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Letters from Ben Freeth to David Coltart and Eddie Cross – 25th July 2012

Letter 1

I accept that you don’t like public letters but I think, for those that are brave enough to stand for
public office, they need to be brave enough to accept that there must be public criticism.
Without public accountability, transparency and openness, democracy can not work.

David, you and other Christians and the rest of our democrats are about to agree to a
constitution that has draconian measures in it – a constitution that goes directly against the law
of God as drawn up in the 8th commandment and says implicitly that: “thou can steal” – and
nobody has the right to go to court about the stealing that takes place. Further to that it
explicitly says that discrimination is permissible in the stealing process – “the acquisition may
not be challenged on the grounds it was discriminatory.”

This is a matter of principle and I am afraid that if we do not question it and those agreeing to it
we are not being true to what we believe. If those agreeing to it are prepared to compromise on
principle so far, what principles are they going to compromise on next? Eddie, you call this
new constitution a “ferry” – and you say you are happy with the rights that the new constitution
gives. I am outraged!
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What was wrong with the Lancaster house constitution in allowing free and fair elections? We
are all aware that we have a party in power that disregards laws and constitutions. Were
pungwes constitutional before? Of course not! Was the burning of houses – sometimes with
people inside them – constitutional before? Of course not! Was the rape of women and the
mutilation of your supporters constitutional before? By no means! So how is any new
constitution going to protect people from lawless and savage acts? How is the constitution
going to be the ferry that gets the police out to do their job in protecting life and property?

No, the constitution is not the ferry. It is a red herring in the waters.

All along the problem has been “protecting the people.” Would you David, or you Eddie – or
Morgan or Welshman – or anyone else – be prepared to go out to the all night pungwes before
the election to protect people? Has anyone in the past? Of course not! God knows how we
tried to get people out to them! No, it was too dangerous.

So why are those in public office rather not putting together dossiers and films about the
atrocities at the pungwes, so that Morgan, Welshman, the churches, the civics, and anyone else
who cares about the protection of the people of Zimbabwe, hold hands and, ahead of the next
election, go out on an all out international campaign to SADC, the AU, the EU, the Sates and
the UN to call for peace keepers and the protection of the people? There is enough evidence of
the crimes against humanity that take place before every election. There are pictures and
medical reports and horror stories in their thousands. If the Christians and the democrats were
to hold hands and unite in this call, and the Prime Minister and the Deputy Prime Minister were
calling for it with a united voice, it would carry much more weight than an opposition leader
calling for it - as has been the case in the past.
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But no. There is this sham idea that MDC can out negotiate ZANU! There is this feeling that
ZANU will negotiate itself out of power! It is utter naivety and nonsense. No! ZANU is
regrouping. ZANU was on the ropes but it is now becoming financially secure. It is buying cars.
It is training militia. It is stopping prosecutions of the perpetrators of the “last round.” It is
arresting anyone who is a threat. It has prevented MDC from even visiting the police stations
and carrying out any reform amongst those that allow the terror. ZANU is getting ready. It
knows what works. It has used it time and time again. Fear has to be inculcated. Fear levels
continue to run very high.

How is calling for the lifting of targeted sanctions and sanitizing all that has happened going to
stop ZANU from employing its tried and tested formula? It works! It has worked time and time
again! This policy of appeasement is horrifying. “Everything is OK in Zimbabwe now!” I weep
as I write this! Who are we trying to fool? Why are we hiding the truth! Why, after 4 years of
you being in public office is there not an open all out bid being made to get the people protected
ahead of the next election?

In tears of concern of what is to come,

Letter 2
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Something I forgot to mention was Stalin’s 1936 Soviet constitution that led to experts heralding
Stalin’s Russia as being “the most inclusive and equalized democracy in the world.” Civil rights,
personal freedoms and democratic reforms were guaranteed. Stalin was called “a genius of the
new world.”

Was this constitution a ferry to democracy? No, it heralded the terrible purges and the great
terror that put millions into the gulags and killed millions more!

As in Stalin’s Russia we are being lulled into a false sense of security by all the platitudes of all
of our political leaders. The will of the people is being trampled underfoot – and the people
themselves are being trampled too.

It has gone on long enough. In the words of Pastor Martin Niemoller who spoke out boldly in
Berlin in 1934 ahead of Hitler’s holocaust: “…we’ve been thrown into the tempters sieve, and he
is shaking and the wind is blowing, and it must now become manifest whether we are wheat or
chaff! Verily a time of sifting has come upon us, and even the most indolent and peaceful
person among us must see that the calm of meditative Christianity is at an end….it is testing
time, and God is giving Satan a free hand, so he may shake us up and so that it maybe seen
what manner of men we are! . . . and he who is ready to suffer, he who called himself a
Christian only because he thereby hoped to gain something good for his race and his nation is
blown away like chaff by the wind of this time.”
May
God give you strength to stand up!

David Coltart replies to Ben Freeth
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http://www.zimbabwesituation.com/jul27_2012.html#Z25

Thank you for your letter which I acknowledge is written from the heart.
I need to assure you that I fully accept that those who seek public office
must be held accountable in public for policy decisions they make, or
policy positions they adopt.

I do not like many aspects of this proposed new Constitution. Even
worse than the land provisions is the implicit failure of the Constitution
to recognise the truth of Romans 3:10-12 - namely that all have "turned
away" from God, the truth summed up by Lord Acton that "power tends
to corrupt and absolute power corrupts absolutely". The US Constitution
recognised that man cannot be trusted with unfettered power and that is
why there are so many checks and balances worked in to that
Constitution. This new constitution is slightly better than the old in this
regard but still makes the fundamental error of thinking that men can be
trusted with power. That failure in my view is the most serious departure
from biblical principles, in that far too much power is still vested in the
executive.
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There are other serious problems with it - one, for example, is that the
new constitution perpetuates Zanu's profligacy - seen in the size of the
new Parliament, the number of provinces, the absence of any limit to
the size of Cabinet etc.

So let me say as publicly and directly as I can that I share your
concerns regarding the land provisions and that I have many other deep
rooted concerns. I think the land provisions are going to stifle
investment in this all important area of our economy. I think they are
racially discriminatory and some of these provisions should never be in
any modern democratic constitution. One would expect to find them in
an apartheid era constitution because they are so blatantly based on
race.

The problem we have is that this has been the product of exceptionally
difficult negotiations with a political party which has elements in it who
are not interested in the process and who have enormous raw power
and financial muscle. One only has to see the fury in the last few days
being expressed by the likes of Jonathan Moyo and company - and the
clashes between him and Paul Mangwana, to see that there are
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elements within Zanu who loathe the constitution as much as you do,
and would if they had their way, tear it up and the entire process. They
have been looking for any excuse to derail the process and this has
given them disproportionate negotiating power. And they will continue to
look for excuses to derail the process. In this regard the major danger
which lies head is that if we all start to pick and choose elements of the
constitution which we do not like, the hardliners in Zanu will do the
same with the intention of subverting the entire process.

The reason for the hardliners' desire to derail the process is simple because they recognise that ultimately this constitution is going to lead
to more accountability, more democracy and consequently their loss of
power. So as bad as all these provisions are on balance the
Constitution is better than what we have at present and will take us
forward.

One aspect of your letter I think is fundamentally wrong - and that is
your assumption that there is something called Zanu left, that is a
homogenous, united, single minded political party. The divisions within
Zanu are not fake - they are growing daily and are very apparent in
Cabinet, in the dissolution of their DCCs, in the very public spat
between Mangwana and the hardliners, in the refusal by Midlands
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Province to recognise the dissolution of the DCCs and in the mystery
which surrounds the death of General Mujuru. These are hard facts not wishful thinking or speculation. So yes elements are regrouping vehicles are being bought, there is undoubtedly an electoral war chest
being developed by the hardliners. But they are completely divided
regarding how they should wage this battle.

If we were to pull out of this process now mark my words the people
who would rejoice the most would be the Jonathan Moyos of Zimbabwe
because that is precisely what they want us to do. No one with his head
screwed on is saying that everything is okay in Zimbabwe now - I
certainly have not. In fact in recent interviews I have said that we are at
a very fragile juncture and there is the ever present danger that the
hardliners will get their evil way. I have no doubt that what you say
about the hardliners preparing to use their tried and tested formula
again is correct. The question is what can we do practically to lessen
their ability to do so? In my mind the only way is to see this process
through, flawed as it is. Because this way we ensure that we keep the
region (without which we are powerless) on our side. For so long as
Africa does not support the hardliners they will hesitate in carrying out
everything they want to do.
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This is not a policy of appeasement, nor is it born of fear. There is
certainly no attempt to hide the truth - all of us in both MDCs have born
the brunt of Zanu hostilities, some of us for decades, and so have no
personal desire to see justice discarded. All of us support the work of
human rights groups and the media in their role of recording,
documenting and exposing human rights abuses. But that is the rightful
role they have to play and it is not the primary role of politicians to do
that work. Our role is to ensure that we create laws that will protect
people; that is why there are strong provisions in both the Constitution
and the new electoral bill to create a much better electoral environment
- so there is an all out bid to protect people.

Whilst I understand your distress and share your objection to a variety
of clauses in the constitution I believe that we have no choice but to
take this step. I do not believe that this is a red herring. I do not think
that the constitution is the only means to cross the river, but it is
certainly a very important element in getting us to the other side. I also
recognise that, to continue the analogy, the ferry is full of leaks and that
many would like it to sink - and of course that it may yet sink.

The problem is that we just do not have any other options and must
make the best of it. And this really is the crux of the matter - if we were
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to reject this what then? What are the practical alternatives? We have
tried documenting Zanu's atrocities - I initiated and sustained the writing
of Breaking the Silence in the 1990s (there is no more comprehensive
human rights report yet done in the country) and it did not work. We
have tried mass action in 2003 and it did not work. We have tried
isolation during the last 12 years but it did not work. Other than
violence, which is complete anathema, and which in any event will play
right into the hands of the hardliners' agenda, I do not see any other
viable option. If you can spell out a practical alternative I am open to it I will listen but I have not heard anyone with a viable, non violent plan.
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