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THE MEDIA AND APARTHEID 

When Roger Wilkins was writing editorials some ten years ago for the Washington Post and the New York Times, stories and 
commentary about South Africa appeared " ... irregularly and infrequently." Now, scarcely a day passes that we do not see an editorial, 
an op-ed column, or a lengthy news article about events in that incinerating country. Since the new "reform" Tri-carmeral constitution 
became effective in September 1984, mainstream American press coverage of South Africa has been steady. 

But has quantity been accompanied by quality? This ISSUE BRIEF focuses on apartheid and the media. The first of two essays 
examines the nature of news coverage of South Africa by the U.S. press over the past year. To limit the scope, it looks at selected 
newspapers (mainly the Washington Post and the New York Times and network television programs ('Nightline" and "Sixty 
Minutes"). The second essay, which has a South Afican focus, looks at how the media fares under apartheid. 

The ISSUE BRIEF begins with an interview of Roger Wilkins who has long been involved in both journalism and South African 
Issues. Wilkins, author and journalist, has served on the editorial page staffs of both the Times and the Post and has served as an editor 
at the Washington Star. He is currently writing/or various publications, including the Village Voice, and is a Senior Fellow at both the 
Institute for Policy Studies and the Joint Center for Political Studies. He is also a member of the Steering Committee of the Free South 
Africa Movement. 

"In the beginning, the 
press couldn't even under
stand the anti-ae.artheid 
protests. People like [col
umnists] Joseph Kraft and 
Richard Cohen were writ
iL that it was just a bunch 
o civil rights people out 
t ere who should stick to 
[protesting] budget cuts in 
domestic programs.'' 

Roger Wilkins 

Have yQu been satisfied with media coverage of South 
African issues over the past year? 
WILKINS: No, I have not. The past year saw in this country 
the birth of the Free South Africa Movement. Now, I think 
that the FSAM, with the exception of the Jackson 
campaign, is arguably the most important initiative 
undertaken by black private citizens since Martin Luther 
King died, and it's one of the most successful. 

In the beginning, the press couldn't even understand it. 
People like (columnists) Joseph Kraft and Richard Cohen 
were writing that it was just a bunch of civil rights people out 
there who should stick to (protesting) budget cuts in 
domestic programs. Randall Robinson in no sense of the 
word can be described as a "civil rights person." He spent 
maybe one year as a poverty lawyer in Roxbury after he 
graduated from Harvard. He came down here many years 
ago and worked for (Rep.) Bill Clay; with the Africa Affairs 
sub-committee of the . Foreign Affairs Committee when 
(Rep.) Charlie Diggs chaired it; and for the last eight years 
he has run TransAfrica. So in every re&pect he is a foreign 
policy professional. With the rest of us, (M:i,ry Frances 
Berry, Walter Fauntroy, Sylvia Hill, Wilkins), they look as 
us and just see one dimension .. .. The fact is that all of us have 

cared about South Africa; it is a large part of the historical 
black foreign policy interest. 

Once it (the FSAM) took off, there were protests around 
the country in 28 cities and they (the press) had to pay 
attention to this anti-apartheid stuff .... You began to ger 
articles in major magazines like Newsweek and People 
which gave the impression that the whole movement was 
spontaneous, that it sort of strang full-grown from the 
consciousness of white America when, in fact, black 
Americans created it, started it, kept it alive .... The only 
newspaper that came close to seeing it for what it was was 
the Washington Post: but even it treated the Phenomenon as 
a Metro desk story. Sometimes they put in the" A" section it 
is linked with something else. The New York Times has 
virtually ignored the story, not only what is happening here 
but when there were daily arrests of lots of people in New 
York. They've missed the story. I've had to write a number 
of op-ed page pieces which have been designed to be 
corrective. 

With the exception of the atrocious pro-apartheid 
propaganda piece that "Sixty Minutes" did in December, 
TV has been somewhat better. We've had a pretty consistent 
effort .... NBC News back in April did a good solid piece on 
the nightly news. ABC did a good piece the day we were all 
rearrested. "Nightline" has been good. Randall has been on 
"This Morning with David Brinkley." 

But the press still doesn't do a very good job in covering 
"black things." When you get past the big national papers, 
it's pretty pitiful. 

How do you think the press has covered developments 
within South Africa itself? 
WILKINS: By and large, South Africa was a back-burner 
issue, and even the new constitution wasn't a big story 
initially. What made it a big story subsequently was the 
combination of Tutu's winning the Nobel Prize, the 



continuing low-level agitation there last fall about the 
constitution, and our protests here. By the time the unrest 
really got rolling, our protests had made editors sensitive to 
South Africa. But you see, it's easy to dismiss the oppression 
of people who are not like you, who do not look like you; 
and it's not just white people who are like that. 111 bet you 
not one black person in a hundred would be able to tell you 
who Anatoly Scharansky is. 
You visited and have written about South Africa, as has 
William Raspberry. Kenneth Walker went over with 
"Nightline." Have there been other blacks covering South 
Africa? 
WILKINS: I don't think there have been any other blacks 
there recently. Les Payne of Newsday has been down there 
and he's written about it. But it boils down to the judgements 
of editors, and they're basically white. 
Does this prevent black South Africans from speaking freely 
to American journalists? 
WILKINS: Good reporters will develop good sources. 
Moreover it is in the interest of blacks in South Africa to tell 
as much of their story as possible. 
How did you first learn about South Africa? 
WILKINS: When I was about 14 or so, I read a book called 
Cry, the Beloved Country. They made it into a play called 
"Lost in the Stars" starring Canada Lee, who lived in (my) 
building. We. had the music, and it was wonderful. I used to 
listen to it over and over. Leaming more about South 
African society--its history, politics, race relations, and 
culture--was a natural progression from this facination with 
Alan Paton's moving novel and the play. 
Besides daily news coverage, how do you think the media 
does with feature stories on South Africa, stories to capture 
the texture of lives there? 
WILKINS: They're trying. There was a wrenching story in 
the P.ost about the family of the woman, the informant, who 
was killed. But it is really hard for white journalists to get 
that. The people they gravitate toward are the political 
people, not the ordinary citizens. 
How does the South African government affect media 
coverage? 
WILKINS: They tell lies; fundamentally, they tell lies. 
However, they deceive no one but themselves. If you start 
with the premise that genetically you are better than other 
human beings, you're already in the realm of irrationality. 
Then to rationalize your brutality, you take it to lower levels 
of self deceit ... 
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Pretoria spends a lot of money to sugar-coat apartheid for 
the public in the West .. Here in the U.S. they have a very 
expensive public relations/ legal apparatus going. It is aimed 
at having Americans believe that: a), they're making 
changes; b), apartheid is not as bad as it seems; and c),justice 
and equality would translate into chaos, mismanagement, 
and inter-tribal repression. 
What about the United States government? 
WILKINS: The U.S . government-the Reagan 
administration-also lies, in my view, in that the 
"constructive engagement" policy is motivated by things 
they can't say publicly .. . They can talk about the anti
communist interest. The one thing they cannot admit to is 
flat-out racism. Any administration that mounts an all-out 
assault on civil rights at home and on programs for poor 
Americans is surely not going to work against the 
enslavement of blacks 8,000 miles away. 

And doing business in South Africa is very profitable. 
One of the key requirements for high profits is very cheap 
labor, semi-slave labor. Most of the people who do business 
in South Africa are wealthy contributors to Reagan and the 
Republicans. A few are even their personal friends .... So all 
three of them Pretoria, Washington, big business have to do 
a lot of lying. When you've got big lying machines throwing 
fuzz in the faces and minds of people, you've got a hard job 
_trying to Jet the truth out. 
What should the particular function be, if any, of journalism 
in this or any other struggle? 
WILKINS: It ought to tell the truth; however it's really hard 
to tell the truth with these forces at work. The central tenet 
of journalism is simple: Be objective. A relevant dictionary 
definition of 'objective' is " ... expressing facts without 
distortion arising from one's personal feelings or prejudice." 
But only a small percentage of what a reporter gathers 
actually appears in the final product. The reporter is 
continually choosing what is important and what is not. 
Editors are always deciding what constitutes a story and 
what does not. Even with a cautious eye cast toward 
"objectivity," one places value and selects fr . .::ts according to 
systems of belief and priorities. We're ali culture-bound. 
This is not to malign reportorial integrity. It is simply to 
assert a central fact: we are all individuals with families 

' hometowns, and differing perspectives on the world. We 
cannot help but bring these to our work, whether we are 
affirming those backgrounds or fighting against them. 

Editor's Note: A number constraints and 
unforeseen developments-particularly 
inf ormaflonai requests resulting from the Free 
South Africa Movement-has delayed 
productwn of this ISSUE BRIEF. It may 
therejore contain facts and analyses that 
occurred after the publication date cited on the 
first plige. 



SOUTH AFRICA: THE MEDIA UNDER APARTHEID 

he anti-apartheid struggle in the U.S. has faced both open 
and hidden criticism largely from right wing conservatives 
and others who-knowingly or not-continue to attempt to 
defend and protect apartheid, or at the very least, buy time 
for this "crime against humanity." One of the countless tools 
employed by the right wing in this excercise is the argument 
that apartheid South Africa has numerous admirable 
qualities. In particular, it has been claimed ad nauseam that 
the South African media is the freest on the continent. This 
has formed part of a larger argument that TransAfrica has 
termed "the authoritarian repression preferability theory." 
This argument is well articulated by Jean Kirkpatrick and 
George Will, arguably the two intellectuals with the most 
influence on the Reagan administration. 

A shallow look at the South African media may seem to 
support the claimed freedom enjoyed by the South African 
press. For one thing, newspapers seem to proliferate quite 
freely in South Africa. For another, South African 
newspapers do cover some incidents in far greater depth 
than do their American counterparts. Two examples ought 
to suffice: The first is the coverage of the 21November1984 
arrests in Washington that led to the birth of the Free South 
Africa Movement. While the Johannesburg Star announced 
the incident by splashing banner headlines, the Washington 
Post buried it in the Style section, and some American 
newspapers did not bother to carry the story. 

The second example concerns Nelson Mandela's rejection of 
P. W. Botha's offer of conditional personal freedom. Zindzi 
Mandela publicly announced her father's refusal at a 
Soweto rally on 10 February 1985. It was well covered by 
black South African newspapers, most of which carried the 
Mandela message verbatim. American newspapers, on the 
other hand, devoted very small amounts of obscurely placed 
page space to the story. Because of its obvious importance, 
Mandela's message is reproduced below in its entirety. 

• "/am a member of the African National Congress. I have always been a 
member of the African National Congress and will remain a member of the 
African National Congress until the day I die. Oliver Tambo is much more 
than a brother to me. He is my greatest friend and comrade for nearly 50 
years. If there is any one amongst you who cherishes by freedom, Oliver 
Tambo cherishes it more, and I know that he would give his life to see me 
free. There is no difference between his views and mine. 

I am surprised at the conditions that the government wants to impose on 
me. I am not a violent man. My colleagues and I wrote in 1951 to Malan 
asking for a round table conference to find a solution to the problems of our 
country, but that was ignored. When strijdom was in power, we made the 
same offer. A gain it was ignored. When JI erwoerd was in power we asked 
for a national convention for all the people in South Africa to decide on 
their future. This, too, was in vain. 

It was only then when al/other forms of resistance were no longer open to 
us that we turned to armed struggle. Let Botha show that he is different to 
Malan, Strijdom and Jlerwoerd. Let him renounce violence. Let him say 
that he will dismantle apartheid. Let him unban the people's organisation, 
the African National Congress. Let him free all who have been imprisoned, 
banished or exiled/or their opposition to apartheid. Let him guarantee free 
political activity so that people may decide who will govern them. 

I cherish my own freedom dearly, but I care even more/or your freedom. 
Too many have suffered/or the love of freedom. I owe it to their widows, to 
their orphans, to their mothers and to their fathers who have grieved and 
wept for them. Not only I have suffered during these long, lonely, wasted 
years. I am not less life-loving than you are. But I cannot sell my birthright, 
nor am I prepared to sell the birthright of the people to be free. I am in 
prison as the representdtive of the people and of your organisation, the 
African National Congress, which was banned. 

What freedom am I being offered while the organisation of the people 
remains banned? What freedom am I being offered when I may be arrested 
on a pass offence? What freedom am I being offered to live my life as a 
family with my dear wife who remains in banishment in Bran<Qort? What 
freedom am I being offered when I must ask for permission to live in an 
urban area? What freedom am I being offered when I need a stamp in my 
pass to seek work? What freedom am I being offered when my very South 
African citizenship is not respected? 

Only free men can negotiate. Prisoners cannot enter into contracts. 
Herman Toivo ja Toivo, when/reed. never gave any undertaking, nor was 
he called upon to do so. I cannot and will not give any undertaking at a time 
when I and you, the people, are not free. Your freedom and mine cannot be 
separated. I will return." 

Despite these superficial impressions, logic suggests/and 
empirical evidence proves that the media in apartheid South 
Africa is as controlled and manipulated as anywhere else. 
Specifically, four aspects of the media under apartheid 
clearly demonstrate this. These are: 

the elaborate 1egal' tramework for dealing with 
embarrassing political incidents and figures; 

the government's ownership and control of the South 
African Broadcasting Corporation (SABC); 

the putting of critical newspapers o~t of business; and 

the harassment of journalists whether working for foreign 
or local news organizations. 

•'Legal' Framework: The media is a prime target of the web 
of 1aws' that Pretoria maintains to deal with challenges to 
apartheid. Central among these is the infamous Internal 
Security Act, ISA. The ISA was made more repressive in 
1982, shortly after the Reagan administration had signalled 
its support by implementing the policy of "constructive 
engagement." . . 
A second apartheid law used to suppress the media is the 
Publications Act No 42 of 1974. In 1979, months after the 
Muldergate scandal (see below) broke, Pretoria introduced 
yet another anti-media 'law'. It was designed to suppress 
investigation and reporting of government corruption 
without the prior approval of the same government! These 
are only three of the anti-press 'laws' in South Africa. 
Indeed, press restrictions pertaining to military matters 
alone fill a 270-page volume. 

Under the ISA and other 1aws', news 
organizations in South Africa are prohibited from (a) 
covering incidents ranging from peaceful funerals to violent 
clashes between the security forces and those opposing 
apartheid; and (b) publishing the names, pictures, or 
pronouncements of persons who are jailed, detained, or 
banned for opposing apartheid; (c) reporting on prisons or 
their inmates; and (d) publishing -- without government 
approval -- stories about government corruption. 

• State Media Ownership: The Pretoria r'egime owns the 
SABC. It excercises tight control through a diverse group of 
tools: policy formulation; funding; personnel appointment; 
and program content. Beyond this, Pretoria has consistently 
attempted to buy controlling ownership in foreign news 
organizations. The 'Muldergate' scandal involving former 
minister Connie Mulder, is but one example. Pretoria has 
targeted the U.K. and the U.S.-the two countries that do 
more economically to keep apartheid in place then any 



others. Interestingly, the Reagan administration, which 
pulled out of UNESCO in part because of UNESCO's 
alleged support of state ownership of news media, has not 
found it necessary to criticize Pretoria's ownership of the 
SABC or London's ownership of the BBC. 

Because of its extensive reach and impact, the Muldergate 
scandal which erupted in 1979 and has been appropriately 
compared to Watergate, deserves further elaboration here. 
In 1972, Pretoria set up a secret $74 million fund. It was 
meant to start a program of disinformation aimed at 
improving apartheid's image abroad. The number of 
projects and activities the program undertook is astounding. 
Projects fell under the following categories: bribery of 
foreign officials; contributions to foreign . political 
campaigns; and attempts to buy influential news 
organizations both in South Africa and abroad. In the U.S. 
(which was a prime target) alleged secret activities 
undertaken during the disinformation campaign included: 

- $250,000 to finance Roger Jepsen's defeat of 
apartheid critic and incumbent Dick Clark m 
Iowa's senate race; 

•Unspecified contribution toward the defeat of 
another anti-apartheid critic, John Tunney of 
California; 

.. successtul purchase of: the Sacramento Union; 
-an unsu~cessful $25 million attempt to buy The 

Washington Star; 
.. contributions to the campaigns of Daniel Patrick 

Moynihan, Birch Bayh, and Ed Koch; 
• $300,000 to establish a lecture series at Northern 

Michigan University; 
.. paid junkets to South Africa for editors; and 
.. paid pro-apartheid speeches by prominent 

Americans around the U.S. 

Americans who have been widely associated with promoting 
apartheid Pretoria's interests include: former President 
Gerald Ford; John McGoff, head of the Panax and other 
newspapers, who is also a close friend of Ford and of Mulder 
with whom lie owns a farm in South Africa; and Sydney 
Baron, owner and operator of the 14th largest PR firm in the 
U.S. 
In South Africa, the Muldergate activities included: an 
unsuccessful attempt to buy The Rand Daily Mail; the use of 
more than $30 million to subsidize the conservative 
newspaper, The Citizen which is published in Johannesburg 
and is strongly pro-apartheid; and payment of over $450,000 
annually to the conservative Christian League of South 
Africa, with the money being meant to spread 
disinformation about Marxist ties to the World Council of 
Churches. The Muldergate scandal broke when a 
Johannesburg Sunday Express reporter uncovered 
corruption, embezzlement, purchases of mansions and 
lavish living among the disinformation program officials at 
South Africa's Information Department. Knowledgeable 
?bserve_rs believe that the repercussion from Muldergate 
1rrevers1bly altered the Afrikaner political landscape. 
Among the political casualties were: 

•John Voster who resigned first as Prime Minister, 
and later as the ceremonial State President; 

·Connie Mulder who resigned as Information 
Minister and lost his virtually guaranteed chance of 
suceeding Vorster as Prime Minister; 

• Eschel Rhoodie, Mulder's deputy who fled to the 
America's and Europe and was later repatriated 
from France; and 

• G(!n. Henrik van den Bergh, who lost his job as 
head of South Africa's secret police. 

While current State President P. W. Botha appeared to have 
escaped political damage and to have benefitted from the 
Muldergate scandal, some allegations were made 
concerning his involvement. It is therefore interesting that in 
September 1985, Botha recreated the information 
department, placed it in the foreign affairs ministry, and put 
Deputy Foreign Affairs Minister, Louis Nel, in charge. 

• Silencing Critical News Organizations: A third way the 
apartheid regime controls the press involves the use of 
various means to shut down news organizations that are 
cri.tical of apartheid. Sometimes the news organization is 
banned. A variation on this tactic is the banning of a 
publication without the banning of the organization which 
produces it. A most recent case was the banning of 
Newsweek's special September edition on South Africa. At · 
other times, Pretoria is more subtle; it uses it influence and 
power to deny advertising revenues to an irritating news 
organization. On occassion this is carried so far that the new 
organization goes out of business as did the Rand Daily 
Mail, this year. 

• Harassing Journalists: Almost daily, the South African 
government directly attacks journalists working in South 
Africa. A journalist's citizenship usually determines which 
of the numerous intimidation methods will be used against 
her. South African citizens may be detained, arrested, or 
banned as in the case of Donald Woods. Foreigners are 
usually expelled . Raiding journalists' offices and 
confiscating papers and equipment are applied to both 
South African and foreign journalists alike. 

Among other South African journalists and writers who 
have been banned are Zwelakhe Sisulu, Phil Mtimkulu, Joe 
Thloeloe, Charles Ngakula, Mathatha Tsedu, Mari 
Subramoney, and Vuyisile Mdleleni. 

Individually and collectively, these for considerations show 
that Pretoria maintains an iron grip on the media. Logic 
indicates quite clearly that the regime's objective is to 
protect apartheid by distorting and rationing the 
information about it that is available to both South Africans 
and foreigners alike. 

" ... I am not less life-loving than you are. 
But I cannot sell my birthright, nor am I 
prepared to sell the birthright of the people 
to be free. I am in prison as the 
representative of the people and of your 
organisation, the African National 
Congress, which was banned." 

Nelson Mandela 



AMERICAN MEDIA COVERAGE 

Serious discussion of South Africa in the U.S. media 
has often been dominated by pieces that tacked it on to 
other issues-the functionality of black African govern
ments, the civil rights movement in the United States
beyond the point of providing helpful context. The Free 
South Africa Movement, for example, was rarely dis
cussed as a movement in and of itself. Washington Post 
columnist Richard Cohen called it "the old civil rights 
leadership ... reverting to symbolism." The Washington 
Times became obsessed with American protest against 
apartheid, bringing out what was essentially the same col
umn, week after week, by different authors: Joseph So
bran, Smith Hempstone, other editorial staff. These 
pieces, which erroneously accused the FSAM of ignoring 
repression in other parts of Africa, were at times accom
panied by grotesque caricatures of black leaders and is
sues which only leave one wondering what ulterior mo
tives might be behind them. 

Much to their credit, the New York Times and the Post 
kept South Africa in the news; for the most part, a reader 
could keep up to date with the daily atrocities in that 
country. But there often seemed to be little rhyme or 
reason to story placement: whether the reader would find 
accounts of the day's violence on the front page or on 
page A24. Moreover, the legal contexts for various ac
tions and statements were not always made clear. Given 
the draconian nature of the South African system of 'jus
tice,' this sort of information would be extremely enlight
ening to readers. 

One would hope for more feature stories that would get 
behind the statistics and humanize the struggle. However, 
reporters-Allister Sparks, Glenn Frank~), Alan Cow
ell-being as few as they are, have been kept busy with 
the day to day chronicling of how many shot, how many 
detained., how many missing. 

Nevertheless, the op-ed pages of the newspapers did 
provide some of the required useful analysis. Stephen 
Rosenfeld ~nd William Raspberry wrote a:gularly for the 
Post, as did Anthony Lewis for the Times. The perspec
tives at times differed, but all three men have visited 
South Africa and demonstrated an interest in the country 
over the years. Raspberry, in particular, touched on a 
variety of topics: the American Bar Association contro
versy over recognizing the "homelands;" an interview 
with Randall Robinson; as well as a piece titled "Tell 
Your Children About Apartheid." The Times featured a 
range of outside voices: child psychiatrist Robert Coles; 
Rep . John Conyers; and IBM president John Akers. 

Editorials in both papers appeared frequently, but often 
they seemed uninformed by black sources, both in and out 
of South Africa. It was easy to write that apartheid was 
offensive and it's manifestations, horrific. But, frequently 
editorial language became less forceful, and editorial 
thought, less inventive, when it came to suggesting what 
the United States should do. Concrete solutions were few 
and far between. 

Percy Qoboza, the South African journalist and Nei
man Fellow, served as a guest editor-in-residence at the 
Washington Star and in late 1980 wrote the series, "South 

Africa Today: A Nation in Torment." He filled page after 
page with still relevant information. He wrote with inside 
knowledge about what it means to be black in a country 
where the central issues are so explicitly racial and eco
nomic justice. The series is a helpful compendium of facts 
on the country's legal system, and there is an urgency to it 
that few current pieces approach, even in this atmosphere 
of unprecedented violence. 

The power of photography could also be abused, how
ever. This was evidenced by "Sixty Minutes" in a 16 
December 1984 feature. This provoked an appropriately 
strongly worded letter from Randall Robinson in which he 
discussed the substantative and structural problems with 
the piece. It would be easy to call the mis-statements and 
misleading use of facts "naive." But the show had access 
to the very best research and resources that CBS' money 
and power could buy. Information does not have to be 
dead wrong to be dangerous. 

In contrast, Nightline's one-week broadcast from 
South Africa was, despite some flaws, an extraordinary 
event. For a solid week, viewer listened to South African 
laborers, church leaders, citizens, both black and white, 
speaking to the extent that healthy fear of reprisal would 
allow. Black U. S. correspondent Kenneth Walker went 
into black areas and brought to the public faces and voices 
we had never encountered before. With so many opposing 
voices, so much misinformation to correct, so much heat, 
the limited time was a frustrating constraint, but the hu
man drama was unmatched. 

As the Nety Republic observed, the Nightline broad
casts " ... raised in pure form the problem of complicity 
in the coverage of evil.'' One could argue that illegitimate 
stands were treated as legitimate sides of an argument and 
that pure racism simply ought not be given a forum. In his 
efforts to be both fair and moderately polite, Koppel let a 
few unfortunate misstatement by President Botha's stand 
uncorrected. The most outrageous was perhaps the fol
lowing: "I will in short tell you that I have the cooperation 
of the vast majority of black South Africans in this coun
try.'' But there were also these moments: Qoboza asking 
white journalist Otto Krause, "You are so superior, that 
you know better than me about my own people?" Winnie 
Mandela, consciously defying her banning order to be 
interviewed. An_ Uitenhage witness describing the massa
cre: "The police that stayed there hit him, and hit. ... And 
the blood, you can see yourself, is the blood over there.'' 
The broadcasts helped us "see for ourselves" what is 
going on in that country. 

It will be very telling to see what happens when the 
conflagration in South Africa has burnt itself out in some 
way, as it inevitably must. Is the struggle becoming an 
issue that can excuse the public from learning about and 
taking an interest in other Third World countries? With its 
1983 invasion over, Grenada is now good only for anniver
sary articles. "We Are the World" and "Live Aid" have 
come and gone as media events, but African hunger and 
its causes still remain. Is South Africa today's "Third 
World story" that will fade from the American conscious
ness to make room for the next crisis? D 

' I 
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A Quarterly Journal of Opinion on Africa and the Caribbean 

TRANSAFRICA FORUM is a quarterly journal of opinion on 
matters pertaining to Africa and the Caribbean. The journal 
presents an independent review of differing perspectives on 
political, economic and cultural issues affecting black com
munities globally. The intent of the journal is to provide an 
expanded analytical framework which can be useful to a broad 
audience with a continuing commitment to African and Carib
bean advancement. 
"TRANSAFRICA FOR UM publications produce news and in
formation which have been often exclusive, provocative, and 
very helpful in our deliberations." 

Paul Tsongas (D-Mass.) 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee 

Please enter my subscription for: TRANSAFRICA FORUM 

ADDRESS 

CITY _______ STATE 

"TransAfrica Forum's ISSUE BRIEFS and TRANS
AFRICA FOR UM JOURNAL are among the best in
formative and insightful writings on African and 
Caribbean affairs available to readers today." 

Andrew Young 
Mayor, Atlanta, Georgia 

"TransAfrica Forum's ISSUE BRIEF provides the 
black nation with the most pertinent, concise, and sub
stantive information on development in Africa and the 
Caribbean. " 

Walter E. Fauntroy 
Member of Congress, 

District of Columbia 

"We have found TRANSAFRICA FOR UM publica
tions to be of great significance to the research efforts 
of both f acuity and graduate students. We recommend 
them very, very highly. 

Dr. Robert Cummings 
Chairman, African Studies 

Department 
Howard University 

*Subscription includes 4 J our
nals and monthly Issue Briefs. 

Individual 

o I Year - $20.00 
0 2 Years- 35.00 
D 3 Years- 50.00 

lnslitutions 

Organizational Affiliation ________________ _ _ _ ___ __ _ o I Year - $35.00 
O 2 Years- 65.00 
D 3 Years-- 95.00 Mail Check & Subscription Form To: Transaction Periodicals Consortium 

Dept.. #9001 

545 Eighth Street, S.E., Suite 200 
Washington, D.C. 20003 

Rutgers University 
New Brunswick, N .J. 08903 

Add overseas postage ot: 
$ 8.00 annually for surface 
$30.00 annually for airmail 

TransAfrica Forum 
Non-Profit 

Organization 
U.S. Postage 
, PAID 

\ 


	ta forum 4 3 85 p10001
	ta forum 4 3 85 p20001
	ta forum 4 3 85 p30001
	ta forum 4 3 85 p40001
	ta forum 4 3 85 p50001
	ta forum 4 3 85 p60001

