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J f i r p h i s  year the Black Sash will observe its 30th anniver-
O  1  sary.It was May 19, 1955 that six women met together in 

Johannesburg in anger about the introduction of the Se
nate Bill in Parliament.

As you know, it was that legislation which packed the 
Senate with sufficient m em bers of the National Party to 
enable the government in the following yt ar to  remove 
coloured people from the common voter’s roll.

The energy of those women is quite astonishing as is 
the speed with which they acted. The next day hundreds 
of women came together and addressed a petition to the 
mayor requesting him to call a public meeting.

On May 25, 1955, 2 000 women marched to the City 
Hall to join 18 000 Johannesburg citizens who had 
gathered there to protest against the Senate Bill. The 
Women’s Defence of the Constitution League had come 
into being.

•  It was then decided that two petitions should be drawn 
up, one to the Prime M inister calling on him to repeal 
the legislation or to resign, the other to the G overnor 
General asking him to withold his assent from the Act. 
W omen, working in continuous shifts over the weekend 
of June 4, 5 and 6 dispatchedj>etition forms all over the 
country.More than 100 000 women signed the two petitions 
within the next ten days. The petition to the G overnor 
General was handed to his secretary with 94 680 signa
tures. The Prime Minister refused to receive a delega
tion from the League. On June 28, over 1 000 women 
representing dozens of d tie s , towns and villages in South 
Africa marched to the Union buildings in Pretoria to 
hand over the petition to the Prime Minister calling for 
his resignation, for 48 hours, in the bitterly cold high- 
veld winter, 80 women held vigil at the Union Buildings.

Those were The days when freedom of assembly still 
existed in this country. In  the 30 years which have gone 
by since that time, this ngh t to come together in protest 
has been taken away piece by piece beginning with bans 
imposed on gatherings in the central city of Johannes
burg and in a large area around Parliament in Cape 
Town, to the present total ban on all outdoor gatherings 
which has been in force since 1976.

A gathering is defined as m ore than one person com
ing together, so for the p ast eight years Black Sash de
m onstrations have been one wom an standing alone with 
her poster, out of sight of the next person. E ven this is 
now under threat from the police. In November last year 
in a combined protest with Churches, DPSC and other 
organisations calling for the release of detainees, de
m onstrators were arrested in a massive police action as 
soon as they took up positions. Posters were confiscated, 
charges laid and a long-drawn-out investigation is appa
rently being conducted by the police.

It is my belief that this ban on outdoor gatherings to - » 
gether with the frequent tem porary bans on indoor 
gatherings and on funerals m ust be held largely responsi
ble for the chaos which is now the way of life in many 
black townships. People who have come together in or
derly fashion to picket polling booths in the A ugust elec
tions, to demand negotiation with town councillors and 
Developm ent Board officials about rents, o r with D e
partm ent of Education and Training officials about . 
abuses in the intolerable bantu  education system , or to 
bury their dead, have been ordered  to disperse and when 
they failed to do so, have been forced to scatter in confu
sion by the use of tear gas, rubber bullets, bird and buck 
shot. Orderly organised p ro test and non-violent resis
tance is prevented. W hen the authorities also abuse the 
wide powers given to them  and resort to rem oving lead- • 
ers by detaining them for 48 hours, or indefinitely, it is 
not surprising that planned disciplined non-violent resis
tance in the form of boycotts by students, boycotts by 
consumers, withdrawal of labour by workers, witholding 
of rent by householders, becom e disorganised with dis
organised violence cropping up in all directions. It is 
only a short step from that to organised and coercive vio
lence, the evidence of which is now appearing in some 
places. It is inevitable that this should be so when the 
State uses its whole repressive machinery to  prevent 
grievances from being expressed, to prevent demands 
from being laid on the negotiating table, to prevent or
ganisation from taking place: to  insist that contro l by the 
few over the many continues.

O ne of the issues we will be discussing at this confer
ence is the way in which the State is laying criminal 
charges against those who oppose the governm ent’s 
policies thus keeping them in prison as awaiting trial
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c Members o f  the Black Sash countrywide lined the railings o f  the Houses o f  Parliament, Cape Town, in a continuous vigil.
photo: ‘The Black Sash’ by Mirabel Rogers

prisoners for lengthy periods or immobilising them  by 
making issues subjudice and thus not open for discus
sion. Very often, charges are withdrawn at the last m i
nute or the prosecution does not go ahead. The recent 
non-trial of Archbishop Hurley is just one example.

I ask you all tonight to rem em ber Madoda Jacobs, the 
young leader of the Cradock Youth Organisation who 
was head boy of his school. He was held in preventive 
detention last year and is now a “listed” person. He is at 
present being held as an awaiting trial prisoner on a 
charge of murder at the M ortim er police station miles 
and miles from anywhere.

Also very much in our thoughts are the leaders o f the 
U DF now awaiting trial for treason* Many of them are 
our personal friends. All of them are highly respected.

Those days when the Black Sash began were very dif
ferent. South Africa was certainly not a democracy but 

fehe  Rule of Law did mean something and people could 
S n d  did look to the Courts for protection. Last year I 
|J p o k e  about those old fashioned people in areas 

threatened with removal who cannot understand that 
the law is not a protection anymore. They are ail m iddle- 
aged to elderly. Young people in this country do not un
derstand the concept. They have never known it and 
have never lived under the protection of the Rille of 
Law. For them , the law has always been a threat. A 
threat because it denies them the fundamental human 
rights.

I do not wish to spend time this evening going into the 
details of security legislation but do wish to say that one 
of the most urgent m atters on the national agenda 
should be the restoration of the Rule of Law. Today's 
young people are tom orrow’s government and it will be 
very bad if the injustices embodied in our law are to con
tinue into yet another era and used for preservation of 
yet another government in power. There are already too 
many signs of coercion and cooptation of people into op
position strategies. These give cause for disquietude and 
anxiety. There is no time to be lost if we are to de
monstrate what democracy really means.

The values which are em bodied in the phrase ‘Rule of

Law' are lost to us because they have not been practised 
for so long. We need to restore them  now in order to pre
serve them into the future.

It is a disaster that President B otha’s ‘reform ’ prog
ramme has been marked by ever greater repression and 
that there are no signs whatsoever that he intends to re
peal any of the repressive laws —  quite the opposite in 
fact. 1982 saw several new laws placed ori the statute 
book which prevent many of the legitimate activities of 
opposition groups — the Protection of Information Act, 
the Prohibition of D em onstrations in or near Court 
Buildings Act and, of course, the omnibus Internal Sec
urity Act.

The Women’s Defence of the Constitution League held 
its first National Conference in Bloemfontein in April 
1956. It was at that conference that the nickname given us ‘ 
by the press ‘The Black Sash’ was adopted as the official name of the organisation.

It was also at that conference that one Jeanette 
Davidoff was elected to the central committee. Netty is 
still very much with us. She is here tonight as one of the 
Transvaal delegates to this conference. In 1955 she was 
chairman of the education sub-committee whose task it 
was to inform and educate our own members as well as 
the wider public. A nother one of those early stalwarts 
who is here as a delegate from Cape Town is Noel Robb. 
Her task used to be to support and look after the country 
branches in the western Cape. The two of them should 
really be up here talking to you about those first years. 
Some of you in this hall tonight were among those who 
began it and we salute you.

I was not around then but it has been very instructive 
for me to page through the early minute books to see 
what issues were engaging the Black Sash’s attention at 
that time.

Many women had joined in outrage at what was called 
the "rape of the constitution’. They had never before 
thooght about justice in race relations or been brought to 
face the political consequences of the nature of South African society.
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In the Cape itself we tlnd the same uncertainty, in mi
nutes dated October 14, 1957 we find the following 
entry:

*An official protest was handed in by Mrs H. A state
ment in the paper advertising a series o f lectures had 
appeared with the words “open to all races". She felt 
this was provocative.’

One argument which is a little more familiar and not 
so far in our distant past is outlined in this Septem ber 30 
1957 minute in Cape Town after a request for support for 
striking members from the Council for Canning W ork
ers:

*. . . agreed that a reply should be sent stressing that 
we only concern ourselves with moral issues and not 
industrial disputes.'
This anxiety about what was or was not a moral issue 

crops up over and over again, very often related to re
lationships with the then official opposition, the United 
Party. The non-party political stance of the Black Sash 
has always been maintained but in those days when there

•  was still a hope nurtured that the National Party might 
be defeated at the polls, it was a constant concern not to 
weaken the opposition while maintaining a principled 
public protest. One member in Cape Town is recorded 
in the minutes of September 19 as saying:

'As far as Kei Road was concerned, the quieter the 
Sash kept at the moment the better. It must not be 
seen or implied that the Sash supports the progres
sives.’ She was evidently in a minority.

Sometimes these debates sound very strange to  us 
now. On August 12 1959 we read:

’Mrs Stott had been asked to enquire whether atomic 
fall-out in the Cape Province was not dangerous. Mrs 
Stott wonders whether the subject of atomic bombs is 
a moral issue for the Sash or n o t.’
Eulalie Stott is still one of our most active and valued 

members in Cape Town.
In many ways we have not changed at all. I ’m glad our 

offices remain untidy places with second-hand furni
ture and limited equipment. We have not erected bar-

« iers of technology and the paraphernalia of modern of- 
ice furnishings between us and those who come to seek 
^ ^ o u r  help.

Allegations against the Black Sash remain much the 
same now as they were then. In 1959, ‘loose allegations 
of incitement levelled at Sash’ were discussed at a Cape 
council meeting. Only last year a member of the (Tape 
Provincial Council accused us of creeping around1 the 
black areas at night and being always present where 
there was trouble.

Perhaps these accusations are not framed so quaintly 
as they used to be.

Before this was prohibited. Black Sash women used to 
hold vigil in the public gallery of the House of Assembly. 
Thev were rebuked by a National Party whip who told 
them:

‘You ladies must not come to Parliament to p ropa
gate.’
But the issues which concerned us then are astonish

ingly the same as those which occupy us now — the pass 
laws and pass law arrests, G roup Area removals, 
academic freedom, freedom of the press, freedom  of 
movement, SABC propaganda, race classification, farm

labour, support for the families o f  detainees and how we 
can co-operate with organisations in this and in protest 
against all detentions and bannings.

Passive resistance and support for those entering into 
civil disobedience was an issue then as it is now. The 
Black Sash support for the A  N C  and for Chief Luthuli 
in those long ago days caused the  same debates as has 
our support for the U D F in the last 18 months. Protest 
against the banning of C hief Luthuli was as 
wholehearted then as is our p ro test now about action 
taken against U D F and o th e r  leaders. Economic 
boycotts were very much an issue as they are now.

In August 1959 we were saying: 
i n  the history of South A frica the white man has so 
frequently broken his word th a t promises should not 
be broken now without the Africans, to whom they 
were made, approving of the s te p .’
The list of broken promises has lengthened immeasur

ably in the 26 years since that statem ent was made. Is it 
really now coming to an end? T here  is no evidence of 
that yet.

Allegations against the Black Sash remain much the 
same now as they were then. But the issues which con
cerned us then are astonishingly the same as those 
which occupy us now.

Some people have suggested th a t the present govern
ment has deliberately adopted a strategy of sowing con
fusion and uncertainty in order to  introduce piecemeal 
reforms. This would be such an incredibly dangerous 
course of action that we cannot believe that any rational 
group of people could em bark on it. The other interpre
tation of current government actions is that it is as con
fused and uncertain as everyone else and is therefore 
being totally inept. W hatever the  reason, this country 
cannot afford the current total lack of clarity about gov
ernment intentions nor the contradictory statements 
which often follow one another on a daily basis from the 
mouths of the same ministers.

Confusion, whether deliberately or carelessly sown, is 
leading to total chaos and a state o f disorderiiness in ad
ministration and in daily experience for the majority of 
people in this country, which will take us nowhere.

What does D r Viljoen’s statem ent about the suspen
sion of removals mean? He did not go as far as D r Koor 
nhofs previous statement that, ‘T here will be no more 
forced removals,’ but perhaps the public may be inclined 
to give greater weight to what D r Viljoen says. When 
pressed, he said he supposed that there were about 26 
black spots and about the same num ber of urban com
munities whose position would be reassessed. A little 
later the number of black spots involved was given as 67. 
We all know that there are 188 black spots in Natal alone 
which are scheduled for removal ana well over 200 in the 
country as a whole. What does the minister mean and 
when is he going to say firmly and openly what his inten
tions are?

The urban communities of H uhudi at Vryburg and 
Valspan at Jan Kempdorf are reprieved from the total 
removal but then there is talk about their development 
only within existing already overcrowded boundaries. 
What will happen to those who cannot be fitted in?
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— I have given up Irving to keep track of the various state
ments about Crossroads and Khayelitsha. Who goes and 
who stays is anyone’s guess.

Has government accepted that all the black people 
who are at present in Cape Town are to be perm itted to 
remain there or does it still intend to get rid of the ‘illeg
als’ by deporting them to those so-called foreign coun
tries, Transkei and Ciskei?If influx control is on its way out and if everyone is to 
be allowed to remain where they are . what possible 
reason can there be for not saying so? T he failure to 
make clear statements of intent means that all of us. in
cluding the people concerned, remain distrustful, suspi
cious and very angry indeed.

On this most fundamental issue of influx control, we 
are left in a state of uncertainty. The whole propaganda 
thrust at the moment seems designed to  persuade white 
South Africans that influx control must go and soon, that 
if it does not we will not be able to reduce population 
growth to a rate commensurate with available natural re- 

4 )  sources, that urbanisation cannot be prevented and must

© therefore be managed, that we cannot afford the influx 
control system anymore. Yet at the same time the minis
ter is announcing proposed am endm ents to Section 10 of 
the Urban Areas Act to make certain technical adjust
ments and to defuse the anger of urban communities de
stined for incorporation within hom eland borders. Sec
tion 10 is the instrument of influx control. This is the 
clause which savs that no black person may remain in an 
urban area for more than 72 hours unless he or she ful
fills certain conditions. If you are going to lift influx con
trol, you certainly should not be wasting time and money 
tinkering around with its provisions. W hen announcing 
these changes the minister stated that no urbanisation 
legislation could be expected during this session of Parli
ament. Yet a few days later we are told that a revamped 
Orderly Movement bill and an U rbanisation bill are on
the cards. *Influx control has to go in its entirety and it has to go 
verv soon. The latest economic projections for the year

•  2000 estimate that 44% of South Africa s adult popula
tion will not be able to find em ploym ent in the formal 

a  sector. This is a fact of life and only freedom  of move- 
V.* ment and rapid urbanisation will allow that 44% to es

cape from hunger and poverty into the informal sector. 
Unrestricted growth of family enterprises and service in
dustries will give an enorm ous boost to economic growth 
and also ensure a more just distribution of wealth.

If everyone now accepts these facts, why go on pre
tending that anything else is possible? W hat sensible 
reason can there be for hesitation and delay?

Why should it be taking so long for central business 
districts to be opened for trading by people of all races? 
Will they do it or won't they, and how long must we wait 
to find out?In all the important issues, government displays ttie 
same lack of claritv. W hether it be inept or deliberate 
does not make any difference to the disastrous end re
sult.Dr Viljoen succeeded, in one short statem ent, in in
naming the populations of two Transvaal townships. 
Ekangala and Soshanguve. Soshanguve is a township 
outside the prescribed area of Pretoria which was estab
lished to accommodate that part of the non-Tswana 
population of Pretoria which has urban rights. Ekangala

is a new township, very well planned, a modSl of pleas
ant new town developm ent in many ways. ZOkms north 
of Bronkhorstspruit. O nly people with urban rights on 
the East Rand qualify to  live there. Part of the township 
is set aside for occupation by Ndebele people, the rest 
for o ther language groups. D r Viljoen recently an
nounced that the whole of Ekangala is to be incorpo
rated into KwaNdebele which is soon to become inde
pendent. The people of Soshanguve immediately had 
cause to believe persistent rum ours that their township is 
to be incorporated into Bophuthatswana.

How can governm ent possibly plan to relocate 
thousands of South African citizens within the borders 
of what is. according to their own laws, a foreign coun
try?

W hat is the difference between citizenship and nation
ality? The government has been making vague noises 
about this since before Ciskei independence in 1981. 
They should not be surprised that people regard recent 
government talk about a review of citizenship laws with 
the utmost cynicism.

At this conference we will be considering the question 
whether Bophuthatsw ana’s Bill of Rights has any value 
whatsoever. The more than a million non-Tswana South 
African citizens who suddenly found themselves resi
dent within the borders of a foreign country at indepen
dence in 1977 are victimised at every turn. They often 
don’t get pensions, or perm anent residence permits, or 
trading licences, or work seekers registration. They are 
labelled ‘squatters’ by the Bophuthatswana govern
ment, and the South African government has apparently 
washed its hands of them . There has been talk of inter- 
govemment negotiations for years. Nothing happens. 
Manv of these people are being subjected to the most 
brutal repression by the Bophuthatswana police and the 
Bill of Rights does not seem to offer any protection.

W hat price a Bill of Rights guaranteeing freedom of 
assembly when the Bophuthatswana government last 
year prohibited all meetings of more than 20 people un
less the permission of the Minister is obtained for a 
larger meeting to be held?

Reform
There is no doubt that the sudden enthusiasm for reform 
is a result of increasing pressure from the black majority 
inside South Africa as well as from the western democ
racies together with the economic crisis into which we 
have been brought by many different factors, not the 
least of which has been profligate spending entailed in 
the attem pt to bring to  fruition the policy of apartheid.

The dictates of A frikaner nationalism are no longer a 
priority. The preservation of the capitalist system is the 
overlying concern, now enshrined in our constitution. 
But you cannot preserve capitalism by continuing to 
exploit the black m ajority and continung to deny them 
all the basic individual freedoms which capitalism claims 
to protect.So we suddenly see the business sector in South Africa 
urging government to  reform and to what seem to be 
quite radical changes in the ordering of society. Where 
were they during all those years when one apartheid law 
after another was placed on the statute book? Their si
lence was deafening.
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“ G o o d  h e a v e n s ! W h e re ’ve  th e y  been fo r  the  p a s t th ir ty  y e a rs ? "

When did they speak out against migrant labour, the 
pass laws, the Group Areas Act. removals, denationali
sation. race classification? We know when they spoke 
out —  when the disinvestment lobby began getting 
somewhere, the US legislation embodying economic 
sanctions of one kind or another suddenly became a real 
possiblity, when black workers got organised and began 
making demands backed by united action and the power 
to strike effectively.

We welcome the claims made by em ployer's organisa
tions in their memorandum to Senator Kennedy in 
January this year. The Chambers and Federations of 
employers concerned represent more than 80% of the 
employment strength of this country. They have been

• rged over and over again for the past 37 years to use 
icir undoubted power to persuade government to stop 
# ^cm o v a ls . to remove influx control, to retreat from apar- 
^*iheid. They are doing so now. at last, and we must be 

thankful for it. They must be held to the commitments 
they made to Senator Kennedy and to all of us. I quote:

•In the national interest thev are committed to anon- 
going programme of legislative reform to give effect to 
the following goals:

— meaningful political participation to blacks
— full participation in a private enterprise eco

nomy for all South Africans regardless of race, 
colour. sex or creed

— common lovaltv 10 the country in all South A fri
cans through a universal citizenship

— the development of a free and independent trade 
union movement

— the administration of justice as c jfe-guarded by 
the Courts

— an end to the forceful removal of people.'
Will thev hold to those commitments if the threat of dis
investment and disvestment is removed? They must 
prove to us that they would do so.

1 am sure that most members of the Black Sash would 
agree with me in saying that nothing must be done which 
will cause one more person to lose a job. There is no so
cial security in this country, no safety net to rescue the 
starving except what can be inadequately provided by 
voluntary welfare organisations. We sit in the advice of
fices all day long, faced with people who literally do not 
know where the next meal is to come from and we will 
not do one thing to make that situation worse.

But. we have some questions to ask of the business 
community here — both South African and foreign 
businessmen. The unemployment which exists on so 
large a scale now in this country is not a consequence of

The unem ploym ent w hich exists on so large a scale 
now in th is country is no t a consequence o f d is invest
ment, o r economic sanctions. They have not yet been 
imposed.

disinvestment, divestment or economic sanctions. They 
have not yet been imposed. We ask those who are most 
audible in their criticisms of the disinvestment and di
vestment lobby overseas:

— How many jobs have you destroyed in the last 
five years because you have mechanised?

— Did you worry about unemployment when you 
merged and relocated and rationalised your 
operations?

— What have you done about the growing mono
polistic control over industry and commerce, 
about price fixing, about destruction of com
petition. about squeezing out the small man?

— Have we heard your voices raised about the new 
Regulations relating to the retailing of coal 
which will destroy the small traders, or about the 
monopolistic controls over road transportation
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which prevent the  'c h -v in p in \c u  d r iv e r - Im n t 
find ing  his su rv iva l?

As you move in to  agri-business p ro d u c in g  w h a t. I am 
to ld , a rc called in A m e rica  ‘ non-consum ptives" —  that 
which is not food —  have you  e ve r w ondered  abou t the 
one and a qua rte r m ill io n  p e o p le  w h o  w ere dispossessed 
from  South A frica n  fa rm s in th e  vears betw een I960 anil 
19X07 D o you know  w hat happened  to  them  in the reset
tlem ent camps where they w e re  dum ped?  T hey are not 
part o f  the urhan m idd le  class in w h ich  yo u r in te rest has 
been invested since 1976.

We sit in the advice offices all day Ion", faced with 
people who literally do not know where the next meal 
is to come from and we will not do one thing to make 
that situation worst.

You have to ld  us tha t you  a re  to ta lly  opposed to d is in 
vestment and to d ives tm en t because it w ill cause in 
creased unem ploym ent here in  S outh  A fr ic a .

• Then vou must answ er us as to  w hy South A fr ic a n  
businesses have become m u ltin a tio n a l?  W hy  are you in 
vesting in M assachusetts  and  B rita in  and elsewhere? 
How many jobs cou ld  you have created here by b ring ing  
those investments hack hom e?

Is it true that A n g lo  A m e ric a n  is the second largest 
fore ign investor in the U n ite d  States?

Is is true that a m a jo r fo re ig n  com pany recen tly  an
nounced a R 40-m illion  in ve s tm e n t in a new p lan t in 
South A fr ic a  w hich w ill no t c rea te  one single new jo b . 
and is it  true that in the same w eek tha t com pany was lay
ing o f f  460 w orkers fo r  a p e rio d  o f  e igh t weeks?

These are. no d o u b t, na ive questions bu t we are e n ti
tled to honest factual answers. Y ou  are presenting to  us 
an apocalyptic v is ion o f the consequences o f d is invest
ment and d ivestm ent. W e are e n tit le d  to  ask you ju s t 
where you r investm ent is and w hat y o u r investm ent is 
doing. Y ou  must s ta rt be ing  honest w ith  us. We have to 
be persuaded that y o u r o p e ra tio n s  re a lly  do crcute jobs , 
really do  spread the p ro fits  o f  cap ita lism  th rough  the 
whole society.

The evidence is not in y o u r fa vo u r. T he  Reserves p o l
icy upon which the soph is tica ted  p o lit ic a l s tructures fo r 
aparthe id  are based w ere crea ted  bv you in the past in a 
de liberate  program m e designed to  ensure a p le n tifu l 
supplv o f  cheap labour. T he  m ig ra n t labour po lic ies o f 
succeedin'! governm ents w ere  m ere ly  a dcvclop 'm ent o f  
vour m odel created to  m ax im ise  p ro fits  on the m ines.

D unns: the boom vears a p a rth e id  was entrenched and 
refined and because it was in  the  in te rests  o f  p ro fits , you 
d id  not speak out asiamst the m a n ilo ld  in justices and in 
creasing poverty and m ise ry .

M uch more rcccn th  vo u r tree  en te rp rise /hom e ow n 
ership m odel has fu rth e re d  the gove rnm en t's  urban p re 
ference policies w hich are s q u e e /in ”  o u t the poo r and 
iess well paid because the s trugg le  to  fin d  accom m oda
tion is now a w inne r take  a il s trugg le  fo r  p riv ilege  and 
preference available o n ly  to  those w ho  can pay the in 
flated costs o f residence in the  co n fin e d , lim ite d  geog
raphical borders o f b lack tow nships. A l l  th is is co n tr ib u t
ing to  the great fo r tif ie d  w a ll w h ich  has been erected be t
ween the urban insiders and the  pove rty -s tricken  o u ts id 
ers.

W e ie  vou ig ito ia it t  or na ive  when you p roc la im ed  lo 
Senator Kennedy tha t you have been in the fo re fro n t in 
successfully u rg ing  the S outh  A fr ic a n  gove rnm en t lo  
make m ean ing fu l po licy  changes especially in the fo llo w 
ing areas:

open ing  up housing  to  b lack  p riva te  ow ne rsh ip  and
thus e ffe c tive ly  revers ing  the  use o f b lack urban hous
ing shortages as a fo rm  o f  in flu x  c o n tro l.
Have you heard o f the A u g u s t 26 19X3 am endm ent to 

Section 10 w h ich  made the housing shortage a more 
s tringen t in flu x  co n tro l to o l than  it has eve r been before?

Y ou w ere to ld  abou t it bu t we never head you com p
lain.

Y ou  ow e us answers to  these questions and you  should 
be aware tha t i f  you  fa il to  answ er, not o n ly  in the things 
that vou say at C a rlto n  I lo te l banquets, bu t in w hat you 
do in y o u r business en te rp rises, the fu tu re  w ill condem n 
you. Y ou  w ill be judged  i f  you  cannot p ro v id e  much 
m ore concrete  ev idence th a t free  en te rp rise  re a lly  does 
mean m ore freedom , m ore  w e ll-b e in g , m ore  peace w ith  
justice  than any o th e r econom ic  system devised by man.

M y  last question  is addressed both to  you and to the 
State President.

What do you mean by ‘meaningful political participa
tion by blacks?” Meaningful polticial participation means 
‘one person, one vote’ no more and no less. After accept
ing that principle one can start negotiating constitutional 
structures to protect the liberty and security of individu
als.

Is th is w hat you  mean?
I f  you do not mean tha t we are all doom ed. The de

mand in b lack com m un ities  has gone beyond any t in k e r
ing a round  the edges o f local gove rnm en t, educationa l 
systems, housing po lic ies. I t  is a dem and fo r  lib e ra tio n . 
O n ly  i f  gove rnm en t is responsib le  to the w ho le  people 
w ill a ll the in jus tices in w e lfa re , pensions, housing , ur-

The demand in black communities has gone beyond 
any tinkering around the edges of local government;- 
educational systems, housing policies. It is a demand 
for liberation. Only if government is responsible to the 
whole people will all the injustices in welfare, pen
sions. housing, urbanisation, employment policies fall 
away.

ban isa tion . em p loym en t po lic ies  fa ll away.
Peace w ith  jus tice  is on ly  eve r achieved in the tension 

held betw een c o n flic tin g  in te rests. A re  vou prepared to 
risk eve ry th ing  to be a pa rtn e r in that c rea tive  tension? 
O r w ill vou w a it to  be destroyed because vou have never 
been able to  show tha t you m ean what you say ?

M eanw h ile  the rest o f us have to  get on  w ith  do ing 
what we have to do.

We in the B lack Sash have a lw ays been concerned w ith 
the v ic tim s, the excluded, the poor, the disposssessed. 
O u r task is to  fin d  the non-v io len t ways in w h ich  power 
can he tra n s fe rre d  to the powerless —  not in  any desire 
fo r the defeat o r sub juga tion  o f  the presently pow erfu l, 
hut in the true  long ing  fo r a society in w h ich  equal dis
tr ib u t io n  o f powers vs i ll  lead to peace and jus tice  p re 
served in tha t crea tive  tension w h ich  exists between con
flic tin g  interests o f equal s treng th .

Port Elizabeth. March 14 1985
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