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	The Bulletin attached hereto is provided as a means to inform stakeholders of agricultural developments in South Africa.  These Bulletins are distributed every two weeks and can also be found on TAU SA’s website at www.tlu.co.za.

TAU SA is the oldest agricultural union in South Africa and has been in existence since 1897. The mission of the union is to ensure a productive and safe existence for its members on the land they own.  Current reality in South Africa indicates that this is not possible at the moment due to a variety of actions and threats against commercial farmers.

Your comment regarding the Bulletins and other information provided to you is valuable and will be appreciated.  However should you prefer not to receive information from TAU SA, please respond by e-mail to info@tlu.co.za


TALKING PAST EACH OTHER

A strange analogy can be drawn from the Eskom electricity debacle and the current crisis in agriculture in South Africa.

The Eskom salvage operation has been handed to top businessman Bobby Godsell, former chief executive of AngloGold Ashanti, and already in retirement for a year. Godsell laments the fact that “business leaders certainly were aware of an approaching energy crunch and could have and should have done more to focus the nation’s attention on the looming Eskom meltdown.”

But nobody it seems was listening.

At least Eskom can be said to be salvageable, albeit after much damage has been done to the South African economy.

But who would dare try and salvage Zimbabwe’s agricultural collapse?  Is any agricultural collapse salvageable, at least in the medium term?

Warning after warning has been put out by TAU SA and other agricultural experts on the dire consequences of the SA government’s land redistribution policy.  Meltdown is now occurring.  South Africa has changed from a net exporter of food to a net importer, according to the latest statistics from the SA Revenue Service.  (In 1990, farm exports were more than double farm imports.  In 2002 this gap had decreased -exports amounted to $25,8 billion while imports totalled $15 billion).  Yet the public and business leaders are seemingly oblivious to what looms ahead.

The SA government’s latest step towards food insecurity is the Expropriation Bill.  While the media gave it some attention, more space is allocated to motor car, gambling, entertainment, health and antiques supplements.  A full supplement should be printed in every newspaper on the consequences of this latest SA government travesty.  The repercussions of this Bill have not been properly analysed in South Africa’s media, and it has been left to some think tanks and NGO’s to supplement commercial agriculture’s alerts on this latest legislation.

An ad hoc Committee for the Defence of Property Rights came together on 28 July 2008 to highlight what lies ahead for South Africa’s food security if the Expropriation Bill is approved by parliament.  Many speakers warned South Africa about the grave dangers of government policy - these are so blatant and obvious, given the Zimbabwe experience, that it is astonishing that so little reactionary rage is forthcoming from the populace.  Surely the business community and the captains of industry can see the writing on the wall?  Or are they waiting for an Eskom-type collapse before they move in to try and redeem the situation?

Mr Bennie van Zyl, TAU SA’s General Manager was adamant in his rejection of the expropriation legislation.  He gave numerous cogent reasons why it would destroy the commercial agricultural sector.  He outlined the lies which are perpetrated about whites stealing black land, about the twisting of history to place whites in a bad light, about the absolute necessity of private property ownership as a cornerstone for the ongoing sustainability of a modern country, about the huge cultural and mostly unbridgeable chasm that exists between the races in South Africa, about the lack of planning in Africa, and the destructive role of subsistence farming.

Van Zyl highlighted how 27 white Zimbabwe farmers in one season in Zambia produced a net grain export, after forty years of agricultural deficits in that country since independence.  He asked whether it is the SA government’s goal to place food production under pressure in South Africa? It certainly looks like it, given the government’s behaviour towards the commercial farming sector.

The land claims process borders on the ridiculous, declared van Zyl.  In Mpumalanga, for example, land claimants declared under oath that they had owned houses in a specific area, but photos from the air taken over a long period showed that there never were any houses on that ground. These are some of the lies told to place South Africa’s commercial farmers under pressure, to try and remove them from their land.  So many claims have been withdrawn because it was proven that they were either concocted or misrepresented.

This all happens under the nose of the SA government which, by doing little to prevent the spread of these lies, adds to the pressure on farmers.  Van Zyl warns South African citizens about the consequences of handing 30% of productive farmland over to people who cannot farm.  The government is not even honest with its own people, says van Zyl.  In many cases, the title deeds are not given to the recipients but are kept by the government, and thus a process of land nationalization is increasing. In the Cullinan district, for example, 58% of all ground is now in the hands of the municipality.

Entering the fray, Deputy CEO of the SA Institute of Race Relations Frans Cronje says the Expropriation Bill reaches far beyond land.  Shares in companies, private bank accounts, houses, cars and any other fixed or moveable assets may be expropriated under the Bill as long as such expropriation is deemed ‘in the public interest’.

The government’s short-sighted and irresponsible attitude with regard to private property ownership is destroying investment possibilities, although it looks as if for the ANC, this is unimportant.  How can they expect anyone in their right minds to invest in South Africa when at any moment, property can be taken away?  This expropriation legislation is dangerous for many sectors of the economy, declared van Zyl.  The nationalization of water and mineral rights is also on the cards.

Government promises cannot be met.  Handing over land to so-called emerging farmers sets them up for failure.  World trends are towards larger rather than smaller farming units, yet the government continues to give productive farms to large groups of people who divide up the land and are then supposed to produce food for profit.  “When the government talks of successes, one usually finds consultants behind the scenes”, declares the TAU general secretary.

Mr Motsepe Matlala, President of the National African Farmers’ Union declared the problem in agriculture was not that ground was given to others, but what  the recipients did with the ground.  He said agriculture should be based on economic factors rather than on political ideals.  He was worried about the number of South African commercial farmers who have relocated to Mozambique, to the detriment of South African agricultural production.

But the Minister of Land Affairs and Agriculture Ms Lulu Xingwana simply talked past this logic.  She declares that if land “reform” doesn’t continue, a revolution will result.  She apparently doesn’t see that land reform - in the form of expropriation - has pitched her neighbour Zimbabwe into unheard of inflation, hunger and a mass exodus of the country’s population.  Astonishingly, she asks that everyone should help with her policy of hastening the redistribution of productive land, this after administration and control of the Land Bank was taken away from her because of ineptness, fraud and corruption.

The lack of shame is mind boggling, and is an example of what South African farmers must face every day while they struggle to maintain South Africa’s food security.

This Minister comes from one of South Africa’s most fertile areas.  Yet it is the worst administered, and the least productive in all of South Africa.  A newspaper correspondent recently lamented the Eastern Cape’s pitiful state.  “Have you been to the Eastern Cape lately?  The people who live there have all the opportunities in the world - they have pristine landscapes, water, agriculture, education and a degree of infrastructure, but they choose to live like peasants”.

Is it any wonder Mr Bennie van Zyl says in all earnestness that the South African government is the commercial farming sector’s “biggest enemy”.  Where else in the world will such a bizarre and dangerous situation be found?  If South Africa’s new president doesn’t remove this Minister from her post, he and his administration will reap the fruits of her asinine and vindictive policies.  For when hunger bites in South Africa, it is against the government - and the bizarre Minister of Land Affairs and Agriculture that the masses will take to the streets.
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