order and when the Judge said his last portion of his verdict, you couldn't hear anything in the court besides the joys of the - screams of the people.  We won. 


MN:  Beating them the second time. 


SM:	We won and the verdict was that the city council - and these were the exact words and I remember this: 


	"The City Council had illegally collected money from the people.  The City Council must refund this money back to the people with interest."  


	We had generated a R1-million, and the council was ordered by the Court to pay this R1-million back to the public.  It was a major, major victory and we had celebrations during that time.  It was a massive victory and then the City Council called us in very nicely and politely thereafter to say, "Look, how do you want this money?  Shouldn't we keep this money and you know, if you pay R2 000 in fines and next month we will credit you, we won't give you the money, we will just deduct your next month's rent." And so on; and so on.  That's the proposal they put and we were there and we were really on a high and we told them look, "we gave you..." - and this became the slogan -  "...we paid you in cash, we want our money back in cash."  And that began the chanting.  We gave you in cash, we want the money in cash and then the chanting went on that we want also the interest.  They paid us back the interest.  It's a mauling, which the City Council got which they never forgot.  Until today, you know, some of the old councillors who were around would remember this day, it's a hiding they got of their life and it was a major, major victory which everybody in this area, when you go and talk to them, you talk about the water fines, they will remember the Phoenix Working Committee, and what happened.  But the victory didn't come easy.  In the protest marches and what have you that we had we endured a lot of humiliation, lot of security attention at the time, the security police was basically living in Phoenix, there was quite a big unit of them deployed to look after Phoenix alone, to monitor who is saying what and what have you, and lot of attention, a lot of harassment, a lot of attention, you know, of the - you know, they used to monitor the people's houses and what have you.  But a lot of attention; and a lot of harassment from them.  But despite all that, in the end we won, we won a major victory. 


	But thereafter our Civic Movement got kind of, you know, got to the '80s and when democracy came we had local government and I think the debate within the Civic Movement was what should we do now?  We have democracy, should we actually exist as a Civic Movement or should we kind of fold up and join the new democracy?  It's quite a lively debate, which continues today, by the way.  It is not a conclusive debate.  We, today, have the Phoenix Working Committee still existing, still operating, still taking up people's problems because on the things we said we should look at is that how is it that the Civic Association should look at even exerting pressure on even the councillors to make sure they produce the goods, that we have to have a monitoring mechanism.  You know, we do know most of the councillors are tied to their political organisations and perhaps there is accountability, you know, way of accounting to your political organisations but, you know, communities also need to have a say in this.  So for that sake we said, "the Civic Movement must exist."  And we continue today in the same tradition we've been for the last many years.  And as I said 25-years of struggle is next year, April 27th is when it's happening here.


MN:	Going back to your political life, now going to your political life, you started the Civic Working Committee.  What was your position by the way?


SM:	Well, I'm the General Secretary.


MN:	No, back then, when the first court battle started?


SM:	Look, I was secretary of the association still.  Ja, well I have this position for very long, because there's no takers for this position.  [laughs] You know, in elections they as for a treasurer, people don't put their hands up.  Secretary means a lot of work.


MN:	Did you have a philosophy that you can say you followed?


SM:	Yes, you know, people tend not to talk about it today, but the philosophy, which I was really guided by - was the whole issue of Marxism, Leninism.  I didn't go to school where people ran a class.  Nobody told me "this is good for you, so join it." You know, for me, as I speak to you, I've kind of read some books, not too many years ago, but kind of even recently, but from what I've heard, what I've read, what I've heard from other people, what Marxism actually says is what the people, in my opinion, need.  Now the debate is that how it was applied in different countries and so on which is another debate, that we must talk about because I still firmly believe today it can still work, there's a way in which it can be made to work because if it's working in some countries, which is so repressed by big capital, why can't it work anywhere else?  There are reasons why which we won't go into now, why this simply didn't work out too well, I won't say it fairly, it didn't work out too well in some countries, but that's been my trend of thought and I've actually followed that right through and I followed, you know, the campaign, the Cold War which happened.  I will tell everybody, as from my school days, which war was happening where. Who had been overthrown and when the Americans got a hiding and in which areas they got lost, where they lost out, where the borders got extended in Europe.  I got so interested in this, that I even followed that.  So the philosophy is Marxism.  I still maintain that.  I do believe it can work still, but as I said, we're still treading on the road.


MN:	When did you join the NIC?


SM:	Well, NIC, the people are a bit, whether they were shy or whether they were a bit nervous to raise their presence as NIC when they first came.  I mean we've heard some other people there, some NIC people, you know, but in 1978/1979 when they came, I think as people got used to the presence of NIC people here, one or two slogans came up on the stage and then some names got thrown around so people got used to it.  I don't think the strategy of the people who came here perhaps wasn't to frighten communities off because once people hear politics; they backed off because of the repression and so on.  So NIC got introduced very slowly and gently into various communities including this community here.  I joined NIC as an activist, not as a formal member, but I used to, after I joined the Civic Association believed that politics is going to shape my life, we can do so much with the Civic Movement and so on, but basically the political organisations would be the people who actually in the end would have to count.  So I joined NIC as an activist, I had gone to the meetings, had gone to the campaigns and during those days they were very nice campaigns, it was the anti-LAC campaigns in Chatsworth area and so on and so on, it was political campaigns.  There was the House of Delegates campaigns in the '80s, you know, when the Tricameral Parliament was formed and I think thereafter, you know, leading onto the UDF formation but, you know, just before that I had gone to all the meetings, I even actually did a lot of voluntary work, I began to organise an NIC branch in Phoenix which we actually formed eventually, an NIC branch in Phoenix and eventually I was elected onto the NIC's executive committee, I think two or three years before it actually quietened down in 1988/89 area.  So eventually, I was a member of the executive committee of the NIC and I think I was one of the youngest, then.


MN:	The reason why I was asking about your political philosophy, is because of what you told me that your political turning point was in the later part of the '70s and in that time it's when political organisations were banned and NIC was in existence and but the most prominent philosophy was the BC one, Black Consciousness one?


SM:	Well, who knows?  If the NIC didn't come what would have happened?  It was dominant, it is true but I don't know, I can't speak for the BC, but the point is that, you know, even though they were different organisations, you know, you're kind of fighting the same struggle in the end.  I'm not sure what kind of network they had, would have had, or they had in the '70s to look at how the philosophy of the Black Consciousness Movement could have been kind of more widely spread.  Maybe they didn't have the capacity, maybe they were doing it in some of the townships only, maybe it was happening too slow.  I don't know what the reason was, but I was never exposed to that until I joined the NIC, then I heard about something called the BC and I asked this man, "what is this thing?" you know?  And then the political awakening happening about the existence of the ANC and the BC Movement and why it split and so on and so on and then we'd gone through some education programmes thereafter where we'd got much more information about this matter.


MN:	There are so many versions or what people explained as to how the '76 uprising started and there are so many organisations they say they did this, they did that.  I know too many activists crediting an organisation for certain things, for a certain turning point in their political life is not a nice thing but I would like to know, according to you, who, what, how did the '76 uprising start?  Who is responsible for that?


SM:	I can tell you I was in school then.  I was not as politically aware as I was in the 1980's and now, but somehow I still maintain, my very simple thing here is that no point is going to be served by any political organisation saying that look, we are responsible for this.  I think the students themselves must be credited for actually rising up against an unjust system and the student organisations who rallied around with the kids taking up the cudgels. 


MN:	Can we pause?


END TAPE 1	


TAPE 2A


MN:  	Mr Maharaj, welcome back again.  Yes, can we go back to the working committee, the Phoenix Working Committee?  Can you tell us about your contemporaries, who may still be alive, or who are late?  Just tell us more about the members?


SM:	Okay.  When I had got in I was just out of school, one year out of school.  I was quite young then and one had to I actually look up to other people to look at, you know, guidance and help and assistance on what we need to do to organise people here, and I could remember and this was actually the chairperson of the PWC in the end, Mr JN Singh.  He's unfortunately late now, he passed on a couple of years ago, but he was our chairperson.  Before him was somebody called Roy Suchram, he was quite a dynamic chappie, but unfortunately just for two or three years then he was gone in terms of meeting his other commitments.  But Mr Singh was quite a stalwart, he'd spent many, many years, I think it was about ten years or so of his life, ten to fifteen years would it be, as chairman of the Phoenix Working Committee, trying to steer this organisation in terms of you know, campaigns that we had and the issues we were taking up.  There was another gentleman called Mr Jacky Nair, he is also, by the way, late and he was our treasurer.  I assumed the position of secretary quite early on with some of the skills I had developed and I have remained secretary ever since till now.  But in terms of saying who else, there was quite famous family, the Kublalls, in fact it was some of those people who actually talked to me about getting involved in the end with civic and other political organisations.  They've remained for two or three years and also quit.  There's another dynamic lady, Sindha Moonsamy, who joined many years ago, who is actually spokeslady, chairperson of the PWC.  She's still very active.  There's somebody called Jace Murugasen, who has come in via the union, the Textile Union, he had come in the last ten, fifteen years.  He is still around.  But in terms of somebody who started from the beginning till the end, there's not too many people besides myself, unfortunately, who saw the 25 years through.


MN:	You had numerous battles with the council, the Durban Municipality, and now tell us, have you ever, judging by the fact that you also mentioned that once you had these battles that security will flock into Phoenix, literally living here?  Have you ever had a clash, have you ever been targeted?


SM:	Well it wasn't easy for us here.  I had got married in 1983.  I have three kids today, but in the '80s it was a bad time.  I was just beginning to look at developing a home of my own.  I bought a house, eventually moved from my Mum's house in 1986.  '85/'86, into a place called Woodview, which is not very far away from - within Phoenix but not too far away from my Mum's place here, and I can tell you it was where the real harassment really took place.  I had a family, a wife and two young kids, who were kind of two or three-years old, at that time and you know, you used to get disturbed and harassed in the middle of the night.  I do know also at one o'clock in the morning and when these people do come they never came alone, they came with eight or nine people, and always there was an argument between myself and those people.  One thing that I didn't tolerate was that, you know, I had certain rights, which I understood what it was, and without being arrogant, you know, one had to actually draw the line with even those who say they were the police.  And I can remember this one night in Woodview in 1986, before the Emergency was declared.  We had a campaign going in Phoenix.  In fact it was 1985, after the Inanda unrest, which happened, and we organised the people around this issue that we actually had a lot of people come in ...[interruption]


MN:	Can I pause, Sir?  You were telling us about the security?


SM:	Ja, it was quite bad with a small family.  I do remember one evening, just after the Inanda unrest happened, and you know, we were trying to organise the people and it was against our beliefs then because, you know, interfering and laying blame on the unrest, it was the UDF then and they were trying to organise the public to say well, you know, the violence that has happened has been a result of certain happenings and we had a lot of attention and that issue was around here. I do remember one evening while I was asleep, at one o'clock in the morning, we heard a hell of a big knock on the door and when I opened the door, I was quite tired, I just got back from a meeting at eleven o'clock to sleep, and one o'clock to hear the banging on the door, you know, six very big sized people, so I flashed some cards on them to say it was the police, I happened to recognise one of the them anyway, so they wanted to search the house and once they showed the cards they just kind of shifted into the house, without even getting anybody's permission, without any warrant, that's the kind of life it was.  And I had a small two-bedroomed house, a very small house and then I kind of found that, you know, with the six people, everybody is going, one is going into the kitchen and one is in the toilet and one is in with me and then I said to this one gentleman who I will talk about a bit later on, I said, "look, if you want to see something just ask me, number one and I will take six of you to room by room, I don't want you to just actually walk into my rooms because I don't trust you people, you can leave something there and then you're going to say it's my things.  So if you want to go and search my rooms you're welcome to come, you all of you come to my rooms while I am there and then you can search.  You can do what you want to, you can't find nothing here."  So we had quite an argument and they actually ignored that.  Looked, couldn't find anything but I kept going from room to room trying to see what the hell these people were doing, you know?  Eventually, they didn't find it, they wanted to take me to my offices, of the civic office and said - well, I asked them what is going on here and they the chappie said well, you know, the tip-off we had was that you had something couriered to you, we must take you to your office now. I had to go and fetch the key from some other worker and go to the office at 2 o'clock in the morning and open up.  They had the offices searched and then they couldn't find what they were looking for.  I don't know what it was, and they wanted to know where's my post box key because they believe something was couriered maybe in my post box and I said I don't have it, and it was a big drama and they finished off five in the morning.  That's one example of a hell of a lot of harassment that actually happened in 1986 just talking about my family and the harassment and what really happened.  1986 the Emergency was declared, and as usual those people who made the organisation in many areas had to disappear.  I, myself, when the Emergency was declared, got a message through some good sources that the way it was going to happen, you know, and leave town and I had to bundle my family into the car. My daughter was two-years, one-and-a-half years old, and my son was just about three-years, the one that came in now, and the wife and put them into the car and had gone to the in-laws place and they actually had moved off, until things get a bit cool, you know.  And that was the start of many security problems that I eventually had and I've just explained to you about the conservative nature of the community I am living in, which will explain to you some of the - which will also explain some of the even voting patterns today that you are getting from our own community. When I actually disappeared it was to make sure when things are a bit quiet I will come back.  But the events that subsequently followed really was a shocking thing in my life and I've relate this to everybody who I see and I think it's good for you to know.  I disappeared for three or four days and there are some events, which unfolded which really kind of changed my life then.  My neighbours, when I did a lot of civic work, got very suspicious about what I was doing, why was I coming at eleven o'clock in the night, where I was I going seven days a week. And the police, it seems, had quite a sophisticated network of informers and what have you, and people who were being planted and perhaps even paid to make life difficult for me in my own community. 


	And I remember a lady who lived across my house, began to talk to other ladies and say, "where is this man going every day?"  And the stories that got put together  is:  "he's going and meeting people, and they are the people who are planting bombs, that's why he's only working in the night." And the story got around and when I disappeared and the Emergency was declared and then people put two and two together and they got seven and eight and began to relate a lot of stories. To the extent that while this rumour was going around, a story which I got later on that somebody had come to my house, some African gentleman, had come to my house while I was not there and one of my neighbours talked to him and asked him what he wanted and he gave her a slap and ran away but he was holding something in his hand and when that happened and that was the last straw for the community, they called in the police and the bomb squad and said, "this man here is hiding bombs in his house and we are terrified to be his neighbours."  And what happened was that the bomb quad pitched up at my house, I wasn't there but I mean, I am telling you afterwards the stories that actually came out.  They brought in sniffer dogs and what have you and fortunately somebody knew where I was and, you know, I got a message that the police had threatened to break my house down, the doors and so on.  


	I remember Paul David was quite a prominent member of the NIC then, and I went to his office and I told him,  "look, Paul, this is what's going on." and Paul said, "no, no problem."  In my presence he sat and he phoned the Commissioner of Police and he said to the Commissioner look, he is my lawyer and I am out of town, and generally if I go away for long periods of time I leave my key with him, just in case there's an emergency.  Now he says to the Commissioner: "I do here report that the Police have been active by Mr Maharaj's house and they have threatened to break his door."  And as a lawyer and as my lawyer he has explained to the Police that if you don't want to enter the house he is inviting the police to give him a time so that he can be there and he will open the doors and if any door or the property is damaged then there will be a civil suit against the State.  He is informing them now he's got the key and not to break anything down.  


	So okay, between them they're going to sort some arrangement to get to my house and what have you.  In the meantime, you know, one had to kind of duck a bit so that, you know, you couldn't get caught, and eventually that fizzled out, it came to nothing in the end because I'm sure with the security forces they had such sophisticated sort of apparatus, they could have detected if there was a bomb inside.  I'm sure when they came out and did this sniffing thing, they also found there was nothing, these people are panicking for nothing, you know, the neighbours and they went away. And about three or four days thereafter when things cooled down I came back.  Myself first, didn't bring my family straightaway in case there was any hostility.  Came back and I actually - it was a very cool reception, nobody came out, and I went to my first neighbour just to find out how things are and he says, "hey, while you were not here things were very hot.  The police was here; the army was here.  The police are waiting outside looking for you, what have you done?"   "I didn't do anything."  "Why did the police come then?"  And then he gave me the bad news that the residents in the area have put together a petition and they want me out of the area.  I said, "Okay, no that's fine."  Then I went to my second neighbour and my second neighbour says, you know, he also heard about the petition, there was a meeting in the street and some person is putting this petition together and I said, "why must I duck and dive, why must I be scared, I've done nothing wrong."  And I said I must confront these people and I convened a house meeting in my house and I invited 50 houses around there.  The whole 50 people pitched up there with their husbands and so on, the ladies.  I brought the people from Child Welfare there, I brought the people from the Civic Movement there to the meeting, my people, and I addressed this issue head on, once and for all and I told the people this is what the rumour I hear.  The ladies here in the street and I told the lady in question, she was in the meeting, "that you are asking questions about what am I doing night time and why am I coming home at 11 o'clock."  I told her: "I can tell you it's none of your business.  But, so that there is no more rumours and speculation, I am calling you together here so that we can end this speculation.  This is who I am; I have been your neighbour for two, three years; you don't know me and I don't know you.  This is an opportunity for me to tell you who I am and who I belong to, which organisation I belong to and what they are doing, the organisation's officials are here."  


	We addressed that issue, we even had questions from the house and that put everybody's mind at rest.


	Number two: I told them  "when I came back here I hear there was a petition campaign against me." And I said:  "I've got to really do something to really put some people in their place."  I told them, "I don't know if you people understand what a petition is, because on top of the petition you're going to have to write something to say and you've got to put your signature to that."  I told them "look, this house, it's a small house compared to you people's houses but I am the proud owner of this place. I paid my hard-earned money here; nobody is going to throw me out of this place here.  If any of you are going to sign this petition I'm threatening you now, if any of you just sign this petition here, this petition is going to be made public and I can tell you, if what is written there and you sign that document, I will see each one of you and I will sell your house and you will run away from this, not me."  


	The idea of the petition went cold.  Thereafter my neighbours told me no, he wasn't involved, the other fellow was involved and that fellow blamed somebody else and eventually it became nothing.  But that's the conservative nature of the community I lived in.  I mean, you know, if you listen to this, one thing that became a joke in this community, I asked this one neighbour of mine, I mean, "what's wrong with you people?  Why are you always so terrified?  Can't you stand on your own two feet?  Why are you frightened for the police, you're not doing something wrong?"  So one sort of said,  "it's not me, it was your neighbour, your side neighbour was the person who went and called the police and do you know what he told the police?  I am frighting for my neighbour, he's going around night-time; and he's taking bombs in his house.  Bomb is going to explode in his house, my wall is going to fall down in my house."  That's how terrified he was.  So that's the reason he called the police.


	So that actual event passed, okay. But I think it got a bit worse a bit later on because at some point in time the harassment became so terrible in 1987 that I had to actually leave my house and run away.  In 1987 at the time my family, the children were quite small, they were between three-years and four-years that time, they'd grown or so bigger when the harassment was so bad because they were just catching everybody and lumping them and putting them inside.  And you could look at the campaign trail of the police and it was following from Durban and coming to the North Coast. And if I didn't run off I would have actually been inside and tortured and what have you.  But I actually chose a route of getting friends to actually help me to go.  I mean I didn't abdicate my responsibility; I fled for one month and with the family to Cape Town.  Got myself a safe house with friends in Cape Town, they had put it together, organised the transport; got to Cape Town safely.  I was there for a month, got the family on a holiday and a kind of a break also with all the tension.  But even when I was in Cape Town I couldn't kind of rest, I kept on thinking what is happening here.  I met some of the people who were there and I had gone around to look at some civic people there, walked around in Cape Town with those people, went to some of the civic meetings and nearly got caught with the Security Branch in Cape Town also while I was there but I was a bit fortunate.  But I had to flee to go there and when I came back it was the time where harassment was so bad, that even at one time when my child was a bit small, I know that the police were looking for me quite badly.  I was staying at my Mum's before I moved to Woodview, and this is going back a few years now, they had been looking for me and looking for me by my mother's house, they had come to ask questions, they were parking at the parking bay.  So I got messages.  I had to use other cars just to make sure you evade getting caught and I know at one point in time there was a chase in my mother's house too when I was going into hiding somewhere, there was a chase in the road between the police and myself and I don't know what happened but I got away because I knew the area so well.  I was under the nose of the police and they didn't catch me.  I had actually ducked away.  That same next day, I was in one my family's house not too far away from my house, fixing my car and I had a red Mazda 323, it was the most wanted car in Durban then and the police were looking all over it for it and I was - my car broke down, I know on the day, I took it to my cousin to fix it and I helped him do something to the car and to fix it up but it was getting quite late and the guy said, “you know what, you are staying in Woodview, it's not too far, I'll drop you off home, the car is not quite fixed so let me finish it properly and I can drop you off.  So I went home, I jumped off and I got in and I slept.  Next morning the neighbours told me the whole night the police are waiting for your car outside.  I was inside my house sleeping; the police are waiting outside for my car to come.  It never arrived the whole night because I was sleeping inside and by the morning they pushed off and they were hoping to come some other time.  So somebody told me after that things are so bad let's rather we burn the car. But it's not like we did anything illegal but if the car gets caught, I get caught.  So I, in fact, didn't go for that, I changed it with my brother and he was in another colour car and went around.  I shaved my beard off, I cut my hair out, used the glasses for two, three months and I remember when the first time it started I actually finished up in town, I took the buses and the taxis and I was hiding and then going from place to place.  I'd finish off in the house of Praveen Gordhan, I know on that day, very distraught about this and he told me, he gave me a Minora blade.  He says, "Take this thing and shave all this thing out now, now while I am here."  I was very hesitant; I was just thinking what is this man trying to make me do?  I shaved myself in his house, I remember the morning and got a safe house to stay for a while and my kids and my family were staying in my house in Woodview.  I was staying in a safe house and friends used to bring my family from my house.  Used to follow a different route, go to the shopping centres, go shopping before they came, make sure they are not followed and if somebody followed them they would lose them in a crowd and I remember the first time when I did the shave, I couldn't believe when I looked in the mirror it was me.  When they brought my wife and my children to visit, my daughter refused to come to me, it was not the same fellow.  It was quite a thing.  But that's being through life in the worst part of my detention, a brush of the law was a brief detention period.  In 1987 I eventually got detained because of the protest with PW when he came to City Hall in Durban to launch the Tricameral.  It was before; it was in 1983.  '83.  '84/'85 I got detained.  It was for launching a protest against PW, who came with this hat and so on and Rajbansi and company were at City Hall.  A whole lot of people got detained and I actually ran away from the police before they could catch me but they came and arrested me at work and I know because I was last in the queue, I was called Accused No. 43.  42 other people were detained before me, I was number 43.  I remember very clearly that detention.  I came out on bail, fortunately because I was charged and because we had threatened them, you know, we'll go to court otherwise, so I had to pay bail and come out and had to appear in court eventually, but the thing was under Section 29 of the Internal Security Act, that was it and I do remember the day when we were detained.  I was taken away from work.  Vish Sewpersadh who was quite a good pal of mine, a comrade-in-arms, who helped shape my thinking also, which I was very grateful for, he was a supervisor for a research unit which we used to run, it was community research in it, it got into CCLS then and it's something else now.  I think it's now kind of winding down, but he came with the bail money to bail me out but I think that six hours in detention, although it was a brief six, I think was the most terrifying six hours, and I since realised after that, and it made me more hardened that what other people like Biko, who died in detention and other people who were detained for months had gone through.  If I had gone through six hours of this horror and then six months and six years of horror that other people must have endured really would have been terrifying.  I was actually asked to come and I was quizzed by six to eight Security Branch members at one go and their questioning was not consistent, I mean you'd get one chappie asking you one question, before you're halfway in terms of answering that question, you get another question darted at you and I was not allowed to kind of leave the sight of the six people who were there.  One of them, who I happened to meet recently, was Christy Marimuthu who was Security Branch member.  There were several other people who were leading the interrogation.  Basically wanting to know why am I involved in this here and what information I could provide to them.  At that point in time Billy Nair was just released from prison and I was criss-crossed at length, in terms of my relationship with him and what was he doing in Phoenix and what was he involved in here.  But basically, after the Tricameral system my involvement, because I had all the stuff on film, the police were actually filming protests that we had in 1983/1984, when Botha did come to City Hall in Durban.  I was asked a lot of questions about that and I gave people honest answers and I did tell them that what I'm doing is from the bottom of my heart, I don't have to be scared about anything.  I'm not running around with any ammunition and arms. I lead really a clean life, I'm organising the Civic Movement, if that is against the government that you are defending; then so be it.  Then I will be guilty, but I'm not doing anything else in the book, which you deem illegal.  If you deem this to be illegal then yes, I say I'm doing something illegal and with that it really irritated the police and they threatened to hit me and I do know I was on the 15th floor and Christy Marimuthu, he was the chap in charge.  He was a young fellow then, he finished up as Captain but subsequently he is out of the Force and I knew then that he won't go a long way anyway. But at that point in time they told me "well, if you're not prepared to talk and tell everything, we're going to make you run from here and you will jump from the 15th floor and we're going to tell the people you were trying to escape and you will have a bullet in your back, and it will be your fault, you were trying to escape."  So I told the people, "look man, I'm at your mercy, we are six to one here.  If you're going to hit me or you're going to throw me from the window there's nothing I can do.  I can't do you anything; I can't even hit you because you will charge me for assault.  You're the law so I'm at your mercy.  So do what you have to do, I have told you the truth and I will tell everybody else this truth here.  I have nothing to fear."  That didn't really convince them, of course, and then even during lunch- time too they called me in to give me something to eat, which I remember was brown bread, some tomato chutney and something like that which they gave me to eat.  I mean; I wasn't hungry.  You can't be hungry in that kind of state and they wanted to buy me some food and wanted to make sure, that - I didn't eat, by the way, the food they bought eventually and you know, I didn't even ask, but they said but there's no poison in that, you eat it and I said "no look, I'm not hungry."  I made my own cup of tea because I never trusted these people; you never know what they will put inside.  So that's been quite a terrible encounter and the light side of the whole thing is I met this gentleman who used to come to my house, knocking on the door and what have you, at a wedding of my cousin, about when the democracy happened here.  In 1994 I met this chappie at the wedding and I told him "oh, it's you?  Why are you following me even to functions now?"  So he was terribly amused and he said, “no well, you know, this was his cousin's wedding.”  I said, "You must be my cousin too but you should be ashamed of yourself." On a light-hearted note, so he happened to be somebody who - my cousin somebody, somebody.  So, it's now a joke with the people.  Even Mr Marimuthu, when democracy came, he was a Captain in the Police Force here, and he was a bit nervous about his position here and because we formed a branch of the ANC in Phoenix, they wanted to talk to the branch here to see if there's any influence that can be exerted upon the political organisations to look at the future of the police in the past and in the informal meeting which we've had with the police here I said to him if I had my way he would never be in the police force.


MN:	Can we pause?  


END TAPE 2A	





TAPE 2B


MN:  	Welcome back, Mr Maharaj.  You were telling us about Captain Marimuthu.  


	SM:	Yes, he was quite ruthless.  In fact while I was detained for that short while, he offered to pay me to inform and he offered to give me a R100.  A R100 for a report, so every report I write to him about – informing him on the people who are doing work here, he will pay me R100.  So he was that kind of ruthless kind of person.  He swore my parents, he swore my family, he threatened to kill me, you see?  And I just thought to myself his day will come.  Maybe I just need to restrain myself because what he was trying to do was to agitate me to an extent maybe where I would have punched him.  I'm just so grateful that I had the resolve to remain as calm as I was, at the time. But he was a ruthless person at that and you know, I met with him in Phoenix and he asked me questions, how does the ANC view the Police Force now?  I said to him, "look, we have a new government and this government is absolutely forgiving, so you should be grateful if they have forgiven you and kept you in the Force.  If I had my way, you would never get a job here and you know what I'm talking about."  He said, "Well, you know, I need to inform you I was only doing my job."  I said, "that's true, there are people who can do their job and do their job.  Why couldn't you have been just more straightforward?  You didn't have to swear people's families and so on and so on, tell me what were you trying to prove? I know of other Security Branch people who are disciplined and not like you."  Then I said well, he’s going to be a Captain and he’s going to go on but something is going happen."  And true to form he's no more there, coincidentally, because of allegations of files going missing and there are lots of files that disappeared. And the people complained about, you know, criminals being caught and suddenly they're now free.  The inside story is this is how it happening in Phoenix.  Files disappear and it is sold at a price.  Although the top brass don't do it, it gets done, but when bribes are paid it runs into a lot of money, it gets filtered down.   Now the system eventually will catch up with whoever is guilty, and he has paid the ultimate price. MN:	...[Inaudible]?


SM:	He's been given the boot; he's gone.  He's out now.


MN:	Okay.  Mr Maharaj, can we go back to '83, the formation of the UDF.  Can you take us through the formation of the UDF?


SM:	Okay.  I think it was - I had actually been – the Civic Association started in '78, I was beginning to join with the NIC then and I do know the UDF was like a funny, like a very funny name, when it was first mooted as a name.  We were on a political training programme organised by Praveen Gordhan in Pretoria.  It was a training programme of activists and we were taken by car very secretly from here into a secret venue in Johannesburg somewhere.  I can't recall today where it was.  But then it was from the Transvaal Indian Congress, we had people come from there and it was a political education programme for the weekend.  It was during that time that part of the political education programme, when we heard then in 1981 about the question of maybe the formation of a broad-based political organisation countrywide.  I think the concept, or the rumour that went around was that, you know, something like that was going to happen and nobody paid too much attention to it.  I think it was a year thereafter, the momentum grew, and in Durban there was a lot of talk, and somewhere along the line I'd read that the idea was mooted in Durban, not actually coming from Durban, but the idea of the UDF, the birth of the UDF, the name and so on and so on were from people who were from outside of Durban and so on and so on but in Durban all of the people got to hear of the idea of the UDF, actually got mooted in Durban and it was in 82/'83 and I do know when the thing was going to be launched, the UDF was going to be launched and the name was put on and I think the explanation which came to us was the ANC was a banned organisation and in the foreseeable future, it won't be known whether the ANC was going to be unbanned or banned still or what is going to happen to the ANC.  But somehow, we needed a legal organisation within the country to look at mobilising people across the country on political issues.  Now the NIC and the TIC, we were very small organisations, were mobilising the Indian sector mainly in Durban and Transvaal areas.  But in the townships and so on we needed a formation and that was the kind of push we had, to say get an organisation which will mobilise in Durban and galvanize people across the land including the NIC people, the township and so on and so on, and political organisations and form them from outside.  And we were very excited, all of us and we worked many evenings trying to make sure the planning of the launch was going to happen, to the thing of trying to say we want to also attend the launch.  The launch was then I know in Rocklands Community Centre, in Cape Town in Mitchell's Plain.  I actually had been to the launch myself mobilising and we mobilised several busloads of people from Phoenix to say look, let's go and the public must launch this, because in the end it mustn't be just banned again by the State, and if a few political activists pitch up there, then surely there'll be trouble.  But if it's the public, gets its backing from the public, we would know if it had a nice backbone to stand, and we mobilised a whole lot of buses and I do remember the trip because it was a very cold evening and we had to travel from Phoenix here, going to Cape Town and I think - I do know we travelled through Free State, that route, to go to Cape Town, on the route and some of the difficulties even we experienced on the road.  I do know we had come to a garage, I don't recall which one it is, but there was a garage in the Free State where we stopped.  It was very cold in the morning and we travelled through the night and when we got to the garage, you know, to kind of freshen up and how the doors were latched and we weren't allowed to use the loos and wash basin facilities to even do a bit of a wash up.  The people there were very, very angry the buses stopped. They just wanted a totally white town, and the police tried a lot of their tricks also along the road to try and make sure the busses going to this thing was kind of, you know, either stopped and drivers were harassed and so on and so on.  People were detained, so that you got to the place after the function had happened.  All these delay tactics they used.


	But eventually we arrived.  It took us 24 hours eventually, to get to Rocklands, and there's another humorous incident on the road is that we were nearby to Cape Town and I think it was in the morning that we had reached another portion, and everybody was quite hungry, you know, it was lunch time sorry, morning it was in Free State, and just after lunch time and we stopped at a big takeaway near a garage and we were going in convoy, so that nobody was isolated and I think there were like in our convoy there were about 400 people, and a couple of buses and we had no food, all the food was finished and we pitched up there and somebody went and told them, "could I have 400 burgers?"  400 burgers and the chappie was very amused across the counter, you know, 400 burgers and nobody comes to this place so I hope I have stock here, you know? Bought those burgers and I said to somebody jokingly, "now this man can serve us this 400 burgers and go home, he's made the money for the weekend."  You know and then we paid the money and we got to Rocklands.


	The experience with the launch of the UDF is a highlight in my life.  The atmosphere was electric, we actually had got there, we got there well before time of the start; we had to rest.  I know we had got some churches and some halls in Mitchell's Plain area, people were putting out mattresses on the floor, we were very tired and we were wanting to nap.  Excitement was so great that we didn't even sleep.  We all spoke about how the UDF was going to be launched; it was the first time we were becoming involved in a nation-wide launch of a political organisation.  The police; the army; that was the further excitement.  The police and the army actually raided that place, Mitchell's Plain.  Cape Town was like on fire with the security forces.  Helicopters were flying overhead.  Those huge what they call them?  But used the kind of 4X4 vehicles, those huge ones.  They were parked all over the show in convoys they were moving.  The police wore riot gear.  It was a big tactic of intimidation for people who were actually coming to the place and it was quite a fascinating thing, and it was launched and I recall Boesak, Alan Boesak speaking at the launch and I have never ever heard a speaker, to this day, speak the way he did.  I don't know anybody who could match him.  You have charismatic speakers like our former President and so on, but to whip up the emotions of people, I have never seen somebody as good as him.  When I knew him then, you know, before the time he had some downturn in his life.  He was a fascinating speaker and really he was like an inspiration to the UDF, to actually launch this organisation and I think he's - when the history certainly, a chapter on what he did notwithstanding all the other difficulties he had, what he did to, you know, ensuring the UDF gets launched, and run the campaign against the then government, that has to be written otherwise the history will never be complete.


MN:	That's Alan for you?


SM:	Ja.


MN:	Are there any faces you recall at the launch?


SM:	Well I think at the launch, I'm not very sure but I think some of the people were beginning to get released, and I can't just recall whether it was - I know the kind of people from the ANC-fold who had come there was Billy and he was like an icon for people, at the time, he still is but, you know, the pressure of Robben Island, the man shook Mandela’s hand when Mandela was there and everybody was wanting to shake his hand.  So he was one of the big celebrities.  I think Terror Lekota was out.  Terror Lekota was out and he and I also shared quite a relationship.  I just say to people these days, “hey, that man is a Minister of Defence.  You know, we ate a bunny together?  We spoke together, and I've been in a training programme, which he was actually running before, and then we actually knew each other quite personally.”  Trevor Manuel, who is now Minister of Finance, was another person who was there.  He was very prominent.  He came up, by the way, by the Civic Movement, our people.  He's not Minister to me, but Trevor.  We knew him coming here to look at ideas on mobilising the Cape Town public in terms of Civic Associations.  I do remember we had a bit of a training programme in Canonia Centre here, where we were talking about housing, and it was early morning when I got up to kind of go and brush up and I'd gone outside and I see this gentleman who was Trevor in these hot pants which is these lined ones, you know, kind of call it long - what do you call those?  Not long - long johns in the short form, you know? That was today's Minister of Finance.  Trevor Manuel, who was then a young chappie; and we spoke.  So he was at the UDF launch.  Trevor was - Terror Lekota was - I think and then obviously Boesak and so on.  But I think what we - what I was quite impressed by, is the kind of level of support.  The ANC in exile sent a message to the UDF launch and it was read and people were dancing and people were singing and we were dancing, even then we were learning how to toyi-toyi and dance, you know, we got into the mood, all of us and it was a day of merrymaking and we thought this is it, now.  From this moment on this country and the pledge we have taken will be free, come what may.  So it was very emotional, it was very, very big.  I mean that hall couldn't take people.  People were lined outside and you know, you could only hear the sound coming in so when people are clapping inside, the other people were clapping outside no matter what you are saying, but you are clapping because of the joy, because of, you know, the atmosphere which got created over there.  So it was a wonderful experience and I think it's something, which we're going to treasure for always in our lives, I would imagine, that was the UDF launch.


MN:	Am I right in saying the launch of the UDF - or to view the UDF as an umbrella body where civic organisations from different places united under?


SM:	Ja, well I'll tell you when the UDF was launched there was quite a debate about what should this organisation be, you know?  Within the circles and the police informed us that, "the UDF is the internal organ of the ANC."  I wanted to say, “yes, I know.” But I said, "yes, but who told you?"  That's how it was seen.  But it's right, the UDF was an umbrella structure, it was an umbrella formation and I wouldn't say yes, a political formation but it was an umbrella formation and it brought together the SANCO’s and the civics and so on. In fact in Phoenix we were part of the UDF, we were all, through the Durban Housing Action Committee, which is another formation, which I forgot to speak about.  The Civic Associations in Phoenix became part of a Durban Federation called the Durban Housing Action Committee and Praveen Gordhan was the one who was instrumental in actually getting that off the ground and he was the General- Secretary.  Mr DK Singh who was around, very active at that time, NIC member, who was the chairman of the Organisation, and so although the Phoenix Working Committee wasn't directly affiliated with the UDF, the Durban Action Housing Committee was and through their affiliation we would actually participate in campaigns.  So you are right, the UDF brought together many, many organisations that, I think, in some point in time there was quite a debate in formations outside the civic and political organisations to other like social groups and so on should become part of it or not.  So it was quite an interesting debate and it brought to it a very wide range of people, very diverse, but the common goal was to liberate this country.  So no matter who you were, if you wanted to liberate the country and you have these principles here, you could join, and we had a ground swell sort of support and enthusiasm of people and organisations who said, "yes, we want to join and we want to be part of this movement and countrywide."


MN:	Now coming back to the years that led to your detention.  You protested against the Rubicon speech?


SM:	Well, well, well, funny thing you mentioned that.  It was the Rubicon speech that actually brought this to the fore.  Yes, it was, everybody expected the speech to be made so that, you know, perhaps unbanning of the ANC could have happened then and the disappointment in everybody's mind when it didn't happen but with the detention thing, the reason why we'd actually gone to protest was that we were going to say we don't want the Tricam Parliament because it's really waste of time and that, you know, we won't be prepared to participate, in fact so that instead of making this kind of speech which we all expected to make, Botha, is he actually now confirmed the formation of the Tricam Parliament to give everybody an equal say [laughs] in government.  So ja, that Rubicon speech was the turning point with the detention issue with myself.


MN:	The Bengal Tiger was there?


SM:	Well, you know, I coincidentally, meet Rajbansi time and time again and he is at war with the Indian people in the ANC from Chatsworth.  He is always criticising them, that they don't like him and so on and so on. I happened to meet him one or two times on occasion here and although we tolerate each other, I'm not saying he's my pal.  But we tolerate each other because we have to work with him for the sake of working with him.  I did tell him one time, "you know the ANC people in Phoenix, I think, you should be a bit grateful that they don't write bad things about you, they don't fight with you in public at all.  But we actually are happy to work with you because our ultimate aim is not you; it is the public and what they can gain.  So if it means working with you, we will work with you, that's fine, but don't believe for the minute that we are comrades-in-arms because we're not."  And going to the question you asked about Rajbansi being there, I happened to be also talking to his -one of his councillors in Phoenix and I said well, you know, the real truth about Rajbansi is told, really it's a shame, and I have photographs here and I've got it in my cupboard now, as we speak, about the kind of role Rajbansi actually played. On the day, he was using Botha's hat.  You know, PW had this funny hat, which you can distinguish him; he had this very funny hat.


MN:	Bowler hat.


SM:	Yes.  Between Rajbansi and JN Reddy, they believed that they were Botha also, and they from time to time, used this hat.  It's disgusting and despicable.  I have a photograph of him, which you cannot deny.  I've got it in my cupboard here in Inanda.  He is standing on a Hippo of the South African Defence Force during the riots that were happening in Inanda, you know, showing himself out to be with the State.  I've got it; it's photographed by the newspaper; and I will keep it till I die.  And I told his councillor, "don't believe for a minute you are the same, I will work with you now but the history you cannot remove, it's documented, it's in photographs, which I didn't take out and you were there, you will never deny this here."  So the kind of role which Rajbansi has played, he cannot be proud of at all, although he may say well, you know, in House of Delegates we have both houses for Indian people and so on and so on, the converse is that he has perpetuated, the system of apartheid by accepting segregation, and that he cannot deny.


MN:	Now coming to the Rubicon speech.  Why do you think Botha chose Durban?  Do you think it's because of your fierce, fierce of opposition that was coming from the townships, around Durban?  Why Durban?  Why KZN?


SM:	Well, you know, your guess is as good as mine, but I would certainly imagine, Durban was also quite a hub of activity, of political activity.  I mean activity was taking place in Soweto, in Mamelodi, in Cape Town, in Durban, but I think the nub, when the UDF was even being formed, there was huge meetings which were supposed to happen nationally, bringing in national leaders to even launch the UDF and what have you.  It was taking place here; it was taking place in Durban.  The activity around trying to get the Indian, winning the hearts and minds of the Indian people, this is it. Durban houses the largest amount of the Indian community here, and I think as a tactic, Botha was actually asked to come here, and the people who were actually attending the function were 90 percent people from the Indian community, so it had to happen here anyway. Because I think the rationale behind why the Tricam system was being put in place was something, which Botha was to explain to the Indian public.  You know, the Indian public we were talking about is not the masses of the people but the kind of professional people, business people, conservative, other people and so on and so on, so that was the audience, and Botha was brought here to address them. So it was a campaign trail Botha was in, he had to address other meetings but in Durban in particular, he was supposed to address the Indian community to look at why you must support the House of Delegates and Rajbansi and his clan.


MN:	In 1990 or '89, FW de Klerk finally had the winds of change.  Why?  Why do you think made him accept the change, and that change was necessary?


SM:	You know, I do believe, you know, people may have their own views about this, but I think FW de Klerk was in a corner.  There was everything happening which was against him.  Starting from within the country.  Within the country you had the UDF, had emerged as a major, major force.  It was a huge, huge force, so the political mobilisation of the masses in this country was happening in a very big way.  The State was being put into a squeeze.  Number two, the armed struggle had actually escalated in the '80s also, and the State was in fix as to how they want to deal with this here.  Number three, the international community, the pressure was mounting like, I think, that FW never knew how to deal with it in the end and even in that context, the friends of the then South Africa, which was basically America and Britain and one or two of the conservative Western nations, didn't know how to deal because this became such a hot potato issue world-wide, and in their own countries they didn't know how to deal with this.  I mean look at America when Reagan was there.  Although Reagan was such a conservative President and the people will vote for him, to put him into government there, the South African issue, in America during that time, was as strong and even Reagan sometimes had to compromise, despite his foreign policy wishes, he had to compromise for the very people who voted for him.  He had to compromise in terms of giving people their wishes in terms of saying "put pressure onto South Africa, put the sanctions in place, approve this." I think we've read about, sometimes in the press, what a debate it has been between the Congresses and the President where he was even threatening to veto some of the sort of measures, which was being planned against the old South African Government.  But international pressure again played a major, major role and I think we can't whisk that away, it played a massive role, and I think in the end, also, FW himself wanted not to be seen as that kind of person.  You know, if you want to give him - one percent credit, or even half a percent credit, he didn't want to be seen to be as a man who is like a nasty person, he wanted to be seen as a liberal fellow and the world must welcome him as a hero who actually brought change into the country here.  Maybe a small percent of that was his goodwill, but he was basically forced into a situation, which you know, it was a no-win situation for him, and perhaps doing this deal which actually unbanned the ANC and other organisations, it would have made him be seen as a saviour and that is what actually happened.  He got punted in the press as FW the person who saved this country.


MN:	So you believe only pressures...


SM:	Massive pressures.


MN:	...made him move?


SM:	Massive pressures made him move.


MN:	Now coming to the ...[interruption]


SM:	Now the only reason I believe that he did the change is that because he was the President and he had to sign the things.


MN:	Otherwise?


SM:	Otherwise - that's the only reason why he was responsible, otherwise it wouldn't have become law.  So if you're saying he has been responsible, he's been responsible to put the signature onto the law, which has made this possible, that is all.


MN:	If you will now, that we are saying you are raising another question, now do you think that the departure of PW Botha even though it was said to be a stroke, do you think he was probably running away from the shame of doing something he was already - he was opposing all his life?


SM:	I think PW Botha had reached a point of no return for him. He couldn't make a U-turn.  With the conservative nature of the way he ran this government and the repression that he had actually unleashed onto the community in this country here, it would be unthinkable that he would take a U-turn.  I think maybe the stroke came during the right time and so on, it's bad to say this, but perhaps it came during the time where he said well, maybe it's time now I should actually retire.


MN:	The majority of right-wingers, even up to the present day, are saying that the freedom fighters or the freedom movements or black people in general, never won the war but they took the war on a plate, it was negotiated because they negotiated it, they maintain that the MK, APLA and all other people or formations would never have defeated, the SADF, what’s your opinio on that?


SM:	Well, you see, for me there was two types of war.  There was the physical fighting army combat war; and there was a psychological war.  Psychological warfare is a well-known thing throughout the world.  Now, the campaign inside the country certainly made a huge dent.  Certainly made a huge dent.  It is true there was no face-to-face combat, so nobody won that kind of war because there was no face-to- face combat, you see?  But in terms of the armed struggle, I do know for a fact that, you know, the State, the government, was in a state of uncertainty during the time of the armed struggle and escalation, in the early '80s and you know, late '80s.


MN:	Can we pause?  Sorry.


END TAPE 2B	


TAPE 3A


MN:  Welcome back, Sir.  You were just telling us about the warfares and Botha?


SM:	Ja, well you know, on the issue of who won?  History will judge this.  But the point is I was explaining there was two sets of warfare.  One was the warfare, which was happening by combat, you know, and the guerrilla warfare and so on and the other was the psychological warfare.  There is no doubt about who won the guerrilla, I mean, the guerrilla warfare because with the sort of activity of the MK units of the ANC, active, with the pressure of the public to say we don't feel safe any more.  With the guards at the shopping centres, who have to actually search people, so terrified that the operatives of the ANC may come.  It led to many difficulties and problems with the people here, and there was no combat, there were skirmishes when the SADF moved into - it was Mozambique or Zimbabwe or Angola to what they call destroy training camps of who they called terrorists, that time.  There could have been skirmishes there.  There had not been a large-scale conventional war.  That is a fact.  So nobody won a war, but the psychological warfare, there is no doubt that the ANC had won.  That is the key reason why the State was forced to change.  The psychological warfare was won and that psychological warfare lost the war for the old government.


MN:	Now the changes were announced; political leaders were released; and what had become of the NIC?


SM:	Well you know; it's quite an issue.  I've read about it in the press recently, though.  But coming back to the NIC, there was lots of debates about what should happen.  The paper recently said the NIC had actually folded up. As I remember one or two of the last meetings of the NIC, with the unbanning of the ANC I do know it was, it was Alfred Nzo who was at a meeting, which I was at and a whole lot of people was at and other people of the ANC who were around.  Walter Sisulu was around and a few other people, where this debate was taken forward when the exiles came in and the ANC got unbanned, the future of organisations began to be debated and it's a matter which is still unresolved by the way and that is, as I recall, the fact of the matter.  The TIC and NIC never folded, it is still an organisation, which is in limbo, but doesn't operate because a lot of the activists of the NIC and the TIC are now parliament members of the ANC, are activists and other sorts of people who are branch members of the ANC.  So, coming back to whether it's dead or not, as far as I see it, it's never been dead, it's in limbo now.


MN:	There has been talk recently, it was reported also in papers about the ANC members of Indian origin inside it, being unhappy of them working together or the embracing of the MF [Minority Front].  What's your opinion on that?


SM:	Well, you know, I explained it briefly earlier on when we spoke, is that I certainly know because Rajbansi comes from Chatsworth, and there's a particular history between Rajbansi's old participation in the Tricam system and the NIC activists in Chatsworth.  They've had quite a lot of drama between them, you know, calling people names, calling each other names, having political campaigns, pitting each against, pitting themselves to each other against each other during campaigns, and I think there's a particular history of this antagonism also in the Chatsworth area.  In the Phoenix area we've not had a difficulty so far, we did tell Rajbansi we'll work with him, we are not embracing him.  We'll work with him because we are expected to work with him because it is okay to work with him in terms of making sure we get to where we want to go.  It is something, which we are tolerating.


MN:	It is also alleged that the Indian members of the NIC feel that the ANC is not doing justice to their beliefs or their policies because they say that the NIC, there is no need of NIC; should fall under the ANC, yet they recognise and work with the Minority Front which is working or which is representing the Indians which also is ethnic - which is reads as an ethnic organisation.  What is your opinion on that?


SM:	Ja, it's been quite a debate and I think in hindsight, when one looks at this, maybe it was a mistake on part of the movement that when the NIC was strong that, at that point in time, there was a belief that look, we must have one party for the whole country.  Maybe at that time, point in time, we didn't realise the way politics were going to unfold in the country.  Where perhaps, we needed to mobilise different sectors of the community.  Perhaps we thought we will live as one big happy family and perhaps that was something which, on hindsight, wasn't the best way to have gone because had we, at that point in time, said okay, look we will have one government, we can't have two governments or three governments, we'll have one government but let's look at how we can mobilise the different sectors and if the ANC is strong in the townships, so that be it, go and mobilise that community and if the NIC had a history in this community, in the Indian community, and it had activists who actually could do the mobilising, perhaps on hindsight I would have believed that it should have remained as an organisation trying to mobilise the Indian sector.  But, you see, there was no point in saying that the NIC must just disappear then and now, you work with the Minority Front who basically work for the Indian community, it don't make sense.  It don't make sense at all.


MN:	Do you think there's a need of the NIC revival?


SM:	I think, to put it diplomatically, that will be quite a step and I think, in any such a big step that we have to take, there has to be a meeting of the alliances, be it the former members of the NIC who are retired now, and other people who are around, and the ANC leadership in this province and countrywide, and other role players. It's quite a big question.  It's a burning question in this community and I think whenever such a move has to happen there has to be a full discussion with it, with the mainline political organisation, which is the ANC here.


MN:	There is a public opinion, or an opinion shared by many that the ANC is only using the MF in order to put the IFP in control - I mean in check, inasfar as KwaZulu-Natal ruling power is concerned.  What's your opinion on it?


SM:	Well, it depends how you define "using".  It could be "yes" and it could be "no."  Because what is very true, as an example, in the Durban Metro, let's take that as an example where we have MF, a certain number of councillors and the ANC has 95 councillors.  You need a 100 councillors to be members of your body to run the Durban Metro.  So the ANC is 5 short.  So I think here we have a, what they call a co-operation agreement, a co-operation agreement, which ensure that the councillors of the MF which numbers more than the required 5 that the ANC would need to give the ANC a majority to rule.  So I think it's an alliance of convenience.


MN:	Do you think the alliance will continue in the forthcoming elections, the ANC got more than required, the number required, with being an alliance with MF or the alliance will disappear?


SM:	I think Rajbansi is too scared to say publicly he is in alliance with the ANC.  He has recently had this big so-called furore with the ANC, and I think that was just to play to the gallery and the public because he was coming under intense pressure from conservative members of the community and opposition to say that you have sold out to the ANC and the DA has been very vocal in this regard.  They have criticised him for selling out to the ANC and I think that DA statement and propaganda is beginning to catch fire in the community and Rajbansi realised this, and I'm sure when this big drama happened between the MF and the ANC it was, for me, a public relations exercise, to put it bluntly.  Rajbansi has to do something to ensure that the public there sees them to be separate from the ANC.  He has actually succeeded in some way in doing it.  Because his photograph got into the paper, his articles got onto the front page, and the public is now, some of them are even saying,  "hey, you know what?  Rajbansi is now talking because, you know, we thought it was like look, if he's a friend of the ANC why would he be fighting with them?  Why has he left the organisation?"  Do you know, in one point in time it was reported he has now left the Alliance and walked out.  So he can't be with them because if he's with them he can't leave them.  Now he has left them, so kind of - he's not kind of with the ANC.  In some small funny way it has played some sort of role in trying to put some distance between him and the ANC and that's what he wanted.  He is smart enough and you know the famous thing that goes round?  This cliché that Rajbansi is a political survivor, is very true. I agree with that also.  He does things, which really makes him to survive, politically and in the media.  I mean his wedding was quite a classic example also.  I mean that man got front pages in every paper in the country.  That boosted even his image.  So he has a way of actually doing things and talking about your point, about whether he's going to be in the Alliance, he's beginning to say publicly "we are not the ANC, we are separate from the ANC but the only reason we're going to be working with the ANC is because we only have five or ten members, we can't get what we want, so we are using the ANC".  That is what he is saying now.  He's turned that around to his benefit.


MN:	Coming to the talks at the World Trade Centre.  Were you happy with the composition thereof?  I mean the inclusion of the Mangope's and the Gqozo's, in the paving of the future of the united South Africa?  Were you happy?


SM:	You know, those people who really struggled from those days until this day as we speak, were not entirely happy about this kind of thing because it was Oupa Gqozo and all these sorts of people who the UDF fought against.  We've been part of this movement and the repression, I mean, we've seen on television pictures of people being shot.  Young African people being shot by the army, Gqozo's boys and everybody else from the SADF.  The repression which happened in Transkei and elsewhere before Holomisa came, was even as bad and when people like that got brought on at World Trade Centre, you know, we had to actually, we had to talk to them because they were the other side of the people who were in power.  We were actually forced to talk to them, but the related question, which you didn't ask was that are we happy to tolerate them within our own fold?  Which is another question.  But getting them into World Trade Centre, we didn't have any option because it was part of a compromise, where the old government said, "okay, this is our gang", you know, the National Party and Rajbansi's going and Oupa Gqozo and all that sort of set up.


MN:	President Mangope?


SM:	Yes and on the other side must be the ANC and NIC, the TIC, the Civic Movement and so on and everybody else.  We had no control over who came to World Trade Centre, from the side of the other end.  So on that question, there was no control.  We could have been unhappy then, people would say we had a right to be unhappy, but they, good or bad, rightly or wrongly, they were the players, that's why they came on board.


	But to kind of talk a bit more about how some of the people got brought onto the fold of the ANC. I'm a pragmatic person, and I think we must do what is practical and for the good of the country, in the end and we shouldn't look very narrowly at our own interests.  These people are not my big friends and my big comrades.  As I said of Rajbansi also;  he is somebody who I'll never take my hat off to; never in my life.  But I have to work with him now because we need him and perhaps as he needs us. And for the fact that, you know, we've worked together on some campaigns and so on, he kind of worked for us for a while, so we'll be happy to actually take forward that for the sake of the country, for the sake of the Organisation, we'll do it only for that reason.  Not because we believe he's the hero of the past, we certainly don't believe that for a minute.


MN:	Now there is also an opinion that the African National Congress, I'll say African National Congress was a bigger one, compromised a lot on the table, said they site mostly the job reservation that they won't be dismissed, that there'll be security of jobs and all.  What do you feel?


SM:	You know, many years ago this was a hot talking point or hot debate.  Even the issue of the money we owe, leave alone the people's job we preserve, the money we owe the banks and so on.  All of these issues became a big talking point, but I think in the end we had to be mature in our approach in terms of dealing with this, this issue here.  It's not the best thing, it means people who had benefited in the past actually benefited a bit more.  Bluntly, that was what happened.  But I think in trying to work out a compromise in terms of the future of this country, there were several other things, which were brought into the picture.  That's the price that the movement had to pay for freedom, if you're going to put it into one word.  That's the ultimate price we had to pay in terms of making sure part of the deal, all these issues are brought in.  You know, this period of the Sunset Clauses, give the people five years, you can't retrench the staff and so on and so on, we will pay our debts and honour the apartheid debts and so on and so on?  So although we've won it's been a victory, which we are very excited about but these are the smaller things, which were attached to the big sort of picture, the big parcel that we've been handed.  So if we're taking it, we've got to take the whole thing, we couldn't take a piece of it.  So we wanted freedom, but here's the freedom.  You see it's freedom, you have the right to vote but, you know, you must pay your debts, by the way you must ensure these people have this five-year guarantee thing, by the way, all these things were attached.  So it was a kind of situation where we were told, if you want it you take the whole thing or leave it.  I think in terms of our own politics, rightly or wrongly, the way the people who were, at that time, doing the negotiations felt that it was in the best interests of the country to make sure, even if it means those compromises for the sake of freedom and democracy so that we could be free.  If that's what we have to compromise on, we must do it. I think we have leaders who we had a lot of faith in and if they have made those choices, whether we be unhappy or so on and so on, it's something which we must actually all live with.


MN:	Yes.  Now the transformation thereof, I mean here's the new government come in.  Have we transformed?  Has the country transformed because there is this opinion that the ANC took political power but economic power, no we haven't got it, yet we are voting.  Is there any difference?  Do you see any difference from the apartheid days to the now, to these days, besides the fact that now we vote, we say what we want?  Is there any difference in the people's lives?


SM:	I think in terms of local government, you would see what I'm very, very sure about and I served on Durban's Ethekwini Municipality, which is what I didn't talk about a bit, which I'll raise now.  Certainly we did see millions of rands being put into projects, uplifting the lives of people in communities, houses went up.  I mean certainly those sorts of things happened.  There is no denying it and there are statistics that will actually show that.  But on the issue of saying have people got any richer, is what the big debate is about.  The unions are crying about it, the SACP is crying about it, I also think about it. And I certainly think and this is my own humble opinion, things have changed in the country, yes, we do have democracy, but in terms of saying how many people's lives have improved economically, I really can't see too much which has happened.  Certainly what is happening and whether it's happening by default or what, I don't know, but certainly there is a - I see the growth of a sector within our Black community which were there, it has now gone up there.  There has been a growth in terms of the Black economic empowerment so it is true that there are more Black people who are owning businesses and who are better off now than they were during apartheid, you can even measure that.  I do know of Black companies who, in the past who have never been business people, but they are now there, you can count them.  So that has improved, I agree.  But the other 30, 40 million people, what is going to happen to them is what my worry is about.  I think that that's a challenge that we face.  It is a problem but I see it as a challenge, that how is it that can be transformed, economically - the lives of those other 30-40 million people because there's only a group of people who have really benefited economically and they are like business and professionals and what have you. The ordinary man in the street I think there's a long struggle ahead in terms of looking at how best we can build capacity within those people so that economically they can advance also.


MN:	The gap between the rich and the poor, it is said to be widening even more.  The ANC, before they came into power, they were talking of nationalisation, now they're in power they're talking of profitisation; and unemployment is growing.  What's your opinion regarding that, the whole thing, firstly starting with the change of policies?


SM:	Ja, you see I would imagine there would have been quite a debate on this issue.  We haven't been personally involved in this debate, but then there has been a big debate since the fall of the socialism in the East, the dramas that unfolded thereafter, the change in government all over the show.  The transformation in this country began to happen during that time also, and I think various examples are now being cited, as to why is it that if we nationalised certain sectors, that actually it can't work.  I'm not saying I agree or disagree with that, but I think that's the kind of debate, which is actually happening here.  What is also true is there's a lot of influence, in terms of influence on government thinking here, from the Western sector, it is true, it is a fact, and there's a lots of carrots also being dangled, that if you go this way this is what you can get from the IMF, this is what you can get in terms of US loans, but if you got the other route, this is what you won't get, and this is what your country can’t benefit from, and I think we've moved too quickly to look at privatisation.  I think we should look at the - we're not going to collapse as a country, we should still have a bit of a thorough debate between certainly the tripartite alliance, so that everybody can be convinced in terms of saying if you go this route here it is the best route for the country and all of us are happy.  No point will be served if like two partners in a tripartite alliance is unhappy, and just one partner is pushing ahead anyway in one direction and that's the privatisation thing.  Maybe it has merits but, I think it needs to be something, which has to be convincing to everybody. And then one also has to be convincing, coming to your point, is to how is that going to translate to making sure people get richer in this country, we advance economically.  We need to put on the table the information so that everybody can be convinced and if that is indeed the route we should go, we should go.  But let's explore it a bit more before we actually advance and I think we actually short-changed ourselves by moving too quickly on this here, and I just hope it's not something which is pressured - it's being pressure from whether it's IMF or the American Banks or something which has actually put us, put the kind of pressure on us and we have said okay, we are moving in this direction anyway. We've got to please our constituency here first before pleasing people who are outside of this country.


MN:	Still on the ANC, what is your opinion on the organisation's HIV stance, especially the President?


SM:	I am as confused as you are, on this issue, because the President of the country is here, he is also a political head of the political organisation, whose membership is saying we must allow for the drugs to be sold.  And even professional scientists who are actually saying the drug can make a difference.  I do believe now somehow that, you know, because it is not something which is now in the limelight, it is changing as a matter of course and I am quite confident, even the President in what he has been uttering recently, in what he says and does, it will transform into what is being asked for by the public, which is now, you know, HIV, a positive woman must get access to [anti]retrovirals, the issue of the drugs and then how that can be distributed to people.  Because, otherwise, the President is going to be caught out in terms of the provinces, because many of the provinces are actually going ahead.  They will go ahead and I think in the press we've seen like a - I don't want to call it a rebellion but the members of the President's own political party are now saying we must go ahead in our provinces and that really is going to embarrass him.


MN:	In Gauteng it's already been rolling out. [interruption]


SM:	Yes, yes, so we're going to have trouble.  In KwaZulu-Natal, it’s being rolled out, now as we speak.


MN:	But now, why do you think they are blocking the donation that was supposed to come to KZN to deal with the problem?  What do you think is the Minister's problem?


SM:	I think the bottom line - I've been following this debate very, very closely.  You may or may not know that there is - basically the President is being advised.  The President listens to the advice and he goes on whatever advice he takes. There's two factions of the medical community which exists currently.  One is trying to look at developing the drug; one is trying to look at doing the research the same way, he's trying to look at doing the research, developing drugs, looking at alternatives, looking at the cure for the HIV/Aids, you know, the kind of drug which can immunise you, there are lot of people who are doing a lot of work who are scientists who are part of this country's upbringing.  They are prominent people, and they are also people who have played a role in the struggle of this country, there is that factor. Who is saying we need the drug, make it accessible and so on and so on and so on.  


	There's another sector, many of whom are from outside this country, who is saying no, you know, you must link this to something else and so on and so on and so on.  It's true, poverty also plays a part, in terms of spreading the virus.  It is true, there is no debate about it but it is not the only one.  And I think the President is being advised by that faction, which actually believes that, and it is unfortunate that he has chosen them to be his professional advisers.


MN:	Last point on this HIV thing.  The President or some members of the Cabinet have stated that the drug is too expensive.  I mean the distribution thereof, and buying it.  Then, if then it's that way and poor also thinking of the ANC, thinking of the ANC past policies of people first, why can't they go the Brazil way, because Brazil offered to give them the drug because they manufactured it, even though it is illegal, they have been manufacturing the USA drug so is Thailand.   Why can't they accept the offers like that?


SM:	I hope we didn't compromise ourselves as a country. Because I am told the way things work with the big companies who manufacture these drugs and so on and so on, we get tied into a compromising position and one of it is that we have got certain things here, we can't brings things from outside the country.  The bureaucracy in this country, which was set up many years ago by many of the White old apartheid people, you can't even manufacture a drug, let alone import it.  If you have to manufacture a drug here, the red tape which goes into making sure that that drug gets manufactured by people who can give it to poor people, even for free, it is a nightmare.  Before you reach even one tenth of the way you will give it up.  The system stinks.  The system needs to be reformed.  And coming back to the Brazilian thing, I think we must grab that if we ever have the chance but we are really tied in so badly here.  So we must begin looking at how we can reform the red tape we have about the way drugs gets registered, manufactured and sold.  We have to transform that.  We can't say - and everybody wants free drugs, and at the same time we have ourselves tied down.  We can't say to somebody fight, and then they tie your hands behind your back, how are you going to fight?  Tie your two legs?  You're fighting a losing battle; that is the problem here.  Coming back to cheap drugs, Brazil is giving out free, there is no shortage of drugs and cheap drugs all over the world.  I mean I've been to India in 1987 and, you know, somebody had sort of a need for tablet and I would pay R80 for a small dose of those capsules here.  It was R4.50 in India, and the lady had it for two days and she was okay, it worked.  In fact it's a big jump that, R4.50, the currency translated, R4.50 and here R80.  How is it that other countries can manufacture this here, and it's very simple.  To you and I it's logic, the big fellows; the big drug companies want to get rich quick.  There is no explanation as to how is that so cheap there and so expensive here.  So chaps are trying to make money while the sun shines and government has the power to put in regulations to ensure that this practice is now stopped.  You can have a nice community here, you can have an access to cheap drugs.  We must have the will, we must have the power, we must have the determination to make sure we put in place those regulations which is going to ensure you can have it imported cheap or manufacture it here cheap and we can give it to our people.


MN:	Coming to the Truth and Reconciliation Commission.  What's your opinion on it?  Was it necessary?


SM:	I think two things: it was good and also not good.  It was good for the reason that, even though I was involved in the struggle for so many years, I never realised and knew about some of the details, of some of the things that had really happened.  So it was a very good opportunity for the public, it was an excellent opportunity for the public to learn about the truth of really what happened.  I never knew until the Reconciliation Committee sat that there was a graveyard in Mount Edgecombe.  Here, where people who were killed by the police, were buried here and I do know in the time of the paper that handled it, it was quite a story a couple of years ago, they had to dig up the graves they had here.  I never knew there were farms that people were killed, so on and so on.  So the Truth and Reconciliation Committee was good in that it brought forward, to the fore information, which people would never have realised was true; it would have remained a story, otherwise.  But that was the truth of what happened.  So it's good in that sense. But how that has helped to reconcile everybody is what still remains to be the problem.  Maybe one percent or two or even five percent of people would have reconciled and start to say look, I now know you killed my child and I forgive you for this. A very small percentage may have gone that road.  But by and large, people have been given, people who committed those atrocities, from the side of the old government were given pardons and they are living their lives, and in terms of compensation we heard about it and thus far nothing has happened to compensate the families of victims.  So it failed in that sense.


MN:	Did you participate in it?


SM:	You know a lot of people said go, and speak about the rough times you've been given but, you know, with the time limit that was imposed on the TRC which was here, there were much more serious issues, than the bombings and people who'd been killed.  I've been fortunate; I am still alive to tell you the story here today.  But there are people who lost their lives and I think it would have been fair for them to have gone there to find out really what had happened to their families and so on.   I think the timeframe was quite squeezed.


MN:	Some people think we should have gone the Nuremberg type trial.  What's your opinion?


SM:	I can tell you, if we did that - that was activists’ gut feeling - if we had gone that way, I think a lot of people from the present government would have been inside, including Rajbansi and his whole gang, and we would have - where would that have taken us? I don't know.  I think on hindsight, the kind of way in which we have gone we have said with the former President saying we forgive you for the sins we've committed against our people and so on and so on.  But I think this actually - we had created an image for the country.  It has been a very good positive image, which showed out to the world, and the example of South Africa is used every time, look at how forgiving South Africa was, why can't you people be like this here?  I think on hindsight  it had actually, the way we went, approached to say look, “You've done it, you've done it, I mean, we'll send you to jail or we'll hang you, where does this take us?  It won't take us anywhere else, so let's get on with life, things have happened and it has happened, so I mean, you know, let's get on with life.”  So it was very forgiving and I think maybe we would have made a mistake by going to Nuremberg Trial way because, I mean, we would have had a trial and people would have gone to jail.  It wouldn't have brought out the truth, number one.  We wouldn't have known really what happened and number three, the image would - of the country would have been tarnished to say people - people would have said you wanted revenge, that's why you did it. I think the way we have gone, has put us in a very positive light internationally.  So I think we've taken the right decision.


MN:	Personally though, do you think that the truth really came out?  I mean up to now we don't know who killed Steve Biko, Nieuwoudt and company are still denying it.  Especially you, having been told that we could make it look like you were running out of the window when you were on the 15th floor.  The truth, did it really come out?


SM:	No, of course not.  No, the truth didn't come out, I mean there are several examples.  From the Mozambican President, Samora Machel, when nobody knows what happened to that plane.  The plane Helderberg crashed; nobody knows what happened about that plane.  The rumours were going round it was carrying ammunition but nobody is prepared to verify that.  Steve Biko died.  Nobody knows why.  The germ warfare, nobody knows what's happened.  The atomic bomb, which we were supposedly manufacturing, which was never happening in the end, nobody knows about it.  Some of the people who died - still don't know who killed them.  So it was very limited.  A lot of major issues, you see. It was quite a tactic, putting thing from the side of the old government also because they gave some information and kept a lot of it behind.  So you made the impression that you were co-operating when you were in fact; weren't co-operating because these major issues never got resolved.


MN:	Mr Maharaj, throughout your struggles there are questions that you haven't told us?  How was your family support?


SM:	I've had quite a sort of rough time in my life, with the family, because working seven days a week in the political struggle, coming home at eleven o'clock in the night, sleeping, leaving at six, it wasn't too much - we had insults by family members and we had - the family had gone to functions without myself.  "Where is your husband?" you know, "why is he not here?" kind of thing.  It was a rough time.  The police harassment really didn't help.  It really terrified the family, terrified the children, but it's something which I had to explain to them and they found it hard to come to terms with and I was always asked, "why don't you be like other husbands and other fathers?"  And stay at home, that's none of your business, we can live as we are, even though we are very poor, if we don't have no food we are happy, nobody is going to harass us, and I always told my family, “Somebody's got to do it”, and the question I was asked is that, “Why has it got to be you?  Why can't it be somebody else?”  I always had it within me that if I don't stand up, nobody else is going to say ja, if that man is standing up, I also will stand up.  If I sit down somebody else will sit down.  So always in my life, I wanted to be somebody who other people can look up to and say, “If he can do it, we will do it.”  Like when Boesak spoke at UDF, I said to myself, “If Boesak can do it, we can do it.”  So that has been my philosophy.


MN:	There is a usual saying that an activist will always be an activist to the grave.  What are you doing now?


SM:	Well, I said I would retire at some point, but I don't have time to retire, and that's the problem.  I'm involved right now in a lot of community upliftment programmes.  The area you are sitting in here is a Community Centre, which we have built.  It's a R5-million Community Centre and where you are sitting right now, it was a crèche for five years. It's now been converted into an empowerment centre.  We have community offices, which we have built to accommodate community organisations and when you walked from outside you would see a brand- new building which is being opened this month, is an indoor sports centre which is R3.5-million.  So basically, I've spent some time trying to look at producing this facility for the public in Phoenix.  I've raised the money, and I've project-managed the building and it took us 18-months to do it and everybody is very excited because the opening is just two or three weeks away.  So I'm putting a lot of time getting development work happening here.  I think if we wait for government to do everything, it is not going to happen because there are areas, which have a lot of other priorities, which we may not have here but if we sit and complain it's not going to happen.  I think the destiny of our lives is in our hands, and if we want to change our lives we must start with ourselves and that's what I'm doing now.


MN:	When are you retiring? [laughs]


SM:	I said I have no time for retire. [laughs]  But I'm trying is to spend a bit more time with the family now.  There's less pressure, certainly there's no police knocking on my door, you know, to harass me, so I can sleep properly these days. That is the fulfilment in my life.  If I quit community work, then something will be missing in my life.  Maybe I won't sleep in the night.  I have to have this fulfilment and that is something, which actually drives me.  I can't retire.


MN:	Now what does Mr Maharaj do in his spare time?  In your leisure time, what sort of music do you listen to?


SM:	I will tell you, I just listen to a little bit of Indian music because I'm travelling in the car and it's easier for me to understand sometimes, than Zulu, which I still have to get to know a bit more. But then just watching programmes, and I like programmes on CNN.  It let me know what's happening around the world.  I like nature programmes, you know, animal life and plant life and sea life, the planets, that sort of stuff.  It's really kind of stimulating for me to keep my mind occupied.  I do a lot of fishing.  My rod is rusty, I haven't fished for many years now, but it's a very relaxing thing for me to go out and fish, you know, go with the family, have a bit of a picnic. And otherwise, in Durban nowadays I sneak in two or three hours to visit the flea markets, pick up something odd which I need, buy it, buy some take-away food, sit in the park, have something to eat with the family.  One or two functions, you know, attend a couple of functions, some weddings and so on.  You're going to have to show your face, here and there.  So it's kind of - gives me some space to breathe.


MN:	Who was your role model throughout?


SM:	I think without doubt, it's two people.  Nationally it has been somebody like Boesak when the UDF has been formed. But I think more than ever it has been Praveen Gordhan, who is the Commissioner of Revenue Services, today.  He's been a mentor; he's been somebody who in my life has provided the breaks for me.  I remember a time when we confronted the local rent office here and he was here.  It was in the '80s and the Riot Police was called to deal with us.  We had like 30 or 40 Riot Police and 50 of us confronting them.  We were in the local rent office and Praveen Gordhan was there, and it was a time where it was like I broke with the past and they were shouting at us and telling us we were not behaving ourselves and why are we coming here to protest and so on and so on, and there was nobody who was there from our side to say to these guys to keep quiet, we are here, you know, on a mission and Praveen Gordhan sat next to me and said "look, I want you to stand up now, and tell these people who we are and who we are representing and what our demands are."  It was a time when, in my mind I said, “No, I'm not going to stand up, there's 40 rifles pointing towards us here, I won't get up.  Or should I get up?”  And it was at a snap of the moment when I got up, I stood onto a chair and I told these people, "look, this is who I am and this is why we are here, as a committee, and this is what we are about."  And that was a turning point, and he was somebody who prodded me on all the time and he was a mentor.  I used this cliché with somebody, I said, "Praveen Gordhan is like a boxer to me -, when he is in a ring, I'm very comfortable because I know we're never going to lose.  Even though if he's getting a hiding, he'll always come back and he'll draw the match, he doesn't lose."  That's how I actually describe him.


MN:	Mr Sharm Maharaj, thank you very much for welcoming us  to your [Centre] and sharing some of the industrious and illustrious career of yours.  May you continue to work for many, many years for as long as there is community, there will always be problems, and where there are problems there is always work for activists.


SM:	Ja, thank you very much, and I just hope you had 25 years to sit with me and talk.


MN:	Thank you.


INTERVIEW ENDS
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