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Comrades Marathon winner 
David Gatebe repaying his family for 
their support.
 

Judge 
Cynthia Pretorius of the Gauteng North 
High Court, dismissing the appeal of 
James Langa, one of the Mozambicans who 
was part of a gang that attacked a family.

Finance Minister Pravin Gordhan in an 
interview with Bloomberg TV in Paris on 
Wednesday.

WE HAVE a tight schedule; I have been a 
technocrat and would tell you again that I 
believe it is not impossible. I would love 
to see the new incumbent being able to 
engage with advocate (Thuli) Madonsela 
and get a proper handover. If we leave 
it for too long, we will not have the 
time and that handover is very critical. 
– 

T
HIS article seeks to dis-
pel a false popular notion 
that President Jacob 
Zuma and his arch-nem-
esis Julius Malema “do 
not share any profound 

similarities and attractions in com-
mon”. 

I will invoke Karl Marx’s 
“interpretation of  the unity of  
the opposites” and apply it to a 
comparative critique of  Zuma and 
Malema.

There is a persisting popular 
misconception that both Zuma and 
Malema constitute two mutually 
opposing personalities who do not 
share anything in common.  

There are some key substantive 
similarities between the country’s 
current president and the former 
president of  the ANC Youth League. 

Malema’s present political 
posturing and manoeuvrings are an 
unmistakable replication of  Zuma’s 
survival tactics and strategies. 

Just like Msholozi, Juju has 
finally mastered the art of  tactical 
manoeuvring and strategic political 
survival.

 And the most fascinating or 
astonishing irony is that the latter 
had quietly and brilliantly learnt 
his political survival tactics from 
the former. 

Zuma’s axing as the country’s 
deputy president by then president 
Thabo Mbeki in 2005 became a 
blessing in disguise for Malema.

 At that epochal moment, Juju 
was still serving as Limpopo 
provincial secretary of  the ANC 
Youth League. 

Malema was never politically 
or personally close to Zuma before 
the latter’s axing as the country’s 
deputy president in 2005. 

In late 2005, then president of  the 
ANC Youth League, Fikile Mbalula, 
facilitated a strategic collaboration 
between Zuma and Malema.

Malema was roped into the 
Zuma camp in order to add anarchy 
and militancy to Msholozi’s mass 
mobilisation campaigns against 
Mbeki. 

That eventuality afforded 
Malema an opportunity to observe 
Zuma’s tactical manoeuvring and 
fight-back tactics. 

The giggling Msholozi 
was amazingly impressed by 
Juju’s anarchic militancy and 
inconsequential personality. 

When Malema’s election as 
Youth League president was 
chaotically disputed by his 
presidential contender Saki 
Mofokeng in 2008, Zuma weighed 
in and imposed Juju as league 
president.

Zuma’s mass mobilisation tactics 
and streetwise character bonded 

favourably with the fiery Malema’s 
medium-term political ambitions. 

Between 2005 and 2010 Malema 
witnessed at a very close range 
Msholozi’s shrewd political 
manoeuvring and unconventional 
survival tactics. 

When Malema was expelled 
from the ANC in 2012, many 
commentators falsely presumed 
that was “an end of  times” for the 
firebrand leader.  

All the mainstream media 

outlets reported extensively on “the 
rise and fall of  Julius Malema”. 

With amazing zeal and tact, 
Juju re-employed Zuma’s mass 
mobilisation strategies and 
resurrected himself  from the 
political wilderness. 

Stunningly, Malema began 
crisscrossing the country in late 
2013, canvassing support for the 
possible formation of  the Economic 
Freedom Fighters. 

Just like his erstwhile 

mentor Zuma, Malema used 
his appearances in courts for 
corruption charges as profitable 
avenues for mass mobilisation.

When Zuma was appearing 
in various courts for rape and 
corruption charges, he brilliantly 
turned those trials into mass 
mobilisation rallies. 

Malema’s mass mobilisation 
strategies also compelled the NPA  
to dubiously drop all corruption and 
racketeering charges against him 

last year. 
The persisting appearance of  

ambitious rivalry between Zuma 
and Malema is actually precipitated 
by an abstractive force of  attraction 
between them. 

These two politicians silently 
and privately admire each 
other’s very unorthodox and 
unconventional skills and survival 
capabilities. 

Zuma contributed immensely 
to the reshaping of  Malema’s 

tactical posturing and political 
psychology. In one way or the other, 
Juju also influenced and readjusted 
Msholozi’s political management 
tactics. 

When it comes to purging of  
political opponents and adversaries, 
Malema is arguably the best of  the 
best. 

Juju’s skill at purging and 
sidelining of  opponents was 
sharpened in the late 90s when he 
was the provincial leader of  Cosas 

in the then Northern Province 
(presently Limpopo).

His dictatorial tendencies and 
autocratic style of  leadership 
became palpable when he was Cosas 
president between 2001 and 2003. 

It is more probable that Malema 
lectured Zuma on “the ruthless 
purging of  political opponents and 
adversaries”. 

Those who served with Juju in 
Cosas and the ANC Youth League 
will attest that he is exceptionally 
gifted in suppressing dissent and 
ostracising opponents. 

When Zuma became state 
president in 2009, he implemented, 
Malema style,  the ruthless 
dismissal of  ministers and deputy 
ministers whom he perceived as 
adversaries. 

In 2009 and 2013, Msholozi 
masterminded the disbandment 
of  the “disloyal” North-West and 
Limpopo ANC provincial structures 
respectively.

In the same ruthless way 
Malema expelled former Limpopo 
chairperson of  the ANC Youth 
League Lehlogonolo Masoga from 
the organisation in 2010, Zuma also 
expelled Juju from the ANC in 2012.

 Another attractive similarity 
between JZ and Juju is that they 
both live an extremely pretentious 
lifestyle. 

In public, these two politicians 
pretentiously act as the champions 
of  the poor, the unemployed and 
the homeless. But in reality and 
privately, they pursue a lifestyle 
characterised by sheer opulence, 
copious luxury and unbridled 
extravagance.

Malema is a youthful prototype 
of  Zuma and they both possess 
a shared political psychology, 
inconsequential personality and a 
streetwise demeanour. 

And even if  Juju might become 
the country’s president one day, 
he is likely to become another 
President  Zuma. 

The nation should not be 
misled by an appearance of  rivalry 
between these two politicians, 
because in reality they share many 
traits and dispositions in common. 

Zuma and Malema are two 
shameless demagogues who use 
emotional sentimentalism and 
crude demagogy to sustain their 
political power.  

These two hypocritical leaders 
are only interested in the furthering 
of  their own narrow ambitions and 
ulterior motives.

Marx was correct in his 
insightful observation that: “An 
appearance of  repulsion between 
two subjective variables may 
actually serve as a cover that masks 
the force of  attraction between 
those variables.”

Notwithstanding a perceived 
appearance of  rivalry between JZ 
and Juju, these two demagogues 
actually constitute two sides of  the 
same coin.

But on the basis of  visionary 
leadership and moral rectitude, it is 
impossible to tell whether Malema 
is better/worse than Zuma or vice 
versa.

These two dodgy politicians may 
pride themselves as formidable 
political survivors but they must 
remember that: “There is no pride 
and honour in [surviving and] 
escaping from your own people,” to 
quote Sunday newspaper columnist 
Rapule Tabane.

■ Masoga is a political analyst

Zuma, Malema two 
sides of the same coin

They use 
demagogy 
to sustain 
power, 
writes Elvis 
Masoga

T
HERE is a major shift under 
way in South African soci-
ety. The order put together 
after apartheid seems to be 

breaking apart. 
The aura of  liberation is fading 

and people are increasingly 
less interested in romanticised 
recollections of  the Struggle. The 
first break came in the informal 
settlements. After that it was the 
mines and communities, and this 
year, and last, dissent spread to the 
universities.

In recent years, with the 
exception of  the mines, much of  
this dissent has been driven by 
young people. It’s become clear the 
ruling party cannot assume it will 
enjoy the youth’s support.

The new student politics and 
the formation of  the Economic 

Freedom Fighters (EFF) are the 
two most dramatic examples of  the 
way in which support trends are 
changing. But in the often-hidden 
domain of  subaltern politics in 
places such as informal settlements, 
it’s also mostly the youth that are 
building new organisations outside 
formal politics.

As has been suggested before, 
we have the ingredients for an 
“African Spring”. Fifty percent of  
South Africans are under 30 and 
the majority are unemployed and 
desperately poor. The liberation 
dividend is fading, but holding for 
now.

Young people feel trapped by 
poverty and unemployment. And 
recent research shows that they 
believe they have missed post-
liberation opportunities. Much-

needed recent work by political 
scientist Susan Booysen suggests 
that the second cohort of  born-
frees (those aged 18 to 24) believe 
that the cohort of  born-frees 
before them (those over 24) have 

taken up available employment 
opportunities. We take born-frees to 
be those born after 1990.

In this context of  
unemployment, we know that 
political participation also occurs 
outside electoral processes, 
especially through protest, as we 
have seen in recent years. No doubt 
South Africa remains the most 
protest-rich society in the world.

But many people are also 
wondering how the “youthquake” 
will affect the coming local elections 
and the national elections of  2019. 
In previous elections, a large 
proportion of  the youth have either 
not registered to vote or have not 
voted at all.

But now that the “youthquake” 
has excited so many young people 
about politics, that may change. 

Those commentators who assume 
the EFF will necessarily be the 
beneficiary are being a little too glib.

All the evidence from elections 
and by-elections so far shows that 
the EFF’s support is regionally 
concentrated, in Gauteng and parts 
of  the north, and that it has a clear 
ethnic character. 

The EFF has minimal support 
in cities such as Durban and Cape 
Town. And at universities such as 
Fort Hare in the Eastern Cape and 
the Nelson Mandela Metropolitan 
in Port Elizabeth, students have 
stunned many by voting for the DA.

It’s too early to offer predictions 
as to how the “youthquake” will 
affect the next election. But at the 
moment it seems likely some young 
people will not vote, that the ANC 
may lose its overall share of  the 

youth vote and that the DA and the 
EFF will pick up votes – with the DA 
doing well in the Eastern Cape and 
the EFF in parts of  Gauteng and the 
north of  the country.

All indications are that the ANC 
will retain its hold on the electorate 
in rural areas but continue to lose 
support in urban areas, though the 
election of  new provincial ANC 
leaders in KwaZulu-Natal may 
have some ramifications for ANC 
support in deep rural areas.

South Africa is an over- 
whelmingly urbanised country 
and this means the party’s hold on 
power will not be sustainable if  it 
doesn’t find a way to win back urban 
support. It’s also overwhelmingly 
youthful and if  the ANC does 
haemorrhage youth support, a 
major rethink will be required.

The huge amounts of  money 
spent on parastatals, VIP protection, 
a grossly bloated diplomatic service, 
as well as all the money lost to 
corruption and mismanagement, 
makes the situation even worse.

Young people have certainly 
benefited from liberation, but 
overwhelming unemployment and 
poverty remain. This will inform 
the dynamics of  youth political 
participation. We must remember 
they have what it takes to alter the 
course of  history.

■ Imraan Buccus is senior 

research associate at ASRI, research 

fellow in the school of  social sciences 

at the University of  KwaZulu-
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university study abroad programme 

on political transformation.
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