
 

 

 



 

 

 

Put people first, urges Brics-from-Below 
March 28 2013 at 01:09pm  
By NOELENE BARBEAU 
The Mercury 



 

 

INLSA 

About 500 people from various civil society organisations marched peacefully through the 
Durban city centre to the International Convention Centre, stopping at the city hall to protest 
and dance. They were followed closely by police equipped with riot gear and in armoured 
vehicles. Picture: Doctor Ngcobo 

NGOs concluded their Brics-from-Below civil society summit on Wednesday with a march to 
Durban’s International Convention Centre, where the fifth Brics Summit is being held.  

There they hand over a memorandum which was accepted by a UN Ambassador on behalf of 
the Minister of International Relations and Co-operation, Maite Nkoana-Mashabane.  

It demanded that Africa not be carved up and that south Durban should not be moved to make 
way for a dig-out port.  

“We recognise how much is at stake. We are very worried about the potential for Brics heads 
of state and 15 allies among African elites to continue the processes of neocolonial extraction 
and destruction. The best example of this, close to home, is the south Durban port expansion 
and petro-chemical investment,” the memorandum read.  

The NGOs, including the South Durban Environmental Alliance and the University of 
KwaZulu-Natal’s Centre for Civil Society, met south Durban residents at Settlers Primary 
School, where pupils’ health has been affected by pollution from industries in the area.  

“The investments being planned by Brics elites, and in particular the South African 
government, do not do much to improve people’s lives. The solution to Brics is to be found 
below, across Africa,” the memorandum read.  

The only NGO allowed to attend the main summit was Oxfam Great Britain, which works to 
overcome poverty and suffering.  

Questions  

Commenting on the summit and in particular on the planned Brics Development Bank, 
Oxfam’s Steve Price-Thomas said there were still many unanswered questions on this issue.  



“What are they going to focus on? It’s essential to put poverty reduction at the centre of its 
mission. I know the bank will focus on infrastructure, but they need to make sure the needs of 
the poor are met,” he said. Almost half of the world’s poor people, said Price-Thomas, live in 
the Brics countries, and all the Brics apart from Brazil have increasing rates of inequality.  

He added that there needed to be a better water supply in rural areas, as well as free access to 
education and health care.  

“Brics leaders are blazing a trail in reforming the global financial architecture, but the devil is 
in the detail. If the Brics Bank fights poverty and inequality it could be a big success. But if it 
focuses only on big-ticket schemes that fail to directly benefit poor people, it could do more 
harm than good,” he said.  

noelene.barbeau@inl.co.za  
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Mondoweiss   March 27, 2013  

BRICS memo: Time ‘to take decisive action against the increasing Israeli 
Occupation as well as Israel’s apartheid policies’ 
by Annie Robbins 

Over 150 protestors gathered March 26, 2013 at Speakers Corner at the 5th BRICS 
Summit taking place in Durban for the Memorandum handover. The Memorandum on 
Palestine was officially submitted to Marius Fransman, South Africa's Deputy Minister 
of International Relations and Cooperation. (more photos here) 

Yesterday the BRICS Memorandum on Palestine was officially submitted to the forum of 
emerging market powers at the 5th BRICS Summit (BRICS stands for Brazil, Russia, India, 
China, South Africa) currently taking place in Durban, South Africa. The memorandum, 
represents the will of South African civil society and political organizations including South 
Africa's largest trade union federation, COSATU. 

BDS South Africa BRICS Memorandum on Palestine: 

We now hereby call on BRICS to take decisive action against the increasing Israeli 
Occupation (and its illegal Settlement enterprise) as well as Israel's apartheid policies against 
the Palestinian people. The time has come for progressive countries that seek a peaceful and 
just world to take clear action in the interests of the oppressed Palestinians – taking such 
action would put BRICS on the side of the developing countries, on the side of the peoples of 
the world and on the right side of history. 

The significance of this presentation should not be underestimated. South Africa was 
officially admitted as a BRICS nation in 2010 after being invited by China and the other 



BRIC countries (the new capital “S” in BRICS stands for South Africa) and was once at the 
receiving end of embargos from each of the other four countries, BDS South Africa explains: 

India was one of the first countries in 1964 to have imposed a complete trade ban on 
Apartheid South Africa. All BRICS countries were part of either the 1964 and/or 1977 UN 
Security Council votes for an arms embargo on Apartheid South Africa. We thank these 
BRICS governments for their role played in our liberation through heeding and advancing 
our call for boycott, divestment and sanctions against Apartheid during the 1980s. 

BRICS summits are convened with the intention of establishing an eventual equitable multi-
polar world order. Ahead of last year's summit Chinese President Hu Jintao said BRICS 
nations were a force for world peace. Here's hoping the BRICS decide to adopt the same 
strategies for Israel the BRIC countries found applicable when dealing with Apartheid South 
Africa. 

Below is the full and complete Memorandum on Palestine published by BDS South Africa. 

  

BRICS MEMORANDUM ON PALESTINE  
MEMORANDUM: APPEAL TO BRICS TO UPHOLD INTERNATIONAL  LAW AND 
HUMAN RIGHTS OF THE PALESTINIAN PEOPLE UNDER ISRAEL I 
OPPRESSION  
  
  
- Submitted by South African civil society and poli tical organizations to the 5th 
BRICS Summit  
- Submitted by Buti Manamela to Marius Fransman 
- Durban, South Africa  
- 26 March  
 
2.  This 5th BRICS summit is held in a country that was once at the receiving end of 
generous international support and solidarity. Indeed, India was one of the first 
countries in 1964 to have imposed a complete trade embargo on Apartheid South 
Africa. All BRICS countries were part of either the 1964 and/or 1977 UN Security 
Council votes for an arms embargo on Apartheid South Africa. It is without doubt that 
South Africa’s democratization was impossible without such efforts by member 
states, thus decisive internationalism, in the interests of a just peace is proven 
crucial within the international relations system. 
 
3.  We further recall that the very principles that underpin the international legal 
obligations not to recognize, aid or assist the construction of the Israeli Separation 
Wall, the Israeli settlement enterprise and the situation created by it – namely the 
prohibition of the acquisition of territory by force, including the prohibitions against, 
and criminalization of population transfer – have been pioneered by the American 
States’ System and are applied today, among others, in the case of prohibition of 
vessels carrying the flag of Las Malvinas or transporting cargos that consolidate the 
illegal exploitation of the natural resources on the islands to dock in ports of the 
Mercosul and associated countries. 
 
 4.  As citizens and organizations of a BRICS member country, South Africa, we 



hereby call on BRICS to take effective measures to uphold international law and 
human rights of the Palestinian people under Israeli occupation, apartheid and 
colonialism. Taking such action would put BRICS on the side of the developing 
countries, on the side of the peoples of the world and on the right side of history. 

 
II. ISRAELI OCCUPATION, SETTLEMENTS AND ARMS TRADE   

“[W]hat is being done against the Palestinian people [by Israel] seems to me to be a 
version of the hideous policy of apartheid...perhaps we in the UN should consider 
following the lead of a new generation of civil society, who are calling for… boycott, 
divestment and sanctions (BDS) to pressure Israel to end its violations." (Father 
Miguel D’Escoto Brockmann, President of the United Nations General 
Assembly)  

5.  Israel has been in an illegal military occupation of the West Bank, Gaza Strip and 
Golan Heights for almost half a century now.  Israel rules over the West Bank 
through a system of racial segregation inclusive of, amongst other things, separate 
roads, the Separation Wall, separate legal systems and separate buses. Despite 
international consensus regarding the illegality of Israel’s settlement enterprise, 
including the Separation Wall, Israel continues to expand and build with impunity its 
segregated and “Jewish-only” settlements and the Separation Wall on occupied 
Palestinian land. This is particularly demonstrated by Israel's insistence to implement 
what it calls the E1-plan in East Jerusalem. All these violations are in contravention 
of basic human rights espoused in international law and make the implementation of 
a Palestinian state in the 1967 borders, as recognized by all BRICS members, 
impossible. More importantly, they render Palestinian life disposable and undignified 
and deny the Palestinian people their inalienable right to self-determination.   

 
6.  Israel has instituted racial discrimination and practices reminiscent of Apartheid 
rule in South Africa, as leading South African anti-apartheid figures have confirmed. 
In 2009, in a 300-page report commissioned by the South African government, the 
SA Human Sciences Research Council found that Israel is practicing a form of 
apartheid. Human Rights Watch and other human rights groups have subsequently 
published similar reports (see, "Separate but Unequal"). In 2011, the Russell 
Tribunal on Palestine convened in Cape Town and its Jury found Israel guilty of 
practicing apartheid, as defined in the International Convention for Suppression and 
Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid, passed in 1973. Most recently, in March 2012 
the United Nations Committee for the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD) 
made similar findings and in January 2013, the United Nations Human Rights 
Council found that there is “institutionalized discrimination” by Israel and its 
associated settlements enterprise toward the indigenous Palestinians living in the 
Occupied West Bank.  
 
7.  Israel has also imposed a cruel siege on Gaza, where it controls the land, air and 
sea borders of the Gaza Strip. Here, Israel controls all that flows in and out of the 
area including food supplies. Both the Israeli occupation and the siege have been 
condemned and declared illegal under international law. Beyond this siege Israel has 
carried out brutal and deadly attacks on the Palestinian people in Gaza. In the winter 



of 2008-2009 Israel launched military attacks against the Palestinian people in Gaza 
that resulted in the killing of more than 1400 people, including over 300 children. In 
2010, Israeli commandos boarded the Mavi Marmara ship that was carrying 
humanitarian aid to Gaza, and killed 9 humanitarian aid workers in international 
waters. In November 2012 Israel embarked on a full-scale military offensive on Gaza 
killing over 150 people, including 30 children.  
 
8.  Israel uses military force to maintain an unlawful regime of occupation, 
colonialism and apartheid, which is put in place in order to control as much land with 
as few indigenous Palestinians as possible and to prevent the Palestinian people 
from exercising their inalienable right to self-determination. This military force is 
particularly epitomised by several Western governments which were or still are 
directly complicit in the creation, development and deployment of Israel’s daunting 
nuclear threat. However, we have to denounce that BRICS member states, such as 
India as the world's biggest importer of Israeli arms and Brazil as the fifth biggest 
importer, are de facto financing today through the public money of our people the 
completely export dependent Israeli military-industrial complex. This creates 
complicity, dependency and undermines national sovereignty and the credibility of 
BRICS and its member states as possible mediators for peace. 
 
9.  In 2005, in response to Israel’s occupation, colonization and apartheid policies, 
and in view of the lack of will on the part of the official international institutions such 
as the Security Council together with other powerful countries to hold Israel to 
account, the great majority in Palestinian civil society, including all major political 
parties, issued a call to the international community, inspired by the South African 
anti-apartheid struggle, to impose Boycotts, Divestments and Sanctions (BDS) 
against Israel until it meets three obligations under international law by: 
 
-        Ending its occupation and colonization of all Arab lands occupied in June 1967 
and dismantling its illegal Wall and settlements; 
-        Recognizing the fundamental rights of the Arab-Palestinian citizens of Israel to 
full equality; and 
-        Respecting, protecting and promoting the rights of Palestinian refugees to 
return to their homes and properties as stipulated in UN Resolution 194.  
 
10.  We believe that these are just demands and that they are rooted in international 
law, as well as espoused in the values of freedom, justice and equality. In addition, 
these have been endorsed and supported by many organized formations of the 
freedom loving peoples of the world, particularly withing BRICS member. These 
organized formations include, amongst other civil society groups: trade unions, faith 
based organizations, youth structure and many more. (CUT in Brazil; COSATU, 
SACP, SACC, SASCO in South Africa; among others). 
 
 
III. APPEAL TO BRICS  
 
11.  The 2012 BRICS declaration states: 
 
“We agree that the period of transformation taking place in the Middle East and 
North Africa should not be used as a pretext to delay resolution of lasting conflicts 



but rather it should serve as an incentive to settle them, in particular the Arab-Israeli 
conflict. Resolution of this and other long-standing regional issues would generally 
improve the situation in the Middle East and North Africa. Thus we confirm our 
commitment to achieving comprehensive, just and lasting settlement of the Arab-
Israeli conflict on the basis of the universally recognized international legal 
framework including the relevant UN resolutions, the Madrid principles and the Arab 
Peace Initiative. We encourage the Quartet to intensify its efforts and call for greater 
involvement of the UN Security Council in search for a resolution of the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict. We also underscore the importance of direct negotiations 
between the parties to reach final settlement. We call upon Palestinians and Israelis 
to take constructive measures, rebuild mutual trust and create the right conditions for 
restarting negotiations, while avoiding unilateral steps, in particular settlement 
activity in the Occupied Palestinian Territories”. 
 
12.  We believe that whilst this is a strong resolution, in that it calls for greater 
involvement of the UN Security Council in search for a just resolution, we recall as 
well the critique of the incapacity of the Security Council to deal with international 
crisis, such as the criticism expressed by Brazil in the opening of the 2012 UN 
General Assembly. In the face of Israel’s blatant disregard for international law and 
international consensus (and specifically its’ unilateral settlement construction on 
Palestinian land and military attacks and control of the Palestinian people), as well 
as the continuing deadlock of the UN Security Council through inevitable US vetoes, 
it is urgent to make reliance on alternative, legitimate and democratic UN 
mechanisms. Israel must be held accountable for its actions – its arms usage and 
illegal settlement enterprise in particular.  
 
13.  Thus, a decisive consideration of the UNGA resolution ES-9/1 of 1982 stands a 
much better chance to foster the respect of international law and provides conditions 
for the negotiation process for a just peace to be realized without resorting to armed 
violence. Resolution ES-9/1 of 1982, in consideration of Israel’s total disregard of 
international law and the UN Charter, calls on all member States to apply the 
following non-violent measures: 
 
(a)    To refrain from supplying Israel with any weapons and related equipment and 
to suspend any military assistance which Israel receives from them; 
(b)    To refrain from acquiring any weapons or military equipment from Israel; 
(c)    To suspend economic, financial and technological assistance to and co-
operation with Israel; 
(d)    To sever diplomatic, trade and cultural relations with Israel; 

14.  These measures, or at least some of them, still provide a framework for power 
blocks, in an increasingly changing unipolar world, to contribute decisively to the 
democratization and peaceful resolution of conflicts without resorting to the 
aggression of armed violence. In this case, the Palestinians themselves see these 
measures as urgent, if not long overdue. 

 
15.  Most recently, in October 2012, legal expert and United Nations Special 
Rapporteur for Human Rights in the Occupied Palestinian Territories, Richard Falk, 
highlighted certain international businesses that are profiting from the Israeli 



settlement enterprise and advised that they should be boycotted, until they bring 
their operations in line with international human rights and humanitarian law and 
standards. Highlighting the activities of companies such as Caterpillar Incorporated 
of the United States, Veolia Environment of France, G4S of the United Kingdom, the 
Dexia Group of Belgium, Ahava of Israel, the Volvo Group of Sweden, the Riwal 
Holding Group of the Netherlands, Elbit Systems of Israel, Hewlett Packard of the 
USA, Mehadrin of Israel, Motorola of the USA, Assa Abloy of Sweden, and Cemex of 
Mexico, the Special Rapporteur noted that a wide range of Israeli and international 
businesses are involved in the establishment and maintenance of the Israeli 
settlements: “All Israeli settlements in the West Bank, including East Jerusalem, 
have been established in clear violation of international law,” said Mr. Falk. 
 
16.  BRICS members currently on the Human Rights Council (Brazil and India) have 
decisively contributed to a recent UN resolution that officially adopted the report by 
the January 2013 UN Human Rights Council fact-finding mission, led by French 
judge Christine Chanet, over the Israeli Settlements in the Occupied Palestinian 
West Bank, wherein the report produced by the fact-finding mission, urges 
governments and private corporations to consider economic and political sanctions 
against Israel. The UN resolution “demands that all parties concerned, including 
United Nations bodies, implement and ensure the implementation of the 
recommendations contained therein in accordance with their respective mandates;”. 
 
17.   As citizens and organizations belonging to a member state of BRICS (South 
Africa) in support of the Palestinian struggle for self-determination and in light of 
United Nations resolutions on the Occupied Palestinian Territories, as well as the 
most recent recommendations of the UN Human Rights Council, we appeal to 
BRICS member states to bring their stated support for Palestinian rights in line with 
their economic and military policies, and as a bloc, to; 
 
a.     Take immediate international action towards a mandatory comprehensive 
military embargo against Israel similar to that imp osed against apartheid 
South Africa in the past; and,  

b.     In accordance with international law, not to  enter into any trade or 
investment relations with any Israeli or internatio nal company and/or entity 
known to be part of the construction and maintenanc e of the Wall and the 
settlements or to be sourcing, or otherwise profiti ng, from trade with Israel's 
illegal settlements in the occupied Palestinian ter ritory. We urge an immediate 
ban of all Israeli companies that market settlement  products from operating in 
the BRICS countries.  
 
 
SIGNATORIES 
- Congress of South African Trade Union (COSATU) 
- South African Community Party (SACP)  
- Young Communist League of South Africa (YCL) 
- Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions against Israel in South Africa (BDS South 
Africa)  
 
Submitted to Marius Fransman, South Africa's Deputy  Minister of International 



Relations and Cooperation by Buti Manamela (South A frican Member of 
Parliament and National Secretary of the Young Comm unist League of South 
Africa) at the 5th BRICS Summit, Speaker’s Corner, Durban International 
Convention Centre, Braam Fisher Road (Durban, South  Africa) on the 26 
March, 2013.  
  
I. BACKGROUND  
 
1.  South Africa is hosting the fifth BRICS Summit at the Durban International 
Convention Centre (ICC) between the 26th and 27th of March 2013.  BRICS 
summits are convened to seek common ground on areas of importance for member 
countries and their economies with the intention of creating and establishing an 
equitable, democratic and multipolar world order.  BRICS mechanism aim to achieve 
peace, security, development and cooperation. It also seeks to contribute 
significantly to the development of humanity and establish a more equitable and fair 
world. 
 
 
http://www.reuters.com/article/2013/03/26/brics-africa-idUSL1N0CE7I720130326 

BRICS chafe under charge of "new 
imperialists" in Africa 
By Pascal Fletcher 

DURBAN, South Africa, March 26 (Reuters) - "BRICS, Don't Carve Africa" reads a banner 
in a church hall in downtown Durban where civil society activists have gathered to cast a 
critical eye at a summit of five global emerging powers. 

The slogan evokes the 19th Century conference in Berlin where the predominant European 
colonial states carved up the African continent in a scramble historians see as epitomising the 
brash exploitative capitalism of the time. 

Decades after Africans threw off the colonial yoke, it is the turn of the blossoming BRICS 
group of Brazil, Russia, China, India and South Africa to find their motives coming under 
scrutiny as they proclaim an altruistic-sounding "partnership for development, integration and 
industrialization" with Africa. 

Led by that giant of the emerging powers, China, the BRICS are now Africa's largest trading 
partners and its biggest new group of investors. BRICS-Africa trade is seen eclipsing $500 
billion by 2015, with China taking the lion's share of 60 percent of this, according to Standard 
Bank. 

BRICS leaders persist in presenting their group - which represents more than 40 percent of 
the world's population and one fifth of global gross domestic product - in the warm and fuzzy 
framework of benevolent South-South cooperation, an essential counterweight to the 'old' 
West and a better partner for the poor masses of the developing world. 



In his first trip to Africa as head of state, China's new president Xi Jinping expounded this 
line in Tanzania on Monday, saying his country wanted "a better life for African people" and 
was offering a relationship of equals. 

"We think there's too much back-slapping," said Patrick Bond of the University of KwaZulu-
Natal's Centre for Civil Society, who helped to organise an alternative "BRICS-from-below" 
meeting in Durban to shadow the BRICS summit on Tuesday and Wednesday. 

Bond and other critics of the BRICS' South-South pitch say developing countries that receive 
investment and assistance from the new emerging powers need to take a hard, close look at 
the deals they are getting. 

Beneath the fraternal veneer, Bond sees "incoherent imperial competition" not unlike the 19th 
Century scramble, saying that BRICS members are similarly coveting and exploiting African 
resources without sufficiently boosting industrialisation and job-creation, all much needed on 
the continent. 

This view has gained some traction in Africa as citizens from Guinea and Nigeria to Zambia 
and Mozambique increasingly see Brazilian, Russian, Indian, Chinese and South African 
companies scooping up multi-billion dollar oil and mining deals and big-ticket infrastructure 
projects. 

Many of these deals have come under scrutiny from local and international rights groups. 
More than a few have faced criticism that they focus heavily on raw material extraction, lack 
transparency and do not offer enough employment and developmental benefits to the 
receiving countries - charges often levelled against corporations from the developed West. 

"NEW FORM OF IMPERIALISM" 

Anti-poverty activists say the profit motivation of large BRICS corporations working in 
Africa is no different from that of Western companies. 

"Matters of greed are universal and their actors come from both the North and the South," 
said Wahu Kaara, a Kenyan social justice campaigner and coordinator of the Kenya Debt 
Relief Network who attended the "BRICS-from-below" meeting. 

This wariness of the new players in Africa has even permeated some government circles on 
the continent. 

Warning Africa was opening itself up to "a new form of imperialism", Nigerian central bank 
governor Lamido Sanusi accused China, now the world's No. 2 economy, of worsening 
Africa's deindustrialisation and underdevelopment. 

"China takes our primary goods and sells us manufactured ones. This was also the essence of 
colonialism," Sanusi wrote in a March 11 opinion column in the Financial Times. 

"Africa must recognise that China - like the U.S., Russia, Britain, Brazil and the rest - is in 
Africa not for African interests but its own," Sanusi added. 



Chinese and other BRICS leaders indignantly reject the criticism their group represents a 
kind of "sub-imperialism" in their growing economic and political engagement with Africa. 

Zhong Jianhua, China's special envoy to Africa, told Reuters that China and Africa's common 
history of resisting colonial pressure put their relationship on a different level. 

"China was bullied by others in the past, and so was Africa. This shared experience means 
they have a lot in common. This is China's advantage and the reason why many Western 
countries are at a disadvantage," he said in an interview with Reuters. 

Zhong added that China should encourage its companies to train and employ more African 
workers, responding to complaints that Chinese investors often brought in their own 
workforces. 

Catherine Grant-Makokera of the South African Institute of International Affairs said BRICS 
governments did noticeably operate differently from the West in the way they offered 
financing and aid to nations in Africa. 

"You've seen a greater willingness from the newer players to invest in things like hard 
infrastructure, either through financing mechanisms, or simply grants or gifts," said Grant-
Makokera, SAIIA's programme head for economic diplomacy. 

But she acknowledged the BRICS development aid approach, while offering faster 
turnaround times for projects, was often less restrained by labour and environmental 
considerations. 

This has opened BRICS companies up to charges that in their haste to develop resource 
projects in Africa they flaunt local communities' rights and ride roughshod over the 
environment. 

Brazilian mining giant Vale, named in 2012 by the Swiss non-profit group Public Eye as the 
corporation with the most "contempt for the environment and human rights" in the world, 
defends its record in Mozambique, where it is investing billions of dollars to develop coal 
deposits and infrastructure. 

It has faced violent demonstrations from Mozambicans protesting forced relocations and 
demanding greater benefits. 

Vale's head of Africa operations, Ricardo Saad, said the fact the company had experienced 
"problems" did not mean it could be accused of "neo-colonial" behaviour in Africa. 

He said colonial powers just came and took the continent's resources, without asking its 
people, whereas contracts today were closely negotiated with governments and communities. 

"From the moment that I seek a licence to operate, where you talk to a community, where 
anything you do has authorisation and previous planning with the government, I can't say 
that's neo-colonialism," Saad told Reuters. 

NEW VOICES 



Development analysts say the BRICS, with their radically different economies, governments 
and competing priorities, still need to demonstrate that they can change global power 
structures to the benefit of the world's poor and underprivileged. 

"The fact that they are pressing for a new balance of power in the world has to be stressed as 
a positive thing...they have new voices," said Nathalie Beghin of the Brazilian pro-democracy 
and rights organisation INESC. 

But she added in a jab at what activists say is the BRICS' leadership-focused, top-down mode 
of operating so far: "They say they are the voices of the poor. But where are the poor?" 

SAIIA's Grant-Makokera says the BRICS offer developing states other options for aid and 
investment as an alternative to the old Western partners. 

"At least you've got a diversity now, I don't think that can be underestimated," she said. 

 

 

Please see below and attached. Please circulate widely. 

 

PALESTINE SOLIDARITY DEMONSTRATION 

- 5th BRICS Summit (Durban, 26 March 2013) 

TIME: 08h00 - 12h00 

VENUE: Durban ICC Speakers Corner, Cnr. Walnut & Braam Fisher Rd, Durban 
FACEBOOK EVENT: www.facebook.com/events/443751332372260/ 

 

FOR TRANSPORT AND INFO 

0731333012 (Mbuyiseni) 

0796700274 (Richard) 

0842119988 (Muhammed) 

 

Organized by the Young Communist League and BDS South Africa 

(www.bdssouthafrica.com) 

 



BOYCOTT, DIVESTMENT AND SANCTIONS in SOUTH AFRICA (BDS SOUTH 
AFRICA) Office 915 | 9th Floor | Khotso House | 62 Marshall Street | Johannesburg PO Box 
2318 | Houghton | 2041 | Johannesburg 

T: +27 (0) 11 492 2414 | M: +27 (0) 84 211 9988 | F: +27 (0) 86 650 4836 

W: www.bdssouthafrica.com | E: administrator@bdssouthafrica.com 
www.facebook.com/bdssouthafrica | www.twitter.com/bdssouthafrica 

 

BDS South Africa is a registered Non-Profit Organization. NPO NUMBER:  

084 306 NPO 

BDS South Africa is a registered Public Benefit Organisation with Section 18A status. PBO 
NUMBER: 930 037 446 

 

 

BACKGROUND 

 

South Africa is currently hosting the fifth BRICS (Brazil, Russia,  

India, China South Africa) Summit at the Durban International Convention  

Centre (ICC) between the 26th and 27th of March 2013. 

BRICS summits are convened to seek common ground on areas of importance  

for the major BRICS countries and their economies with the intention of  

creating and establishing an equitable, democratic and multipolar world  

order. 

 

This 5th BRICS summit is being held and hosted in a country that was  

once at the receiving end of generous international support and  

solidarity – South Africa. Indeed, India was one of the first countries  

in 1964 to have imposed a complete trade embargo on Apartheid South  



Africa. All BRICS countries were part of either the 1964 and/or 1977 UN  

Security Council votes for an arms embargo on Apartheid South Africa. We  

thank these BRICS governments for their role played in our liberation  

through heeding and advancing our call for boycott, divestment and  

sanctions against Apartheid during the 1980s. 

 

As citizens and organizations of BRICS countries, we now hereby call on  

BRICS to take decisive action against the increasing Israeli Occupation  

(and its illegal Settlement enterprise). The time has come for  

progressive countries that seek a peaceful and just world to take clear  

action in the interests of the oppressed Palestinians – taking such  

action would put BRICS on the side of the developing countries, on the  

side of the peoples of the world and on the right side of history. 

We are calling on the 5th BRICS Summit to: 

  - Sever trade with Israel’s illegal settlements; 

- Initiate a comprehensive Israeli arms embargo; 

And, be on the right side of history! 

 

 

 

Raid on Bellona’s St. Petersburg offices casts uncertain shadow over 

organization’s future 
Part of: Russian NGO law  



 
Lyubyanka, headquarters of the Russian FSB, is part of a new assault launched on Russian 
NGOs.  
Coutesy of Thomas Nilsen, the Barents Observer 

Related articles 

• Enforcement of Russia’s NGO law wavering as Justice Ministry rejects those who 
wish to register as foreign agents(23/01-2013)  

• Choking Russian civil society(10/12-2012)  
• NGOs vandalized and intimidated by pro-Kremlin youth groups as new law takes 

effect(23/11-2012)  
• Russian NGOs receiving foreign funding greet new law to register as “foreign agents” 

with yawns(21/11-2012)  
• Putin meets with new human rights council, offering dubious promises to roll back 

recent repressions(14/11-2012)  
• Russia’s upper house of parliament passes treason bill as season of broad repressions 

continues(02/11-2012)  
• USAID expulsion from Russia shows framework of long-planned Putin initiatives(02/10-

2012)  
• Russia expels USAID in first major blow against foreign funding for domestic NGOs 

– Central Bank lending a hand(19/09-2012)  
• Russian regional administration forbids employees contact with ‘foreign agents’ as 

new NGO law gains traction(05/09-2012)  
• BREAKING: Russian Duma passes controversial NGO 'foreign agent' bill in 

landslide vote(13/07-2012)  
• NGOs issue statement on the bill requiring them to register as ‘foreign agents’ (10/07-

2012)  
• As Russian NGO bill passes first reading, civil society left trying to read the tea 

leaves and reconcile the constitutional violations(09/07-2012)  
• NGOs to be called ‘foreign agents’ in devastating new bill under consideration in 

Russia’s Duma(02/07-2012)  
• Russian NGOs face surprise audits under new amendments to legislation(08/02-2012)  

Bellona’s office in St. Petersburg yesterday got a surprise look at how the Russian 
government plans to enforce its law requiring NGOs that receive foreign funding to register 
as “foreign agents” with an unannounced inspection from the general prosecutor and other 
authorities. Charles Digges, 20/03-2013  

Alexander Nikitin, director of the Environment and Rights Center (ERC) Bellona in St. 
Petersburg, said dozens of other groups from various cities are also experiencing such 
surprise inspections. 
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The authorities that swooped on ERC Bellona yesterday were a strange array: a 
representative of the Prosecutor General’s office, two from the sanitary inspection and one 
from the fire department. 

According to ERC Bellona’s local director, Nikolai Rybakov, the sanitary inspection 
representatives – who said they were there to check air quality and lighting – didn’t bring any 
instruments to conduct their checks. 

The representative of the Prosecutor General’s office meanwhile checked bookshelves in 
search of so-called “extremist” literature. The fire inspector cited that the door to ERC 
Bellona’s conference room was too small. 

Bellona’s general director in Oslo, Nils Bøhmer said that “our colleagues in St. Petersburg 
said this was a so-called ‘mobile inspection unit’ that carries out checks on NGOs in St. 
Petersburg.” 

ERC Bellona’s staff were then gathered by the inspectors and told they would have to furnish 
reams of documents on its activities to the prosecutor for the central district of St. Petersburg 
by Friday – even though the Russian Justice Ministry is already in possession of these 
documents. The vast majority of these requests seem to be ultimately trivial, by Rybakov's 
accounting. 

New NGO law lurks behind ‘extremism’ checks 

The checks are putatively part of a sweep on stamping out extremism, but Nikitin furnished 
documents showing that they are part of the government of President Vladimir Putin’s 
crackdown on NGOs that receive financing from abroad, which forces NGOs that are 
engaged in “political activity” to register with the Justice Ministry as “foreign agents.” 

The new laws came into effect in November, and the majority of Russia’s NGOs that receive 
foreign funding boycotted registering themselves as foreign agents – a term that is pregnant 
with Stalin-era spy scares. Further, the Russian Justice Ministry complained to the Duma that 
it had been provided no guidelines on how NGOs could follow the law, going so far in 
January as to turn away those NGOs who did wish to register in line with the new statutes. 

Despite the Justice Ministry’s complaints that it had neither the staff nor the legal instruments 
to enforce the law, Putin in a speech in February to the FSB, which echoed his December 
State of the Nation address, slammed down hard on foreign financing of organizations in 
Russia. 

"Today we set procedures for NGOs in Russia, including those funded from abroad,” Putin 
told the FSB, according to press reports.  “These laws should certainly be fulfilled. Any direct 
or indirect interference in our internal affairs, any form of pressure on Russia, our allies and 
partners, is unacceptable." 

Nikitin said Putin’s order had been passed by the Prosecutor General to its representative 
offices throughout Russia. 



NGOs had been holding their breath since then, left to wonder how the law would be 
enforced. Now, according to Nikitin, the tactics are coming into focus – endangering not only 
the future of ERC Bellona and Bellona’s Murmansk office, but thousands of other NGOs. 

Enormous sweep – Bellona at top of list 

The Prosecutor General’s office in Moscow confirmed to RIA Novosti that a massive NGO 
inspection is indeed underway. The news agency quoted a press statement saying the 
inspections are being carried out in accordance with the legislation and includes public, 
religious and other non-profit organizations. 

According to Nikitin at least 5,000 such surprise inspections are expected among St. 
Petersburg NGOs this month. ERC Bellona, he said, was at the top of the list. 

He added that such inspections had also been carried out since the beginning of the month at 
NGO offices in Moscow, Penza, Samara, Rostov, Perm, Krasnodar, Volgograd and Saratov 
regions, encompassing some 13 regions across Russia. 

And the checks, he said, involve not only the Prosecutor General, fire and sanitary inspectors, 
but also the Federal Security Service, or FSB, the KGB’s successor organization, the tax 
inspectorate, the Ministry of Interior, the Consumer Protection Service, Emergency Situations 
Ministry and other federal agencies. 

Nikitin not surprised 

While emphasizing that the future of NGOs in general and of ERC Bellona in particular is 
“unpredictable,” he said that there “is nothing surprising” in the current campaign of massive, 
invasive and time consuming inspections. 

“You know, its like the famous quote from [Russian playwright Anton] Chekov: If you put a 
gun on the table in the first scene, it had better go off by the last,” he said. “To paraphrase 
that in the context of our circumstances, then it looks exactly like that – if the government has 
adopted a raft of laws against NGOs, they must make use of them.” 

What the authorities demand of Bellona by Friday 

The three-page document that the mobile inspection group left addressed to the head of ERC 
Bellona contains a vast list of documents the NGO will have to scramble to produce in just 
three days, by March 22. It cites a March 1, 2013 order by the St. Petersburg Prosecutor’s 
Office entitled “On creating a mobile group to verify compliance with the law on 
counteraction of extremism by public religious organizations, other non-for-profit 
organizations, including unregistered and religious organizations of destructive and radical 
orientation.” 

The two dozen or so items on the roster span a seemingly all-inclusive range of documents 
from the organization’s charter, payroll, and management decisions, to a list of activities 
conducted in 2010 to 2013, including at educational, healthcare, and assisted living 
institutions, orphanages, and correctional facilities, to samples of published or distributed 
literature to bookkeeping records and bank statements. The last item on the alphabetized list, 
which covers most of the Russian 33 letters, simply states “other necessary documents.” 



Some financial items requested have to do with funds or property including those “received 
from international or foreign organizations, foreign citizens and persons without citizenship.” 
One of the final items specifies “sources of funding and other property (from which 
organizations (from which private individuals), their state affiliation, for which activities the 
funds were primarily allocated, the total amount of incoming funds in the organization for 
2010 to 2012), reports and documents on expenditure of funding and on the use of other 
property received from foreign sources.”  

“A prosecutorial inspection is different from one by the Ministry of Justice. The [justice 
ministry] has its own instructions, and the prosecutors, their own, ‘broader’ ones. And 
technically, prosecutors can ask any organization for any documents,” said ERC Bellona’s 
executive director  Rybakov. 

He added that nonetheless it was “odd that they would check our organization placing it 
within the same category as religious organizations, and in the context of ‘counteraction of 
extremism’ at that, though they did check my office and no extremist literature or symbols 
were found.” 

As a possible example of what appears to be a broad mandate for an inquiry, a sanitary and 
epidemiological service specialist on the inspection team asked during the unannounced visit 
if ERC employees had regular chest X-rays. This, in Rybakov’s view, was “strange for such 
an inspection.” 

“In my opinion, it would indeed be more advisable for the law enforcement agencies to 
ensure compliance with the law by government authorities, rather than strenuously inspect 
NGOs,” Rybakov said. 

One more item on the list of requested documents (and strangely lumped together in one 
paragraph with “legal grounds for claim to the premises occupied”) is also for “awards 
(honorary titles, medals, and certificates of merit) and other forms of encouragement for 
personal or collective achievements.” 

Rybakov said ERC Bellona would be happy to oblige. 

The three-page document also states that all the required documents must be provided to the 
assistant prosecutor for Petrodvortsovy District , which is a suburban area and a jurisdiction 
quite far from the centrally located offices of ERC Bellona. 

This would indicate, says Rybakov, that authorities in the city “are short-handed to conduct 
all the inspections.” 

According to Rybakov, this surprise visit notwithstanding, ERC Bellona expects a regular 
justice ministry check at the end of the year. Using an organization’s taxpayer number, one 
can find information on planned inspections via an interactive inspections plan (in Russian), 
which – though the inspections will be by the justice ministry – is posted on the website of 
the St. Petersburg Prosecutor’s Office. ERC Bellona is scheduled for this regular inspection 
for December 3 this year. 



ERC Bellona’s future 

Niktin said the waiting period that took about what will happen to NGOs that was in doubt 
when the law took effect in November is now over. The mobile inspection units have been 
formed and NGOs – especially those receiving foreign funding – will now be burdened with 
fulfilling absurd snap demands by authorities and their work will be slowed. 

“I don’t know why Bellona was chosen first for inspections in St. Petersburg – maybe they 
are going alphabetically,” said Nikitin, wryly. But he complained that the inspection should 
not have taken place without warning – as happens with suspected criminal organizations. 

“It is unacceptable that the authorities are demanding in the course of three days that we 
produce hundreds of documents about ERC Bellona’s about our activities for the past three 
years,” said Nikitin. “This is a huge amount of work.” 

He said that at the same time that if the authorities have any complaints that ERC Bellona has 
not presented sufficient documentation, it could appeal that it was not given enough time. 

“But will this justification be of any help?” he said. 

Nikitin said that all now not only hinged on the results of the surprise inspection, but on what 
the orders from the top will be. 

“We will fight in the courts to the end to insist that we are not ‘foreign agents’ because we 
understand that the status of ‘agent’ will strike out many of our possibilities and stop work on 
many of our programs in many directions,” Nikitin said. “We need to decide how our office 
will function – or not function – in St. Petersburg. Everything is up in the air.” 

Maria Kaminskaya contributed to this report.  

 
 
CAR fiasco: This is what we get for letting our government prop up a nasty dictatorship 

• Simon Allison 
• 25 March 2013 02:20 (South Africa) 

Whatever the official rationale, the reality on the ground was clearer: South Africa was 
protecting CAR President Francois Bozize and propping up his notoriously corrupt and 
inefficient regime, even as he recklessly reneged on provisions of the peace agreement which 
had temporarily halted the rebel advance. 

Don’t act shocked. The death of 13 South African soldiers is a tragedy, but so was the Central 
African government of Francois Bozize – a nasty, corrupt leader who embodied all the worst 
stereotypes about African leadership, and whose regime South Africa supported until the 
bitter end. If you’re surprised it came to this, then you weren’t paying any attention to begin 
with. We all should have been. 

“It is a sad moment for our country,” said President Jacob Zuma as he cried crocodile tears at 
a press conference on Monday in which he confirmed the reports that 13 South Africa 



soldiers were killed in fighting in the Central African Republic. He’s right though, this is a 
sad day: the loss of any South African soldier is a tragedy, and the death of 13 of them, in a 
faraway country that has little to do with us, an even greater loss. 

But what, exactly, were those 13 men – and the 27 who were wounded in the fighting, and all 
the others who made up the 200-strong contingent – doing so far away from home? 

There are a variety of official explanations on offer. They were assisting the country with 
“capacity building of the CAR Defence Force” and the “disarming, demobilisation and re-
integration” of rebels, said the presidency in January. No, said deputy minister of 
international relations and cooperation Ebrahim Ebrahim, the troops were there because “we 
have assets that need protection”, although he declined to specify what these were. On 
Monday, another justification was put forward by Zuma, who argued that the soldiers died in 
the service of “peace and democracy”. 

Whatever the official rationale, the reality on the ground was clearer: South Africa was 
protecting CAR President Francois Bozize and propping up his notoriously corrupt and 
inefficient regime, even as Bozize recklessly reneged on provisions of the peace agreement 
which had temporarily halted the rebel advance. We weren’t the only country to do so. 
France and several Central African nations (most notably Chad) also had troops on the 
ground in the service of maintaining the status quo. Without this international protection, 
Bozize would have been toppled months ago. But resistance was so strong that he could not 
survive even with it. 

Bozize is not exactly the kind of leader that a progressive, forward-thinking nation like South 
Africa should be associating with, never mind actively encouraging. His government comes 
near the bottom of almost every indicator of governance, but near the top of all lists relating 
to corruption. Opposition is not tolerated, and security forces have been regularly accused of 
detaining critics without trial, stifling free speech and torturing dissidents. Nepotism is rife, 
with the cabinet and all top government posts stuffed with family and friends, a trend which 
peaked when he appointed his completely unqualified son as minister of defence. 

I suppose we shouldn’t be surprised that this is the type of government that President Zuma 
wishes to risk South African lives to protect. After Nkandla, Marikana and the Secrecy Bill, 
it’s clear that his administration shares some of Bozize’s tendencies – if not, for now, his 
excesses. 

We should, however, be surprised – and ashamed – that we let it happen, through a failure of 
media scrutiny and a complete lack of public interest. 

Let’s start with the media. When the rebellion in CAR gathered steam in January this year, 
there were already a couple of dozen South African troops in the country. The announcement 
to send reinforcements – an extra 400 soldiers, although not all have yet been deployed – 
came later that month, to a muted reaction from journalists. Most publications ran wire copy 
on the subject from Reuters, Agence France-Presse or Associated Press. Some didn’t mention 
the news at all. And that was about it. There was very little critical coverage of why the 
troops were being sent, what their role would be, and whether it was worth it. 

Once again, South African media got its priorities entirely wrong: we devote thousands of 
vitriolic column inches to non-stories like Speargate, and yet remain silent when it comes to 



South Africa staging an armed intervention in another country, risking the lives of hundreds 
of soldiers. 

Partly, this has to do with an alarming shortage of journalists who are even vaguely 
conversant with modern African politics and history. For most journalists in this country, the 
Central African Republic is so far removed from their knowledge base that they are in no 
position to contradict official statements emanating from the presidency, so they don’t – even 
when they would never accept a government spokesperson at his or her word on a domestic 
issue which they understand.* 

But media, for better or worse, is shaped by demand, and the truth is that we as South 
Africans just aren’t very interested in Africa generally, and have shown little or no appetite 
for news about where our troops are or what they are doing on the continent. Most South 
Africans would have been unaware of our deployment in CAR, and many remain unaware of 
other major deployments as part of peace-keeping forces in the Democratic Republic of 
Congo and Sudan. 

Fact is, South Africa is a military power that likes to project its military force on this 
continent of ours. Like all power, it needs to be checked and balanced, and it is our 
responsibility as journalists and citizens to do so. This requires active engagement in the 
issues and an effort to broaden our understanding of this continent we inhabit. Let’s use the 
fiasco in CAR to learn this lesson. DM  

* The Daily Maverick did better than most, with a primer outlining the background to the 
conflict in CAR , but we too were guilty of neglecting the situation once the troops were 
already on their way. 

*** 

The high cost of CAR bravado: 13 dead, 28 injured and one missing 

• Khadija Patel  
• South Africa 
• 26 March 2013 02:18 (South Africa) 
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President Zuma described the loss of South African troops in the Central African Republic as 
a “tragedy” on Monday. He praised the members of the South African National Defence 
Force who had fought rebel forces despite being outgunned, outnumbered and ill-prepared for 
combat. At the end of it, however, at least 13 South Africans have returned in body bags. By 
KHADIJA PATEL. 

Wilfred Owen closes his World War I poem, An Anthem for Doomed Youth: “The old Lie; Dulce 
et Decorum est pro patria mori [It is a wonderful and great honour to fight and die for your 
country]”. And his words rang true on Monday, when President Zuma confirmed that 13 South 
African soldiers had died in combat in the Central African Republic. He lamented their passing, 
praised their valour and commended South African troops for fighting for their country despite 
being outgunned by rebel forces. 

Zuma said, “[W]e are truly proud of our soldiers. Just over 200 of them fought bandits 
numbering more than a 1,000 people. 

“They fought a high-tempo battle for nine hours, defending the South African military base, until 
the bandits raised a white flag and asked for a ceasefire. Our soldiers inflicted heavy casualties 
among the attacking bandit forces. 

“Our soldiers paid the ultimate price in the service of their country and Africa. We honour them 
for their bravery and commitment to peace.” 

Meanwhile in Durban, Minister of International Relations and Co-Operation Maite Nkoana-
Mashabane said it was a trying time for government as defence officials counted casualties in 
Bangui. 

"Our heroes fell doing what we know best: fighting for peace, security, democracy," she said. 
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The ANC branded the South African deployment in Central African Republic as a “peacekeeping” 
mission. “To us these soldiers were true sons of the continent who were willing to give up their 
lives in the interest of ensuring peace in the continent,” the party said in a statement. “Their 
selfless commitment has left an indelible mark in the relations between South Africa and the 
Central African Republic.” 

The SANDF chief General Solly Shoke insists South Africans must be proud of the troops 
deployed in the Central African Republic. He said the soldiers fought bravely to repel a 3,000-
strong Seleka rebel battalion. 

According to the version of events offered by the SANDF, South African troops were thrust into 
conditions that made success unlikely. Their success, then, in holding the base is certainly 
commendable.   

Of course, only time will tell us what really happened in Bengui on Saturday. 

Were the South African troops really just defending their base as is claimed, or were they 
defending the presidency of Francois Bozize? 

There is certainly a sense of bravado informing the government’s discourse on the South African 
military operation in the Central African Republic. Shoke, for one, showed an unflinching 
boldness in the face of the losses sustained by the South African troops: “For us running away is 
not an option. That is a force we must be proud of,” he said. 

He added that South African troops had agreed to a truce with the rebels after the battle. 

"There is a relative truce for them. They are in position. They cannot run away or walk away," 
Shoke said. 

"The rebels came with a white flag - if someone is carrying a white flag you cannot shoot them," 
he said. 

Zuma said that one rebel soldier had even sought medical assistance from the South African 
troops. 

"It is worth mentioning that the rebels apologised for having exchanged fire with the members of 
the SANDF and indicated that they regretted that this had transpired,” Shoke said. 

The bravado informing the deployment of South African troops in the Central African Republic 
did not begin with this weekend’s clashes. On Monday, Independent Newspapers reported 
through an unnamed source that the country’s military generals and Defence Minister Nosiviwe 
Mapisa-Nqakula had actually advised Zuma in January to evacuate the 26 SANDF troops – who 
comprised the original deployment – and to abandon their equipment, which “wasn’t much 
anyway, as the SANDF didn’t have the aircraft to get it out”. 

This of course contradicts the pious protestations from Dirco that claimed additional troops were 
deployed to protect SANDF assets. More significantly, according to this report, Zuma flouted the 
advice of the SANDF and his own defence minister for the sake of keeping up appearances. 

“Zuma dismissed their advice, saying it would look bad if South Africa cut and ran, so he sent in 
the first batch of 200-odd reinforcements,” Independent Newspapers’ Foreign Editor Peter 
Fabricus wrote. 

On Monday, however, Zuma said Mapisa-Nqakula’s report from her visit to Central African 
Republic last December “recommended an intervention”. 



Government’s original branding of the military operation in Central African Republic a purely 
technical military operation and not a political one, is slowly being unravelled. 

Minister Nkoana-Mashabane claims the South African military operation in Central African 
Republic is consistent with the country’s foreign policy. According to her, our foreign policy 
dictates that we work for peace on the continent. 

“We can't turn our backs on our own,” Nkoana-Mashabane said. 

South African troops, meanwhile, may be in for more fighting. 

Reports have emerged that the rebels labelled the South African soldiers as mercenaries. And 
according to this report, rebels warned the South African troops of another battle on Sunday. 

What remains unanswered through the statements from government and SANDF is the reason 
South African troops in particular came under attack. Why was it the presence of South African 
troops that blighted peace talks between Bozize and the Seleka rebels? South African troops are 
not the only foreign military presence in the country. 

France has troops stationed at the airport in Bangui; an EU force known as Fomac, or Micopax, is 
supplemented by troops from Gabon, Cameroon and Congo-Brazaville. There are also Ugandan 
troops, assisted by the US, trying to hunt down Joseph Kony in the country. 

And yet it is the South African troops that were the sore point between Bozize and the rebels. 

The situation the troops were placed in this weekend, where they were pinned down by 3,000 
heavily armed rebels without any means of support to repel the attack from the air or to assist in 
the evacuation of badly wounded soldiers, raises questions of the strategic thinking of the senior 
officials in the SANDF. 

Is this the kind of thinking that protects our borders? 

Observers of the SANDF peacekeeping missions elsewhere in the continent say South African 
troops are ill-disciplined, ill-equipped and under-prepared for combat. These observers say that 
if the South African peacekeeping mission in Goma, in the Democratic Republic of Congo, is 
anything to go, by then the losses inflicted on the South African troops in the Central African 
Republic come as no surprise. 

South African troops stationed there are said to have compared poorly to other African forces.  

The blame here falls on the commanders and the politicians who send them out to battle. They 
aren't preparing these troops for the worst. Most have never seen active combat. One observer of 
the SANDF relates an anecdote from a South African commander in Goma, who says that when a 
mortar landed close to the South African base, half the troops stationed there wanted to go home. 
They were too scared to stay on. 

The old Lie; Dulce et Decorum est pro patria mori. DM 

*** 
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Zuma: We stay and fight  
SOUTH Africa is considering sending more troops instead of withdrawing from the Central 
African Republic, despite the killing of 13 soldiers at the weekend  

One soldier is missing and 27 were injured when the SANDF base, 27km north of the capital, 
Bangui, was hit by waves of attacks that began at 9am on Saturday, enduring for another 13 
hours.  

The attackers were of a rebel coalition, Seleka, which has now toppled the country’s 
government.  

While there were concerns and calls for troops to be sent home after the deadly attack on the 
base, President Jacob Zuma and the chief of the SANDF, General Solly Shoke, would not 
entertain calls to withdraw. This was despite the fact that President Francois Bozize, who 
invited South Africa to the republic, had fled the country.  

Shoke said that “running away is not an option for us”.  

“We will not run away just because we have been engaged,” he said.  

Zuma also told the media in Pretoria: “We have not taken a decision to withdraw. You would, 
in a sense, appreciate that there existed an agreement between the two countries, and our 
being there was related to the task that we were given.  

“We defended our base successfully. There has been no reason for us to leave. What we’ve 
been looking at is how do we reinforce our forces. How do we ensure that there are no further 
casualties.”  

Defence expert Helmoed-Romer Heitman agreed with Zuma, saying that if South Africa ran 
after taking losses, it would embolden rebels everywhere and undermine South Africa’s 
credibility as a force for stability on the continent.  

He suggested that the SANDF reinforce its contingent in the Central African Republic with at 
least one, if not two, battalion groups, heavily armed with Rooivalk attack helicopters and 
other equipment.  

Zuma’s administration has faced criticism from Cosatu, the DA, the Freedom Front Plus, 
defence unions and several commentators who have been calling for the withdrawal of the 
troops. South Africa and the Central African Republic entered into a military co-operation 
agreement in 2007, which was extended by a further five years in December last year. 
According to the agreement, the SANDF would help to train the Central African Republic’s 
defence force and help the country with the planning and implementation of disarmament, 
demobilisation and reintegration.  

In January, Zuma authorised the deployment of 400 soldiers following the extension of the 
agreement, but only 200 soldiers had been sent there at the time of the attack.  



The operation would last until 2018 and would cost the South African government more than 
R65 million over the period.  

Shoke described the fight with the rebels as a “high-tempo, highintensity” battle that lasted an 
initial nine hours before a relative truce was reached, but the fighting continued when the 
rebels broke the truce, pushing the battle time to 13 hours.  

“I can say you must be proud of your soldiers, they carried the flag of your country high,” 
said Shoke.  

“To be able to sustain a ninehour battle tells you something.  

“We will do everything in our power to make sure our troops are protected. What will happen 
next, God only knows,” he said.  

The names of the dead soldiers were expected to be released today once their next of kin had 
been formally informed.  

Although he confirmed that 13 soldiers had been killed, one was considered missing in action 
and 27 were injured, Shoke would not reveal the number of casualties suffered by the rebels.  

“I cannot speak on behalf of the other side, but if a force of 200 soldiers stands for 13 hours 
under attack from 3 000 rebels, then you can determine the casualties that may have been 
suffered by the other side,” he said.  

Bongani Maphosa, a chief research specialist in governance and security programmes at the 
think tank Africa Institute of South Africa, said it was unsurprising that South African troops 
would come under such heavy attack from the rebels.  

“There is nothing unusual in that rebels would identify any county undertaking military 
intervention in their country as enemies. The South African troops were there as part of an 
agreement with the CAR government that they were fighting, so they would be seen as 
enemies.  

“Pulling out should not be the first option. This is where some defence diplomacy needs to 
take place. They (rebels) need to understand that we are there to train and strengthen a central 
army of the CAR.  

“What is key at the moment, though, is the replenishment of the troops’ resources there after 
such a direct fight with the rebels. There’s a need for replenishing and repositioning of our 
troops and resources,” said Maphosa.  

He said that regardless of what the government’s eventual decision would be, it would face 
conflicting judgements for its role in the present situation in the Central African Republic.  

“For the lay person it would be a downgrade because of the casualties that have been suffered 
and their vulnerability to attacks, which were seen with this recent attack.  

“From a security perspective, though, it is a small but significant step. We are there to build a 
professional army and it is necessary to bolster such efforts. That is what cooperation is.  



“For instance, many are looking at the Brics issue in economic terms, but it also expands to 
safety and security issues – that is what co-operation among countries includes,” said 
Maphosa. THE French colony known as of Oubangi-Shari became the Central African 
Republic after gaining independence in 1960.  

The country then experienced “three tumultuous decades of misrule – mostly by military 
governments” before the first multi-party democratic elections in 1993, according to the US 
CIA’s World Factbook website, which was last updated on March 15.  

Ange-Félix Patassé was elected president in those elections but he was deposed by French-
backed General François Bozize in a military coup in 2003. Then-South African president 
Thabo Mbeki condemned the coup two days after Bozize seized power.  

“Elections held in 2005 affirmed General (Bozize) as president; he was re-elected in 2011 in 
voting widely viewed as flawed,” according to the World Factbook.  

Bozize is believed to have fled over the weekend as a group of political opponents, the Seleka 
Rebel Coalition, advanced on the capital of Bangui and has travelled to Cameroon.  

Seleka has accused Bozize’s government of failing to abide by peace agreements signed in 
2007 and 2011.  

Zuma sent Defence Minister Nosiviwe Mapisa-Nqakula to the republic on December 31 to 
assess the situation.  

The situation in the country was “tense”, according to Zuma, following an alleged armed 
campaign by Seleka earlier that month.  

He then authorised the deployment of up to 400 soldiers to the republic but only 200 were in 
the country at the time of this weekend’s battle with Seleka.  

The land-locked country shares its border with six other nations.  

 

Chad is along the northern border, Sudan is to the northeast, South Sudan to the east, the 
Democratic Republic of Congo and Republic of Congo along the south, and Cameroon to the 
west.  

 

(The challenge - as Au Loong Yu put it to the brics-from-below conference in Durban's 
Diakonia church yesterday - is to strengthen the ties of the restive Chinese working class to 
the African producers, and through accurate criticisms and not xenophobia or yellow-peril 
paranoid-economics, question the Chinese-and-African elites' corrupt and 'predatory' ties as 
part of questioning the overall model of capital accumulation and class formation in both 
settings. A great book that really helps dissect authoritarian Chinese state-capitalism: 
http://www.merlinpress.co.uk/acatalog/CHINA-S-RISE--STRENGTH-AND-
FRAGILITY.html) 
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China seeks to woo restive African 
governments 
CHINESE President Xi Jinping will set out plans for mining and infrastructure development 
on a trip to Africa this week, as China seeks to reassure leaders on the continent who have 
voiced unease about its trade relations.  

During his eight-day trip Xi stops in Tanzania, the Republic of Congo and South Africa, 
where he will sign business cooperation deals and attend a summit of the Brics nations of 
Brazil, Russia, India, China and South Africa.  

Annual trade between Africa and China has doubled since 2007 to more than $200 billion 
(R1.85 trillion) and Chinese investment stands at $20bn, according to Standard Bank.  

While African nations welcome the investment and the job creation that comes with it, 
leaders from Botswana’s Ian Khama to Nigerian central bank chief Lamido Sanusi are asking 
whether the relationship has benefited Africa as much as it has China.  

That is a shift in tone after officials welcomed China for taking a different strategy from the 
West by offering investment without demanding structural adjustments, open markets, 
democratic reforms or anti-corruption measures.  

“There’s a belief that since Africa got a raw deal from the colonial West, then the Chinese 
must be Africa’s best friend,” George Ayittey, a Ghanaian economist and president of the 
Free Africa Foundation based in Washington, said.  

“But the evidence doesn’t show that, and the main criticism is that they are building 
infrastructure in exchange for Africa’s resources in deals that are structured to favour China.”  

Xi arrived in Tanzania on Sunday. He met President Jakaya Kikwete before the two signed 
16 economic co-operation agreements worth as much as $16bn. The country also signed a 
loan agreement with China Merchants Bank for a planned $10bn port at Bagamoyo on the 
Tanzanian coast.  

Xi will attend a two-day summit of leaders from the Brics countries that begins in Durban 
today. He arrives in the Republic of Congo on Friday for talks with President Denis Sassou-
Nguesso.  

Seven of the 10 fastestgrowing economies are in subSaharan Africa, according to the 
International Monetary Fund.  

That expansion contrasted with subdued growth in mature markets like the US and Europe 
and was attracting Chinese businesses looking to sell goods to emerging economies, 



particularly “highly populated and increasingly wealthy” ones in Africa, Standard Bank said 
in a research note last November.  

More than half of China’s imports from Africa last year were coal and oil, with iron ore and 
copper making up a further 14 percent, Jeremy Stevens, a Beijing-based economist at 
Standard Bank, said.  

Its exports to the continent were mainly manufactured goods such as electrical equipment, 
machinery, vehicles and clothing, he said.  

That has caused some concern among African leaders. Sanusi compared China’s purchase of 
primary goods and sale of manufactured items to the continent to British colonial policies. He 
also criticised Chinese investment in African infrastructure that mostly failed to transfer skills 
to local communities.  

“Africa must recognise that China, like the US, Russia, Britain, Brazil and the rest, is in 
Africa not for African interests but its own,” Sanusi said in an opinion article in the London 
Financial Times on March 11.  

Khama said last month that he was echoing comments voiced privately by other African 
presidents when he expressed frustration at government dealings with Chinese companies.  

Botswana blames China National Electric Equipment for delays in building generators at the 
Moropule B coal-fired power plant that have resulted in outages  

“We have had some bad experiences with Chinese companies in this country,” Khama told 
Business Day. That’s a different tone from last year, when Ghana’s then vice-president, John 
Dramani Mahama, said China had become a “significant source of credit”, while borrowing 
from the International Monetary Fund and the World Bank was “quite tiresome and comes 
with a lot of strings”.  

China paid for and built the AU’s $200m headquarters in Addis Ababa that was opened last 
year.  

Last July, Xi’s predecessor, Hu Jintao, pledged $20bn in new loans for African infrastructure 
and manufacturing.  

Since then, Chinese companies have faced labour disputes in Zambia and Niger, kidnappings 
in Sudan and Egypt, and the deaths of employees in attacks on projects in Nigeria and 
Cameroon.  

China had more than 2 000 companies working on the continent, Jia Qinglin, the former 
chairman of the National Committee of the Chinese People’s Political Consultative 
Conference, said last year.  

“Yes, there are some growing pains,” Chinese Vice Foreign Minister Zhai Jun said last week. 
“There are more than 2 million Chinese entrepreneurs. They have made a great contribution 
to local development, but for various reasons, for instance lack of mutual understanding, 
there have been some problems.” – Bloomberg 



*** 

Sanusi Lamido Sanusi: Africa Must Get 
Real About Chinese Ties 
By Opinion Editor on March 19, 2013  
 

 

Nigeria, a country with a large domestic market of more than 160m people, spends huge 
resources importing consumer goods from China that should be produced locally. We buy 
textiles, fabric, leather goods, tomato paste, starch, furniture, electronics, building materials 
and plastic goods. I could go on. 

The Chinese, on the other hand, buy Nigeria’s crude oil. In much of Africa, they have set up 
huge mining operations. They have also built infrastructure. But, with exceptions, they have 
done so using equipment and labour imported from home, without transferring skills to local 
communities. 

So China takes our primary goods and sells us manufactured ones. This was also the essence 
of colonialism. The British went to Africa and India to secure raw materials and markets. 
Africa is now willingly opening itself up to a new form of imperialism. 
The days of the Non-Aligned Movement that united us after colonialism are gone. China is 
no longer a fellow under-developed economy – it is the world’s second-biggest, capable of 
the same forms of exploitation as the west. It is a significant contributor to Africa’s 
deindustrialisation and underdevelopment. 

My father was Nigeria’s ambassador to Beijing in the early 1970s. He adored Chairman Mao 
Zedong’s China, which for him was one in which the black African – seen everywhere else at 
the time as inferior – was worthy of respect. 
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His experience was not unique. A romantic view of China is quite common among African 
imaginations – including mine. Before his sojourn in Beijing, he was the typical Europhile, 
committed to a vision of African “progress” defined by replicating western ways of doing 
things. Afterwards, when he became permanent secretary in the external affairs ministry, the 
influence of China’s anti-colonial stance was written all over the foreign policy he crafted, 
backing liberation movements in Portuguese colonies and challenging South Africa’s 
apartheid regime. 

This African love of China is founded on a vision of the country as a saviour, a partner, a 
model. But working as governor of Nigeria’s central bank has given me pause for thought. 
We cannot blame the Chinese, or any other foreign power, for our country’s problems. We 
must blame ourselves for our fuel subsidy scams, for oil theft in the Niger Delta, for our 
neglect of agriculture and education, and for our limitless tolerance of incompetence. That 
said, it is a critical precondition for development in Nigeria and the rest of Africa that we 
remove the rose-tinted glasses through which we view China. 

Three decades ago, China had a significant advantage over Africa in its cheap labour costs. It 
is losing that advantage as its economy grows and prosperity spreads. Africa must seize the 
moment. We must encourage a shift from consuming Chinese-made goods to making and 
consuming our own. We must add value to our own agricultural products. Nigeria and other 
oil producers need to refine crude; build petrochemical industries and use gas reserves – at 
present often squandered in flaring at oil wells – for power generation and gas-based 
industries such as fertiliser production. 

For Africa to realise its economic potential, we need to build first-class infrastructure. This 
should service an afro-centric vision of economic policies. African nations will not develop 
by selling commodities to Europe, America and China. We may not be able to compete 
immediately in selling manufactured goods to Europe. But in the short term, with the right 
infrastructure, we have a huge domestic market. Here, we must see China for what it is: a 
competitor. 

We must not only produce locally goods in which we can build comparative advantage, but 
also actively fight off Chinese imports promoted by predatory policies. Finally, while African 
labour may be cheaper than China’s, productivity remains very low. Investment in technical 
and vocational education is critical. 

Africa must recognise that China – like the US, Russia, Britain, Brazil and the rest – is in 
Africa not for African interests but its own. The romance must be replaced by hard-nosed 
economic thinking. Engagement must be on terms that allow the Chinese to make money 
while developing the continent, such as incentives to set up manufacturing on African soil 
and policies to ensure employment of Africans. 

Being my father’s son, I cannot recommend a divorce. However, a review of the exploitative 
elements in this marital contract is long overdue. Every romance begins with partners blind to 
each other’s flaws before the scales fall away and we see the partner, warts and all. We may 
remain together – but at least there are no illusions. 

  

This article was first published in the Financial Times of London. 



 
 
Monday, 25th March 2013 
 
  
groundWork (Friends of the Earth, South Africa) 

South Durban Community Environmental Alliance 

University of KwaZulu-Natal Centre for Civil Society 

  

The hosts of the brics-from-below! civil society summit invites the media to attend a press conference 
this Monday, 25th March 2013 at Diakonia Centre of Churches, Durban. 

PRESS CONFERENCE: BRICS-FROM-BELOW CHALLENGES BRICS-FROM-ABOVE 

South Africa has been labelled the ‘gateway for investment on the continent’ from BRICS and other 
countries in what is set to be the 21st century scramble for Africa.  This will inevitably leave Africa 
overwhelmed by BRICS corporations, as Africa’s ‘Resource Curse’ will attract billions of dollars 
worth of BRICS infrastructure developments. State repression and violence, inadequate service 
delivery and ecological destruction and climate change, are all symptoms of the domestic and 
international development model in BRICS countries and in those countries in which they invest. 

The brics-from-below! civil society summit is taking place parallel to the official summit in order to 
monitor and challenge the process and outcomes decided upon by government and big business. This 
press conference will present a broad spectrum of civil society views that will cover these issues 
facing people as a result of top-down development that is profit rather than people driven.  

Following the press conference, former Ecuadorian Minister of Economic Policy Coordination 
during President Corea’s government in 2007 and 2008, Pedro Páez-Pérez will give his keynote 
address at the civil society gathering: “BRICS Banking is not the answer to world financial 
chaos, eco-destruction and poverty!” Media are invited to attend.  

  

SPEAKERS: 

The speakers are: 

•         Au Loong Yu: Editorial board member of China Labor Net, specializing in global justice 
campaigning.  

•         Desmond D’sa: Founder and coordinator of the South Durban Community Environmental 
Alliance (SDCEA) an environmental justice organisation based in the south Durban basin, 
Kwa-Zulu Natal.  

•         Lucia Ortiz:  Coordinator of Friends of the Earth, Bazil (Núcleo Amigos da Terra – Brasil) 
and coordinator for Friends of the Earth International’s ‘Economic Justice - Resisting 
Neoliberalism’ programme.  

•         Tristen Taylor:  Project coordinator of Earthlife Africa Johannesburg, a social and 
environmental justice organisation based in Gauteng. 

•         Wahu Kaara:  Founder and Executive Director of the Kenya Debt Relief Network 
(KENDREN), an organization which has been instrumental in shaping and deepening the 
understanding and debate around economic policy, good governance and constitution-making 
at the local levels, with specific focus on how these impact women.  



TIMES: 

The duration of the press conference will be an hour, with speakers presentations taking half an hour 
and media having the second half an hour for questions. 

Start: 18h00  

End: 19h00 

VENUE: 

Diakonia Centre of Churches 
20 Diakonia Avenue, Durban, 4001 
Map Co-ordinates: -29.862456, 31.017666 
Room: The Well 
  
FOR MORE INFORMATION, CONTACT: 

Megan Lewis, Media and Information Campaigner at groundWork (Friends of the Earth, South 
Africa): +27 (0) 83 450 5541 or megan@groundwork.org.za 
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(Recall http://www.dailymaverick.co.za/article/2013-01-25-the-world-according-to-dirco-v-
jan-2013/#.UU92_1cRip4 - where, speaking to Khadija Patel a few weeks ago, deputy 
foreign minister Ebrahim Ebrahim says of sending SA troops in CAR, "We have assets that 
need protection" - and consider how the Resource Curse bites back in the ass, with tragic 
casualties. I pressed Ebrahim on this in debate about a month ago, and he said without shame 
that SA had given Boazize sophisticated weaponry. And what about mineral 'assets'? Well it's 
all now in rebel hands. Hundreds of SA troops must be hunkering away somewhere, guarding 
some mine or military facility, contemplating their inclement death. Somehow, like the yanks 
in Iraq or Afghanistan, casualties of invading troops are recorded accurately and prominently, 
but the people who matter - those with a right to their own resources - may die like flies and 
no one counts or cares... and while this goes on, the BRICS sherpas are - as we speak - 
arranging finance and a BRICS Bank to amplify the extractive tendencies that feed these 
Curses. Hence the usually very reliable Guardian reporter David Smith seems to have 
misquoted me right at the end, for what I think I actually told him a few hours ago, is that 
Durban in late March 2013 is indeed Berlin in 1885.) 
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SA soldiers reported killed as Central African 

Republic rebels seize capital 

 

"I saw the bodies of six South African soldiers. They had all 

been shot.” 
 

Sapa-AFP and Reuters, in Business Day, Johannesburg, 24 March 2013 

 

BANGUI — Six South African troops have reportedly been killed in clashes as 

rebels in the Central African Republic on Sunday seized control of the capital, 

Bangui, with President Francois Bozize said to have fled the country. Fighters in 

the Seleka rebel coalition launched an offensive on Bangui after the collapse of a 

two-month-old peace deal in the notoriously unstable former French colony — 

ignoring a call for talks to avoid a "bloodbath". 

 

News agency Reuters reported that at least six soldiers were killed in clashes with 

the rebels according to a witness. 

 

"I saw the bodies of six South African soldiers. They had all been shot. Their 

vehicles were also destroyed. Other South African soldiers came to recover the 

bodies," the witness said. 

 

The South African National Defence Force (SANDF) could not confirm the deaths. 

"We are working on a statement," Brig-Gen Xolani Mabanga said, adding that he 

could also [not] disclose the number of South African soldiers in the Central 

African Republic for security reasons. 

 

Earlier, the SANDF issued a statement saying it had deployed more troops to the 

Central African Republic following days of clashes between armed forces and 

rebels. 



 

"Following changes in security situation in the Central African Republic, the 

SANDF sent in some more support to protect its personnel and equipment," Brig-

Gen Mabanga said. 

 

He said the SANDF had been deploying troops to that country since 2007 

following a memorandum of understanding between the two countries, but a 
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"deteriorating" security situation had created a need for more troops. 

 

Missing leader 

 

The whereabouts of Mr Bozize, who himself came to power through a coup in 

2003, remained a mystery on Sunday. He has not been seen since his return from 

a brief visit to South Africa on Friday. A well-placed source said he had "left the 

country in a helicopter", but did not disclose his destination. 

 

Officials from the neighbouring Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC) and Republic 

of Congo said Mr Bozize was not on their soil, although it would be easy to cross 

the River Oubangui to reach the DRC. 

 

After a morning of gun battles centred on the presidential palace, witnesses 

reported widespread looting by armed men as anarchy reigned in the riverside 

capital in the wake of the seizure, with attacks on shops, houses and cars. 

 

"The rebels are in control of the city even though there is still some sporadic 

gunfire," a source in multinational Central African force Fomac said. 

 

The fighting erupted after the rebels — who first launched an offensive against 

the government late last year — moved in to the city on Saturday, facing little 

resistance from the poorly equipped and ill-trained national army. 

 

"We have taken the presidential palace. Bozize was not there," said one of the 

rebel commanders on the ground, Col Djouma Narkoyo. 

 

Describing Sunday as a "decisive day", he said the rebels were planning to move 

on to the national radio station, where Seleka leader Michel Djotodia would make 

an address. 

 

There were no official statements from the government about the latest 

developments, although a high-ranking military source confirmed: "What is 

certain is that they (the rebels) have taken the city." 

 

Warning of new government 

 

Col Narkoyo had said on Saturday the rebels were ready to meet regional African 

leaders on the crisis in the mineral-rich but deeply poor country, but refused to 

negotiate with Mr Bozize. 

 

He then warned that if Seleka — a loose alliance of three rebel movements — 



captured Bangui, it would set up a new government. 

 

Seleka spokesman Eric Massi said from Paris that the rebels controlled the capital 

and military camps and were deploying throughout the capital, "in order to 

launch security operations and prevent looting". 

 

The city had been plunged into darkness on Saturday after rebels sabotaged a 

hydroelectric power plant in Boali, north of the capital, said residents and an 

official with the Enerca electricity company. 

 

A spokesman for Prime Minister Nicolas Tiangaye on Saturday had called on the 

rebels to accept talks to "avoid a bloodbath". 

 

Mr Tiangaye, an opposition figure, was appointed as part of a peace deal 

brokered between the government and the rebels in January, an agreement that 

broke down last week. 

 

Former colonial power France on Saturday called for an emergency meeting of 

the United Nations Security Council to discuss the deteriorating situation. 

 

France had not issued an evacuation order, but the estimated 1,250 French 

nationals in the country were advised to stay at home, said Romain Nadal, a 

spokesman for the president’s office, adding that there were no immediate plans 

to send reinforcements to back up the 250 French troops in the country. 

 

The UN Security Council on Friday voiced strong concern about the rebel 

advances "and their humanitarian consequences", amid reports of widespread 

summary executions, rapes, torture and the use of children. 

 

Peace deal 

 

Seleka first launched its offensive in the north on December 10, accusing Mr 

Bozize of not abiding by the terms of previous peace agreements. Facing little 

resistance from the army, they seized a string of towns, defying UN calls to stop 

before halting within striking distance of Bangui. 

 

They reached a peace deal with the government in January under which Mr 

Tiangaye became head of a national unity government that was to carry out 

reforms before elections next year. But the deal collapsed after the rebels said 

their demands, which included the release of people they described as political 

prisoners, had not been met. 



• Sapa-AFP, Reuters 

 

From: http://www.bdlive.co.za/africa/africannews/2013/03/24/sa-soldiers-

reported-killed-as-central-african-republic-rebels-seize-capital 
 
*** 
 
http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2013/mar/24/south-africa-bric-developing-economy 

South Africa: more of a briquette than a 
Bric? 
The newest member of the developing world's leading economies ranks significantly lower in 
population and GDP 

•  
o David Smith  
o The Guardian, Sunday 24 March 2013 19.06 GMT  
o  

 
South Africa's economy is much smaller than China's, which is heavily involved in Africa. 
Photograph: Thomas Mukoya/Reuters 

It is the moment that any host dreads. In the beach resort of Durban this week, South Africa 
will be straining to keep up appearances for bigger, wealthier patrons – China, Brazil, Russia 
and India – in the feverish hope that it's worthy of a stop on their social circuit. The "big five" 
of the developing world, flag-bearers of a new world order known as the Brics, will be 
meeting on African soil for the first time, but doubts linger over whether the host is quite 
deserving of its place at the top table. 
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South Africa is the newest and smallest member of what used to be the Bric. Its population is 
50 million compared to China's more than 1 billion, and its GDP ranked only 28th in the 
world. By contrast China is 2nd, Brazil 6th, Russia 9th and India 10th. South Africa accounts 
for just 2.5% of the Brics' GDP, according to Standard Bank research. 

Even within Africa, South Africa's growth – wracked by high unemployment and industrial 
unrest – is sluggish compared to many of its neighbours, and its crown as the continent's 
biggest economy is under threat from Nigeria. 

A year ago Jim O'Neill, the global chairman of Goldman Sachs Asset Management who 
coined the term "Bric", told South Africa's Mail & Guardian newspaper: "It's just wrong. 
South Africa doesn't belong in Brics. South Africa has too small an economy. There are not 
many similarities with the other four countries in terms of the numbers. In fact, South Africa's 
inclusion has somewhat weakened the group's power." 

He added: "South Africa has to stop feeling sorry for itself and be doers instead of talkers. 
When your country first introduced inflation targeting about 15 years ago and I sat with some 
of the policymakers, I was big on South Africa. I'm not now. Over the past few years South 
Africa has lost its focus." 

A week later O'Neill wrote an article for the same paper, insisting that he was still "excited" 
about South Africa, especially its potential to boost trade and infrastructure across the entire 
continent. This is a clue as to why South Africa was accepted the Bric in 2011, as much for 
being a gateway to the continent as on its own merits; this year's Brics summit will focus on 
the members' relationship with Africa. 

Duncan Clarke, a Johannesburg-based economist and chief executive of Global Pacific & 
Partners, said: "South Africa is a declining economic power in Africa. In essence it's a 
briquette. South Africa in GDP and demographic terms doesn't stack up but there isn't a 
single criterion for Brics membership." 

South Africa is not alone in its troubles, with other Brics members suffering slowing growth, 
prompting some analysts to suggest they are no longer the stars they were a decade ago. But 
the Brics are increasingly venturing into politics, a potential challenge to western dominance. 
The summit agenda is expected to include the Syrian civil war and the creation of a 
development bank to compete with the World Bank, with $50bn (£33bn) in seed money. 

Clarke, however, finds the entire concept of this new power bloc artificial and questionable. 
"Even if there's a nudge forward on the Brics bank, it's not a world game changer. You've got 
five really disparate economies seeking to waltz on stage as if the orchestra was in harmony. 
But underlying all that are very diverse and divergent interests. Many of the alleged 
coherences don't hold. Half are commodity exporters, half are commodity importers." 

He added: "It's just another meeting ground. We've seen many of these in the past. I doubt it 
will last a decade." 

What all the Brics countries share, however, is awareness of the potential in the rest of 
Africa. Bric-Africa trade is predicted to top $500bn by 2015, with China-Africa trade making 
up roughly 60% of that total. China's pursuit of Africa's natural resources has been a central 
driver of African economic growth over the past decade. 



Brics members have helped Africa to "escape the clutches of neo-colonial dependence on 
foreign aid," Blade Nzimande, a South African government minister, told a Brics academic 
forum earlier this month. 

Jinghao Lu, a China-Africa analyst at the consultancy Frontier Advisory, said: "South Africa 
deserves to be a member of Brics as long as it can fulfil the expectation of being a regional 
representative. However, the country is far from representing the complexity of African 
political economy. Even though South Africa's world-class corporates have created a legacy 
in a number of African nations, the South African government is not likely to make these 
corporates to act on its behalf. The pressing question South Africa needs to resolve is how to 
transform the merely political conversations among the BRICS nations into the incentives for 
its corporates for additional trade and business opportunities that will benefit the continent as 
a whole." 

Many African leaders will be able to meet the Brics in Durban, where they have been invited 
as special guests of an "Africa outreach" session. New Chinese president Xi Jinping's first 
overseas trip is taking in Russia, Tanzania, South Africa and the Republic of Congo. The 
summit is expected to draw protests from activists who fear it will "talk left to move right". 

Patrick Bond, director of the Centre for Civil Society at KwaZulu-Natal University, said: 
"Our slogan is, 'Don't carve up Africa'. This is not Berlin in 1885. Replace De Beers with 
China in eastern Zimbabwe and you just get more of the same, in fact worse." 

 
--  
To view previous posts, create a Google account with your current email and log in using 
gmail to access the archives. 
https://accounts.google.com/newaccount?hl=en 
---  
You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups "debate-
list@fahamu.org" group. 
To unsubscribe from this group and stop receiving emails from it, send an email to debate-
list+unsubscribe@fahamu.org. 
To post to this group, send email to debate-list@fahamu.org. 
Visit this group at http://groups.google.com/a/fahamu.org/group/debate-list/?hl=en-US. 
  
  
CCS: First, we entirely sympathise with problems that low-income South Africans - including 
comrades Kota and Buthelezi - often have with people who possess resources; those latter 
even include a few academics committed to social change (the Centre for Civil Society is a 
tiny institute within a neoliberal university, and was nearly closed for political reasons in 
2008, leaving just one permanent staffperson and perpetual fundraising problems... but 
relative to most community activists and their organisations, we would appear as a powerful 
and wealthy actor).  
 
However, correcting that power imbalance - between scholars and society, and more 
importantly between society and those who possess serious power - requires accurate 
information as a prerequisite. There are many inaccuracies in the statement below, which 
need correcting. But the gist of the message - no one can deny - is that imbalances remain 
amongst those who fight for justice; these imbalances are especially acute when it comes to 



perceptions created by misinformation and when race remains the severe source of division 
that it does in South Africa, especially in university/community interactions. So we welcome a 
chance to correct the facts below, as they come up in the text ("CCS: "), and also hope that a 
better day dawns when, politically, a return to alliance formation is possible, unlike the 
manner this case illustrates so well. 
 
 

Sunday, 24 March 2013 

Unemployed People’s Movement Press Statement 

The Unemployed People’s Movement will not be Participating in the So-Called 
‘People’s Space’ at the BRICS Meeting in Durban 

The Unemployed People’s Movement will not be participating in the so-called ‘People’s 
Space’ at the BRICS meeting in Durban.  

Our Umlazi branch received a phone call recently informing us that buses were being 
provided for us to send our members to the so-called ‘People’s Space’ at the Centre for Civil 
Society at UKZN.   
 
CCS: Just for the sake of accuracy, there is no 'People's Space' at the university this week. 
There is a 'brics-from-below' two-day conference at Diakonia (for which free transport is 
available), along with a few other events: 
* a large community teach-in/teach-out at Merebank's Settlers Primary School on Saturday, 
attended by 250 community activists; 
* a protest march from City Hall to the International Convention Centre on Wednesday; and 
* at UKZN, a CCS seminar on violence against women on Friday, followed by our 
participation in the UKZN Time of the Writer conference in which South Africa's race and 
class inequality were discussed. 
 
 
We were instructed to mobilise to fill the buses.  
 
CCS: One of our partners arranged buses, to all the events EXCEPT the ones at the 
university (due to lack of resources to cover every event). But by way of an aside, in CCS's 
practice, no 'instruction to fill the buses' is ever given - however, free transport is offered for 
events to many community organisations (and sometimes reimbursement for individuals' 
kombi transport), so that if low-income residents want to participate in order to help break 
down the inequalities, they are welcome to. Apartheid geography means transport from far-
flung townships is especially expensive, hence the availability of transport - not an unusual 
practice. (If there was no transport subsidies offered to major events, that would be grounds 
for genuine complaint.) 
 
 

We made it clear that we will not be participating in this space. We were given no role in the 
process leading up to the BRICS meeting and we have been given no role in planning the so-
called ‘People’s Space’ or in its management. 



 
CCS: The planning for brics-from-below has been open to all Durban civil society 
organisations for the past five months, with many announcements and with three 
organisations (CCS, groundWork and South Durban Community Environmental Alliance) 
doing coordination based upon repeated consultations in Durban, Johannesburg, Pretoria 
and Cape Town. UPM in Umlazi was indeed part of this process. The community 
coordination by SDCEA included Umlazi meetings, and in late 2012, as well as on 11 and 23 
March, SDCEA-hosted meetings about BRICS included Umlazi UPM activists. The two press 
statement authors were not in Umlazi recently, and apparently were not informed about the 
community participation. 
 
 

The experience of grassroots movements at the so-called ‘People’s Space’ at the COP17 
meeting in Durban, also hosted by the Centre for Civil Society, was terrible.  

 
CCS: A diverse group of activists called the C17 (whose members ranged from Durban 
community organisations to international NGOs) was the official organiser of the COP17 
People's Space in December 2011; their plan throughout 2011 was to hold that alternative 
summit close to the International Convention Centre at the Durban University of Technology, 
but that became unaffordable due to high rental charges. Two weeks before the event, since 
the C17 found there were no other reasonable options, CCS offered to assist in acquiring the 
University of KwaZulu-Natal facilities at a much lower cost. That was the sole reason for 
moving the hosting of People's Space to UKZN. And no one affiliated with CCS was a 
member of the C17.  
 
 

We were not given any role in the planning of that space.  

 
CCS: Actually, although we were deeply dissatisfied with the way the C17 depoliticised the 
COP17 People's Space - and repeatedly criticised their failure to tackle the challenges of 
climate politics - there were multiple opportunities offered by the C17 (with transport/food 
provided) for participation from low-income Durban communities. (There were also similar 
processes across SA's main urban centres.) Many workshops were run by SDCEA in 
communities across Durban during the six months prior to the event, and CCS assisted in 
about a half-dozen. If the Umlazi UPM did not take advantage of those opportunities, this 
doesn't reflect the C17's failure or SDCEA's lack of trying (because many Durban township 
communities did participate). It reflects the lack of specific outreach at the time to a group in 
Umlazi whom many of us first learned of only when protests began in June 2012, seven 
months after the COP17. 
 
 

We were just bussed in. We were given inferior accommodation and food.  

 
CCS: We understand that no accommodation was offered to people from Umlazi, but that for 



out of town visitors, the 'Climate Refugee Camp' of the C17 next to the Greyville Race Track 
was not conceptualised or run as well as it could have been. The critique of substandard food 
provided to visitors by the C17 team is a critique that we at CCS endorsed 
(www.ephemeraweb.org/journal/12-1/12-1bond.pdf)- but this incident was apparently 
isolated to the Climate Refugee Camp. 
 
 

We found that our role was just to sit and listen to overseas experts talking to us.  

 
CCS: There were many sessions at the C17 People's Space dedicated to bottom-up 
environmental- and economic-justice organising, and many opportunities to offer - at no 
charge - community-driven workshops. This complaint is unique, one we have not heard 
before. Many overseas experts and dedicated activists came to the People's Space, and they 
held their own workshops and also interacted with South Africans. But our experience was 
that the South African community, environment and labour contingents Space were - and are 
- serious about articulating their visions, needs, strategies and tactics. This grievance 
indicates a passivity which we didn't experience - and which surprises us coming from such 
forceful, eloquent activists as Kota and Buthelezi. 
 
 

There was a protest by the movements against the organisers of that meeting. They responded 
by buying us fried chicken but did not take our concerns seriously and discussing a better 
way forward for the future. This was one more insult. 

 
CCS: If this refers to a protest against the C17, our understanding was that it was isolated to 
the Camp in Greyville. We weren't aware of other protests within the civil society scene 
(aside from the well-known confrontations that took place on the 3 December march and in 
the City Hall on December 8, which were unrelated to food). 
 
 

This was not the first time that movements have been expressing their concerns about these 
NGO organised meetings. Movements have been raising concerns about these meetings for 
many years but we have either been ignored or criminalised by the NGOs and academics. We 
are highly aware that when grassroots movements walked out of the Social Movements 
Indaba meeting,  

 
CCS: In our (hazy) recollection, there was a Cape Town group that walked out of that event 
in 2006, but all the others stayed. There was a protest by a Durban group at that event, but it 
merely delayed (for a couple of hours) but did not derail the meeting.  
 
 

also held by the Centre for Civil Society at UKZN in 2006,  



 
CCS: As in the case of the C17 People's Space, the role of CCS was merely to offer university 
facilities. We did so to a network of social movements, to allow them to meet for free, but 
there was no CCS role in the Social Movements Indaba organising team or leadership. CCS 
has, since 2002, held regular mass meetings of communities: these were the "Harold Wolpe 
Lecture Series" until 2012, and then renamed the "Dennis Brutus Debates", and in no cases 
were there any protests against CCS for offering transport and food. 
 
 

they were called ‘criminals’ in the media and have been attacked by the NGOs and academics 
ever since. We are prepared for the same treatment. 

 
CCS: There have been endless critiques offered of grassroots community organisations, 
social movements, NGOs and academic practices, both from within and without. Such 
critiques are done by the organisations concerned, as well as by CCS scholars. However, in 
our recollection, the word 'criminal' is not an allegation ever made about the Social 
Movements Indaba incident by anyone employed by CCS. It is, though, surely appropriate for 
both scholars and activists to 'attack' (critique) each other and to auto-critique ourselves; the 
question is whether this is done with constructive or destructive intent (many high-profile 
Durban controversies fall into the latter category, no one can dispute). Indeed, many mature 
social movements and community organisations request critical evaluations so as to improve 
their practices. But it is undeniable that the walk-out by one group at the 2006 conference, 
and the protest, were certainly controversial, and became the subject of mainly destructive 
debate in the Mail and Guardian in late 2006.  
 
 

In the days of the WSSD in Johannesburg grassroots movements had lots of supporters but 
were organisationally weak. All that the NGOs had to do to secure popular support was to 
provide buses and hand out T-shirts for movements like the Landless People’s Movement.  

 
CCS: We understand that the Landless People's Movement was a very important 
development, given the failure to redistribute land and address historical injustice, from 2001 
when it appeared at the World Conference Against Racism in Durban, until it fell into a 
dormant state after internal crises and serious state repression in 2004. However, in our 
recollection, this was not an easily manipulated group merely seeking NGO-facilitated 
transport and tee-shirts, in return for NGO popularity; and indeed confrontations between 
that movement and NGOs were amongst the sharpest of any in South Africa, as CCS-
supported research documented from both perspectives. Moreover, we can't recall any NGO 
that won popular support from the landless or other oppressed groups simply by giving out 
shirts; popular consciousness has usually been much higher than this allegation implies. 
(And CCS has never given out tee-shirts or other branding material aside from a 2006 
collection of videos, CCS Wired, and our academic publications.) 
 
 

But Movements are much stronger now in organisational terms and those days are gone.  



 
CCS: We very much hope that social movements can become stronger, but in 2013 our 
understanding of South African communities is that most of the widespread dissent in society 
emanates from grievances that have momentary expression ('popcorn protests') but that have 
not yet generated the linkages, narratives and ideology, leadership, resources and 
organisational democracy required to sustain protest beyond the immediate moment. While 
there are exceptions, our sense of the South African social movements' strength in 2013, 
compared to a decade earlier would be contrary to the authors' sense. 
 
 

These so-called ‘People’s Spaces’ are really NGO and academic spaces where the role of 
grassroots activists is just to be bussed in to listen to experts in exchange for a few crumbs for 
the movement leaders.  

 
CCS: There is always that danger, and hence the steps taken in the brics-from-below work 
included a strong emphasis on the 23 March community event in Merebank, which was 
entirely community-controlled: 

 
 
 

The reason that we condemn this is that we subscribe to Black Consciousness. The Black 
Consciousness movement emerged in 1968 when black students walked out of a NUSAS 
meeting in Grahamstown because whites were doing all the thinking and talking while blacks 
were playing a passive role. Today the situation is just as bad or even worse in these so-called 
‘People’s Spaces’. Therefore today we continue to walk out of spaces where we are 
disrespected and are only being bussed in to legitimate other people’s agendas.  

 
CCS: Ideology aside, had the authors attended the 23 March brics-from-below event (as did 
others from their organisation), they would not describe community participation as passive.  
 
 

Also, we experience these so called ‘reality tours’ as if we are being treated as animals in a 
zoo. We have made it clear that we will not be collaborating with so-called ‘reality tours’ in 

This image cannot currently be displayed.



our communities. We insisted that a tour scheduled to take place in Umlazi today be 
cancelled. 

 
CCS: These are actually solidarity tours, and the longest-running one - South Durban's Toxic 
Tour - has been invaluable for communities who want to show both the injustices they face, 
and their willingness to fight back. The Occupy Umlazi tour was planned by one of the local 
leaders and a CCS Brutus Community Scholar with that solidaristic perspective in mind. 
Three other tours were given on 24 March and were warmly welcomed by participants, 
without any allegations of poverty tourism or exploitation. The vast majority of the Reality 
Tour visitors today (24 March) were working-class people from across South Africa who 
have come to brics-from-below to learn about BRICS and express their own political 
perspective, including through solidaristic engagements with Durban residents. 
 
 

The NGOs and doors are trying to control and commercialise our struggles at these 
international meetings.  

 
CCS: True, this is always a danger, and one for which warning should always be welcomed, 
including the case of brics-from-below. Any specific problems that are identified should be 
articulated and, as we try in this letter, given due response. 
 
 

If they want to work with us in the future they will need to do so on a respectful and fully 
democratic basis. We want partnership and not domination and exploitation. 

 
CCS: Actually, there were a great many efforts made over the prior five months to expand 
partnerships and alliances for brics-from-below hosting, on a shoestring budget. The 
objective, unlike the C17 experience (with an excessively broad coalition that prevented 
sharp criticism), was to retain a view of BRICS that is extremely critical. Some hoped-for 
alliances with the advanced sections of organised labour did not occur (mainly due to 
Cosatu's internal crises and decision to instead ally with Chinese and Russian unions), and 
similar work with some communities was not successful. Many NGOs also shied away from 
brics-from-below due to the critical stance adopted.  
 
 

We discussed our position on this matter at the Democratic Left Front national steering 
committee meeting in Johannesburg last week. 

 
CCS: We are not a member of this Front, but having heard of grievances through the 
grapevine, CCS sent a note to the two authors on 22 March attempting to clear up what 
sounded like gossipy misinformation, and asked for clarity on any other grievances. This was 
done both in a phone call and email. But no reply came, until this press statement emerged. 
So we hope in the future we can reopen lines of communication that earlier were much more 



effective, so that any other misinformation or misimpressions can be addressed without the 
distraction and time-wasting at an important juncture, represented by the two comrades' 
press statement today. But in politics there are no permanent friends or enemies, and the 
occasional toxicity of civil society politics in Durban leaves everyone here jaded. At least 
matters are not as degenerate as they are in ruling-party politics in Durban, where the bullet 
often reigns. We hope the two comrades are back in Durban again soon to meet and discuss 
their perspectives, if it suits them. 
 
Patrick Bond (and China Ngubane) for CCS 
 
 

We remain committed to the struggle against imperialism but that struggle needs to be rooted 
in democratic practices. 

Bheki Buthelezi, Unemployed People’s Movement (KwaZulu-Natal) 072 639 9898 

Ayanda Kota, Unemployed People’s Movement (Eastern Cape) 078 625 6462 

Sunday, 24 March 2013 

Unemployed People’s Movement Press Statement 

 

The Unemployed People’s Movement will not be Participating in the So-Called 
‘People’s Space’ at the BRICS Meeting in Durban 

 

The Unemployed People’s Movement will not be participating in the so-called ‘People’s 
Space’ at the BRICS meeting in Durban.  

 

Our Umlazi branch received a phone call recently informing us that buses were being 
provided for us to send our members to the so-called ‘People’s Space’ at the Centre for Civil 
Society at UKZN.  We were instructed to mobilise to fill the buses. 

 

We made it clear that we will not be participating in this space. We were given no role in the 
process leading up to the BRICS meeting and we have been given no role in planning the so-
called ‘People’s Space’ or in its management. 

 

The experience of grassroots movements at the so-called ‘People’s Space’ at the COP17 
meeting in Durban, also hosted by the Centre for Civil Society, was terrible. We were not 
given any role in the planning of that space. We were just bussed in. We were given inferior 



accommodation and food. We found that our role was just to sit and listen to overseas experts 
talking to us. There was a protest by the movements against the organisers of that meeting. 
They responded by buying us fried chicken but did not take our concerns seriously and 
discussing a better way forward for the future. This was one more insult. 

 

This was not the first time that movements have been expressing their concerns about these 
NGO organised meetings. Movements have been raising concerns about these meetings for 
many years but we have either been ignored or criminalised by the NGOs and academics. We 
are highly aware that when grassroots movements walked out of the Social Movements 
Indaba meeting, also held by the Centre for Civil Society at UKZN in 2006, they were called 
‘criminals’ in the media and have been attacked by the NGOs and academics ever since. We 
are prepared for the same treatment. 

 

In the days of the WSSD in Johannesburg grassroots movements had lots of supporters but 
were organisationally weak. All that the NGOs had to do to secure popular support was to 
provide buses and hand out T-shirts for movements like the Landless People’s Movement. 
But Movements are much stronger now in organisational terms and those days are gone.  

 

These so-called ‘People’s Spaces’ are really NGO and academic spaces where the role of 
grassroots activists is just to be bussed in to listen to experts in exchange for a few crumbs for 
the movement leaders. The reason that we condemn this is that we subscribe to Black 
Consciousness. The Black Consciousness movement emerged in 1968 when black students 
walked out of a NUSAS meeting in Grahamstown because whites were doing all the thinking 
and talking while blacks were playing a passive role. Today the situation is just as bad or 
even worse in these so-called ‘People’s Spaces’. Therefore today we continue to walk out of 
spaces where we are disrespected and are only being bussed in to legitimate other people’s 
agendas.  

 

Also, we experience these so called ‘reality tours’ as if we are being treated as animals in a 
zoo. We have made it clear that we will not be collaborating with so-called ‘reality tours’ in 
our communities. We insisted that a tour scheduled to take place in Umlazi today be 
cancelled. 

 

The NGOs and doors are trying to control and commercialise our struggles at these 
international meetings. If they want to work with us in the future they will need to do so on a 
respectful and fully democratic basis. We want partnership and not domination and 
exploitation. 

 



We discussed our position on this matter at the Democratic Left Front national steering 
committee meeting in Johannesburg last week. 

 

We remain committed to the struggle against imperialism but that struggle needs to be rooted 
in democratic practices. 

 

Bheki Buthelezi, Unemployed People’s Movement (KwaZulu-Natal) 072 639 9898 

Ayanda Kota, Unemployed People’s Movement (Eastern Cape) 078 625 6462 
 
 

Hlanganyela kwimbizo yomphakathi 
ngesikhathi sengqungquthela yababusi 

bamazwe ase  

Brazil-Russia-India-
China-South Africa 

  

eThekwini, March 25-27 

  

ibrics-esuka-kubantu! 

EThekwini, eNingizimu Afrika, ababusi abamazwe amahlanu azohlangana sekuphela inyanga kaMarch, 
ukuqinisekisa ukuthi izimboni zezwekazi laseAfrika zingabatshali abangcono bezingqalasizinda, 
kwezokumbiwa, amafutha kanye nezolimo kunezimboni ezijwayelekile zamazwe aseNtshonalanga kanye 
naseMelika. Ingqungqthela yeBrazil-Russia-India-China-SA (BRICS) izobuye ihlanganise ababusi abamazwe 
angu16 abaqhamuka eAfrika, iningi labo elibusa ngendlovuyanngena.  



  

Uma sesibheka ukuthi kungakanani esingalahlekelwa yikho, ukucubungula kwemiphakathi kubalulekile 
mayelana nezindlela kanye nemiphumela yeBRICS nokuzokwenzeka emva kwayo. EThekwini, izinhlangano 
zemiphakathi zendawo ezinomlando wokulwela nokucwaninga ngobulungiswa ngezemvelo, ezomhlaba, 
ezombusazwe, ezomnotho kanye namanye amalungelo bahlose imicimbi ngalezizinsuku 25-27 March, ukuzwe 
kulalelwe okukhathaza imiphakathi osekunesikhathi mayelana namalungelo ezemvelo. ezomhlaba, 
ezombusazwe, ezomnotho kanye namanye amalungelo okuqondiswe kwiBRICS futhi kwakhiwe 
umfelandawonye wezinhlangano zemiphakathi osukela kubantu uya phezulu. 

  

Ukusiza ukwakha lomfelandawonye, hlanganyela kanye nathi ngalezizizinsuku 25-27 March:  

  

NgoMsombuluko 25 March eDiakonia maphakathi neTheku:  

•         iDiakonia njengendawo yembizo yebrics-esuka-kubantu, Usuku Lokuqala – imizabalazo 
eqondene nezomnotho-ezenhlalakahle-nezabasebenzi ngaphakathi kweBRICS  

•         Ingxoxo Yabantu eyokwenziwa iqoqo lezikhulumi, intambama yonke  

  

NgoLwesibili 26 March e Diakonia:  

•         Diakonia njengendawo yembizo yebrics-esuka-kubantu, Usuku Lwesibili – indima yeBRICS 
eAfrica nasemhlabeni wonke jikelele  

•         Izingxoxo ezibalulekile ezihlabahlosile eziyokwenzeka ngeBhange Lokuthuthukisa leBRICS 
eziyohlelwa yiMais Democracia (Brazil NGO)  

•         Izindiza ezisuka eThekwini seziqonde kwiWorld Social Forum eTunisia zihamba ngehora 
lesikhombisa, zifike eTunis ngehora lokuqala emini  

•         Umcimbi wasebusuku (ohlanganisa ukuxhumana ngevideo neWSF) inkulumo-mpikiswano 
yomphakathi phakathi kwebrics-esuka-kubantu kanye nabaholi beBRICS  

  

NgoLwesithathu 27 March eDiakonia bese sisuka eCity Hall siya eICC:  

•         eDiakonia njengandawo yokuhlanganyela  kwamaqembu avakashile ebrics-esuka-kubantu  

•         ibrics-esuka-kubantu iyobhekisa amabombo eInternational Convention Centre ngesikhathi 
samadina  

•         iDiakonia iyobe iseyindawo lapho abantu bengahlanganyela khona baxoxe ngokwezekile 
nokusazokwenzeka mayelana nebrics-esuka-kubantu morning/evening meetings  

  



Izinhlangano ezengamele ibrics-esuka-kubantu:  

groundWork (Friends of the Earth South Africa) (http://www.groundwork.org.za),   

the South Durban Community Environmental Alliance (http://www.sdcea.co.za)  

and the University of KwaZulu-Natal Centre for Civil Society (http://ccs.ukzn.ac.za) 

 
http://www.clb.org.hk/en/content/chinas-workers-demand-better-trade-union 
 
22 March, 2013 

China's workers demand a better trade union 

China's workers have demonstrated remarkable solidarity and organizational ability for 
several years now in strikes and protests across the country. They have demanded and in 
many cases obtained higher wages and better working conditions from their employer. 
Moreover, they have done this on their own and without the help of the trade union, which is 
usually seen as ineffectual or merely a tool of management. 

Today however there is evidence that workers are no longer simply ignoring the union in 
their struggle but instead are demanding that it shows solidarity with them and does a much 
better job in protecting their rights and interests in the workplace. Over the past few months, 
for example, Chinese workers have demanded the ouster of a democratically-elected but 
under-performing trade union chairman, gone on strike in protest at a wage agreement 
negotiated by management and union, and demanded union assistance in their quest for equal 
pay for equal work at a state-owned enterprise in the revolutionary heartland of Yan'an. 

The response of the All-China Federation of Trade Unions to these worker initiatives was 
generally guarded but not unsympathetic, suggesting that while the official union clearly has 
not yet got up to speed with the rest of the workers' movement in China, at least pressure 
from workers is now forcing the union to reassess its role and the way it interacts with the 
people it is supposed to represent. 

In May last year, the employees at Japanese-owned Ohms Electronics in Shenzhen were 
given the chance to democratically elect their trade union chairman. They chose a senior 
manager named Zhao Shaobo, largely because they felt at the time that he was best placed to 
convey their concerns to the company. But just nine months later, on 28 February, after Zhao 
failed to effectively intervene in several contract disputes involving long-serving employees, 
workers posted a notice on the factory gate demanding he be removed and new elections 
held. 

More than 100 employees signed the petition and it was duly taken to the district trade union 
office where officials promised to consider the request and come to a decision within one 
month as required by law. Meanwhile, the under fire Zhao Shaobo made a staunch public 
defence of his record as union chair, saying the accusations against him were unjust. 

At the Nanhai Honda automotive plant, site of one of the most important and ground-
breaking strikes in recent Chinese history, about 100 junior staff went out on strike again on 
18 March in protest at a new pay deal agreed by management and the union that would have 



given them a mere 10.2 percent increase in salary, while senior workers would get 19.8 
percent. The next day, management increased the offer for junior workers to 14.4 percent and 
the strikers returned to work. 

Although some union officials at Nanhai Honda reportedly criticised the workers for going 
out on strike, one local union official did say that the work stoppage had actually advanced 
the negotiations between workers and management and was thus a useful adjunct to the 
collective wage consultation system already in place at the company. 

Two months earlier, around 600 auxiliary workers at Yanlian Industrial, a state-owned oil 
company in Shaanxi, sent an open letter to the provincial trade union in Xi'an stating that they 
would go on strike from 17 to 21 January if management refused to discuss their demands for 
equal pay for equal work. 

The provincial trade union federation had supported the workers in a dispute the previous 
month over management plans to reclassify auxiliary employees as agency workers, a move 
that would have eliminated the job security they enjoyed at the state-owned enterprise. This 
time however union officials were more circumspect in their support of the workers' demands 
for equal pay. The acting chairman of the enterprise union, for example, said: “Our trade 
union should represent workers' best interests. But although equal pay for equal work is a 
government policy, it is still difficult to implement.” 

Throughout much of the reform era in China, the workers' movement and the trade union 
travelled separate paths, barely if ever coming into contact with each other. Perhaps now, 
with worker activism on the rise, there is a chance that those two paths will begin to 
converge. 

But for that convergence to really bear fruit, both workers and the trade union need to 
develop a new set of practical skills. The trade union is taking small steps in the right 
direction but it still has much to learn about running an effective and genuinely representative 
workers' organization. But once the union begins to attain these skills, it will start to gain the 
trust of the workers, who then in turn will be more willing to learn new organising and 
bargaining skills themselves. 

As such, at present, there is clearly both a need and an opportunity for the international labour 
movement to get involved in China. By exchanging information, offering practical help and 
skills training, international unions can help Chinese workers and union officials to fully 
appreciate how trade unions really work and understand how they can effectively work 
together in the future. 

Reflections on day one of the BRICS Trade Union Forum, 24 March 2013, Durban 
  
“We meet here today to ensure that this man made economic crisis is turned around to 
present a turning point in the system of capitalist accumulation.” -Sidumo Dlamini, 
COSATU President 
  
Concluding the first BRICS trade union forum held in Moscow, Russia, 11th December, 2012 
forum said “Trade unions of the Federative republic of Brazil, The Russian Federation, the 
Republic of India, the people’s government of China and the Republic of South Africa, 



welcome and actively support the process of the BRICS crystallization the establishment of a 
new structure of global governance and co-operation.” 
  
It further said that “Trade unions are ready to take up their place in these processes, and 
above all, in the area of creation of decent jobs, protection of labour, defence of workers 
interest and attainment of social justice.” 
  
It finally said “on the basis of the above-stated principles, we declare the setting up of a 
BRICS trade Union Forum as a means of dialogue and cooperation among our peoples, 
striving to confer to BRICS a social dimension underpinned by the ILO decent work 
concept.” 
  
This was the mood of the first day of the forum—the establishment of a BRICS Trade Union 
Forum as means of creating dialogue and cooperation amongst trade unions in BRICS 
countries. The informative inputs and solidarity messages by trade union federations from 
other BRICS countries were a clear indication that trade unions are not willing to bend over 
to the jackboot of global capitalism. 
  
In his opening address, the President of COSATU pointed out the looming scramble for 
Africa as emerging powers are seeking ways of exploiting African natural resources. “[They] 
seek to ensure their domination of the continent’s resources and counter the growing strategic 
influence of China.” He added 
  
He further added that the ruling class is panicking, it has no policies to resolve the economic 
breakdown, but it does have a very specific strategy that is being cruelly applied. It is aimed 
at pumping new wealth into the ever expanding arteries of the profit system by driving down 
the social position of the working class. 
  
He emphasised that at the centre of the reasons we meet here today is to ensure that as the 
revolutionary trade union movement we strengthen our ties.  The focus must be to ensure that 
this emerging alternative economic bloc is based on an accumulation path that is pro-poor, 
defends the power of the working class, and contributes towards deepening democracy on the 
global scale.      
  
The leader of the South African Confederation of Trade Unions emphasised the unity of 
workers and reiterated COSATU’s call for one federation in one country so that workers will 
have a unified voice.  
  
The Minister of International Relations and Cooperation gave a moving keynote address. She 
said that the existence of the BRICS Trade Union Forum gives shape to the BRICS 
architecture that our leaders have been establishing since the formation of BRICS.  It 
compliments not only the work that is being carried out in the policy organs of the BRICS 
like the Summit and the meeting of Ministers. 
  
She further pledged the South African governments support to the formation of the BRICS 
Trade Union Forum. 
  
“We need to also locate the role of women in the structures of BRICS.” She added 
  



She also presented the South African government’s envisaged core outcomes of this Summit 
which are: 

•         The launch of concrete measures towards the establishment of the 
BRICS-led  Development Bank; 

•         The establishment of the BRICS Business Council and the BRICS 
Think Tank Council; and 

•         A retreat between African leaders and their BRICS counterparts. 

  
Vusumuzi Bhengu (The Shop Steward Editor) 
Congress of South African Trade Unions 
110 Jorissen Cnr Simmonds Streets 
Braamfontein 
2017 
  
P.O.Box 1019 
Johannesburg 
South Africa 
2000 
  
Tel: 079 9611440 
Fax: +27 11 339-6940 
E-Mail:  vusumuzi@cosatu.org.za 
  
 
 
*** 
 
All-Chinese Confederation of Trade Unions (ACFTU)’s  Address at BRICS Trade 
Union Forum, Durban, 23-25 th March 2013  
  
Brothers and sisters, 
  
Respectable Union Leaders, 

Good afternoon! I’m highly delighted to be here at this Forum held in this beautiful 

city of Durban. Let me begin by, on behalf of Chinese trade unions and my Chinese 

colleague, saying a big thank you towards our host, COSATU, for your preparation 

and hard work leading up to this meeting. As the second BRICS Trade Union Forum, 

this meeting bears great significance and has far-reaching influence. According to 

the proposed program of this Forum, besides the formalization of a coordination 

structure of BRICS Trade Union Forum, we will also discuss overriding subjects of 

economy and trade among BRICS countries, economic justice in world trade system, 



our approach and policies to development in favour of economic models of 

sustainability, decent work and job creation agenda, transformation of international 

trade union movement and strengthening union capability of defending workers’ 

rights and interests. We believe, with concerted efforts, we, the participating unions 

will better coordinate our positions for reaching consensus, which will help this 

Forum yield positive results. 

This BRICS Summit and Trade Union Forum are convened at a time when the 

Chinese leadership transition was just completed several days ago. The fact that Mr. 

Xi Jinping will attend the BRICS Summit during his first foreign visit as President fully 

reveals the prominence given by the Chinese leaders to BRICS countries and this 

summit. By taking this opportunity, the BRICS countries is bound to further boost 

their mutually beneficial cooperation, thus laying a solid foundation for and further 

giving impetus to the exchange and cooperation among their unions. 

We further believe that, as the unions of rapidly-growing emerging markets, we are 

in a position to articulate the urgent needs and shard aspirations of the unions and 

workers of BRICS countries and other developing world in an objective and just 

manner. It is in our common interest to call for the incorporation of the profound 

changes of the world economic landscape into the global economic governance 

system, and increase the voice and representation of emerging markets and other 

developing countries and their unions, so as to ensure greater balance in world 

economy, better global economic governance and more democratic international 

relations. Chinese unions share with other BRICS trade unions the idea that it’s the 

union’s mission and duty to draw the attention of BRICS heads of states to labour 

issues. Through this forum, we hope to strengthen the ties among BRICS unions, 

improve our dialogue, exchange and cooperation mechanism, and make our due 

contributions to sustainable economic growth, social progress and defence of 

workers’ rights and interests of the emerging markets, including BRICS countries. 

We are convinced that by working together, BRICS Trade Union Forum will be a 

success. 

Thank you all! 
  



 *** 
 
  
Greetings from Central Única dos Trabalhadores (CUT ), Brazil, to BRICS Trade 
Union Forum, Durban, 23 March 2013  
  
  
Firstly, I’d like to thank COSATU for organizing this important Trade Union Forum, here in 

the beautiful and pleasant city of Durban, where in the next days our heads of state will 

convene. I’d like also to salute her Excellency the Minister of Foreign Affairs of South Africa. 

Besides that, I want to salute all other trade union comrades, men and women, who are 

here today. 
  
We’ll be gathered here in the next few days to deal with a very important issue for the 

world of labor: the new political relations that are being built by five among the most 

important counties in the world, the BRICS. For CUT Brazil, that necessarily means 

international solidarity amongst worker’s in these countries.  
  
For the first time the BRICS community meets in African soil. We welcome with enthusiasm 

South Africa’s recent entrance into the bloc, for what it represents to the efforts to 

democratize the international multilateral institutions. We also recognize that South Africa’s 

membership to the BRICS strengthens its political characteristics, beyond its natural 

vocation to undertake coordinated actions on economic matters. 
  
We believe that such an alliance of countries as the BRICS, which dares to question the 

current global power structures and to propose innovative alternatives, cannot refrain from 

the dialogue with society. Therefore, we don’t want to see in the BRICS the repetition of 

institutional arrangements in which trade unions are neither received, nor heard.  
  
Having known that there are ongoing negotiations to establish a BRICS Business Council, we 

demand coherence from our governments and the opening of a similar institutional space 

that would allow workers’ participation. We strongly believe to have a lot to contribute to 

the BRICS process, building on the multilateral experiences in which we, as CUT Brazil, 

currently participate in, such as: the Social and Economic Advisory Council (FCES) in the 

Mercosur; the Trade Union Advisory Committee (TUAC) at the OECD; and Trade Union 

Technical Advisory Council (COSATE) at the Organization of American States (OAS). 
  
We are willing to support and to promote the Trade Union political coordination process 

within the BRICS, working with respect to our rich diversity in order to reach our common 

objectives: the struggle against neoliberalism, against transnational corporations’ abuses 

and for the fulfillment of the Decent Work political agenda in all our countries.  
  
Important decisions – such as the creation of a BRICS Development Bank – are expected as 

the outcome of the Summit. We have the responsibility to make the workers’ voice heard 

and to present our vision on the key issues that are at stake here in Durban, keeping in mind 

that this is a new process for our governments and so it is to us.  
  



Thank you very much! 
  
  

*** 
 
Brics resolution 
By the Congress of South African Trade Unions National Congress, September 2012 
  
Noting: The emergence of industrially developing countries of Brazil, Russia, India, China 
and South Africa (BRICS), with differences in social and economic structures, represents a 
potential counterweight to western, pro American transnationals and global banks and to the 
outdated neoliberal free market economic capitalism of the 21st century. 
    Believing: BRICS is a new ideological pole to advance multipolarity and to resists 
imperialist control of the Washington consensus. 
    Therefore resolve to:  
1.            Work with Brazilian, Russian, Indian and Chinese trade unions to support a 

counter-hegemonic bloc of progressive countries and struggle to promote the anti-
imperialist content of the BRICS countries political agenda. 

2.            We must explore relations with the Russian trade unions to further deepen our 
understanding of the current developments in that country. 

3.            Further critically analyzing the BRICS alliance, with particular reference to China 
and to carry out an independent study of the impact of our relationship with the 
BRICS countries. 

4.            Leverage this to develop a BRICS trade unions Platform centred on an anti-
capitalist left alternative and socialist strategy. This should include a summit of 
progressive BRICS trade unions opposing imperialism and anti-capitalist in their 
ideological orientation to coincide with the BRICS summit in 2013. 

5.            Welcome the establishment of the BRICS development bank and engage further 
on the model such a bank should assume in driving industrial development and 
changing the orientation of our economies to break with neoliberalism. 

6.            Exchange visit should be undertaken to engage Federations in BRICS countries on 
the framework for the summit. We should link this initiative with that of 
International Communist and Workers Parties in the BRICS countries and other 
organs of people’s power that converges at every BRICS summit. 

7.            Rally the BRICS trade union movement towards practical convergence in 2013. 

8.            Develop a clear build up program of regular exchanges visits, twinning programs, 
joint workshops and seminars and setup committees to coordinate the BRICS 
trade union platforms. 

9.            Establish a COSATU committee to study the BRICS phenomena with the 
involvement of the alliance partners. 

10.        COSATU must develop a perspective on BRICS and all these issues. 

11.        The BRICS trade union initiative should also analyze extensively the current epoch 
of imperialism and host seminars and workshops on revolutionary politics and 
assess the international conjuncture. 



12.        We should exchange publications and dedicate a major part of our analysis in the 
publications of revolutionary and trade union ideas on BRICS. 

 
*** 

Garden Court Hotel, Marine Parade, Durban on the 23-25th March, 2013 

  

Day one, Saturday – 23rd March, 2013 

  

16h00: Opening and Welcome dinner  

  

•         Opening Address – COSATU General Secretary, Zwelinzima Vavi 

  

•         Welcome remarks – Ethekwini Municipality Mayor, Cllr James Nxumalo   

  

•         Keynote Address – His Excellency, the President of the Republic of South Africa, Jacob 
Zuma (tbc) 

  

•         Fraternal and solidarity greetings:  The meaning of BRICS to the struggle for workers power 
in our various countries; 

o   South Africa 

�  Congress of South African Unions (COSATU) 

�  SACOTU ( South African Council of Trade Unions) 

o   Brazil  - Central Única dos Trabalhadores (CUT) 

o   China – All- Chinese Confederation of Trade Unions (ACFTU) 

o   India  

�  Centre of Indian Trade Unions (CITU) 

�  All Indian Trade Unions Congress (AITUC) 



o   Russia 

�  Federation of Independent Trade Unions of Russia (FNPR) 

�  Confederation of Labour (KTR) 

•         Closure  

Day two, Sunday, 24th March, 2013  

  

Co-Chaired by – CUT, Brazil and ACFTU, China  

  

9h00: COSATU – setting the scene 

  

Critical reflections on the coming into being and significance of the BRICS trade union 
forum:  

•         What does it mean to our common struggle to build working class power, transform the 
global political economy to serve humanity and strengthen south-south relations in the era of 
global capitalist crisis  

10h00: Discussions on the implications of BRICS trade union forum to global workers power 

  

11h15: Tea Break 

  

11h30: Commissions on workers’ proposed alternative development models on; 

  

•         BRICS trade patterns and what they mean for working class solidarity today? Towards 
a just and fair world trade system and the development of popular alternative models  

o   Facilitator – CITU/AITUCC, India  

o   Resource person – FAWU and SACTWU 

o   Scriber and Rapporteur - SACCAWU 

  



•         The development of alternative sources of Development Finance – How model the 
BRICS development Bank as a viable alternative and funding model to the failed neo-liberal 
models of the World Bank and IMF for infrastructure, human and social development in the 
global south, particularly in Africa and other parts of the developing world 

o   Facilitator – SASBO  

o   Resource person – ACFTU, China 

o   Scriber and Rapporteur – SACOTU/FEDUSA-NACTU 

  

•         Building working class power for improved workers rights and defeat inequalities, 
unemployment and poverty in our various countries for decent work and inclusive 
development 

o   Facilitator – RUSSIA 

o   Resource person – CUT, Brazil 

o   Scriber and Rapporteur - NUMSA 

  

•         The position and role of BRICS trade unions in shaping the agenda of our various 
countries and influencing changes in the global landscape as a whole in the interest of social 
justice and people-centred development 

o   Facilitator – CUT, Brazil  

o   Resource persons – NEHAWU and NUM 

o   Scriber and Rapporteur - SAMWU  

13h00: Lunch 

  

14h00: Commissions continue 

  

15h30: Tea Break 

  

16h00: Commissions Report-back 



  

19h00: Session adjourns for day two 

  

  

Day three, Monday - 25th March, 2013 

  

Chaired by Russia and India 

  

9h00: Consolidation of Reports towards identifiable priority areas for action 

  

11h00: Formalisation of coordination of the BRICS Trade Union Forum – Coordinating 
structure, Secretariat and Centre 

  

12h00: 2nd BRICS Trade Unions Forum – Declaration 

  

Conference Secretariat: 

1)      Bongani Masuku – Convenor, COSATU HQ 

2)      Jonas Mosia – COSATU HQ 

3)      Lucian Segami – NEHAWU 

4)      Nombuso Madonda – DENOSA 

5)      Sian Byrne - NALEDI 

6)      SACOTU – TBD 

7)      Plus one Representative from each of the other BRICS countries 

Integrated Themes for consideration and discussion; 

-          Trade Agreements between BRICS countries and towards global economic 
justice in the world trade system 



-          Formalisation of a co-ordination structure of the BRICS trade union Forum 
and related logistics 

-          Our Approach to development - Need to develop popular alternatives 
including economic models that prioritise infrastructure development and state 
capacity to drive progressive development models; 

�  Our posture on the proposed BRICS development bank 

�  Policy and Sectoral issues of development; education, health, 
environment, skills transfer issues, building the capacity of a people-
centred developmental state, etc. 

�  Exchange experiences and joint solidarity programmes  

-          Decent work and job creation agenda 

-          Transformation of international multilateral institutions and democratisation 
of global governance  

-          Transformation of the international trade union movement and strengthening the capacity 
of trade unions to fight for and defend workers rights 
 

Local and international speakers and 

organisations at  

brics-from-below! civil society summit 

(@Diakonia, 25-27 March) 

 

 
Adhemar S. Mineiro 
Inter Union Department for Statistics and Sócio-Economical Studies, DIEESE (Brazil): 
Adhemar is an economist, graduated by UFRJ (Federal University of Rio de Janeiro) in 
1984, with a specialization in Economic Theory in UNICAMP (State University of 
Campinas, S. Paulo). He has been working at DIEESE since 1992, and since May 2003 
has been working in a project of DIEESE with CUT (Brazilian Workers Confederation) 
and REBRIP (Brazilian Network for the Integration of People, a network of Brazilian 
social movements and NGOs). This project monitors trade negotiations, in which Brazil 
is involved, and other international processes, such as BRICS, G20, and regional 
processes, as Mercosur. As part of this work, he has participated as an observer in 
various Brazilian official delegations negotiating trade agreements, such as in FTAA 
and WTO, for example, since 2003. From February 2010, he has also been the economic 
advisor to the TUCA (Trade Union Confederation of Americas). 
Contact Adhemar S. Mineiro: adhemarmineiro@hotmail.com 



 
Au Loong Yu 
Founding member of China Labor Net (China): Au was one of the founding members of 
Globalization Monitor (GM), a Hong Kong based NGO committed to monitor how 
globalization affects labor and environment in China. He was GM’s researcher from 
2004 to 2006, and is now an editorial board member of China Labor Net, specializing in 
global justice campaigning. He has also written for the journals New Left Review, New 
Politics and Against the Current. His recent book, The Rise of China: Strength and 
Fragility, was published by Merlin Press, London, in December 2012. 
Visit China Labour Net website: http://www.worldlabour.org/eng/ 
Contact Au Loong Yu: auloongyu@hotmail.com 
 
Bobby Peek 
Director of groundWork (Friends of the Earth, South Africa): groundWork is an 
environmental justice organisation based in Pietermaritzburg, KwaZulu Natal, working 
with community people from around South Africa. groundWork assists civil society on 
issues relating to environmental justice and human rights, focusing particularly on Air 
Quality, Climate and Energy Justice, Waste and Environmental Health. Bobby has 
received international recognition for his campaigning work in south Durban around 
toxic industry and waste issues, as well as for his active campaigning locally and 
internationally around various environmental and social issues such as the Thor 
Chemicals debacle. He is the recipient of the prestigious Goldman Foundation Award 
and has been invited to present papers for local and national government and 
international fora. 
Visit the groundWork website: http://www.groundwork.org.za 
Contact Bobby Peek: bobby@groundwork.org.za or +27 (0) 82 464 1383 
 
Carlos Tautz 
Journalist and coordinator of More Democracy Institute (Brazil): Carlos has been 
writing on the environment and social related issues since 1987 for a number of 
Brazilian and various countries’ magazines. He has covered three UN´s development 
and the environment conferences and headed the press service for the Brazilian 
conference (2006) of the UN´s biodiversity convention. He is been working with civil 
society organizations since 2001 and monitoring development banks and agencies since 
2004, most currently dedicated to Brazil´s BNDES and the process of foundation of the 
BRICS bank. 
Visit More Democracy Institute website: www.maisdemocracia.org.br 
Contact Carlos Tautz: carlostautz01@gmail.com or 0055 21 8900 9434 
 
Daniel Ribeiro 
Campaigner at Justiça Ambiental (JA!) (Mozambique): Justiça Ambiental works with 
communities on environmental issues such as the cutting down of forests, pollution, 
dams, oil exploration and people's access to clean water. Justiça Ambiental, which was 
founded in March 2004, works on issues of water quality, dam monitoring, 
environmental policy, renewable energy, pollution, and climate change. 
Visit Justiça Ambiental website: http://ja4change.wordpress.com/ 
Contact Daniel Ribero: daniel.ja.mz@gmail.com 
 
Desmond D’sa 
Founder and coordinator of the South Durban Community Environmental Alliance 



(SDCEA) (South Africa): The South Durban Community Environmental Alliance is an 
environmental justice organisation based in the south Durban basin, Kwa-Zulu Natal. It 
is made up of 16 affiliate organisations, and it has been active since its formation in 
1996. It has been a vocal and vigilant grouping in terms of lobbying, reporting and 
researching industrial incidents and accidents in this area. Desmond was also a founder 
of the Wentworth Crisis Committee and the Wentworth Development Forum. While 
working on housing issues in these groups, he became increasingly aware of the high 
prevalence of asthma, dermatitis and cancer, within the community, something he was 
convinced, had something to do with the pollution in the area. He has been instrumental 
in getting the government and industry to put millions of rands into researching and 
improving the environment in the south Durban Community. 
Visit the South Durban Community Environmental Alli ance website: www.sdcea.co.za 
Contact Desmond D’sa: desmond@sdceango.co.za or +27 (0 83 982 6939 
 
Dottie Guerrero  
Focus on the Global South (Thailand): An educator, writer, researcher, and organizer, 
Dottie has both organized and participated in local and international courses, 
workshops and conferences on climate change, China, regional integration/ASEAN, 
social and environmental impacts of trade and investments, transition and 
democratization. She also contributes articles and papers on these themes in many 
academic and independent journals and publications. She joined Focus on the Global 
South in June 2005 as coordinator of the China Programme and now coordinates the 
Climate and Environmental Justice Programme. She co-edited the book China's New 
Role in Africa and the South, published in 2008 with Firoze Manji by Pambazuka Press, 
Oxford. Visit Focus on the Global South website: http://focusweb.org/ Contact Dottie 
Guerrero: d.guerrero@focusweb.org or +66 85 217 7937 
 
Lucia Ortiz 
Coordinator of Friends of the Earth, Brazil (Núcleo Amigos da Terra-Brasil): Núcleo 
Amigos da Terra - Brasil was founded in 1964 as a women's organization with a strong 
democratic mission. Lucia is the coordinator of Friends of the Earth, Brazil and was a 
member of the Organizing Committee of the Rio+20 Peoples’ Summit. She is also the 
coordinator for Friends of the Earth International’ s ‘Economic Justice - Resisting 
Neoliberalism’ programme which exposes and challenges the influence of big 
corporations and international institutions; questions the neoliberal policies promoted 
by development banks and international institutions; and opposes trade negotiations 
that focus on market access while undermining people’s needs, community rights and 
environmental justice. 
Visit Amigos da Terra-Brasil website: http://www.natbrasil.org.br/  
Contact Lucia Ortiz: lucia@natbrasil.coz.a 
 
Mark Goloviznin 
Institute of Globalisation and Social Movements (Russia): A practicing medical doctor 
with a PhD, Mark has also completed a 15-year study of history of Stalinism, served as 
a delegate to ten European Social Forum and World Social Forum meetings, and 
organized two Russian Social Forums. He is a member of the editiorial board of Cahiers 
du Mouvement Ouvrier (Paris) and has authored more than 30 publications in the fields 
of history, sociology and alterglobalisation. 
Visit the Institute of Globalisation and Social Movements website: http://english.igso.ru/ 
Contact Mark Goloviznin: mvasilef@yahoo.com 



 
Patrick Bond 
Professor at the Centre for Civil Society, University of Kwa-Zulu Natal (UKZN CCS) 
(South Africa): Patrick Bond has longstanding research interests and applied work in 
global governance and national policy debates, in urban communities and with global 
justice movements in several countries. He is professor at the University of KwaZulu-
Natal School of Development Studies where since 2004 he has directed the Centre for 
Civil Society. His research focuses on political economy, environment (energy, water 
and climate change), social policy and geopolitics, with publications covering South 
Africa, Zimbabwe, the African continent and global-scale processes. 
Visit the Centre for Civil Society, University of Kwa-Zulu Natal website: 
http://ccs.ukzn.ac.za/ 
Contact Patrick Bond: pbond@mail.ngo.za or +27 (0) 83 4251401 
 
Pedro Páez Pérez 
Former Ecuadorian Minister of Economic Policy Coordination: Pedro holds PhD in 
Economics from the University of Texas at Austin, and worked for Ecuador's Central 
Bank for a number of years. He was Ecuador's Minister of Economic Policy 
Coordination during Corea’s government in 2007 and 2008, and Chairman of the 
Presidential Commission for the Design of the New Financial Architecture, from 2007 to 
2011. He was also a member of the UN Commission of Experts on the Financial Crisis 
presided by Professor Joseph Stiglitz in 2008 and 2009, and of the Paris Group 
organized by the Presidency of the G20 in 2011. He continues to be a specialist in public 
policies in development. 
 
Renato Redentor Constantino 
Executive Director of Institute for Climate and Sustainable Cities (Philippines): Renato 
heads the electric jeepneys pioneer and climate policy think tank Institute for Climate 
and Sustainable Cities. Renato is the author of The Poverty of Memory: Essays on 
History and Empire. He writes for several publications, and his essays on history and 
memory have been translated into several languages. Renato worked for over a decade 
with international environment and development campaigning organizations, spanning 
South, Southeast, East, and Central Asia. He is a board member of the San Francisco-
based human rights group International Accountability Project. He runs a tavern with 
buddies called Fred's Revolución in Cubao Expo, Quezon City. 
Visit the Institute for Climate and Sustainable Cities website: http://www.ejeepney.org/ 
Contact Renato Redentor Constantino: ARonquillo-Ballesteros@wri.org 
 
South African Waste Pickers Association 
The South African Waste Pickers Association (SAWPA) is an organised national 
movement of people working on landfill sites and in streets collecting recyclable waste 
materials and earning an income from selling this waste material for recycling. SAWPA 
was established in 2007 and had its first national meeting in 2009 with 100 waste pickers 
from seven of the nine provinces in South Africa in attendance. SAWPA was 
instrumental in ensuring that the South African government recognises waste pickers as 
part of the economy of the country through the National Environmental Management 
Act: Waste Act (Act no, 59 of 2008). SAWPA was key in promoting waste picking on an 
international platform at the United Nation’s climate change talks held in Durban, 
December 2011. 
Visit the groundWork ‘Waste pickers’ portal’ websit e: 



http://www.groundwork.org.za/WastePickersPortal.html 
 
Srinivas Krishnaswamy 
Founder of Vasudha Foundation (India): Based out of India, Srinivas is an economist 
by training, has over a decade of experience working on the issue of economic reforms, 
sustainable development and environment issues. Prior to starting Vasudha 
Foundation, Srinivas had a long stint with Greenpeace in India in the earlier years of 
his foray into environment and sustainable development space and later on with 
Greenpeace International. At Greenpeace India, he helped set up and was the first head 
of the Climate and Energy Campaign and later on moved on to set up the Political and 
Business Unit of Greenpeace in Delhi. In 2009, he moved over to Greenpeace 
International, headquartered at Amsterdam as a Climate Policy Advisor. He set up 
Vasudha Foundation in January 2010, with an aim to promote environment -friendly, 
socially just and sustainable models of development by focusing on alternative 
technologies and lifestyle solutions. The foundation is currently working on a wide 
range of projects around renewable energy, energy efficiency and policy related 
campaign and lobby both at the national and international level, while promoting green 
and alternative technologies at the grassroots level creating the crucial link between 
energy and poverty alleviation. 
Visit the Vasudha Foundation website: http://www.vasudha-india.org/category/basic-
south-initiative/ 
Contact Srinivas Krishnaswamy: 
 
Sunita Dubey 
The BSi Initiative (United States): Sunita has been working on environmental 
governance, climate justice, and energy access issues in India and South Africa for the 
past 16 years. She is currently also focussing on BASIC and BRICS countries as these 
emerging economies in the South are increasingly using their political and economic 
clout, and influencing key outcomes. She has written extensively on these issues with 
southern perspective in various publications. 
Contact Sunita Dubey: sunita@groundwork-usa.org.za 
 
Trust for Community Outreach and Education  
The Trust for Community Outreach and Education (TCOE) was established by the late 
Steve Biko in 1983. TCOE is a national organisation that operates mainly in the rural 
areas of South Africa. TCOE has six affiliates and these regional operations have their 
own governance structures and regional support staff. Fundraising is done both by the 
national office and at the regional level. The main work and experience of the 
organisation in the past ten years has been to stimulate the building of local 
organisations, local leadership and assist these associations to access land and 
productive assets to improve their livelihoods. TCOE has successfully managed to build 
a national organisation and strong leadership; build well-informed leaders that can lead 
local initiatives and campaigns; grapple with the question of land, livelihoods and food 
sovereignty in a number of different ways; develop a campaign to access land for 
livelihoods; make inroads into organizing rural women; and create strategic 
partnerships and alliances with organizations working with land and agrarian reform 
issues. 
Visit the Trust for Community Outreach and Education website: http://tcoe.org.za/ 
 
Vaal Environmental Justice Alliance 



The Vaal Environmental Justice Alliance (VEJA) works to promote sustainability and 
environmental awareness in communities in the Vaal Triangle, an area found in the 
Gauteng province of South Africa. VEJA was formally launched in the Sebokeng 
township in 2006 and has 13 affiliate organisations from surrounding areas such as 
Sebokeng, Bophelong, Sasolburg, Evaton, Boipatong and Sharpeville. VEJA works on 
issues related to air quality, climate change, energy, water, environmental health and 
waste. VEJA aims to promote a culture of awareness in communities through 
educational workshops, and also provides a local network of support and assistance to 
community based organisations in the Vaal area. VEJA engages with role players such 
as local authorities, provincial government, industry and commerce in order to bring 
about environmental justice for communities in the Vaal. 
Visit the Vaal Environmental Justice Alliance website: 
http://vaalenvironmentalnews.blogspot.com/2011/08/what-is-vaal-environmental-
justice.html 
 
Wahu Kaara 
Coordinator of Kenya Debt Relief Network (KENDREN): Wahu Kaara is a globally 
renowned Kenyan educator, activist and campaigner for social justice. A prolific writer, 
poet and speaker, Wahu has devoted her time and energy to civic engagement and 
incisive analysis of the global political and economic architecture, with a special focus 
on the impact of globalization on the countries of the South, especially Africa. She has 
campaigned and written extensively on debt, aid, privatization and human rights and 
has been a leader in the Africa and Kenya Social Forum councils that organized the 
inaugural World Social Forum in Africa in Nairobi i n January 2007. Formerly 
Ecumenical Coordinator for the United Nations Millennium Development Goals, Wahu 
now serves as the Executive Director of the Kenya Debt Relief Network (KENDREN), 
an organization she helped found in 1999 which has been instrumental in shaping and 
deepening the understanding and debate around economic policy, good governance and 
constitution-making at the local levels, with specific focus on how these impact women. 
A gender trainer and community mobilizer, Wahu has been at the lead of integrating 
local communities into the decision making process. In addition to serving on the 
council of the Africa Social Forum and the Africa Women Economic Policy Network, 
she is currently involved in the creation of the Africa Mother’s Foundation, a nascent 
continental body that will serve to document the richness of women’s contribution in 
the development of Africa and allow their voices to be heard. 
Visit Kenya Debt Relief Network website: http://www.kendren.org/ 
Contact Wahu Kaara: wahukaara@yahoo.com or wahu.kaara@kendren.org or +254 
722 311 720  
 

Business Day 

Beware of Chinese bearing ‘special offers’ 
by Anthony Butler, 22 March 2013 
http://www.bdlive.co.za/opinion/columnists/2013/03/22/beware-of-chinese-bearing-special-
offers 

THE Brics (Brazil, Russia, India, China and South Africa) road show hits Durban next week. 
Behind the fanfare, there is little consensus about the significance of Brics. Last week, 
International Relations and Co-operation Minister Maite Nkoana-Mashabane told a "Brics 



academic forum" that member countries share "a history of struggle against colonialism". 
Brics, she argued, can counter the "hegemonic unilateral creation of knowledge" and generate 
a "pluralistic co-determination of … policy agenda-setting". Brics summit translators will 
struggle to turn such ministerial insights into comprehensible Mandarin and Russian, but also 
perhaps into English, in the week ahead. 

Sceptics counter that Brics is primarily a vehicle for Chinese interests. Of $230bn in 2011 
intra-Brics trade, $75bn was Sino-India, more than $70bn Sino-Brazilian, and $60bn Sino-
Russian. There is little trade beyond Chinese bilateral relationships. Nigerian central bank 
governor Lamido Sanusi recently warned, moreover, that "Africa must shake off its romantic 
view" of a China that is developing "the same exploitative practices as the old colonial 
powers". 

Three issues have dominated presummit speculation. First, the location and remit of the 
"niche financing" Brics development bank should be announced. Location has preoccupied 
South African officials; more important is whether Chinese access to minerals and oil, the 
sale of Chinese (and Russian) technologies, or local developmental priorities will guide 
lending decisions. Second, the rationale behind South Africa’s admission to Brics may finally 
be revealed. The Brics "strategic agenda" champions energy security, infrastructure and 
technical education, all plausible codes for nuclear power. 

National Planning Commission member Anton Eberhard observed on Tuesday that South 
Africa does not need a R1-trillion nuclear programme to achieve energy security. Such lumpy 
investments are unwise, given demand uncertainty and relative price changes for renewables 
and liquefied natural gas. 

But Sinophile Deputy President Kgalema Motlanthe, who chairs the Cabinet’s nuclear 
procurement committee, told the Nuclear Africa 2013 Conference earlier this week that 
"nuclear power is ideal" and promises "significant benefits". Motlanthe champions a pyramid 
scheme in which South Africa buys from China and France today in order to "export nuclear 
power components" to new buyers tomorrow. 

French energy giants, the International Atomic Energy Agency (a sales facilitation agency for 
nuclear producers) and South Africa’s own Standard Bank are all bit players in this Chinese 
drama. Former Stanbic CE Jacko Maree reported in August 2010 that his bank would assist 
Guangdong Nuclear Power Company with "opportunities" in South Africa while also serving 
as local agent for Chinese state railways. As one director of the bank confided at the time, a 
gulf had opened up between the interests of Standard Bank and the interests of South Africa. 

The third key issue is expansion. Brics-5 will soon become Brics-6, but who will the next 
lucky country be? State-driven economic powerhouse South Korea remains outside, but it is a 
rival that Chinese and Russian interests are keen to exclude. Korea’s highly competitive 
energy parastatals, for example, are already frontrunners for a nuclear programme in 
Indonesia (another potential Brics state). 

As will be revealed at the summit, Russian and Chinese officials have invented a hilarious 
"civilisational diversity" criterion for Brics membership in order to exclude Korea and to 
privilege "Islamic countries". A party mouthpiece, the China People’s Daily, meanwhile 
reported last week that China’s Export-Import Bank will lend Turkish State Railways $770m 



for high-speed rail technology. China is also offering to build Turkey’s second nuclear plant 
for "between $20bn and $24bn". 

Such Chinese "special offers" must seem uneasily familiar to African National Congress 
leaders such as Motlanthe, who have really believed they are special. Turkey’s tough political 
leaders, however, are not known for their credulous innocence. They will be unwilling to fuel 
the expansion of Chinese energy, transport and engineering parastatals in exchange for empty 
anticolonial rhetoric and a symbolic seat at the Brics-6 table. They certainly will not pay R1-
trillion of their citizens’ money for this privilege. 

• Butler teaches politics at the University of Cape Town. 

(Why the move to Zimbali - up the beautiful north coast road - on Wednesday afternoon, then 
back to the ICC? Well, tyrants need their R&R too, and real estate brokers have been moving 
plots for at least one potentially exiled dictator, there.) 
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Mugabe’s multi-million rand sanctuary 
almost complete 
Posted by Nomalanga Moyo on Wednesday, March 20, 2013 in Mugabe, Zimbabwe politics | 
31 comments  

 

Mugabe’s mansion 
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By Nomalanga Moyo 
20 March 2013 

President Robert Mugabe’s plush R200 million mansion is nearly complete and ready for 
occupation, reports from South Africa suggest. 

Located on the coast of Ballito, next to the Zimbali golfing estate, the property is described as 
‘set for royalty’, boasting two man-made lakes, ‘lush vegetation’, ‘extensive parking areas’ 
and unique Indonesian Balinese architecture. 

Security-wise, the property is reportedly a heavily guarded fortress with bulletproof windows 
and an underground bunker, leading to speculation that it is actually meant to be sanctuary for 
Mugabe when he leaves office. 

The man behind this controversial development is Robert Mhlanga, a retired Air Vice-
Marshall and a close friend of Mugabe who is heavily implicated in Zimbabwe’s murky 
diamond industry. 

Mhlanga has been embroiled in battle with South Africa’s KwaDukuza Municipality, over 
building approvals for his development, as reported by SW Radio Africa in July last year. 

Last year, the municipality obtained an order from the Durban High Court “stopping 
construction and occupation of the mansion”, citing potential impact on neighbouring 
properties and the environment. 

In response, Mhlanga argued that he had not sought to flout building regulations, had taken 
expert advice, and that one of the two properties on which the development was located was 
agricultural land, for which no building plans were required, while the other had been 
rezoned. 

Mhlanga’s lawyer, Lazelle Paolo, confirmed to South Africa’s IndependentOnline Friday that 
the building plans had not yet been approved. 

The paper also reports that KwaDukuza council has indicated that although the issue over the 
building plans was still unresolved, the court had ruled that the construction work could 
continue. 

Mhlanga is not just a property developer. International human rights group Global Witness 
Mhlanga revealed that he is a key player in the murky diamond mining in Marange. The 
group revealed that 25% of the Mbada mining firm was given to a company linked to 
Mhlanga, a Mugabe appointee. 

The company is said to have ‘silent’ Chinese military partners. In 2010 the UK Daily Mail 
alleged that Mbada was the public face of a diamonds for arms deal between Zimbabwe and 
China, with China in effect funding Mugabe’s war chest. 

While the completion of Mugabe’s sprawling property will be good news to the First Family 
and his corrupt associates, most Zimbabweans remain locked out of the country’s vast 
mineral resources and will be shocked by such opulence and waste. 



In February, Finance Minister Tendai Biti was heavily sanctioned for revealing that the 
country was on the very of bankruptcy. Biti has in the past expressed disappointment that 
Zimbabwe’s multi billion diamond sector has not yielded much, with very little trickling into 
treasury coffers. 

Political commentator Clifford Mashiri said despite the denials of ownership of the property 
by Mugabe who has always wanted to project himself as pro-poor, his vast property portfolio, 
which extends beyond Zimbabwe, suggests that this is just political rhetoric. 

Mashiri said that the security features on the South African development alone would suggest 
that Mhlanga is just fronting for Mugabe. 

He said: “Mugabe has properties in Zimbabwe and as far as Hong Kong. It’s simply a 
political strategy he uses to win votes. 

“This is not a home for an ordinary Zimbabwean, but one who is very afraid and has a lot of 
resources at his disposal,” Mashiri added. 

Zimbabwe sits on what is thought to be the one of the world’s largest diamond reserves and 
has the second largest platinum reserves of platinum , among other resources. Despite all 
these, the country continues to scrounge for money, even failing to fund its own elections. 

*** 

Monday Mar 18, 2013  

No approved plans, but 'Mugabe' mansion almost ready 

A sparkling pool, full dams, manicured lawns, lush vegetation and Balinese-type buildings. 

It's a scene set for royalty, but the question over whether anyone will be allowed to occupy 
this luxury development, estimated at R200 million, on the coast of Ballito, has yet to be 
decided. 



An aerial view of 
the property. 

The controversial development adjacent to Zimbali is just about complete. It is owned by 
Zimbabwean Robert Mhlanga, alleged to be a close ally of Zimbabwean president Robert 
Mugabe. 

Zimbabwe votes today on a draft constitution that will underpin new elections to end the 
uneasy power-sharing arrangement between Mugabe and Prime Minister Morgan Tsvangirai. 

Tensions are already increasing with reports yesterday that members of the Tsangirai's 
Movement for Democratic Change were assaulted yesterday by Mugabe supporters as they 
were putting up posters in Harare. 

The new constitution would curb the presidential powers Mugabe has enjoyed for decades 
and lay the groundwork for elections in July. 

Neighbours of the Ballito property suspected the mansion could be a bolthole for Mugabe 
although this has been denied by representatives of the owner. 

An aerial photograph taken yesterday when compared to an image taken almost a year ago, 
shows a beautifully laid out development, just about complete. The development comprises a 
gate house, two large dams, one estimated to be 6 000 m² and the other 3 000m², below 
ground grassed security offices and extensive paved and parking areas. 

Mhlanga, an Air Vice-Marshall in the Zimbabwean Air Force before retirement, has denied 
he was a pilot for Mugabe. 

He has been embroiled in battle with the KwaDukuza municipality, over building approvals 
for his development. 

He claimed in court papers that he had not sought to flout building regulations, had taken 
expert advice, and that one of the two properties on which the development was located was 
agricultural land, for which no building plans were required, while the other had been 
rezoned. 



The council last year said in court papers that they had "very serious concerns about the 
nature of the building works". Plans hadn't been submitted for the work which began in 
September 2011. 

"Not only are the works substantial, but their effect with regard to stormwater run-off, water 
reticulation, sewage and the like is likely to have a large or potential impact on the area in 
general", municipal building control officer Njabulo Ngwane said in his affidavit. 

Lazell Paolo, Mhlanga's lawyer, confirmed yesterday that the building plans had not yet been 
approved. "We resubmitted documents in December, and have not yet heard anything from 
the council." 

The council had not replied to questions at the time of going to print yesterday. 

A KwaDukuza council report last week stated that the issue over the building plans was still 
pending and that the court had ruled that the construction work could continue, as it was in an 
advanced stage of completion. 

The developers were also instructed to allow responsible officials to inspect any building 
work on the properties at any reasonable time. 

The council had requested the building plans be submitted on or before May 23 last year and 
plans were submitted on June 7. 

They were disapproved on July 10.  

A full hearing of the matter is still to be heard. 

However, the council maintains that as the plans have not yet been approved, it's classified as 
an illegal structure and cannot be occupied. 

The Independent on Saturday 

(Wretched Zimbabwe's $ crashed more than South Africa. But as far I know only Zimbabwe 
crashed more often than SA's rand since 1995: at least 6 times at the rate we're seeing now... 
the other 4 BRICS currencies are also volatile, with China's renmimbi generally increasing in 
value and the rupee, ruble and real following the whims of financiers... would their BRICS 
strategy of moving to closer alignment through trade-without-the-$ make a difference? 
Probably not. since trade is such a small proportion of currency trading and speculation in 
futures. But it's one of a very few initiatives that can be launched publicly on Wednesday, as 
it seems the BRICS Bank modalities are way behind schedule.) 

SA faces investor exodus if rand weakness deepens 
by Sujata Rao and Stephen Eisenhammer, March 21 2013, 10:57 
 
Bull and bear statues at the JSE, where much of the bourse's recent gains have been locally 
driven. Picture: MICHAEL BRATT 
 
LONDON — South Africa faces the risk of a huge exodus of foreign investors who are 
seeing the plunge in the rand’s value rapidly erode their stock and bond returns.  



Africa’s largest economy has sucked in huge investments in the past two decades, but also 
has one of the world’s biggest balance-of-payments deficits — more than 6% of the economy 
— and depends almost fully on portfolio capital to plug the gap. 

Now a combination of domestic policy fears and structural problems along with a poor global 
trade and investment climate is weighing heavily on the rand. 

South African stocks and bonds have been a magnet for foreigners who now own a third of 
the bond market and up to half the equity free float on the JSE, which is home to 
multinationals such as SABMiller and Anglo-American and remains close to record highs. 

A record R93bn flooded into the country last year, when South Africa became only the fourth 
emerging economy to enter Citi’s key global bond index. 

But a ballooning deficit, sluggish 2%-3% growth and fears of erratic policy before 2014 
elections are weighing heavily on the rand, which has lost 8% this year against the dollar and 
a fifth of its value since early 2012. 

Investor exits tend to pick up when returns turn negative and the rand on Wednesday broke 
through the R9.30/$ rate, which analysts at UBS reckon is the "pain threshold" at which 
longer-term bond returns will tip into the red. The currency closed at R9.3507 to the dollar on 
Wednesday. 

"You are seeing rand weakness eating away investors’ returns," says Manik Narain, who co-
authored the UBS report. 

He estimates the average rand exchange rate was R7.70/$ over the past four years when most 
bond investors entered the market. Cumulative returns during this time amounted to 20%, 
according to UBS calculations. 

"Another 1%-2% loss on the rand could see them exit positions altogether," Mr Narain adds. 

Rand weakness also ties the hands of the Reserve Bank, preventing it from offering the 
economy vital monetary stimulus. The Bank left interest rates on hold this week, noting the 
currency’s propensity to "overshoot". 

External and domestic headwinds 

Undoubtedly some funds are in for the long run, irrespective of currency swings. Others will 
also have put in hedges against currency depreciation. 

HSBC currency strategists are among those arguing that even at current levels the rand can be 
hedged. They note that inflows are continuing, albeit at a less robust pace than last year. 

Stock exchange data indeed shows net year-to-date inflows of R7.3bn and R14bn, 
respectively. 

But Mr Narain says that if a currency keeps depreciating, it can become harder to roll over 
the hedge. And the rand’s moves are being driven by bad policy and worsening macro 
economics rather than short-term problems or global issues. 



"Indeed it is very possible also that despite sitting on strong cumulative aggregate profits, 
investors would choose to stop adding to a market, or exit from it, if they believe there are 
structural shifts for the worse in that economy," he says. 

Chronic labour unrest has slashed mining and power output, depressing corporate profits and 
economic growth. 

Soaring wage costs have kept productivity weak — data from the World Economic Forum, 
for instance, ranks South Africa 97th out of 139 countries in terms of labour flexibility. 

The global trade slowdown led by China and Europe, along with waning demand for 
emerging markets, is making things worse. 

Stocks a separate story? 

So how does this macroeconomic gloom square with the fact that the JSE is at record highs? 

First, much of this gain is locally driven. Unlike many emerging markets, South Africa has a 
powerful local investor base that is less likely to take fright from currency weakness. 

A weak rand can in fact be a plus for export-focused mining companies whose income is in 
dollars. 

Second, Johannesburg-listed stocks are often the best way for overseas investors to get 
exposure to fast-growth markets in the rest of Africa. 

Mark Livingston, investment director for emerging markets at Fidelity Global Investments, 
notes that the top 60 South African companies derive about half their revenue from overseas. 
That, he believes, provides a natural hedge to currency weakness. 

"Of all the emerging markets ... South Africa stands head and shoulders above the rest for the 
way companies are run on behalf of shareholders," Mr Livingston says. 

Yet many are uneasy, noting the sluggish domestic demand story that contrasts so starkly 
with other emerging-market peers. 

And in dollars, equity returns this year are minus 8%, with only Cairo and Prague doing 
worse. A net 80% of global fund managers are underweight South African stocks, Bank of 
America/Merrill Lynch’s latest survey finds. 

"Investors have lost progressively as the rand has fallen. At the end of the day, much will 
depend on where the rand goes," says John Lomax, head of emerging equity strategy at 
HSBC who advises clients to underweight South African stocks. "For that we need more 
political clarity and for the current account to start turning around." 

Reuters 



This is the scene now in Merebank, at the jammed main hall at Settlers Primary: 

 
 
For another couple of hours, there are community critiques joined by visitors from other 
BRICS and African countries. 
 
In Durban? Come on over! This is the school with the world's highest recorded asthma rate, 
thanks to the kinds of pro-corporate policies BRICS leaders will be amplifying on Tues-Wed 
in Durban's convention centre. 
 
Let me know if you need directions here: 083 425 1401 
 
Patrick 
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Introducing BRICS from above and BRICS-from-below 

Patrick Bond (2013-03-20) 

 
cc P B There seem to be three narratives about BRICS. The first is promotional and mainly 
comes from government and allied intellectuals; the second perspective is uncertainty, typical 
of fence-sitting scholars and NGOs; and the third is highly critical, from forces sometimes 
termed the ‘independent left.’ 

More... 
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The BRICS come to Durban 

Maite Nkoana-Mashabane (2013-03-20) 

 
cc P B The BRICS are catalysts and drivers of a multipolar world, aiming to demolish the 
hegemony of the West in global affairs. 

More... 

5th BRICS Academic Forum recommendations 

2013-03-20 

 
cc P B The academics believe BRICS have covered significant ground since the inception of 
the partnership and that they must build upon the progress made by consolidating the 
agreements reached and the achievements registered and by making further concrete 
proposals for realising the unfolding objectives of the bloc 

More... 

BRICS as potential radical shift or just mere relocation of power? 

Fatima Shabodien (2013-03-20) 

 
cc P B Although at this early stage the BRICS partnership raises more questions than 
answers, engaged citizens should help shape its agenda. The bloc may well turn out to be one 
of the single biggest developments of our era 

More... 
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Will SA’s new pals be so different from the West? 

Peter Fabricius (2013-03-20) 

 
cc P B The debate on BRICS is polarized between pro and anti-BRICS elements represented 
in the South African government and left-leaning civil society activists and academics. It is 
uncertain South Africa’s new partners in BRIC will treat the country differently 

More... 

BRICS and the ANC sell-out to international capital 

Patrick Bond (2013-03-20) 

 
cc P B The ANC embraced neo-liberal capitalism unreservedly in 1994. Similar to the 1884 
Berlin conference, the forthcoming BRICS summit in Durban will seek to divide the 
continent with one common objective: efficient resource extraction through export-oriented 
infrastructure for continued capitalist exploitation that will enrich a minority and not the 
masses. 

More... 

BRICS: a spectre of alliance 

Anna Ochkina (2013-03-20) 

 
cc P B The weaknesses and obstacles confronting the BRICS are explored. However, the 
elites of the BRICS exist comfortably within the prevailing global world capitalist system and 
remain more of a spectre rather than a real alliance 

More... 
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Are BRICS ‘sub-imperialists’? 

Patrick Bond (2013-03-20) 

 
cc P B BRICS offer some of the most extreme sites of new sub-imperialism in the world 
today. They lubricate world neoliberalism, hasten world eco-destruction and serve as 
coordinators of hinterland looting. The BRICS hegemonic project should be resisted. 

More... 

BRICS viewed from Russia 

Vladimir Shubin (2013-03-20) 

 
cc G F There are some who see BRICS as ‘the Center’s fifth column’ whilst Russia sees it as 
an alternative centre of global influence despite the differing ideological viewpoints of its 
member states. Russia is committed to BRICS as a constraint to the ambitions of the USA, 
NATO and the world reactionary forces behind them 

More... 

BRICS and a potentially progressive semi-periphery 

Chris Chase-Dunn (2013-03-19) 

 
cc P B The fact that emerging powers are increasingly banding together and promulgating 
policies that challenge the hegemony of the United States and the institutions that have been 
produced by the European and Asian core powers indicates that semi-peripherality does not 
just reproduce the existing global hierarchy. 

More... 
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Will BRICS change the course of history? 

Oliver Stuenkel (2013-03-19) 

 
cc P B The West is in decline and the world is becoming more multipolar. Emerging powers 
such as China, Brazil and India are clamouring for more global power. But whether they will 
attain this goal remains to be seen, given the odds stacked up against them. 

More... 

Future trajectories for BRICS 

Achin Vanaik (2013-03-20) 

 
cc P B Despite much optimism, there are clear indications that BRICS lacks the capacity to 
function as a powerful and innovative new force in the realm of global politics and 
governance 
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Scramble, resistance and a new Brics non-alignment strategy  

By Sam Moyo and Paris Yeros 

  

In what way is imperialism today different from the imperialisms of the past? And what 
strategies are capable of undermining it?  

  

The most basic elements of contemporary imperialism have been analyzed extensively. 
They consist in the formation of a collective imperialism, an unprecedented event, the 
ongoing internationalization of production, the re-financialization of monopoly capital, 
and continuous military aggression, long after the end of the Cold War. 

  

The economic changes underway have now sapped collective imperialism of its 
economic vitality and its domestic social peace, obliging it to escalate its military project 
externally and its class offensive internally. The concrete result today is a new wave of 
natural resource grabs and new military interventions in the peripheries, accompanied 
by the demise of social pacts in the centres of the system.  

  

It is clear that the great systemic rivalry of the Cold War had no real winners among the 
superpowers. The Soviet Union may have been the first to succumb, but disaster is now 
looming in the centres as well. The only concrete advance of the last half-century has 
been decolonization and the emergence of the South. This marked the beginning of the 
end of the system born in 1492. 

  

The emergence of the South has produced a new set of challenges. During the Cold War, 
the Bandung movement outlined a coherent set of objectives, comprising of total 
decolonization, economic development, and ‘positive non-alignment’. The latter meant, 
specifically, non-participation in the military blocs of the superpowers and capacity to 
judge every external relation on its own merits, in accordance with national interests. 

  

The emergence of the South has also produced a new set of contradictions. The 
internationalization of production has continued to differentiate the South among 
peripheries, semi-peripheries, and now ‘emerging’ semi-peripheries. One of the key 
questions is what role do semi-peripheries, and especially the ‘emerging’ ones, play in 
the system. Semi-peripheries have in the past been seen as systemic safety-valves, by 



which monopoly capital outsources its production to areas with cheaper labour and 
natural resources. 

  

In the Cold War, the safety-valve policy gained geo-strategic expression in the Nixon-
Kissinger Doctrine, whose purpose was to select Southern partners as proxies in 
regional economic expansion and political-military stabilization. Rarely did the policy 
fail, as indeed it did in Iran. The most precious proxy, then as today, was Israel, but there 
were other important ones, like Brazil, where the phenomenon was termed ‘sub-
imperialism’, that is, an attempt to go beyond semi-peripheral conveyor-belt functions.  

  

The term called attention to a new contradiction, not only between peripheries and 
semi-peripheries, but also between centres and the emerging semi-peripheries of the 
time, regardless of their ideological orientation (Brazil was under a right-wing 
dictatorship).  

  

The contradiction remained non-antagonistic, until the military regime overstepped its 
boundaries. It negotiated a nuclear accord with West Germany and recognized 
independent Angola. Thus, the dictatorship was abandoned by the United States, at a 
time of swelling internal mass mobilization. The transition was controlled by financial 
and other political means, leading to the eventual ‘reconversion’ of this semi-periphery 
to a de-nationalized neoliberal financial playground.  

  

The term also called attention to the fact that whatever emergence occurred under 
monopoly capitalism, and its financial and technological domination, it could only be 
based on the super-exploitation of domestic labour (not the social pacts characterizing 
the centres of imperialism).  

  

It was this internal relation that intensified external dependence, creating the need for 
export markets for semi-peripheral manufactures and exertion of regional political-
military influence, so as to resolve its chronic profit realization crisis.  

  

The subsequent ‘reconversion’ of semi-peripheries generally has produced 
contradictory effects, whereby a process of privatisation, enhanced extroversion, and 
de-nationalisation has accentuated internal class conflicts, but also led to the formation 
of new giant blocs of domestic capitals, which are once again vying for a place in the sun.  

  



They are no longer simply looking to export manufactures but also capital. The ‘re-
emerging’ semi-peripheries are even engaged in the ‘new scramble’ for land and natural 
resources in Africa. Of course, they are also being scrambled, which is no paradox, given 
their persisting incorporation into external monopolies. 

  

The question has been raised as to whether the newly ‘emerging’ semi-peripheries are 
essentially subservient regional stabilizers, or a force antagonistic to imperialism. Some 
have argued that the collective emergence of these semi-peripheries implies a system-
changing diversification of economic partners among the South.  

  

Should we conclude that the semi-peripheral bourgeoisies have become, inadvertently, 
anti-systemic? Others have argued that the simultaneous emergence of a handful of big 
semi-peripheries, and especially of China, marks the inadvertent but terminal systemic 
contradiction from which the capitalist world system will not recover. Should we 
similarly conclude that the system is on a progressive historical course? 

  

We can pin our hopes neither on the newly shining bourgeoisies nor on inexorable 
historical laws. The immediate question is political, and it concerns the type of alliances 
that are necessary to oppose imperialism, especially as it escalates its military project. 
Thus, we should also be asking: are all emerging semi-peripheries equally subservient 
or antagonistic to imperialism? Do they have structural differences which manifest 
different political tendencies?  

  

In fact, they differ significantly from each other. For example, Brazil and India are driven 
mainly by private blocs of capital, with strong public financial support, in conjunction 
with Western-based finance capital. The case of China includes much heavier and more 
autonomous participation by state-owned enterprises and banks.  

  

Meanwhile, in South Africa it is increasingly difficult to speak of an autonomous 
domestic bourgeoisie of any sort, given the extreme degree of de-nationalisation and re-
conversion that the country has undergone in the post-apartheid period. 

  

The degree of participation in the Western military project is also different from one 
case to the next, although a ‘schizophrenia’ – one might say typical of sub-imperialism – 
is inherent to all this. Ironically, the most reconverted state, South Africa, has signed up 
to a regional mutual defense pact, effectively against Western military interference in 



Southern Africa, while continuing to serve as a conveyor belt for Western economic 
interests on the continent.  

  

India has increasingly fallen into line with US strategy, especially in the nuclear field, but 
internal resistance remains significant. Brazil, no less schizophrenic than its peers, 
denounces coups in South America while zealously leading the post-coup invasion of 
Haiti under US auspices. Russia has remained a blocking power in the UN Security 
Council, and is increasingly becoming alienated from NATO. China is the clearest 
counter-force to the West, consistently exercising full strategic autonomy, despite its 
evident dependence on external markets and monopolies.  

  

Their modes of engagement with Africa are no less diverse or contradictory. To be sure, 
all are beneficiaries, including China, of the neoliberal prying open of African economies, 
conducted since the 1980s under the aegis of the West and its multilateral agencies.  

  

Yet, they all maintain a higher sensitivity to matters of national sovereignty, even 
though there remains an unresolved race question everywhere, with paternalist 
tendencies towards Africa. Moreover, there is potential for the breaking of monopolies 
in certain sectors − and, by extension, the Western strangle-hold − especially by China 
and its trade finance and oil-for-infrastructure strategies. 

  

Given the tendencies and counter-tendencies of this conjuncture, it is necessary to 
rekindle the strategy of Non-alignment on new terms. In so doing, it is imperative to 
avoid the highly ideological ‘equivalence’ between Western imperialism and the 
emerging semi-peripheries, whose clearest expression is China-bashing.  

  

Whatever one makes of the new semi-peripheries, they are certainly not the main 
agents of imperialism, nor are they militarizing their foreign policies. Nor, for that 
matter, are they cohesive nations internally, given the ongoing super-exploitation on 
which their extroversion is based.  

  

The first principle in a new Non-alignment should undoubtedly be non-participation in 
the military project of the remaining superpower, that is, the United States, as well as its 
junior partners in NATO and its AFRICOM initiative. The second is the devising of a 
strategy with respect to both the established and the aspiring scramblers to enable a 
larger degree of maneuver for national development.  



  

Few countries in Africa have used the existing room for maneuver in the current 
conjuncture in the interest of social and economic progress; and when they have, they 
have typically been labeled ‘corrupt’ or ‘tyrannical’ by the West. Zimbabwe, the country 
that has gone the furthest in breaking up monopolies and devising a pragmatic non-
alignment policy (actually named ‘Look East’) has been one of the most despised for 
doing so.  

  

The new Non-alignment implies not only resisting the West militarily and ‘looking 
East/South’, but also setting conditions on all external relations. Such resistance can 
only be effective by collective strategies on the continental and sub-regional levels. 

  

Establishing mutual defense pacts, like in Southern Africa – a pact which has shielded 
Zimbabwe’s radicalization – would constitute a fundamental building block, as would 
new forms of regional integration, beyond rule-based, commercial integration, which 
have yet to emerge. 

  

(Sam Moyo is Executive Director of the African Institute for Agrarian Studies; Paris 
Moyo is Adjunct Professor of International Relations at the Catholic University of Minas 
Gerais, Belo Horizonte, Brazil.) 

 

Brics as potential radical shift – or just mere relocation of power? 

By Fatima Shabodien 

                                                                                                                                      

The claim by the Brics nations is that despite its 2001 origins in Goldman Sachs 
economist Jim O’Neill’s prediction, the group represents a potentially radical shift in the 
prevailing global political economic framework in which a few rich northern nations use 
their economic muscle to bully the world, and especially poor southern nations into 
submission. 

  

The growing combined economic power of these five nations presents an alternative 
centre of power, they claim. Only time will tell if Brics will bring about a radical 
restructuring of our prevailing inequitable globalised framework; or it will merely 
translate into a re-arrangement of this framework in which the powers will now be 



located in new geographic sites without a substantial change in the ideologies and 
values that drive that system? 

  

In relative terms, Brics is still in its infancy and as citizen of the Brics nations, at this 
stage we sit with more questions than answers. This is natural during these early days. 
As Brics citizens we do however hold tremendous powers – especially in the India-
Brazil-South Africa bloc (IBSA) where there is a much more vibrant tradition of citizen 
engagement – to help shape the Brics agenda. If Brics sets out to do what it says it wants 
to, it can potentially represent one of the single biggest developments of our era and we 
should take an active interest in, and actively engaged in shaping its potential. 

  

There is a growing consensus that poverty in its current form and scale is not an 
accident of history or circumstance. Nelson Mandela is often quoted arguing this 
position: ‘Overcoming poverty is not a task of charity; it is an act of justice. Like Slavery 

and Apartheid, poverty is not natural. It is man-made and it can be overcome and 

eradicated by the actions of human beings.’  

  

Poverty should thus be defined as outcome of human rights violations, and in itself 
represents a gross violation of human rights of a significant proportion of the world’s 
population, of which the majority are women and children in the South.  

  

We understand that in our current context of globalisation and a growing 
interconnected and interdependent world, the decisions and actions of a small group of 
people in one corner of the world often can and do have far-reaching consequences 
people on the other side of the earth. It is in this globalised world where sustainable 
solutions to our multiple developmental challenges can often no longer be realistically 
generated within the confines of our borders.  

  

This is most devastatingly illustrated by the growing impacts of global warming which 
shows no respect to the borders drawn through our colonial histories, nor does it 
respect any north south or political divides. It is in this context that globalisation and 
political configurations matter profoundly in the lives of those living in poverty. 

  

We know that for the last 35 years, the development discussion was largely governed by 
the Washington Consensus: a neoliberal economic approach that entailed: liberalisation 
at all costs, privatisation of natural resources, shrinking of the state and budget 
austerity measures with direct consequences on social services to the poor. We know 



that this so called consensus has not worked for the poor as it reinforced and protected 
prevailing patterns of power and privilege while reproducing and deepening poverty, 
exclusion and inequality.  

  

The combined policies of the Bretton Woods institutions have had particularly 
pernicious impact on the lives of poor women on the African continent. Our world is in 
dire need of alternatives. In our vision of another world without poverty and injustice, 
another globalised political framework has to be a non-negotiable. 

  

Thankfully today there is (or should be) no more debate about the devastation that 
these policies have created in the South broadly, and on the African continent 
specifically. The creation of an alternative can therefore not only be about simply 
relocating the centres of power from the North to the South, but about fundamentally 
and radically challenging the ideology that underpins this historical dominance.  

  

It is not enough for Brics to say it wants to create an alternative to this framework. We 
need to start hearing what this alternative vision and commitments look like in real 
terms: In the South African context a relevant example of this would be the market 
based approach to land reform.  

  

Despite repeated acknowledgement of its failure to give effect to meaningful land 
reform, it remains the standing policy of government in which the magical invisible 
hand of the market is expected to affect land redistribution from white to black, rich to 
poor, men to women. Seventeen years into the post-apartheid era we know this not to 
be the case. Despite repeated political proclamations to the contrary, first by the then 
President Mbeki at the 2005 National Land Summit, and more recently by sitting 
president Zuma during the State of the Nation address, we have yet to see tangible 
changes in land reform policies or their implementation. 

  

In addition to the shared classification as emerging economies and regional hegemons, 
the Brics countries share a range of developmental challenges: poverty, unemployment, 
inequality. 

  

While the Brics formation came about as a result of a prediction of economic growth 
prospects, it is important not to get lost in an exclusive focus on macro-economic 
factors. We know from our experience in South Africa that the growth rate is not a 
magic bullet. It is important, certainly part of the solution, but not the solution itself. It is 



possible for a country to continue growing alongside deepening inequality, growing 
crises in the oppression of women, and in the provision of adequate education and 
healthcare.  

  

These are also some of the challenges common to Brics members: the devastation of 
gender based violence for example is also, sadly, a shared feature of Brics life. If Brics is 
going to be vehicle for an alternative global paradigm, let it also be a stage where we 
collectively craft radical solutions to ensure that what happened to Anene Booysen and 
Jyoti Singh also becomes part of the old paradigm we want to reject. Let these issues 
(usually defined as the ‘soft issues’) also get their prominent place on this Brics 5th 
Summit agenda. 

  

We have also heard the proposals for a Brics Bank, of which the details still remain 
vague and we’re hoping to hear more about this at the upcoming Durban summit. Our 
most critical concern would be to caution against the Brics Bank becoming an ‘emerging 
economies’ version of the World Bank. We know the policies and the ideology 
represented by the World Bank has not worked for us, and has been largely inimical to 
the needs and aspirations of the poor, and of African women in particular.  

  

We have also heard about its intended focus on infrastructure development, which 
should be a cause for concern to us all because that represents a vintage World Bank 
approach to development: build dams, harbours, and roads regardless of their social, 
environmental or actual economic impact.  

  

While we recognize the importance of developing the infrastructure of our continent, 
the example of South Africa is a case in point: - that infrastructure without a defined 
redistributive mechanism does not do much for poor. Yes, it may grow businesses, but 
how does it lift people out of poverty? It is a cold comfort to the South African poor that 
they live in the African country with the most developed infrastructure on the continent 
while struggling to access water, electricity, decent housing and quality education for 
children. 

  

Lastly, while the regions represented by Brics nations did not choose their 
representatives, we need to see a mechanism put in place to ensure that the Brics 
members develop a programme that goes beyond the interest of only the Brics 
members. Herein we have to be protective in the interest of our continent representing 
the last vestige of untapped reserves in a resource hungry world: African people, 
forests, water, land, mineral wealth, even the air we breathe, is now up for grabs!  



  

We have to ask what is needed to ensure that South Africa best represents not only the 
business interest of SA, but that of the continent more broadly in this formation. Brics 
members have to ensure that development in their respective regions happens in as 
inclusive a manner as possible.  

  

If not, it would be a betrayal of the retrospective mandate of the AU and NEPAD given to 
President Zuma to represent the interest of our continent in Brics, in such a way that it 
genuinely reflects the principles of South Africa-south solidarity for the 1955 Bandung 
conference of which Brics represents an extension. 

  

Lastly, while the SA government invested more than any of the other Brics nations in 
taking Brics to the people in the form of the Brics provincial road shows, government 
must be encouraged to commit to a more formal forum of engagement with the South 
African public not only on Brics, but on matters of international policies more broadly.  

  

In South Africa we have a vibrant albeit imperfect process of public engagement on state 
policy matters; to date, the DIRCO has been the one department for which very little 
formal processes of transparent, accountable public engagement exist – in which South 
Africans citizens often learn alongside the rest of the world, the positions our country is 
taking regarding matters of global significance. Brics represents a further opportunity 
to address this dire democratic deficit. 

 
 

(Fatima Shabodien is the Country Director of ActionAid South Africa, and remains a 
feminist political activist.)  

 
Future trajectories for BRICS 

By Achin Vanaik   

  

Can BRICS emerge as a collective that will reject the current neoliberal order and seek 
to promote a much more social welfarist form of capitalist development – one that 
might at least unleash a dynamic much more conducive to the emergence of more 
progressive social and political forces whose pressures from below?  

  



And will it seriously challenge the existing world order where the imperialist behaviour 
of the US continues to be highly – and sometimes decisively – influential in shaping the 
course of events? 

  

Or are these governments headed by elites whose principal preoccupation is forging a 
more cooperative system of global management of a world capitalist order in which 
their voices will be more seriously listened to and in which their own rankings in the 
global pecking order of elites rises much more significantly?  

  

If the official outcome of the fourth summit of BRICS that took place in New Delhi on 
March 29, 2012 embodied in the consensual “Delhi Declaration” offered insight into the 
current significance and trajectory of BRICS as a collective body, matters will become 
even clearer after the Durban Summit.   

  

There have been two contesting views. One is marked by considerable enthusiasm 
about its potential. The very fact of regular summit meetings with an ‘escalating 
consensus’ is thought to bode well for the body’s future and its ability to reshape the 
institutions and practices of global governance.  

  

That the G7 gave way to the G8 which in turn has now given way to the G20 
(incorporating the BRICS countries as well as other emerging economies) as the main 
international grouping undertaking to steer the world economy, is taken as testimony to 
the growing relevance of the emerging powers in general and BRICS in particular.  

  

Others are more skeptical. Here, the BRICS countries are viewed not so much as major 
reformers of the current global neoliberal order but as new members happily included 
in a still hierarchical ‘world steering committee’ because they too will play by the basic 
rules. BRICS may account for 42 percent of the world’s population, 18 percent of its 
GDP, 15 percent of world trade and 40 percent of its currency reserves.  

  

(It is often ignored that the states comprising the Gulf Cooperation Council, namely 
Oman, UAE, Bahrain, Qatar, Kuwait and Saudi Arabia, which are all politically 
subordinate to the US and more obedient towards its economic needs, have in total 
more dollar reserves – official, sovereign wealth and other government funds – than 
does China.).  

  



The main importance of BRICS lies in the fact that it accounts for more than half of the 
world GDP growth rate. In what follows the Delhi Declaration issued after the last 
annual Summit is taken as a basis for assessing the nature and role of BRICS precisely 
because it is their collective statement to date. That the final Durban Declaration will 
show some forward movement is very likely but in what direction? In the eyes of 
skeptics there will be more reinforcement than departure from the existing political and 
economic scripts. 

  

The Delhi Declaration showed that there was no real challenge to the neoliberal order 
and no interest in promoting an NIEO (New International Economic Order) of the kind 
that was once discussed by the Nonaligned Movement (NAM) during the 1970s. Indeed, 
neither Brazil which has observer status in the NAM, or China, which got this in 1992, 
have shown interest in becoming full members of the NAM or in re-invigorating it as a 
mechanism for transforming global governance.  

  

Whether it is being part of the G-20 or being aspirants to permanent status in the UN 
Security Council for those who are not yet permanent, or playing a bigger role in the 
WTO’s Green Room decision-making, the emerging powers have shown more interest in 
joining the ‘big boys’ club’.  

  

They use their membership of the G-77 and similar larger groups to project themselves 
as representatives of the interests of the majority of the poorer developing countries, 
the better to leverage pursuit of their national interests in negotiations within that club. 
This is a balancing act of sorts but not one whose primary purpose is to strengthen the 
South as a whole or prioritize the interests of the most vulnerable and poorest member 
countries within the South. 

  

The Delhi Declaration accepted the free trade mantra as the key to global prosperity and 
simply calling for more regulation of the global financial system. So instead of seriously 
challenging the basic orientations of the IMF/WB/WTO triptych let alone working to 
radically transform it or build an alternative governing architecture to it, the Delhi 
Declaration promised to work with the G-20 in the domain of global macro-
management.  

  

Of the IMF it demanded merely that it live up to the “2010 Governance and Quota 
Reform” for providing greater representation and quotas to emerging powers. These 
reforms however will not alter the US position as the sole power capable alone of 
vetoing any crucial decisions in the Executive Board.  



  

As for setting up some alternative mechanism for institutionalizing intra-BRICS 
cooperation of a kind that might seriously challenge existing structures, this did not 
happen. Clearly, concerns about potential Chinese dominance of such a Bank, given its 
resources and reserves, were paramount among the other member countries on that 
occasion.  

  

This Delhi Declaration talked about setting up a new ‘Development Bank’ but was 
careful to state that this would not compete with the World Bank and no timeline for 
setting it up was established. This will remain the case even if beginnings are made to 
set it up after the 2013 BRICs meet in Durban.  

  

On the economic front, the one measure of some significance, though hardly a challenge 
to existing structures of global economic governance, was an agreement on intra-BRICS 
credit provision in local currencies for promoting intra-BRICS trade. There would be 
greater inter-bank cooperation as well as facilitation of more cooperation in capital 
markets, financial services, treasury transactions, stock exchange investments and the 
issuance of local currency bonds according to national laws, i.e., minimising transaction 
costs in intra-BRICS economic activities. 

  

Collective self-interest rather than learning the lessons of the past and present meant 
that the pursuit of nuclear energy was endorsed even as UNSC resolutions on Iran were 
shamelessly endorsed. On the issue of global warming the feeble outcome in Durban in 
December 2011 – where the US, India and China as the big emitters were the main 
culprits responsible for this feebleness – was also endorsed.i  

  

If nothing else, this was an indication that the BRICS countries are not going to take the 
bull by the horns as it were when it comes to charting out any new development 
paradigm that would be fundamentally eco-friendly.  

  

On the political front because Russia and China were shaken by how their earlier 
endorsement of limited UN sanctions on Libya helped the West to carry out regime 
change, they pressed for and obtained a collective statement advocating caution and 
non-intervention by the West in regard to the Syrian crisis, i.e., respect for its “territorial 
integrity and sovereignty”.  

  



The reality is that a basic political-economic incompatibility rather than organizational 
handicaps limit the collective’s capacity to function as a powerful and innovative new 
force in the realm of global politics and governance.  

  

The South African super-wealthy, mostly white, park much of their wealth and 
investments in Europe and Australia creating a domestic balance of payments problem 
because of repatriation of profits and dividends to parent companies set up abroad. 
Given this powerful elite force, South Africa maintains a strong Rand unlike the other 
four who are nowhere near as committed to maintaining a strong Real, Rouble, 
Renminbi or Rupee.ii  

  

By demography (50 million) and total GDP, South Africa might not be in the same league 
as the other four or even as significant as Mexico, South Korea, Turkey. But it is far and 
away the biggest investor in Africa dwarfing the US, EU, China, India, Brazil and alone 
accounts for 40 percent of all African investment and 80 percent of all investments in 
the Southern African Development Community.  

  

In foreign policy Pretoria is more obsequious than the others to US foreign policy except 
on Palestine. India is pursuing ever closer relations with the US despite hiccups and is 
part of Washington’s China-containment policies. Brazil is paying more attention to its 
intra-continental economic activities as well as showing more foreign policy 
independence from Washington. 

  

But outside Latin America this is more a way of asserting a greater self-confidence as an 
emerging power than actively seeking to put serious spokes in the functioning of US 
foreign policy. Russia and China however are both much more perturbed by US 
behaviour globally than the other three and thus seeking greater political-economic 
cooperation.   

  

It is difficult to see just what the BRICS countries can point to – economically, politically, 
culturally, strategically – that can serve as the kind of cement that could make the 
collective a unified and powerful force for significant change on the world level.iii The 
most perhaps that can be said is that a serious weakening of US global hegemony and 
influence would raise – by default more than anything else – the importance of BRICS as 
a collective unit. 

  

(Achin Vanaik is Professor in the University of Delhi Political Science Department.) 



BRICS and a potentially progressive semiperiphery 
  
By Chris Chase-Dunn 
  
What is the potential for rising national regimes, coalitions of national states such as 
BRICS, and transnational social movements to together transform the global capitalist 
system into a more humane and democratic human society within the next fifty years? 
This question can be asked using an evolutionary and world historical approach to the 
problem of contemporary transformation and reproduction.  
  

One of the big ideas that has emerged from this approach is the notion of 
“semiperipheral development”: the idea that semi-peripheral polities often contribute 
to social change by implementing organizational and ideological forms that facilitate 
their own upward mobility and that transform the logics of social reproduction and 
development.  

  

These insights allow us to ask, will potentially progressive forces – contemporary semi-
peripheral national regimes and alliances of these with one another, and transnational 
social movements that are mainly based within them – either reproduce the existing 
institutions and structures of the capitalist world-economy, or instead transform the 
global system into a qualitatively different, more egalitarian world society? 

  

Today’s political globalization evolved because the powers that be were in heavy 
contention with one another for geopolitical power and for economic resources, but 
also because resistance emerged within the polities of the core and in the regions of the 
non-core. The series of hegemonies, waves of colonial expansion and decolonization and 
the emergence of a proto-world-state occurred as the global elites contended with one 
another in a context in which they had to contain strong resistance from below.  

  
In addition to the waves of decolonization, other important forces of resistance were slave revolts, the 

labor movement, the extension of citizenship to men of no property, the women’s movement, and other 

associated rebellions and social movements. These movements affected the evolution of global 

governance in part because the rebellions often clustered together in time, forming what have been called 

“world revolutions”.  

  

Thirty years ago, Giovanni Arrighi, Terence Hopkins and Immanuel Wallerstein pointed out that 

revolutionaries rarely attain their demands immediately. Rather what happens is that “enlightened 

conservatives” implement the demands of the most recent previous world revolution in order to cool out 

the challenges of a current world revolution. This is the way in which world revolutions produce the 

evolution of global governance:  

  

•         The Protestant Reformation in Europe was an early instance that played a huge role 
in the rise of the Dutch hegemony.  



•         The French Revolution of 1789 was linked in time with the American and Haitian 
revolts.  

•         The 1848 rebellion in Europe was both synchronous with the Taiping Rebellion in 
China and was linked with it by the diffusion of ideas, as it was also linked with the 
emergent Christian Sects in the United States.  

•         1917 was the year of the Bolsheviks in Russia, but also the Chinese Nationalist 
revolt, the Mexican revolution, the Arab Revolt and the General Strike in Seattle led 
by the Industrial Workers of the World in the United States.  

•         1968 was a revolt of students in the US, Europe, Latin America and Red Guards in 
China.  

•         1989 was mainly in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe, but important lessons 
about the value of civil rights beyond justification for capitalist democracy were 
learned by an emergent global civil society.  

•         The current world revolution is an important context for the questions about semi-
peripheral development that are the main topic of this paper. 

  

The crucial point here is that the evolution of capitalism and of global governance is a 

response to resistance and rebellions from below. This has been true in the past and is 
likely to continue to be true in the future. Capitalism and socialism have dialectically 
interacted with one another in a positive feedback loop similar to a spiral. Labor and 
socialist movements were obviously a reaction to capitalist industrialization, but also 
the US hegemony and the post-World War II global institutions were importantly 
spurred on by the World Revolution of 1917 and the waves of decolonization.  
  
The nature of core/periphery interactions has changed with the invention and 
development of military technologies and organization, communications and 
transportation technologies and economic and religious institutions that conceptualize 
and regulate competitive and cooperative relations among polities.  
  
Where does the notion of the “semiperiphery” fit? It is, first, a relational concept, for 
semi-peripheral polities are in the middle of a core/periphery hierarchy, but what that 
means depends on the nature of existing organizations and institutions and the forms of 
interaction that exist within a particular world-system.  

  

Some observers have claimed that the world is now flat because of globalization. But 
studies of global inequalities do not find a strong trend toward a flatter world. Even 
with the rapid economic growth of China and India in the past few decades, the global 
stratification system has not become significantly more equal. The large international 
differences in levels of development and income that emerged during the industrial 
revolution in the 19th century continue to be an important feature of the global 
stratification system.  

  



Some have claimed that globalization and “the peripheralization of the core” evident in 
the migration of industrial production to semiperipheral countries has eliminated the 
core/periphery hierarchy. Deindustrialization of the core and the process of 
financialization have had important impacts on the structure of core/periphery 
relations, but it is surely an exaggeration to contend that the core/periphery hierarchy 
has disappeared. Certainly US economic hegemony is in decline and there are newly 
arising challengers from the semiperiphery. But recent upward and downward mobility 
has not appreciably reduced the overall magnitude of inequalities in the world-system.  

  

Wallerstein’s development of the concept of the semiperiphery has often implied that 
the main function of having a stratum in the middle is to somewhat depolarize the 
larger system analogously to a large middle class within a national society. This 
functionalist tendency has been elaborated in the notion of “subimperialism” originally 
developed by Ruy Mauro Marini in 1972 and more recent discussed by Patrick Bond in 
his analysis of the BRICS.  

  

This approach focusses on the instances in which semiperipheral polities have 
reinforced and reproduced the existing global structures of power. Bond’s study of post-
apartheid South Africa’s “talk left, walk right” penchant is convincing. But he may 
underestimate the extent to which the emergent BRICS coalition is counter-hegemonic.  

  

For example, the discussion of the need for an alternative to the US dollar in the global 
economy and the proposal for a new development bank for the Global South have had 
an unsettling effect on the powers-that-be in Washington and New York even if Bond 
makes little of these challenges.  

  

Of course, not all semiperipheral polities are hot-beds of progressive revolution. Some 
are under the control of reactionary elements and other are just trying to move up the 
food chain of global capitalism. But the fact that emerging powers are increasingly 
banding together and promulgating policies that challenge the hegemony of the United 
States and the institutions that have been produced by the European and Asian core 
powers indicates that semiperipherality does not just reproduce the existing global 
hierarchy.  

  

The question for the New Global Left is how to encourage the potential for constructing 
a more egalitarian world society. Bond is certainly right that the transnational social 
movements need to push the BRICS to more effectively address the fundamental 
problems of ecological crisis, global inequality and global democracy. 



  

Among regimes, movements and coalitions that are progressive we distinguish between 
those that are reformists and those that are anti-systemic. Our study of Latin American 
regimes makes a distinction between reformist regimes that have adopted some socially 
progressive policies (including Brazil) or taken some anti-neoliberal international 
positions and anti-systemic regimes such as most of the members of ALBA, the 
Bolivarian Alliance for the Peoples of Our America.  

  

As mentioned above, some of the challengers to global neoliberalism and the hegemony 
of the United States are not progressive. Thus the New Global Left must distinguish 
between its allies and those political actors that are deemed to not be progressive. And 
among the latter there may be some that can be worked with on a tactical basis or 
convinced to pursue more progressive goals. 

  

Latin America as a whole has had more of these progressive regimes because there has 
been a regional propinquity effect, and because Latin American is in the “backyard” of 
the global hegemon (the United States). Latin America has a larger proportion of 
semiperipheral countries than do other world regions. 

  

The imposition of draconian structural adjustment programs in Latin America in the 
1980s and the rise of neoliberal politicians who attacked labour unions and subsidies 
for the urban poor led to a reaction in many countries in which populist politicians were 
able to mobilize support from the expanded informal sector workers in the megacities, 
leading in many cases to the emergence of reformist and anti-systemic national regimes.  

  

The relationship between the progressive national regimes and the progressive 
transnational social movements has been contentious. Despite strong support from the 
Brazilian Workers Party and the Lula regime in Brazil, the charter of the World Social 
Forum (WSF) does not allow people to attend the meetings as formal representatives of 
states. When the late Venezuelan leader Hugo Chavez and Lula tried to make 
appearances at WSF meetings, large numbers of movement activists protested. The 
horizontalists, autonomists and anarchists – and also many environmental activists – 
tend to see those who hold state power as the enemy even if they claim to be 
progressives. 

  

The WSF process has itself been a complicated dance toward global party formation and 
the construction of a new global United or Popular Front. Its charter prohibits the WSF 
itself from adopting a program or policy stances. The WSF is supposed to be an arena 



for the grass roots movements to use to organize themselves and make alliances with 
one another. What can they imagine when claiming, “another world is possible”?  

  

Both a new stage of capitalism and a qualitative systemic transformation to some form 
of socialism are possible within the next several decades, but a new systemic cycle of 
capitalism is more likely. The progressive evolution of global governance has occurred 
in the past when enlightened conservatives implemented the demands of an earlier 
world revolution in order to reduce the pressures from below that are brought to bear 
in a current world revolution.  

  

The most likely outcome of the current conjuncture is probably global Keynesianism in 
which enlightened conservatives in the global elite form a more legitimate, capable and 
democratic set of global governance institutions to deal with the problems of the 21st 
century. If US hegemonic decline is slow, as it has been up to now, and if financial and 
ecological crises are spread out in time and conflicts between ethnic groups and nations 
are also spread out, then the enlightened conservatives will have a chance to produce a 
reformed world order that is still capitalist but that meets the current challenges at 
least partially.  

  

But if the perfect storm of calamities should all come together in a short period of time 
(a single decade) the progressive movements and the progressive non-core regimes 
would have a chance to radically change the mode of accumulation to a form of global 
socialism. On which side of the struggle will the BRICS fall? 

  

(Chris Chase-Dunn is a professor of sociology at the University of California-Riverside: 
http://irows.ucr.edu/research/citemp/citemp.html.) 
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SAA is committed to provide delegates attending the BRICS 2013 a discount offering 
ranging from 5 – 18% per point of sale, off its lowest published airfares on the services of 
SAA subject to the relevant class availability for international, regional and domestic market 
related airfares. 

This will exclude all SAA code share flights as well as the domestic routes serviced by either 
SA Express (SAX) or South African Airlink (SAL). These airfares are applicable for booking 
from 1 February 2013 until 14 days after the official Conference dates. 

You can take advantage of this offer in one of two ways; 1. Log on to www.flysaa.com to 
book your reservation and secure your SAA ticket. Simply enter the conference Promo Code: 
BRICS2013 to receive the discounted conference fares. 

Note: To see your discounted rate be sure to include the promo code in your search 
requirements. Prices will not show the discount until your flight is chosen and you click 
"continue". The price will then update your SAA discount. 

2. Reserve your flights directly with South African Airways. Simply call your local SAA 
Offices, Call Centre, and City Town Office and refer to the 5th BRICS Summit authorisation 
code of: AIR/GC/12/000041 to ensure the discounted conference fares. 

Please note the following: 

1. Fare discounts will be determined by the origin of travel, flight schedule, and whether 
travelling Business or Economy class. 

2. To benefit from these discounted rates, please use the promotional 

code: BRICS2013 

3. Bookings can also be made through SAA Offices, City Town Offices, and Call Centre and 
also through www.flysaa.com with the above link using the promotional code BRICS2013 to 
access the discounted airfares. 

4. Travel must take place ‘between’ 12 February and 10 April 2013. 

You are also able Redeem your Voyager Miles If you want to become part of the 5th BRICS 
Summit conference 2013 in South Africa, and are a Voyager member, why not make use of 
your Voyager Miles to book your ticket now? To make a booking using your Voyager Miles 
please logon onto https://www.flysaa.com/za/en/voyagerLogin.secured using your 
membership number and PIN to make your way to the conference. 

South African Airways looks forward to welcoming all BRICS delegates on board our flights 
and to offer our warm South African hospitality! 

Brics experts back development bank 
Posted on March 15, 2013 at 10:56 am.  



Written by Rene 

 SAnews.gov.za-Itar-Tass 15-3-2013 

Pretoria – Experts from the Brics group of countries have recommended the group to create 
their own development bank and rating agency for educational establishments, says 
Executive director of Russia’s National Committee for Brics studies, Georgy Toloraya. 

The Brics (Brazil, Russia, India, China and South Africa) summit will be held in Durban on 
26 and 27 March. 

Earlier this month, the South African government appointed the Human Sciences Research 
Council (HSRC) to serve as an incubator for the South Africa Brics Think Tank for an initial 
period of one year. 

Officials from the five countries met in Durban over a weekend earlier this month for a 
workshop aimed at mapping a long-term strategy for a mooted consortium of Brics think 
tanks. 

The group’s experts held three days of sessions in the run-up to the summit to agree to 
establish a council of think tanks and “support the idea of a Brics bank.” 

Toloraya said at the first phase such a financial institution would serve as a center of analysis. 

“We use World Bank and International Monetary Fund statistics and analytical reports all the 
time, as we have no such instruments of our own. A future Brics Investment Bank is seen as a 
mechanism that would help realize where money should go, agree development strategies and 
coordinate investment,” Toloraya said. 

The experts also speculated the Brics countries might conclude preferential trade agreements. 

“It will not be a free trade zone yet, but a first step towards it. Settlements in national 
currencies are not ruled out,” Toloraya said 

The recommendation for creating a rating agency for educational establishments has similar 
reasons behind it. 

“None of our universities is high on the Western rating lists. In the meantime, the Silicon 
Valley in the United States is crowded with Russians,” Toloraya said, adding that western 
university ratings relied on publications in western magazines and on western awards. 

“Such an agency would be rather easy to set up. When we know how we rate ourselves, 
possibly, students will decide to go to study in Russia or elsewhere, and not in the United 
States,” he said. 

Toloraya sees Brics as an “intellectual project for formulating new rules of global co-
existence.” 

An association of countries located in four continents is “an alliance of civilizations which 
will never develop into a military bloc,” he said. 



“Brics is an elite project, an attempt by rising powers to safeguard their interests together,” 
Toloraya said. Specifically, he pointed out that the group was devoid of an anti-western bias. 

“Brics is a civilized attempt at coming to terms as to what a future world order should be. It is 
not accidental that the group’s participants are advocates of non-interference in internal 
affairs and of the rule of international law,” he said. –  SAnews.gov.za-Itar-Tass 
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Cape Town – As South Africa wraps up preparations towards hosting the fifth Brics summit, 
the world will be keenly watching to see whether the leaders of Brazil, Russia, India, China 
and South Africa can conclude negotiations on setting up a Brics development bank. 

The Brics summit will be held in Durban on the 26 and 27 March. 

Emerging markets analysts believe a Brics development bank – which was first mooted at last 
year’s Brics summit in Delhi, India – can help create jobs in South Africa and promote 
greater trade on the African continent by funding new infrastructure. 

Last week, International Relations and Cooperation Minister Maite Nkoana-Mashabane told 
City Press that South Africa was keen to host the development bank, saying that the country 
had a history of sound financial expertise and that the African continent was home to seven of 
the 10 fastest growing economies. 

The Minister of Trade and Industry Rob Davies said this week that South Africa had a 
strategic interest in extending Brics cooperation to support Africa’s development agenda. He 
added that he believed Africa’s relationship with Brics has influenced growth in the 
continent. 

The finance ministries from the five member countries have been working on a business plan 
for the development bank and last month member state finance ministers met at the sidelines 
of the G20 summit to explore the bank’s potential structure. 

World Bank chief economist Kaushik Basu has backed the idea for a Brics development 
bank, but has warned it would be a “humongous task” to set up. 

While Martyn Davies, the chief executive of Frontier Advisory, said in January that there had 
been discussion of a fund of up to $240-billion, Standard Bank expects each of the five 
member states to initially contribute $10 billion in seed capital to the bank, with further funds 
raised from the markets as necessary. 



However, Standard Bank research analysts Jeremy Stevens and Simon Freemantle cautioned 
that China’s eventual contribution may outpace that of the other Brics members to the joint 
development bank and that Beijing would, understandably, demand commensurate influence 
over the fund’s decision-making mechanisms. 

In a research note last month, the two pointed out that while for China $10 billion amounts to 
just 0.12% of gross domestic product (GDP) (as per 2012), the same contribution would 
constitute a far more hefty 2.5% of South Africa’s total economic output. 

Added to this, China dominates Brics trade and is the number one import partner for all four 
of its Brics partners and its economy at the end of 2012 was almost 25% larger than the other 
four Brics nations combined. 

“Unless pragmatically managed, political strains similar to those faced within the IMF may 
emerge. An appreciation of this potential challenge should thus frame deliberations in 
Durban,” said Stevens and Freemantle. 

They expect the development bank to focus on infrastructure development and providing 
auxiliary support for project preparation, such as feasibility studies. 

They said they expected a working group to be later tasked with establishing the necessary 
technical commitments and governance structures. 

The two believe that the development bank would not be a counterweight to multilateral 
development banks - notably the World Bank – but rather act an auxiliary funding institution. 

In a parliamentary reply this week in response to a question from an opposition MP on what 
the impact had been of South Africa’s membership to Brics, the Minister of Economic 
Development Ebrahim Patel said the country had achieved several benefits. 

Patel said South Africa had grown its level of trade with the Brics countries, it has seen 
significant growth in tourism from other Brics countries, was now a stronger destination for 
potential investment and able to influence the development of greater Brics partnerships with 
the rest of the African continent. 

On trade, the four Bric countries now account for a larger share of South Africa's imports and 
exports. Measured in US Dollars, exports from SA to Bric countries rose from $12.1 billion 
in 2010 to $15 billion in 2012, he said 

“This helped to compensate for reduced demand from traditional markets which are 
experiencing slower or negative growth,” he added. 

Earlier this month, the South African government appointed the Human Sciences Research 
Council (HSRC) to serve as an incubator for the South Africa Brics Think Tank ahead for an 
initial period of one year. 

Officials from the five countries met in Durban over a weekend earlier this month for a 
workshop aimed at mapping a long-term strategy for a mooted consortium of Brics think 
tanks. 



According to the HSRC, the think tank will conduct policy research and analysis to help 
inform the long-term strategy of the Brics group. 

This week the heads of customs administrations of the Brics countries met in Bela Bela to 
prepare for the summit, with the aim of developing customs capacity in technology and 
procedures and to agree to exchange information to combat illicit activity. 

Festivities will kick off with a beach festival in Durban on Sunday as well as concerts, before 
the 5th Brics Business Forum runs on Tuesday. 

The conference itself will take place on Wednesday. – SAnews.gov.za 
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and South Africa can conclude negotiations on setting up a Brics development bank. 
 
The Brics summit will be held in Durban on the 26 and 27 March. 
 
Emerging markets analysts believe a Brics development bank – which was first mooted at last 
year’s Brics summit in Delhi, India – can help create jobs in South Africa and promote 
greater trade on the African continent by funding new infrastructure. 
 
Last week, International Relations and Cooperation Minister Maite Nkoana-Mashabane told 
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development bank and that Beijing would, understandably, demand commensurate influence 
over the fund’s decision-making mechanisms. 
 
In a research note last month, the two pointed out that while for China $10 billion amounts to 
just 0.12% of gross domestic product (GDP) (as per 2012), the same contribution would 
constitute a far more hefty 2.5% of South Africa’s total economic output. 
 
Added to this, China dominates Brics trade and is the number one import partner for all four 
of its Brics partners and its economy at the end of 2012 was almost 25% larger than the other 
four Brics nations combined. 
 
“Unless pragmatically managed, political strains similar to those faced within the IMF may 
emerge. An appreciation of this potential challenge should thus frame deliberations in 
Durban,” said Stevens and Freemantle. 
 
They expect the development bank to focus on infrastructure development and providing 
auxiliary support for project preparation, such as feasibility studies. 
 
They said they expected a working group to be later tasked with establishing the necessary 
technical commitments and governance structures. 
 
The two believe that the development bank would not be a counterweight to multilateral 
development banks - notably the World Bank – but rather act an auxiliary funding institution. 
 
In a parliamentary reply this week in response to a question from an opposition MP on what 
the impact had been of South Africa’s membership to Brics, the Minister of Economic 
Development Ebrahim Patel said the country had achieved several benefits. 
 
Patel said South Africa had grown its level of trade with the Brics countries, it has seen 
significant growth in tourism from other Brics countries, was now a stronger destination for 
potential investment and able to influence the development of greater Brics partnerships with 
the rest of the African continent. 
 
On trade, the four Bric countries now account for a larger share of South Africa's imports and 
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prepare for the summit, with the aim of developing customs capacity in technology and 
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The world will be watching closely to see whether the leaders of Brazil, Russia, India, China 
and South Africa can conclude negotiations for setting up a BRICS development bank when 
they meet in Durban in less than two weeks’ time. 
 
The 5th BRICS summit will take place in Durban on 26 and 27 March. 
 
Emerging markets analysts believe a BRICS development bank – first mooted at last year’s 
BRICS summit in Delhi, India – could help create jobs in South Africa and promote greater 
trade on the African continent by funding new infrastructure. 
 
Last week, International Relations Minister Maite Nkoana-Mashabane told City Press 
newspaper that South Africa was keen to host the development bank, saying the country had 
a history of sound financial expertise and that the African continent was home to seven of the 
10 fastest growing economies. 
 
Trade and Industry Minister Rob Davies said this week that South Africa had a strategic 
interest in extending BRICS cooperation to support Africa’s development agenda. He added 
that he believed Africa’s relationship with BRICS had influenced growth on the continent. 
Finance ministers working on business plan 
 
The finance ministries from the five member countries have been working on a business plan 
for the development bank, and met on the sidelines of the G20 conference in Moscow last 
month to explore the bank’s potential structure. 
 
World Bank chief economist Kaushik Basu has backed the idea for a BRICS development 
bank, but warned that it would be a “humongous task” to set up. 
 
While Martyn Davies, the chief executive of Frontier Advisory, said in January that there had 
been discussion of a fund of up to US$240-billion, Standard Bank expects each of the five 
member states to initially contribute $10-billion in seed capital for the bank, with further 



funds raised from the markets as necessary. 
 
However, Standard Bank research analysts Jeremy Stevens and Simon Freemantle cautioned 
that China’s eventual contributions might outpace that of the other BRICS members and that, 
if this happened, Beijing would understandably demand commensurate influence over the 
fund’s decision-making mechanisms. 
Challenge posed by Chinese dominance 
 
In a research note last month, Stevens and Freemantle pointed out that while for China $10-
billion amounts to just 0.12% of gross domestic product (GDP) (as per 2012), the same 
contribution would constitute a far more hefty 2.5% of South Africa’s total economic output. 
 
Added to this, China dominates BRICS trade and is the number one import partner for all 
four of its BRICS partners; its economy at the end of 2012 was almost 25% larger than the 
other four BRICS nations combined. 
 
“Unless pragmatically managed, political strains similar to those faced within the IMF may 
emerge. An appreciation of this potential challenge should thus frame deliberations in 
Durban,” said Stevens and Freemantle. 
 
They expect the development bank to focus on infrastructure development and providing 
auxiliary support for project preparation, such as feasibility studies. They said they expected 
a working group to be later tasked with establishing the necessary technical commitments and 
governance structures. 
 
The two believe that the development bank would not be a counterweight to multilateral 
development banks – notably the World Bank – but rather act an auxiliary funding institution. 
Benefits for South Africa 
 
In a parliamentary reply this week in response to a question from an opposition MP on what 
the impact had been of South Africa’s membership of BRICS, Economic Development 
Minister Ebrahim Patel said the country had enjoyed several benefits. 
 
Patel said South Africa had grown its level of trade with the BRICS countries, had seen 
significant growth in tourism from other BRICS countries, was now a stronger destination for 
potential investment, and was able to influence the development of greater BRICS 
partnerships with the rest of the African continent. 
 
On trade, the four other BRICS countries now account for a larger share of South Africa’s 
imports and exports. Measured in US dollars, exports from South Africa to its BRICS peers 
rose from $12.1-billion in 2010 to $15-billion in 2012, Patel said 
 
“This helped to compensate for reduced demand from traditional markets which are 
experiencing slower or negative growth.” 
 
Source: SAnews.gov.za 
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The world will be watching closely to see whether the leaders of Brazil, Russia, India, China 
and South Africa can conclude negotiations for setting up a BRICS development bank when 
they meet in Durban in less than two weeks’ time. 

The 5th BRICS summit will take place in Durban on 26 and 27 March. 

Emerging markets analysts believe a BRICS development bank – first mooted at last year’s 
BRICS summit in Delhi, India – could help create jobs in South Africa and promote greater 
trade on the African continent by funding new infrastructure. 

Last week, International Relations Minister Maite Nkoana-Mashabane told City Press 
newspaper that South Africa was keen to host the development bank, saying the country had 
a history of sound financial expertise and that the African continent was home to seven of the 
10 fastest growing economies. 

Trade and Industry Minister Rob Davies said this week that South Africa had a strategic 
interest in extending BRICS cooperation to support Africa’s development agenda. He added 
that he believed Africa’s relationship with BRICS had influenced growth on the continent. 

Finance ministers working on business plan 

The finance ministries from the five member countries have been working on a business plan 
for the development bank, and met on the sidelines of the G20 conference in Moscow last 
month to explore the bank’s potential structure. 

World Bank chief economist Kaushik Basu has backed the idea for a BRICS development 
bank, but warned that it would be a “humongous task” to set up. 

While Martyn Davies, the chief executive of Frontier Advisory, said in January that there had 
been discussion of a fund of up to US$240-billion, Standard Bank expects each of the five 
member states to initially contribute $10-billion in seed capital for the bank, with further 
funds raised from the markets as necessary. 

However, Standard Bank research analysts Jeremy Stevens and Simon Freemantle cautioned 
that China’s eventual contributions might outpace that of the other BRICS members and that, 
if this happened, Beijing would understandably demand commensurate influence over the 
fund’s decision-making mechanisms. 



Challenge posed by Chinese dominance 

In a research note last month, Stevens and Freemantle pointed out that while for China $10-
billion amounts to just 0.12% of gross domestic product (GDP) (as per 2012), the same 
contribution would constitute a far more hefty 2.5% of South Africa’s total economic output. 

Added to this, China dominates BRICS trade and is the number one import partner for all 
four of its BRICS partners; its economy at the end of 2012 was almost 25% larger than the 
other four BRICS nations combined. 

“Unless pragmatically managed, political strains similar to those faced within the IMF may 
emerge. An appreciation of this potential challenge should thus frame deliberations in 
Durban,” said Stevens and Freemantle. 

They expect the development bank to focus on infrastructure development and providing 
auxiliary support for project preparation, such as feasibility studies. They said they expected 
a working group to be later tasked with establishing the necessary technical commitments and 
governance structures. 

The two believe that the development bank would not be a counterweight to multilateral 
development banks – notably the World Bank – but rather act an auxiliary funding institution. 

Benefits for South Africa 

In a parliamentary reply this week in response to a question from an opposition MP on what 
the impact had been of South Africa’s membership of BRICS, Economic Development 
Minister Ebrahim Patel said the country had enjoyed several benefits. 

Patel said South Africa had grown its level of trade with the BRICS countries, had seen 
significant growth in tourism from other BRICS countries, was now a stronger destination for 
potential investment, and was able to influence the development of greater BRICS 
partnerships with the rest of the African continent. 

On trade, the four other BRICS countries now account for a larger share of South Africa’s 
imports and exports. Measured in US dollars, exports from South Africa to its BRICS peers 
rose from $12.1-billion in 2010 to $15-billion in 2012, Patel said 

“This helped to compensate for reduced demand from traditional markets which are 
experiencing slower or negative growth.” 
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Cape Town – As South Africa wraps up preparations towards hosting the fifth Brics summit, 
the world will be keenly watching to see whether the leaders of Brazil, Russia, India, China 
and South Africa can conclude negotiations on setting up a Brics development bank. 

The Brics summit will be held in Durban on the 26 and 27 March. 

Emerging markets analysts believe a Brics development bank – which was first mooted at last 
year’s Brics summit in Delhi, India – can help create jobs in South Africa and promote 
greater trade on the African continent by funding new infrastructure. 

Last week, International Relations and Cooperation Minister Maite Nkoana-Mashabane told 
City Press that South Africa was keen to host the development bank, saying that the country 
had a history of sound financial expertise and that the African continent was home to seven of 
the 10 fastest growing economies. 

The Minister of Trade and Industry Rob Davies said this week that South Africa had a 
strategic interest in extending Brics cooperation to support Africa’s development agenda. He 
added that he believed Africa’s relationship with Brics has influenced growth in the 
continent. 

The finance ministries from the five member countries have been working on a business plan 
for the development bank and last month member state finance ministers met at the sidelines 
of the G20 summit to explore the bank’s potential structure. 

World Bank chief economist Kaushik Basu has backed the idea for a Brics development 
bank, but has warned it would be a “humongous task” to set up. 

While Martyn Davies, the chief executive of Frontier Advisory, said in January that there had 
been discussion of a fund of up to $240-billion, Standard Bank expects each of the five 
member states to initially contribute $10 billion in seed capital to the bank, with further funds 
raised from the markets as necessary. 

However, Standard Bank research analysts Jeremy Stevens and Simon Freemantle cautioned 
that China’s eventual contribution may outpace that of the other Brics members to the joint 
development bank and that Beijing would, understandably, demand commensurate influence 
over the fund’s decision-making mechanisms. 

In a research note last month, the two pointed out that while for China $10 billion amounts to 
just 0.12% of gross domestic product (GDP) (as per 2012), the same contribution would 
constitute a far more hefty 2.5% of South Africa’s total economic output. 



Added to this, China dominates Brics trade and is the number one import partner for all four 
of its Brics partners and its economy at the end of 2012 was almost 25% larger than the other 
four Brics nations combined. 

“Unless pragmatically managed, political strains similar to those faced within the IMF may 
emerge. An appreciation of this potential challenge should thus frame deliberations in 
Durban,” said Stevens and Freemantle. 

They expect the development bank to focus on infrastructure development and providing 
auxiliary support for project preparation, such as feasibility studies. 

They said they expected a working group to be later tasked with establishing the necessary 
technical commitments and governance structures. 

The two believe that the development bank would not be a counterweight to multilateral 
development banks - notably the World Bank – but rather act an auxiliary funding institution. 

In a parliamentary reply this week in response to a question from an opposition MP on what 
the impact had been of South Africa’s membership to Brics, the Minister of Economic 
Development Ebrahim Patel said the country had achieved several benefits. 

Patel said South Africa had grown its level of trade with the Brics countries, it has seen 
significant growth in tourism from other Brics countries, was now a stronger destination for 
potential investment and able to influence the development of greater Brics partnerships with 
the rest of the African continent. 

On trade, the four Bric countries now account for a larger share of South Africa's imports and 
exports. Measured in US Dollars, exports from SA to Bric countries rose from $12.1 billion 
in 2010 to $15 billion in 2012, he said 

“This helped to compensate for reduced demand from traditional markets which are 
experiencing slower or negative growth,” he added. 

Earlier this month, the South African government appointed the Human Sciences Research 
Council (HSRC) to serve as an incubator for the South Africa Brics Think Tank ahead for an 
initial period of one year. 

Officials from the five countries met in Durban over a weekend earlier this month for a 
workshop aimed at mapping a long-term strategy for a mooted consortium of Brics think 
tanks. 

According to the HSRC, the think tank will conduct policy research and analysis to help 
inform the long-term strategy of the Brics group. 

This week the heads of customs administrations of the Brics countries met in Bela Bela to 
prepare for the summit, with the aim of developing customs capacity in technology and 
procedures and to agree to exchange information to combat illicit activity. 

Festivities will kick off with a beach festival in Durban on Sunday as well as concerts, before 
the 5th Brics Business Forum runs on Tuesday. 



The conference itself will take place on Wednesday. – SAnews.gov.za 
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South Africa Moves to Strengthen its 
Economic Standing  
 
Anita Powell 

March 15, 2013  

JOHANNESBURG — South Africa is set to host it first BRICS summit as the newest 
member of this group of developing economies comprising Brazil, Russia, India and 
China.  As the Durban meeting approaches later this month, South African are wondering 
what its role as host will bring to the country -- and the continent. 
 
South Africa, the smallest economy in BRICS, joined the group in 2011, expecting it would 
strengthen the nation’s position globally, and offset the great influence wielded by traditional 
Western powers. 
 
“Our ties are historic," said South African Foreign Minister Maite Nkoana-Masabane, noting 
that her nation has long had economic and cultural relations to several of the BRICS nations, 
notably India and China. 
 
Analyst Lyal White, head of the Center for Dynamic Markets at the Gordon Institute of 
Business Studies, said while South Africa may not technically belong in this elite group, it is 
the continent’s powerhouse and provides a gateway to African markets.  
 
"It’s an opportunity for South Africa to really punch above its weight in global fora and to 
really engage with the global agenda at the very highest level and to drive the economic and 
political future of the developing world," he said. 
 
Johannesburg is a multicultural city and has long been a hub for immigrants from around the 
world. 
 
Shopkeeper Zubair Ismail gets all of his goods from India and China. But if he had the 
chance to address the BRICS members, he says he’d make a surprising request. 
 
"Basically the main thing would be to stop imports from China, India or wherever, and try 
and rebuild our manufacturing locally. Because that would increase our employment and 
would also give everyone a scope, from manufacturing to wholesaling to retailing locally," he 
said. 
 
Across town at the city’s oldest Chinese store, business is good. The store has deep ties to the 
local community and has been going strong for 60 years. Owner King Pon says BRICS is 



unlikely to change that. 
 
"People are very capitalistic. I don’t really think you need your major BRICS government 
agreements for people to do business. Where there’s money, people will flock," he said. 
 
Critics say that BRICS is not a new dynamic - just another form of colonialism that allows 
rich nations to exploit Africa. 
 
Academic Patrick Bond says BRICS will be disastrous for the continent.  
 
"It’s extraction that is so devastating to [the] environment and to people, and what BRICS, 
what it looks like it’s trying to do, is make that more formal and legitimate, and more fluid, 
with more finance," he said. 
 
BRICS governments would argue that finance is the key to counter exploitation and they plan 
to use the summit to unveil their own development bank to benefit the African continent and 
beyond.  
 
 
 
 
 
                                                 
i. P Bidwai, ‘Inclement in Durban’, December 28, 2011, http://www.hindustantimes.com/News-
Feed/ColumnsOthers/Inclement-in-Durban/Article-1-788473.aspx 

ii. L Gentle, ‘The Root of all Evil? The Dollar, the BRICS and South Africa’, Deccan Chronicle, March 29, 
2012.  
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BRICS 'can contribute to African stability' 
 

12 March 2013  

The BRICS - Brazil, Russia, India, China and South Africa - alliance has the potential to 
further peace and stability on the African continent, says Higher Education and Training 
Minister Blade Nzimande.  

Speaking at a BRICS Academic Forum banquet dinner at the Durban University of 
Technology on Monday, Nzimande said that South Africa saw its future well-being as being 
closely tied to that of the continent as a whole.  

"Our own future is tied to the economic development of Africa as a whole and to the 
establishment of stability and peace throughout the continent. We believe that the other 



                                                                                                                                                        
BRICS countries can play an important role in achieving these goals and that they (and the 
rest of the world), in turn, will benefit from the process," Nzimande said.  

The fifth BRICS Summit will take place in Durban from 25 to 27 March. South Africa's 
position going into the summit is to align BRICS member countries' interests in supporting 
the integration agenda in Africa.  

Nzimande said the integration of African economies was at an early stage. Although 
communications infrastructure was improving, there was still has a long way to go. In 
addition, it was not possible to travel between many neighbouring countries by train, with 
railway infrastructure mainly geared to getting raw materials to the coast for export.  

"Roads, especially major arterial roads, are in need of serious upgrading. Despite a large 
expansion of air travel routes in Africa, it is still often easier to fly from one African country 
to another via Europe rather than directly. Industry, in general, is still weak - especially 
outside of the raw material, extractive industries."  

Nzimande said the BRICS countries stood to gain enormously from academic cooperation.  

"One of the most important elements of BRICS cooperation should be in the sphere of 
knowledge production and academic cooperation. To achieve our goals - both in Africa and 
the world - we need constantly to strengthen our scientific and technical knowledge in all 
spheres, to deepen our understanding of our societies and those of the rest of the world."  

"It's not by accident that Africa's emergence from the morass of stagnation associated with 
the period of imposed structural adjustment programmes from the mid-70s to the mid-90s has 
coincided with the emergence of the large BRICS countries as economic giants.  

"These countries have given African nations the ability to start to escape the clutches of neo-
colonial dependence on foreign aid, and the policies and 'advice' of Western-controlled 
finance institutions."  

The 5th BRICS Academic Forum, hosted by the Departments of Higher Education and 
International Relations and Cooperation along with Higher Education South Africa, was due 
to conclude on Tuesday 

 

* First, for those who will read the formal communique statement coming the academic 
forum just concluded at the Durban University of Technology, prepare to yawn, for rarely 
have intellectuals produced such flat, shallow and status-quo oriented babble - it was a 
profound disappointment after two rather expensive days of workshopping by 100 or so 
people, and you cannot blame this flacid analysis on Durban's notorious humidity as we've 
had nice crisp late-summer days... 
 
* the main potential BRICS geo-economic breakthrough, driven by China, may well be the 
more generalised use of the "five R's" - renminbi, real, rupee, rouble and rand - and this is 
why Lennie Gentle's superb article as the current front-page of "Workers World News" must 
be read (it's an update of this fine piece a year ago: http://sacsis.org.za/site/article/1253)... yet 



                                                                                                                                                        
is it a breakthrough - i.e. is this move about challenging the US$ - or instead stabilising what 
appears to be another round of world currency turmoil, and avoiding a currency war?... here's 
a piece confirming BRICS as sub-imperial stabilisers not anti-imperial challengers: 
http://www.southerntimesafrica.com/news_article.php?id=7001&title=The%20Future%20of
%20the%20US%20Dollar&type=69 especially "Despite their calibrated rhetoric, each of the 
BRICS countries values its relationship with the United States far more than with the four 
other BRICS countries combined. Each is actually quite happy with an international system 
driven by American economic and technological supremacy, underwritten by American 
security guarantees" (says a Standard Banker who probably knows more than the academics 
about this matter)... 
 
* there is potentially a separate $20 billion initiative between the DBSA's mysterious 
Development Bank International and the Chinese, and there's still some possibility of locating 
a BRICS Bank in Midrand notwithstanding that rancid institution's profound crisis and 
downsizing... 
 
* there are visions of BRICS collaborating on space travel... hmmmm. 
 
I'm sure there's more to unpack in coming days, this is just flippant first-cut commentary... 
 
Patrick 

 

Social struggles and popular movements in « emerging 
countries » 

Workshop proposed by the Intercoll collective 

World Social Forum, Tunis, March 2013 

  

Intercoll brings together activists and researchers from the five continents working with and for popular 
movements. Information is available at: http://www.intercoll.net/bdf/en/pages/page-1.html 

  

Capitalism under its neoliberal mantle has entered a profound crisis engulfing financial and commercial flows 
and governance systems. “Reforms” put forward by the different dominant forces can only aggravate the assault 
on peoples’ lives and deteriorate further the natural environment, despite talks (with no actions) about 
“greening” capitalism. It is undoubtedly a “crisis of crises” comparable (without being identical) to the 
prolonged crisis of the 1920-30s. Ruling classes all over the world are destabilized, divided and uncertain, while 
pursuing the “reform” agenda by more repression, militarization and various “disciplinary” programs targeting 
workers, farmers, unemployed, migrants, indigenous, etc. 

  

New initiatives or old formulas? 



                                                                                                                                                        

The select club of the G7 is however worried for obvious reasons. One of the path presently explored is about 
enlarging the responsibility of managing the corrupted system to other “emerging” nations, sometimes defined 
by the media as the BRICS (or the BICS) and more lately, as the “next eleven”. This discourse aims at 
convincing the world that the old powers need the support of “new” powers where growth rates are high and 
where there is relative stability so that the G7 becomes the G20. In reality, the G20 continues the same 
neoliberal policies; however, the process is shaken by the fact that there are many contradictions between the 
old core and the “emerging” countries over trade and financial policies, in particular. All of this leads to the 
semi paralysis of the WTO, the IMF and the World Bank. In the same time, this G20 ignores the plight of the 
vast majority of nations that are close to or even already fallen into cycles of conflicts including the dislocation 
of states, massive famines and violent conflicts, especially in the “arc of crisis” criss-crossing Asia and Africa. 

  

Multiform resistances  

This attempt to repaint neoliberalism is confronted also to organized resistance by popular movements across 
the globe. Powerful movements, in G7 and G20 countries as well as in many other regions are blocking the 
« reforms » through popular insurrections and mass mobilizations of an unprecedented scale. Additionally, 
many popular movements are creating new “tools” and emancipatory projects. A new generation of “popular 
intellectuals” in the tradition of Gramsci, CLR James and Bourdieu is exploring new paths via new alliances, 
networks and organization and communicational forms. In the so-called “emerging” countries, this takes many 
shapes. In Brazil and in South America, peasants and indigenous movements are struggling against mega 
projects to transform the environment and reinforce the agro-industrial export “model”. In India, vast coalitions 
are bringing together the resistance of the Dalits and Adivasis against extractivist projects designed to serve the 
needs of the elite (“Shining” India). In China, vast multitudes are surging in urban and rural areas to fight the 
assaults against the environment and degrading working conditions. Same patterns are observed in Argentina, 
Mexico, Nigeria, South Africa, Vietnam and everywhere where neoliberalism increases exploitation and 
accumulation by integrating further the world “market” for the benefit of small elite, locally and internationally. 

  

ICI workshop  

For some years, Intercoll has set up a network of researchers and activists working on these issues from many 
countries and this is where comes from our project to hold a workshop under the auspices of the WSF. Our 
program aims at debunking the myth of the “emerging countries” while documenting current social and political 
confrontations at play in these sites. The (provisional) program will discuss many issues including: 

•         The crisis of crises and the « emergence » of the BRICS. 

•          From the G7 to the G20, impacts and contradictions 

•         The struggle against « development » in Brazil 

•         Rise of new social movements in China 

•         Peasants and indigenous struggles in India 

•         Forthcoming confrontations at the next BRICS summit in South Africa 

•         The way forward for a new internationalism 

Details will come shortly on the program and the resource people. 



                                                                                                                                                        

 

 

Yes, Brics does reflect the ANC’s sell-out to neoliberalism 
  
By Patrick Bond 
  
Writing last Friday (“Will SA’S new friends turn out so different 
from the West? ”) about a debate over the coming Brazil-Russia-India-China-South 
Africa (Brics) heads-of-state summit, our country’s leading foreign policy journalist, 
Peter Fabricius, chose insults, perhaps to avoid addressing some deep dilemmas.  
  
“Bond is a familiar exponent of old-style communism,” he alleged, and thus Ambassador 
Anil Sooklal “ought, from a purely rhetorical perspective, to have dismissed Bond’s 
attack as student politics. For certainly Bond was firing a blunderbuss at all of what the 
Left regards as the ANC’s sell-out to international capital and neo-liberalism etc, rather 
than just at Brics.” 

  

No, actually, like many South Africans, ideas of the New Left attract me – while Stalinism 
and corrupted nationalism repel. And although the ANC’s adoption of neoliberalism 
instead of the 1994 Reconstruction and Development Programme was indeed an 
historic sell-out, I do plead guilty to hoisting a blunderbuss. 

  

Why? Because we must now be blunt if, as is certain, the Durban summit will be 
remembered as a latter-day 1884-85 Berlin conference. Five colonial powers – host 

This image cannot currently be displayed.



                                                                                                                                                        
Germany, Britain, France, Portugal and Belgium (plus Italy and Spain) – divvied up the 
continent back then with one common objective: efficient resource extraction through 
export-oriented infrastructure. 

  

To update this very task,  five Brics leaders will invite 16 heads of state from Africa, 
many of whom are notorious tyrants, to a gated Zimbali luxury lodge on March 27 – 
having confirmed the continent’s economic carve-up the day before. Their knife of 
choice is a sharp new ‘Brics Bank’ that London and New York economists Nick Stern and 
Joe Stiglitz – both former World Bank senior vice presidents – told them would cost $50 
billion in start-up capital (exactly the thumbsuck number they’ve already chosen to 
announce). 

  

This new Bank comes nine months after $75 billion was wasted by the same five, bailing 
out the International Monetary Fund in a manner that shrunk both Africa’s voting share 
and prospects for world economic recovery. And 11 months ago, two Brics nominees for 
World Bank president were soundly defeated by Washington’s candidate thanks to 
unfair US-EU voting power. 

  

The Brics aim to replace the ‘Bank of the South’ – dreamt of by the late Hugo Chavez 
although repeatedly sabotaged by more conservative Brasilia bureaucrats and likewise 
opposed by Pretoria –but will theirs be any different than Washington’s twin banks?  

  

If Sooklal is correct that Beijing now backs South Africa’s bid to host the new bank, with 
no other offers from the remaining three at this stage, then we should worry. 

  

After all, our own precedent, the Development Bank of Southern Africa (DBSA), is a very 
sick institution. It promoted dumb ideas like commercialised water and toll roads, and 
turned a blind eye to construction industry collusion. After losing a stunning R370 
million in 2012, its work was termed ‘shoddy’ by its new Chief Executive last December. 
The DBSA was also attacked last July by the Southern African Development Community, 
whose second-in-command remarked that a new SADC Bank would be preferable. 

  

And yes, we have grounds for concern about dubious overseas influence when the 
DBSA’s main international envoy is Mo Shaik, a former spy who wrongfully accused the 
attorney general of being an apartheid agent, who has zero banking or development 
experience, who was party to questionable Ferrostaal arms dealing, who revealed Zuma 



                                                                                                                                                        
cabinet secrets to US State Department officials (according to secret Washington cables 
published by WikiLeaks) about what really goes on in Pretoria. 

  

Also disturbing is that when it comes to reforming world finance, finance minister 
Pravin Gordhan has called on the IMF to be more ‘nasty’ to low-income Europeans, 
while SA Reserve Bank deputy governor Daniel Mminele bragged last November that 
Pretoria stands alongside Washington in opposing global regulation such as the ‘Robin 
Hood tax’ on financial transactions. 

  

Moreover, as Mminele put it, “South Africa is aligned with advanced economies on the 
issue of climate finance” – i.e., against paying ‘ecological debt’ to increasingly desperate 
countries already losing 400,000 people per year to climate-caused deaths. The same 
Washington-Brics alliance can be found at the UN climate summits, which refuse to 
adopt binding emissions cuts: a decision that the name Durban will always be 
remembered for in shame following the failed COP17 in December 2011. 

  

As a result, Africa could become an even more violent battleground for conflicts 
between Brics firms intent on oil, gas and minerals extraction, whether Brazil’s Vale and 
Petrobras, or South Africa’s Anglo or BHP Billiton (albeit with London and Melbourne 
financial headquarters), or India’s Tata or Arcelor-Mittal, or Chinese state-owned firms 
and Russian energy corporations. 

  

A few years ago, minister of justice Jeff Radebe termed such firms ‘new imperialists’ 

because “many SA companies working elsewhere in Africa come across as arrogant, 
disrespectful, aloof and careless in their attitude towards local business communities, 
work-seekers and even governments.” 

  

The maldevelopment that results is exemplified in South Durban where R250 billion in 
white-elephant state infrastructure subsidies will soon flow to chaotic port, freight and 
petrochemical industry expansion notwithstanding resistance by victim communities. 

  

That resistance will grow, including at a March 23 community teach-in next to the area’s 
main oil refinery, and then from 25-27 March, during the ‘brics-from-below’ counter-
summit at the Diakonia church in central Durban. It’s here that critics can discuss Brics 
and ANC neoliberalism without Fabricius’ shallow journalistic distortion. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 
On 3/8/2013 10:13 AM, Patrick Bond wrote: 
http://www.iol.co.za/the-star/will-sa-s-new-pals-be-so-different-from-the-west-
1.1483040#.UTmXa1e86YEhttp://www.iol.co.za/the-star/will-sa-s-new-pals-be-so-different-
from-the-west-1.1483040#.UTmXa1e86YE 

Will SA’s new pals be so different from the 
West? 
March 8 2013 at 09:30am  
By Peter Fabricius 

 

 

AP 

Brazil s President Dilma Rousseff, Russian President Dmitry Medvedev, Indian Prime 
Minister Manmohan Singh, Chinese President Hu Jintao and President Jacob Zuma wave 
together during the Brics 2012 Summit in New Delhi, India. 

 

The ANC doesn’t enjoy being attacked from the Left. Attacks from the Right can, of course, 
be breezily dismissed as racist/neo-colonialist/imperialist/liberal, you name it. The ANC 
dictionary overflows with ready-made ripostes to the Right.  

But it is rather devoid of easy ripostes to the Left. This was evident at a recent public debate 
organised by the development NGO ActionAid on South Africa’s hosting of the Brics 
summit in Durban later this month.  

The theme was “Brics: Paradigm Shift or more of the same?” and ActionAids’ South Africa 
director Fatima Shabodien framed the debate by asking if Brics offered a “fundamental shift 
in ideology” or just more of the same “neo-liberal” economic ideology, but now with the new 
big emerging powers – namely South Africa’s Brics partners Brazil, Russia, India and China 
– as the key actors rather than the old Western powers.  

This image cannot currently be displayed.



                                                                                                                                                        
Patrick Bond, a senior professor in the school of built environment and development studies 
at the University of KwaZulu-Natal, answered the question in no uncertain terms, berating 
the government for not just abetting but for “actively collaborating” with the new “sub-
imperialist” powers of Brazil, Russia, India and China by helping them to “carve up Africa”.  

“This is 1885 all over again,” Bond declaimed, accusing the Brics countries of mounting a 
“second Scramble for Africa” in their haste to extract the continent’s natural resources. 
China’s major construction of infrastructure on the continent – much lauded by South Africa 
and other African governments as well as development economists – became, in Bond’s 
perspective, just an instrument of Beijing’s neo-colonialist enterprise.  

It was all about getting minerals from mines to ports to be shipped to China, he declared, 
adding that the new Chinese President Xi Jinping, who will attend this month’s Durban 
summit, “would be perfectly comfortable” with the arch-colonialist Cecil John Rhodes’s view 
of Africa.  

He and Shabodien asked some familiar questions, which have emanated from no particular 
ideological direction, such as: if South Africa’s Brics partners are such good friends, why 
have China and Russia not supported our bid for a permanent seat on the UN Security 
Council; why did the Brics countries not back Africa’s candidate to be boss of the World 
Bank; and why did China pressure South Africa to deny a visa to the Dalai Lama?  

Deputy Minister of International Relations and Co-operation Ebrahim Ebrahim, representing 
the government, seemed rather nonplussed by Bond’s attack, although he could hardly not 
have expected it, as Bond is a familiar exponent of old-style communism.  

He offered the standard government line, that the emergence of the Brics represented a 
fundamental shift in global economic power away from the West and towards a new 
multipolar – or “plurilateral” – world. South Africa’s role in Brics should be seen, essentially, 
as helping to shift the world in that direction. But that didn’t answer the question posed by 
Shabodien, whether Brics offered a “fundamental shift in ideology” or just a rearrangement 
of the players in the old game.  

Ebrahim took some refuge in South Africa’s “sous-sherpa” for Brics, Anil Sooklal, the 
deputy director-general for the Middle East and Asia, to reply to some of the questions. 
Sooklal seemed taken aback by Bond’s frontal assault from the Left, suggesting it was 
arrogant. It recalled the attitude both of the “apartheid lecturers” at the segregated Indian 
university he had had to attend in the old South Africa and of EU academics “who have 
answers to everything”.  

Bond had done a “disservice to academia”, he added.  

Sooklal was probably on the right line in recalling his university days, as he probably ought, 
from a purely rhetorical perspective, to have dismissed Bond’s attack as student politics.  

For certainly Bond was firing a blunderbuss at all of what the Left regards as the ANC’s sell-
out to international capital and neo-liberalism etc, rather than just at Brics.  



                                                                                                                                                        
Yet the one nagging question posed by him and Shabodien remained: what does Brics really 
offer South Africa that is different, other than the satisfaction of poking the West in the eye?  

Sooklal touched on that when he said the definition of infrastructure articulated by Bond was 
much too narrow, and that Brics had in mind a far broader definition – addressing poverty, 
underdevelopment and unemployment – in its policy of investing in infrastructure.  

That evidently referred to South Africa’s belief that the Brics partners will fashion their 
investment in South Africa – and the rest of the continent – to process and thus add value to 
raw materials, creating local jobs and greater local growth, rather than just extracting the stuff 
and shipping it out.  

President Jacob Zuma put it more directly in an interview with the Financial Times this week 
when he warned Western companies that they would have to stop treating Africa as a former 
colony or Africa “will go to new partners who are going to treat them differently”.  

He particularly accused Western mining companies of only extracting ore and not fostering 
support industries, such as diamond-polishing, in the host nations.  

He nonetheless added that Africa was aware that its new friends such as China might do the 
same.  

Zuma was articulating what his government presumably regards as the essential difference 
between Xi Jinping and Cecil John Rhodes. And it is revealing that for him it did not seem 
yet to be an entirely closed question.  

* Peter Fabricius is Independent Foreign Service editor.   

The Star  

 

http://www.bdlive.co.za/national/2013/03/04/civil-society-groups-plan-parallel-summits-as-
brics-countries-meet-in-durban 
 
Business Day 

Civil society groups plan parallel summits as Brics countries meet in Durban 
 
by Khulekani Magubane, 04 March 2013, 17:20 
     
NONGOVERNMENTAL organisations and members of civil society critical of 
developments between emerging economies will hold their own summits alongside this 
month’s long-awaited Brics summit in Durban, as they are not convinced membership of the 
economic grouping of Brazil, Russia, India, China and South Africa will benefit the working 
class in South Africa or in other Brics nations. 
 
Apart from being emerging economies, the Brics nations share common challenges such as 
infrastructure backlogs and what South Africa’s Department of International Relations and 



                                                                                                                                                        
Co-operation calls the "triple challenges" of poverty, inequality and unemployment. 
 
Organisations including the Congress of South African Trade Unions (Cosatu) and the 
University of KwaZulu-Natal’s (UKZN’s) School for Development Studies said at a debate 
in Johannesburg on Thursday night that they would hold their own events during the first 
Brics summit to be held in Africa. 
 
Deputy International Relations and Co-operation Minister Ebrahim Ebrahim said the Brics 
grouping and the proposed Brics development bank could play a role in reforming global 
governance and addressing deadlocks such as the North Korean missile veto. 
 
"Though Brics might not agree on reforms in all areas, it is an important platform for South 
Africa and other nations to voice their views on global governance. Failure to reform the 
United Nations Security Council will erode confidence in the world’s multilateral systems," 
Mr Ebrahim said. 
 
Fatima Shabodien, director at anti-poverty agency ActionAid in South Africa, said her 
organisation hoped the Brics grouping would lead to infrastructure developments that would 
benefit the working-class majorities in Brics countries. ActionAid is active in at least four of 
the five Brics nations. 
 
"Often decisions of a small group of people in one part of the world can affect the lives of 
people in another part of the world. The development challenges in these countries are so 
complex they need nations to work together to find a new path of global governance. The 
world we want is not possible in the current prevailing governance structures" Ms Shabodien 
said. 
 
She said that while infrastructure was important, even infrastructure in South Africa was 
"cold comfort for the poor people who could not access it". 
 
The UKZN School of Development Studies’ Prof Patrick Bond said there was little chance of 
South Africa’s membership of Brics serving to meet South Africa’s goals for global 
governance reform. 
 
"Why should South Africa expect this reform when two of the Brics nations oppose a 
permanent seat in the United Nations Security Council for South Africa? There is also a sense 
of resentment towards the Development Bank of Southern Africa because the Southern 
African Development Community doesn’t have any power over it and the region needs its 
own bank," Prof Bond said... 
 
Prof Bond also criticised decisions South African leaders have made, apparently in light of 
bilateral relations with some Brics nations, including denying Nobel laureate the Dalai Lama 
a visa to visit South African Nobel recipient Desmond Tutu. 
 
Mr Ebrahim said the Brics countries’ foreign policy was guided by national interests and 
states would make decisions according to what met those interests. 
 
"I don’t think the majority of South Africa cares much for the Dalai Lama coming to the 
country…. South Africa is better off in Brics than outside it and we have to make difficult 



                                                                                                                                                        
decisions to serve the national interest," Mr Ebrahim said. 
 
South Africa’s Brics ambassador, Anil Sooklal, said pessimism over South Africa’s role in 
Brics was not needed, especially from South Africans. 
 
"Europeans and the West seem to have all the answers and every time we as the developing 
world do something we are put down. It seems the sexy thing to do these days is to bash Brics 
and we do not need this kind of pessimism," Mr Sooklal said. 
 
Cosatu communications manager Norman Mampane said Cosatu would hold its own "below 
the Brics" summit in Durban. 
 
The chief director of the Institute for Economic Research on Innovation at the Tshwane 
University of Technology (TUT), Rasigan Maharajh, said engagements between Brics 
nations at a platform such as the summit needed to include civil society and not be reserved 
for political leaders and business. 
  
*** 
     

March 10th marks the 54th Tibetan Uprising in 
Lhasa - please remember Tibet in your prayers 

during this time.  
  
  
  
Dear Friends of Tibet 
  
Are you free on  WEDNESDAY 27th MARCH at 10:00 a.m. - if so, we would like you 
to support a peaceful gathering outside the ICC to highlight the 100++ self-
immolations that are taking place inside Tibet.  We would like as many Tibet-
supporters as possible to join us as we join with members of a Civil Society Summit, 
which is meeting at the same time as BRICS. 
  
Since the organising committee of the Civil Society Meeting anticipate a large 
number of people to attend, it would be great to wear the Save Tibet t-shirts  that 
were issued a few years ago when we joined the Gandhi Salt Walk.  If you would like 
to make an order, they will cost R50.00 and we would obviously like to know your 
size too.  We found the t-shirt a generous size & they are made in South Africa! 
  
We will also have a banner with the pictures of the brave Tibetans who have self-
immolated, together with leaflets to hand out. 
  
In the meantime, if any of you would like to hand o ut leaflets, at your local 
library, University/Techs etc, please contact us . 
  
To order a t-shirt with SAVE TIBET and an image of the Snow Lion on the front and 
the passage written by His Holiness the Dalai Lama entitled, Never give Up, on 



                                                                                                                                                        
the back, please contact Elizabeth:  cormkt@mweb.co.za  giving your size, full 
name/contact details and area.  
  
Please consider taking leave and making yourself available on the 27th  - the 
message needs to be loud and clear viz. we stand in solidarity with Tibetans inside 
Tibet, who have become victims of China's harsh policies; restricting freedom of 
expression and basic human rights have intensified Tibetan grievances and 
exacerbated the resentment felt across Tibet. The self-immolations are seen as a 
desperate attempt by Tibetans to highlight to the world that the situation in Tibet is 
reaching a critical point.   
  
In line with requests from His Holiness the Dalai Lama and the Tibetan-Government-
in-Exile in respect of 'gatherings', this will be a legal & peaceful get-
together…  please join us.   
  
Further details will be sent to those who are interested in joining us so please 
indicate your interest by return of email....  please forward this email to 
friends/colleagues who might be interested. 
  
Best wishes 
TSSA Committee   
  
NB: please send us your t-shirt order by  Monday 11 th March and they will be 
ready in a week.  The following details are require d:  Your name and contact 
telephone number & which area you live, together wi th the sizes you require 
and we will contact you when they are ready. 
 
START OF ARTICLES FROM JUNK MAIL 
 

 

South African Security Forces Union, Statement, 25 March 2013 

 

 

Let’s all take responsibility for the death of soldiers in Central African Republic 

 

 

 

As reports continue to flow in and conflicting on the number of soldiers dead and injured in 
the Central African Republic (CAR), SASFU holds a view that SANDF Command should be 
held accountable. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

South Africa has a responsibility to safeguard its sovereignty and provide military solidarity 
to the region and the continent. The invasions by NATO forces in Libya and other African 
States has showed the level at which Africa will continue to be undermined by the west 
unless it steps up and builds its own military power to protect itself. The decision by the 
president to deploy SANDF troops to CAR as requested by the government of that country 
cannot have been a wrong decision. South Africa should be encouraged to build a strong 
military force that will be able to enforce peace in the continent, so that democracy is not 
undermined by rebels who want to claim power without the popular support of the masses. 

 

Whilst we understand that the SANDF is under-funded, it remains the duty of the Chief of the 
SANDF to assess the combat situation and provide necessary combat and logistic support to 
the forces. We await to get the report on the suitability of the strength and supportability of 
the forces deployed in CAR and if anybody was ignorant in that regard, tough action should 
be taken. 

 

As this incident cannot be attributed to one person, let all South Africans take responsibility 
for the country’s foreign military missions and be with families of the fallen patriots and the 
SANDF during this time.  

 

South Africans should also call for at least 2% of the GDP to be spent for the requirements of 
the SANDF in line with spending by other nations.  

 

We also take this time to send condolences to the families of the dead and injured. 

 

 

Statement issued by the South African Security Forces Union. 

 

For more information contact: 

Bheki Mvovo  

SASFU President 

Email: bwmvovo@gmail.com 



                                                                                                                                                        
Cell: 082 828 1648. 

Telephone: (012) 323 6644/6496 

Facsimile: (012) 323 6662 

 

 

***  

 

 

 

 

SA Crest 

 

The Presidency, Sefako Makgatho Presidential Guest House, Pretoria, 25 March 2013 

 

 

Statement by President Jacob Zuma 

 

 

On the eve of the hosting of the 5th BRICS Summit 

 

including 

 

Briefing on the deaths of South African soldiers in the Central African Republic 

 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

 

Ministers and Deputy Ministers, 

 

Members of the Media, 

 

Thank you for attending this media briefing ahead of the historic 5th BRICS Summit which is 
being held on South African soil for the first time.  But before we discuss that important 
matter, allow me to give a short briefing on the tragedy that has befallen our nation, the death 
of our soldiers in the Central African Republic. 

 

On 31 December 2012, I sent Defence Minister Nosiviwe Mapisa-Nqakula to the Central 
African Republic to assess the security environment and general situation, which was tense 
after the Seleka Rebel Coalition launched an armed campaign on 10 December. 

 

The report from that mission recommended an intervention. 

 

On the 2nd of January 2013 in my capacity as the Commander in Chief of the armed forces, I 
authorised the employment of up to 400 South African National Defence Force (SANDF) 
soldiers to the Central African Republic (CAR), but had sent just above 200 thus far. The 
employment was authorised in accordance with the provisions of section 201 (2) (c) of the 
Constitution of the Republic of South Africa, 1996. 

 

This was in fulfilment of a bilateral cooperation agreement. 

 

South Africa and the Central African Republic signed a military cooperation agreement in 
2007, which was renewed for a further five years in December 2012. 

 

That agreement was to provide the Central African Republic’s army with an array of military 
training, from infantry, artillery and Special Forces training to logistics and driving courses, 
as well as “refurbishment” of military infrastructure in Bouar and Bangui. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

South Africa’s military has also supported the disarmament, demobilization and reintegration 
(DDR) programmes, and it assisted in Central African Republic’s 2011 elections. 

 

The employment was also part of our efforts to contribute towards peace and stability in the 
region. 

 

We said then that the SANDF will assist with capacity building of the CAR Defence Force 
and help CAR with the planning and implementation of the disarmament, demobilisation and 
reintegration processes. 

 

We went further to urge all parties to immediately cease hostilities, withdraw from the 
captured cities and cease any further advances towards Bangui. 

 

As a member of the African Union, South Africa rejects any attempt to seize power by force, 
and therefore would support sanctions and other measures against the perpetrators of any 
unconstitutional change of government. 

 

Wherever our troops are deployed they have the duty to defend themselves is their positions 
fall under attack. 

 

Accordingly, we are deeply saddened by the events and developments in that country over 
the past 72 hours which saw violence escalating and many innocent lives lost. 

 

We have confirmed that 13 of our brave soldiers, who were committed to fighting for peace 
and stability in Africa, fell in Bangui. 

 

One soldier is still not accounted for and they are still looking for him. 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
Twenty seven were wounded. We wish them a speedy recovery. The Chief of the SANDF, 
General Shoke, will provide further details later today on operational matters. 

 

On behalf of the Government and the people of South Africa I would like to convey our 
sincere condolences to the bereaved families. 

 

It is a sad moment for our country during a period when we should be celebrating our hosting 
of the BRICS summit for the first time. 

 

But we are truly proud of our soldiers. Just over 200 of them fought bandits numbering more 
than a 1000 people. 

 

They fought a high tempo battle for nine hours defending the South African military base, 
until the bandits raised a white flag and asked for a ceasefire. Our soldiers inflicted heavy 
casualties among the attacking bandit forces. 

 

Our soldiers paid the ultimate price in the service of their country and Africa. We honour 
them for their bravery and commitment to peace.   

 

The actions of these bandits will not deter from us our responsibility of working for peace 
and stability in Africa and of supporting the prevention of the military overthrow of 
constitutionally elected governments and thus subverting democracy. 

 

We will announce further details in due course regarding how the nation will mourn and 
honour these brave South Africans. 

 

 

 

 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

Ladies and gentlemen, 

 

Tomorrow we will mark another milestone in the history of our country and continent when 
Heads of State and Government arrive in South Africa for the Fifth BRICS Summit, which 
will take place in Durban.   

 

We are privileged to be hosting the following leaders: 

 

 

 

* Her Excellency President Dilma Rousseff of the Federative Republic of Brazil. 

 

* His Excellency President Vladimir Putin of the Russian Federation. 

 

* His Excellency President Xi Jinping of the People’s Republic of China, and the 

 

* Honourable Prime Minister Manmohan Singh of the Republic of India 

 

 

The theme for this 5th BRICS Summit is BRICS and Africa Partnership for Development, 
Integration and Industrialisation. 

 

The Summit coincides with the historic celebration in May this year, of the 50th anniversary 
of the establishment of the Organisation for African Unity, which has evolved into the 
African Union. 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
As part of marking this milestone and promoting African renewal, I will be hosting the 
BRICS Leaders Africa Dialogue Forum Retreat after the conclusion of the Fifth BRICS 
Summit. 

 

I have invited 15 African Heads of State. 

 

These include the Chairperson of the African Union; the Chairperson of the NEPAD Heads 
of State and Government Orientation Committee; the Heads of State and Government 
Chairing the AU’s Eight Regional Economic Communities (RECs) as well as the Heads of 
State and Government Championing the AU/NEPAD Presidential Infrastructure 
Championing Initiative. 

 

I have also invited the Chairperson of the African Union Commission. In all, we will host 19 
Heads of State and Government from BRICS and the continent. This is a real privilege for 
our young nation. 

 

The Africa retreat will meet under the theme, “Unlocking Africa’s potential: BRICS and 
Africa Cooperation on Infrastructure”. 

 

The Retreat will reflect primarily on infrastructure development, as well as integration and 
industrialisation, which are aligned to Africa’s own priorities, for the mutual benefit of the 
BRICS countries and the Continent. 

 

Tomorrow, on the 26th of March, we have the honour of hosting the President of the People’s 
Republic of China for a State Visit, so soon after his assumption of office. 

 

Several agreements will be signed cementing economic ties between the two countries. I also 
have the privilege to host the President of the Russian Federation on a working visit, also 
tomorrow, on the 26th of March. 

 

We expect to sign a Declaration on Strategic Partnership of the two countries. 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
A number of important Agreements will also be signed by Ministers in the fields of Arts and 
Culture, Agriculture, 

 

 

Defence, Education, Energy, Science and Technology, Transport and other legal frameworks. 

 

We will also hold bilateral discussions with the President of the Federative Republic of Brazil 
and the Prime Minister of India, to further deepen cooperation.   We will also sign some 
agreements collectively as BRICS during the two fruitful days.  

 

The 5th Summit of BRICS concludes the first five-year cycle. South Africa will chair the 
group for 12 months after Durban, and then hand over to Brazil. 

 

The 2013 Summit, like those before it, takes place against the backdrop of the continued 
economic difficulties across the globe. 

 

In 2012, BRICS economies served as a bulwark in the global economy, when most developed 
economies witnessed sharp slowdowns or negative growth. 

 

The collective strength of the BRICS economies is therefore a crucial factor in the global 
economy. South Africa values its membership of BRICS immensely. 

 

Our national policy framework, the National Development Plan and operational plans falling 
under its umbrella, such as the New Growth Path and the Industrial Policy Action Plan 3 
emphasise the identification of opportunities in the fast-growing economies of China, India 
and Brazil, both in terms of export promotion and as sources of Foreign Direct Investment.  

 

BRICS fits in well with our National Development Plan objectives of raising employment 
through faster economic growth, improving the quality of education, skills development and 
innovation as well as building the capacity of the state to play a developmental, 
transformative role. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

At a global level, we want to obtain increased support for the reform of International 
Financial Institutions, the revival of the Doha Development Agenda, as well as the reform of 
the United Nations including the United Nations Security Council. 

 

The importance of BRICS for South Africa is best reflected in bilateral trade relations at a 
practical level.  In 2012, South Africa’s total trade with the BRICS countries stood at 294 
billion rand, which is 11% higher than the 2011 figure of 264 billion rand. 

 

Total trade with Brazil grew from 18 billion rand in 2011 to 20 billion rand in 2012, 
representing growth of 11%. Total trade with Russia increased from three billion rand in 
2011 to five billion rand in 2012, representing growth of 45%. 

 

Total trade with India, which is South Africa’s sixth largest trading partner, grew 
substantially from 53 billion rand in 2011 to 67 billion rand in 2012, representing growth of 
over 26%. 

 

China ranks first among the BRICS Partners and is South Africa’s largest bilateral trading 
partner, with total trade expanding from 188.42 billion rand in 2011 to 201 billion rand in 
2012, representing growth of 7%. 

 

Intra-BRICS trade expanded by 28% in 2011, to reach 230 billion US dollars.  Another area 
of focus is infrastructure development at a domestic, regional and continental level. 

 

To further expand economic relations, a BRICS Business Forum is planned for tomorrow, on 
26 March in Durban. 

 

The areas of focus include infrastructure, energy, financial services, mining and beneficiation 
as well as agro-processing. 

 

These will be deliberated upon for presentation to the Heads of State and Governments of the 
BRICS member countries.  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

The forum will be attended by 125 delegates from China, 125 from the Russian Federation, 
74 from India, 60 from Brazil and 242 from South Africa. 

 

We are scheduled also to launch the BRICS Business Council during the Summit.  

 

Other deliberations will focus on the proposed BRICS Trade and Risk Development Pool 
which will harness the collective and reinsurance capacity as well as facilitate intra-BRICS 
Trade and Investment.  

 

Furthermore, business will also deliberate on the envisaged BRICS Cable which will focus on 
a new high-capacity optic fibre cable of 28 400km, linking the BRICS countries. 

 

This will remove the dependency on developed countries as interconnection points, and will 
provide direct communications among BRICS countries.  A major output for us will be the 
establishment of the BRICS Development Bank to assist in mobilising resources for 
infrastructure and sustainable development projects in BRICS and other emerging economies. 

 

The BRICS Finance Ministers will present results of the feasibility study during the Summit.  
A BRICS Academic Forum was held from 11 to 13 March 2013 at the Durban University of 
Technology, it is another successful outcome ahead of the Summit.  South Africa as host 
country has a good reputation of hosting international events of this magnitude. 

 

We have hosted mega events exceptionally well in the past, and we intend to make this 
BRICS summit a successful and memorable one too for all delegates.  

 

We extend a warm welcome to all our special guests and wish them a wonderful stay in our 
country. 

 

I thank you.  
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brics-from-below! 

 

  

 

join a civil society summit during the 

 

Brazil-Russia-India-China-South Africa  

 

heads-of-state summit in Durban, March 22-27 

 

 

 

 

In Durban, South Africa, five heads of state meet on March 26-27, to assure the rest of Africa 
that their countries’ corporations are better investors in infrastructure, mining, oil and 
agriculture than the traditional European and US multinationals. The Brazil-Russia-India-
China-SA (BRICS) summit will also include 16 heads of state from Africa, including some 
notorious tyrants. A new $50 billion ‘BRICS Bank’ will probably be launched.  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
        Given how much is at stake, critical civil society must scrutinise the claims, the 
processes and the outcomes of the BRICS summit and its aftermath. From 22-27 March, from 
university to townships to the city centre, join us to learn about social, ecological, political 
and economic concerns – and resistances – and contribute to the brics-from-below strategy of 
rebuilding BRICS, bottom up, by centering on the concerns of oppressed Africa. 

 

  

 

critical voices must now be heard 

 

  

 

Civil society critics point to four groups of problems in all the BRICS: 

 

·         socio-economic rights violations, including severe inequality, poverty, unemployment, 
disease, inadequate education and healthcare, costly basic services and housing, constraints 
on labour organising, and extreme levels of violence, especially against women (such as the 
high-profile rapes/murders of Delhi student Jyoti Singh Pandey last December 16, and in 
South Africa, of Anene Booysen on February 2 in Bredasdorp, Reeva Steenkamp on 
February 14 in Pretoria, and countless others); 

 

·         political and civil rights violations, such as widespread police brutality, increased 
securitisation of our societies, militarisation and arms trading, prohibitions on protest, rising 
media repression and official secrecy, activist jailings and torture, debilitating patriarchy and 
homophobia, and even state-sanctioned massacres (including in Durban where the notorious 
Cato Manor police hit squad executed more than 50 suspects in recent years); 

 

·         regional domination by BRICS economies, including extraction of hinterland raw 
materials, and promotion of ‘Washington Consensus’ ideology which reduces poor countries’ 
policy space (for example, in the BRICS 2012 donation of $75 billion to the International 
Monetary Fund with the mandate that the IMF be more ‘nasty’, according to South African 
Finance Minister Pravin Gordhan, or in the desire of China, Brazil and India to revitalise the 
World Trade Organisation to maximise their trading power against weaker neighbours); and 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
·         ‘maldevelopment’ based on elite-centric, consumerist, financialised, eco-destructive, 
climate-insensitive, nuclear-powered strategies which advance corporate and parastatal 
profits, but which create multiple crises within all the BRICS (as witnessed during the 
Marikana Massacre carried out by police on behalf of Lonmin platinum corporation last 
August, and in South Durban where R225 billion ($25 bn) in white-elephant state 
infrastructure subsidies for chaotic port, freight and petrochemical industry expansion – and 
more labour-broking exploitation – are being vigorously resisted by victim communities).     

 

Confusingly to some, BRICS regimes carry out this agenda at the same time they offered 
radical, even occasionally ‘anti-imperialist’ rhetoric, accompanied by mainly trivial 
diplomatic actions. Yet the BRICS alliance is incoherent, as shown in the elites’ debilitating 
disagreement over who would lead the IMF and World Bank in 2011-12. In the UN Security 
Council, BRICS countries seek greater power for themselves, not the collective: repeated bids 
for permanent membership by India, Brazil and South Africa are opposed by Russia and 
China. And recall the humiliation we suffered when Beijing told Pretoria’s Home Affairs 
Minister (now African Union chairperson) Nkozasana Dlamini-Zuma not to grant a visa to 
the Dalai Lama to attend Archbishop Tutu’s 80th birthday party in 2011, or attend a 2009 
Tibet solidarity gathering. We seem to have lost foreign policy autonomy to Chinese whims. 

 

 

 

 

BRICS in Durban: latest corporate carve-up of Africa 

 

  

 

Meanwhile, the African continent has been overwhelmed by BRICS corporations. The rate of 
trade between Africa and the major emerging economies – especially China – rose from 5 to 
20 percent of all commerce since 1994, when apartheid ended. Destructive though it often is, 
one of Pretoria’s leading objectives, according to deputy foreign minister Marius Fransman, 
is that ‘South Africa presents a gateway for investment on the continent, and over the next 10 
years the African continent will need $480 billion for infrastructure development.’ 

 

        ‘Resource Curse’ maldevelopment often follows such infrastructure. This is also true, 
geopolitically, when it comes to facilitating BRICS investments. In January 2013, for 
example, Pretoria deployed 400 troops to the Central African Republic during a coup attempt 



                                                                                                                                                        
because ‘We have assets there that need protection,’ according to deputy foreign minister 
Ebrahim Ebrahim. Allegations by a former South African official are that these mineral 
interests include uranium arranged via corrupt heads-of-state collaboration, and has Ebrahim 
confirmed that Pretoria sent sophisticated arms to the brutal regime of François Bozizé. Other 
extreme cases are the Democratic Republic of the Congo where Johannesburg-based mining 
capital (AngloGold Ashanti) paid off warlords in a region where five million people were 
killed, and Zimbabwe where Chinese firms and a military junta – along with SA businesses – 
prop up President Robert Mugabe’s rule, together looting the country of billions of dollars 
worth of diamonds. 

 

        In 2010, 17 out of Africa’s top 20 companies were South African, even after extreme 
capital flight from Johannesburg a decade earlier, which saw Anglo American, De Beers, SA 
Breweries and Old Mutual relocate to London. These firms’ post-apartheid role as ‘new 
imperialists’ was of ‘great concern’, according to leading South African politician Jeff 
Radebe (now Minister of Justice): ‘There are strong perceptions that many South African 
companies working elsewhere in Africa come across as arrogant, disrespectful, aloof and 
careless in their attitude towards local business communities, work-seekers and even 
governments.’  

 

        Just as in Cecil John Rhodes’ day, the greed of South African business is backed by 
government officials, through the (failed) New Partnership for Africa’s Development – 
praised as  ‘philosophically spot on’ by the Bush Administration – and useless African Peer 
Review Mechanism. More recently, South Africa’s National Development Plan conceded that 
there is a ‘perception of the country as a regional bully.’  

 

        In bullying Africa, the traditional SA, US, European, Australian and Canadian 
corporations have been joined by major firms from China, India and Brazil. Their looting has 
mainly built upon colonial infrastructural foundations – road, rail, pipeline and port 
expansion – connected to mines, plantations, petroleum and gas. 

 

        For these reasons, will Durban 2013 be known as the logical successor to Africa’s initial 
carve-up: Berlin 1885? 

 

  

 

climate crisis amplified by ‘BASIC’ polluters 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

  

 

Africa’s fate depends upon halting greenhouse gas emissions; the Darfur conflict is 
considered the world’s first war caused by climate change, and much more geopolitical 
upheaval will follow unless global warming is prevented. The climate crisis could kill 185 
million Africans unnecessarily this century, according to Christian Aid.  

 

        Ignoring this extreme threat, South Africa’s post-apartheid government increased the 
country’s CO2 emissions levels to levels far higher than apartheid’s, and is now building the 
world’s 3rd and 4th largest coal-fired power plants. Pretoria also actively colluded with 
Washington to destroy effective global climate governance within the United Nations 
Framework Convention on Climate Change. In December 2009, in a small room in 
Copenhagen, Barack Obama and the leaders of the ‘BASIC’ bloc – Brazil, South Africa, 
India and China – demolished the Kyoto Protocol. As Bill McKibbon of 350.org put it, they 
‘wrecked the UN’ by imposing a non-binding deal that will raise average temperatures four 
degrees this century, and far higher in Africa. How could this happen? WikiLeaks unveiled 
how US diplomats arm-twisted and bribed other countries to accept the planet-threatening 
‘Copenhagen Accord.’ 

 

        As for the ‘Durban Platform’ signed at the 2011 UN climate summit thanks to another 
last-minute deal between BRICS and Washington, it ‘was promising because of what it did 
not say,’ according to US State Department adviser Trevor Houser: ‘There is no mention of 
historic responsibility or per capita emissions. There is no mention of economic development 
as the priority for developing countries. There is no mention of a difference between 
developed and developing country action.’ No one can dispute the fact that the Durban 
Platform has severely limited African countries’ ability to defend against climate disaster, 
and that the name ‘Durban’ is now a climate swear-word. 

 

world financial crisis and a ‘new’ BRICS Bank 

 

 

 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
There is similar collusion with Washington when it comes to global finance: in July 2012, the 
BRICS treasuries sent $75 billion in fresh capital to the IMF, which was seeking new funds 
for bailing out for banks exposed in Southern Europe. Like Africa’s experience since the 
early 1980s, the resulting austerity in Greece, Spain, Portugal, Cyprus, Ireland and other 
economies that continue unravelling does far more harm than good to both local and global 
economies. As for voting power within the IMF, the result of this BRICS intervention was 
that China gained many more votes (for dollars rule at the IMF), while Africa actually lost a 
substantial fraction of its share. 

 

        And when it comes to reforming world finance, Pretoria representatives brag that they 
stand alongside the US government in opposing global financial regulation (such as the 
‘Robin Hood tax’ on financial transactions). 

 

        BRICS interventions to be discussed in Durban are more dangerous yet. A new BRICS 
Development Bank will  exacerbate the human, ecological and economic messes caused by 
multilateral financing, given the deplorable track record of precedent institutions in Brazil, 
China and South Africa – including the Development Bank of Southern Africa, which in 
2012 lost R370 million and was termed ‘shoddy’ by its own CEO.  

 

        As a result, Africa could become an even more violent battleground for conflicts 
between BRICS firms intent on extraction. Specific BRICS companies have been criticised 
by their victims, and require unified civil society campaigning and boycotts to generate 
solidaristic counter-pressure, whether Brazil’s Vale and Petrobras, or South Africa’s Anglo or 
BHP Billiton (albeit with London and Melbourne financial headquarters), or India’s Tata or 
Arcelor-Mittal, or Chinese state-owned firms and Russian energy corporations.  

 

Brics grab African land and sovereignty 

 

By Tomaso Ferrando[1] 

 

  

 

Although there are many different analyses, one general approach to Brics relationships with 
the South asserts that they are distinguishable from traditional Northern donors (as opposed 
to investors which will be discussed below). In particular, it is often claimed that South-South 



                                                                                                                                                        
development cooperation does not attach policy conditionalities, provides assistance based on 
a win-win paradigm, and places emphasis on how to ensure economic sustainability of the 
receiving country.[2]  

 

  

 

While China especially stresses the need to respect the sovereignty of the receiving country, 
all the Brics promote a development strategy based on equality, solidarity, mutual 
development and cooperation. These differences from Northern donors, it is said, contribute 
to more effective cooperation and to a better perception by local populations. 

 

  

 

Some differences do exist between the way in which Northern donors and Brics conceive 
receiving countries’ sovereignty and their independence when official development 
assistance is at stake. But not so with foreign direct investments (FDI) in land for when 
access to this precious resource is at stake, the approaches and positions of both the North 
and the South toward low-income countries (LICs) countries converge more significantly 
than it might be thought.  

 

  

 

The current ‘land rush’ is characterized by some peculiar features: it is happening at an 
unprecedented speed as a product of cumulative local and global forces; it has a direct impact 
on access to land and water, which have now become scarce resources; it is happening in a 
world inhabited by more than seven billion people, the majority of whose food security is 
everyday more at risk; it is almost never the consequence of wars or occupations, but is 
taking place within the boundaries of the existing legal framework.  

 

  

 

However, even though land grabbing is a global phenomenon, it is firmly rooted in the local 
reality and it is this local reality that has to be studied in order to fully grasp its effects.[3] 



                                                                                                                                                        
Land grabbing is bad not only because it takes the land away, but also because it implements 
an economic model which is socially, economically, politically and ethically unsustainable 
and unacceptable. 

 

  

 

Looking at where the investments come from, the lack of a central driving region is striking. 
What we see is the coexistence of actors (public, private and mixed) from the North, Gulf 
States, emerging economies – including Brics – and, in some cases, from Low Income 
Countries themselves. On average, investors’ countries have a GDP per capita (four times 
higher than target countries) and this difference is even higher when we exclude countries 
that are both the origin and target of investment flows.[4] 

 

  

 

A June 2011 study by the International Land Coalition suggested that land grabbing 
concerned around 80 million hectares, 64 percent of which are located in Africa,[5] whereas 
the latest update by the same organization refers to more than 200 million hectares, i.e. eight 
times the size of Britain, or the entire North-West Europe.[6]  

 

  

 

According to the most recent data collected by the Land Matrix Initiative and elaborated by 
Anseuuw et al. (ibid), 83.2 million of hectares of land in developing countries have certainly 
been targeted by investors, 56.2 million of which are located in Africa, 17.7 million in Asia 
and 7 million in Latin America.[7] Moreover, the majority of reported acquisitions are 
concentrated in just a few countries. 

 

  

 

Data shows that Brics investors play an increasingly crucial role (except Russia, which 
remains at the margin of the rush probably due to the amount of available land) 
demonstrating that land grabbing is happening not only from the traditional core to the 



                                                                                                                                                        
peripheries, but also transversally on the geopolitical map of the world. There are zones of 
interest for each country, with a predilection toward neighbouring countries (especially in the 
case of Brazil, South Africa and China) and certain areas of the African continent depending 
on geographical proximity or linguistic ties.  

 

  

 

Brics investors target low-income countries, while a recent report released by Oxfam has 
underlined the close relationship between weak internal governance and land grabbing.[8] 
Moreover, it can be affirmed that geographical proximity, regional integration, and cultural 
connections are other three factors that can determine the flow of the investments.  

 

  

 

Indian investors are particularly active in Indonesia, Malaysia and in the eastern part of 
Africa (especially Ethiopia[9] and Kenya), while Brazilian interests appear to be reduced and 
limited to Eastern Africa. Interestingly, South African capital is crossing the borders of 
Mozambique, Zambia[10] and Swaziland,[11] but also of the Democratic Republic of 
Congo,[12] Angola, Benin, Congo and Ethiopia.[13] Finally, according to the available data, 
China is the most active investor, with more than five million hectares of land accessed in all 
the continents, with a stronger presence in Southern Asia,[14] Oceania and South America, 
rather than in Africa.[15]  

 

  

 

Brics land grabs in Africa 

 

  

 

Country and Total Land 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
Total Land and Regional Areas 

 

Target Countries 

 

 

  

Brazil 

 

  

 

28,000 ha 

 

Eastern Africa 28,000 ha 

 

 Mozambique, Ethiopia 

 

 

  

India 

 

  

 

1,924,509 ha 

 

Central Africa: 15,000 ha 



                                                                                                                                                        
Eastern Africa: 1,761,800 ha 

Northern Africa: 8,020 ha 

South East Asia: 139,689 ha 

 

Cambodia, Indonesia, Lao, Philippines, India, Cameroon, Ethiopia, Madagascar, 
Mozambique, Sudan 

 

 

  

China 

 

  

 

1,140,683 ha 

 

Central Africa: 10,000 ha 

Eastern Africa: 126,171 ha 

South America: 348,972 ha 

South-East Asia: 628,139  

Western Africa: 26,000 ha 

 

Cambodia, China, Sudan, Lao, Philippines, India, Bolivia, Peru, Argentina, Benin, 
Cameroon, Ethiopia, Mali, Democratic Republic of Congo, Uganda, Zimbabwe 

 

 

  



                                                                                                                                                        
South Africa 

 

  

 

1,416,411 ha 

 

Central Africa 340,000 ha 

Eastern Africa: 367,174 ha 

South America 55,794 ha 

Western Africa 650,000 ha 

 

Colombia; Angola; Benin; Ethiopia, Democratic Republic of Congo, Mozambique; 
Madagascar 

 

 

  

 

  

 

Brazilian rhetoric – the ‘dawn of a new economic era between Africa and Brazil’ [16] – is 
belied by President Dilma’s recently-concluded agreement with Mozambique and Japan to 
develop a 14 million hectares agricultural project in the north of Mozambique.[17] Indeed 
Brazil is leading the pack when it come to land grabbing.[18]  

 

  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
Brazil, Indian, South African and Chinese investors have already obtained access, via lease or 
purchase, to millions of hectares located in other Southern countries, directly competing with 
Northern and Gulf countries for the land and water resources which sustain millions of local 
communities (to say nothing of the environmental equilibrium and biodiversity).  

 

  

 

Crucial for this land grab are the diplomatic and legislative strategies adopted by the 
governments of the Brics. As global players in need of economic expansion, energy and food, 
the Brics economies are enhancing and facilitating operations involving land abroad in a way 
that is inconsistent with their proclamations of sustainable development, cooperation, 
solidarity, and respect of foreign sovereignty.  

 

  

 

China, India and South Africa have adopted legal reforms that favor the delocalization of 
food and energy production. In contrast, Brazil has used its legislative autonomy to reduce 
access to Brazilian land by foreign investors, while the ongoing accumulation of Russian land 
is the consequence of the privatization that took place in the 1990s.  

 

  

 

The role of the South African in sustaining investments in land abroad is illustrative. Given 
that the crops produced abroad by South African investors are generally sold on the global 
market rather than imported back to South Africa, the efforts undertaken by the government 
primarily concern international trade, rather than the creation of legal incentives to guarantee 
food security through productive delocalization.  

 

  

 

Minister of Agriculture Tina Joemat-Pettersson announced in 2010 a fund of six billion South 
African Rand (ZAR) (or about 680 million US dollars) for supporting South African farmers, 
half of which would be spent on projects beyond South Africa’s borders.[19]  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

  

 

Moreover, despite the rising concerns about the negative impact of land grabbing, both in 
South Africa and abroad, the African state has proposed no legal intervention to require a 
stronger and more effective respect of international human and environmental rights by 
national investors undertaking projects abroad. The African solidarity supposedly at the base 
of the relationship between South Africa and its neighbor countries appears particularly weak 
when it’s time to support national investments and profit generation.  

 

  

 

Brazil’s approach toward large-scale investments in land is very strategic, not to say 
hypocritical. On the one hand, the Parliament has been debating for almost one year the 
introduction of new legislation to prohibit foreign ownership of Brazilian land[20] while at 
the same time pursuing a policy of land concentration and massive industrialization, both 
nationally and abroad, with specific attention to the production of agrofuels.[21]  

 

  

 

The fight against foreign ownership began in 2010 when limits on the area of land foreign 
companies can buy were imposed by a new interpretation of the existing law issued by the 
Brazilian attorney general’s office. However this does not appear to be accompanied by a 
fully coherent politics in favor of peasants and local realities.[22]  

 

  

 

While it is true that the Lula administration introduced some initiatives that were favourable 
to small-scale farmers, including the 2009 revision of the productivity indexes that determine 
which properties are subjected to expropriation, and while the pressure exercised by the 
Movimento dos Trabalhadores Sem Terra (MST) has achieved some good results such as 
securing access to land for 800,000 families, the power of agribusiness and levels of land 
concentration continues to rise.[23]  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

  

 

Brazil’s economic growth has been strongly dependent on the expansion of arable land and 
pastures, land consolidation through property regularization,market liberalization, and a clear 
commitment to agribusiness and agrofuel production – in particular in the area of the 
Cerrado, where the a ‘march toward the West’ was proclaimed by the state in order to occupy 
its ‘empty spaces.’[24]  

 

  

 

This combination of policies and preferences has significantly affected the environmental and 
social equilibrium of vast tracts of the country, where it is estimated that 40-50 per cent of the 
vegetation has been destroyed.[25] Paradoxically, internal pressure against deforestation is 
significantly moving the attention of the government and of the investors toward peripheral 
countries. 

 

  

 

Land grabbing has been facilitated by the expansion of bilateral investment treaties (BITs) 
which amplify economic and power asymmetries. The surge in BITs represents the switch 
from the universal multilateralism of the past to a more fragmented bilateralism. Investments 
are free to move, and take advantage of their mobility to force countries into a fierce 
competition whose outcome is a subordination of the collectivity to the interests and 
economic needs of the investor.  

 

  

 

The number of BITs is exploding and the Brics are increasingly part of this trend. Between 
1959 and 1991, over 400 BITs were signed, a figure that rose to 2600 by mid-2008, while 
BIT-like provisions have been written into a growing number of broader free trade 
agreements (FTAs).[26] By 2004, South-South BITs accounted for 28 per cent of the total 
number of BITs signed.[27]  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

  

 

These BITs are first of all utilized by states to create reinforced regional ties with target 
countries, so as to create an easily reachable zone for investors based on the subordination of 
sovereign prerogatives and a simpler access to factors of production, such as land and labour, 
and raw materials. BITs between the Brics and LICs with strongly pro-investor content 
rebuts, in reality, the South-South rhetoric of the Brics.  

 

  

 

China has concluded BITs with developing and LICs countries (Chad, Costa Rica, Cuba, 
Republic of Korea, Cote d’Ivoire, Gabon, Seychelles, Laos, Libya, Mali, Myanmar/Burma, 
Madagascar, Ethiopia, Uganda, etc.). Sixty percent of the BITs concluded by China between 
2002 and 2007 were with developing countries, mainly African.[28]  

 

  

 

South Africa too has been extremely active in signing BITs since the end of the apartheid era, 
as it reorients its international relations according to the economic needs of national investors. 
In an official 2009 review of South Africa’s BITS, the Department of Trade and Industry 
stated, ‘given the sizable intra-Africa investments made by Republic of South Africa (RSA) 
companies, the RSA ought to assess how best such investments by its citizens may be 
safeguarded.’  

 

  

 

As a consequence of the intra-regional expansion of South African investments, the 
Government has BIT-type agreements on the promotion and reciprocal protection of 
investment (plus related protocols) with Angola, Cameroon, Democratic Republic of the 
Congo (DCR), Gabon, Guinea, Ethiopia, Mauritania, Namibia, Sudan, Tanzania, Zambia and 
Zimbabwe.  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
  

 

In sum, rather than acting as institutional and legal laboratories for testing new rules and 
instead of constructing a parallel network of bilateral agreements based on new principles and 
new relationships between investors and states, South-South BITs reproduce the same logic 
and, in some cases, the same wording as North-South BITs.  

 

  

 

And hypocrisy is evident, when in 2009 a notice of the Department of Trade and Industry 
referring to the ongoing review of bilateral investment treaties entered into by the Republic of 
South Africa since 1994 to date, states that the ‘Existing international investment agreements 
are based on a 50-year-old model that remains focused on the interests of investors from 
developed countries. Major issues of concern for developing countries are not being 
addressed in the BIT negotiating processes. BITs extend far into developing countries’ policy 
space, imposing damaging binding investment rules with far-reaching consequences for 
sustainable development.’ [29]  

 

  

 

However, although RSA has decided to adopt a policy of not renewing BITs concluded 
during the apartheid period which impose a huge burden over State’s prerogatives – such as 
the ones with Luxembourg and Belgium[30] – in the same period, South Africa was adopting 
the same approach when concluding a BIT with Zimbabwe. Looking at the 2009 BIT 
concluded between the two African countries, it clearly replicates the same legal architecture 
that is so openly criticized – included an extremely generous expropriation clause which 
requires the state to fully compensate the market value in any case of nationalization, 
expropriation or equivalent measures, with no admitted exceptions.[31]  

 

  

 

Likewise, South-South investment contracts in land replicate the same content as North-
South agreements. One of the most striking elements contained in the contracts involving 
Brics investors is the use of sovereignty in order to define land as void and immediately 
disposable, particularly in the case of Sub-Saharan Africa.  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

  

 

Although studies conducted on the availability of land and the voices of the people 
themselves tell us that there is no underutilized or void land in Sub-Saharan Africa, the 
exercise of sovereignty over public land legitimizes the production of a different vision of 
reality that is then codified and crystallized in the clauses of the contract.  

 

  

 

In the name of the people, the representatives of the states assume the obligation to ‘hand 
over vacant possession of the land’ or to ‘ensure that such lands shall be free from 
Encumbrances at the date of handover of such lands in accordance which the Development 
Project’, and noncompliance would represent a contractual breach.[32] 

 

  

 

According to the majority of the constitutions of African nations, non-titled land belongs to 
the public, the nation or the state, i.e. the institutionalized authority, which has the duty to 
manage but can never fully dispose of it. The occupation of the land by people without any 
official title is thus admitted but not legally recognized, and the state has the legitimate power 
to dispose of its natural resources.  

 

  

 

Whenever it concludes an investment contract that defines occupied land as void and 
available, the state is therefore looking at the legal reality, leaving aside the evidence on the 
ground: acting as the owner of the land, and by maximizing its power and prerogatives, the 
state constructs a functional legal reality and has the coercive power to legitimately enforce 
it. Whoever does not respect the new legal canon defined into the contract is immediately 
wiped out from the sphere of legality, becoming illegal. Peasants who do not treat nature as 
an exploitable source, farmers who practice shifting cultivation, nomadic pastoralism or 
hunting and gathering, suddenly become legally non-existent or, even worse, outlaws. [33]  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

  

 

Despite the fact that investors and the state claim that the projects are taking place in 
‘available marginal lands’ – i.e. marginal, under-utilized or un-used, empty or sparsely 
populated, geographically remote, and socio-politically and legally available lands – evidence 
shows that land investments around ‘flex crops’ and other food sectors also compete for 
fertile land, creating struggles that are silenced by the contracts.  

 

  

 

In conclusion, the investment contract concluded between states and Brics investors allows a 
reinterpretation of reality according to the needs of the investor through the exercise of the 
prerogatives of the state, which is subsequently enforced by the possibility for the investor to 
trigger principles of international law in order to ensure the contract is respected. In this way, 
sovereignty is exercised neither autonomously nor for the good of people.  

 

  

 

Millions of people have already been displaced or prevented from accessing their traditional 
land, and this is happening under the cover of a complex legal network formed by contract, 
national, international and investment law.  

 

  

 

Moreover, in order to fully develop large-scale projects, investors frequently have to rely on 
massive inputs, including water which is frequently diverted from its natural course and 
utilized for their production. Wherever large-scale agriculture is adopted, water is crucial and 
its diversion can seldom be achieved in a way that is entirely consistent with the needs and 
survival of small-scale peasantry.  

 

  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

Interception, diversion or storage of water creates downstream effects or may place demands 
on upstream land users. Investment contracts are the legal instrument that legitimizes the 
appropriation of water for industrial needs and the codification of a power asymmetry that is 
detrimental to people’s fundamental rights.  

 

  

 

In sum, my intention has been to look at whether the Brics rhetorics of ‘respect of national 
sovereignty’ and the ‘promotion of solidarity’[34] are valid and applicable in the case of the 
current large-scale investments in land, which is an issue of mounting global concern, and has 
been variously described as ‘land grabbing’, ‘neo-colonialism’, ‘modern imperialism’, ‘green 
rush’, ‘scramble for Africa’, etc. 

 

  

 

The dominant narrative about the Brics approach to development is based upon G77 
principles that affirm South-South cooperation, equality, solidarity, mutual development and 
complementarity.[35] Yet in reality, the proliferation of South-South bilateral investment 
treaties together with an extraordinary level of capital mobility provides investors with the 
possibility to generate a regulatory competition between peripheral countries, who in turn 
utilize their sovereignty (in particular, their sovereignty over natural resources, ability to set 
taxes, etc.) to become more attractive than their neighbors. The consequence is that formally 
public or common goods such as land, water, labor and fiscal resources have been 
progressively privatized and accumulated under cover of private investment agreements.  

 

  

 

As in the case of North-South investments by hedge funds, pension funds, and agrobusiness, 
Brics relationships with African LICs are based on investment contracts that emerge from 
asymmetrical positions, and codify and crystallize the legal order that best fits the interests of 
the investors. In this way, it is not only the communities and the environment that are kept 
outside the framework, but public scrutiny as a whole.  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
  

 

Instead of respecting national sovereignty and promoting solidarity, most Brics (not Russia) 
are utilizing international law and diplomatic powers in order to bind foreign governments in 
bilateral agreements which inherently favor the investors and reduce the scope for national 
autonomy.  

 

  

 

Yet as we can see by the mounting tensions around the numerous Chinese investments in 
Brazilian land, Brics can also attack each other’s sovereignty over natural resources, a 
situation that could degenerate into the freezing of international relations and in deepening 
diplomatic tensions. Finally, Brics can also be competitors for the same finite resource, a 
contingency that could potentially produce a race to the top in the quality and content of the 
investments, but that could also degenerate in an acceleration of resource grabbing, 
exacerbating the negative impacts over people and the environment, but also creating deeper 
political instability.  

 

  

 

The case of land demonstrates that South-South relationships have to be studied more deeply 
and critically and that the notion of Brics has to be fragmented in its pieces and tested on the 
ground. In order to do so, we need to re-centre the study of international relations in order to 
finally take people into account. Land grabbing as a form of neo-colonialism is not a matter 
of names and origins, but simply a matter of global expansion of the capitalist system through 
what David Harvey calls ‘accumulation by dispossession.’[36]  
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Are Brics ‘sub-imperialists’?  

 

By Patrick Bond 

 

  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
‘We reaffirm the character of the ANC as a disciplined force of the left, a multi-class mass 
movement and an internationalist movement with an anti-imperialist outlook.’ So said Jacob 
Zuma, orating to his masses at the year’s largest African National Congress celebration, in 
Durban on January 12.[1] 

 

Eleven days later, Zuma spoke to the World Economic Forum’s imperialists in a small, 
luxurious conference room in Davos, Switzerland: ‘We are presenting a South Africa that is 
open for business and which is open to provide entry into the African continent.’[2] (As a 
carrot, Zuma specifically mentioned the $440 billion in economic infrastructure investment 
planned in coming years, while back at home, above-inflation price increases were hitting 
those low-income consumers of electricity, water and sanitation lucky not to have been 
disconnected for non-payment.) 

 

  

 

South African officials often talk anti-imperialist but walk sub-imperialist. In 1965, Ruy 
Mauro Marini first defined the term using his own Brazilian case: ‘It is not a question of 
passively accepting North American power (although the actual correlation of forces often 
leads to that result), but rather of collaborating actively with imperialist expansion, assuming 
in this expansion the position of a key nation.’[3]  

 

  

 

Nearly half a century later, such insights appear prescient, in the wake of the rise of Brazil, 
Russia, India, China and South Africa (BRICS) as an active alliance. By 2013 these five key 
nations encircling the traditional Triad (the US, European Union and Japan) were decisive 
collaborators with imperialism.  

 

  

 

They advanced the cause of neoliberalism by reaffirming its global institutional power 
structures and driving overproductive and overconsumptive maldevelopment, and they 
colluded in destruction of not just the world environment – through prolific contributions to 
climate change – but in the sabotage of any potentially workable global-scale ecological 
regulation (favouring instead deepened commodification through emissions trading).  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

  

 

The BRICS agenda of relegitimising neoliberalism not only reinforces North American 
power, of course. In each case, the BRICS countries’ control of their hinterlands for the sake 
of regional capitalist hegemony was another impressive feature of sub-imperialism, 
especially in South Africa’s case.  As Brazilian scholar Oliver Stuenkel remarked in 2012, 
‘None of the BRICS members enjoys meaningful support from its neighbours, and none has a 
mandate to represent its respective region. Quite to the contrary, their neighbours’ suspicion 
of BRICS projects of regional hegemony is remarkably similar for all members.’[4] 

 

  

 

Much of the long-standing (apartheid-era) critique of South African sub-imperialism still 
applies, but what is new is that thanks to financial deregulation associated with the country’s 
‘elite transition’ from racial to class apartheid during the 1990s, what were formerly 
Johannesburg and Cape Town-based regional corporate powers – Anglo American 
Corporation, DeBeers, Gencor (later BHP Billiton), Old Mutual and Liberty Life insurance, 
SA Breweries (later merged with Miller), Investec bank, Didata IT, Mondi paper, etc – 
escaped.  

 

  

 

These firms’ financial headquarters are now in London, New York and Melbourne, and the 
outflows of profits, dividends and interest are the main reason South Africa was ranked the 
‘riskiest’ amongst 17 emerging markets by The Economist in early 2009, requiring vast new 
foreign debt obligations to cover the hard currency required to facilitate the vast capital flight. 
South Africa cannot, thus, be described as ‘imperialist’ – it is simply retaining far little of the 
surplus. 

 

  

 

Aside from lubricating world neoliberalism, hastening world eco-destruction, and serving as 
coordinator of hinterland looting, what are the other features of sub-imperialism that must be 



                                                                                                                                                        
assessed, in a context of Washington’s ongoing hegemony? If a ‘new imperialism’ entails – 
as the City University of New York’s renowned Marxist scholar David Harvey[5] suggests – 
much greater recourse to ‘accumulation by dispossession’ and hence the appropriation of 
‘non-capitalist’ aspects of life and environment by capitalism, then South Africa and the other 
BRICS offer some of the most extreme sites of new sub-imperialism in the world today.  

 

  

 

The older generation of arguments about South Africa’s ‘articulations of modes of 
production’ – i.e., migrant male workers from Bantustans providing ‘cheap labour’ thanks to 
black rural women’s unpaid reproduction of children, sick workers and retirees generally 
without state support – seems to apply even more these days, when it comes to notorious 
Chinese pass-laws or the expansion of the South African migrancy model much deeper into 
the region in the wake of apartheid (notwithstanding tragic xenophobic reactions from the 
local working class). 

 

  

 

First, to make the case that sub-imperialism lubricates global neoliberalism in these various 
ways, and that within BRICS South Africa joins the other ‘deputy sheriffs’ to keep regional 
law and order (e.g. in the Central African Republic, at the time of writing in early 2013), 
requires dispensing with naïve accounts of foreign policy that remain popular in the 
international relations field.  

 

  

 

Some scholars argue that South Africa’s role is neither anti-imperialist nor sub-imperialist – 
that as a ‘Middle Power’, Pretoria attempts to constructively ‘lead’ Africa while acting in the 
continent’s interests (Maxi Schoeman),[6] through ‘building strategic partnerships… in a 
constant effort to win over the confidence of fellow African states, and to convince the world 
community of its regional power status’ (Chris Landsberg),[7]  thus seeking ‘non-hegemonic 
cooperation’ with other African countries (John Daniel et al).[8]  

 

  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

But these thinkers are missing an opportunity to interrogate the power relations with the 
critical sensibility that these times demand, not least because superexploitative extractive 
industries based upon migrant labour, without regard to community degradation and 
ecological damage (e.g. the well-known Marikana platinum mine so profitable to Lonmin 
until 2012), continue to be the primary form of BRICS countries’ engagement with Africa. 

 

  

 

Occasionally this agenda leads directly to war, a fetish about which is also a common 
distraction amongst scholars attempting to elucidate imperial-sub-imperial power relations. In 
the recent era, the main military conflicts associated with Washington-centred imperialism 
have been in the Middle East, Central Asia and North Africa, and so Israel, Turkey and Saudi 
Arabia are often cited as the West’s sub-imperial allies.  

 

  

 

But it was not long ago – from the 1960s through late 1980s – that Southern Africa was the 
site of numerous wars featuring anti-colonial liberation struggles and Cold War rivalries, with 
apartheid South Africa a strong and comforting deputy to Washington.  

 

  

 

Over two subsequent decades in this region, however, we have witnessed mainly state-civil 
tensions associated with conflict-resource battles (e.g. in the Great Lakes region where 
southern Africa meets central Africa and where millions have been killed by minerals-
oriented warlords), neoliberalism (e.g. South Africa and Zambia), an occasional coup (e.g. 
Madagascar), dictatorial rule (e.g. Zimbabwe, Swaziland and Malawi) or in many cases, a 
combination.  

 

  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
The civil wars engineered by apartheid and the CIA in Mozambique and Angola had ceased 
by 1991 and 2001, respectively, with millions dead but with both Lusophone countries 
subsequently recording high GDP growth rates albeit with extreme inequality.  

 

  

 

Across Southern Africa, because imperial and sub-imperial interests have both mainly 
focused upon resource extraction, a variety of cross-fertilising intra-corporate relationships 
emerged, symbolised by the way Lonmin (formerly Lonrho, named by British Prime Minister 
Edward Heath as the ‘unacceptable face of capitalism’ in 1973) ‘benefited’ in mid-2012 from 
leading ANC politician Cyril Ramphosa’s substantial shareholding and connections to 
Pretoria’s security apparatus, when strike-breaking was deemed necessary at the Marikana 
platinum mine.  

 

  

 

South African, US, European, Australian and Canadian firms have been joined by major 
firms from China, India and Brazil in the region. Their work has mainly built upon colonial 
infrastructural foundations – road, rail, pipeline and port expansion – for the sake of minerals, 
petroleum and gas extraction. BRICS appears entirely consistent with facilitating this 
activity, especially through the proposed BRICS Bank. 

 

  

 

Might this conflict of interests result in armed conflict as a result of Washington’s more 
coercive role in this continent? The Pentagon’s Africa Command has prepared for an 
increasing presence across the Sahel (e.g. Mali at the time of writing) out to the Horn of 
Africa (the US has a substantial base in Djibouti), in order to attack Al-Qaeda affiliates and 
assure future oil flows and a grip on other resources. Since taking office in 2009, Barack 
Obama maintained tight alliances with tyrannical African elites, contradicting his own talk-
left pro-democracy rhetoric within a well-received 2009 speech in Ghana.  

 

  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
According to Sherwood Ross, one reason is that amongst 28 countries ‘that held prisoners in 
behalf of the US based on published data’, are a dozen from Africa: Algeria, Djibouti, Egypt, 
Ethiopia, Gambia, Kenya, Libya, Mauritania, Morocco, Somalia, South Africa and 
Zambia.[9] In Gambia, for example, President Yahya Jammeh’s acquiescence to the CIA’s 
need for a rendition site for US torture victims may explain Obama’s blind eye towards his 
dictatorship. Likewise, the US role in Egypt – another rendition-torture hotspot – in propping 
up the Mubarak regime until the final days spoke volumes about the persistence of strong-
man geopolitics, trumping the ‘strong institutions’ that Obama had promised.[10] 

 

  

 

With fewer direct military conflicts in Africa but more subtle forms of imperial control, and 
with ‘Africa Rising’ rhetoric abundant since the early 2000’s commodity price boom, the 
continent and specifically the Southern African region appear as attractive sites for 
investment, in no small measure because of South Africa’s ‘gateway’ function, with 
Johannesburg as a regional branch-plant base for a variety of multinational corporations.  

 

  

 

Throughout this period, there was a restrained yet increasingly important Washington 
geopolitical agenda for Africa, which Bush’s first Secretary of State, Colin Powell, described 
cogently in a document, Rising US Stakes in Africa:  

 

·         political stabilisation of Sudan (whose oil was craved by Washington);  

 

·         support for Africa’s decrepit capital markets, which could allegedly ‘jump start’ the 
Millennium Challenge Account [a new US AID mechanism]; 

 

·         more attention to energy, especially the ‘massive future earnings by Nigeria and 
Angola, among other key West African oil producers’;  

 

·         promotion of wildlife conservation;  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

·         increased ‘counter-terrorism’ efforts, which included ‘a Muslim outreach initiative’; 

 

·         expanded peace operations, transferred to tens of thousands of African troops thanks to 
new G8 funding; and  

 

·         more attention to AIDS.  

 

  

 

On all but Sudan, South African co-operation was crucial for the US imperial agenda. 
However, after the US military’s humiliating 1993 ‘Black Hawk Down’ episode in Somalia, 
there was insufficient appetite at the Pentagon for direct troop deployment in Africa, and as a 
result, President Bill Clinton was compelled to apologise for standing idly by during the 1994 
Rwandan genocide. Instead, as Africa Command head Carter Ham explained in 2011, 
Washington ‘would eventually need an AfriCom that could undertake more traditional 
military operations… [although] not conducting operations – that’s for the Africans to 
do.’[11] 

 

  

 

Likewise, the US Air University’s Strategic Studies Quarterly cited a US military advisor to 
the African Union: ‘We don’t want to see our guys going in and getting whacked… We want 
Africans to go in.’[12] In late 2006, for example, when Bush wanted to invade Somalia to rid 
the country of its nascent Islamic Courts government, he called in Mbeki to assist with 
legitimating the idea, though it was ultimately carried out by Meles Zenawi’s Ethiopian army 
three weeks later.[13]  

 

  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
When in 2011, Obama wanted to invade Libya to rid the country of Muammar Gaddafy, 
South Africa voted affirmatively for NATO bombing within the UN Security Council (where 
it held a temporary seat), in spite of enormous opposition within the African Union.  

 

 

  

 

And in January 2013, Pretoria deployed 400 troops to the Central African Republic during a 
coup attempt because ‘We have assets there that need protection,’ according to deputy 
foreign minister Ebrahim Ebrahim, referring to minerals (according to his interviewer)[14] or 
to sophisticated weaponry that South Africa gifted the tyrant ruler there, François Bozizé 
(according to his reply in a debate with me in late February). 

 

  

 

There was similar reliance by the G8 upon G20, BRICS and even South African ‘deputy 
sheriff’ support on the economic battlefield. At the nadir of the 2008-09 crisis, for example, 
the G20 was described by Walden Bello: ‘It’s all show. What the show masks is a very deep 
worry and fear among the global elite that it really doesn’t know the direction in which the 
world economy is heading and the measures needed to stabilize it.’ [15]  

 

  

 

According to Harvey, the G20 asked, simply, ‘how can we actually reconstitute the same sort 
of capitalism we had and have had over the last thirty years in a slightly more regulated, 
benevolent form, but don’t challenge the fundamentals?’[16] 

 

  

 

For foreign policy, the big question raised by Zuma’s presidency was whether the momentum 
from Mbeki’s expansionist ‘New Partnership for Africa’s Development’ would be resumed 
after that project’s demise, given the former’s preoccupations with domestic matters and 



                                                                                                                                                        
comparatively weak passion for the international stage. Only in 2012 was the answer 
decisively affirmative: Nkozana Dlamini-Zuma’s engineered election as African Union 
Commission chairperson.  

 

  

 

By mid-2012, Pretoria’s National Development Plan – overseen from within the SA 
Presidency and endorsed at the ANC’s December 2012 national conference – provided a 
variety of mandated changes in policy so as to align with South Africa’s new BRICS identity 
and functions. These mainly involved pro-business statements for deeper regional economic 
penetration, alongside the exhortation to change ‘the perception of the country as a regional 
bully, and that South African policy-makers tend to have a weak grasp of African 
geopolitics.’[17] 

 

  

 

That problem will haunt Pretoria in coming years, because like the political carving of 
African in Berlin in 1884-85, the BRICS 2013 Durban summit has as its aim the continent’s 
economic carve-up, unburdened – now as then – by what would be derided as ‘Western’ 
concerns about democracy and human rights. Also invited were 16 African heads of state to 
serve as collaborators.  

 

  

 

Reading between the lines, the Durban BRICS resolutions will:  

 

·         support favoured corporations’ extraction and land-grab strategies; 

 

·         worsen Africa’s retail-driven deindustrialization (South Africa’s Shoprite and Makro – 
soon to be run by Walmart – are already notorious in many capital cities for importing even 
simple products that could be supplied locally); 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
·         revive failed projects such as Nepad; and  

 

·         confirm the financing of both African land-grabbing and the extension of neo-colonial 
infrastructure through a new ‘BRICS Bank’, in spite of the damaging role of the 
Development Bank of Southern Africa in its immediate hinterland, following Washington’s 
script.[18] 

 

  

 

With this evidence, and more, can we determine whether the BRICS are ‘anti-imperialist’ – 
or instead, ‘sub-imperialist’, doing deputy-sheriff duty for global corporations and neoliberal 
ideologues, while controlling their own angry populaces as well as their hinterlands through a 
more formidable security apparatus? The eco-destructive, consumerist-centric, over-
financialised, climate-frying maldevelopment model throughout the BRICS works very well 
for corporate and parastatal profits, especially for Western capital, but is generating repeated 
crises for the majority of its people and for the planet.  

 

  

 

Hence the label sub-imperialist is tempting. During the 1970s, Marini argued that Brazil was 
‘the best current manifestation of sub-imperialism,’ for three central reasons: 

 

·         ‘Doesn’t the Brazilian expansionist policy in Latin America and Africa correspond, 
beyond the quest for new markets, to an attempt to gain control over sources of raw materials 
– such as ores and gas in Bolivia, oil in Ecuador and in the former Portuguese colonies of 
Africa, the hydroelectric potential in Paraguay – and, more cogently still, to prevent potential 
competitors such as Argentina from having access to such resources? 

 

·         ‘Doesn’t the export of Brazilian capital, mainly via the State as exemplified by 
Petrobras, stand out as a particular case of capital export in the context of what a dependent 
country like Brazil is able to do? Brazil also exports capital through the constant increase of 
foreign public loans and through capital associated to finance groups which operate in 
Paraguay, Bolivia and the former Portuguese colonies in Africa, to mention just a few 
instances. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

·         ‘It would be good to keep in mind the accelerated process of monopolization (via 
concentration and centralization of capital) that has occurred in Brazil over these past years, 
as well as the extraordinary development of financial capital, mainly from 1968 onward.’[19] 

 

  

 

Matters subsequently degenerated on all fronts. In addition to these criteria – regional 
economic extraction, ‘export of capital’ (always associated with subsequent imperialist 
politics) and internal corporate monopolization and financialisation – there are two additional 
roles for BRICS regimes if they are genuinely sub-imperialist. One is ensuring regional 
geopolitical ‘stability’: for example, Brasilia’s hated army in Haiti and Pretoria’s deal-making 
in African hotspots like South Sudan, the Great Lakes and the Central African Republic for 
which $5 billion in corruption-riddled arms purchases serve as military back-up.  

 

  

 

The second is advancing the broader agenda of neoliberalism, so as to legitimate deepened 
market access. Evidence includes South Africa’s Nepad; the attempt by China, Brazil and 
India to revive the WTO; and Brazil’s sabotage of the left project within Venezuela’s ‘Bank 
of the South’ initiative. As Eric Toussaint remarked at a World Social Forum panel in 2009, 
‘The definition of Brazil as a peripheral imperialist power is not dependent on which political 
party is in power. The word imperialism may seem excessive because it is associated with an 
aggressive military policy. But this is a narrow perception of imperialism.’[20]  

 

  

 

A richer framing for contemporary imperialism is, according to agrarian scholars Paris Yeros 
and Sam Moyo, a system ‘based on the super-exploitation of domestic labour. It was natural, 
therefore, that, as it grew, it would require external markets for the resolution of its profit 
realisation crisis.’[21]  

 

  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

This notion, derived from Rosa Luxemburg’s thinking a century ago, focuses on how 
capitalism’s extra-economic coercive capacities loot mutual aid systems and commons 
facilities, families (women especially), the land, all forms of nature, and the shrinking state; 
Harvey’s accumulation by dispossession, and in special cases requiring militarist 
intervention, Naomi Klein’s ‘Shock Doctrine’. [22] 

 

  

 

The forms of BRICS sub-imperialism are diverse, for as Yeros and Moyo remark, ‘Some are 
driven by private blocs of capital with strong state support (Brazil, India); others, like China, 
include the direct participation of state-owned enterprises; while in the case of South Africa, 
it is increasingly difficult to speak of an autonomous domestic bourgeoisie, given the extreme 
degree of de-nationalisation of its economy in the post-apartheid period. The degree of 
participation in the Western military project is also different from one case to the next 
although, one might say, there is a “schizophrenia” to all this, typical of sub-
imperialism.’[23]  

 

  

 

All these tendencies warrant opposition from everyone concerned. The results are going to be 
ever easier to observe,  

 

·         the more that BRICS leaders prop up the IMF’s pro-austerity financing and catalyse a 
renewed round of World Trade Organisation attacks;  

 

·         the more a new BRICS Bank exacerbates World Bank human, ecological and 
economic messes;  

 

·         the more Africa becomes a battleground for internecine conflicts between sub-
imperialists intent on rapid minerals and oil extraction (as is common in central Africa);  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
·         the more the hypocrisy associated with BRICS/US sabotage of climate negotiations 
continues or offsetting carbon markets are embraced; and  

 

·         the more that specific companies targeted by victims require unified campaigning and 
boycotts to generate solidaristic counter-pressure, whether Brazil’s Vale and Petrobras, or 
South Africa’s Anglo or BHP Billiton (albeit with London and Melbourne headquarters), or 
India’s Tata or Arcelor-Mittal, or Chinese state-owned firms and Russian energy 
corporations.  

 

  

 

In this context, building a bottom-up counter-hegemonic network and then movement against 
both imperialism and BRICS sub-imperialism has never been more important.[24] 
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From Nepad to Brics, South Africa’s toll at the ‘gateway to Africa’  

 

By Patrick Bond 

 

  

 

Amongst Pretoria’s main objectives at the Brics summit in Durban, according to deputy 
foreign minister Marius Fransman, is to serve as ‘a gateway for investment on the continent, 
and over the next 10 years the African continent will need $480 billion for infrastructure 
development.’[1] 

 

  

 

By going back a decade, what can observers of Brics learn about the role South Africa may 
serve the four other countries as the gateway to Africa? The origins of the New Partnership 
for Africa’s Development (Nepad) and the African Peer Review Mechanism (APRM) are 
revealing. Their sponsor, South African president Thabo Mbeki, had embarked upon a late 
1990s ‘African Renaissance’ branding exercise, which he endowed with poignant poetics but 
not much else.  

 

  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
The lack of content was somewhat remedied during 2000 in a powerpoint skeleton unveiled 
in Mbeki’s meetings with US president Bill Clinton in May, at the Okinawa G8 meeting in 
July, at the UN Millennium Summit in September, and at a subsequent EU gathering in 
Portugal. The skeleton was fleshed out in November with the assistance of several 
economists and was immediately ratified during a special South African visit by World Bank 
president James Wolfensohn.  

 

  

 

By this stage, in early 2001, Mbeki had managed to sign on as partners two additional rulers 
from the crucial north and west of the continent: Abdeleziz Bouteflika of Algeria and 
Olusegun Obasanjo of Nigeria, both leaders of countries that suffered frequent mass protests 
and various civil, military, religious and ethnic disturbances. Later, he added Senegal’s 
Abdoulaye Wade, who in 2012 had to be ousted from power by mass popular protest, when 
he attempted to change the constitution to allow further rule. 

 

  

 

Addressing an international gathering in Davos, January 2001, Mbeki made clear whose 
interests Nepad would serve: ‘It is significant that in a sense the first formal briefing on the 
progress in developing this programme is taking place at the World Economic Forum 
meeting. The success of its implementation would require the buy in from members of this 
exciting and vibrant forum!’[2]  

 

  

 

International capital would benefit from large infrastructure construction opportunities, 
privatised state services, ongoing structural adjustment (which lowers the social wage and 
workers’ real wages), intensified rule of international property law, and various of Nepad’s 
sectoral plans, all co-ordinated from a South African office at the Development Bank of 
Southern Africa (DBSA), a World Bank–styled institution staffed with neoliberals and open 
to economic and geopolitical gatekeeping.  

 

  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

Once Mbeki’s plan was merged with an infrastructure-project initiative offered by Wade, it 
won endorsement at the last meeting of the Organisation of African Unity, in June 2001. In 
2002, the organisation evolved into the African Union, and Nepad was made its official 
development plan.[3] 

 

  

 

The actual Nepad document was publicly launched in Abuja by African heads of state in 
October 2001. In February 2002, global elites celebrated Nepad at venues ranging from the 
World Economic Forum to a summit of self-described ‘progressive’ national leaders (but 
including Britain’s Tony Blair) who gathered in Stockholm to forge a global ‘Third Way’.  

 

  

 

Elite eyes were turning to the ‘scar on the world’s conscience’ (as Blair described Africa), 
hoping Nepad would serve as a large enough bandaid, for G8 leaders at their June 2002 
summit in Canada had rejected Mbeki’s plea for an annual $64 billion in new aid, loans and 
investments for Africa.[4] He was simply not a sufficiently reliable deputy sheriff for 
imperialism, at that stage.  

 

  

 

The main reason for doubts about Mbeki’s commitment to neoliberalism and the rule of law 
was his repeated defense of the continent’s main violator of liberal norms, Mugabe. This 
loyalty was in spite of Nepad promises such as: ‘Africa undertakes to respect the global 
standards of democracy, the core components of which include political pluralism, allowing 
for ... fair, open and democratic elections periodically organised to enable people to choose 
their leaders freely.’  

 

  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
In reality, Mbeki would term Zimbabwe’s demonstrably unfree and unfair March 2002 
presidential election ‘legitimate’, and repeatedly opposed punishment of the Mugabe regime 
by the Commonwealth and the UN Human Rights Commission. In February 2003, South 
African foreign minister Nkosazana Dlamini-Zuma – now African Union chairperson – 
stated, ‘We will never criticise Zimbabwe.’  

 

  

 

The Nepad secretariat’s Dave Malcomson, responsible for international liaison and co-
ordination, then admitted to a reporter, ‘Wherever we go, Zimbabwe is thrown at us as the 
reason why Nepad’s a joke.’[5]  

 

  

 

In the meantime, South African capital’s drive to accumulate up-continent continued, as 
Johannesburg business sought out new opportunities especially in mining, retail, banking, 
breweries, construction, services and tourism.  

 

  

 

The largest South African corporations benefited from Nepad’s lubrication of capital flows 
out of African countries, yet most of the money did not stop in Johannesburg, as was the case 
prior to 2000. The financial flight went mainly to London, where Anglo American 
Corporation, DeBeers, Old Mutual insurance, South African Breweries, Liberty Life 
insurance and other huge South African firms had relisted at the turn of the Millennium 
(thanks to permission from Mbeki).  

 

  

 

In spite of a high-profile mid-2002 endorsement of Nepad by 187 business leaders and firms, 
led by Anglo American, BHP Billiton and the Absa banking group, there were no 
investments made in twenty key infrastructure projects two years later, only vocal corporate 
complaints that the peer review mechanism had insufficient teeth to discipline errant 



                                                                                                                                                        
politicians. According to the chief reporter of (pro-Nepad) Business Day in mid-2004, ‘The 
private sector’s reluctance to get involved threatens to derail Nepad’s ambitions.’[6] 

 

  

 

But would the corporates have contributed to Africa’s genuine development? To illustrate 
drawing upon a telling incident associated with household water provision in 2012, the 
Johannesburg parastatal firm Rand Water was forced to leave Ghana after failing – with a 
Dutch for-profit partner (Aqua Vitens) – to improve Accra’s water supply, as also happened 
in Maputo (Saur from Paris) and Dar es Salaam (Biwater from London). Rand Water had 
long claimed its role in Ghana was part of both the Nepad and Millennium Development 
Goals mandate to increase public-private partnerships in water delivery. [7] 

 

  

 

The problem of overreach was a more general one. In July 2003, the Johannesburg Sunday 
Times reported from the African Union meeting in Maputo that Mbeki was viewed by other 
African leaders as ‘too powerful, and they privately accuse him of wanting to impose his will 
on others. In the corridors they call him the George Bush of Africa, leading the most 
powerful nation in the neighbourhood and using his financial and military muscle to further 
his own agenda.’[8]  

 

  

 

These critics of Mbeki were joined by African intellectuals who demanded better from their 
leaders as well, including those who understand Pretoria’s continental ambitions. To 
illustrate, at a joint conference in April 2002 in Accra, Ghana, the Council for Development 
and Social Science Research in Africa and Third World Network-Africa identified the ‘most 
fundamental flaws of Nepad’ as follows: 

 

  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
·         the neoliberal economic policy framework at the heart of the plan ... which repeats the 
structural adjustment policy packages of the preceding two decades and overlooks the 
disastrous effects of those policies; 

 

·         the fact that in spite of its proclaimed recognition of the central role of the African 
people to the plan, the African people have not played any part in the conception, design and 
formulation of the Nepad; 

 

·         notwithstanding its stated concerns for social and gender equity, it adopts the social 
and economic measures that have contributed to the marginalisation of women; 

 

·         that in spite of claims of African origins, its main targets are foreign donors, 
particularly in the G8; 

 

·         its vision of democracy is defined by the needs of creating a functional market.[9] 

 

  

 

It did not take long for the pessimists’ predictions to come true, for even on its own terms, 
Nepad was fundamentally flawed. As Wade stated in October 2004: ‘I am disappointed. I 
have great difficulties explaining what we have achieved when people at home and elsewhere 
ask me... We’re spending a lot of money and, above all, losing time with repetition and 
conferences that end and you’re not quite sure what they’ve achieved.’[10]  

 

  

 

In June 2007, at the World Economic Forum meeting in Cape Town, he acknowledged that 
Nepad ‘had done nothing to help the lives of the continent’s poor’.[11] Later that year, Wade 
was even more frank: ‘The redirection of the project has become inevitable, because nobody 
has yet understood anything from Nepad and nobody implemented Nepad.’[12]  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
  

 

As Mbeki himself confessed a few weeks after his ouster from power, in December 2008, ‘I 
am afraid that we have not made the progress we had hoped for. Indeed, and regrettably, I 
believe that we have lost some of the momentum which attended the launch and detailed 
elaboration of the Nepad programmes.’[13] 

 

  

 

Mbeki’s African Peer Review Mechanism (APRM) itself was conceived so that African 
regimes – including South Africa’s, to great internal consternation – would essentially review 
themselves with kid gloves, and when civil society critique emerged, this was repressed.[14]  

 

  

 

According to Bronwen Manby from AfriMAP (a pro-APRM NGO), ‘Although each country 
that has undergone the APRM process is supposed to report back to the APR Forum on its 
progress, there is no serious monitoring exercise of how effectively this is done. Nor any 
sanctions for failure to act.’ She concluded, ‘Without this sort of integration into other 
national planning systems, debates and oversight mechanisms, the APRM process seems 
doomed to become little more than a cosmetic exercise without effect in the real world of 
policy and decision making.’[15] 

 

  

 

In sum, the imposition of Nepad’s neoliberal logic soon amplified uneven development in 
Africa, including South Africa. Adding to the invasion by Chinese firms – specializing in 
neo-colonial infrastructure construction, extractive industries and the import of cheap, 
deindustrializing manufactured goods – and the West’s preparations for military interventions 
from the oil- filled Gulf of Guinea in the west to the Horn of Africa in the east, Africa is 
being squeezed harder than ever in its history.  

 

  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

Patents, marketing restrictions and inadequate state-financed research made life-saving 
medicines unreasonably scarce. Genetically modified food threatened peasant farming. Trade 
was also increasingly exploitative because of the ‘Singapore issues’ advanced by the G8 
countries: investment, competition, trade facilitation, government procurement. The new 
conditionalities amplified grievances of developing nations over the G8’s vast agricultural 
subsidies, unfair industrial tariffs, incessant services privatisation and intellectual property 
monopolies.  

 

  

 

Together, they prompted African–Caribbean–Pacific withdrawal from the ministerial summit 
of the World Trade Organisation (WTO) in Cancun in September 2003, leading to its 
collapse, with no subsequent improvements in the following years. Although there was talk 
of ‘Africa Rising’ thanks to high GDP growth in several countries – mainly those that 
benefited from the commodity boom or civil wars ending – the actual wealth of Sub-Saharan 
Africa shrunk dramatically during the 2000s once we factor in non-renewable resource 
depletion, with the height of the boom recording a -6 percent annual decline in ‘adjusted net 
savings’ (i.e., correcting GDP for ecological and social factors typically ignored). 

 

  

 

In sum, from Nepad to Brics, South Africa’s toll at the ‘gateway to Africa’ is high, and there 
is very little to show for it.  

 

  

 

Having failed to coordinate continental economic activity in the interests of the World 
Economic Forum, Mbeki retired in shame in September 2008, tossed out of power in 
Pretoria, eight months before his term ended. Nepad played no role in his own decline, which 
was most spectacular in terms of local and international delegitimation when it came to 
Mbeki’s denial that HIV and AIDS were related and hence that medicines would assist the 
six million HIV+ South Africans. He is still considered a genocidaire for that, but after he 
was defeated and medicines flowed, the country’s life expectancy rose from a low of 52 in 
2004 to 60 in late 2012. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

  

 

Just as destructively, Mbeki in Africa was doing work – promoting Nepad – considered by 
the Bush regime’s main Africa official to be ‘philosophically spot-on’.[16] Just prior to the 
2003 G8 summit in France, former International Monetary Fund managing director Michel 
Camdessus explained Nepad’s attraction in a telling remark: ‘The African heads of state 
came to us with the conception that globalization was not a curse for them, as some had said, 
but rather the opposite, from which something positive could be derived… You can’t believe 
how much of a difference this makes.’[17] 

 

  

 

Will South Africa make a similar ‘difference’ when it comes to gateway service for the other 
Brics countries’ looting of Africa? This time, will Brics endorse Pretoria’s role for the sake of 
legitimation, or instead like Nepad, is it all purely symbolic diplomacy, and ultimately a 
waste of time and effort? 
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Why the West still rules 

 

2013 February 24 

 

by Oliver Stuenkel 

 

Review: "The Art of Power Maintenance: How Western States Keep the Lead in Global 
Institutions" by Robert Wade (Challenge, vol. 56, no. 1, January/February 2013, pp. 5–39) 

<http://www.challengemagazine.com/extra/005_039.pdf>  

 

The West is in decline and the world is becoming more multipolar. As a consequence, 
emerging powers such as China, Brazil and India are claiming for more power within 
international institutions. The questions of how existing institutions can adapt to new 
realities, and whether we need new structures to respond to recent changes, are among the 
defining puzzles of our time. 

 

Robert Wade, a professor of economics at the London School of Economics (LSE), has 
written a thoughtful article claiming that the West remains far more dominant in existing 
institutions than is generally thought, and there is little reason to believe that the South will 
be in charge anytime soon. "The common narrative about China and some other developing 
countries rising to challenge the United States and other major Western states turns out to be 
an exaggeration" he writes. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

More provocatively, he asserts that "the United States and other Western states continue to 
set the agenda of global economic and financial governance for the most part, while the big 
developing countries have exercised negligible leadership so far." Southern leadership, that 
is, remains limited. Wade's essay describes a series of case studies of global politics to show 
how Western states have managed to retain their position of global leadership even after 2008 
and the onset of the long slump in Western economies. The results are fascinating indeed. 

 

The first one shows how, in 2009, Western states led by the UK and the United States 
marginalized the United Nations General Assembly from a role in debating the global 
financial crisis and its impacts, so as to leave the subject to interstate organizations dominated 
by the West - which, naturally, were careful not to propose any measures that could be 
harmful to Western interests. Wade shows how Susan Rice outmaneuvered those who sought 
to give the General Assembly (the "G192") a larger role. For example, General Secretary Ban 
Ki Moon denied any financial assistance to the Stiglitz Commission which had been tasked 
by the GA to provide an independent report. Despite the Commission's competence, the 
United States argued that it was their "strong view is that the United Nations does not have 
the expertise or the mandate to serve as a suitable forum or provide direction." The United 
Kingdom had ambassadors threaten the Commission's members to quit. As 

the West wanted, the G20 did the foreplay, and the IMF reassumed the role of sole legitimate 
forum for hard discussions and negotiations. 

 

The second case study shows how, in 2012, the West almost succeeded in stopping the 
United Nations Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD) - dominated by 
developing countries - from further analyzing the global financial crisis. As a senior U.S. 
delegate declared in one of the last negotiating sessions in Doha, “We don’t want UNCTAD 
providing intellectual competition with the IMF and the World Bank.” In effect, the West 
said, “We do not want UNCTAD to discuss any of these issues, because UNCTAD is not 
competent to do so. They are for the G20 and IMF.” 

 

The third case study shows how Western states managed, over 2008 to 2010, to craft a “voice 
reform” in the World Bank, which appeared to give developing countries a significant 
increase in their share of votes but in reality failed to do so.Including only low-income and 
middle-income countries—the Bank’s borrower members—the voting share of developing 
countries increased from 34.67 percent to only 38.38 percent, while the developed (high-
income) countries retained more than 60 percent. Japan, Germany, the United Kingdom, 
France, and Canada have even increased their share of total votes by a combined total of 4.1 
percentage points after 2010. 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
The fourth shows how, in 2012, the United States retained the presidency of the World Bank, 
despite years of member state chorusing that the heads of international 

organizations like the Bank and the International Monetary Fund (IMF) 
<http://www.postwesternworld.com/2012/10/12/the-case-for-imf-quota-reform-council-on-
foreign-relations/>  should be open to all nationalities. Yet as I have pointed out before 
<http://www.postwesternworld.com/2012/04/15/the-trouble-with-the-brics-candidate-for-the-
world-bank/> , Kim's and Lagarde's appointment also symbolized the emerging powers' 
failure to fully unite around an alternative candidate. This was particularly clear when the 
BRICS could not agree on jointly and openly calling on the United States and Europe to 
support Ngozi Okonjo-Iweala, the Nigerian candidate to head the World Bank. As Wade 
rightly notes, "the story equally shows how the developing countries’ distrust of one another 

makes it easy for the US-Americans to split them with bilateral deals." 

 

The article makes the reader wonder whether the West has succeeded in transforming today's 
emerging powers into 'useful idiots', who are so proud that they are part of the G20 that they 
no longer defend developing countries' interests. Seen from this perspective, the rise of the 
BRICS may have been a positive development for the West, now that the poor have lost 
powerful defendants in Brasília and Delhi, who are increasingly defending big-power 
interests. At the same time, emerging powers should not complain: It is natural that the West 
will do everything do hold on to its power - after all, even China is not fully committed 
towards permanently including Brazil and India in the UN Security Council. 

 

Wade rightly writes that Western states have been strikingly successful in their efforts to keep 
control of the commanding heights. Their success owes much to institutional rules they put in 
place decades ago, long before talk of the rise of the South - and still, the South is partly to be 
blamed for not being able to unite and present more powerful ideas about why reform is 
necessary. 

 

http://www.postwesternworld.com/2013/02/24/why-the-west-still-rules/?utm_source=Post-
Western+World+Monthly+Newsletter&utm_campaign=a6fe72b95d-
March+4%2C+2013&utm_medium=email 

 

Anna Ochkina 

 

BRICS: a spectre of alliance  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
  

 

1. The construction of BRICS is in many ways artificial. This alliance is more visible in 
the media debates than in practical international politics. But is there a reason for these 
countries to get together except making real fantasies of experts and journalists? Yes, there is. 
Though these countries are so different in so many ways they still have a lot in common:  

 

a)      their position as semi-periphery within global capitalist system as strong countries 
playing an important though not dominant role in the process of neoliberal globalization;  

 

b)      their social and economic policies, though not completely following neoliberal patterns 
stay within the framework of neoliberal model; 

 

c)      all these countries practice neoliberal economic policies, but neither country is orthodox 
in this respect (till recently they were able to combine free market approach with some 
elements of social redistribution, state intervention and other measures that somehow 
compensated market failures).  

 

2. Every country from this group has a specific role in the capitalist world-system. Every 
of these countries provides resources which determine its position and function in the system. 
Brazil is essential for agricultural supplies, China provides cheap labour, India supplies cheap 
intellectual work force for high tech industries, South Africa provides minerals and Russia 
supplies minerals, oil and gas. The scale and conditions of provision of these resources  for 
global capital makes BRICS countries essential for the current system. However, the 
economic, cultural and human potential of BRICS countries is «excessive» from the point of 
view of the role which BRICS countries play in the world-system.  

3. We may represent BRICS countries as equivalent to teenagers who have grown up too 
quickly, ‘modernizing’ themselves very rapidly if we look at that process in historic 
perspective. This leads to a contradictory situation when impressive growth of economic and 
cultural potential (at least in case of Russia and China) was not accompanied by the 
development of democratic political traditions or, mass involvement of people in political life 
through self-organization. As a result, in these countries neoliberal reforms – even when they 
lead to the destruction of accumulated economic and cultural potential – produce high levels 
of social tension, but do not generate conscious social resistance. 

4. In each country, though in different ways, development of a neoliberal model of 
capitalism creates a need to overcome structures and relations which contradict this model. In 
Russia, aggressive marketization was accompanied by the use of some elements of the Soviet 



                                                                                                                                                        
Welfare state. Free education and healthcare, the social security system and cultural capital 
that had accumulated within families during the Soviet period helped Russians to adjust to the 
market economy and even become successful. Decline of living standards as a result of 
“shock therapy” and later neoliberal reforms was real but it was less painful, because of the 
safety nets provided by the remaining structures of the Soviet Welfare state. However, now 
these Welfare state institutions themselves are eroded or destroyed by the neoliberal reforms. 
Contradictions are becoming more painful. The Russian state faces a choice which it has to 
make very quickly. One route is to go forward with neoliberal policies along the lines of the 
mainstream tendencies within the global system in which the Russian government wants to 
remain, provoking ever-increasing conflicts with its own society. Trying to remain loyal to 
the global economic institutions and their logic, the state becomes less and less capable of 
sustaining existing mechanisms of social compromise, using its financial resources to address 
mass interests. The other route is to stop the destruction of the Welfare state and reorient 
government policies towards rebuilding and developing the Welfare system, but this means a 
conflict both with global institutions and with Russia's own elite.   

5. BRICS countries are dominant forces in their regions. They engage in different 
macro-regional alliances, but each time they do so to achieve local or regional goals. Their 
potential to go beyond that is still too weak. In the case of Russia, its ambitions based on the 
imperial tradition of leading the disintegrating commonwealth of independent states (CIS) 
and other alliances, contradict its own subordinate position in global capitalist economy and 
world politics.  

6. BRICS countries are the strongest among the states of semi-periphery and that makes 
them potentially dangerous for the balance of forces of the current global capitalism. This 
creates an objective precondition for an alliance between these states, trying to increase their 
weight in the World-system. But on the other hand, elites of these countries exist quite 
comfortably within this system and are not interested to risk this situation even when they 
have some political ambitions on the global level. Their loyalty to global economic 
institutions is seen as a guarantee of their international and even local status. That's why 
BRICS remain a specter rather than a real alliance, a factor that can be used sometimes to 
blackmail their partners from the global center, but not a working mechanism of integration 
of societies joining forces to solve common or similar problems.  

7. No matter how different the specific situations in BRICS countries, they have a 
common problem in the context of the global attack on the Welfare state and its institutions. 
But the potential for social development that is either remaining unused or has been destroyed 
is thus becoming transformed into society’s potential for resistance to neoliberalism. And this 
factor makes BRICS countries a place where objective preconditions for anti-capitalist 
alternatives are emerging. This block of countries may form into a force opposing neoliberal 
order, but only on a condition of domestic social change in each of these countries. 
Unfortunately this can only happen when societies overcome their own weakness and 
authoritarian control. Unless that it happens, the BRICS alliance doesn't have a perspective to 
become a real global force capable of changing the world order. 

8. The model which can be called «know how BRICS» seems to be exhausted. Up to 
some point local elites were able to keep both sheep and wolves satisfied. That was possible 
because of important resources which these countries provided to the global market gaining 
some advantages in this division of labour. Economic crisis limits these advantages, 



                                                                                                                                                        
diminishes the flow of external money into BRICS countries and the real value of this money. 
This leads to the intensification of domestic neoliberal reforms which undermine institutional 
basis of social compromise as well as social and political mechanisms of consensus-building. 
Following the recommendations of global institutions such as WTO, IMF and the World 
Bank leads to even deeper transformation of social and economic structures. Economies are 
more and more getting oriented to the weakening demand of international market at the 
expense of domestic market which also gets weaker or doesn't realize its potential growth. 
This intensifies domestic social crisis and conflicts.  

9. In case of Russia this is expressed by chronic social crisis which can't be overcome 
without changing existing economic structures and political system. Majority of Russian 
population still bases their life strategies on the assumption that basic welfare guaranties are 
going to be provided, but their chances in this respect are diminishing rapidly. Given current 
tendencies even those welfare provisions and rights that are formally remaining available will 
become technically disfunctional. This policy creates problems not only to the masses of 
people but also for regional elites. Trying to cut costs for itself, federal administration 
expends powers of regional authorities, but doesn't provide them with access to additional 
financial resources. In practice this means more responsibility without more rights. Regional 
administrations face deep crisis trying to cope with this new situation. In practice they have to 
slow down the implementation of the neoliberal policies introduced by the central 
government because for them this is the only chance to avoid or postpone mass protests. But 
this increases political contradictions and conflicts within the state system and creates a real 
governability crisis. Ironically, at the central level this leads to even stronger insistence on the 
market reform as central authorities see that as an only way to overcome the «inefficiency» of 
local bureaucratic structures. Thus stochastic sabotage at local level leads to new institutional 
struggles and decomposition of state institutions, including the most basic ones. Russia faces 
catastrophic governability crisis which adds to economic and social crisis, producing 
preconditions for serious political destabilization. 

10. The exhaustion of social compromise model objectively creates conditions for 
stronger cooperation between BRICS countries, which at least have a chance to work together 
against global neoliberal institutions demanding that they soften their approach. But here we 
face considerable obstacles: 

 

a)      BRICS countries themselves are structurally dependent on global economy and existing 
division of labour — their neoliberal reforms are not only produced under the pressure of 
global capital but also result from this dependency; 

 

b)      BRICS elites are involved in global competition trying to increase their weight in the 
current world-system; 

 

c)      Domestic (national) elites oriented to the global market are not interested in changing 
neoliberal policies, on the contrary they want to intensify it. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

11. Being unable to create a real functional alliance BRICS counties imitate alliance-
building to put symbolic pressure on the global center. But their inability an unwillingness to 
go beyond that limits their chance to use even this political tool. This weakness is increased 
by the impotence of local political elites at least in some BRICS countries, lacking political 
actors capable to articulate and defend their own state interests against capitalist global elites. 

12. These characteristics of BRICS countries and their elites lead to the situation that 
instead of being a force contributing globally to the improvement of the conditions of the 
countries of the periphery, they become the Center's «fifth column», a force of subglobal 
support for neoliberal strategy. But even here we see BRICS rather a potential factor of world 
politics than a serious player. In practice the Center isn't interested in encouraging an 
integration of a block of countries with impressive resources and a population of over three 
billion people. Even under neoliberal leadership such integration can produce problems. It is 
better to have an alliance in name only, without much substance.  

13. Contradictions between society and the state which we see in BRICS countries are 
basically the same as in the Center of capitalist system, but they are deepened by the 
economic dependency. However BRICS countries have a strong tradition of revolutions and 
resistance struggles which remain part of the collective memory of the people. They have rich 
history and cultural traditions of their own. They can be seen as a subglobal support base for 
the Welfare State. The problem is that actual level of resistance and struggles is very weak 
compared with the objective level of social discontent. Here the problem is with the lack of 
social subjectivity. What is needed is a new social alliance or rather a historic block to be 
build in order to promote and consolidate these struggles making them effective in terms of 
practical social change. And even now we have all the conditions to use BRICS as a space for 
dialogue of these emerging forces working for a new strategy of progressive social 
transformation both at local and global level. 

 

First Brics summit on SA soil 
<http://www.thenewage.co.za/Detail.aspx?news_id=87484&cat_id=1120>  
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WELCOME: Mayor of eThekwini municipality James Nxumalo, Minister of International 
Relations and Cooperation Maite Nkoana-Mashabane, Obed Mbata from the Hilton Hotel and 
KZN Premier Dr Zweli Mkhize at the Brics roadshow.Picture: Reinhardt Hartzenberg 

 

 

‘The forum serves as our alter ego, which will analyse our agendas and critique it, often in a 
robust manner 

It is indeed a momentous occasion for South Africa to host the fifth Brics summit, the first 
time on African soil. 

 

The Brics summit process has its origins in the extraordinary vision of our founding leaders 
who constituted this grouping at a time of global uncertainty and transition during the 
financial crisis. The dire need for providing additional impetus to global governance reform 
debates was recognised. The growing interdependence between nations of the world required 
joint efforts to address common challenges. 

 

Our leaders urged us to establish this forum out of recognition of the importance of ideas in 
the realisation of the vision and objectives of Brics. As academics, you will all be aware of 
the value of research, knowledge sharing, knowledge transfer, and capacity building to policy 
development. It is in the area of ideas where this forum has a role to play in the Brics 
architecture. You are the brains-trust that must enrich policy development within Brics; and 
generate scientific knowledge to improve our understanding of the world and nature. 

 

You are best positioned to make this contribution when you are fully engaged. The Brazilian 
philosopher, Paulo Freire, emphasised the dialectic of scientific inquiry and practice in 
knowledge production in his Pedagogy of the Oppressed when he wrote: “For apart from 
inquiry, apart from the praxis, individuals cannot be truly human. Knowledge emerges only 
through invention and reinvention, through the restless, impatient, continuing, hopeful 
inquiry human beings pursue in the world, with the world, and with each other.” 

 

However, knowledge can be used to engender the hegemony of certain ideas, in the process 
manufacturing consent and the legitimacy of particular interests in society. There are a set of 
ideas that we take for granted today and consider self-evident because they were packaged for 
us as “scientific” and “objective” when in fact they are views of a particular class or group of 
people. In this sense, knowledge production is not a neutral exercise. Accordingly, the North-
South disparities in knowledge production and the content of today’s dominant ideas reflect 
the inequalities and power imbalance that characterise our global system. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

Therefore, if Brics is to be a factor in the current global system, we must extend our 
engagement to the terrain of ideas. 

 

As the intelligentsia, you have an opportunity to play your part in the shaping of the 21st 
century given your function in society of observing, analysing and influencing policy 
direction in the reconfiguration of the global landscape. 

 

The world is experiencing a quiet and yet profound shift from the old locus of political, 
economic and social power into a multipolar system with Brics countries being the catalysts 
and drivers. 

 

In essence, the Brics concept and its associated forums represent a counter to hegemonic, 
unilateral creation of knowledge into a more pluralistic co-determination of knowledge 
production and policy agenda setting recognising multiple centres of human civilisation. 

 

In this regard, you have a role to demystify unilateral hegemonic pretences of universality of 
the current dominant paradigm into a positive force that recognises diversity of humanity and 
the potential contribution that each knowledge base can make to human development. 

 

If this forum is to be effective, it must contribute to emancipating plurality of discourse with 
the sole purpose of advancing humanity. 

 

Indeed, the Brics countries have produced many prominent scholars for centuries whose 
works continue to survive the passage of time and influence generation after generation. 

 

China’s Confucius has had an influence on humanity for more than 2000 years. Amartya Sen 
is another example – his work not only won him the Nobel Prize in economic sciences, but he 
was also instrumental in the creation of the widely-used UN Human Development Index . 
Leo Tolstoy’s novel, War and Peace, has been immortalised in many languages in movies, 
music and theatre, among others. 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
We have given to humanity Nelson Mandela and Mahatma Gandhi who continue to inspire 
millions all over the world, even those just searching for meaning in life. Gautama Buddha, 
the father of Buddhism, is the son of India. 

 

The intelligentsia was in the forefront of the struggle in our respective countries, challenging 
hegemonic ideas and generating alternative knowledge. 

 

Therefore, when we challenge you to stand up against the apparatus of knowledge production 
whose ideas dominate the world in favour of one side, we are not asking you to do something 
that you have not done before. We challenge you to marshal your forces through Brics for 
effectiveness and higher impact. 

 

There are those who do not have a positive appreciation of Brics because they believe that its 
continued existence will threaten the status quo and tamper with the current international 
balance of forces. 

 

At the other end, we find critics of Brics who see it as a body of what they call “sub-
imperialist” countries that are joining the club of traditional powers. 

 

These critics talk of what they call a “new scramble” for Africa, comparing the growing 
interest on our continent by Brics countries to the late 19th century when European colonial 
powers partitioned Africa among themselves. 

 

What these two groups of critics have in common is their lack of appreciation of multi-
polarity for the geopolitical health of our international system. The first groups views multi-
polarity in a negative sense, as a threat, while the second group would rather remain in the 
old system than to see it being shaken by emerging players from the South. 

 

Our scholars have to be innovative and courageous enough to develop new tools of analysis 
and theoretical models when history challenges us to do so. I am reminded here of a warning 
Franz Fanon made in his The Wretched of the Earth: “It so happens that the unpreparedness 
of the educated classes, the lack of practical links between them and the mass of the people, 
their laziness, and, let it be said, their cowardice at the decisive moment of the struggle will 
give rise to tragic mishaps.” 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

The tragic mishap in this case is that such intellectuals will be left behind and rendered 
irrelevant by history. 

 

A poignant question being posed today is whether Brics represents a real paradigm shift or 
are new role players just assuming a traditional balance of power positions? 

 

Brics leaders and people have clearly signalled that we do not compete with any country or 
grouping and in fact wish to transform the former model of cooperation based on a zero-sum 
relationship in favour of more equitable and sustainable global partnerships, hence also the 
theme that was selected for the summit, namely Brics and Africa: Partnership for 
Development, Integration and Industrialisation. 

 

When South Africa planned our hosting of the summit and related meetings, we reflected on 
the existing synergies within the grouping and appreciated that the academic and business 
forums as well as our think tank network are critical components of our people-to-people 
interaction and that their salient relevance vis-à-vis the Brics leadership needs to be 
emphasised. 

 

The Brics Academic Forum endeavours to complement and supplement the Brics Leaders 
Summit and the official consultation process amongst officials and ministries of the 
respective Brics countries. 

 

This forum seeks to collectively offer viable and timely advice and recommendations to 
government leaders of the Brics to support policy making, the adoption of best practices, 
exploration of new frameworks, and assistance in implementation of existing and new 
schemes and programmes. This forum also serves as our “alter ego” which will analyse our 
agendas and critique it, often in a robust manner. 

 

What makes Brics timely and historic are a few factors which I wish to emphasise. 

 

Firstly, what is the common history that brings the Brics countries together. It’s a history that 
distinguishes the Brics countries from the traditional powers. It is a history of struggle against 



                                                                                                                                                        
colonialism and underdevelopment, including the spirit of Bandung. Circumstances of history 
have put these countries on the same side. 

 

Secondly, the Brics countries have common challenges as developing nations. Here at home, 
we speak of the triple challenges of inequality, poverty and unemployment. We have set in 
motion processes to grow our economy and expand our infrastructure, among others. Other 
Brics member states are dealing with similar challenges that differ in scale and degree. 

 

Thirdly, we are driven by shared interests, not only in the definition of our respective national 
interests as individual Brics countries. We also share a common vision of the world of the 
future. 

 

Fourthly, each of the Brics countries works for a true partnership with Africa and this 
resonates well with us because Africa is the centrepiece of our foreign policy. 

 

The topic chosen for this summit is a testimony to the consensus that exists among the Brics 
countries on the importance of forging a true and effective partnership with the African 
continent. 

 

The summit theme acknowledges the various engagement activities of Brics countries vis-a-
vis the African continent. Viewing Africa as the new global growth centre, Brics countries 
are emerging as the new largest investors and trade partners to the continent with strong 
exponential growth potential for the future. 

 

The summit’s theme emphasises the African Union’s own prioritisation of infrastructure 
development and industrialisation and will also contribute to sharing of related international 
and regional approaches and best practices between Brics and Africa. 

 

Finally, bilateral relations among Brics countries are rising and improving across many 
sectors, as in political cooperation and the economic field. We are frank and open with each 
other. 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
Ladies and gentlemen, I have perused your programme, which is very impressive and 
comprehensive enough to cover the core issues that are on the agenda of the Brics leaders. 

 

I am looking forward to receiving your recommendations at the end of your deliberations. As 
with previous academic forums, the leaders will study your recommendations closely and use 
them to inform their decisions. 

 

In respect of the themes posed to the forum’s deliberations, I wish to make some preliminary 
reflections. In the context of the global financial situation, Brics economies have become the 
engines for sustainable global growth and served during the financial crisis as the anchor for 
low income countries through its economic relationships with these countries. 

 

The overarching risk for all of us however, remains that of sustainability. This takes several 
forms, the most important of which revolve around inclusiveness, dealing with inequality and 
creating jobs. 

 

Indeed we meet at a time of global uncertainty, which requires that we consider issues of 
mutual interest and systemic importance in order to explore shared concerns and develop 
solutions. 

 

The prevailing global economic system is regulated by institutions conceived in 
circumstances when the global economy was characterised by very different challenges and 
opportunities. We also need to focus our “lenses” from a more Brics specific perspective. 

 

Brics offers an historic opportunity to explore new models and approaches towards more 
equitable development and inclusive global growth by emphasising complementarities and 
building on our respective economic strengths. 

 

The G20 has become an important player in the reform of the global economic architecture, 
including the Bretton Woods Institutions. 

 

Furthermore, Brics considers the UN to be the foremost multilateral forum entrusted with 
bringing about hope, peace, order and sustainable development to the world. We express our 



                                                                                                                                                        
strong commitment to multilateral diplomacy with the UN playing the leading role in dealing 
with global challenges and threats. In this regard, we reaffirm the need for a comprehensive 
reform of the UN, including its Security Council, with a view to making it more 
representative, effective, legitimate and efficient, to deal successfully with global challenges. 

 

A study published by Unesco in 2011 found in recent decades that university-industry 
partnerships have moved high onto the policy agenda and is fast becoming a new and 
expanded phenomenon. The nexus of university and industry holds potential for economic 
development, entrepreneurship and job creation. 

 

The theme on peace and security requires special focus from our academics considering the 
various debates. From our perspective, the peaceful resolution of any conflict situation is 
paramount and we emphasise the importance of preventive diplomacy and mediation. 

 

The AU has made significant progress in conflict resolution and peace building on the 
Continent through its peace and security architecture since its formation more than 10 years 
ago. 

 

In order to enhance its positive role, we encourage Brics to support closer collaboration with 
the AU peace and security architecture. 

 

At the height of the First World War in 1915, stalwart of Pan Africanism Dr Dubois wrote his 
famous article entitled The African Roots of War wherein he described what was contributing 
to the development and accumulation of wealth by the North while the South was being 
underdeveloped. 

 

He asked: “Whence comes this new wealth (that the North is accumulating) and on what does 
its accumulation depend? It comes primarily from the darker nations of the world – Asia and 
Africa, South and Central America, the West Indies and the islands of the South Seas.” 

 

When Dr Dubois visited China in 1959 he was so moved by the revolution there that when he 
addressed Peking University he proclaimed: “Africa, arise, face the rising sun! China is flesh 
of your flesh and blood of your blood.” 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
Since then, China has risen and Africa is rising. 

 

Maite Nkoana-Mashabane is the Minister of International Relations and Cooperation 

 

 

 

*** 

 

 

 

5th BRICS Academic Forum Recommendations 13 March 2013 

 

 <http://www.orfonline.org/cms/export/orfonline/modules/report/attachments/img-brics-
mainb_1363169046730.jpg> The 5th BRICS Academic Forum, comprising experts and 
scholars from the research and academic institutions of India, China, Brazil, Russia and South 
Africa, met on the 11th and 12th of March 2013 in Durban.  

 

After discussions, the Forum has come up Recommendations to be presented to the Summit 
leaders of BRICS Summit to be held in Durban later this month. The Indian delegation is led 
by Mr. HHS Viswanathan, Distinguished Fellow of Observer Research Foundation, which 
has been the official convenor for the country. 

 

Given that the BRICS have covered significant ground since the inception of the partnership 
five years’ ago, the Forum believes that they must build upon the progress made in the first 
five-year cycle of BRICS by consolidating the agreements reached and the achievements 
registered and by making further concrete proposals for realising the unfolding objectives of 
the BRICS partnership.  

 

 <http://www.orfonline.org/cms/export/orfonline/img/Report/2013/img-brics-3b.jpg> The 
theme for this year’s Forum, "BRICS and Africa: Partnership for Development, Integration 
and Industrialisation", represents the common aspirations of BRICS for cementing 



                                                                                                                                                        
partnerships with one another and with emerging markets and developing countries including 
the African continent in order to strengthen progressive development trajectories, promote 
integration, and expedite industrialisation in developing countries.  

 

A shared desire for peace, security, development, cooperation, respect for International Law 
and sovereignty continues to serve as the fundamental principles for BRICS members in 
pursuit of a more equitable and fair world. These principles hold particularly in dealings with 
African countries, the sovereignty of many of which has not been respected in the past, 
especially by colonial powers.  

 

The Forum believes that BRICS must continue to create synergies for enhancing economic 
growth through greater engagement with one another as well as with the rest of the world, 
particularly the African continent.  

 

 <http://www.orfonline.org/cms/export/orfonline/img/Report/2013/img-brics-5b.jpg> The 
BRICS Think Tank workshop of 8 and 9 March 2013 saw the establishment of the BRICS 
Think Tanks Council (BTTC), which provides the platform for the exchange of ideas among 
researchers, academia and think tanks and the convening of the BRICS Academic Forum. 
The BTTC agreed on a process for finalising the joint long-term vision document for BRICS 
on the basis of the Indian draft, with inputs from other BRICS countries, in pursuance of 
paragraph 17 of the Delhi Declaration.  

 

The Forum discussed five themes, which generated the following recommendations:  

 

1. BRICS and the Global Economy  

 

BRICS should facilitate greater cooperation in the area of trade, especially in goods and 
services, towards strengthening partnerships for development and industrialisation. They 
should engage in further discussions on the feasibility of implementing preferential trade 
agreements among themselves. In addition, BRICS should strengthen financial and 
development cooperation through the establishment of the BRICS Development Bank, and 
create mechanisms to deal with volatility in global currency markets.  

 

2. Reform of Institutions of Global Governance  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

 <http://www.orfonline.org/cms/export/orfonline/img/Report/2013/img-brics-4b.jpg> 
Recognising the shared objective of progressive and democratic transformation of the 
institutions of global governance, BRICS should strive to enhance the voice and 
representation of emerging economies and developing countries in multilateral forums. 
BRICS should actively explore innovative and complementary partnerships for sustainable 
and equitable development. The delegations propose the creation of a BRICS parliamentary 
forum as a platform for intensifying political interaction.  

 

BRICS should continue to collaborate to identify and utilise strategic opportunities to 
advance its objectives of reform of global multilateral institutions in order to make them more 
democratic, representative and accountable.  

 

3. Cooperation on Africa  

 

BRICS should recognise the diversity of values and experiences represented in the separate 
and intersecting histories of their own and African countries in the pursuit of mutually 
beneficial social and economic development on the African continent. This should include 
the pursuit of deeper cooperation with the African Union, taking into account Africa’s 
priorities, especially integration.  

 

4. Education, Research and Skills Development for Building Industrialising Economies  

 

 <http://www.orfonline.org/cms/export/orfonline/img/Report/2013/img-brics-6b.jpg> BRICS 
should intensify its support for collaboration amongst academics and scholars through a 
variety of institutions, networks and programmes that advances education, research and skills 
development. This includes valuing local languages and cultural practices and establishing 
the required support mechanisms to make this possible. BRICS should consider the 
establishment of an independent BRICS rating agency for educational institutions as well as a 
BRICS university. The Forum proposes the establishment of a data bank with primary data 
on the five countries, as a well as a digital platform with detailed information on researchers 
and institutions dealing with BRICS issues. The delegations note Brazil’s offer to host the 
digital platform and the data bank.  

 

5. Peace and Security  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

BRICS should continue to promote the centrality of the United Nations (UN), based on the 
principles of equality, mutual trust, and cooperation. It should be more active in the peaceful 
resolution of conflict, dealing with issues of international terrorism, non-proliferation of 
weapons of mass destruction, and drug- and human trafficking. Mutual security concerns, 
such as water, food, environment, health, and disaster preparedness, should continue to be a 
focus. BRICS should also promote the peaceful use of outer space. BRICS should utilize their 
relative strengths in post-conflict resolution and peace-making, peace building and peace 
keeping under the auspices of the UN.  

 

*** 

 

 

 

Durban hosted the Fifth Academic Forum in advance of the upcoming BRICS Summit 

 

 

DURBAN, MARCH 15, 2013, PIR PRESS. “Those who oppose BRICS say that some 
BRICS countries approach Africa like new colonizers.  This is absolutely not true, and Russia 
is a striking example of this. Russia never had any colonies. Russia was here, in southern 
Africa, with us, even back when we were fighting for our rights, and unselfishly supported 
us,” – Maite Nkoana-Mashabane, South African Minister of International Relations and 
Cooperation.  

 

 The 5th BRICS Academic Forum was held in Durban (RSA) March 10-13,2013 in advance 
of the BRICS Summit, to be held March 26-27,2013. A number of questions were examined, 
from the format of monetary and financial coordination by BRICS states to questions of 
peacebuilding, conflict resolution, and the international security agenda. 

 

 At the end of the Forum, attendees signed a document forming the BRICS Think Tanks 
Council (BTTC). Participants at the meeting made particular note of Russia’s significant 
contribution to the development of BRICS’s identity over the course of 2012 and noted their 
intention to do the same in their own countries. The declaration forming the Council was 
signed by the Chairman of the National Committee for BRICS Research Vyacheslav Nikonov 
on behalf of the Russian delegation. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

 WER.pngMembers of the Russian delegation included Alexey Vasilev, Director of the 
Institute for African Studies of the Russian Academy of Sciences; Vladimir Davydov, 
Director of the Institute for Latin American Studies of the Russian Academy of Sciences; 
Vladimir Orlov, PIR Center President; Leonid Grigorev, Deputy Director of the Russian 
Federal Energy Agency; Georgy Toloraya, Executive Director of the National Committee for 
BRICS Research; Victoria Panova, Assistant Professor at MGIMO; and others. 

 

 Over the course of the Forum, Vladimir Orlov held short consultations with the South 
African Minister of International Relations and Cooperation Maite Nkoana-Mashabane and 
Russian Ambassador to South Africa Mikhail Petrakov, as well as members of the PIR 
Center’s International Group of Experts Nandan Unnikrishnan  from India and Sehlare 
Makgetlaneng from South Africa. 

 

 Presiding over the session “Peace and Security Issues,” PIR Center’s president proposed 
drawing up a BRICS agenda in international security “in a positive manner,” “building a 
bridge between security issues and core economic interests of BRICS members.” According 
to Vladimir Orlov, “Where we encounter proliferation threats, BRICS should concentrate on 
the development of mutually beneficial nuclear energy projects. Where we observe a growth 
of cyberspace vulnerabilities, we must strengthen our cooperation in information and 
communication technologies. And when we see the danger of deploying weapons in outer 
space, BRICS members ought to strengthen cooperation in peaceful space exploration.” 
PIRCenter’s president also noted the importance of joint efforts and common approaches by 
BRICS countries to peacebuilding, including potential joint missions. 

 

 In his detailed report, Vyacheslav Nikonov brought up a number of possibilities for BRICS 
in regional and international security, including developing common approaches to major 
conflicts such as the ones in Syria, Afghanistan, and Mali; reforming the UN Security 
Council; furthering nuclear disarmament; and combating epidemics. 

 

 WERWER.pngThe delegation from India, in turn, brought attention to prospects for 
coordinated action on international sea transport routes, developming a code of conduct for 
outer space, proposing new approaches to unlock the Conference on Disarmament, and 
possibilities for developing international legal norms regarding the use of unmanned aerial 
vehicles. 

 

 The South African delegation pointed out that the International Security Index iSi 
<http://www.pircenter.org/en/static/international-security-index-isi> , developed by the PIR 



                                                                                                                                                        
Center along with its International Group of Experts, which includes representatives from 
each BRICS country, successfully combines quantitative measurements of traditional security 
with new challenges and threats. The delegation proposed that the Index methodology could 
be strengthened by joint efforts from BRICS experts and subsequently used in each of the 
countries, primarily through expert communities and media. 

 

 “After Durban, I have no doubt that BRICS not only exists, but also has a bright future 
ahead,” declared PIR Center President Vladimir Orlov. “Every delegation at the Forum 
brought great ideas, ones that don’t contradict one another, but instead complement each 
other. The eloquent address at the Forum’s opening given by the South African Minister of 
International Relations and Cooperation demonstrated that the hosts of the BRICS Summit, 
which opens in Durban on March 26th, are already fully integrated into BRICS, and that the 
admission of South Africa into BRICS was a sensible decision, one that I was a proponent of 
from the beginning, 5 years ago.” 

 

 Vadim Lukov, coordinator in the Russian MFA for questions on the G20 and BRICS, laid 
out Russia’s official position regarding BRICS <http://www.pircenter.org/articles/494-
ekonomiki-briks-vzaimodopolnyayut-drug-druga-i-eto-daet-horoshuyu-bazu-dlya-razvitiya-
mnogostoronnego-ekonomicheskogo-sotrudnichestva>  in an interview for the journal 
Security Index (in Russian). 

 

 For more information regarding PIR Center’s project “Supporting Russia’s Agenda for 
BRICS <http://www.pircenter.org/en/projects/42-shaping-russias-agenda-for-brics> ,” please 
contact Andrey Baklitsky by phone: +7 (495) 987-19-15 or by email: baklitsky at 
pircenter.org <mailto:baklitsky@pircenter.org>  

 

 

 

*** 

 

 

Think-tanks ‘to guide Brics interaction with Africa’ 

 

By Khulekani Magubane | BD Live – Fri, Mar 15, 2013 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

 

THINK-tanks to be established ahead of this month’s Brics Summit will help guide Brazil, 
Russia, India, China and South Africa’s interaction with and investment on the continent, 
according to International Relations and Co-operation Minister Maite Nkoana-Mashabane. 

 

The summit in Durban will be the first in Africa as well as the first to host a discussion 
between Brics leaders and African leaders on investment and the development of 
infrastructure to capitalise on Africa’s economic growth. 

 

Alongside the summit, the Brics Business Council and think-tank will be set up, and South 
Africa hopes that the proposed Brics Development Bank will be established at the summit. 

 

This week, the Human Sciences Research Council (HSRC) was named as the incubator for 
the South African Brics think-tank. 

 

The Durban University of Technology (DUT) established a think-tank council on Monday 
dedicated to researching the five Brics nations’ economies. DUT also hosted the Brics 
academic forum last week. 

 

Ms Nkoana-Mashabane called for a shift in the thinking of government and big business to 
enable South Africa to make the most of its membership of the group of developing 
countries, to meet its national interests as well as benefit Africa. 

 

"The Brics Development Bank will not compete with the International Monetary Fund (IMF) 
or the World Bank. But we need to see a change in how business is done at the financing 
institutions. They are in need of reform," Ms Nkoana-Mashabane said in Johannesburg on 
Friday. 

 

She said research institutions and councils in South Africa were needed to "complete the 
circle" regarding South Africa’s role in the Brics think-tank, which will have been established 
by the time the Brics Business Council convenes. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

"We are informed by our foreign policy to champion multipolarity and African development. 
We are against unipolarity and we are for reform of global reform and alternatives in 
economic financing institutions," she said, referring to a preference for diversified centres of 
power. 

 

Ms Nkoana-Mashabane lauded the standards of financial institutions in South Africa and said 
that if a Brics Development Bank were established, South Africa believed it ought to be 
based here. 

 

Department of International Relations and Co-operation spokesman Clayson Monyela said 
that immediately after the summit and the meeting between Brics and African leaders, 
research and consultation would start on how the initiatives adopted will benefit Africa. 

 

"This will facilitate ongoing dialogue and there will certainly be a focus on infrastructure 
development and industrialising Africa," Mr Monyela said. 

 

He said South Africa’s Brics membership would seek not only to drive investment and 
development on the continent, but the research component of a think-tank would look into a 
contingency pool to buffer Africa against difficult economic times, including the European 
sovereign debt crisis. 

 

With Edward West 

 

 

*** 

 

 

    Speech by Ms Maite Nkoana-Mashabane, Minister of International Relations and 
Cooperation, at the BRICS Academic Forum welcome Dinner, Durban, KwaZulu-Natal  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
10 Mar 2013 

 

Honourable Dr Nzimande, Minister of High Education and Training, 

Honourable Ministers and members of the BRICS Inter-Ministerial Committee, 

Your Worship, Councillor James Nxumalo, 

Mayor of the eThekwini Municipality and our gracious host for the welcome dinner for the 
BRICS Academic Forum, 

Your  Excellencies, Ambassadors from BRICS countries, 

Distinguished members of the official delegations from our BRICS partner countries to the 
Academic Forum, 

Distinguished members of the Advisory Committee, 

Ladies and gentlemen. 

 

It is my distinct honour and pleasure to deliver the keynote address at the welcome dinner for 
the BRICS Academic Forum. I wish to extend warm greetings and a heartily South African 
welcome on behalf of President Zuma, the Government and people of South Africa. 

 

It is indeed a momentous occasion for South Africa to host the Fifth BRICS Summit, the first 
time on African soil. 

 

The BRICS Summit process has its origins in the extraordinary vision of our founding 
Leaders who constituted this grouping at a time of global uncertainty and transition during 
the financial crisis. The dire need for providing additional impetus to global governance 
reform debates was recognized. The growing interdependence between nations of the world 
required joint efforts to address common challenges. 

 

Our Leaders urged us to establish this Forum out of recognition of the importance of ideas in 
the realization of the vision and objectives of BRICS.  As academics, you will all be aware of 
the value of research, knowledge sharing, knowledge transfer, and capacity building to policy 
development.  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
It is in the area of ideas where this Forum has a role to play in the BRICS architecture. You 
are the brain-trust that must enrich policy development within BRICS and in the BRICS 
countries; and generate scientific knowledge to improve our understanding of the world and 
nature. 

 

You are best positioned to make this contribution when you are fully engaged.  The Brazilian 
philosopher, Paulo Freire, emphasized the dialectic of scientific inquiry and practice in 
knowledge production in his Pedagogy of the Oppressed when he wrote that, and I quote: 
“For apart from inquiry, apart from the praxis, individuals cannot be truly human. 

 

Knowledge emerges only through invention and re-invention, through the restless, impatient, 
continuing, hopeful inquiry human beings pursue in the world, with the world, and with each 
other” (close quote). 

 

However, knowledge can be used to engender the hegemony of certain ideas, in the process 
manufacturing consent and the legitimacy of particular interests in society. There are a set of 
ideas that we take for granted today and consider self-evident because they were packaged for 
us as “scientific” and “objective” (in inverted commas) when in fact they are views of a 
particular class or group of people. In this sense, knowledge production is not a neutral 
exercise. It is highly contested and not immune from the political economy of power relations 
in society and the world. 

 

Accordingly, the North-South disparities in knowledge production and the content of today’s 
dominant ideas reflect the inequalities and power imbalance that characterize our global 
system. Therefore, if BRICS is to be a factor in the current global system, we must extent our 
engagement to the terrain of ideas. 

 

As the intelligentsia, you have an opportunity to play your part in the shaping of the 21st 
century given your function in society of observing, analyzing and influencing policy 
direction in the reconfiguration of the global landscape. 

 

The world is experiencing a quiet and yet profound shift from the old locus of political, 
economic and social power into a multipolar system with BRICS countries being the catalysts 
and drivers. In essence, the BRICS concept and its associated forums represent a counter to 
hegemonic unilateral creation of knowledge into a more pluralistic co-determination of 
knowledge production and policy agenda setting recognizing multiple centres of human 
civilization. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

In this regard, you have a role in demystify unilateral hegemonic pretences of universality of 
the current dominant paradigm into a positive force that recognise diversity of humanity and 
the potential contribution that each knowledge base can make to human development. If this 
Forum is to be effective, it must contribute to emancipating plurality of discourse with the 
sole purpose of advancing humanity.  

 

Indeed, the BRICS countries have produced many prominent scholars for centuries whose 
works continue to survive the passage of time and influence generation after generation.  

China’s Confucius has had an influence on humanity for more than two thousand years.  

 

Amartya Sen is another example – his work not only won him the Nobel Memorial Prize in 
Economic Sciences; but he was also instrumental in the creation of the widely-used United 
Nations Human Development Index.  Leo Tolstoy’s novel, War and Peace, has been 
immortalized in many languages in movies, music and theatre, among others.  

 

We have given to humanity Nelson Mandela and Mahatma Gandhi who continue to inspire 
millions all over the world, even those just searching for meaning in life. Gautama Buddha, 
the father of Buddhism, is the son of India. 

 

The intelligentsia was in the forefront of the struggle in our respective countries, challenging 
hegemonic ideas and generating alternative knowledge.  

 

Therefore, when we challenge you to stand up against the apparatus of knowledge production 
whose ideas dominate the world in favour of one side, we are not asking you to do something 
that you have not done before or you are not doing as we speak.  We challenge you to 
marshal your forces through BRICS for effectiveness and higher impact. 

 

Programme Director, 

 

The emergence of BRICS has not been well received by all of us.  There are those who do not 
have a positive appreciation of BRICS because they believe that its continued existence will 
threaten the status quo and tamper with the current international balance of forces.  At the 



                                                                                                                                                        
other end, we find critics of BRICS who see it as a body of what they call “sub-imperialist” 
countries that are joining the club of traditional powers.  

 

These critics talk of what they call a “new scramble” for Africa, comparing the growing 
interest on our continent by BRICS countries to the late 19th century when European colonial 
powers partitioned Africa among themselves. 

 

What these two groups of critics have in common is their lack of appreciation of multi-
polarity for the geopolitical health of our international system  The first groups views multi-
polarity in a negative sense, as a threat; while the second group would rather remain in the 
old system than to see it being shaken by emerging players from the South.  

 

To see BRICS countries as “sub-imperialists” is the result of a dogmatic application of 
classical notions of imperialism and Immanuel Wallerstein’s centre-periphery model to a 
situation that is fundamentally different from what these theories were trying to comprehend 
and explain.  Our scholars have to be innovative and courageous enough to develop new tools 
of analysis and theoretical models when history challenges us to do so.  

 

I am reminded here of a warning Franz Fanon made in his The Wretched of the Earth that, 
and I quote: “It so happens that the unpreparedness of the educated classes, the lack of 
practical links between them and the mass of the people, their laziness, and, let it be said, 
their cowardice at the decisive moment of the struggle will give rise to tragic mishaps”. 
(Close quote) 

 

The tragic mishap in this case is that such intellectuals will be left behind and rendered 
irrelevant by history. 

 

A poignant question being posed today is whether BRICS represent a real paradigm shift or 
are new role players just assuming traditional balance of power positions? 

 

BRICS Leaders and people have clearly signalled that we do not compete with any country or 
grouping and in fact wish to transform the former model of cooperation based on a zero-sum 
relationship in favour of more equitable and sustainable global partnerships, hence also the 
theme that was selected for the Summit, namely BRICS and Africa: Partnership for 



                                                                                                                                                        
Development, Integration and Industrialisation. This approach indeed constitutes a 
plurilateral or in the older idiom, a multipolar structure of International Relations. 

 

When South Africa planned our hosting of the Summit and related meetings, we reflected on 
the existing synergies within the grouping and appreciated that the Academic and Business 
Forums as well as our Think Tank network are critical components of our people-to-people 
interaction and that their salient relevance vis-à-vis the BRICS leadership needs to be 
emphasised. 

 

It is therefore particularly significant that the Summit theme has been adopted as the theme 
for the Academic Forum this year. 

 

The BRICS Academic Forum endeavours to complement and supplement the BRICS Leaders 
Summit and the official consultation process amongst officials and ministries of the 
respective BRICS countries. 

 

This Forum seeks to collectively offer viable and timely advice and recommendations to 
government leaders of the BRICS to support policy making, the adoption of best practices, 
exploration of new frameworks, and assistance in implementation of existing and new 
schemes and programmes. This Forum also serves as our “alter ego” which will analyse our 
agendas and critique it, often in a robust manner. 

 

Programme Director, 

 

What make BRICS timely and historic are few factors which I wish to emphasize. 

 

Firstly, is the common history that brings the BRICS countries together. This is a history that 
distinguishes the BRICS countries from the traditional powers.  It is a history of struggle 
against colonialism and underdevelopment, including the spirit of Bandung.  Circumstances 
of history have put these countries on the same side. 

 

Secondly, the BRICS countries have common challenges as developing nations.  Here at 
home, we speak of the triple challenges of inequality, poverty and unemployment.  We have 



                                                                                                                                                        
set in motion processes to grow our economy and expand our infrastructure, among others.  
Other BRICS member states are dealing with similar challenges that, however, differ in scale 
and degree. 

 

Thirdly, we are driven by shared interests not only in the definition of our respective national 
interests as individual BRICS countries.  We also share a common vision of the world of the 
future. 

 

Fourthly, each of the BRICS countries works for a true partnership with Africa and this 
resonates well with us because Africa is the centre-piece of our foreign policy. The topic 
chosen for this Summit is a testimony to the consensus that exists among the BRICS 
countries on the importance of forging a true and effective partnership with the African 
continent. 

 

The Summit theme acknowledges the various engagement activities of BRICS countries vis-
a-vis the African continent. 

 

Viewing Africa as the new global growth centre, BRICS countries are emerging as the new 
largest investors and trade partners to the continent with strong exponential growth potential 
for the future. 

 

The Summit theme emphasises the African Union’s own prioritisation of infrastructure 
development and industrialisation and will also contribute to sharing of related international 
and regional approaches and best practices between BRICS and Africa. 

 

Finally, bilateral relations among BRICS countries are on the rise and improving across many 
sectors, notably in political cooperation and the economic field.  We are frank and open to 
each other.  

 

Ladies and gentlemen, 

 

I have perused though your programme which is very impressive and comprehensive enough 
to cover the core issues that are on the agenda of the BRICS Leaders. I am looking forward to 



                                                                                                                                                        
receiving your recommendations at the end of your deliberations.  Like with previous 
Academic Forums, the Leaders will study your recommendations closely and use them to 
inform their decisions. 

 

In respect on the themes posed to the Forum’s deliberations, I wish to make some preliminary 
reflections. 

 

In the context of the global financial situation, BRICS economies have become the engines 
for sustainable global growth and served during the financial crisis as the anchor for Low 
Income Countries through its economic relationships with these countries. The overarching 
risk for all of us however, remains that of sustainability. This takes several forms, the most 
important of which revolve around inclusiveness, dealing with inequality and creating jobs. 

 

Indeed we meet at a time of global uncertainty, which requires that we consider issues of 
mutual interest and systemic importance in order to explore shared concerns and develop 
solutions. 

 

The prevailing global economic system is regulated by institutions which were conceived in 
circumstances when the global economy was characterised by very different challenges and 
opportunities. We also need to focus our “lenses” from a more BRICS specific perspective as 
opposed to adhering to traditional views. 

 

As emerging economies become more integrated and interdependent, they increasingly shape 
the global economy and influence its dynamics. BRICS offers an historic opportunity to 
explore new models and approaches towards more equitable development and inclusive 
global growth by emphasizing complementarities and building on our respective economic 
strengths. 

 

The G20 has become an important player in the reform of the global economic architecture, 
including the Bretton Woods Institutions. In its work, the G20 should continue to put 
development first.  

 

Furthermore, BRICS considers the United Nations to be the foremost multilateral forum 
entrusted with bringing about hope, peace, order and sustainable development to the world. 



                                                                                                                                                        
The UN enjoys universal membership and is at the centre of global governance and 
multilateralism. 

 

We express our strong commitment to multilateral diplomacy with the UN playing the 
leading role in dealing with global challenges and threats. In this regard, we reaffirm the need 
for a comprehensive reform of the UN, including its Security Council, with a view to making 
it more representative, effective, legitimate and efficient, so that it can deal successfully with 
global challenges. 

 

In terms of education, research and skills development of building industrializing economies, 
I wish to draw from a study that UNESCO published in 2011 which found in recent decades 
that University-industry partnerships have moved high onto the policy agenda and is fast 
becoming a new and expanded phenomenon. 

 

The university-industry partnership is conceptualized as a means to bridging the perceived 
gap between the science base and the productive sector which would allow new knowledge to 
be transformed rapidly into innovation. As was already stated, the BRICS Business and 
Academic Fora are critical elements to harness our skills development in this regard, and we 
should also strengthen linkages between these fora through joint initiatives. 

 

The nexus of university and industry holds potential for economic development, 
entrepreneurship and job creation. It is evident that we need to take the opportunities 
presented to us vigorously as governments aim to strengthen international partnerships in the 
pursuit of new knowledge and innovation for technology transfer opportunities. 

 

Regarding our core Summit theme and our cooperation on the African continent, we celebrate 
the 50th anniversary of our continental organisation, the OAU, this year, and it is poignant 
that this coincides with the first BRICS Summit on African soil. 

 

President Zuma will be convening a BRICS Leaders-Africa Dialogue Forum Retreat 
immediately after the Fifth BRICS Summit to offer an opportunity for BRICS and African 
Leaders to exchange views under the theme, “Unlocking Africa’s potential: BRICS and 
Africa Cooperation on Infrastructure”.  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
The Retreat will reflect primarily on infrastructure development, as well as integration and 
industrialisation which are aligned to Africa’s own priorities, to the mutual benefit of the 
BRICS countries and the Continent. 

 

The theme on peace and security requires special focus from our academics considering the 
various debates in this regard. From our perspective, the peaceful resolution of any conflict 
situation is paramount and we emphasise the importance of preventive diplomacy and 
mediation. 

 

The African Union (AU) has made significant progress in conflict resolution and peace 
building on the Continent through its peace and security architecture since its formation more 
than 10 years ago. In order to enhance its positive role, we encourage BRICS to support 
closer collaboration with the AU peace and security architecture. 

 

Especially of importance is continued focus of the UNSC on the formalized cooperation 
between the UNSC and the AU PSC as reflected in UNSC Resolution 2033 (2012) 
unanimously adopted by the Security Council under the South Africa Presidency in 2012. 

 

Ladies and gentlemen 

 

As we celebrate the 50th anniversary of the OAU, we should also remember a stalwart of Pan 
Africanism, Dr WE Dubois, who died in 1963 in Ghana, just a few months after the 
formation of the OAU.  

 

At the height of the First World War in 1915, Dr Dubois wrote his famous article entitled 
"The African Roots of War" wherein he described what was contributing to the development 
and accumulation of wealth by the North while the South was being underdeveloped. 

 

He asked, and I quote: “Whence comes this new wealth [that the North is accumulating] and 
on what does its accumulation depend? It comes primarily from the darker nations of the 
world - Asia and Africa, South and Central America, the West Indies and the islands of the 
South Seas” (close quote). 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
This is the analysis we need to distinguish the emerging global players of the South, some of 
whom are in BRICS, from the traditional powers. 

 

When Dr Dubois visited China in 1959 he was so moved by the revolution there that when he 
addressed Peking University during this tour he proclaimed: "Africa, arise, face the rising 
sun… China is flesh of your flesh and blood of your blood” (close quote).  

 

Since then China has risen and Africa is rising. 

 

Programme Director, 

 

I can anticipate the vibrant debates that will take place over the next few days and I wish you 
a successful engagement and trust you enjoy the warm hospitality of the city of eThekwini. 

 

I thank you! 

 

*** 
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Dr Olive Shisana, Chief Executive Officer of the Human Sciences Research Council, 

Dr Sarah Mosoetsa, Deputy-Director of our special project to establish a National Institute for 
the Humanities and Social Sciences, 

Ladies and gentlemen, colleagues from the five BRICS nations. 

 

It gives me great pleasure to be able to meet with you, academics and researchers from 
leading developing economies. For those of you who have come from outside South Africa, 
I’d like to welcome you warmly and I trust that you are being made to feel welcome by your 
South African colleagues and by all the South Africans that you come into contact with. 

 

Our countries, the BRICS, are about to hold a summit to discuss matters of mutual interest in 
a quest to find ways to improve the living standards of all our people, to educate them, to 
keep them healthy. The summit will also seek to develop ways for our countries to cooperate 
with one another so as to create a better, fairer, more peaceful world. 

 

The BRICS grouping is not a power bloc.It is not aimed against any other country or group of 
countries. It seeks, rather, to enhance cooperation among some of the leading developing 
nations in order to promote global stability, security and prosperity. 

 

All our countries face the crucial challenge of overcoming poverty, unemployment and 
inequality in our societies. For this, it is important that we develop policies and strategies to 
achieve sustained and sustainable economic growth as well as an equitable distribution of 
resources among our peoples. 

 

These goals are, of course, not unique to the BRICS countries alone and are shared by other 
developing nations. They will follow the Summit’s deliberations closely and will be keenly 
interested in the decisions that we take, particular decisions involving the establishment of 
new development institutions such as the proposed BRICS Bank and the approach that we 
take to the reform of the institutions of global governance. 

 

The last two decades have seen a fundamental redistribution of global economic power and, 
accompanying this, of actual political influence. However, the architecture of global 
governance still reflects the international balance of forces at the end of the Second World 
War. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

The question of how we change the institutions of global governance not only to better reflect 
the current international balance of forces but also to ensure that the voices and interests of all 
the world’s people - including those who are currently weak and relatively voiceless - are 
taken into account. 

 

The theme for the fifth BRICS Summit is: BRICS and AFRICA: Partnership for 
Development, Integration and Industrialisation. Africa is currently the poorest and least 
developed continent. But it is also a continent in the early stages of rebirth and growth. Of 
course this growth is not guaranteed; what looks promising can also go wrong. It is certainly 
in our interests as South Africans to ensure that they do not. But it is also in the interests of 
the other BRICS nations and indeed of the developed world. 

 

Integration of the African economies is at an early stage. Although communications 
infrastructure is improving, it still has a long way to go. It is not possible to travel between 
many neighbouring countries by train and railway infrastructure is mainly geared to getting 
raw materials to the coast for export but not for moving goods and people around and within 
countries or within the continent. 

 

Roads, especially major arterial roads, are in need of serious upgrading. Despite a large 
expansion of air travel routes in Africa, it is still often easier to fly from one African country 
to another via Europe rather than directly. Industry, in general, is still weak – especially 
outside of the raw material, extractive industries. 

 

But, despite these challenges though, Africa’s fortunes are changing for the better. Economic 
growth rates are increasing in many of our countries, new infrastructure is being built, 
communication systems and electronic connectivity are expanding and manufacturing 
industry, though still weak is starting to expand. BRICS countries are partners in a number of 
development projects, particularly with regard to infrastructure development. 

 

There is a direct interest in extending cooperation between all the BRICS countries and 
Africa to support the continent’s development agenda, especially as it relates to infrastructure 
development and industrialisation. 

 

A supportive international environment is important for Africa. It’s not by accident that 
Africa’s emergence from the morass of stagnation associated with the period of imposed 



                                                                                                                                                        
structural adjustment programmes from the mid-70s to the mid-90s has coincided with the 
emergence of the large BRICS countries as economic giants. 

 

These countries have given African nations the ability to start to escape the clutches of neo-
colonial dependence on foreign aid, and the policies and ‘advice’ of Western-controlled 
finance institutions. Trade and mutually beneficial foreign investment from countries without 
colonial mind-sets are starting to free Africans to shape their own national economies and 
polities. 

 

SA freedom, gained in 1994, has ended this county’s isolation from the rest of Africa and has 
led to the strengthening of its ties with the rest of the continent. South African trade with and 
investment in the rest of Africa has expanded exponentially since 1994 when this country 
gained its freedom. 

 

South Africa is the most developed country in Africa, but we are acutely aware that our 
future wellbeing is inextricably tied to that of our continent. Our own future is tied to the 
economic development of Africa as a whole and to the establishment of stability and peace 
throughout the continent. We believe that the other BRICS countries can play an important 
role in achieving these goals and that they (and the rest of the world), in turn, will benefit 
from the process. 

 

One of the most important elements of BRICS cooperation should be in the sphere of 
knowledge production and academic cooperation. To achieve our goals – both in Africa and 
the world – we need constantly to strengthen our scientific and technical knowledge in all 
spheres, to deepen our understanding of our societies and those of the rest of the world and to 
refine and improve our development strategies. 

 

To these ends, we must strengthen the cooperation between ourselves, develop joint research 
projects, academic exchange projects and deepen the dialogue between our academics. 
Particularly important, I think, is the need to cooperate in the area of expanding cooperation 
with regard to post-graduate studies. 

 

All our countries include excellent universities and colleges as well as institutions that face 
many challenges to meet the expectations of our peoples. Academic cooperation can help us 
all to strengthen all of these institutions, help to expand the frontiers of human knowledge. 
Most of our universities have traditionally had much stronger ties with Western academic 
institutions than with those in other developing countries. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

Of course, those ties with Western universities are beneficial and must continue, but it is 
anomalous that our ties with countries that face similar challenges of development are 
relatively weak. Economists and economic historians in South African universities, for 
example, tend to know more about the British or American paths and strategies of economic 
development than about those of contemporary developing countries in Asia or Latin 
America whose challenges are more similar to our own. 

 

And I dare say that it is likely that the similar knowledge gaps about Africa also exist in other 
developing countries, including the BRICS. In South African we are about to establish a 
National Institute for the Humanities and Social Sciences. Its main purpose will be to 
strengthen the study of these disciplines in this country. But an important part of its mandate 
will be to build ties with scholars across the African continent and the global South. 

 

The Deputy-Director of the interim structure that is establishing the institute, Dr Sarah 
Mosoetsa, is here at this Academic Forum, and I hope that many of our visitors will take this 
opportunity to open contacts with her. And of course, please take the opportunity to build 
your relations with our long-established Human Sciences Research Council and with the 
natural and social scientists from many of our universities and research institutes. South 
African delegates should take full advantage of this opportunity to build contacts and 
partnerships. 

 

To all the delegates, I extend my best wishes for a successful Academic Forum. I hope that it 
will make an important considering to understanding the BRICS group of countries and the 
challenges that face them in a globalising world. I look forward to seeing the report of your 
deliberations especially as they relate to understanding the capacity for collaboration amongst 
the BRICS nations in high-level educational enterprises, including science, technology and 
post-graduate education. 

 

Partnerships in natural and human sciences, technology, and post-graduate education should 
logically form the basis for further intra-BRICS development and integration. Your debates 
and conclusions should also contribute to the understanding of our political leadership as it 
deliberates at this Summit and beyond. I wish you all well for the remainder of this Forum. 

 

I thank you! 
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BRICS cook the climate  

 

By Patrick Bond 

 

  

 

As they meet in Durban on March 26-27, leaders of the BRICS countries – Brazil, Russia, 
India, China and South Africa – must own up: they have been emitting prolific levels of 
greenhouse gases, far higher than the US or the EU in absolute terms and as a ratio of GDP 
(though less per person). How they address this crisis could make the difference between life 
and death for hundreds of millions of people this century.  

 

  

 

South Africa’s example is not encouraging. First, the Pretoria national government and its 
Eskom parastatal electricity generator have recently increased South Africa’s already 
extremely high emissions levels, on behalf of the country’s ‘Minerals-Energy Complex’. This 
problem is well known in part because of the failed civil society campaigns against the 
world’s third and fourth largest coal-fired power plants (Eskom’s Medupi and Kusile), whose 
financing in 2010 included the largest-ever World Bank project loan and whose subcontractor 
includes the ruling party’s investment arm in a blatant multi-billion rand conflict of interest.  

 

  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

Other climate campaigns have made little dent against the guzzling mining and smelting 
industries which chew up South Africa’s coal-fired electricity and export the profits. The 
same is true for the high-polluting industries of the other BRICS countries, even in China 
where environmental protests are rising and where it is unsafe to breathe Beijing air on the 
majority of days so far this year. 

 

  

 

How bad are the BRICS? The 2012 Columbia and Yale University Environmental 
Performance Index showed that four of the five states (not Brazil) have been decimating their 
– and the earth’s – ecology at the most rapid rate of any group of countries, with Russia and 
South Africa near the bottom of world stewardship rankings.[1] And China, South Africa and 
India have declining scores on greenhouse gas emissions, according to the EPI. 

 

  

 

 

 

http://epi.yale.edu/ 

 

  

 

While BRICS fossil fuel addiction is well known, less understood is how their heads of states 
consistently sabotage global climate talks hosted by the United Nations Framework 
Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) by effectively destroying the Kyoto Protocol – in 
everything but name – starting with the Copenhagen Accord in 2009, picking up the pace 
with the Durban Platform in 2011, and sealing the deal in 2012 with Russia’s formal 
withdrawal from Kyoto.  

 

  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

copenhagen Accord 

 

  

 

In 2009, the ‘BASIC’ (Brazil, South Africa, India, China) countries’ leadership joined with 
Washington to confirm climate catastrophe at the 15th Conference of the Parties (COP) to the 
UNFCCC in Denmark. The Copenhagen Accord between Jacob Zuma, Barack Obama, Lula 
da Silva, Wen Jiabao and Manmohan Singh foiled the UN global strategy of mandatory 
emissions cuts, thus confirming that at least 4 degrees global warming will occur this century. 
The Accord is officially non-binding, and in exchange, the Green Climate Fund that Obama 
promised would provide $100 billion annually has simply not been forthcoming in an era of 
austerity. 

 

  

 

‘They broke the UN,’ concluded Bill McKibben from the advocacy movement 350.org.[2] 
Copenhagen was what Naomi Klein called ‘nothing more than a grubby pact between the 
world’s biggest emitters: I’ll pretend that you are doing something about climate change if 
you pretend that I am too. Deal? Deal.’[3]  

 

  

 

A secondary objective of the Copenhagen deal – aside from avoiding emissions cuts the 
world so desperately requires – was to maintain a modicum of confidence in carbon markets. 
Especially after the 2008 financial meltdown and rapid decline of European Union Emissions 
Trading Scheme, BASIC leaders felt renewed desperation to prop up the ‘Clean Development 
Mechanism’ (CDM), the Third World’s version of carbon trading.[4] Questioning the West’s 
banker-centric climate strategy – which critics term ‘the privatisation of the air’ – was not an 
option for BRICS elites, given their likeminded neoliberal orientation. 

 

  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
By the end of 2012, the BRICS no longer qualified to receive direct CDM funds,[5] so efforts 
shifted towards subsidies for new internal carbon markets, especially in Brazil and China. In 
February 2013, South African finance minister Pravin Gordhan also announced that as part of 
a carbon tax, Pretoria would also allow corporations to offset 40 percent of their emissions 
cuts via carbon markets.  

 

  

 

The best way to understand this flirtation with emissions trading is within the broader context 
of economic power, for it is based on the faith that financiers can solve the world’s most 
dangerous market externality – when in reality they cannot maintain their own markets. As 
sustainability scholars Steffen Böhm, Maria Ceci Misoczky and Sandra Moog argue, ‘the 
subimperialist drive has remained the same: while domestic capital continues to invest 
heavily in extractive and monocultural industries at home, it is increasingly searching for 
investment opportunities in other peripheral markets as well, precipitating processes of 
accumulation by dispossession within their broader spheres of influence. This mode of 
development can be observed in many semi-peripheral nations, particularly in the BRICS.’[6] 

 

  

 

For example, according to Böhm, Misoczky and Moog, ‘China’s extensive investment in 
African arable land and extractive industries in recent years has been well documented. What 
is perhaps less well recognized in the development literature, however, is the extent to which 
financing from carbon markets like the CDM is now being leveraged by elites from these 
BRICS countries, to help underwrite these forms of subimperialist expansion.’ 

 

  

 

 

 

  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
In terms of global-scale climate negotiations, the Washington+BASIC negotiators can thus 
explicitly act on behalf of their fossil fuel and extractive industries to slow emission-
reduction obligations, but with a financial-sector back-up, in the event a global climate 
regime does appear in 2020, as agreed at the Durban COP17. Similar cozy ties between 
Pretoria politicians, London-based mining houses, Johannesburg ‘Black Economic 
Empowerment’ tycoons and sweetheart trade unions were subsequently exposed at Marikana, 
the site of a massacre of 34 Lonmin platinum workers in August 2012.  

 

  

 

Other BRICS countries have similar power configurations, and in Russia’s case it led to a 
formal withdrawal from the Kyoto Protocol’s second commitment period (2012-2020) in 
spite of huge ‘hot air’ benefits the country would have earned in carbon markets as a result of 
the industrial economy’s disastrous exposure to world capitalism during the early 1990s. That 
economic crash cut Russian emissions far below 1990 Soviet Union levels during the first 
(2005-2012) commitment period. But given the 2008-13 crash of carbon markets – where the 
hot air benefits would have earlier been realised as €33/tonne benefits but by early 2013 fell 
to below €3/tonne – Moscow’s calculation was to promote its own oil and gas industries 
helter-skelter, and hence binding emissions cuts were not in Russia’s interests, no matter that 
2010-11 climate-related droughts and wildfires raised the price of wheat to extreme levels 
and did tens of billions of dollars of damage.  

 

  

 

The same pro-corporate calculations are being made in the four other BRICS, although their 
leaders occasionally postured about the need for larger northern industrial country emissions 
cuts. However, the crucial processes in which UN climate regulatory language was 
hammered out climaxed at the COP17 in Durban in December 2011 in a revealing manner. 
‘The Durban Platform was promising because of what it did not say,’ bragged US State 
Department adviser Trevor Houser to the New York Times. ‘There is no mention of historic 
responsibility or per capita emissions. There is no mention of economic development as the 
priority for developing countries. There is no mention of a difference between developed and 
developing country action.’[7]  

 

  

 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

  

 

The COP17 deal squashed poor countries’ ability to defend against climate disaster. With 
South African foreign minister Maite Nkoana-Mashabane chairing, the climate summit 
confirmed this century’s climate-related deaths of what will be more than 180 million 
Africans, according to Christian Aid. Already 400 000 people die each year from climate-
related chaos due to catastrophes in agriculture, public health and ‘frankenstorms’.  

 

  

 

What, then, should be done about the BRICS? They have been given a ‘pass’ from many 
climate activists because on per capita and in historic terms, their industries and agriculture 
have not been nearly so guilty of greenhouse gas emissions as the rich Western countries. 
Most recently, the huge increase in emissions by China for the sake of manufacturing 
production is now understood to be associated with the deindustrialisation of the West: the 
‘outsourcing’ of emissions. So emissions from the east coast of China should logically be 
attributed to Western consumers, in large part. 

 

  

 

But the pass is over. Pablo Solon and Walden Bello of the Bangkok-based institute Focus on 
the Global South opened a debate in September 2012: ‘We should demand that China, India, 
Brazil and South Africa also agree to mandatory cuts without offsets, although of course, 
these should be lower than the Annex 1 countries, in line with the UNFCCC principles.’ For 
Solon and Bello, the problem is the BRICS’ ‘high-speed, consumption-dependent, and 
greenhouse gases-intensive growth paths.’[8]  

 

  

 

The Durban summit is an opportune moment to ask and answer many questions regarding the 
BRICS’ economic strategies. With Zuma recently declaring his government ‘anti-imperialist’ 
on foreign policy,[9] it is appropriate to ask whether this is not merely another case of talk 



                                                                                                                                                        
left so as to walk right, because on the most crucial long-term foreign policy of all, climate, 
BRICS appear distinctly sub-imperialist. 

 

  

 

(Patrick Bond directs the University of KwaZulu-Natal Centre for Civil Society.) 
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Petrobras  

 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
Brazil’s partly state-owned oil company, Petroleo Brasileiro SA, which is usually known as 
Petrobras, operates in an incredible 28 African countries. It is one of the biggest listed 
companies in the world and given its experience in developing deepwater fields in Brazil’s 
Campos Basin, it is no surprise that the firm has particular expertise in deepwater oil 
production. Gulf of Guinea geology is very similar to that of the Campos Basin and so 
Petrobras has put a great deal of effort into securing acreage in the region. 

 

Petrobras has been active in Angola since 1979, although mostly as a minor player with 
limited stakes. However, it increased the number of blocks in which it has stakes from two to 
six in 2006, becoming the operator of three blocks: 6/06, 18/06 and 26. The company has had 
operations in Libya for even longer, although it was only in 2005 that it secured offshore 
acreage in the Libyan National Oil Corporation’s (NOC) first licensing rounds, taking four 
mainly shallow water blocks in Area 18, with 70% equity as operator. The firm has operated 
in Nigeria for 14 years but its assets have changed over that period. It is now a member of the 
Chevron consortium operating OML 127 with the Agbani deepwater field; and the OML 130 
block, where operator Total produces oil on the Akpo field.  

 

Apart from its operations in established oil-producing areas in Angola, Libya and Nigeria, it 
is now also investing in frontier exploration projects. For instance, it recently acquired a 50% 
stake in Benin’s Block 4 from Compagnie des Hydrocarbures Beninoise (CBH), as interest 
grows in prospective acreage in West Africa west of Nigeria. A spokesperson for the 
company revealed: “Our expectation is to find light oil, reproducing other discoveries made 
in other exploration activities in Africa. The arrival in Benin gives continuity to our strategy 
of seeking opportunities in deep and ultra deep waters in the region.” The government of 
Ethiopia also claims that Petrobras is preparing to invest in exploration projects in that 
country.  

 

Adriana de Queiroz, the executive coordinator at the Brazilian Centre for International 
Relations, said: “Petrobras … is not going to Africa to bring back oil to Brazil. It is to grow 
the company in other markets. China is not there for this reason. They are there to extract 
resources.” Petrobras chief executive Graça Foster has called for improved national oil sector 
regulation in many African countries but describes the continent as a whole as an 
“exceptional new market”. The main threat to the company’s wider ambitions in Africa is the 
sheer number of other companies seeking to secure acreage. With global oil prices stubbornly 
in excess of $100 a barrel, the majors, Western independents and emerging Asian oil 
companies are all competing to secure access to attractive acreage in almost all parts of the 
continent.  

 

Biofuels  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
Petrobras’ biofuel subsidiary Petrobras Biocombustível plans to set up an ethanol factory in 
Mozambique with initial production capacity of 20m litres a year to supply Mozambican 
customers. At a meeting organised by Brazilian state development bank Banco Nacional de 
Desenvolvimento Económico e Social (BNDES) to support Brazilian investments in Africa, 
Petrobras Biocombustível chairman Miguel Rosseto said: “We already produce sugar in 
Mozambique and will now start producing ethanol from molasses.” In 2011, the government 
of Mozambique passed legislation to require 10% biofuel or other alternative content in 
motor fuel. Brazil is the global leader in developing sugar cane ethanol technology. 

 

As part of its wide-ranging reform of the oil and gas sector, the government of Nigeria has 
proposed turning the Nigerian National Petroleum Corporation (NNPC) into an African 
version of Petrobras. This will require the NNPC to lose its regulatory role and become a 
more commercially driven upstream oil company. It is also likely to mean that the company 
will be partially privatised, opening it up to greater investor and international scrutiny. The 
plans underline the perception that Petrobras, like Petronas of Malaysia, is a model for other 
oil-producing states to follow. 

 

  

 

 

Embraer  

 

 

Aircraft manufacturer Embraer is proving very popular in both the civilian and military 
aircraft markets in Africa. It specialises in small and particularly mid-sized aircraft, which are 
popular on routes within the African continent, where there is often not sufficient demand to 
justify the use of larger planes. The Brazilian firm is well established as the third-biggest 
commercial plane manufacturer in the world after Boeing and Airbus but remains a long way 
behind its US and European rivals in terms of total sales. 

 

In October, the company announced that it had signed a deal with the African Development 
Bank (AfDB) to lease its E170/190 jets to six or seven African airlines. As with the firm’s 
military models, the aircraft are manufactured in Brazil and their sale generates no direct 
manufacturing jobs in Africa. However, the AfDB estimates that the deal will generate more 
than 1,600 jobs with the airlines concerned, increasing the number of passengers travelling 
across Africa by 1.15m a year and generating $68m in new tax revenue for their respective 
governments. 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

It has been reported that Egypt Air, LAM, SA Express, Kenya Airways and Air Senegal are 
among the possible customers but no concrete details have been published. Tas Anvaripour, 
the manager for infrastructure finance within the private sector department of the AfDB, said: 
“By lowering operational costs, improving intra-Africa connectivity and competition, the new 
project could contribute to lowering airfares, thereby increasing the number of people who 
benefit from air transport in Africa.” 

 

Indeed, Africa was the destination of Embraer’s 900th E190 E-Jet, which was delivered to 
Kenya Airways on 10th October. Paulo Cesar Silva, the company’s president of commercial 
aviation, commented: “The delivery of the 900th E-Jet is a great achievement for Embraer 
and we are very pleased to deliver this aircraft to Kenya Airways, one of Africa’s leading 
airlines, only eight years after the first E-Jets entered revenue service in 2004. E-Jets were the 
first aircraft to change traditional thinking about 70- to 120-seat aircraft and revolutionising 
regional transportation by bringing more connectivity or frequencies to passengers, providing 
more flexibility to their travelling plans, while improving the airlines’ operational 
efficiency.” 

 

The aircraft was the 13th E-Jet to be purchased by Kenya Airways and another seven are due 
to be delivered before February 2013. Kenya Airways chief executive Titus Naikuni added: 
“The E190 is a versatile aircraft suited to our growth ambitions on the African continent. 
Given its mid-range capabilities, it ably supports our plans to fly new routes and increase 
frequencies on existing ones. It affords our passengers excellent cabin comfort while 
enhancing operating efficiency. This new acquisition brings the airline closer to our vision of 
flying to every capital in Africa in the next few years.” 

 

Beyond commercial sales 

 

Embraer is also seeking to expand into the business jet market. There are currently 420 
business jets operating in Africa and Embraer believes that this number will rise to 670 by 
2022, as the number of wealthy business people on the continent continues to increase 
sharply. Embraer Executive Jets media relations executive Ricardo Santos said: “The African 
business aviation market is growing fast and is offering a lot of opportunities.” 

 

Most recently, in October, the company announced that it had delivered an unspecified 
number of A-29 Super Tucano light attack aircraft to the Mauritanian Air Force, making it 
the eighth air force to use the model. Embraer’s head of defence and security, Luiz Carlos 
Aguiar, said: “With this delivery, we are broadening our ties with the African continent, 



                                                                                                                                                        
where this aircraft has generated great interest.” Other military orders to African customers 
this year include the delivery of six Super Tucano fighters to the Angolan Air Force and three 
more to the Burkina Faso Air Force, suitable for small air forces that cannot afford to 
purchase and maintain a wide range of specialist planes. Embraer has plenty of spare 
production capacity because a $355m contract with the US Air Force appears to have 
collapsed. 

 

  

 

 

Vale 

 

 

The biggest Brazilian investor in Africa – and one of the biggest investors in the continent 
from anywhere – is Companhia Vale do Rio Doce, which is usually known as Vale. It is one 
of the three biggest mining companies in the world and is the world’s biggest iron ore miner, 
controlling about 27% of the global market. It also produces coal, nickel, copper, bauxite, 
alumina, aluminium and a wide range of other commodities. As a result of the needs of its 
mining operations, it also invests heavily in power plants, railways and port infrastructure. 
Vale currently has investments totalling $7.7bn in nine African countries and plans to invest 
more than $18bn in Africa over the next five years but much will depend on the direction of 
global markets over that time. 

 

The firm’s biggest investment, however, is its Moatize coal mining project in the Moatize 
Basin of Tete Province in northwestern Mozambique. Production began in May this year and 
is expected to be ramped up to 11m tonnes of coal year in the first $1.7bn phase. Almost all 
output will be transported eastwards to Indian Ocean ports for export, much of it to China and 
other Asian markets. This has required the rehabilitation of the Sena Railway between Tete 
and the port of Beira, plus the construction of a new coal terminal at Beira itself. Both 
thermal coal, used in the power generation, and metallurgical coal, used in steel production, 
will be mined and then exported. 

 

However, the railway and port will be insufficient to cope with the sheer volume of coal 
production expected in Tete Province, so a new railway and at least two new coastal coal 
terminals are planned, requiring investment of billions of dollars more. The Moatize 
concession is just one of more than a hundred that have been taken out in Tete Province and 
other projects are also planned, some of which should involve the Brazilian firm. Vale 



                                                                                                                                                        
Moçambique is also investigating the development of other mineral reserves elsewhere in 
Mozambique and has already invested $20m in phosphate exploration in the Monapo District 
of Nampula Province in the north of the country. The company has a 30-year concession over 
the acreage in question. 

 

Guinean doubt 

 

Vale has large iron ore reserves in Guinea but may chose to concentrate on exploiting 
alternative reserves in Brazil while the political and contract situation in the troubled West 
African state is resolved. The fate of the Simandou concessions is proving to be particularly 
difficult to resolve, probably because of the sheer wealth resting on what is believed to be the 
biggest untapped iron ore reserves left in the world. 

 

A previous administration in Conakry awarded the concession to Rio Tinto but in 2008 much 
of it was hived off and transferred to privately owned BSG Resources, which hoped to 
develop the $10bn project alongside Vale. However, the new government claims that BSG 
Resources secured the asset improperly. A spokesperson for BSG said: “This is the fifth and 
most clumsy attempt by the government of Guinea in an ongoing campaign to illegally seize 
BSGR’s assets.” Repeated reassessment of mining concessions has delayed a string of mining 
projects in the country and Vale could be persuaded to look elsewhere. 

 

Vale’s involvement in Africa could also be affected by developments in the global economy. 
In particular, China is expected to join the United States and the European Union in reducing 
its demand for iron ore, which is used in the steel-making process. In last October, Vale chief 
financial officer Luciano Siani said that the global raw materials boom could be over and so 
“efforts to control costs are under way in a major way at all levels of the company.” He 
revealed that the company’s annual investment in new projects was likely to peak this year at 
$21bn and that some assets could be put up for sale, although it remains to be seen whether 
any of these will be in Africa. 

 

  

 

 

Eletrobras  

 



                                                                                                                                                        
 

Power company Centrais Elétricas Brasileiras SA (Eletrobras) is also turning its attentions 
towards Africa. As the tenth-largest power utility in the world and the biggest in South 
America, it has targeted the continent as the best place to expand its overseas operations. The 
firm’s chairman, José Carvalho Neto, has revealed that Eletrobras has set a goal of dedicating 
10% of its investment budget to overseas projects. He told journalists in May: “We won’t 
achieve that target in 2013 but we are on the way to doing it in the next few years.”  

 

The company generates about 85% of its electricity from hydro schemes and so it is in 
exploiting Africa’s vast untapped hydro potential that Eletrobras is expected to make most 
impact. The company’s chairman, José Carvalho Neto, commented: “We are studying a plant 
in Angola, which is a project that needs studies that take around two years and which may be 
concluded within five years.” Few details on the scheme have been released but press reports 
in Brazil suggest that the scheme would require investment of $700m. No details on the 
location of the project in question were released. 

 

Eletrobras is also expected to take a 49% stake in the development of the 1.5 GW Mphanda 
Nkuwa hydro scheme in Mozambique, alongside majority shareholder Electricidade de 
Moçambique (EDM). The hydro project itself would cost $2.3bn, while two associated 
1,500km transmission lines would require combined investment of $3.7bn. Some electricity 
from the project would be distributed inside Mozambique but probably the lion’s share would 
be sold in other markets within the Southern African Power Pool (SAPP). Partial finance 
could be provided by BNDES, which holds a 23% stake in Eletrobras. Environmental and 
economic feasibility studies on the venture are expected to be completed by the end of next 
year.  

 

The Brazilian power company may also work alongside EDM, Electricité de France (EdF) 
and Eskom of South Africa in developing the $1.8bn Centre-South (Cesul) transmission 
project in the same country. Cesul has been designed to provide a 1,340km transmission 
backbone for the entire Mozambican power grid, in order to support national electrification. 
However, funding for the venture and the exact equity breakdown have yet to be determined. 

 

First of many in Tanzania 

 

Eletrobras could be one company to benefit from the development of the Mnyera Falls hydro 
scheme on the borders of Iringa, Njombe and Morogoro regions in Tanzania. Speaking at the 
end of September, the director general of the Rufiji Development Authority (RUBADA), 
Aloyce Masanja, revealed that the project would be fully funded by the Brazilian 



                                                                                                                                                        
government, partly in the form of a grant. Total construction costs are estimated at more than 
$1bn. Raphael Mwalyosi, the chairman of RUBADA, commented: “The availability of 
electricity in the area will give a chance for private sector and the government to undertake 
mechanised agriculture and modern irrigation while ensuring food security in the country.”  

 

A preliminary feasibility study has already been undertaken by Queiroz Galvao Construction 
of Brazil. It expected that the site would support a 485 MW hydro scheme, but the study 
concluded that more than 700 MW was possible. The Brazilian Ambassador to Tanzania, 
Fransisco Luz, added: “Energy is the base of a stronger economy. It is encouraging to see the 
Tanzanian government doing everything possible to make sure that the country is endowed 
with abundant power, which in the long run will transform a country into an industrial and 
investment hub.” 

 

Masanja added: “We intend to sell the power to Ruvuma, Iringa, Njombe and to the national 
grid. When in full operation, we will consider selling the surplus electricity to East African 
countries and other neighbouring countries of Malawi, Zambia and Congo.” 

 

  

 

 

Odebrecht 

 

 

Several Brazilian engineering and construction firms are now making inroads into numerous 
African markets. Last year, for example, the government of Cape Verde awarded a $220m 
contract to develop a new government administrative area in Praia to ARG. However, it is 
Odebrecht that has enjoyed the most success, particularly in Angola and Mozambique but 
also in South Africa, Zimbabwe and Botswana.  

 

As mentioned previously, Odebrecht is the biggest private sector employer in Angola, with 
20,000 employees, where it has been active for more than 25 years. Since the end of the 
country’s civil war in 2002, a construction boom has gradually gathered pace in Luanda and 
some of the country’s other main urban centres. Odebrecht has used its established position in 
the country and connections with officials to secure many of the contracts on offer.  



                                                                                                                                                        
 

The company has also moved beyond the construction and engineering sectors and is now 
working with the Angolan government to invest in sugar cane projects in order to produce 
ethanol, electricity and sugar itself, although the use of arable land for fuel production has 
been criticised by some development non-governmental organisations. The $400m Biocom 
sugar cane project is being developed by Odebrecht and Angolan state-owned companies 
Damer and Sonangol.  

 

In July, Odebrecht completed a new road network in Huambo and Malange, including a 
125km stretch to connect the provinces of Huambo and Benguela that provides inland areas 
with better connections with coastal ports. Other Angolan projects include residential 
housing, supermarkets, airports, business parks, offices and a range of other buildings, many 
of which have benefited from funding from the government of Brazil. 

 

Since 2006, BNDES has provided $3.2bn in loans to 65 projects in Angola that have been 
developed by Brazilian companies. Of these, 32 projects are being undertaken by Odebrecht.  

 

Odebrecht has benefited from mining sector schemes in Africa. It is developing mine 
infrastructure for Vale in Mozambique’s Tete Province and has also secured the contract to 
develop Nacala International Airport. In Angola, it has provided varied infrastructure for 
Angola Exploration Mining Resources’ iron ore project in Huila Province. Félix Martins, the 
contract director, said: “Improvements are planned in the region’s infrastructure, crude and 
potable water distribution, energy generation and distribution and construction of roads.”  

 

The Brazilian firm is also working in another post-conflict setting in Liberia, where it has 
been awarded a contract to redevelop the 240km railway that runs inland from the port of 
Buchanan. Here too, it has opted to provide work to local people instead of drafting in its 
own labourers, partly in order to give local people a stake in the project. Project manager 
Pedro Paulo Tosca said: “It worked perfectly. The majority of the heavy work was activities 
that we could perform with local manpower instead of bringing sophisticated equipment to 
the site.” 

 

He added: “Of course, you have a learning process. The risk of accidents is higher: therefore 
you have to invest more time in training. [But with machines], if you have a breakdown, to 
have a part here, to replace it, takes several weeks, if not months.” 

 



                                                                                                                                                        
Each section of track will continue to be maintained by the people who live alongside it. The 
firm is also keen to advertise the fact that it has trained local people to work in technical and 
engineering positions. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 


