












































a staff of 30, responds to 700 information
requests each month, and has developed
more than 150 pieces of model legislation
ranging from education to tax policy. It
maintains legislative task forces on every
important state policy issue, including
education, health care, tax and fiscal
policy, and criminal justice.*

Religious Sector
Organizations:

The Institute on Religion and Democracy
(IRD), founded in 1982, believes that “the
National and World Councils of churches
are theologically and politically flawed.” Its
early focus was international, supporting
US foreign policy in Central America dur-
ing the Reagan years. Today, IRD publishes
Faith and Freedom and monitors “main-
liners and other Christian groups that of-
ten claim to speak for millions but really
represent only an extreme few.”

m The Institute on Religion and Public
Life and the Acton Institute for the Study
of Religion and Liberty both seek to in-
fluence the religious community through
seminars, colloquia, sponsored research,
book projects, newsletters, and journals.
They work to instill a stronger appreciation
of the morality of capitalism in the US and
around the world. To counter “the clergy’s
disturbing bias against the business com-
munity and free enterprise,” the Acton In-
stitute runs three-day conferences for semi-
narians and divinity students to “introduce
them to the moral and ethical basis of free
market economies.” In 1995, it also launched
a national welfare reform initiative to help
shape national policy debates, believing that
“churches and private individuals and or-
ganizations, not the government, can best
help change peoples lives.”

Other national think tanks, both large
and small, have decried the national moral
decay and blamed teenage pregnancy,
single-parent families, crime, and drugs on
ceaseless expansion of the Leviathan state.
This linkage between morality, poverty,
and government spending — consistently
propagated by a wide range of conserva-
tive orantees — has contributed to the

verall political coherence,
religious right activists and
secular fiscal conservatives.
ilure is invoked to explain
the poor, both can unite
'y agenda stressing markel
the replacement of govern-

Alternatives, The Marketplace of Ideas:
gressive Future: A Consultation with
ves (Washington, DC: Center for Policy
1995), pp. 25-29.

ment social programs with personal re-
sponsibility. As James Morone noted,
“Once the lines are drawn [between a righ-
teous us and a malevolent them], one can
forget about social justice, progressive
thinking, or universal programs. Instead
the overarching policy question becomes,
“How do we protect ourselves and our
children? Never mind health care —
build more jails.”*’

Integrated Strategy
Conservative foundations bring to their
grant making programs a clear vision and
strong political intention, funding to pro-
mote a social and public policy agenda fun-
damentally based on unregulated markets
and limited government. They have cre-
ated and anchored key institutions, con-
centrating their resources to sustain and
expand a critical mass of advocacy, litiga-
tion and public policy groups working on
the right of US politics and culture. The
results have been cumulative and impres-
sive. Scholars develop the intellectual ba-
sis for conservative social perspectives and
policy views. Conservative think tanks and
advocacy organizations produce hun-
dreds of policy reports, briefings, action
alerts, monographs and analyses on mat-
ters both broad and specific, from national
fiscal policy to regulatory reform. Business-
sponsored law firms pursue strategic liti-
gation to advance conservative legal prin-
ciples. Conservative media outlets profile
policy approaches and proposals to in-
form and mobilize opinion while attack-
ing the political and journalistic main-
stream. And fellowships, internships, and
leadership training programs create an ef-
fective pipeline for moving young conser-
vatives into the fields of law, economics,
government and journalism.

Further leveraging their investments,
the 12 foundations have targeted their
grants to support activities and projects
intended to bring conservative scholars,
policy analysts, grassroots leaders, and
public officials into frequent contact with
each other. Think tank leaders attend
meetings to learn how to use new informa-
tion and communication technologies for
greater public opinion and policy impact.
Grassroots activists are linked by satellite
to training conferences focusing on how
best to frame issues for public consump-
tion. Students are subsidized Lo partici-
pate in public policy programs that teach
them the essentials of free market econom-

23. James A. Morone, “The Corrosive Politics of Virtue,” The
American Prospect 26, May/June 1996, p. 30.
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ics and place them in think tanks, advo-
cacy organizations, law firms and media
outlets for further training. And organi-
zations and projects are supported to
build linkages and communication be-
tween grant making institutions and
grant recipients.

In funding a policy movement rather
than specific program areas, these 12 foun-
dations distinguish themselves fron the
philanthropic mainstream, which has long
maintained a pragmatic, non-ideological
and field-specific approach to the grant
making enterprise. The success of conser-
vative foundation grantees in developing
and marketing both general principles and
specific policy proposals has also been en-
hanced by the institutional weaknesses of
those who would place alternative policies
on the table for political debate.

The political implications and policy
consequences of this imbalance have been
profound. First, the heavy investments
that conservative foundations have made
in New Right policy and advocacy institu-
tions have helped to create a supply-side
version of American politics in which cer-
tain policy ideas find their way into the
political marketplace regardless of existing
citizen demand. Second, the multiplica-
tion of institutional voices marketing con-
servative policies and policy approaches
has resulted in policy decisions with disas-
trous and disproportionate consequences
for low income constituencies.

The strategic grant making of the 12
foundations offers valuable lessons for those
grant makers and others interested in na-
tional and state public policy matters. Seven
stand out in particular. They include:

m Understanding the importance of ide-
ology and overarching frameworks;

m Building strong institutions by provid-
ing ample general operating support and
awarding large, multi-year grants;

m Maintaining a national policy focus:

m Recognizing the importance of market-
ing, media, and persuasive communica-
tions;

m Creating and cultivating public intellec-
tuals and policy leaders;

m Funding comprehensively for social
transformation and policy change by
awarding grants across sectors, blending
research and advocacy, supporting litiga-
tion, and encouraging the public partici-
pation of core constituencies; and

m Taking a long-haul approach.

While each of these lessons alone has
funding power and significance, it is the
combination that has given conservative
philanthropy its vast clout. m
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tected for years by the laws of the coun-
try. They have been able to carry out all
their imaginative torture practices quite
undisturbed in cells and rooms all over
the country, with tacit official sanction,
and they have been given tremendous sta-
tus by the government as the men who
“protect the State from subversion.”*

Dead Eyes

Nearly 20 years later, the disciples of
death had changed very little. Steve
Biko died naked, manacled and in pain.
So did some of Paul van Vuuren and
Jacques Hechter’s victims. Donald
Woods could see death in the eyes of
Bikos torturers; there were times when
1 could see death in the eyes of Hechter
and Van Vuuren.

But the difference is that the secu-
rity policemen at the Biko inquest were
protected and guarded by the apart-
heid powers. A horrifying picture of
cruelty and brutality emerged, but the
policemen who struck the final blows
were defiant and undaunted. On the
bench was a conservative Afrikaner
magistrate, P. J. Prins, who shielded
them: “The available evidence does not
prove that the death was brought about
by any act or admission involving or
amounting to an offence on the part of
any person.”

Testilying before the TRC, Van
Vuuren and Hechter were on their own,
deserted by the politicians and many of
the generals on whose behalf they had
killed. They said that former President
E W. de Klerk lied in his own submission
to the TRC when, to widespread scepti-
cism, he declared his ignorance of state-
sanctioned terrorism: “In dealing with
the unconventional strategies from the
side of the government, I want to make
it clear from the outset that, within my
knowledge and experience, they never
included the authorization of assassina-
tion, murder, torture, rape, assault or the
like. I have never been part of any deci-
sion taken by Cabinet, the State Security
Council or any committee authorizing or
instructing the commission of such gross
violations of human rights.”

The men end their opening state-
ment with a poem from the Afrikaans
poet C. Louis Leipoldt:“Give peace and
rest to those of us who are tired of roam-
ing, Courage and patience to those of us
who are scared of dying.” Hours later,
Paul van Vuuren told the commission

4. Donald Woods, Biko (London: Penguin, 1987).
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how Andrew Makupe, Jackson Maake, and
Harold Sefola had pleaded for mercy in
the face of death.

The Joy of Murder

Is this the face of evil, I wondered as I
looked at Paul van Vuuren, dressed in
khaki clothes and stretched out on the
pink couch in the lounge of the farm-
house. “How does it feel to shoot a hu-
man being?” I asked him.

“To shoot a human being and a buck
is basically the same.” Silence. Then
he continued: “It was
exciting  days,
those years. At
times [ could not
wait to do it. They
say to kill is like
sleeping with a
woman. Its true.”

[ didn't answer
him.

“Do you under-
stand?” he asked me.

I just looked at him.
There were many things
I didn't understand. The
joy of murder and torture,
for one, but above all, why
this man had chosen to become a killer
and inflict pain and suffering on others.

I have spoken to many death squad
killers. Most, if not all, have expressed a
deep regret for what they had done and
said how sorry they were. In most cases,
they were lying.

At least Paul van Vuuren was candid.
He looked me squarely in the eyes and
admitted that he had a task, which was
to kill apartheid’s opponents. He did it,
he did it with conviction, and he isn’t
sorry. The faces and memories of his vic-
tims and his killings don’t seem to haunt
him. The only thing he regrets is that he
had lost the war, was exposed, and has
had to confess.

In Tom Stoppard’s Rosencrantz and
Guildenstern are Dead, a play on the
meaninglessness of the lives of the two
minor charactlers sent to spy on Hamlet,
Guildenstern says to Rosencrantz on the
eve of their execution: “There must be a
moment at the beginning, where we all
could have said no. But somehow we
missed it.”

Paul van Vuuren is no different from
many white Afrikaners who grew up
during the era of apartheid and were
subjected to propaganda about the ug-
liness and evil of black and the beauty
and holiness of white. Most of us partici-

pated either willingly or unwillingly in
creating the incredible pall that covered
South Afrtica at the time. I know what he
means when he talks about the effect that
the total onslaught ideology had on him.
Van Vuuren is only two years younger
than I am; we both grew up in typical
Afrikaner families and went to the same
university. Van Vuuren joined the South
African police in 1984. He said that day
after day, he and other recruits heard
about communism and the total on-
slaught.

That was the watershed year
during which our paths diverged.
I continued to work for the gov-
ernment-supporting Afrikaans

newspaper Rapport, but four years
later became co-founder of an
anti-apartheid paper, refused to
do any military service and ex-
posed the existence of the po-
lice death squads.

That was the time when
Van Vuuren should have said
no and turned back, but in-
stead he requested a transfer
to the Security Branch. He

became a killer.

Total Onslaught

When Van Vuuren reported for service
at the Northern Transvaal Security
Branch, he was called in by Brigadier
Jack Cronje.

“Yes, you duckfucker, where do you
come from?”

“I grew up on a
Warmbaths, Brigadier.”

“So can you work with kaffirs
[niggers|?”

“Yes, Brigadier.”

“Well, report to Section B.”

Section B was the unit dealing with
black activists. The unit had a network
of about 100 informants in the townships
who would provide the security police
with information about the movement,
activities and strategies of ANC and
United Democratic Front (UDF) activists
and comrades. Files would be compiled
on activists and “troublemakers “ who
needed the unit’s “attention.”

Van Vuuren said that when he arrived
at the Security Branch in April 1985, a for-
mal death squad had not yet been
founded. But there was already a great
deal of talk that a special unit was needed
to counter unrest in the townships. “One
day, Captain Flip Loots said: 'If we can
only kill these bastards, the unrest would
stop.””

farm near
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force. In 1992, 1 shot 2,000 impala buck.
I had to keep my mind occupied and find
an outlet for my adrenalin.” He said he
was very strict with his workers. If they
didn’t listen, he would “fuck them up.”
He would sometimes become so angry
that he would get heart palpitations and
gotobed.

Before he had testified to the TRC,
he had “never had a problem with labor
on the farm. Now, for the first time,
people don't want to work for me any
more. They see me on television and are
scared. People recognize me in the
streets. Some see me as a hero, but the
higher-class Alrikaner looks down on me
with contempt. It isn't fair, because I also
killed for them.”

He seems quite bitter that all is not
forgiven despite the decision he and other
police made to confess to the TRC “with
a purpose of cleansing our souls from the
darkness of the past, and to let the truth
be spoken about our deeds.”

Truth/Reconciliation?
Many of the victims are also bitter. Sizwe
Kondile had just completed his law stud-
ies and fathered his first child when
apartheid assassin Dirk Coetzee mur-
dered him and threw his body on a pyre
of tires and wood. As the corpse sizzled
and slowly turned to ashes, Coetzee and
his compatriots in the Vlakplaas death
squad sat nearby and gorged themselves on
meat and brandy. “It was just another job
to be done,” he said. “We would have our
own little braai [barbeque] and just keep
on drinking ... Hell, we didn’t care. It
wasn't as if we had killed human beings.”

During his amnesty hearing, Coetzee
turned toward Charity Kondile, Sizwe’s
mother. “I ask your forgiveness. I am sorry
for what 1did,” he said.” Kondiles legal rep-
resentative read the reply: “You said that
you would like to meet Mrs. Kondile and
look her in the eye. She asked me to tell
you that she feels it is an honor ... you do
not deserve. If you are really sorry, you
would stand trial for the deeds you did.”
A long uncomfortable silence filled the hall.
The judges, the legal representatives, the
audience, everybody, looked distraught —
the only movement was that of Dirk
Coetzee as he slowly turned away and
clutched his fists.

In an interview afterward, Kondile
said: “It is easy for [Nelson] Mandela
and [Desmond] Tutu to forgive ... they
lead vindicated lives. In my life nothing,

5. Mail and Guardian (Johanneshurg), Feb. 7, 1997.

not a single thing, has changed since my
son was burnt by barbarians ... nothing.
Therefore, 1 cannot forgive.”

After anti-apartheid leader Ruth
First was assassinated, her daughter,
Gillian Slovo, began the long search for
her mothers killers. It led her to one of
Johannesburg’s industrial areas, where
she confronted a man who “must have
been all of twenty stone: his head looked
tiny, perched as it was on top of all that
fat.” He was Craig Williamson, former
commander of the Security Branch’s for-
eign section and member of the
President’s Council, who has asked for
amnesty for blowing up Ruth First with
a parcel bomb in 1982 ¢

“I was in the loop that killed your
mother,” he said.

“Loop? What was he talking about? A
baton race? A high-tech circuit? Or a
group of men sitting in Pretoria’s
Wachthuis working out ways to rid
themselves of Ruth?

What about the bureaucrats who did all
the apartheid paperwork needed in or-
der to classify, remove, disinherit, and
control? Judges and magistrates that ig-
nored the pleas of tortured detainees
and absolved the inquisitors and kill-
ers? The Afrikaans churches that were
nothing but the National Party at
prayer? Big business that grew elephan-
tine off cheap labor? Newspaper editors
who helped to cover up and hide the
truth? And yet, there is scant moral
outcry by white South Africans about
what was done in their names. Little
condemnation of E W. de Klerk and his
predecessors who used their money to
prop up and fund their death squads.
Less understanding of the pain and suf-
fering laid bare at the TRC. “We didn't
know ... why must I feel guilty about
something I knew nothing about? ... E'W.
de Klerk didn’t know about it, how
were we supposed to know?”
When the TRC
was set up in No-

“I was very frustrated after I had
left the [police] force. In 1992, I
shot 2,000 impala buck. I had to
keep my mind occupied and find
an outlet for my adrenalin.”

vember 1995, the
nation was looking
for an essential ges-
ture to take it be-
yond the scape-
goating. To start
with, the country
wanted what post-
war Germany got
when Willy Brandt
went down on his

“ .. 1 was seized by anger. Perhaps
stabbing would have been easier than sit-
ting and listening to this bully’s bloodless
tale of murder ... those other qualities
that I'd been searching for — regret, re-
pentance, or conscience — had been
conspicuously absent.”

As the TRC ended its forum in which
the victims who survived listened while
the perpetrators confessed their crimes
and pled for amnesty, questions about
South Alfrica’s future hung in the air. How
are we going to deal with narrow culpa-
bility and broad responsibility, about
where the essential guilt for the country’s
shameful past lies?

What about the majority of white
South Africans who were the complicit
and silent beneficiaries of apartheid? Not
just whites, but the many Joe Mamaselas
who collaborated, informed, and served?

6. Gillian Slovo, Every Secret Thing (New York: Little,
Brown and Company, 1997).

knees at the War-

saw Ghetto memo-
rial and asked the world for forgiveness.
They needed reconciliation and the
quest for forgiveness to come from the
heart. But what they had hoped for will
never be. F W. de Klerk’s “big denial” has
not only brought Desmond Tutu to the
brink of tears, but has left the people of
South Africa further apart than ever be-
fore.

The TRC is uncovering a large chunk
of our past, but has been less success-
ful in achieving reconciliation, because
there has been no collective apology
from the white community for what was
committed in its name. Says Gillian
Slovo:

And yet, in the face of the displaced
responsibility and the empty justifica-
tions that the likes of [her mother’s as-
sassin] Craig Williamson produced,
forgiveness felt like just another effort,
in a long string of previous efforts, that
the victims, and not the perpetrators,
would have to make. m
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son with long experience in the field. “I've
seen it. I've been in the room.”™

Several countries abandoned Crypto
AG but failed to ensure secrecy. The 1iby-
ans switched to Gretag units after the NSA
cited secret communications to allege
Libyan involvement in the 1986 T.a Relle
disen hombing in West Rerlin. One senior
US official said the fact that the Tibyans
were making their codes morve difficnlr o
crwck would “make our job tougher.”™ But
the NSA scemed to have the Gretag hase
covered as well.

According to one knowledgeable cryp-
tographic indusiry expert, NSAs program
to ca-opt the services of encryption manu-
facturers prohably extends to all those
within reach of NSA operatives. UIS cryp-
rographic companics would be definite
candidates [or such participation. The
NSA prograu also likely extends to com-
panics in NATO and pro US countries
whirh have close relationships with
GCHQ, NSA| and the BND. Fyven neutral
countries’ firms are not off-limits to NSA
manipnlations. A [ormer Crypto AG em-
plovee confirmed that high-level US offi-
cials approached neutral Furopean coun-
tries and argued that their cooperation
was essential to the Cold War struggle
37. Shane and Bowman, op. ¢,

38. William Beecher, “Libya Reporiediy Seeking to Thwart
1S Intelligence,” Boston Globe, April 22, 1986, pp. 1, 5. See
also, “Libyans Buy Message-Coding Equipment: Fffort to

Thwart T1.S. Intelligence Leaks Leads to Swiss Firm,” Wash-
ington Post, Apr. 22,1986, p. AR
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against the Soviets. The NSA allegedly re-
ceived support from cryptographic com-
panies Crypto AG and Gretag AG in Swit-
zerland, Transvertex in Sweden, Nokia in
Finland, and even newly-privatized firms
in post-Communist Hungary ™ In 1970,
according to a secret German BND intel-
ligence paper, supplied to the author, the
Germans planned to “fuse” the operations
of three cryptographic [irms — Crypto
AG, Grattner AG (another Swiss cipher
firm). and Ericsson of Sweden.™
Securocrats often turn to the
hoogeyman of “rogue” nations in order to
justily the expense and ethical necessity of
cavesdropping on all forms of international
communication, but in reality many inter-
cepts involve messages by neutral or allied
nations. NSAs 1993 release ol the World
War I era “MAGIC” intercepts under FOIA
pressure revealed that US military intelli-
gence read not only messages by Axis na-
tions, but also intercepted and decrypted
the top secret communications of Allied
and neutral nations.*' Switzerland was
among the more than 30 countries whose
messages were being read.* Since Swiss-

39, Interviewwith former Crypto AG employee, Sept. 20, 1994.
40. Bundesnacrichtendiensi Paper dated Oct. 13,1970, para-
graph ¢.

41. Tim Weiner, “VIS Spied on Its World War [T Allies,” Newe
York Times, Aug. 11,1993, p. A9.

42. Among the countries included were Belgium, Bolivia,
Bulgaria, Chile, China, Colombia, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt,
Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Irarn, Italy, Japan, Liberia,
Larxembourg, Mexico, Netherlands, Norway, Paraguay, Peru,

made cipher machines were used by
many governments at the time, it is likely
that the US has been reading such mes-
sages for over half a century. An early ex-
ample is the use of top secret intercepts
by the US delegation to the 1945 found-
ing convention of the United Nations in
San Francisco.*!

Fifty years of intercepted communica-
tion have given the US and its co-conspira-
tors trade, diplomatic, economic and stra-
tegic advantages. By intercepting the “bot-
tom line” negotiating positions of foreign
governments, they have been able to
shape international treaties and negotia-
tions in their own favor: They will know,
for example, the exact health status of the
king of Saudi Arabia, the secret financial
transactions of the president of Peru, the
negotiating position of South Africa’s trade
delegation to the World Trade Organiza-
tion, or the anti-abortion strategy of the
Pope in the United Nations. Such infor-
mation, presented datly to the president
and the secretary of state in their intelli-
gence hrielings, is extremely useful and al-
lows the US to play high-stakes diplomatic
poker with a mirror hehind everyone else’s
back. m

Poland, Portugal, Saudi Arabia, Spain, Switzerland, Syria,
Turkey, Uruguay, Venezuela, and Yugoslavia,

43. Beichohobunsho ULTRA kokuren tanjo 50 nen me no
stingitsu (Secret US Documents on ULTRA: The Reality About
the Birth of the UN, 50 Years Later), NHK Television program
(Tokyo), Oct. 22, 1995; see also National Archives, Record
Group 457, “MAGIC Diplomatic Surnmaries.”
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