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THE KwaZulu-Natal ANC 

announcement that it wanted its 

MP Makhosini Khoza disciplined 

followed her recent public 

utterances on a Save SA platform 

at the Rhema Bible Church.

The Khoza saga has dragged 

on for a while; it started with 

her public views on matters that 

differed from the ANC and its 

parliamentary caucus.

Khoza thrust herself  into our 

social consciousness recently 

during the public SABC hearings. 

It was there that most South 

Africans came to know the face 

and mind of  Khoza, the firebrand 

ANC MP who was able to hog 

media attention in a dramatic 

setting. 

Her first views on the subject 

of  a vote of  no-confidence – while 

discomforting – were tolerated 

by the ANC, yet she kept finding 

space in the media by playing the 

victim. This laid the foundation for 

her public persona and stance on 

the ANC.

 It is perhaps not unfair to 

conclude the SABC hearing, 

with its perplexed and in some 

instances jaundiced choices, 

defined Khoza’s mind and became 

the fertile soil for her current 

stance. 

In subsequent claims, Khoza 

insisted her life was in danger 

and she had laid charges after 

receiving death threats. 

Naturally, death threats need 

to be condemned in the strongest 

terms because these don’t belong 

in a society that claims democracy 

as its guiding principle. 

It cannot, however, be that if  

you disagree with Khoza’s stance 

you automatically are assumed to 

be part of  those who wish for her 

demise. 

Then came her media 

interview during the national 

policy conference. While the 

NPC deliberations took place, 

Khoza gave an interview which 

again dealt with the subject of  

her request for a secret ballot on 

August 8. 

The Luthuli House leadership, 

hard at work to bring unity, did 

not take kindly to her actions and 

we heard Police Minister Fikile 

Mbalula coin the term “political 

suicide bombers” in Parliament. 

Her response was to play victim, 

in claims of  being threatened with 

death and having no recourse. 

This action on her part was 

necessarily selfish and showed 

disregard for the NPC. It was an 

individual seeking to be more 

important than her organisation. 

There is clearly no sign of  

selflessness in this behaviour.

Mbalula’s statement and 

caution had as a bedrock the 

national executive committee 

decision not to have its members 

vote with the opposition, as that 

would be a vote against the ANC. 

Khoza was quick off  the mark 

to challenge the ANC leadership to 

fire her. 

ANC secretary-general Gwede 

Mantashe made it clear ANC MPs 

would not join opposition parties 

on the vote of  no-confidence. 

He used an analogy that soldiers 

could not submit themselves to the 

direction of  the enemy’s general in 

war. Then came the Mandela Day 

interview. 

She took centre stage in a Save 

SA event. This was her moment. 

She was adamant the president 

should step down. 

In typical Khoza media-

drama fashion, she would read 

her request in full view from a 

laptop, with all the intonations of  

someone who considered herself  

esteemed and significant in the 

South African political landscape. 

She shared the platform 

with Pravin Gordhan and Sipho 

Pityana.

The KwaZulu-Natal ANC, as 

articulated in its press statement, 

considered this to be her crossing 

the line. Hence its unequivocal 

statement that she would be 

disciplined. We now await the 

unfolding of  the mechanics for 

this discipline that may end in her 

being recalled from Parliament.

MPs from an ANC setting come 

from national-to-national and 

provincial-to-national lists. Khoza 

was seconded from the provincial 

list and the province therefore 

had to take the lead in instituting 

disciplinary action against her. 

This moment presents an 

opportunity to reflect on a few 

things: 

ANC members – like any 

organisation – join the ANC as 

individuals and therefore do so 

voluntarily. Should a conflict of  

interest arise, as in the case of  

Khoza, members know what to do.

It is important to note that 

while MPs have been removed 

before, it is the first time one 

is having disciplinary action 

instituted for open and public 

defiance of  the party.

The idea of  MPs being loyal 

first to South African society is a 

noble one; however, taunts to “vote 

with a conscience” are perhaps not 

so noble. 

It is equally not practical, 

since MPs do not arrive in their 

positions outside of  a party 

definition. 

The practical reality is that 

parties make up caucus groups 

in Parliament, provincial 

governments or municipal 

councils. 

These caucus groups follow a 

party line and stance on most, if  

not all, aspects. 

Members therefore owe an 

allegiance to their respective 

parties as reality dictates.

The power to use a public 

or secret ballot, as ruled by the 

Constitutional Court, resides with 

the Speaker and she alone must 

decide on that. 

Thus far, nine parties have 

approached the Speaker to request 

a secret ballot. The ANC and main 

opposition DA have confirmed they 

will abide by the choice and mode 

the Speaker chooses.

With regard to Khoza, it 

would appear she finds herself  in 

direct conflict with the party that 

afforded her a seat in Parliament. 

It would also appear she is at 

loggerheads with the party line on 

the subject at hand. And she chose 

a public space, through the media, 

to vent her disagreement with her 

party.

In the bigger scheme of  things, 

Khoza appears to be having a crisis 

of  confidence in the party she 

joined. She furthermore has been 

openly defiant of  the leadership 

that laid down the rules for 

engagement on the subject at hand.

However, the ANC’s choice 

to take a stand against having 

its members vote in agreement 

with the opposition is one that 

inculcates its own internal 

challenges of  unity while 

considering the ramifications of  

supporting the opposition. 

The ANC sees that as a betrayal 

of  its voters, while Khoza – and 

maybe others – see it as as betrayal 

of  the South African public.

This relationship between 

Khoza and the party of  her choice 

is almost beyond repair and so 

something has to give. 

It is then correct for the ANC to 

take action against a wayward and 

defiant Khoza, unless she chooses 

to resign. It is also important for 

the ANC to engage the matter 

despite its earlier stance of  not 

seeking to make Khoza a martyr of  

convenience; the ANC is compelled 

to act to ensure other members do 

not follow her example.

My unsolicited advice to 

Khoza is that if  there is a crisis 

of  conviction, if  there is a deficit 

of  trust in the party she joined 

voluntarily, then maybe it’s time 

to reconsider whether she really 

belongs in this party. 

You simply cannot expect to 

be treated as special and afforded 

the space to be this defiant in 

public. No party would tolerate it 

anywhere in any democracy.

 After all, why does she need 

a secret ballot? She has shared 

the courage of  her convictions 

publicly. Why would she betray 

herself  and not vote the way 

she feels in an open ballot?

My unsolicited advice to 

the ANC is to act faster and 

do not allow behaviour like 

this, which has dragged on 

for months, to become 

the norm. 

Be clear in your 

communication and 

take all members 

who defy you to 

task regardless 

of  status. Do 

the same with 

Gordhan, Derek 

Hanekom or 

anyone else. 

Do do not be 

intimidated 

by their NEC 

positions or 

seniority.

There are 

those who 

claim Khoza’s 

stance is not 

necessarily an individual one but 

rather a sponsored one. Notty 

Ngcobo writes on Khoza: “some 

of  us are again asking the same 

question of  Makhosi Khoza.

 

“Harry Gwala expelled her 

from ANC structures in the early 

1990s. She left Pietermaritzburg 

for similar behaviour and more. 

The question is: Who in the ANC 

higher structures returned her to 

to the ANC fold?”

No party should tolerate 

the unbecoming and defiant 

behaviour of  Khoza; nor 

should she be allowed 

to get away 

with this.

The ANC must act fast on Khoza and other dissidents

Makhosi Khoza 
gestures during 
an interview 
with Reuters  
in Joburg. 
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Dragging the political rot into the light
THE Moerane commission 

of  inquiry into political 

killings in KwaZulu-Natal 

has dragged the most 

disturbing part of  our political rot 

into the light.

The country was gripped by 

moving accounts of  intimidation 

and murder carried out with 

impunity.

South Africa has a very serious 

problem with political violence 

and the problem is overwhelmingly 

concentrated in KwaZulu-Natal.

In a 2013 report, respected 

researcher David Bruce counted 

at least 450 political murders in 

the province. This is a massive 

humanitarian and political crisis 

– and a serious threat to the future 

of  our already compromised 

democracy.

Many of  the murders are intra-

party and related to the access 

to opportunities for personal 

accumulation rather than political 

ideology.

Power battles within the ANC 

are responsible for many of  the 

deaths. But there has also been 

intra-party conflict, notably 

between the IFP and the NFP, and 

between these parties and the 

ANC.

There have also been murders 

that seem to be about political 

ideology. The SACP, the National 

Union of  Metalworkers and 

Abahlali baseMjondolo, all 

organisations on the left of  the 

political spectrum and strongly 

critical of  President Jacob Zuma’s 

ANC, were also subject to death 

threats and murders.

Political violence was most 

extreme at the Glebelands Hostel 

in uMlazi where a staggering 89 

people have died – without a single 

conviction.

If  89 people were murdered in 

London, or Sandton, it would be all 

over our media. But the carnage at 

Glebelands has not been placed at 

the centre of  our public sphere.

The reason for this is simple: 

our society remains committed to 

the colonial logic in which some 

lives are fungible. 

Grass-roots activists and 

organisations, notably Abahlali 

baseMjondolo, as well as 

international human rights 

organisations, such as Amnesty 

International, have warned about 

the culture of  intimidation and 

violence in KZN for years.

But these warnings generally 

were not taken seriously in a 

public sphere that is deeply 

elitist. There were also deliberate 

attempts to undermine the 

credibility of  people speaking 

up against political violence, 

sometimes through attempts at 

character assassination.

When Abahlali baseMjondolo 

was attacked in the Kennedy 

Road settlement in 2009, they 

were subjected to a sophisticated 

propaganda campaign that 

persuaded many, including a 

number of  academics, that their 

claims were false.

However research by a Harvard 

academic, and later a long trial, 

showed that the claims made by 

the movement were correct.

All the evidence confirms that 

they were attacked and driven 

from their homes by a group of  

men identifying themselves as 

ANC and that party officials and 

police officers were complicit in 

the attack.

The nature of  the link between 

people producing propaganda in 

support of  state repression and 

those carrying out violence on 

the ground needs to be carefully 

examined.

For those of  us old enough to 

remember the 1980s, the political 

violence that has become so 

prevalent in KZN, and is steadily 

spreading to other parts of  the 

country, takes us right back to the 

heart of  a terrible past.

The demise of  apartheid was 

supposed to put an end to political 

violence and usher in a new era of  

human rights. We have all those 

rights in law, but the reality is that 

for many the laws mean nothing 

in practice. We will not be able to 

make the human rights culture, to 

which our constitution commits 

us, a reality without serious 

political commitment.

That commitment requires the 

police, the criminal justice system 

and the ruling party to be subject 

to effective oversight. It requires 

difficult decisions to be taken, and 

powerful people to be taken on.

There are good people in the 

ANC, the police and the criminal 

justice system. But the rot is 

also systemic. If  the rot was not 

systemic, it would not be possible 

for 89 to have been murdered at 

Glebelands without a conviction.

What is required to deal with 

this problem of  political violence 

head on is to bring in a top police 

and prosecution team from outside 

the province, perhaps including 

international experts.

That team must be assured of  

its independence, given all the 

necessary resources and able to 

investigate without fear or favour.

It is not just the assassins 

on the ground who need to 

be investigated, prosecuted 

and convicted. It is also the 

politicians, police officers, people 

in the criminal justice system, the 

intelligence agencies – and those 

who have promoted propaganda 

in support of  repression – that 

need to be subject to credible 

investigation.

The whole network of  power 

that allowed the murders to 

take place, usually without 

consequence, must be exposed.

No-one must be spared. This is 

the only way to root out the rot.

Factions in the ANC will do 

everything in their power to 

avoid a far-reaching and effective 

response to the crisis. For this 

reason, those who are charged 

with responding to this crisis, and 

the rest of  us, need to understand 

that confronting the rot and taking 

effective action to end it will 

require courage and the building 

of  broad consensus in support of  

this action.

Most mornings we wake up to 

further news about Gupta-related 

corruption. This information 

is vital to our public sphere, 

and to the work of  restoring the 

democratic credibility of  the state. 

But there is a real problem when 

the rot is only understood in terms 

of  corruption.

Corruption is a serious 

problem. It makes it impossible to 

use the state as a tool for achieving 

social justice. But political murder, 

and on a staggering scale, is an 

even more serious problem.

Civil society and the media need 

to take this problem at least as 

seriously as the problem of  state 

capture and corruption.

Amabungane need to be 

investigating these murders. 

We need to be on the streets, in 

our thousands, demanding an 

end to political violence and a 

genuine commitment to all of  the 

human rights enshrined in our 

constitution.

It has become fashionable 

among some of  the “Fallists”, 

as well people committed to 

various kinds of  authoritarian 

nationalism, some of  which is 

openly right-wing, to disparage our 

constitution.

This is exceptionally dangerous. 

The alternative to the protection of  

human rights is not social justice; 

it is elites using violent repression 

against the most vulnerable people 

in our society. 

We are in a a serious crisis. 

The way out of  it is to renew our 

commitment to democracy and 

human rights, and give teeth to our 

constitution. 

The Moerane commissioners 

hold the future of  our democracy 

in their hands. They dare not fail.

● Buccus is senior research 

associate at ASRI, research fellow at 

UKZN School of  Social Sciences and 

academic director of  a university 

study abroad  programme on 

political transformation.
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