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· Associate Professor Richard Calland is Professor of Public Law at UCT where he teaches constitutional and human rights law. He also heads UCT’s Democratic Governance and Rights Unit.
· Professor Peter Vale is the Nelson Mandela Professor of Political and International Studies at Rhodes University. In 1993 he authored South Africa’s Future Foreign Policy by Nelson Mandela.
· Laurie Nathan is a research fellow at the London School of Economics and UCT and a former director of the Centre for Conflict Resolution.
· Andrew Puddephatt is a member of the board of the European Council of Foreign Relations. In 2005 he co-founded Global Partners & Associates, to promote effective governance  and democratic practice in countries around the world.
· Dr Nomfundo Ngwenya has recently completed her PhD on the political economy of the South African and African Diaspora and currently heads a foreign policy programme at the South African Institute for International Affairs.
Professor Richard Calland: Human rights and the national interest: is it so simple?
The preamble to the constitution speaks about the need to build a united and democratic South Africa for the country to be able to take its rightful place as a sovereign state in the family of nations. 

The first part of this sentence suggests that foreign policy begins at home. The question is whether there is not an inextricable relationship between the protection of human rights at home and our foreign policy.
Conversely, can one instil the values of the constitution at home if one abandons them beyond one’s own borders?
For example, does our relationship with China undermine the promotion of a human rights culture or the rights of workers in South Africa?
There is a need for far-reaching research and advocacy as well as a robust and engaging public discourse on the subject.

Professor Peter Vale: The promise and origins of the 1993 foreign policy piece by Nelson Mandela

The document is a composite creation rather than the product of one man – Nelson Mandela. It is couched in a language suggestive of a country with a still non-existent or inchoate foreign policy and reminiscent of the liberalism of former US president Jimmy Carter in the 1970s.

Predating the constitution as it does, it is noticeably free of trendy jargon and is based on an economic analysis in the spirit of the RDP rather than GEAR.
Laurie Nathan: Anti-imperialism trumps human rights in South African foreign policy
Criticism of South Africa’s appeasement of authoritarian and dictatorial regimes is based on a misunderstanding of the foreign policy of the ruling party and the historical ideology that informs it.

Such foreign policy takes its inspiration from a Marxist-Leninist ANC liberation movement that was essentially Africanist, democratic and anti-imperialist.

The government’s anti-imperialist foreign policy has, regrettably, benefited dictatorial regimes rather than their victims.

The ruling party’s commitment to the promotion of human rights has been dominated by its preoccupation with the dominance of the North and the developed world and its perceived abuse of international fora such as the UN.

While this logic is hard to fault, such foreign policy has supported  oppressive regimes and can thus be seen as reactionary.

Andrew Puddephatt: A view from the Global North
Ultimately, foreign policy is based on the pursuit of national interest. It is also the domain of elites rather than that of the broad masses.
South Africa is seen as a political enigma by the West. It is a liberal democracy that owes its existence, in part, to international anti-apartheid solidarity and foreign aid. While one can understand its fiercely anti-imperialist rhetoric, its support of dictatorial regimes is an anomaly.
If the western promotion of human rights is seen as imperialist, an alternative from the global South is patently lacking.
There has been a shift in the UN, especially in African block countries, from support for a liberal internationalist position towards the doctrine of state sovereignty.

Reasons for this include the superpower status of the USA, its support for Israel and also a combination of resentment, resistance and independence. 

It is likely that in the near future we will see the USA revert to unilateralism and the re-emergence of Europe as a significant global political player.

One has to ask how South Africa’s anti-imperialist stance will serve its national interests in future and address current global challenges such as economic security, terrorism and climate change.

Dr Nomfundo Ngwenya: Where is South Africa’s foreign policy heading? Likely points of strategic emphasis
There is a need to debunk the myth of ‘the moral Mandela foreign policy’.
Hitherto an overemphasis on the role of individuals and personalities has resulted in a failure to examine adequately the ideology of the ANC both as a former liberation movement and as a ruling party.

Contrary to appearances, there has not been a fundamental shift in the role played by human rights in the country’s foreign policy.

If one looks at the mission statements of the Department of International Relations and Cooperation, Government policy on human rights is not expressly articulated.

The Zuma administration has not made any radical contribution to the interpretation of the role of human rights in foreign affairs.

South Africa cannot avoid indefinitely taking a position on certain international issues.  

Its failure to act as a regional power and to provide viable alternatives undermines its credibility and its own national interests.

In the past it has not always shown such an inability or unwillingness to act resolutely – as exemplified by its conduct of NEPAD and more recently, the introduction of the BRT system.

But in the arena of human rights it seems to have deferred to the leadership of the West.

South Africa has hitherto been reluctant to be seen as a regional bully but the continent now expects the country to show leadership, as recently acknowledged by President Zuma.

There is a need to begin a new regional and especially sub-Saharan dialogue which has human rights at its centre.

Civil society, which played a crucial role in the struggle against apartheid, has a significant role to play in the formulation of foreign policy.
Round table discussion
· There is an apparent contradiction between South Africa’s anti-imperialist policy and China’s growing role on the African continent.

· There is a dichotomy between a purely moral position – which is often seen as politically juvenile – and a more mature, realist and pragmatic approach, predicated on financial interests.

· Alliances between South Africa and certain South and Latin-American countries such as Brazil and Colombia exemplify this dichotomy.

· In foreign policy, there is an array of competing interests such as money, individual contracts and notions of ‘one’s place at the table’.
· Questions arise as to who makes South Africa’s foreign policy and there is a need to democratise and widen the discourse beyond a select coterie.

· Foreign policy can be reduced to the dictates of domestic interests.

· In the past the role of individual personalities in making foreign policy has been overemphasised and even romanticised.

· Human rights are a small part of foreign policy and are seen by government as expendable and subservient to the dictates of national interests.

· Countries find it difficult to sustain ethical foreign policies in the light of pressing domestic needs, a growing divergence of views on human rights issues and the polarity between the developing and the developed worlds.

· Human rights are often perceived as ‘the agenda of the North’.

· Great Britain’s perception of South Africa  as a ‘new member of the liberal democracy club’ is gradually being replaced by the realisation that South Africa’s allegiance to the solidarity of the South often inclines it to vote against liberal human rights resolutions.

· There is a growing concern that South Africa’s foreign policy is ‘up for sale to the highest bidder’ and hence a need for greater disclosure of funding.
· The global financial crisis has had serious consequences for the debate on international relations, governance and institutional reform.

· As the only African country to be included in the G20, South Africa’s views are increasingly contested by other African countries.

· There needs to be a far more robust debate about how South Africa strategically views itself as a ‘middle power’ as well as the limitations of such a role in the global arena.
· The legacy of colonialism has resulted in a profound inferiority complex of many African nations and the perception that they will never have ‘an equal seat at the table’ in a global arena dominated by former imperialist powers.

· It is naïve to think that South Africa can have normal bilateral and multilateral relations in a region which is still in throws of seismic historical and sociological change.

· SADC has failed abysmally to achieve its goals.

· Mbeki’s contribution to South Africa’s foreign policy was influenced by the fact that he was an egotist, who was “flattered to be at the table of the highest” as well as by his status as the sole determiner of foreign policy.

· With the accession to power of the new Zuma administration, there is now a need to broaden and democratise the formulation of foreign policy.

· When examining South Africa’s role in promoting human rights, the role played by the international community in the struggle against apartheid should not be overlooked.

· China, once the leader of the developing world with an anti-imperialist agenda has emerged as a prominent global player with an increasingly imperialist agenda.

· South Africa’s policy on arms exports (often to rogue states) can best be explained by the triumph of national interests over the promotion of human rights, as well as strategic and even financial interests of individuals within the ruling elite.

· South Africa’s anti-imperialist and anti-western stance is crucially, a rejection of the power and dominance of neo-colonial powers who once treated Africans as barbaric savages.

· We embrace China with alacrity because it is not an imperial power which dictates what our political position should be; but behind the scenes in Pretoria there are real concerns about China’s acquisitive agenda.
· There is a need for more research and debate on the nature of national interests; national values are not necessarily juxtaposed against but often shape the formulation of such interests.
· Also needed is more debate on South Africa’s constitution, which refers to international humanitarian law rather than to foreign policy as such.

· There is a need to ask whether South Africa’s anti-imperialist stance still serves any purpose and also to confront the notion of selective anti-imperialism (in the context of China).

· The discourse on foreign policy and human rights is dominated by a liberal preoccupation with civil and political rights rather than socio-economic rights and justice.

· The European Council on Foreign Relations can be seen as an attempt to create a stronger pan-African framework for discussing European foreign policy.

· With an extensive budget and the largest diplomatic corps in the world, the EU diplomatic service has the potential to become a serious diplomatic player.

· Greater discussion about foreign policy is necessary to inform decisions at a political level.

· The formation of a South African Council on Foreign Relations has been mooted but needs to be further explored.

· The emergence of a global political consciousness has made it unlikely that regional conflicts such as the Israel-Palestine one remain geographically confined and this has had a substantial effect on foreign policy.

· The looming crisis in neighbouring Swaziland will be a litmus test of our emergent foreign policy and of whether it will become more forward-looking rather than remain reactive.

· Our ability to manage our relations with the West will in future correspond to the degree to which we are able to successfully manage race relations domestically.

· South Africa’s clumsy and controversial handling of the refusal of the Dalai Lama’s visa application highlights the need for regional and area studies so as to ensure that henceforth important foreign policy decisions are based on a sound knowledge rather than on ignorance.

· The idea of a foreign relations academy presents an excellent opportunity for independent scholarship and analysis which can play a useful role in informing foreign policy but it needs to have the buy-in of Government.

· China’s impact as a global player can best be measured in the long-term. Probably the most profound change looming on the horizon is the influence of the Chinese language in revolutionising existing conceptions of international affairs and their discourse.

· In an effort to develop and refine our foreign policy, institutions such as the Democratic Governance and Rights Unit can play a crucial role in developing a body of expertise – through the holding of conferences and seminars and the commissioning and writing of relevant research papers.

· Even more crucial than papers restricted to regional issues, is deep research and quality teaching in subjects that inform foreign relations.

· At the end of the day, the law should serve social, economic and political goals rather than the other way around.

· International relations is a discipline deserving of far more rigorous academic study and research than is the case at present. 
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