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THOUGHT FOR TODAY

❝ Fools take to themselves the
respect that is given to their office. ❞

HOW OTHERS SEE IT Q U OT E S
❝ Banning newspapers simply
because we disagree with
them ... on the basis of believ-
ing our concept of truth is
absolute, poses a real threat to
our democracy. ❞

A point of metaphor

‘Spear’ devoid of any humane values
THE Spear is
more an expres-
sion of a lack of
respect for
ourselves, writes
FUZAIL BHAYAT
by e-mail.

JULIUS MALEMA
Former ANCYL president reacts to
ANC’s call for a boycott of the
n e w s p a p e r.

❝ This elephant of patriarchy
is all over. ❞
ANGIE MOTSHEKGA
ANC Women’s League president
calls on women to fight patriarchy
and “push the boundaries”.

AESOP (circa 600BC)
Fabulist of ancient Greece.

I
n response to Brett Murray’s
painting, The Spear, Jacob
Zuma’s children said in a state-
ment: “This is a clear and assert-

ive indication that the artist and his
defenders have no respect for the
office of the presidency, nor do they
have any respect for Jacob Zuma as a
leader, father, husband or even a
fellow human being.”

What a miraculous thing is “The
Office of the President”. It cleanses all
sins. The institution and the individu-
al merge into a pure and virtuous
union, indistinguishable and elevated
above the norms and standards ap-
plicable to mortal men.

What nonsense. Those people who
conveniently merge the “President”
(the individual) with “The Office of
the President” (the institution) are
either unable to separate principle
from practice or have a logical default
to which their analysis inevitably falls
v ictim.

If it is the former, and it is deliber-
ate, then it serves as a safe hiding place
where the President’s actions are pro-
tected from proper scrutiny – the last
refuge of the scoundrel.

If it’s the latter, it’s nothing common
sense cannot fix.

The reason people say one should
respect The Office of the President, as
opposed to just the President, is be-
cause the Office of the President is
defined by a set of principles and
values to which the President should

aspire. Not vice-versa. The President
must aspire to embody those prin-
ciples and values – hence the often
asked question, is this person fit to be
Pre s i den t ?

Those principles and values are not
automatically adopted by the Presid-
ent on taking office.

Murray never once undermined or
degraded the Office of the President –
quite the opposite.

He pointed out, as a great many
newspapers and commentators have
done over the past four years, that
Jacob Zuma does not embody the
principles and values which that office
demands. It is, in fact, the ANC and
Zuma who are undermining the Of-
fice of the President by behaving in a
manner undeserving of it.

The obvious consequence is that it’s
perfectly possible to have respect for
the Office of the President but to have
no respect for Zuma, the person.
That’s perfectly legitimate.

This confusion goes straight to the
heart of a fundamental problem in
South Africa. There is a widespread

belief that public office automatically
equals respect. Wrong. As long as
someone holds public office their be-
haviour will automatically be gauged
against the expectations associated
with that office.

If anything, it will generate auto-
matic scepticism, not respect.

In South Africa we often take that
scepticism too far; nevertheless, it
remains a necessary check on the
abuse of power.

No one has said the painting has
resulted in less respect for the Presid-
ent. Many have said “it will”, “it seeks
to” or “it’s effect is to”, but no one has
said “as a result of this painting, I have
less respect for Jacob Zuma”.

Had this happened, it would be an
interesting exercise to follow through
the line of thinking involved to its
logical conclusion.

If it did have that effect on someone,
why would that be? Presumably, they
would have looked at the painting,
understood the argument it represen-
ted, agreed with it and thus changed
their opinion.

So, the problem is not the painting,
but the argument it represents and the
evidence on which it is based.

That is what is or is not compelling,
which is, of course, the very point of
any metaphor.

Gareth van Onselen, Democratic
Alliance director of political analysis
and development, writes in his personal
capac ity.

T
he current controversy re-
lated to the so-called paint-
ing depicting the President
of South Africa with his

genitals hanging out is a sad, but real
reflection of the level to which mod-
ern society has stooped.

Respect for family values are con-
stantly being eroded in today’s soci-
ety by those who have largely lost
their own humanity. The qualities of

modesty and shame are now a rare
and scarce commodity.

If exposing the genitals of the
leader of a country in artwork is
considered to be an inviolable right
of freedom of expression, then by
extension it would mean that such a
right would not be restricted even if
it involved depicting one’s own par-
ents in such a crude manner.

How many people of sound mind

and morals would accept their par-
ents to be thus humiliated as an
inviolable right?

Even if one does not approve of a
leader or agree with his approach,
resorting to such puerile behaviour
is an act of perversion.

This type of artwork is more an
expression of a lack of respect for
ourselves by our disregard for com-
mon human decency.

GARETH
VA N
ONSELEN

Political choices
ruining SAPS

R
ichard Mdluli’s sus-
pension and Judge
J a k e  M o l o i ’ s
damning report on

suspended National Police
Commissioner Bheki Cele
evince an unhealthy, pervas-
ive turmoil at the head of the
South African Police Service
(SAPS).

This instability, which un-
dermines the morale and ef-
fectiveness of the police in a
crime-wracked country, will
not abate unless and until
politics is removed from the
equation. Regrettably that’s
not about to happen soon.

Politics lies behind Cele’s
appointment in the first
place, when Jacob Zuma
sought to bolster his justice
and security cluster with an
ethnica l ly  homogenous
group of loyalists.

And it was politics that led
to Cele’s downfall.

Only after Zuma twigged
that Cele was part of a faction
that did not support his
re-election did he began to
take the necessary action
against the commissioner.
And it is because of politics
that the ANC is looking to

give Cele a soft landing rather
than the harsh punishment he
deser ves.

At the recent ANC provin-
cial conference in Newcastle,
Zuma witnessed Cele receive
a rousing welcome. He knows
that if he acts too firmly
against Cele he risks alienat-
i n g s e c t i o n s  o f t h e
KwaZulu-Natal vote, which
will be crucial to his re-elec-
tion as party president at
Mangaung in December.

For a while it seemed that
Mdluli was earmarked to take
over as national commission-
er. However, Acting National
Commissioner Nhlanhla
Mkhwanazi has made that
difficult by re-suspending
Mdluli, blocking his return to
the office and taking away his
car and laptop.

We believe Mkhwanazi has
acted correctly. Yet he may
have scuppered his own
chances of getting the top job.
Hence Zuma loyalist Nkos-
inathi Nhleko, who fell out
with Thabo Mbeki, is being
tipp ed.

These appointments based
on personal loyalties are a
scourge in the SAPS.

Feeding crocodiles

I
t remains to be seen how
much traction the apo-
logy by City Press’s edit-
or will have with the

ANC, which has been urging
supporters not to buy or place
any advertising in the news-
paper that published the first
uncensored image of Brett
Murray’s controversial art-
work, The Spear.

The ANC Youth League’s
criticism of the ANC’s boycott
call can be regarded as cynical
opportunism based on the
youngsters’ squabble with the
mother body.

Of more concern is the
underlying trend. It’s not the
first time ANC leaders have
tried to intimidate the media.

We can think of many ex-
amples, but the most obvious
is last year’s exhortation by
the party’s Nelson Mandela
Bay regional chairman, Nceba
Faku, to burn down the
Eastern Province Herald.

The vain wait for repudi-
ation or discipline from
Luthuli House is more easily
understood in light of last
week’s chanting: “Down with
City Press!”

If editors and indeed the
public give in to this type of
intimidation, where will it
end, if ever?

If such threats are rewarded
there will be no respite until
every media outlet sings from
the ANC hymn sheet.


