




HIGHLANDS NORTH | R 1 799 900

Ideally positioned freehold home offering 3 spacious 
bedrooms and 2 bathrooms (main en suite). Comfortable 
living spaces include a lounge, dining room and family 
room, flowing to a modern kitchen and patio. Enjoy a 
private garden with pool, double garage and staff acc, all 
conveniently close to shuls, schools and major amenities. 

Web Ref: JRL339133 2

PERCELIA ESTATE BORDER | R 2 999 000

Asking more. Well-positioned on the Percelia Estate border, 
Generous home offers 3 to 4  large bedrooms, two modern 
bathrooms, guest toilet. Study, expansive reception areas 
flow onto a patio, pool and garden. Modern-eat in Kitchen.
Great security, staff accommodation and plenty of secure 
parking.

Web Ref: JRL375933 2

Joel Harris: 082 926 0287    
Laureen Shalpid: 083 789 0229 

www.jawitz.co.za | Registered with the PPRA Buy   Sell   Rent   Manage   Own

ABBOTSFORD | R 3 490 000

Move to the next stage in your property ownership journey 
– this inviting family home awaits your viewing pleasure. 
With 3 receptions; study/home office; 4 bedrooms; 3 
bathrooms; flatlet/staff, dbl garage + dbl carport, pool & 
awesome garden. Good proximity to the Hindu Temple, 
Great Park Shul & Houghton Mosque.

Web Ref: JRL33995

Chrissie Hammer: 082 568 0440

MORNINGSIDE | R 4 895 000

A private haven for the discerning family, featuring sun-
filled tiled interiors, warm living spaces with wood burners 
and seamless flow to a tranquil garden with pool, covered 
patio and braai. Offers an open-plan lounge, dining room 
gourmet kitchen, 3 ensuite bedrooms, staff room, double 
garage and 24/7 security. 

Web Ref: JRL375573 3

Linette Oosthuizen: 082 572 5314 

FOR SALE

Joel Harris: 082 926 0287    
Laureen Shalpid: 083 789 0229 
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Protesters stand up to bullying of Cape Union Mart
TALI FEINBERG

The tide could be turning against 
antisemitism in Cape Town, 
demonstrated by a group of young South 
Africans who came out this past weekend 

to stand up to extremists protesting outside Cape 
Union Mart at the Victoria & Alfred (V&A) Waterfront. 
They protested silently and stoically as slurs were 
hurled at them and Hezbollah flags were waved.

Thom Thamaga, senior pastor of Without Walls 
Christian Family Church in Khayelitsha, brought 
together young people from faith communities 
and civil society to counter-protest. “Many were 
Christians who stand with Israel,” Thamaga told 
the SA Jewish Report. “Others were ordinary South 
Africans who differ on political details but are deeply 
troubled by the normalisation of intimidation and 
extremism in public protest.”

For more than two years, extremists have harassed 
shoppers and defamed Jews in protests outside 
local Cape Union Mart stores. The Palestine Solidarity 
Campaign (PSC) and its supporters falsely claim that Cape 
Union Mart Executive Chairperson Philip Krawitz supports 
Israel’s military and was complicit in its Gaza war, lies they 
have perpetuated despite the truth being clearly conveyed 
to them. Krawitz has since sued several individuals and 
the PSC, and the case will be heard in February.

The group of young protesters stood silently in the 
face of open intimidation, holding their posters criticising 
extremist violence. “What unfolded was a counter-protest 
on multiple fronts,” Thamaga says. “Different groups 
highlighted related concerns, including the threat posed 
by radical ideology and the persecution of minorities 
across the Middle East and Africa. Others expressed 
solidarity with the Iranian people, drawing attention to 
the world’s selective silence.”

He organised the counter-protest because he says 
what has been happening outside Cape Union Mart 
“has moved beyond legitimate protest into harassment, 
intimidation, and economic targeting”.

South Africa has “a painful history of coercion 
and intimidation”, and “we recognise those patterns 
when they re-emerge”, Thamaga says. Repeated 
demonstrations aimed at “pressuring a business, 
intimidating staff and customers, and publicly vilifying 
people by association, cross a serious line”.

Staying silent “would amount to complicity”, he says. 
The counter-protest was necessary to say that South 
Africa mustn’t normalise “intimidation, antisemitism, 
or the abuse of protest culture to bully businesses or 
communities”.

The counter-protesters also made it clear that 
“supporting Israel’s right to exist and to defend itself isn’t 
a crime”, and that disagreement over geopolitics “doesn’t 
justify targeting Jewish people or businesses”.

The counter-protest also showed that protest culture 
shouldn’t be allowed to be “captured” by “extremist 
ideologies, militant symbolism, or selective outrage” 
that ignores persecution “when it doesn’t fit a preferred 
political narrative”, he says.

South Africans expressed agreement in December 
2025, when ordinary people and the South African 
National Bioinformatics Institute stood up to the PSC, 

which wanted a Kirstenbosch concert by local musician 
David Scott – known as The Kiffness – cancelled, because 
Scott is critical of radical Islam and terrorism. On social 
media, hundreds of ordinary South Africans condemned 
anti-Israel extremists’ hatred and hypocrisy, signalling 
that they wouldn’t tolerate such radicalism.

South Africans also criticised extremists for waving the 
Hezbollah flag, and the V&A Waterfront for allowing it. 
One woman, speaking anonymously for her own security, 
rhetorically addressed Waterfront management, saying, 
“There has now been two-plus years of this [hatred] 
outside one of your most loyal anchor tenants, being 
targeted as a Jew, and terrorist flags being openly waved.”

She pointed out that Hezbollah is proscribed as 
a terrorist organisation in the United States; United 
Kingdom; multiple European countries; Canada; Japan; 
Malaysia; New Zealand; Argentina; Saudi Arabia; the 
United Arab Emirates; and Bahrain. “Yet [Waterfront] 
visitors from these very countries are being confronted by 
this flag. What will it take to stop this insanity?”

Thamaga says the counter-protesters felt “deeply 
disturbed” at seeing the Hezbollah flag. Waving such a 
flag in a public space is “intimidation and provocation”, 
he says. That moment “confirmed that these protests are 
increasingly about radical ideology and the legitimisation 
of terrorist movements”.

In August 2025, the Western Cape High Court ordered 
protesters to stop harassing customers outside Cape 
Union Mart stores and preventing shoppers from going 
into the stores. The V&A Waterfront has since ensured that 
extremists protest only in a designated area opposite the 
store. However, many observers feel that this isn’t enough.

A Jewish community member who posts under the 
account @that_jew_from_southafrica, also speaking 
anonymously for her own safety, called on the shopping 
centre to stop the extremist protests “before you have 
blood on your hands”.

Addressing the fact that children were seen waving 
Hezbollah flags, she asked how centre management 
could allow it. The extremists “spew vile, hateful rhetoric, 
breaking several rules of the V&A Waterfront’s code of 
conduct”, she says.

South African Zionist Federation spokesperson Rolene 

Marks says flying the Hezbollah flag “is an endorsement 
of terror. When this is directed at Jewish-owned 
businesses, it becomes targeted intimidation.”

She says extremists know that Hezbollah isn’t 
designated a terrorist organisation in South Africa, and 
exploit this. But that legal technicality “doesn’t make 
the act morally defensible. It exposes a profound ethical 
bankruptcy.” She commends ordinary South Africans who 
say, “Not in our name.”

However, “a society that allows terrorist 
flags in its most prominent public spaces 
cannot claim to oppose extremism”, Marks 
says. “Where is the City of Cape Town? 
Where is the South African Police Service? 
Where is Waterfront management?”

“We welcome the support of South 
Africans who peacefully stood up to 
extremist protests,” says Cape South 
African Jewish Board of Deputies (Cape 
SAJBD) Executive Director Daniel Bloch. 
“We encourage continued support for this 
proudly South African business, which has 
been unfairly targeted for more than two 
years.”

The Cape SAJBD is “deeply concerned” 
by the “ongoing intimidation” of shoppers, 
including the open display of a Hezbollah 
flag. Hezbollah’s flag is a symbol of 
“terrorism against Jews and Israelis; impacting Jewish, 
Christian, Druze, and Muslim communities alike”, Bloch 
says.

That a “rag-tag but vocal group is permitted, weekend 
after weekend, to wave such symbols in a public, family-
friendly space is unacceptable”, he says. “We will continue 
to raise these concerns with the relevant authorities. This 

behaviour mustn’t be normalised.”
Says Simone Sulcas, the legal advisor of Cape 

Union Mart Group, “We respect the right to peaceful 
protest,” and “urge all groups to exercise this democratic 
freedom lawfully and responsibly.” Disruptive actions 
“undermine public safety and the rights of shoppers and 
businesses” and have an impact on the Waterfront as an 
internationally recognised tourist attraction.

The #EndJewHatred campaign which has 115 000 
followers on 
Instagram, shared 
videos of the 
counter-protesters, 
saying that 
their message 
was “stark and 
urgent” because 
the “massacre 
of Christians [by 
jihadists] cannot 
be ignored or 
excused – [it is] 
the direct result 
of extremist 
ideologies 
that glorify 
violence and 
dehumanisation”.

To the South African Jewish community, Thamaga says, 
“You aren’t alone. Many South Africans stand with you 
and in defence of your right to live, work, and worship 
without fear or intimidation.”

The SA Jewish Report reached out to V&A Waterfront 
management, but didn’t receive a response by the time 
of publication.

Solomon said consistency was critical if South Africa 
wished to maintain credibility in international fora.

“If you take a stance in terms of human rights, 
for example, taking Israel to the ICJ, you need to be 
consistent,” he said. “Whether it’s the situation in 
Sudan, northern Ethiopia, or on the streets of Tehran.”

“Selective condemnation is problematic because it 
weakens the credibility of South Africa’s foreign policy 
pronouncements beyond its borders,” Solomon said.

The South African Zionist Federation (SAZF) said the 
government’s response to Iran reflected a departure 
from the universal human rights principles that once 
defined South Africa’s international standing.

“Once, South Africa championed human rights 
as indivisible and absolute,” the organisation said. 
“Today, they are applied selectively, depending on 
political alignment.”

The SAZF said South Africa’s continued 
engagement with authoritarian governments, 
including Iran, risked aligning the country with 
regimes rather than civilian populations affected by 
repression.

What began as widespread economic protests last 
year escalated into sustained unrest in major cities 
including Tehran, Isfahan, Mashhad, and Shiraz. The 
demonstrations were reportedly triggered on  

28 December by shopkeepers in downtown Tehran, 
and quickly spread nationwide. Independent 
reporting has been severely restricted amid an 
ongoing digital blackout. Families of victims have 
reported intimidation, while lawyers, activists, and 
journalists have been detained.

Iranian officials have continued to promise harsh 
punishment for those arrested, repeatedly referring 
to protesters as “rioters” and accusing them of acting 
on behalf of foreign powers. Authorities have blamed 
the US and Israel for allegedly funding and arming 
the protests, claims that have been widely disputed.

In an unusual admission, Khamenei said on 
Saturday, 17 January, that “several thousand” had 
been killed during the unrest, while the theocratic 
establishment maintains that the deaths were caused 
by agents affiliated with foreign powers rather than 
state forces. Tens of thousands of people are believed 
to have been arrested, with Iranian authorities 
continuing to announce new detentions almost daily.

As unrest continues in Iran and reports of mass 
arrests mount, scrutiny of South Africa’s foreign policy 
posture is likely to intensify. For critics, the central 
issue is not whether South Africa has spoken, but 
whether its response matches the gravity of events 
unfolding on the streets of Iran.

SA’s response to Iran reeks of hypocrisy
>>Continued from page 1
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Counter-protesters outside Cape 
Union Mart at the V&A Waterfront
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More than 30 years ago, Somaliland declared itself independent 
from Somalia. It has been functioning as a country with all the 
elements and practices of an ordinary state such as defined 

borders, a flag, citizens, government, and identity and passport documents 
which are used throughout the world. It has a tax system, which it uses to 
provide quality service delivery. Though Somaliland is able to issue passports 
which are used throughout the world, the world hasn’t come to terms with the 
recognition of Somaliland.

Somaliland is far from being like virtual states such as Palestine, Catalonia, 
or Western Sahara, which don’t function like real states. Somaliland has a 
hybrid three-tier system combining formal government branches, and a 
three-party political system closely monitored by the state, with 
the electorate voting for candidates among the three parties.

Even without formal diplomatic recognition, 
Somaliland has had strong economic, cultural, and 
political ties with progressive economies such as 
Ethiopia, the United Arab Emirates, Israel, and 
others.

Is Somaliland a hopeless state like the 
collapsed state of Somalia? Definitely not. It 
has created a solid, resilient, and self-reliant 
economic model in which it exports livestock 
and diaspora remittances that strengthen its 
small but vibrant economy. What should be 
noticed and appreciated by the world is that 
Somaliland has never experienced any terrorist 
attacks, unlike Somalia, which is prone to them.

Taiwan, which considers itself an independent state 
with a similar experience and challenges to Somaliland, 
has been the biggest financial contributor to Somaliland’s 
success. It has helped fund elections to encourage democracy in the 
country. It even goes as far as funding humanitarian aid and infrastructural 
development.

In a rather rare but strategic act of diplomacy, towards the end of the year, 
Israel took the world by surprise when it became the first United Nations 
member state to recognise Somaliland, a country on the Horn of Africa. As 

expected, this move was condemned by some countries, who deemed it 
controversial. But Somaliland views Israel’s recognition as a political and 
diplomatic milestone because it seeks international acknowledgement to 
make life easier for its people.

The recognition of Somaliland aligns with Israel’s longstanding security 
doctrine. It is aimed at securing a long-term presence along a strategic 
coastline in the Horn of Africa; and providing access to areas dominated by 
the Houthis in Yemen, who have posed a significant challenge to Israel’s 
security, particularly during the recent war between Israel and Hamas. The 
formal establishment of diplomatic relations between Israel and Somaliland 

should therefore be seen as a strategic move within 
Israel’s broader counterterrorism campaign.

Security is a key mutual interest for 
Somaliland. Unlike Mogadishu, where 

militant group Al-Shabaab has thrived 
amid Somalia’s political disunity, 

Somaliland has largely remained 
free from the terror episodes 
that have plagued the region. 
Though it remains uncertain 
whether Al-Shabaab may in 
future attempt to expand its 
operations into the relatively 

peaceful Somaliland, one 
reason it hasn’t succeeded thus 

far is a strong sense of patriotism 
and collective commitment to 

maintaining a functional state. As 
a result, Al-Shabaab has been unable 

to exploit social or political grievances for 
recruitment or attacks as it has done elsewhere. 

Securing borders against such bloodthirsty terrorists therefore 
remains a shared concern for both Somaliland and Israel.

Some in Somalia believe that Somaliland will become a destination for 
Palestinians who will be dumped from Gaza. But, is it even possible to achieve 
such a colossal goal? Israel, since its formation, has been striving to establish 

and strengthen relations with as many countries as 
possible. The Israel-Palestine conflict has been shaping 
and shifting African and Asian relations with Israel. In 
the past, especially during and after the 1973 Yom Kippur war, many African 
countries severed ties with Israel, isolating the country, but Israeli political 
actors pursued diplomatic efforts to maintain the relationship with African 
countries, going as far as being recognised as an observer at the African Union 
(AU).

Rumours about the displacement of Palestinians advanced by Somalia 
have been dismissed by both Somaliland and Israel, who have signed a 
memorandum of understanding.

The allegations have been vehemently denied by Somaliland President 
Abdirahman Mohamed Abdullahi, the country’s sixth president. The 
Somaliland Ministry of Foreign Affairs stated on its official X account: “The 
Government of the Republic of Somaliland firmly rejects false claims made 
by the President of Somalia alleging the resettlement of Palestinians or the 
establishment of military bases in Somaliland.”

The AU and its member states need to engage seriously with the 
question of Somaliland’s independence. The AU frequently speaks about 
the restoration or preservation of colonial borders, yet it often overlooks 
the fact that Somaliland has always been separate from Somalia. It was a 
British colony – British Somaliland – before Somalia laid claim to it. In 1991, 
Somaliland declared its independence from Somalia, and has since governed 
itself, with Hargeisa as its capital. Somaliland isn’t a creation of Israel; it’s 
a product of the 1884 colonial partitioning of Africa during the Berlin 
Conference.

This isn’t the only political or historical scenario in which colonial 
boundaries have created lasting divisions. A similar situation exists in the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC), where a group in the eastern part 
of the country known as the Banyarwanda have remained stateless while 
seeking integration within the DRC. The confusion stems from the fact that 
the Banyarwanda are descendants of present-day Rwandans, a reality not 
considered during the arbitrary partitioning of African borders. This, too, is an 
issue that demands serious attention from AU leaders.
• �Kenneth Kgwadi is a political writer and research fellow at the Middle East 

Africa Research Institute (MEARI).

Why Somaliland should be recognised by the world
kenneth kgwadiopinion

CLAUDIA GROSS

Adefence inquiry has been 
launched into whether Defence 
Minister Angie Motshekga and 

senior military officials defied a direct 
instruction from President Cyril Ramaphosa 
to exclude Iranian warships from a 
multinational naval exercise off Cape Town, 
reigniting questions about Iran’s influence 
within South Africa’s government and the 
erosion of civilian control over the military.

The controversy centres on the Will for 
Peace exercise, held in South African waters 
between 9 and 16 January and involving 
naval forces from South Africa, China, Russia, 
Iran, and the United Arab Emirates. Despite 
Ramaphosa’s reported instruction that Iran 
be restricted to observer status, Iranian 
warships were seen manoeuvring alongside 
other navies in False Bay, triggering a 
political backlash and international concern.

Opposition parties and analysts say 
the episode raises serious constitutional 
concerns. The president is commander-in-
chief of the defence force, and any failure 
to execute a lawful instruction strikes at the 
heart of civilian oversight.

The founder and former leader of 
the Democratic Alliance (DA), Tony Leon, 
said the issue wasn’t merely diplomatic 
but constitutional. “It just heightens the 
dysfunctionality of the government and the 
fact that he’s not in control of the military,” 
he said.

Leon warned that while South Africa’s 
limited military capacity reduced the risk 
of an outright breakdown, the symbolism 
was serious. “In another country, alarm 
bells would ring at such a moment that the 
military is unconstrained and not being 
reined in by civilian commanders.”

Motshekga has ordered a formal board of 
inquiry to determine whether the president’s 
directive was “misrepresented or ignored”. 
She has denied defying Ramaphosa, 

insisting that the instruction was 
communicated and that any failure would be 
uncovered by the inquiry. The investigation 
will examine how the instruction was 
handled within the South African National 
Defence Force (SANDF) and whether it was 
implemented.

The DA has demanded answers in 
Parliament, arguing that the episode 
suggests either a breakdown 
in command or a willingness 
within the defence establishment 
to sidestep executive authority. 
Darren Bergman, DA MP for 
planning, monitoring and 
evaluation in the office of the 
presidency, said the issue 
had far-reaching diplomatic 
consequences. “The involvement 
of Iran against the instruction by 
the South African president was a 
serious threat to our international 
standing, which is not on a 
cemented footing with the likes of 
the United States,” he said.

It couldn’t be dismissed 
as miscommunication, Bergman said. 
“Communication in the military is key, and 
if our generals and minister cannot take 
simple instruction from the commander-in-
chief then one or two heads need to make 
way for those that can and will.”

The controversy has also renewed 
scrutiny of South Africa’s relationship with 
Iran. Iranian participation in the exercise 
came amid heightened global attention on 
Tehran’s human rights record and growing 
protests inside that country. Critics argue that 
Iran’s inclusion reflects a pattern in which 
South Africa’s foreign policy increasingly 
aligns with authoritarian states despite 
official claims of non-alignment.

The South African Zionist Federation 
(SAZF) condemned the government’s 
decision to host the exercise, describing 
it as a “damning indictment” of the 

African National Congress’s (ANC’s) stated 
commitment to human rights. The SAZF 
said South Africa was hosting joint naval 
drills while Iran was violently suppressing 
nationwide protests, accusing the 
government of providing logistical and 
political cover to an oppressive regime.

In its statement, the SAZF said the 
decision revealed “the ANC’s true 

allegiances” and exposed what it called “the 
utter hollowness of its rhetoric on human 
rights”. It described Iran’s leadership as “a 
merciless oppressor that executes protesters, 
imprisons women for daring to defy 
compulsory veiling, muzzles journalists, and 
unleashes brutality on minorities”, and said 
South Africa was hosting the exercise while 
Iranians were “braving the certainty of arrest, 
torture, or death” in nationwide protests.

The SAZF also challenged the silence of 
other parties in the Government of National 
Unity, asking, “How can parties committed 
to constitutionalism, human rights, and 
pragmatic foreign policy tolerate this 
alignment with tyrants?” and warning that 
failure to speak out risked “complicity in this 
moral failure”.

International reaction has been swift. The 
US criticised South Africa’s hosting of the 

exercise, with the US embassy in Pretoria 
publicly expressing concern over Iran’s 
participation and warning that the drills 
undermined South Africa’s stated policy of 
non-alignment. In Washington, Republican 
Senator Jim Risch, the chairperson of the 
US Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 
described South Africa’s military 
engagement with Iran, Russia, and China as 

“open hostility” toward the US, cautioning 
that such actions risk damaging diplomatic 
relations at a time when South Africa’s 
continued access to preferential trade 
benefits under the African Growth and 
Opportunity Act is under scrutiny.

Security analyst and professor at the 
University of Cambridge, Glen Segell, said 
the episode pointed to a deeper problem of 
authority. “What’s even more concerning is 
the uncertainty surrounding who authorised 
this, raising questions about who is truly in 
charge in South Africa,” he said, pointing out 
that Iran’s presence served Tehran’s strategic 
aims by signalling power projection and 
strengthening ties with Russia and China.

Within the defence establishment, senior 
naval officials have defended the exercise 
as operationally necessary, stressing that 
it focused on seamanship, navigation, 

and maritime safety rather than combat 
training. Navy leadership has insisted that 
participation in multinational exercises 
doesn’t imply political alignment.

However, confusion over Iran’s role 
has been compounded by inconsistent 
public messaging. On 13 January, the 
SANDF posted on Facebook a list of vessels 
participating in the sea phase of the exercise, 
and explicitly included the Iranian corvette 
Naghdi alongside ships from South Africa, 
Russia, China, and the United Arab Emirates, 
which contradicts repeated statements from 
government sources that Tehran’s vessels 
wouldn’t take part in active manoeuvres. 
That post was subsequently deleted without 
explanation, prompting speculation that the 
defence force removed evidence of Iran’s 
involvement after the fact.

Around the same time, a journalist from 
the South African Broadcasting Corporation 
posted on X that Iran had been downgraded 
to observer status or withdrawn, but no 
official clarification was issued to reconcile 
that claim with the deleted SANDF 
communication listing Naghdi as an active 
participant. The Department of Defence 
later released a statement saying that 
Ramaphosa’s directive had been “clearly 
communicated to all parties”, and would be 
investigated to see if it was “misrepresented 
and/or ignored”, but it didn’t address why the 
original SANDF post was removed or explain 
the conflicting accounts of Iran’s actual 
participation, which deepens uncertainty 
about whose account reflects reality.

The board of inquiry is expected to 
provide a report shortly. Its findings will 
determine whether disciplinary action 
follows and whether Parliament escalates 
its oversight role. Until then, the presence 
of Iranian warships in False Bay remains 
a potent symbol of unresolved questions 
about who exercises authority in South Africa 
and how far Iran’s influence now extends 
within the state.

Presidential order, naval defiance: Iran’s role triggers inquiry

In Simon’s Town during the Will for Peace naval warship exercise
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