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DS:	Good morning.  My name is Dimagatso Shongwe from the Documentation Centre of the University of Durban- Westville.  Today we are with Mr Mohamed who is the Director of Organisation of Civic Rights.  We are grateful, Mr Mohamed, to be with you in our project "Voices of Resistance".


SM:	You are welcome.


DS:	Thank you.  Mr Mohamed, would you like to tell us a little bit about yourself, where you were born?


SM:	Well, it's an interesting history.  I was born in Lydenburg, it was previously known as the Eastern Transvaal, in 1956. But I moved around quite a bit because my father worked for a chain store and as a result of which, you know, he was moved around in the Transvaal area.  So I was born in Lydenburg, moved to Nelspruit, Benoni and various other places in the Transvaal and then later we moved to Natal, Durban and then back to the Transvaal, and then I think somewhere in the '70's we finally settled in Natal, KwaZulu-Natal.


DS:	Your schooling, like your first schooling, where did you go?


SM:	First schooling started in Benoni and then we went - we came to Durban for a short while, so I was exposed to schooling in the Transvaal for the first three years and then one year in KwaZulu-Natal and then we went to the Eastern Transvaal, Waterval-Boven, and in fact, that is the most, I think, fascinating part of my life because to some extent it shaped my views about things.  I went to a school in Waterval-Boven, in the so-called location, so my fellow students were basically predominantly Africans, a few so-called Coloureds and a few Indians.  So I did my primary schooling and completed that in Waterval-Boven.


DS:	Okay your parents worked - your father worked at a factory chain?


SM:	A chain store, ja.  You know, a group I think it still exists SI Mia and Company, so they had a series of chain stores in the Transvaal. What was interesting is that when I completed my primary schooling in Waterval-Boven, my family had to move because a whole lot of us were not accepted in high school.


DS:	When was that?


SM:	That was in the '60's.  It was an Afrikaner dorp.


DS:	Okay.


SM:	And that's one of the reasons why, you know, I mean the rest of the people who were not considered White had to go to the school in the location and I'm not sure what happened to other students because we moved out and I'm pretty sure no one was allowed to actually pursue their high school in a White school.  I mean it was unheard of, in any case.  So we then moved to - actually that's when we came to KwaZulu-Natal.


DS:	So in KwaZulu-Natal that's when you started your high school?


SM:	My high school in Tongaat.


DS:	In Tongaat?


SM:	In Tongaat and I completed my high school in Tongaat High.


DS:	And then from there?


SM:	Well from there, I completed my matric in 1975 and then I started at UDW and then from there we moved eventually to Warwick Avenue and my parents are still there for the past 26-odd-years.  In fact that's the first time I know that my father and my Mum actually remained settled in an area for such a long time.  So then I pursued a university education here.


DS:	Okay, while you were in Transvaal, where was your mother working at that time?


SM:	No, my mother never worked.  My Dad worked, ja.


DS:	So how many were you in the family, like your brothers?


SM:	We are five brothers, I'm the youngest of five, no sisters.  My brothers worked - well, in fact two of my brothers eventually, because of my Dad, as a part-time hobby became an upholsterers and they are still upholsterers and in fact my dad is in his '80's, he still works, he still does upholstery, I mean - ja, two of my brothers worked at various places in the Transvaal.


DS:	Okay, but your grandparents?  Where did they live?


SM:	My grandparents, my paternal grandparents, I mean they - I was fortunate enough, saw my paternal grandmother once.  They lived and in fact they died in India.


	My mother's parents, of course, in fact her great- grandmother was born in Sydenham so in that sense I was fortunate enough to have links with my maternal grandmother.  I have not seen my maternal grandfather, he passed away at a very early stage.


DS:	Okay, so they lived in Transvaal or in Durban?


SM:	Ja, I think when my father came here I think in the 1930's and he was 11-years old, he came with his brother and my grandfather [from India] and they came to Transvaal and there they set up a shop and my grandfather went back to India so my father and my uncle actually ran the business and eventually, I think - I'm not sure what happened to the business and then my father got employed here.


DS:	Okay.  Your community you lived in, how was it like?   Did you have any - maybe problems within the community, especially in Transvaal?


SM:	Okay, maybe I can start with firstly in Benoni, I mean that's when I have some idea, was about four, five years old.  There I think - and still very much part of my life, our neighbours were - okay, let's look at it religiously for example.  I'm a Muslim.


DS:	Okay.


SM:	And our neighbours, of course, were Christians and Hindus and I have fond memories because I mean I literally lived with my neighbours during the day and so I have a very kind of enriched experience in that sense and I think that again later when we look at how it shaped my views on different cultures and religious beliefs or whatever people's beliefs are, so in that respect yes and I'm also aware at the age six and seven in Benoni about the crime issue because we lived right -in Benoni we lived, we were separated by the railway lines between Wadeville and ourselves as the rest of the so-called Indian community.


DS:	Okay.


SM:	And I think at that stage, I had some inkling and some idea of division but not that much acute of division, so I was also aware of the separation and then also, my Dad used to make, you know, frames, picture-frames and my brother used to go into the so-called location and sell frames and so on.  But I've also learned from my mother, I mean although she's probably just had primary schooling but she's been and still is an avid reader of newspapers and she would read about the political situation and we knew about political activists in Benoni and Johannesburg.  Dr Jassat and so on, right?  So to some extent I think I was aware but to a very limited extent of division at that early stage, ja.


DS:	Okay, while you were schooling in Benoni, have you ever been in contact maybe with other racial groups?


SM:	Unfortunately not, no.  No, in Benoni again, it was predominantly so-called Indian school so it was - I can't for the - in fact I can't remember any other than the Indian ethnic group being at that school.  But then the enrichment comes about and my exposure in Waterval-Boven where I did my standard three, four and five and there again, I mean it was a totally different experience.


DS:	Tell us about that?


SM:	Ja, I have very fond memories of that.  It was a small school.  I still remember we had two teachers, Mr James and Mr John, two brothers.  There was just a handful, I think about four or five so-called Indian families in the entire Waterval-Boven area, predominantly Afrikaner town and at this school, I mean, the majority of my peers were Africans and I must say not even once did I ever feel out of place because that is really where integration took place and shaped my life.


DS:	Okay.


SM:	And there's never been, to the best of my knowledge and I would not hesitate to say yes, there were racial incidents and so on.  It never happened.  In fact my worst experiences were in, you know, so-called Indian schools.  I mean the normal thing in any school, bullying and that kind of stuff.  That didn't happen in Waterval-Boven.  Here I think - and it was again the entire medium, and that's the irony of teaching at the school, was Afrikaans.


DS:	Okay.


SM:	Okay, so we learned history, "geskiedenis" and everything, you know, I mean through Afrikaans although I've forgotten much of my Afrikaans by now.  So it really set the stage for me, I mean I wasn't aware of it then, but it really set the stage for my future in terms of my political awareness and community involvement here.


DS:	Okay, so when did you first like realise that you were politically involved, like a political activist?


SM:	You know, it's really hard to say when, but I would say there were those experiences in life, which really shaped I think my political thinking to some extent, at an early stage.  Again Waterval-Boven would be the, you know, kind of access to which I would relate because where we lived it meant getting to the other side across the bridge using a separate subway.  I mean they were connected and yet disconnected.  Whites were allowed to use - we were not allowed to actually use the subway adjoining, you know, what was allocated for Blacks and I define Blacks in my context as so-called Africans, Indians and Coloured and that really, I know that really irritated me at that young stage and I would experiment at night time out of fear, scared but walked through the other tunnel.  So that was the first exposure, I think, became politically awake to some extent at that early stage.  But the real experience was in Warwick Avenue and I would say reasonably, you know, university as well because in the late '70's, early '80's through campus activities, I mean that's really shaped my political awareness, my commitment, in fact.


DS:	Okay, earlier on you said once finished your standard five there, you were not allowed to further your studies?  Apparently you were forced maybe to move out and you ended up coming to Durban?


SM:	Yes.


DS:	So would you like to explain in-depth that experience?  How did it - you know like did they give you some letter of some sort or the police, did they come to your place?


SM:	No, I think what happened there is that, you know, I mean my concern was what do I do next, you know, the following year and it was clear from, you know, my parents.  I suppose, you know, their contact with the school and so on but we had an option to - well, basically send me to an adjoining town, Machadadorp, but that would have been a problem in terms of commuting.  Well that was, in fact, the only option, either to go to an adjoining school.  Again it wasn't, I suppose in Machadadorp, the adjoining cities or towns were Belfast and Waterval-Boven, it meant they had already established a school for Blacks and it would have been a problem I think financially for us so we then opted to move out.  No, I can't remember, I don't think there was any letters or something but it was pretty obvious from the school that my schooling career ended in Waterval-Boven.  If I needed to pursue any high school career it meant moving out of the town in terms of my schooling life.  But what was interesting, of course, was the other aspect, which I still remember very clearly, leaving Transvaal and coming to Natal also meant my dad had to apply for a permit.  If I can recall in the '60's and '70's, if you moved from one province to another you needed permission from the government, you needed a permit and again there was a series of well, I wouldn't say frustrating but challenging experience because it meant getting a permit, we came to Natal - well, initially we didn't get a permit so I wasn't allowed to study at Tongaat High pending the outcome of the permit.  So again, another step in terms of Apartheid laws and what it really did to people.  Yes, I mean at that stage I was upset and angry but there was very little that one could do.


DS:	Okay, in your autobiography you said - it was written that you became aware of what's called detention of activists through your mother.  Would you like to expand that?


SM:	I've mentioned that earlier on, you know, because through her readings of the newspaper and the contacts we had - Benoni was a very close-knit community as I can remember in the '60's and as I said one of the doctors was a Dr Jassat from Johannesburg and I mean he's a well-known activist through the Transvaal Indian Congress.  I forget the other names but, you know, through family meetings and visiting friends in the area, you know, there was discussions around the table about certain people being arrested and so on and I think that made me aware of the political situation.  Again I would say to some extent, you know, at that stage in my life, but I was definitely aware of the political situation.  I knew about Madiba, about Mandela at that early stage.  So yes, I think my mother played a very important role in terms of sharing information from friends, from newspaper articles and so on.


DS:	Okay so let's come back to Durban again.  Your high school life, how was it?  What was it like?


SM:	Well for me it was a big change, I mean, you know, from Waterval-Boven now to once again to a school that was predominantly Indian.  It was difficult, again, also because you know, the change from the Transvaal to Natal and the usual things that happened at school.  You know, guys tease you because of your Transvaal accent and that kind of stuff but I enjoyed my schooling, I think, eventually and I was already determined by then I'd need to, you know, follow some kind of career.  I mean initially I thought of law in my high school years.


DS:	Okay, so were there any political mobilisation at school?


SM:	Not really, not in Tongaat High.


DS:	Not in Tongaat?


SM:	No, to the best of my memory, I don't think we've ever discussed politics at Tongaat High, no.


DS:	Okay, when did you feel you first became aware of racial oppression?


SM:	I would say - I mean that real experience for me where I could conceptualise and understand was Waterval-Boven.  I mean, for me, coming into the township, going to school regularly, seeing this, you know, great dichotomy between how people lived in the rest of Waterval-Boven, the beautiful houses and so on and then coming into the township and seeing how people lived in the township, that was in fact my real experience of the, you know, should I say polarisation of people and the kind of injustice that prevailed.


DS:	Okay, so at the university level, would you like to talk about that?


SM:	Yes I think in the late '70's I think - and there were no SRC's on campus then and there was a series of activities and I think, you know, UDW was no different from any other university, especially after 1976 and what happened in Soweto and other parts of the country and I think students were mobilised to really take up issues, at least at UDW, and I found myself, one way or the other, you know, in the centre of activities.  We had formed a Committee of 12 and I was one of the members of the Committee of 12, the other members are Moe Shaik, a whole lot of people who are now and still are in government, national government, provincial government and I think that - the Committee of 12 and the way we coordinated the political situation on campus and our links with schools and communities in or around the area, that was actually my turning point in terms of genuine commitment, politically as well as in terms of community issues and '79, '80, '81, I mean those were the most crucial part of my life in terms of being politicised and taking up, as we did, as students, you know, issues against, around apartheid.


DS:	Okay, I just want to go back a little.  What made you to form this Committee of 12?


SM:	Ja, I actually I must be honest.  I didn't form the Committee of 12, I mean the student body nominated and decided to form some kind of structure in the absence of an SRC, you know?  So in the absence of that Student Representative Council, to form some kind of structure to coordinate the political activities, so I was one of those people who were nominated.  Ja, I think ...


DS:	When was that if you ...?


SM:	That was 1980.


DS:	1980?


SM:	Ja, 1979, late '79, 1980, ja.


DS:	Okay in 1976 can you recall where were you during that time?


SM:	Ja, '76 I think I was still experimenting, I'd just joined, I'd just come to UDW.


DS:	Okay.


SM:	And because of a number of problems, financial problems, I had to leave mid-year and I think if I remember '76 for a brief while - again, a lot had to do again, you know, transition, moving from one area to another was our financial situation and for a short while we moved to Richmond and prospects of my dad actually opening up an upholstery shop.  That didn't work out so we came back to Durban.  But so, to some extent, I was aware of what happened in '76 but personally in terms of our lives, my personal life, I mean the state of turmoil we were kind of just moving from Durban into Richmond and then moving back, you know?


DS:	Okay, so in your autobiography you have written that the university was closed in 1980.  Would you like to tell use more about that?


SM:	Ja, what happened was that at again at that stage it was the height of political activities and we had - I mean the campus was surrounded on numerous occasions by, you know, the South African Police and I still remember - in fact I just told my wife this morning, you know, a kind of memory, June 17 was the day where we got a beating from the cops on campus and I remember that's when I met Shireen and she was injured and we managed to kind of just get out of campus, contact - I didn't even know political activists in Durban, but that's when we contacted Zac Yacoob, Yunus Mohamed was an attorney, amongst others.  The campus was closed.  Well campus closed subsequent to what had happened on that day.  It closed indefinitely, but by that time of the 12 members of this Committee of 12, most of them were either in hiding or were arrested, in fact some of them were already serving like 20, 30 days in detention without trial and it was just myself, Roland Parsotham and one other person I can remember from the science faculty,  [Yunus] Kariem or someone, who, for whatever reason were not arrested but went into hiding and for whatever reason it was my task then to coordinate.  We had formed, already by then we had sensed, you know, campus would shut down, the cops would move in, so we formed what was, I think, substructures of students from other regions.  We formed, I think, 52 subcommittees, right, from the various provinces and it was my task then to coordinate, meet with the reps from all those areas, and at some stage we eventually decided, liaising again with community activists like Zac Yacoob and others that we needed to go back to campus, we had lost, in fact, several months of our university career.  We then set up a meeting with the then rector, Prof Olivier, and that eventually paved the way for a mass meeting with Zac Yacoob, ourselves and the student body and campus reopened.


DS:	So it reopened then?


SM:	It reopened.


DS:	So what was the - why was it closed, what really happened there?


SM:	Well, I mean students were exposed, certain students were exposed and definitely the members of the committee that, you know, we were - well, that was the norm of the day that, you know, we were troublemakers and that kind of stuff so the idea was to remove the troublemakers and of course after June 17 when, you know, there was this I mean riot, you know, the way cops went for students on that campus was unbelievable.  At least from our side, that was my first experience of the students from campus.  So that was the main reason, that they shut the campus down, you know, from that point onwards and also of course the usual tactics that certain members of the university was to kind of liaise with parents and so on, hoping to get guys to come into campus.  But we were quite clear, because we had a structure in place there's going to be no unilateral discussion between, you know, the university management and individuals or their parents and I think through the structure and through the political activists and community activists we had then negotiated the reopening of the university.  I mean it took a lot in terms of renegotiating, it means allowing all students even those who were detained to come back on campus here.


DS:	So was it reopened the same year?


SM:	It was reopened the same year, I can remember it was also the year the first time that we were then required to write exams on Saturdays, three papers a day and we had no choice either to accept that kind of arrangement because of the time.  I think we had just about six or eight weeks left before exams, so to accept that, you know, programme in terms of examination, the rescheduling of examinations and so on.  So it opened at, if I can remember, maybe just about eight weeks or around there before, you know, final exams.


DS:	Okay, so how long was it closed?


SM:	I can't really remember now but I know it was June, July - say about three months or so.


DS:	About three months?


SM:	Ja about three and a half months.


DS:	Were your families supportive of your activism?


SM:	My - I mean in fact I didn't even expect my family not to support me, there was no problem in terms of support.  In fact, I had to go into hiding for a while.  It's just not the family, you know, there were friends, colleagues, I mean they were all supportive.  It mean moving around, staying in different places, moving books that we had, that I had.  Family was very supportive and in fact I had no problems from my parents, in particular, and at least one brother who lived with us here.


DS:	Okay, what was your goal as an activist?


SM:	Goal as an activist?  I mean it was then very obvious at that stage, it was just not - I mean especially at university, that particular year at '79 and also in 1980 was that it was just not the educational system because we had already then formed links with the community at large and the goal at that stage was very clear that we need to change the educational system but overall to also the way the Apartheid laws operated against people.


DS:	So at that time were you - did you align yourself with any trade unions or political organisations?


SM:	No I didn't, but the students that were involved, some of them had affiliations to trade unions or contacts with trade unions and banned political organisations.  So already there was some kind of, you know, rapport between myself and students who were involved in other structures.


DS:	Were you ever involved in any underground work?


SM:	No, no.


DS:	You weren't?


SM:	No, no.


DS:	Okay.


SM:	But I will elaborate on that later, much later in terms of this.


DS:	Okay, what was your - what was the impact of your political activism in your life?


SM:	Well, I think that let's look at '79, '80 and I think within the next three years.  There was this tremendous impact in the way I got involved, I mean without realising that - in fact in '84 and by now since '78, '79 we were living in Warwick Avenue and we were renting at that stage from a private landlord and by '83 or so, you know, our landlord sold the property to, you know, the provincial or national government, the Group Areas Board and around that stage in late '83, in February, March '84, in Warwick Avenue we also received notices from the government saying basically you have to move out in terms of Group Areas, so that was the turning point in terms of now from campus to community involvement because by April the community or various people in the area decided to hold a mass meeting bearing in mind Warwick Avenue again was a very different, shall I say set up, from the rest of the city.  You know it was like Hillbrow, like District Six, it was an integrated area and I mean way back in the late 1800's.  So again, to me for some reason or the other, I mean we were comfortable, I was personally comfortable, living in an integrated area.  I reminded me again of Waterval-Boven and how I schooled and how I lived there and there was a mass meeting.  In a way I was a bit reluctant to attend the meeting and there I think I'm going to just, maybe just look at that first mass meeting of residents and why I was reluctant to go and I'm going to say this very critically and I'm going to say this without any hesitation, right?  While we had this Committee of 12 on campus and most definitely, I mean, a number of those members were highly policised.  I mean I subsequently learned, I mean they - and I respect them for their involvement and in later years how they were involved in underground activities and so on and for that I have tremendous respect.  But for the one aspect I've always felt very hurt is the fact that while we had this democratic structure elected by the mass of 3 500-odd students, there were a handful of guys on that Committee of 12 who then liaised with certain people outside, certain activists and controlled the campus politics and together with that control and gave direction to what happened in other schools.   Now to an extent that's necessary, I mean one needs some kind of guidance and direction but they also flouted basic democratic principles.  I mean, I remember we had confrontation in asking, you know, the other members "guys, you know what?  We heard you had a meeting with such and such person outside campus, discussing, you know, the future of UDW and what's happening with regard to the student politics?"  And the reaction was, you know, basically - well, very absurd reaction, things like, "did you read Marx?  Well, you haven't read Marx".  Well, that's just presumptuous of the guys.  So that's really affected me personally because then as the campus politics developed and the mass body wasn't aware of this and fortunately they were not aware, it would have destroyed all sense of belongingness, you know, unity there.  But the same people again feature and they featured in this mass meeting, I mean they mobilised.  Again excellent in terms of their skills, in terms of mobilising communities.  So I was very reluctant and I was already aware, frustrated of what happened on campus on the one hand at that level and I was - in fact I had made up my mind not to attend this mass meeting because I thought, oh God, same guys are involved, it means it's not going to be the Warwick Avenue community that's going to decide and my brother said to me "go" you know, "just go and give it chance, let's see what happens." And so I attended the meeting and at that meeting, I mean I'd heard of Billy Nair and Billy had just been released from Robben Island having served 19 years and I think when he was arrested he was in Himalaya House in Warwick Avenue and I think it was just basically two or three months after his release and he came to this meeting as well and heard about him and there was my first opportunity of meeting him and then I saw certain familiar faces from campus.  Fine, but begrudgingly I sat at that meeting and the next thing I know is that at that meeting, people decided to form an interim committee to challenge the group areas eviction and for whatever reason my name was put forward, Billy's name was put forward, various other residents and that's how I got nominated, got involved.  Again, very reluctantly and I said well, we'll give it a chance and then within the next few months got involved with Billy and the others from the residents, challenging the Group Areas notice, challenging the government that we were not going to move out and mobilised the tenants, I mean the residents in the area and politically again, within the political context it was the year in which the government, the apartheid government, intended to introduce the tri-cameral party, you know, the House of Delegates and House of Reps, House of Assembly and this high-profile campaign we ran, and by then we already realised the power of the media and I had learned that from campus days and got the Rand Daily Mail from Johannesburg involved, the local papers and I think the campaign was very high-profile that eventually the government abandoned the idea of evictions, at least for that year.  But it also made a tremendous impact on the community and it also prevented, in fact I think, only a handful of people from what we heard subsequent to the tricameral election, actually voted for the system.  So that Group Areas eviction, and that was I think the last spate of evictions.  There were previous evictions, previous uprooting of the area and that last spate of evictions politicised people in that area to such an extent I think it had future positive, you know, spin offs in terms of how we then got the post-apartheid government involved in terms of redevelopment and so on.


DS:	At that point were you still at the university?


SM:	Well, I had completed my BA in '80, I think I'd done - or '81 I'd done my honours, so in '84 I wasn't studying but I decided the following year to actually do another honours, that's when - so for that '84, yes in '84 I wasn't studying, contemplating but being involved in there is really got, you know, almost every part of me, heart and soul and mind committed to fighting the Group Areas evictions.


DS:	Okay, I just wanted to take this back.  Like is it possible for you to mention who were the - like the people who were in the Committee of 12, who were they involved with outside?  Is it possible?


SM:	They were involved with - okay maybe I must just explain and I need to make this point very clearly.  I suppose because of my exposure in Waterval-Boven and the coming to Warwick Avenue and for a number of years, by then I mean from '78 or so we were in Warwick Avenue and I had from my early days, I mean from my young days, I'd never for whatever reason saw myself as an Indian, in that respect and of course by the time I had been at a primary school in Waterval-Boven, I think that had really totally changed the way I looked at things.  I mean maybe I wasn't able to really concretely conceptualise this idea I'm a South African, but for some reason I never saw myself as an Indian and so coming into Warwick Avenue and then being involved in campus politics, my views politically were already different and here I see a handful of guys - I'm not saying it's right or wrong, I mean within the context, here there were a group of guys involved with the Natal Indian Congress and so the outside link were certain activists from the Natal Indian Congress and fine, I mean I need to be honest and I'm going to say this very clearly, I mean if it becomes public it needs to and I see I need to give permission for it to become public, I've got no hesitation because I believe one has to be honest and I will say really, I mean this happened again with the formation of the organisation and the same kind of, should I say, to some extent this conflict that was developing.  So the outside link with the students, with the few political activists, was people like Praveen Gordhan, right?  Actually the main link was Praveen Gordhan and I think from that point onwards, personally I had this problem with Praveen Gordhan, but much later in post-apartheid, there was a man I really admired and respected was Praveen Gordhan, but I must be very honest, in that period of time and that's not going to change, with all due respect to Praveen, in that point of time and I still stand by what I felt, that people were already deciding like Praveen and maybe they had - I mean they had this vision he had, I mean one would see through CODESA, Praveen was one of the most prominent guys in terms of negotiating.  But that doesn't detract from the fact that a handful of students liaised with Praveen and others, and also to a certain extent created division and questions so the link again then was the Natal Indian Congress and some students on campus.


DS:	What was their vision?  Why were you in conflict?


SM:	No, well the conflict that arose there was from the point of, you know, we were there democratically elected, we were not consulted, why from the Committee of 12, a handful of guys then met with Praveen?  And we had - it was just by chance that some of us got to know about that and we then realised there were a series of meetings.  In retrospect, and from other, you know, ways I was able to establish that those meetings were basically, you know, politically motivated which was nothing wrong because we were all involved politically, I mean one couldn't separate politics of the day from the education and circumstances that developed around the area.  But the conflict was basically, that you know we were isolated - I mean the question was like why are the guys meeting?  Are we not good enough?  Or do they think we are spies?  I mean those are things that really bugged us, I mean we were just as committed as they were.  From that point of view I think one looks at it in retrospect, yes they were already I suppose involved in, you know, underground activities and so on and perhaps they felt they needed to be a bit cautious as they treaded along.  I mean sure, they didn't know who I was.  I mean if they had to probe where I came from in all those different regions it might have created suspicion, I'm not sure.  But equally, the other colleagues I had, Roland Parsotham, there were a couple of other guys who were very committed, dynamic guys, but they were isolated.  So I think that was the major point of our grievance, you know?


DS:	So then outside the campus?  Still the same?


SM:	I mean you see what happened for a while, we were isolated so we didn't even know that guys were meeting outside campus, there were other structures there.  I mean the only time I got to know about that was in 1984 when, you know, the Organisation of Civic Rights was then formed and then I began meet Praveen Gordhan and all the other political and civic structures that were there or some of which were formed around that time.


DS:	So Civic Rights Organisation was formed in 1984?


SM:	In Warwick Avenue, here.  I mean at that stage it was called the Warwick Interim Committee, then we assumed a name Durban Central Residents Association, but eventually, you know, in the '90's we changed the name to the Civic Rights.  But it was formed in '84.


DS:	Okay.


SM:	And I'm not sure if you wanted to just look at that at this stage, if you want me to elaborate on?  By November, December, of course, the Group Areas eviction had stopped and the residents were saying you know what, we have problems with landlords in terms of maintenance and rent issue and so on and one of our members, a resident, Ebrahim Moola and that was my contact with him at that stage.  Well, I got to know him within the few years prior to that because, you know, I married into the family but I didn't really take this man, this old man, seriously.  I mean he is still alive, he is in his '80s now, a strong activist and I met - he said, you know what, he gave me two books and he said read these two books on landlords and tenants on rent control and in fact he was the main person to really redirect the organisation, you know, the civic rights because now there was a lull, Group Areas had - evictions had stopped and he said look at these issues and I think by early '85 we were involved in rent control, rental issues, tenants' rights and so - and then again, you know, meeting with members of the organisation and Moola himself gave a further direction to me personally because here was a man I then got to know was involved in the '60s, you know, he was an activist, part of the South African Communist Party, part of the Natal Indian Congress and the ANC.


DS:	Okay.


SM:	So here came another dimension to my life, you know, that while my views and things were being shaped politically there was another aspect to it, then that is community and civic rights involvement.


END OF SIDE A


TAPE 1B


DS:	Right, we are back.  Mr Mohamed, when did you get married?


SM:	1982.


DS:	1982?


SM:	Ja.


DS:	Children, how many?


SM:	I've got three children.  A son, Bilal, he's at first year at university and two daughters, Tuscan is in grade 11 and Bashila is in Grade 7.


DS:	Oh, okay so your family, they supported you politically?


SM:	Ja, I must say, I always say that whatever I've done so far I haven't been - at least I remind myself I haven't been selfish and to me even hoping that, you know, God would reward me and bless me in terms of my, you know, Islamic upbringing that I be rewarded with paradise is being selfish because then I'm doing it because I want to be in paradise.  So my prayer always says that whatever reward I deserve or any blessings must go to Shireen because, you know, without her I would never have been able to do what I have done because for quite some time I had been committed full time to OCR.  It meant no income and we survived as a family on Shireen's income as a teacher and so we've had some very difficult times but were work together and she's always supportive, you know?  My involvement in civic activities and political activities, so I mean till this very day, I mean she's been there for me, so I owe everything to her in that respect, ja.


DS:	Oh, okay.  During the struggle did you belong to a political organisation?


SM:	You know, that's an interesting question because in the '80s, you know, after the Civic Organisation was formed, a number of political activists were detained.  People from Black Consciousness, I mean advocates and so on that I worked with very closely then, you know, on the issues we were involved in through the Civic Organisation and guys were detained and they were asked does Iqbal belong to your organisation and the security branch were always confused because I didn't belong and that's the problem for them, they thought I belonged to Black Consciousness or I belonged to ANC or whatever.  At that stage I didn't really identify with any political organisation although I must say by '87 through the Civics we were able to coordinate meetings with even banned organisations but our focus was, you know, tenants issues, Group Areas evictions in Albert Park in '87 and we were able as an organisation to actually bring diverse political groups together and there were at times, you know, it was actually again for me a training ground to manage like maybe forty different groups together who were then at each other's throats because of political reasons and I would say guys, please can we just focus on group areas?  And I think I was able to do that also because I had no political affiliation and people knew that and they were willing then to come together even though they were at loggerheads with other groups, to say fine, let's work, because politically they couldn't be active publicly in terms of, you know, the various apartheid legislations at that stage.  But nothing prevented them from getting involved and sharing their - I mean guys had tremendous expertise and ideas and how we could actually take the group areas issue up and which we did in fact, the government became the focal point in '87/'89, the so-called the mixed couples who were being hounded by the cops in the country and again we were able to respond to that, you know, and challenge the government of the day and I don't believe, not for once have I ever said I did it because I couldn't have done it by myself and I don't believe the organisation of civic rights have done it by itself, it was a collective issue.  First and foremost with the people who were involved or affected, whether they were tenants, residents, so-called mixed couples.  So to answer the question then, no at that stage I didn't belong to any political organisation.


DS:	Okay, were you ever arrested or detained?


SM:	Not arrested but hounded because by - I forget, I think it was '87 is when, in fact, I was invited by a group of people in - well around the country to meet with the group of ANC activists in Lusaka for three days and that was in fact my turning point in terms of identifying what a political structure because they'd meant meeting the late Joe Slovo, Thabo Mbeki amongst other, you know, stalwarts of the Movement and that made a tremendous impact on me.  And when we returned, and it was pretty clear that amongst the 40/50 delegates, someone was spying on us because I met with the recruiting officer from Umkhonto we Sizwe, really wanted to join the MK and the late Joe Modise said to me the one afternoon - I said "I want to join" and he said "don't" because what I did was and this seemed to have come part of me, take brochures and say, you know, this is how I'm involved and he looked through the stuff and he said you know what, we also need civic activists because if everybody gets involved in MK we're not going to have other guys working, you know, within the civil structure.  I thought that was excellent advice but I was very, very upset because I really wanted to, the choice was mine.  The recruiting officer, having met with us, you know, in between sessions.  Nonetheless, I didn't join at that stage, but a friend of mine, Rafiek Rohan, was then working for The Post is now the night editor of The Star, I told him listen, you know what, there's this guy, he's recruiting, I didn't expect and I didn't realise Rafiek to join in, I didn't know at that stage that Rafiek had joined in, but a week later I think Rafiek had decided to take some kind of explosive action against CR Swart Square.  Got arrested.  The next day the cops were at my house and what was surprising, they knew I lived in the outbuilding, my parents were downstairs, they knew I had this little room and I thought well, nobody knew about it, so someone even in the area was spying on me.  There were seven guys and I must say ethnically fully representative then, you know, so-called Coloureds, Whites, African Security Branch guys, came in with their machine guns and I was really upset, wasn't afraid and they just came into the house early part of the morning, Shireen and the children were still asleep and I mean Bilal was still a couple of years old and came in, raided the house, asked me if I had a gun.  I said yes, it wasn't a real gun and the guys were all - I mean I really enjoyed it in terms of, you know, the way the guys took out their machine guns.  But it was really unnecessary and from there they said,  "right, let's get to your office."  Got into the car, we came to the office and I mean the office, I'd been here for almost 17 years in Salisbury Centre, raided the office and couldn't find anything.  I later realised what they were hoping to find was some link between myself and the ANC and MK, and around that period I also made a trip overseas, the States and Europe, fundraising for the OCR and very recently talking to who was then the main guy in the Security Branch, is now the head of the SAPS here, Superintendent Jacobs and he said,  "you know, we followed you because we thought you were raising funds for the ANC."  And so the harassment all along, even when we demonstrated en masse, you know, at the beach front I think in the '90s we were saying now, open the beach to everyone, the busses and so on and the same guys would say, “Howzit, Iqbal,” you know, kind of, "we're there, we're watching you."  But so the engagement between myself and Security Branch was at that level, harassment.  Didn't detain me for whatever reason, probably couldn't find anything.  Ja, that was basically the relationship between myself and the Security Branch, the police.


DS:	Okay, were you only involved in Warwick Avenue?


SM:	In '84 yes, but by '85 as I said, you know, the focus had changed, it became tenants issues so from Warwick Avenue very soon, in '85 we were already involved in the Grey Street area, by '87 in Albert Park so within the few years our activity then went beyond just Warwick Avenue and even Grey Street and Albert Park, the inner city.  We then got involved in the suburbs, again the focus was at that stage, the main focus was tenants rights but also other community issues like taking on, you know, the establishment of the bottle store in Warwick Avenue, crime, the drug trafficking and so on.


DS:	So you speak of tenants' rights.  Which rights?


SM:	Well, you know, at that stage looking at tenants, you know, and basically that's - the tenants were the people who shaped the way OCR had to develop its projects and its agenda and rights such as, you know, eviction, unfair eviction, subjected to - tenants being subjected to exorbitant rentals, poor living conditions, unscrupulous behaviour of landlords.  Those are issues that developed in '85, '86 and what it really did then it, to some extent, I must say it very, very guardedly, made us specialists in terms of tenants' rights.  We then tried to form networking groups around the country and, at that stage, there were no groups as such, that worked on tenants' rights although we established contact with the, you know, Gauteng in terms of group areas evictions.  But that eventually in the late '80s, early '90s, in our context were to organisations dealing with tenants' rights in the States, I mean they were already involved 40/50 years down the way on tenants' issues, gave us an opportunity of engaging government, the apartheid government then, on tenants' issues.  We were also involved in informal settlements, so-called shack dwellers.  So on the one hand while we were involved in tenants' issues and to some extent informal residents and homeless in the Durban area.  It also gave us, I would say, some kind of permanence nationally because what we did is use the media.  My experience with the media on campus and then from '84 on group areas media played a very powerful role and still does in the way it has given us an opportunity of portraying to the public at large the issues that affect people, tenants' rights, you know, the anti-crime, redevelopment issues.


DS:	Oh, okay.  Who were the landlords there?


SM:	That's a very interesting question, and within the context of what's happening right now, Ngema, and you know how he's lashed out at the so-called Indians and I'd been to Gauteng in the past few weeks and guys are saying so-called Whites, you know, Iqbal, what Ngema said is wrong and I have some reservation about whether he's right or wrong because to some extent and I think yes, he's generated debate but he's also generated animosity.  But in my experience, in 18 years, some of the biggest culprits whether - and I've been to and helped and worked with tenants in Port Elizabeth and Cape Town and in Durban and the inner cities again, you know, just to answer your question again, the context to that is that the way inner cities have developed because of apartheid legislation, so-called Indians have been in the inner city, both the working classes as well as the very rich have been in the inner city and so we look at Durban, look at Grey Street, look at Overport, look at Pietermaritzburg, you look at parts of Port Elizabeth and Cape Town.  From our experience, through the Organisation of Civic Rights or OCR, the major culprits, landlords, unscrupulous landlords, are Indian landlords, and of course, they don't discriminate one way rather to just give them a tag as Indian landlords, but statistically in our experience yes, by far the most of the unscrupulous landlords are Indian landlords and I would say recently there's a trend, landlords of all colours are unscrupulous, to an extent.  I'm not advocating any kind of, you know, political views here but to an extent I would say, you know, the capitalistic greedy landlord, basically you know, have been a problem and in fact my thesis was based on, in a very focused way on Muslim landlords and how they violate the Islamic law on the one hand, how they violate the South African legislation in the way they deal with tenants and also my experience with Indian landlords in post-apartheid is that, not all of them, but a large number of them haven't changed, haven't, you know, using the word adaptation is wrong, they haven't really come to grips with the new South Africa in terms of integrating.  They're just saying no, we are also South Africans.  So African tenants, if I may use the distinction, are still treated very, very badly by Indian landlords.  In Grey Street it's very, very rare to find an African tenant in a predominantly Indian area and from tenants who have come here and through knowledge we have and first-hand experience, it is very clear that there is this tremendous powerful gate keeping that takes place by Indian landlords, they will not allow in predominantly Indian areas African tenants.  It's very difficult to prove they're discriminating but it's clear they are discriminating, they are excluding African tenants from predominantly Indian areas.  Of course there are those landlords I know in Albert Park and so on, again Albert Park is like Hillbrow, so it's integrated.  There are Indian landlords, from surveys we've done and from people I know personally, who are unscrupulous, who are criminals, who use their shotguns against African tenants, threaten them to collect their rentals, and here I'm looking at landlords, individual landlords, who owned through sectional title schemes where they own individual flats who collect their rental through all these kind of criminal means but do not contribute towards the levy and the levy in sectional title will mean individual owners contribute levies, those levies are used by the entire building, the Body Corporate, to maintain the building, to pay the rates and so on and these are buildings where rates haven't been paid because these individual landlords have not contributed their share of the levy but they've collected their rentals.  They've caused overcrowding and again this is an issue where people generally say, you know, these buildings are overcrowded because of Africans and in our research and our experience with tenants, tenants are forced to overcrowd because landlords allow them to overcrowd so they can share the rentals and they are placed in this kind of situation.  So yes, to answer your question, at the one level certain landlords who are unscrupulous, who behave very criminally, who discriminate against the rest of South Africans, are Indian landlords.


DS:	Okay, who are the tenants, basically?


SM:	Where I'm talking about a specific category, let's take this category of unscrupulous Indian landlords.  In those cases one, African tenants, right?  At another level, regardless of whether you're African or so-called Indians, Whites or Coloureds, those Indian landlords will still discriminate.  Unfortunately, you know, as I've said they're capitalist, they can't be bothered, but they are distinctly at two levels of discrimination.  One is against African tenants, and it's clear how African tenants are treated.  At another level there's no distinction whether you're - whatever your ethnicity, you know?  Unscrupulous landlords resorting to unscrupulous means.


DS:	So they were exploiting across the board?


SM:	Across the board.


DS:	So did your work influence the Page View or District Six?


SM:	No, we haven't been - no, we're not involved in Page View but there was a similar development, a very I should say parallel development, that was Warwick Avenue.  But for sure, whatever happened in Page View, whatever happened in District Six and so on shaped my thinking, shaped and influenced members of the Organisation of Civic Rights.  I mean it became a quick learning process, you know?  We wanted to know what was happening there, how people engaged the apartheid government and, of course, in post-apartheid how people engaged to post-apartheid, you know, government structures and that helped us in terms of how we then took on the redevelopment issue in Warwick Avenue, especially in post-apartheid.


DS:	Okay, who were the other activists involved in the Civic Rights?


SM:	Well one, as I mentioned Ebrahim Moola, okay Billy Nair was with us for a long time and then of course, you know, he went into national parliament but this year he has joined us as patron of the organization, but there are a number of activists but most of our activists or members, our executive committee which is elected - well recently there's been an amendment, the election is every four years but we have our AGM regularly.  Angel Poulson, Beauty, Linda, people who are affected.  Angel is a tenant, Beauty is a homeless person, okay now recently, part of a new structure in terms of how, you know, the government has responded.  David Jack, but a whole lot of people who are directly affected either as tenants or as homeless people and these are people who eventually we would recruit as the broader structure into the executive, you know, the nerve centre of the organisation.


DS:	Okay, well would you like to tell us a little bit about Billy Nair?


SM:	You know, Billy played a very, very decisive role in terms of the organisation itself, in my personal life.  I mean he would come home and that was remember '84 is when the organisation was formed, we had no infrastructure and, at that stage, operated from my outbuilding, meeting tenants, meeting residents and Billy would visit me regularly and what really impressed me about Billy is that, you know, he would, while talking to me he would talk to Bilal who was then just about a year old.  Later on when, you know, my second child was born, Tuscan was born, he would while heavily involved in discussions about politics and about the civic issues, he would take time to talk and play with children and I think that spoke a lot to me about Billy as a person and then I got to know Elsie, Billy's wife, who worked 19 years in, you know, Himalaya House waiting for Billy who was a trade unionist and you know, having come home from Robben Island.  That again showed me a different level of Billy and Elsie, you know, this kind of love, this romance, this commitment between two people.  So to a large extent, Billy really inspired me in many ways and by '85 Billy said, you know, you can't operate where you are let's look at ways in which you can get funding for the organisation.  So Billy was again, you know, the main person that gave, you know, who was basically the live vein of the organisation at that stage and through his encouragement the organisation survived, we got funding and we are where we are I think largely due to Billy; mainly through Billy not to actually down play other people's role as well.  Ja and of course, the other thing is we shared a lot and even now, I mean Billy and I would share a lot of things, some of which I'm not going to be willing to discuss on camera but even in terms of day to day politics and what impresses me of Billy - well, I've spoken to him, just met him two months ago, you know, Billy is a person of - he's a strong individual and also very strongly affiliated to, you know, committed politically to ANC, to the South African Communist Party and so on.  But again he has a mind of his own and so this is what I admire about Billy.


DS:	Okay, during the apartheid era, the organisation, where did it get funding?


SM:	Ja, by '85, '86.  By then of course a lot of European countries and overseas countries were offering, you know, funding.  I remember - I think what we did was we connected with a local-based organisation KAGISO who was the main channel for overseas funders.  So we had directed our request for funding and our link was basically with KAGISO.  I'm not sure where they got their funding from but I know to some extent from European countries and so on or European countries mainly Norwegian and so on, you know, Scandinavian countries and for a long period of time KAGISO was the main conduit of funding for the organisation.


DS:	Oh, okay.  Now?


SM:	Ja, there's been a problem as you know from the period of post-apartheid, you know, overseas countries had then re-channelled, redefined their funding criteria and actually, basically most of the funding had gone into national government and over the past four years or so we were fortunate and through contacts we had made with the Homeless Federation in Cape Town, we were then recommended to a funder in Germany, "Maserio" a Christian-based organisation.  Now that funding basically dries up in July.  But what we've also done, over the years, is that asked tenants if they are willing and if they can afford to donate, whether it's R50 or whatever, but in most cases we represent people who can't afford any kind of donation.  To some extent, you know, tenants' contribution has helped, but that's our concern right now, for the first time in 18 years we were going to experience - not the first time, but this is a point in time where we have serious problems financially.


DS:	Okay.  Did you maintain a sense of hope or optimism during the years of struggle?


SM:	Absolutely, and I know again in the '80s at some period, I mean we were not allowed to have political meetings, and I know Billy used to say "Iqbal, bring your prayer" and I used to draft a prayer that was politically charged and we used to have many meetings around the city and basically going for the apartheid government in no uncertain terms and it made no difference to me personally how the government would react.  It was pretty clear that I was not the only person but full of hope that, you know, I mean that song was very meaningful that we would overcome and we did, finally and what we did - what I did through the Civic Organisation was, as I said at one stage, brought in a number of political organisations, civic, religious organisations and by the late '80s various church groups used to actually invite me to say talk to us, you know, about the group areas, about the so-called mixed couples Harassment and so on.  But what impressed me was that church groups got involved and they were willing to help.  In fact I know the Catholic - not the Arch Diosesce but Catholic or organisation church-grouping Cathedral Road, Father Johnny Johnson, who was counselling so-called mixed couples eventually said "Iqbal, can your organisation take over and run with this?"  I must also say what happened then, working with so-called mixed couples there were people who were either at UDW who were lecturers, there were activists, there were attorneys and so on who then gave another dimension to OCR because then they got involved in assisting group areas.  So, I mean, wherever we had issues, one way or the other people got involved, directly involved in the running of the organization, and I think here I must just emphasise, we survived 18 years simply because we were issue-based.  I mean while I had my own and I do have my own strong political views, my religious views, it has never influenced the organisation and people come with different political persuasions and religious beliefs or whatever beliefs and creed, and that has never been a devisive factor like other organisations have actually, you know, were actually torn apart because of this kind of politicking and so on and so the organisation has survived simply because - and I personally make it very clear, "guys you're welcome whatever your views are but the issues are what we deal with."  So we focus on issues and while in post-apartheid most of the organisations have disappeared, OCR has survived simply because it didn't have to adapt.  Issues are there, we had to respond to those issues and we've survived.


DS:	Okay, would you like to say more about the mixed couples issue?


SM:	Ja, you know, as I said Durban was the main focus at that stage for whatever reason and Jimmy James was the household name.  Jimmy was married to a so-called Indian woman.  Here's a white guy, he owned a flat on the beach front and people started hounding him, the Body Corporate, the residents and so on.  The government then said and the way mixed couples were affected at that stage is that, you know, in terms of the apartheid legislation, a policeman or woman could come at any time of the day or night, search the house to identify the person why he or she was there and this happened right in the late '80s, early '90s in Albert Park, in the Point Road area, and then when Father Johnny Johnson said can you take over the issue and let's see how you can deal with that, we then mounted a campaign against the police and we found loopholes and we then sent a letter off to the police saying what you are doing, even in terms of the apartheid legislation, you are violating certain laws and we are going to challenge you.  We then constantly sent letters from here to, you know, the government, later on to De Klerk saying - and especially to De Klerk, we are saying, you know, you are portraying this image yet you are changing and you want to change and we're saying the first thing you need to do is stop Group Areas evictions, stop harassing the mixed couples and by 1992 or 1993 suddenly they - all the kinds of evictions and harassment stopped and lo and behold suddenly we had a whole lot of legislation that was promulgated by the Nationalist Government that said they're repealing, you know, the group areas eviction, repealing all this other apartheid legislation that affected - I mean to me personally, you know, in terms of the Civic Rights Organisation, legislation that affected informal settlement, evictions, you know, peoples' right to live where they wanted to live.  


DS:	Okay, I just want us to go back a little.  In your autobiography you've written that you were coordinating meetings including banned political groups.  Would you like to expand on that, how?


SM:	Yes, well what made it possible was that a lot of, you know, people, activists from different organisations, trade unions, political organisations in the late '80s because of Albert Park because in '84 it was Warwick Avenue and the issue then just died, but in '87 the Group Areas, you know, raised it's ugly head again where white residents were saying well, you know, we don't want Africans here and there were about twelve African families we worked with in '86/'87 and then the campaign started because within that year we had about 150/200 families and you know, it became very ugly in terms of how people behave, you know, antagonistically towards Africans.  I mean people were really kicked out into the streets and generally, if I may use the word again "Blacks" because by now a handful of so-called Indians and Coloured families moved in.  This gave us a chance.  Bongi Kuswayo was now a trustee, was one of the tenants who was evicted.  You know, it meant campaigns such as, you know, sleeping on the pavement, getting people together and then suddenly activists started responding.  I also think at that stage OCR then provided some kind of basis for people, people who couldn't really do much publicly in terms of their political base but now found a way in which - and in no way do I actually doubt their sincerety and say that they were really involved, they had the expertise and they wanted to do something and they did, I mean you had people from the Black Lawyer's Association coming forward or the Black Consciousness Group who were advocates, attorneys saying, "can we help" and they did help and various other, you know, structures.  So they got involved, we were then able to call up meetings.  I think I'd mentioned earlier on 40 or even 70 groups got involved, religious, political organisations and the focus again was the issue, the issue was group areas eviction, can we deal with these guys, I mean people were involved.  There were side issues, you know, guys were then engaging each other on other level.  I give you one example that I can think of.  J H Isaacs, R M S Syfrets, I mean they were, you know, in the forefront of evicting people and at that stage, you know, what I did was go to the Estate Agents saying "what are your views on Group Areas?" and they would say "Our views are very clear.  We've denounced the apartheid legislation and Group Areas and so on, however, we are bound by, you know, the Group Areas Act".  But they were saying things, you know, very liberal and then we mounted a campaign and not a single newspaper although by then we'd established an excellent rapport with the mainstream paper, not a single mainstream paper, The Daily News, Mercury, and so on, were willing to run a full page advertisement which we were willing to pay for, saying this is an extract from Syfret's letter, from J H Isaacs and this is the eviction they are involved in.  Okay and we were told no, there's a conflict of interests, these are our advertisers and we said we are also your advertisers and it was only The Guardian or The Mail and Guardian who ran an advertisement and then these organisations, political amongst others, also joined in the campaign and one of the strategies we used amongst others was to send faxes and I remembered the Black Consciousness Groups and just one line saying "White guys, your days are numbered" and trust me, I'm not saying it's just that, but collectively all that helped and for the first time J H Isaacs and Syfrets said, "can we talk?" and we had discussions and we said "Let's be honest, if you really say you don't support apartheid legislation, then don't use nominees."  By then what happened is tenants were using whites as nominees so a so-called white person would sign as the main tenant but then would allow a friend to move in, you know?  Blacks to move in.  Now J H Isaacs and other Estate Agents knew about it, it didn't matter unless someone complained and we said it's fait accompli, you know the system people are using, why don't you deal directly, if you really say that you challenge and you're not in agreement with the apartheid legislation and here's your letter, well our challenge to you is do away with the nominee system and deal directly with the tenants.  I remember Trevor - I forget his surname, but Trevor was one of the directors of JH Isaacs, he was the mayor in the '60s and eventually we had a meeting and he said you know, let's just assume "Iqbal, you're a bastard" - I'm using an example, it was pretty clear, the anger.  You know, I was using some example.  Still very heated and very angry and the guy from Syfrets said "we will never trust you guys, we will never" and subsequently, whenever I wrote to JH [Isaacs], Syfets and said we are having a survey, can we have your response, ten years later the guy said, "sorry, we will never deal with you, we will never respond to you because this is what you've done."  They were very, very peeved, very hurt.  But the fact of the matter is they changed and for the first time Estate Agents were saying okay, we're now going to deal directly and that wouldn't have happened, it's not because of Iqbal and OCR, it was that collective effort and by sure, you know, the power of political organisations who were banned, but were now saying listen, we're going to get involved, we're going to take you guys on on this issue.


DS:	Okay.  Who are your role models in the struggle against apartheid in those days?


SM:	You know, there is the two level, if I can say.  My first role model, in terms of my own and then university, you know, and high school.  I suppose in Standard Nine I just started reading, I mean probably up to that point I didn't read a single novel so as I started reading and reading all kinds of literature, my first role model was, you know, Prophet Mohamed, peace by upon him.  He became my first role model and the advantage I had is that, you know, as Muslim students, as children, we go to secular - I mean religious classes.  You know, while we go to school as young children we also had to attend every afternoon religious classes and because in my experience, my Dad, my Mum, we had to move around, for some reason I just had just a few months of exposure and it was an anathema, you know, I didn't get this kind of religious background and to an extent I'm very glad I wasn't exposed to that because then I began to teach myself in university, started reading and I saw a different picture of Islam, it was Islam and this, you know, picture of Prophet Mohamed who didn't discriminate, who respected people of different beliefs whether he or she was an atheist and so on.  So that became - he became my role model, at that level, and then people like Billy, people like Madiba, I mean as I started reading the history, I mean these were the people that became my role model, that shaped my life, you know, politically and otherwise.


DS:	Coming back to post-apartheid, how did the unbanning of political organisations in 1990 affect you and your family?


SM:	You know, unbanning didn't really affect - you're talking about just the unbanning of the organisation?  Actually what happened with the unbanning, I mean, personally, I got more involved, meeting more people and there was a lot of activity then in terms of now debates and you know, shaping the future of this country.  If, in the '80s, I was involved away from home on occasions, many occasions because of political activity and civic issues, the unbanning meant, now people who I haven't seen before, people who I had met with but who went underground who were banned and so on, so there was a lot of activity around that area.  Perhaps at one level I would say it affected me personally in a sense where it took me away from home again.  I mean I've been very conscious all along of spending qualitative time with Shireen, with my children, with my parents.  So at that level yes, that's how it affected me.  Political level, I mean that's something we can talk about later in terms of how post-apartheid government and how that has shaped or affected my views.


DS:	Okay, why do you think the National Party agreed to negotiations?


SM:	Well, let me just tell you that - okay, at that level we were talking about unbanning of organisations and the relationship with say negotiations that were taking place.  I must be honest enough, I wasn't in a position, in an informed position to say yes, we need to negotiate now and so on.  I was of the view then and I'm still of the view that we shouldn't have negotiated with the Nationalist Party.  At the same time I have always been for peace, I have never been for violence in any situation, any way in the world as solving problems, so I'm totally against violence and at some stage when I reflect and I say yes, I mean there were people in position far more knowledgeable that I am, who were informed and who had to say yes, let's negotiate, let's bring about a peaceful transition.  But there's a part of me that says it shouldn't have happened in terms of negotiation.  We could have still negotiated, still brought about a democratic country without negotiating.  Maybe I'm being, you know, too optimistic that it could have happened but it was very clear in my mind that De Klerk and others were negotiating not out of good faith.  Internationally we look at the context, they had no choice.  I mean the political campaign was mounting, we had tremendous international support and I have no misgivings at the international arena, I mean the United States and UK and others were playing - well, actually also delayed the transition because, I mean while they were saying and speaking about democracy and so on, also supported the apartheid government.  So I have no delusions about the political context in which things had changed but it was pretty clear that De Klerk and the Nationalist Party didn't do it out of the goodness of their heart, they were forced internationally, politically, and also the campaign was mounting and, I know, there was a stage we couldn't really have got together and say right, let's go to the, you know, the cinema, let's go onto the buses, let's go onto the beaches and let's say enough is enough, because by then the political momentum had gained such strength that there was no other way but for the Nationalist Party to say let's sit and talk.


DS:	Okay, you said earlier on we could have achieved peaceful transition without negotiation?  How?


SM:	Well, it was pretty clear, you know, I mean it came at a point, as I've said, political pressure in both from inside South Africa, from the mass movement, as well as externally, was really growing.  Not in any way of course to undermine the role Madiba also played, I mean it was quite clear now internationally the people were saying Madiba has to be released and so on and the apartheid government - of course De Klerk himself was saying we need to change.  I'm saying if we had continued mounting that kind of pressure, the government couldn't have afforded not to back down.  Okay, at the same time - I've qualified by saying, you know, I think this could have happened.  At the same time I also know that there were a series of military strategies against the apartheid government from the ANC.  From the Black Consciousness and so on, from you know the mass democratic movement.  So the government couldn't afford that kind of engagement as well.  At the same time, I wasn't happy and I would never be happy where civilians became targets, whether they were part of the apartheid structure or supported the apartheid regime or whether there were casualties on the other side from the mass movement, that was the main factor where, you know, I wasn't happy.  But I had no problems about the, you know, the army of the masses getting involved and engaging the apartheid army.  What I'm saying is that peaceful means only - would have been the only means.  The possibility, of course, if there was engagement, you know, but that was becoming very difficult because I think by then certain people were already going for civilian targets.


DS:	Okay, so ...[interruption]


SM:	But in a nutshell I think South African Government, the Nationalist Apartheid Government was being isolated and it couldn't afford that isolation because that isolation at the end of the day would have meant affecting the very people that the apartheid regime was going to protect and, you know, nurturing.


DS:	Okay, what would you say about the present government?


SM:	I must just say, you know, something I didn't mention that in '87, you know, the trip to Lusaka, meeting the stalwarts of the ANC.  But then, and later on after the unbanning, I had actually joined the ANC and I am still very much - I would want to believe I'm an ANC activist although within the context of where I am there isn't much political activity and also a lot of idiosyncrasies within the ANC structure in Durban.  So I would then say and I need to say this very clearly so one would understand there's a biasness, that I'm an ANC member and how do I see this?  But I would see it objectively as it can be humanly possible to look at things.  There are two aspects to it.  Yes, I recognise, I recognise that there's been tremendous transformation.  There's a major part of the Freedom Charter and so on that has, to some extent been translated.  Having served as an ANC councillor for two years I've had both the grassroot aspect of looking at things as well as being a councillor.  I'm looking at things within the ANC context.


DS:	Okay, can we pause a little?


END TAPE 1B


TAPE 2A


DS:	Okay we're back.   You were still telling us about…?


SM:	The post-apartheid perception.


DS:	Ja.


SM:	So, ja I mean I have seen a lot of changes personally, right?  As I said at one stage, as a councilor, but through the OCR, of course, I have always maintained those grassroots contact.  So at that level, I know, while there have been changes, changes have been not sufficient and not fast enough on a range of issues, in terms of anti-crime and over the past six, seven years where there has been a renewed effort from our side getting involved in the inner city and I think I've mentioned much earlier in the interview about Praveen Gordhan and when he was still a member of parliament and he said, “Iqbal, things have to be done in terms of, you know, not enough has been done,” and that is where, you know, we worked on crime issues, redevelopment and so on and so I would say that yes, a lot has been done in terms of you know the post-apartheid government at all tiers of government be it national, provincial and also local government, and on the other hand I would say there's still a lot to be done and that begs the question of, you know, where we are and part of the problem I think is that, as the ANC, there isn't enough debate taking place.  In fact I don't know of debates really taking place in my own area and I think that's the major problem because unless we sit down, as the ANC, and start debating issues, we're going to have a problem in terms of how we can give further impetus to the national government, the national programme of transformation.


		The other problem is, of course, most of the Civic organisations, most of the civic activists, are no longer around.  They're either absorbed into the mainstream, you know, government framework, if I may put it that way, and therefore and now, I know, for those two years as a councillor it became very difficult because I'm a councillor and of course if you belong to a political organisation you will subscribe to certain norms, code of ethics and it becomes very difficult publicly to say this is not right, this is wrong and so on and so a lot of activists are then involved.  Of course on the one hand one could argue that as an activist you'd be involved as a politician, you bring in experiences, you bring in your context, you know, your connection with the community or society at large but it also becomes very, very difficult because there are certain constraints and so even though I operated again and I'm relating to my own experience, operated as a councillor, I was still very much part of the OCR and so a lot of issues came up at council level from my side was because of the OCR.  Whether roads needed to be repaired or, you know, certain people had - problems had to be resolved, whether they were in the informal settlement or as tenants and so on, all those issues came about for me through the civic structure.  So then, that's the other aspect where civil society has become very weak and also it becomes very difficult for people to criticise the political organisation you belong to and I also think at the third level would be the kind of people who have become politicians.  I mean almost anyone and everyone becomes a politician.  I think here political structures and most assuredly ANC will have to establish a clear criteria as to who becomes a politician and I think if that is done and I know, you know, President Thabo Mbeki, at some stage, speaking as an ANC said well, these would be some of the issues that will have to be taken into account when, you know, the ANC decides on a person becoming a councillor or a member of parliament and I don't think that has really taken off the ground because I think when you select people based on merit; based on experience; based, of course, also on their past involvement; then you make that political structure so much stronger and to some extent it's my view, I think, the ANC to some extent is weak because, you know, it doesn't have a clear criteria base to select people.


DS:	So you said earlier on there are no debates taking place.


SM:	Yes.


DS:	Why do you think?


SM:	I don't know, I mean that in itself needs to be debated, you know and there were indications that, you know, one needs to debate the issues.  I know through the Durban Central Branch of the ANC people were saying, the ANC members, “yes, we need to talk; we need to debate issues; yes, even as comrades we need to say to the comrades or politicians, guys, you are not doing enough, or what you are doing is impacting negatively on the people.”  But that just became a talk shop and it's not ever gone beyond.  I'm again relating to a narrow experience here in Durban but from people I've spoken to in other provinces a kind of debate has not really taken off the ground as to why that has not happened.  Maybe people are involved as politicians in delivering.  I mean I understand, to some extent, to a limited extent, from my knowledge the involvement as a politician and I'm talking about those who are committed attending meetings, attending, you know, subcommittee meetings, and there are those who actually go back to the communities and reporting back and so on, debating Bills, making suggestions, that takes a lot of time, but I think in spite of all that the one thing that is lacking and that is a strong connection between the politicians, you know and the grassroot base, community organisations, the communities at large.


DS:	Oh, okay.  In terms of the TRC; your perception on it?


SM:	You know, I mean I had some kind of misgivings and that is that where would it eventually lead to and I think one sees it now where people are saying, you know, basically, okay fine, in a way it helped people to express their feelings and given them the opportunity, I'm talking about the perpetrators, an opportunity of coming to terms with their conscience.  I'm of the view that a crime was committed against humanity and therefore they should have been dealt with within that context.  One sees that again where every now and again someone has been identified, talking about the world community, where someone is identified who was involved in atrocities you know against the Jewish community and that person is then put to trial and you would say "look at this guy, he is 80-years, 90-years old and he is still subjected to that" and I think yes, he has to, he has to, she has to, because the crime was committed and one has to pay towards that crime whether it's in terms of prison, in terms of public humiliation and that to me is one of the major weakness in the TRC because it meant once they have satisfied all of the criteria and so on they would then be given this amnesty and to me that is a problem because if it's done today, we may do it twenty years from now.  I'm not there for revenge but I believe really speaking we do that to criminals of the day, we're not saying let's forgive the criminals.  If they've perpetrated a crime against someone and then justice has to be done and the question will also be asked, "so did people really reveal anything?"  We know that some people have revealed, you know, aspects of the crimes they've committed, not through the TRC but on a one to one basis for whatever reason.  So that was my major misgivings.  The other I felt that perhaps at the end of August we would have wasted a lot of money and not really resolved a lot of issues and, I think, to some extent we haven't resolved a lot of issues.  There are a lot of people, victims who are not satisfied, you know, about the questions they've asked that's never been answered.  There are still so many loopholes, so many question marks.  So unfortunately my view is that it didn't really serve the purpose it should have served.


DS:	Okay.  In case of the reparation?


SM:	Again within the TRC itself, because I would also look at, you know, land claims.  If you're talking about reparation, I mean I haven't really followed, you know, the events of the TRC, in much detail.  The little I know is generally from, you know, what I read and maybe now and again having met some people.  So I'd be honest enough to say that I can't really make any kind of informed comment on that, you know?  Although, as I've said, from what I know, you know, what I've read, is that a lot of people are not happy and also there are people who are still waiting for reparation and are very aggrieved and so on.  So that is the little I know of that, you know?


DS:	Okay, looking back is there anything you would have done differently?


SM:	That's a difficult question.  I don't think so.  I mean when I look back, and quite often, I reflect on, you know, on my personal life, my involvement politically and through civic activities and so on and I think the way events had taken place, at that stage, it shaped and gave direction to me personally.  So I don't think I would want to have - I would want to change things if it were possible.


DS:	Okay, when you think about South Africa, its future, do you feel hopeful?


SM:	Yes, I see a lot of potential.  I mean despite the fact that enough hasn't been done, I'm also a realist and looking at other political situations, you know, in other countries in transition, in post-democracy, it takes a long time.  It will probably take longer in South Africa because it's just not post-democracy, it's coming from an apartheid era where people are still divided.  People still have strong views, you know, about ethnicity and where they stand.  So it will take much more longer than other democracies, you know, in reshaping, in restructuring things in the country.  But I have a lot of hope, I'm very positive, provided of course, and this is the emphasis I would place on, is that civil society becomes strong.  I'm of the strong view, even when I was an active councillor that - and I said that to people that I've met with in Albert Park and other areas, that as a politician at that stage I couldn't ask people or, you know, tell them to demonstrate and so on, but I felt that in certain cases they needed to demonstrate, they needed to actually drive their points home and that's not really happening as the way it should and that's probably because there aren't very strong and very many civil society structures.  So I would say that as soon as there are more community structures, civil society becomes stronger and engages the government.  The one positive aspect of this is that, from my own experience and in recent times, that while we criticise and we must be very critical of situations and of the government and I'm very clear about that, it's also a government one can engage in and I'm saying when I'm saying engage the government, into discussion, into doing things and the government to a large extent nationally and I can speak about national level because of my rapport through the civic organisation.  Engage the government in doing things that are concrete, that are positive for the people.  For example the Tenants' Rights legislation that has come about over the five years.  That wouldn't have taken place if OCR didn't get involved and say to the government we need to change existing legislation, we need to bring about new laws that would protect not only the rights of tenants, but the rights of landlords as well and ensure their obligations to each other and the recent discussion were involved in at national level with the housing department and Sectional Title Act.  The Sectional Titles Act, okay?  Again the government is amenable so it depends on the situation, the issue and the contact or rapport, you know, an organisation will have with the government.  But there would be organisations that might not have that kind of rapport, that might engage the government at a negative level, but if it needs to done it has to be done.  But all that indicates that people will have to actually take control of their lives, not leave everything to the government, but at the same time to say to the government enough is not being done, these are the shortfalls, you need to do something and if that isn't done then look at strategies in which government can actually deliver.  That's not really happening at a large scale, it happens every now and again and then it's sporadic, it's either somewhere in Cape Town, in Gauteng, but I think it's part of the post-democratic evolutionary phase that will happen.  It will happen.


DS:	Okay, in closing I just want to ask you, you said earlier on like ethnicity seems to be a problem in South Africa?


SM:	Ja.


DS:	What do you think should be done to overcome?


SM:	Okay, also I mean inherent in my statement in the word that I say ethnicity, I don't, you know, I subscribe to the view that there's only one race, the human race and that is where I think government should also focus on.  We haven't really focused enough and introduced projects and programmes about integration.  People are not just going to integrate if we establish a little area here and say right, you know, various ethnics groups can now live together.  That doesn't bring about integration.  It might to an extent for that particular group of people who come together and I think we need to look at our past, it's necessary, but we also need to look at, you know, well we look at the past in reconstructing some kind of framework in which we can debate and engage people.  That isn't being done.  I'm just mentioning Ngema earlier on.  I'm not sure what his real reason might be but let's just for argument's sake say that he really thought he's going to stimulate debate and to some extent people are getting involved negatively, positively, but we need that kind of debate, we need, you know, a debating forum.  We need politicians getting involved, we need to - and there are various levels in which integration can be brought about, even forced integration.  For example I've mentioned the, you know, predominantly Indian areas where there's, you know, gate keeping by unscrupulous landlords or even not unscrupulous landlords but landlords who may feel that, you know, they should keep their area within a specific ethnic group.  I think there again some kind of intervention has to take place at national level and we do have to some extent one of the best pieces of legislation in terms of our constitution, human rights and so on but that's not enough in itself.  We need to now give some meaning to that and to give meaning to that we need to get involved, politicians, civil society.  Really say, you know, like the way we are now getting involved in the Aids issue we need to take on the ethnic issue, the so-called race and say this is a problem, there is a problem, we can't ignore that problem because we can't just move in from apartheid into democracy without addressing issues and we need to then identify what those issues are.  I just looked at because of my involvement the residential tenancy aspect of it, there are other aspects in terms of how people deal with each other at the workplace, at home and so on.  A lot of things haven't changed and I mean I love talking to people, ask people wherever they are, what is happening?  I observe, I look at homes and I say to myself a lot of things hasn't changed.  So a lot has to be done to bring about a truly rainbow nation.


DS:	Okay, thank you.  Once again, Mr Mohamed, we are grateful to have you on our project.  Thank you.


SM:	No, you're most welcome.  Thank you.


END OF INTERVIEW
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