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Preface

In this chapter | will discuss the victim hearirtbat were presented before the South African
Truth and Reconciliation Commission (TRC). This Qoission was established in 1995, in
an attempt to deal with the apartheid past, andittien hearings provided a forum for the
apartheid victims to come forward and to tell therleh about what they had experienced
under apartheid. After an introductory paragraphhenTRC victim hearings, the concept of
the ‘archive’ will be discussed, whereby the temchase will be interpreted in both a material
and a Foucaultian way. In fact, the traumatic rissea presented before the TRC victim
committee were one way in which the atrocities catteth under apartheid were represented,
and these testimonies formed the first layer oftlagerial TRC archive. This material TRC
archive, which consists of various layers, willdrealyzed and | will conclude that this
archive will never be entirely closed, as the matavill always be open to new — artistic,
academic, scientific — interpretations. In the rgattagraph the Foucaultian archive of the
TRC victim hearings will be explored, meaning tae lof what can or cannot be said in a
given situation. The impact of both the materiad #ime Foucaultian archive will be discussed
in the final part of this chapter, presenting samderstanding of the way in which the TRC
has contributed to relative peace and stabilifyast-apartheid South Africa. Essentially, |
will try to show that the TRC archive is the kepmesentational institution for the injustice,
violence and conflict experienced in the apartteea | will argue that at the actual victim

hearings certain expressions tended to be prefem@dh gave rise to a specific kind of



reconciliation discourseThis discourse formed the foundation of the wawlimch the
apartheid trauma was represented. On the badmssadiscourse, the material archive took
shape, the concrete artefacts that composed tleetbod and officialised memory of the
apartheid past. It is these discursive, as wetlbasrete representations of apartheid that
exerted a fundamental impact on post-apartheidiSafiica, which signals the significance

of the TRC as a mechanism for restorative justice.

The TRC victim hearings — an introduction
Apartheid can be seen as a long-lasting traumaéntahat has characterized the lives of
many South Africans living today. The apartheidmegyofficially came to an end with the
first democratic elections, on the"™2af April 1994, but already quite a few years befthis
historic date South African society at large hadrb@ondering how to deal with the peaceful
coexistence of its population groups. Apartheid baen highly devastating to the lives of a
great many South Africans, so it was clear thaicaties committed under apartheid had to be
addressed, in one way or another. Attempting tbyiBouth Africa - and even starting the
process of reconciling South Africans - becamesk éssigned to the Truth and
Reconciliation Commission (TRC). In this way, thRd became one of the most significant
phenomena in South African history.

The South African Truth and Reconciliation Commnossivas called into existence in
July 1995. The Preamble of the Promotion of Nafidiraty and Reconciliation Act No. 34
of 1995 (the TRC Act) stated that the objectivethef TRC were, amongst others, to promote
national unity and reconciliation by establishimgcamplete a picture as possible of the gross
violations of human rights which were committed endpartheid; by facilitating the granting
of amnesty to apartheid perpetrators under cectaidlitions; and by providing

recommendations to prevent future violations of aomights (TRC Report, 1998, p.54). In



order to achieve these ambitious tasks, three ctimasiwere put into place: the Committee
on Human Rights Violations (HRVC), the Amnesty Coittee and the Committee on
Reparation and Rehabilitation. The Committee on BluRights Violations held public
hearings where people could testify about pastedyuee Amnesty Committee considered
applications for amnesty; and the Committee on Rejwa and Rehabilitation recommended
policies to the government regarding reparationgHe victims of apartheid. The TRC
officially came to an end on the 28f March 2002 and the Final Report was handed twver
President Mbeki on the 2bf March 2003 (Borer, 2006, p.1).

The HRVC — which is the focus of this chapter — washarge of collecting written
victim statements and of organising the Human Righolations hearings. At these hearings
the victims of apartheid atrocities were given apartunity to tell the world about their
experiences, surrounded by a supportive audiencaatives, friends and TRC
commissioners. The HRVC gathered close to 22,0fi@rsients, covering 37,000 violations;
this is more than any other previous truth comraissiad achieved (Graybill, 2002, p. 8).
These statements were recorded by trained stateat@ns who conducted interviews with
victims of apartheid all over the country. Betwegril 1996 and June 1997 a little under
2000 of these victims told their stories beforelti®vy Committee. Over these 15 months 83
hearings took place in public places such as toals,hschools, churches and civic centres
(TRC Report, 1998, p. 278).

The emphasis of the HRV hearings was on “the vatidaf the individual subjective
experiences of people who had previously beenai@dior voiceless” (TRC Report, 1998, p.
111). Supporters of the TRC claimed that to tedirtstories of suffering and misery was a
healing and cathartic experience for most of tletimis. For the first time in South African
history, victims — mostly black victims — were giva voice, an opportunity to express their

feelings and to recount their sufferings. Manyr@m had never talked about these terrible



moments, either because they were not allowed toecause they did not have the courage.
For the first time now, a supportive and sympathatidience was actually paying attention to
what they had to say (Graybill, 2002, p. 81). Thererfact that victims were allowed to talk
about the past meant a lot to them; it showedth&at experiences were officially
acknowledged and this made them feel respectedraarhbeings (see the victim analyses
conducted by the Centre for the Study of Violenog Reconciliation in Johannesburg, as
reported in Picker, 2003, p. 20).

The apartheid survivors who appeared before the EilBNVtold gruesome stories
about murder, torture, abduction, rape and arswnirtg these testimonies into highly
emotional narratives. These traumatic narrativeméal the starting point of an entire TRC
archive, on the basis of which the apartheid trawaa represented, remembered and dealt

with.

Conceptual background of the ‘Archive’

The establishment of the Truth and Reconciliatiem@ission, its proceedings and its final
results, were seen as an attempt to reconstitutth &drica’s apartheid past. The apartheid
experience was to be reconstructed and then retamtktreasured to serve as a reminder of
the past for future generations. Thousands ofnesties were gathered, many of them were
distributed in public, a Final Report summariseel @ommission’s findings and many books,
articles and dissertations reflected on the praogsdand the outcome of the Commission. In
this way, the TRC can be considered as an archmeeg particularly, it was a public archive
(Derrida, 2002, p. 49). The archive is a dual cphoghich refers not only to the past, by
means of repetition and remembrance, but alsoetdutinre. Derrida (1996, p. 68) therefore
calls the archive “the affirmation of the futuredome”. Although archiving is traditionally

understood as an act of remembering, at a proftauadl it is also an act of forgetting



(Derrida, 2002; Verne Harris, 2002). The archiveedaines what can be forgotten or
destroyed, so we can claim that destruction — Bar{1996, p. 94) even callsaitchival

violence- is an inherent element of the process of ambivi

An archive is often not closed: it is usually cledesised by open-ended layers of
construction and deconstruction. The archive cacobsidered as a “quasi-infinity of layers,
of archival strata that are at once superimposestpointed and enveloped in each other”
(Derrida, 1996, p. 22). To read and investigateatichive requires an activity that Derrida
equates with geological or archaeological excanatidn archive is always a reconstruction
and a reinterpretation of the past — which meaasitls crucial for an understanding of the
present and future of a society. In short, theiaects “the foundation of the production of
knowledge in the present, the basis for the idestf the present and for the possible

imaginings of communities in the future” (Hamiltd02, p. 9).

The TRC archive has been extremely important irttfséirica’s transition process,
since it was crucial in the construction of a odilee South African memory. The TRC
produced not only a new history of the new Southcafbut also the archive upon which that
past was constructed (Brent Harris, 2000, p. 1B0¢. TRC presented itself as an
institutionalized representative of the nation € #merefore it had the right to interpret the
past. It was hoped that this interpretation ofghast would herald a new, non-racial and
united nation. It is quite likely that the elemeafghe past that were excluded from this
archive — parts of the past that were not consigondde past by the TRC — would only in a
very limited way be (re)read, (re)visited or (régpreted in the future. Being part of the TRC
archive was therefore directly linked to the sigraihce attributed to a certain event,

document or person in post-TRC South Africa.

This chapter will first talk about the material TR@&hive by which the term archive,

in accordance with the Oxford Dictionary, will befahed as a “collection of historical



documents or records of a government, town, etcd ‘place where such records are kept”
(Oxford Advanced Learner’s Dictionary, 2005, p..63ur understanding of the ways in

which the TRC recorded and preserved its physiata dill then serve as a point of departure
for the analysis of the ‘Foucaultian TRC Archiviebucault’s (2002) view is that an archive is
not simply an institution, but rather “the law ohat can be said”, the system of statements, or
rules of practice, that give shape to what cancamhot be expressed. In this way, as we will
see at the end of the chapter, archives are oftdtndocuments of exclusion and “avenues to

particular configurations of power” (Hamilton, 2042 9).

The material TRC archive

The physical TRC archive consists of different i material. The construction of this
archive already started before the inception ofGbexmission. Numerous articles were
written in anticipation of the TRC (see for examBiepson, 1993; Miller, 1995; Minnaar,
1995; Newham, 1995), and there were some offiaiélipations on the coming into existence
of the Commission as well.

The main part of the TRC archive, however, toolpshafter the TRC Act had been
accepted by parliament in July 1995. The first congmt of the archive to consider should be
the TRC’s Report. This Report was issued in twasse parts: there is the Interim Report
(finished in 1998) and then the Final Report (taid in 2003). The compilation of this
Report was mentioned as one of the Commission&actibgs in the TRC Act: “the objectives
of the Commission shall be to promote nationalypit] by compiling a report providing as
comprehensive an account as possible of the aetvand findings of the Commission [...],
and which contains recommendations of measurerete@pt the future violations of human
rights” (TRC Act, chapter 2, article 3, 1(d)). Tiglicates that this Report was meant to be an

officialised reflection on the TRC process, as wasllan authoritative archive of the apartheid



past. Therefore, the TRC Report can be consideyedthe of the main pillars of the material
TRC archive.
In addition to the TRC Report, another importaen&nt of the TRC archive is the

Official TRC Website [fttp://www.justice.gov.za/try/ By making use of the World Wide Web

the TRC attempted to increase the accessibilitisarchive — a clear indication that
transparency and accountability were cherishedegalluthe TRC ideology. This website
gives an extensive overview of the Commission aedntains many extremely valuable
documents, which cannot easily be consulted inatingr way. Amongst others, the site
provides the transcriptions and decisions of eacheaery Amnesty hearing, the submissions
before the TRC of the political parties, the traigmons of all of the Human Rights

Violations hearings, the policy documents and wiedgstranscripts of the Reparation and
Rehabilitation Committee, and the entire PDF versibthe seven volumes of the TRC Final
Report.

Besides the TRC Report and the Official TRC Website material TRC archive also
consists of a wealth of primary data that was ctdie during the life span of the Commission.
These records include the written statements thkemthe 21,290 victims, the transcripts of
the workshops and in camera hearings held by th&, BRd reflections on the research
carried out by the Investigation Unit. All of thesleove-mentioned primary documents are in
TRC custody and they have been transmitted to Htehal Archives and Records Service of
South Africa.

There is yet another important part of the TRC ko be considered, namely the
original audio-visual data. All of the TRC publiedrings were recorded by the radio and TV
services of the South African Broadcasting CorpornaSABC). Many hours of live
recordings were transmitted over the radio and/iglen, and a lot of South Africans got in

touch with the Commission predominantly througlstheadio and TV broadcasts. Sound and



video recordings of public hearings are accessibthe National Archive in Pretoria or the
SABC in Johannesburg. Unfortunately, inadequatéepsional processing (such as detailed
description, indexing and cross-referencing) linthisir usefulness (Harris, 2002).

In addition to these primary sources, a largenetfthe largest — part of the material
TRC archive consists of secondary material. Thebarof articles, books, dissertations and
scholarly papers produced on the South African T&i@asically immeasurable. Especially at
the time of the actual TRC proceedings (mainly leetvApril 1996 and October 1998),
national — and to a lesser extent also internatiem@wspapers devoted a lot of attention to
the Commission. Certain newspapers had journalistking full-time on the TRC and the
Commission appeared in many of the national newegagn a daily basis. Giving an
overview of all of the popular articles on the TR@t appeared in magazines and newspapers
is an almost impossible task. Also the number bbkrly publications has increased
continuously over the last couple of years. In acaid circles all over the world the TRC has
been reflected upon from every possible perspedbedt judicial, psychological, religious,
linguistic or political — to mention but a few. the initial phase of the TRC these publications
were merely descriptive; later on they turned oute rather evaluative. Evidence of
continued academic interest in the TRC is alscetéolind in the number of conferences,
workshops and seminars organised almost monthlyow&lr the world Ph.D. students are
concentrating on the TRC, and there are even dpmxieses or semester programmes
devoted to it. All of this has resulted in a huggwork of authors and researchers focussing
on the TRC.

In addition to articles, books and academic re¢edhere is also an increasing amount
of audio-visual secondary material being produd@duloughout the lifetime of the TRC,
special radio and television programmes were brasgtdespecially by the South African

Broadcasting Corporation. The most popular of trsp@eial programmes was probably the



television series ‘Special Report’. This programnas broadcast every Sunday evening from
the 2£' of April 1996 till the 28" of March 1998, except for a few holiday breaksgdther

87 Special Reports were transmitted (see the Vidge Collection Project of Yale Law
School, where episodes from the Special Reportbeamatched:
http://trc.law.yale.edu/index.htm). Also documer@amwere made on the TRC, both inside
South Africa and abroad. Three of the best knowle@idocumentaries are ‘Facing the Truth’
(1999), ‘Long Night's Journey into Day’ (1999) at@€bnfronting the Truth’ (2006).

Finally, one facet of the TRC archive that is netagys taken into consideration is the
artistic creations and material objects. Literattineatre, dance and art all offer archival
possibilities to release information about the pastumber of novels, plays and movies have
the TRC as their main topic — for instance the gf&jbu and the Truth Commission’ by Jane
Taylor (1998) or ‘Truth in Translation’ by Michakeéssac (2007), the novels ‘Red Dust’ by
Gillian Slovo (2001) or ‘Playing in the Light’ byag Wycomb (2006), and the movie ‘In My
Country’ (2004).

The testimonies given before the HRV committeelmaseen as the first layer of a
specific part of this archive: while being givenese testimonies were simultaneously
interpreted, recorded and often broadcast livenbySABC. In a later stage they were
transcribed and put on the Official TRC WebsiteefHafter, novels and academic articles
were written, research was conducted and artefemts created on the basis of the
transcriptions or the audio-visual recordings.

It should be clear that it will be impossible teeelose this material TRC archive.
Although one part of the archive, consisting of phienary records, was closed to new
material when the data collection was concludec&mthe hearings were over and when the
Final Report was published, the largest part ofattehive will never be closed. Everyone will

be able to add something to this archive, to csiidt or to reinterpret it. This archive will be



open to an infinite number of readings, interpietet and contestations, so there will never
be a final closure.

Notwithstanding the TRC ideals of transparency @pehness, the accessibility of the
material TRC archive has been the topic of a gieat of controversy. The TRC Report
(1998, 5/8) recommended that “all Commission resdxel transferred to the National
Archives” after the Final Report was made publid #mat all these records should “be
accessible to the public, unless compelling reasaist for denying such access”. Also, the
Promotion of Access to Information Act (2001) stgiad that the official TRC archive
should be freely accessible to the South AfricablipuHowever, already shortly after the
closure of the TRC, it was claimed that most of TRC records remained outside the public
domain (Harris, 2002, p. 5). What this critic reéef to was that, although the TRC archive
was a public record in theory, in practice littdarmation was available on what materials
existed and where they could be found, which defipilimited accessibility. Similarly, over
the past decade, the South African History Arclinae repeatedly attempted to get access to
the TRC records — requests for access that hawaysalleen refused (Pigou, 2009). This
shows that the valuable information about the Wotaof human rights and the working of
the apartheid security establishment under aparibedtill very sensitive information in

present-day South Africa.

The Foucaultian TRC archive

Having considered the TRC as material archive]llvaw explore the TRC archive as
understood by the French philosopher Michel Fouctukssence, archiving involves a
complex network of inclusion, exclusion, forgettimgmembering, construction and
reconstruction, all of which being determined byvporelations. It is the exploration of

power relations that lies at the basis of Foucswuitiderstanding of the archive.
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The concept of the archive takes a central plaé®ucault’s ‘Archéologie du Savoir’ (1969,
2002). According to Foucault, the historian’s pobjeonsists of d pure description of
discursive eventss the horizon for the search for the unities fibvah within it” (Foucault
2002, p. 27, italic in original). Thidescription of discursive evertan be easily

distinguished from an analysis of language, sihae/blves far more than linguistic analysis:

“The question posed by language analysis of sosw®idiive fact or other is always:
according to what rules has a particular staterbeah made, and consequently
according to what rules could other similar statetsi®e made? The description of the
events of discourse poses a quite different questiow is it that one particular

statement appeared rather than another?” (20@Z)p.

It is all these systems of statements (whethertevarthings) that Foucault proposes to call
archive(2002, p. 128). It is clear that for Foucault #nehive does not refer to the material

archive, as described with regard to the TRC inptleeious paragraphs:

“By this term | do not mean the sum of all the setttat a culture has kept upon its
person as documents attesting to its past (...)dadmean the institutions, which, in
a given society, make it possible to record andgmes those discourses that one

wishes to remember and keep in circulation.” (2G02,28-129).
Instead:

“The archive is first the law of what can be sk system that governs the
appearance of statements as unique events. Batchie is also that which
determines that all these things said do not actatmendlessly in an amorphous
mass (...). [l]t is that which, at the very root bétstatement-event, and in that which

embodies it, defines at the outie® system of enunciabilitif]t is that which defines
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the mode of occurrence of the statement-thing;the system of its functionirfg.).”

(2002, p. 129, italics in original).

The archive can only be established by contexinglithe statement: “we must grasp the
statement in the exact specificity of its occuresraetermine its conditions of existence, fix at
least its limits, establish correlations with ots@atements that may be connected with it, and
show what other forms of statements it excludesuault, 2002, p. 30-31). Foucault (2002,
p. 55-58) hints at three principal aspects of tiohige that need to be investigated: the
researcher must find outho is speakings/he must describe tivestitutional sitefrom which
the discourse is produced and s/he should alsahalspecific situationnto consideration.
Based on the principle that everything is neved,s&searchers have to describe why certain
statements are more exceptional than others, wdyabre bestowed with a greater value and
therefore selected to be produced. When a researoberstands how the archive has been
established and why one statement appears insteambiher, he or she will get an insight

into the regimes of power that are operating betheduse of a certain discourse.

An overview of the material TRC archive gives usigit into the ways in which the
apartheid atrocities were represented and archivactoncrete way. However, understanding
the Foucaultian archive — understanding which statés were allowed to be made and
which rules of formation were applied in the conteikthe TRC victim hearings — forms the
foundation of this material archive. Understandiiyy victims talked about certain aspects of
their past experience, why TRC commissioners oslked particular questions and why
certain expressions were prohibited and therefeckuded from the TRC archive lies at the

basis of the constitution of the material archive.

Based on my research of the HRV hearings | condulat we could indeed talk

about certain rules of formation that were impletadrat the HRV hearings. Some statements
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were indeed preferred to other statements whiletlagid victims were testifying. Through
these rules of formation a specific discourse tslukpe at the HRV hearings, a discourse that

| have labelledeconciliation discourse

Reconciliation discourse at the HRV hearings

When a survivor stepped onto the stage in ordelithis or her story to the HRV Committee,
it was stressed, time and again, that he or shenaasallowed to talk about the traumatic
experience in his or her own words. Victims cowdstify in the language they preferred and
were to tell their stories to an understanding @sgpectful audience. They were allowed to
testify in the languages of their choice, eveméde languages fell outside of the eleven
official languages of South Africa (TRC Report, 8920/1, p. 282). It has, however, been
mentioned by a few scholars that the victims’ tastiies were not entirely free, but that they
were sometimes framed into a wider, overarchingametrative: critics have mentioned the
political narrative ohation building(Harper, 2000, p. 67; du Toit, 2002; Wilson, 1936)
‘new’ nationalist narrative (Humphrey, 2000, p. 1B legal-procedural, the mandarin-
intellectual and the religious-redemptive narrai(@/ilson, 2001, p. 104), the bureaucratic,
positivist and technical discourses (Buur, 2000 combination of nationalist discourse,

Christian discourse and discourse on African husrar{iPraeg, 2000).

Based on a thorough reading of all of the Humarh®i¥iolations testimonies, as
available on the Official TRC Website (http://wwustice.gov.za/trc/) and a discursive
analysis of 30 of them, my research concludedahttese HRV hearings a specific kind of
reconciliation discourse was constructed. The eéptoposition of my research was that the
South African Truth and Reconciliation Commissitwsld be regarded as a mechanism to
produce power through discourse. Importantly, aswllesee later, the exertion of power

should predominantly be regarded as a positivenagtdy productive aspect. Since | looked
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at a socio-political phenomenon from a discursigespective, | turned to conceptual frames
available in the field of Critical Discourse Analy¢CDA). Some of the aims of CDA are to
explore power relations among discourse particgant to reveal how — ideologically
coloured — power can be expressed through langisage-owler, 1996; Fairclough, 2001;

Van Dijk, 2001).

By reading through all of the HRVC testimoniesethme clear that specific discursive
patterns could be distinguished. These discursattems were based on external rules, such
as the structure of the testimonies (with one efdbmmittee members who guided the victim
through his/her testimony, after which questionsensesked by some of the other
commissioners) and the time frame the testifietstbastick to, but some of these patterns
were also constructed at the HRVC site itself.rhetgive a few examples of these discursive
patterns taking shape at the hearings themselussoFall, one notices that at the hearings
the concept of reconciliation itself tended to tverggly emphasised by the TRC
commissioners. They sometimes urged the victingpéak out in favour of reconciliation —

in particular having the testifie@onounceterms such as ‘reconciliation’ or ‘forgiveness’
appeared to be of the utmost concern. In somenossa victims were explicitly asked
whether they would be prepared to meet their peafmess, whether they would be prepared to
talk to the perpetrator, or, very straightforwardishether they would be willing to actually
reconcile with the wrongdoer. An example of a wictvho was openly asked to reconcile
comes from Lizzy Phike. This lady testifies beftte TRC because she was arrested by the
South African police and while in detention, hen seas shot dead. She is questioned by

commissioner Xundt

1 The fragments cited in this chapter are literalgein from the TRC website. Spelling mistakes and
grammatical errors have not been corrected. Thestia the cited fragments are always my own.
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REV XUNDU: You've told us the story that shows tliatyour community there was a

conflict. Are there efforts now that could lead you to redoateon?

MS PHIKE: No efforts — there were no efforts, b wduring the elections | raised the point

that the people who were oppressing us, who neaogized will never be our leaders.

REV XUNDU: You mean you have a wish that something shouldte sb that it could

bring about reconciliation?

MS PHIKE: My wish is that the people just beforeyh- the people who are going to be our
leaders, they must first talk to the people whooggressing us as we were fighting for

freedom.

REV XUNDU: Are you talking about the AZAPO organise and UDF?

MS PHIKE: I'm talking about the AZAPO people whowee came to apologize and who are
also enjoying the results of our freedom. We jusbtthem to come and apologize so that we

could be at peace.

Rev. Xundu starts by explicitly asking Ms. Phikeetler she is prepared to reconcile. Her

answer is not very straightforward, so he asksrag&iether she has a wish to establish

reconciliation. Through a number of fairly leadiggestions the commissioner tries to get this

testifier to actually pronounce the term recontidia— Ms. Phike does not follow him

however. Finally, she seems to be prepared to odepbut only if the enemies come forward

to apologise. According to this testifies, recaatibn is conditional, and although Rev.
Xundu insists on expressing reconciliation, Ms kBhdontinues to divide society in two

groups — reconciliation between those two group&(“and “they”) does not seem to be



unproblematic. In this example we see how the ExXrame offered by the leading
commissioner is not necessarily or automaticallypdeld by the victim. There could be
attempts at resistance, often carefully dealt Witlthe commissioner. In these illustrations we
get a clear sign of the intricate manner by whith HRV reconciliation discourse was
constructed. While it is clear that the entire disse was framed by the commissioners, it
was not void of power exertion from the side of thstifiers either.

In addition, committee members frequently conclugestimonies by using reconciliation-
oriented phrases. Testifiers were praised if thay displayed reconciling attitudes in the
course of their testimonies or if they were pregddceforgive their perpetrators. If victims had
been resentful, committee members sometimes atéehtptemper these feelings. They kept
emphasising that reconciliation was the only waludd a new South African society. This
is clearly illustrated in the testimony of Kennaéflanana, a former APLAmember who was
arrested and tortured by the South African Politeopenly expressed feelings of
forgiveness in the course of his testimony andithmcked up by commissioner Mkhize in

her final statement:

MR MANANA: This was mentioned to show that in diat had happened | now realise that

some of those things were mistakes and that thesgle who do something bad to me at the
present moment that I thinldo have the heart to receive them and forgiventh#ust to show

before the Commission that | do have the heanrgive

(...)

MS MKHIZE: We would like to thank you for having &e able to coméNe also thank you

for having started a new life. Also being readyedooncile and forgive. As you have already

2 APLA was the Azanian’s People Liberation Army, the military wing of the Pan-Africanist Congress.
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said that you are a new man, you have repentésl pity you for having suffered under the
hands of the police. We also believe that you watk us to add any information that we

might need in your statement. Thank you very much.

This idea that at the HRVC hearings the Commissied too much to push the victims to
reconciliation has been a critique voiced by a neindb scholars (Daly & Sarkin, 2007).
According to Chapman (2008) this was not the apyawgprole of the TRC — its task was to
advance national, not individual reconciliationdéed, as certain people argue, reconciliation
is such a personal feeling that it cannot be imgdisean official institution like the TRC
(Hamber & Wilson, 1999; Stanley, 2001).

In addition to establishing reconciliation amongudbpeid victims, the commissioners also
tried to enhance national solidarity at the HRV@rregs. What | have labellebmmunity
spirit can be seen as an aspect of national unity amshahsolidarity. Community spirit, as |
understand it here, refers to showing considerdtionther community members and
wanting to live together peacefully at the levetlod local community. Throughout the
hearings this aspect of community spirit was freqlyestressed — for instance by asking the
victim whether he/she would like to work togethethwocal community members to restore
peace in the village or the township. At the TR@s tommunal solidarity also tended to be
extended to a national level: the willingness tddba community together was expanded to a
willingness to build a nation together. This reglyi@appened by emphasising the need for
national unity and by proclaiming equality of ai¢¥ms in the opening and closing
statements of the testimonies. The underlying ngessaus conveyed was often that all South
Africans had suffered equally and they now all tadork together to build a united nation.
One example is taken from the testimony of MzotMaphumulo, who had three of his
children killed by members of the ANC. In his opanstatement, Mr. Dlamini evokes a few

aspects of the master narrative of national unity:
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MR DLAMINI: Mr Maphumulo and Mrs Maphumulo, | welaee you. Mr Maphumulo, you
are here because three of your children were killetione person who was a tenant at your
house. You are staying in a townsh¥jmur case is one of the saddest cases we've haaid,
people who are coming from townships and othelesegénts they know how you are feeling
because some of them have experienced\ttfa¢n | am looking at this testimony | realise
that organisations were used just because peopled/éo. We understand that your wife also

got injured in this attack.

In this statement, commissioner Dlamini refers teval of local community spirit and to a
level of national solidarity. By stressing how @ell-township dwellers might empathise with
the story the testifier is about to tell, the corssioner refers to a possible feeling of
togetherness among the inhabitants of these towsisim addition, by highlighting that other
people might have experienced the same traumatiatevindividual suffering is lifted to a
nation-wide level. The message is that all SoutticAhs have been victimised, they should
all sympathise with each other and strive for acpéad future.

Another example comes from the closing statemdnt4re. Nkabinde’s testimony, which
were clearly oriented towards national unity — bibid final words of leading commissioner
Dlamini and the actual closing statement of chaspe Lax. Mrs. Nkabinde was a supporter
of the Inkatha Freedom Party (IFP) and she waslkathby members of the ANC. As is
obvious from the words of commissioner Dlamini, M¥&kabinde is one of the rare IFP
victims who came forward to the TRC — the IFP offily boycotted the Commission. Her
courage is praised, but her political affiliatiamris her into an a-typical victim. Therefore, her
testimony is used by two of the commissionerstesstthat victims from different sides of

the apartheid conflict suffered equally:
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COMMISSIONER DLAMINI: Again | will also like to sayrom all these places where we've

been in most cases ANC people are the ones whmarimg forward to give evidence, and
that thing makes it difficult to find evidence, aKitlalso like to thank you for your courage as
an IFP member to come forward and give evidendhagone can see that it wasn't just IFP
fighting alone, they were fighting with someottss not just IFP, it was IFP/ANC. No one
came out innocenANC people thought they were the ones who wereheing killed and no
one else, and women and children died. This pid¢tiaeyou just gave us, | am sure that even
the ANC will realise that they were not the onewist lost children and wives, but also

Inkatha people.

(...)

COMMISSIONER LAX: You heard - you must have hedrd evidence of the lady before

you, Mrs Khumalo. She told a similar story to ydnoat being attacked in her own house, the
house being set alight, and in her case she saisiimembers of the IFP who did that. In
your case you said it was members of the ARG our view is that from wherever this
violence comes it's wrongnd that you and Mrs Khumalo are sitting here ttogeyou are
members of different parties, but you have botmm lwéims of violenceAnd what has that
violence brought to you? Nothing except sadness, feisery. And we hope that the message

will go out from this Commission that violence do&selp anything.

A few more characteristics of this HRVC discouraa be distinguished, such as the
fact that emotional discourse - descriptions diut@ experiences and elaborations on
physical or medical conditions - tended to be vdJule fact that the commissioners took an
objective stance vis a vis the South African pdditiparties, the fact that testifiers were
allowed to identify both as victim and as perpeitrathe fact that the audience played an

important role in the way the discourse was franaed, the fact that attributing respect to the
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victims was of the utmost importance. | cannot etate on all of these features here, but
what | have tried to illustrate is that at the HRY€arings the testifiers’ linguistic space was
somewhat confined. In fact, this discourse toolpshaainly on the basis of the stimulating
input of the HRVC committee members. It was thesamissioners who guided the
testimony and who dominated the interaction withtéstifiers.

The reason for this discursive framing by the HRd@@nmittee members has
sometimes been attributed to the TRC'’s politicarata — the political constellation needed a
stable and reconciled nation, without overt expoessof revenge or hatred (Buur, 1999;
Grunebaum-Ralph & Stier, 1999; Kjeldgard & Nexo92¥ This is, however, a very
controversial element of TRC criticism and we hewvee very cautious of this accusation. In
fact, my research also showed that the contribudfidhe HRVC testifiers formed an equally
important aspect of the reconciliation discourdee Testifiers often added extra layers to this
master narrative — for instance by interpretingprediation in a very personal manner, by
only conditionally accepting the concept of commsmdidarity, or by explicitly being angry
and by refusing to even consider forgiveness (ssedblaege, 2008). This means that also
the individual HRVC victims provided significantgat, by accepting or rejecting the framing
of the commissioners and by constantly negotiagicaeptable terminologies and
indexicalities. We can conclude by stating that@ligh the voice of the commissioners was
dominant, the HRVC testimonies were definitely om&tructed. The reconciliation discourse
was created at the HRVC hearings through an irtiered process — by commissioners
introducing certain topics and by testifiers eitaecepting, modifying or ignoring these
topics. These implicit rules that determined thestauction of the HRVC discourse

characterize the Foucaultian — as opposed to theriala— archive.
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The impact of the TRC archive

It is clear that the TRC archive — the way in whilel apartheid trauma’s were represented —
can be interpreted as both a depository of matdatd, and as a concept referring to the rules
of formation of the TRC discourse. This twofoldlave had a twofold impact on South
African society, with both a concrete and an alosirapact. The concrete impact, which is
related to thenaterial archive was that the apartheid experiences were arcliorgubsterity.
The multilayered and open-ended material TRC aectiascribed above composed a
collective memory that was the official archivetloé apartheid past. As stated before, an
archive does not only refer to the past, by me&mnspetition and remembrance, but also to
the future. An archive constitutes the collectivennory of a society; a collection that will
always be there to consult and that, as a resuitgcadually be forgotten by the people of
that society. This officially authorised TRC arahigan never be ignored anymore and it is
intended to be cherished by future generationsteltiees exist a record of the apartheid past

now and this record will always be there to beawtd upon and analysed.

The abstract impact, which is related to Boeicaultian archivewas that the TRC
reconciliation discourse stimulated South Africemghoroughly debate and reflect on
reconciliation. As we have seen, a specific kindezbnciliation discourse was interactively
constructed at the HRVC hearings of the TRC. It ewasd of discourse with typical
characteristics and — according to Foucault — §ipatiles of formationthe concepts of
reconciliation and national unity were predomingitlesent, the language was very
emotional and it demonstrated that many South Afiscwere both victim and perpetrator of
apartheid crimes. Throughout the testimonies, afloéspect was also paid to the apartheid
victims, even though the utterances that fitteditt the expectation of reconciliation tended
to be more appreciated. Based on this discoursth@dricans learned how to listen to each

other, how to pay respect to one another and hdalkabout highly traumatizing
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experiences. For more than two years, the entivethSafrican society was permeated by
reconciliation discourse — mainly through the imevhent of the media — and as a result the
debate on reconciliation was opened up in Soutlc&fPeople started to reflect on
reconciliation and to look at the feasibility otamciliation in their personal lives. They
understood that they had to respect one anotradritth apartheid experiences had been
extremely emotional and that the only way forwaabwy working together. After the
transition to democracy in 1994 a new discoursetbdm established to talk about South
African society. As claimed by Gobodo-Madikizel®@3, p. 56), it is always necessary to
forge a vocabulary of peace in the aftermath ofsnwagedy. People had to start thinking
about one another differently, which also involtaliing about and to one another by means
of a language adapted to the new dispensation.rdcapto my interpretation, it is in this
search for a new socio-political discourse thatftR€ acted as a catalyst, with the HRVC
reconciliation discourse forming the foundatiorttagé wider societal discourse.

It is important to note, though, that this positingact of the TRC was especially
notable in the years immediately following the Coission’s proceedings. The South African
Reconciliation Barometer indicated that in 2008¢hgas a manifest decrease in optimism
relating to the peaceful coexistence of peopleiftér@nt races. Nevertheless, the results of
the SA Reconciliation Barometer 2010 highlight anftver of positive inroads again:
“Importantly, a majority of South Africans still beve that a unified country is a desirable
goal, and despite some reservations about whetheatahis can occur in practice, this
represents a crucial foundation for reconciliatioffso, despite the time that has passed since
the conclusion of the TRC “most South Africand $&i€l that forgiveness for the crimes of
the past is possible, and agree on the importaihiw®waing forward collectively” (IJR

Reconciliation Barometer 2010).
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Both the concrete impact of the HRV archive (cdostg a collective memory) and
the abstract impact (enhancing the debate on rdiation) should be seen as positive
influences on South African society. | have usedtdrmproductivepowerto refer to this
positive impact: the TRC as an institution exeitgllience on society, since it stimulated
people to reflect on reconciliation and to consitherimplementation of reconciliatory
attitudes in their personal lives. This power sdawdt be seen as detrimental, but rather as a

constructive and advantageous force in terms oftSAfrica’s future

Conclusion

A large number of the apartheid crimes committedigySouth African government, the
security forces, or the liberation movements, wkrkned as gross human rights violations.
As a result of the proceedings of the Truth andoReitiation Commission, the truth about
these violations was revealed (in many cases)ttes® violations were recorded and
archived for future reference. In this article Vadirst talked about the material TRC archive
— the way in which these violations were represeotancretely. | have then taken this
material archive as the point of departure to disdhe Foucaultian archive, the rules of
formation upon which the HRV reconciliation disceeitook shape. It is obvious that these
rules of formation are the foundations of the wawhich the apartheid violence is
represented. Underlying the entire HRV discoursetlae rules that establish why one
statement is preferred to another, why one phrageaas instead of another. When
understanding what sort of statements are allowéxd texpressed, by whom and when, we
get an insight into the regimes of power that grerating behind a certain discourse.
According to Derrida (1996, p. 2ychonsare the ‘entities’ that command and control the
archived material. They have to unify, identity aassify the records, and they also have the

power to interpret the archive. This power to contine material is defined by Derrida as
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archontic powerln the case of the HRV reconciliation discourse #énchontic power

(Derrida 1996, p. 3) was predominantly exercisethieyTRC commissioners, in combination
with the testifiers and the HRV audience. The cossmners directed this discourse in a
particular way, possibly on the basis of certainamal objectives (such as dealing with the
past and striving for a reconciled nation); thdifiess added their own interpretative layer
onto this discourse (they wanted to feel recognastlacknowledged, they wanted to tell

their personal truth about past traumatic expegsnthey often wanted to be compensated for
past suffering); and the audience was also invoingde construction of the reconciliation
discourse (by laughing or shouting and by sometisogporting the testifier). This co-
constructed reconciliation discourse was then gexband archived in transcriptions, films,

publications and artefacts.

Although the material and the Foucaultian archieeiatertwined, | have linked these
archives to a twofold impact on South African sbciéhe establishment of a collective and
officialized memory, and the creation of a natioml@vdebate on reconciliation. In fact, the
material archive would not exist without the rutégormation that formed the basis of the
HRYV reconciliation discourse. On the other hand, rtiaterial archive also reinforces the
debate on reconciliation. Especially nowadays, atmo0 years after the TRC proceedings
have officially come to an end, it is the publicas, films and museum exhibits that keep the
reconciliation debate alive. Both the material areland the reconciliation debate are
fundamental in the building of a unified and peaté&iture for South Africa: the collection of
material documents will keep reminding people allbetatrocities that were committed
under apartheid; talking about and reflecting aroneiliation will keep reminding South
Africans about the need to work towards a recodaleciety. As also claimed by Desmond
Tutu (2010): “reconciliation in South African shduiot be taken for granted,; it has to be

worked on continuously, for instance by payingteoloattention to the socio-economic and
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racial fault lines that still persist” (see webfethe Institute for Justice and Reconciliation).
One of the basic principles of Critical Discoursealdysis is that language is a form of social
practice; it is also argued that language takesn&ral position in the production of social and
political power (see Fairclough, 1989). Followingu€ault (1984) | regard power as a
positive concept, a stimulating force that can hapesitive impact on society. Indeed, the
bottom-line of this chapter is that reconciliatidiscourse (i.e. a discursive representation of
the apartheid past) exerted concrete impact onrguestheid South Africa. By reflecting on
reconciliation, people are constantly remindechefrieed for reconciliation, which might
encourage them to show more openness towards peaoekistence. This openness can take
various forms, both on an individual and on a gowegntal level. The Truth and
Reconciliation Commission has to be seen as asfiegt towards a just and reconciliation
South African society. Remembering the past angikgethe debate on reconciliation going
are just another step in this process. Reparateasuores to close the socio-economic gap in
South Africa, alongside a reform of some of theéestastitutions are also crucial if South

Africa wants to become a truly reconciled socidgn(Hofmeyr, 2009).
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