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I. INTRODUCTION

1. During the past year, the South African Government has continued to defy the
decisions of the General Assembly and the Security Council and to pursue its policies
of apartheid and its ruthless repression of pefsons in South Africa who oppose those
policies.

2. Tnstead of abandoning the policies of apartheid, the South African Government
has proéeeded to intensify recial separation and discrimination by new laws,
regulations and administrative measures.

‘3. Tnstead of ending its persecution of the opponents of apartheid and liberating
the political prisoners, as repeatedly called for by the General Assembly and the
Security Council, the South African Government has increased repression and enacted
additional arbitrary legislation. Despite resolutions of the Geaeral Assenbly and
the Security Council which called upon it %o refraih from execubtion of cpponents of
apartheid, it has executed several members of the Pan Africanist Congress of South

- Afriea for offences allegedly committed several years ago, and ‘has enacted a new
law - the Terrorism Act - providing for death sentences. '

4, The South African Government has not given the slightest indication that it is
prepared to seek a peaceful solution to the explosive gituation, in accordance with
the principles of the United Nations Charter and by consultation with the genuina
representatives of the people. Instead, it has continved the repld expansion of its
gecurity forces in order to impose its inhuman policies by force.

5. These policies and attitudes of the South African Government constitute not
only a blatant defiance of the decisions of the General Assembly and the Security
Council with respect to the policies of apartheid in the Republic of South Africa,
but a challenze to the United Natioms in the whole of southern Africa.

a. Deflance of Unitsd Nations decisions on Scuth West Africa

3. The South African Government has rejected the historle resolution pils (XXI)
adopted by the General Assembly on 27 October 1966 deciding that the Mandate over
South West Africa was lLerminated and that the Territcry henceforth came under the
direct responsibility of the United Nations, and it has even threatened violent

registance to the implementation of that decision,

/e
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7. Inasg speéch in Wicdhoek on 26 Oetober 1966, the South African Ministér of
TTanspo:t, Mr. B.J. Séhoeman, reaffirmed his Governmentts determination to resist
any attempt by the United Nations to teke away its Mandate over South West Africé.
"They will have o use force and the Republic will resist this with all the power
at its disposal."é/ ‘ R ] |
B. He added in a subsequent address in South West Africe:
"We consider South West Africa part of South Africs and as far as

we are concermed it will remain as such." 2/
9. On 1 November 1966, Prime Minlster Vorster described the General Assenmbly
resclution as-an illegel, unconstitutional and ridiculous decision. He stated:

"The guestion now arises and the public may well ask what is the

standpoint of the Goverament and what is it going to do about the matter. -

My answer is simply - *nothingt....

"Our answer is thus very clear, that firstly the declsion is illegal
and secondly that it is unconstitutionsl....

"o, e say to our friends in the Western World that we do not
consider ourselves bound by law which the Afro-Asians create at will.

Ye.. the best we can say is that it is a ridiculous decision....

“"We will continue to edminister South West Africe as we have always
done and we will carry out what has been planned teking into acecount the
demands of the times....

"Now I want to warn that this decision of the U.N. mey encourage
certain irresponsible elements to ettempt Lo create unrest and violence.
That will not be allowed in South West Africa or the Republie.” 3/
10, On 3 November 1966,'the South African Minister of Defence declared that South
West Africa would remsin an integral part of the Republic and that South Africa
would "never allow this area to be taken away from us”,
11. Spesking in Durban on 1k November 1966, Prime Minister Vorster said that

General Assembly resclution 2145 (XXI} wes plain for everyone o see as an attempt

1/ Southern Africa, London, 31 October 1966.
2/ Ibid., 7 November 1066.
3/ Cape Times, 2 November 1966.
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40 get into South West Africe only to get at ng". He sdded that Foreign Minigrter
Dr. Muller hed “spoken for all South Africa when he warned that South Africa would
resist with all the power at its disposal any attempts W:hich endanger the safety of
Scm‘bh Afrif:a or of its peoples committed to its care”,.u | '

12, In' a New Year's message broadcast on 31 December 1966, the Prime Minister
described the General Assenbly resolution as a "cleerly unlewful and senseless
decis'i..on“ .

13. On 23 May 1967, he declered that South Afriéa could not even recognize the
United Nations Council for South Africa. If they "knocked on the door", he

would not even bother to open and he would have nothing to discuss with them.',i/
1%, On 6 June 1967, the Minister of Foreign Affairs, Dr. Muller, accused the
United Nations of wasting its time with a special emergency geagion on South West
Africa, struggling with the phautoms and ghosts of its imagination.é/

15, On 11 J’une‘1967, Prime Minister Vorster said that South Africa was not
interested in the United Nations decision on South West Africa and would not take -
any notice of it. kg

16. Meanvhile, the South African Government has been proceeding more openly with
the iinplementation of the Odendaal Plan of 196L, which was condemned by the United
Nations organs and which is designed to partition the Territory with half the area
left to the small white minority and the rest divided into several tribal reserves.
Prime Minister Vorster told the House of Assewbly on 10 February 1967, in answer Lo
& question, that the Government hed purchased 2,500,000 acres of land for Bantu
tribal reserves in South West Africa fron the beginning of 1961+,§/ These purchases
- were designed to implement the partition plan. On 21 Merch 1967, the South African
Minister of Bantu Administration and Development, Mr. M.C. Botha, announced that the
§outh African Government would assist the Ovambo people of South West Africe towar_dé
the attainment of "self-determination” in the tribal reserve.

Ibid., 15 November 1966.

Tbid., 24 May 1967.

Ivid., 7 .June 1967.

Ibid., 12 June 1967.

House of Assembly Debates, 10 February 1967, cols. 1013-101h.,
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B. Defiance of United Nabions decisions on Southern Rhodesia

17. The South,African Govermment has continued to defy the resolutions éf the
Security Council and the General Assenbly on the guestion of Scuthern Rhodesis,
claiming that the "dispute" between the United Kingdom and Southern Rhedesia is
their exclusive responsibility. \

18. 1In an address to the Transvaal Congress of the National Party in Pretorla on
9 November 1966, Mr, Vorster stated: :

"I say egain that the Rhodesian question is a domestic affair between
Brita;n and Rhoflesia. It may not be placed in the arens of world polities....

"South Africa has clearly stated her attitude towards boycoits. We do-
not teake part in them and we dare not allow curselves to be forced to take
pert in them." 9/ )

19. ©On 1k December 1966 the Minister of Agricultural Technical Services and of
Water Affairs, Mr. Fouche, said that the Republic was delermined to continue-iﬁs
trade with Rhodezla as it had done in the past.

20. - In his New Year's eve broadeast, Primg Minister Vorster described Security
Couneil resolutlon 232 (1966) on Southern ‘Rhocesia as one which had "ereated a very
serious problem for South Africa - a problem which 1if not handled very delicate;y
can lead to confrontations with very far-reaching effects. ‘

21. In his opening address to the Parliament on 20 January 1967, State President
Mr. Bwart said:

"As to the Anglo-Rhodesian dispute, the Government perseveres in its
conviction thet the dispute remains the exclusive responsibility of the
‘two parties concerned....” 10/

22. The South African Minister of Economie Affairs, Dr. N. Diederichs, said in
Vienna in January 1967: “Our trade with Rhodesia develops within the normal
pattern. We do not inxend to prevent - or support - the United Natilons boycott “u—/

L

The Star, Johannesburg deily, 10 Noverber 1966,
House of Assembly Debates, 20 Jamuary 1967, col. 3.
The Star, dally, 5 Jemary 1967.
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é3. While proclaiming the policy of noneintervention, the South African Government
_+has greatly increased its trade with Southern Rhodesia, supplying oil and even
eqﬁiﬁmant for military use to the illegal racist minorlty regime in thet Territory,
in wiolation of Article 25 of the United Natlons Charter.

2k. Moreover, in Sepbember 1967, the South African Government announced that its

gecurity forces had been moved into Southern Rhodesis to combat "terrorists” in

‘co-operation with the 11llegal racist minority regime.

0. Hostility and contempt towerd the United Netions

25, TIllustrative of the attitude of the South African Government to the United
Nations ere the.numerous hostile and slighting remarks msde by its spokesman with
regard to the Organization, its Member States and iﬁs decisions in public statements
in South Africa. . .

26, 1In en address in South West Africa at the end of October 1966, the South
African Minister of Transport, Mr. B.J. Schoemen, referring to General Assenbly
resolution 2145 (XXI) on Bouth West Africa, said thet the United States was shouting
together with "immature, lrresponsible and primitive black States", in order to win
favour with them. "And now Britain has climbed the bandwagon end hag had the
impertinence to pass Judgement on the administration of South West Africa by South
Afriea., It is pathetic to see great nations crawliing to black States and making a
farce of the United Nations.ﬁyg/

', 12/ Southern Africa, London, 7 November 1966.
/'.--



27. In his New Year's eve nessage, Prime Minister vbrster sald that South Africa
might consider withdrawing from the United Nations in 1067.%2/ | o
28, Speaking in Bloemfonteln at the end of March 1967, he referred dlsparagindly
to critics of South‘ﬁfrica's policies at the United Netions and said that Lhe world
vas full of "educated barbarians. He added:
"When you get to the 'glass palaces! in the United States you find

numerous people who want to help the world - very Pew of them, however,

being capable of helping thelr own countries and people." 1/
29. In a speech on 21 April 1967, he charged that the Unlted‘ﬂﬁtlons wvas “ruming
wild and becoming = danger to the world™. He called on the "responsible nations"
of the world to reform the United Nations guickly so that it would be retained‘&s.a~
forum for international consultetion and discussion and would be deprived of 1ts
power +to make decisions.ié/

13/ He said:

"let me sey plainly that I don't know of a single threat to world peace
which is brewing in Southern Africa. All that I do know is that adolescent
African states tc the north are openly plotting the downfall of Southern Afrieca.
I know that those selfseme African states have as yet made ho contribution to
world peace. Nor have they got the courage or the means %o attack us
themselves. What they want to do is to inspan the world organization imto
thelr 1ittle cart. Their motives as well as their plans are obvious.

"Like spollt children who have always got their way, these and other
states are sbusing their voting power which is out of all proportion to thelr
strength, importance, or contribution to create a sort of world gcvernment,
often with complete disregard of existing rules. Should this tendency continue
unchecked by the responsible states, and should they continue to change the
rules to sult the occasion as they go along, to teke otherwise unlewful
deeisions, and if, in addition, they atbtempt to force umwilling states to do
their bidding, then clearly the world organization is busy fouling its own
nest. Then I, myself, am entitled to place an item on the 1967 agenda
to the effect whether it is worth our while as a Pounder mermber to remain
parb of such & set~up. That question has not yet been considered, nor
has a decision been taken, but it remeins in my thoughts 21l the time."

14/ Southerr Afriea, London, 3 April 1967.
15/ Cape Times, 22 April 1967.

Juu.
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30. Speaking in the Senate on 1 June'1967, Be said that South Africe would stop
ﬁaying its share of expenses incurred by United Nations aétivities which fell
outside the scope of its purpéses s referring in this connexion to ectivities
concerr;ing South Africa and Sout.h_ West Africa. He derisively referred to éhe
International Seminer on Apartheid, Racial Discrimination and Colonialism in
Southern Africa as the Secretary-General's "picnic® -1"-6—/
31. On 12 June 1967, he again declared that the United Nations General Assembly
should become a forum for discussion without votes. At present, he said, the
Organization had fallen increasingly into the hands of professional agitators,
with decisE:;s adopted by majority vote of under-developed and immature -

countries.

D. Preparations to resist international pressure

32, At the same time, the South African Govermment has been actively breparing
measures to resist international pressure which, it anbicipated, would increase,
particularly after General Assembly resolution 2145 (XXT) on South West Africa and
Security Council resolution 232 (1966) on Southern Rhodesia.
33. Prime Minister Vorster declared in an address on 1 Noyember 1966:
e must also be prepared to withstand mandatory sanctions, and the

world may as well know that the Govermment is already teking steps to

meet this eventuality."
34. On 1 November, the then Minister of Finance, Dr. T.E. Donges, warned that
South Afriecals determination to withstan& outside interference should not be
underestimated., South Africa was preparing for the possibility of sanctions
against it.lg/
35, On 8 November 1966 in Windhoek, the Minister of Agriculfural Technlcal Services
and of Water Affairs, Mr. Fouche, said that the country®s economy had been
strengthened to such an extent that it could withstand tréde sancﬁions for years.
Supplies'of essential cormodities had been bullt up and the industries cduld neet

-
»

16/ Senate Debates, 1 June 1967, col. 360B.

17/ cape Times, 13 June 1967.
18/ The Star, Johannesburg daily, 1 November 1966.

fe.
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- needs. 'Sou'hﬁ Africa had alSo' bullt wp i‘hé 'military strength. e hope we m.ll |
never have to use: :L'l:. but it would be criminal peglect not to make the necessary
provis:l.on E’-/ _ )

36,  On 14 Decenmber 1966, Mr. Fouche stated that the United Nations discussions on
Southern Rhodesm hed made it clear that there was a possibn.lrhy that sanc‘tions
could be extended to South Africa. But, he added, South Africa was strong enough
to withstand sanctions for at least three years. The Minister saild theré 'was no

i

cause for ala,rm because there was no army in Africa, either single or combined,
which could attempt a mili‘bary attack on South Africa. Even the United Nations was
not able to do so. Only the major Powers could afford such & thing. He was alsr)
reported to have stabed that South Africa was strong enou.gh militarily to, hold’ out
until a third world war had been started.

7. Active measures by thé South African Government to resist economic sanctions

- have been.reported.

38. In the latter half of 1966, the Republic spent a substantial amount of foreign
~exchange for the purchase of strateg:j.c goods, | '
39. In Iieéember ‘19‘66, the Minister of BEconomle Affairs, Dr; . D‘iéderichs
‘announged that the Government would lend about $Us 28 million to the shipbullding
industry as part of the policy %o make South Africa self—sufficlent in strateglc
Industries wh:u_ch would be affecied b:,r boyecotts .39/ ' :

40, In the same month, it was disclosed that the Government had decided to build
-another oil refinery in order to gain more direct control ovér that vital
product.gy The Government also purchased oil Lankers through the Indus’cr'ial
‘Developrhent Cerporation and began construction of additional oll storage faci'litig.s..

19/ Cape Times, 9. November 1966.
- 20/ News from South Africa, New York, 5 Jenuary 1967.

2_/ Ibid., 21 Decenber 1966. The country already has four refineries: the Shell-
B.P. plant at.Durban with & cepacity of 3, 195, gallons cf crude cil & dayy
ike Mcti) pefinery in Durben with a cepacity of 1,400,000 gallons e day; the
Caltex refinery in Cape Town with & capacity of 1,050,000 gallons; and the
Satmar refirery at Boksburg with a capaclty of 66,000 gallons, '.[hese are, in .
a.ddi'l:ion to the fasol oil-from-—coa,l plant. :

forr
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The Star, weekly of Johannesburg, reporied on 26 Hovember 1960:

Uhe implementation of zn elaborate Government plan to prepare the
South African economy to withstand the effects of sanctions is well under
way.

"he pattern of preparations in such vital areas as oil supplies, the
stockpiling of strategic material and protection against foreign insurance
companies not meeting their obligations has emerged at a time when concern
is growing that the Rhodesian crisis could eabroil South Africa in an
international sanctions campaigh.

“"The programme - which is beilng given highest priority at Cabinet
level - is not directly related only to the Rhodesian situetion.

"7y was originally designed in response to threats to impose sanctions
over such questions as South West Africa,

"But concern that escaletion of the Rhodesian question could drag
Snouth Africe into an international boycott has injected a new urgency.

"The most hasty preparations are being mede in the area of oil
supplies where the country is perhaps most vulnerable to boycotts
gince this is the one major commodity South Africa lacts.

"The example of Rhodesia, where only the oil blelkade aspect of the
sanctions campalgn threstened to prove really effective until South Africe
and Portural decided to continue normal supplies, hes welghed heavily with
the Cablnet.

"The programme has two stages. The three-proiged firss stage involves
the expansion of the South African-owned tanker 12t as fast as possible
to make the country independent of foreign carriers.

"Goupled with this is the massive multi-million rand preject to build
vast storage tanks in Durban, Port Elizabeth znd Cape Town.

"The giant and costly tanks are being peid for ous of a special fund
and could enable the country to survive without oil impor:s for more than
a year under conditions of rationing....

"Meanwhile the pace of the second stage - the searc: for natural oil
in the Karpo and on the offshore Continental Shelf is be.ng stepped up....

"pinal contracts to explore the Continental Shelf ave already been

allotted to various consortiums invdlving virtually all the mejor oil
companies in the world.

fene
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"Senior Government spokesmen have gslso renewed appeals to importers
to make use of* special facilities epabling them to stockpile at least six
montha?! supply of sirategic products such as parts and replacements for
vital machinery, natural rubber, certain drugs, chemicals and a wide range
of goods for which South Africa still remains dependent on overseas
supplies....

"There gére also indications that Government'debartﬁents, especially
in areas such as transport, are placing large edvance orders for equipment
- and mgterials. -

"The Government has also passed legislation to ensure that Lloyds of
London will always be in a position to meet its commitments in this
eountry .

H. Relations with other States

42. The South African Government nas also ackively tried to tuild up relations
with certain African and other States, . | |
43. It regarded the accession to independence of the nelghtiouring Territories of
Lesotho and Botswana, ‘both sconomically dependent on South Africa, as an opportunlty
to be utilized to extend reletions with other States. ’
bh. In an address in Pretoria on 9 November 1966, Prime Minister Vorster said:

| “There'are new circumstances in Africa, especially Sduthern'ﬂfriéa.

I want to co-operate in peace with everyone. When we talk, colour will

be incidental. I will deal with them as the heads of Staﬁes." 22/ -
45. In pursuance of this policy, Prime Minister Vorster met with Prime Minister
Chief Leabua Jonathan of Lesotho in January 1967 to discuss relations between'the
two countries. In Mavch 1967, the South African Government informed the LéSOtﬁb
Government that it was willing to enter into technical discusajons onjthe Oxbow
and Keu hydroelectriec projects, the feasibility of which depends at présent'largely
on the purch&aé of wvater by South Africa. In August 1967,va delegaticn of South
African wool experts visited Lesotho to consider increased assistance to Lesothd’s:
wool industry. In September, it was reported that the establishment of a Lesotho
embasgy or consulate in Pretoria was being ulscusseﬁ-Qil

v

22/ The Star, Johannesburg daily, 10 November 1966.
23/ Sunday Express, Johannesburg, 3. September 1967.

[e-
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hé, The vaernment also tried to promote relations with Botswana., In March 1967,
officials of tihe two‘countries held discussions on the guestion of labour and the
movement of Africans between thé two_countfies. In May 1$67, tripartite technical
talks were held in Pretoria by the Goverrnments of South-Afries, Botswans and
Portugal on the joint utilization of rivers of common interest, with particular
reference to the QOkavango 1':'.1re:1:~.--232"{r

k7. The South Africen Government has been particulerly successful in developing
cioser relations with Malawi. In October 1966, the Malawi Development COrporatioh
awarded & contract to a South Africen firm - Imex (Pty.) Limited of Johennesburg -
for the planning and design of the new capital at ILilongwe, A Malawi goodwili
migsion led by the Minizter of Trade and Industry, Mr. G.W. Kumbweza, visited
Sﬁuth Africa in March 1967 and a trade agreecment between the two countries was
signed on 13 March. In September 1957, it was announced that the Governmentsd of
South Africa and Malawi had agreed to establish diplometic relations and open
legations in the two capitsls. Tﬁe heads of mission would have the status of
chargé dfaffaires en titre; and the First Malawl representative, who was expected
"in Pretoria in Decenber, was to be & Waite former Colonial Service Officer.gz/

'ﬁ8. The South African Government has been expressing the hope that these
developing relations with Malawi would lead to relations with other African States,
L9, On the other hand, the South African Govermment has felt that the increassed use
of the Cape route, after the closure of the Suez Canal in June 1967, would lead %o

clogser relations with Western Powers. The Minister of Forelign Affalrs, Dr. Muller,
said in the Senate on 6 June:

"The closing of the Suez Canal, of course underlines the importance of
‘the sea-route round the Cepe. One hopes that the time will arrive when it
wlll be fully realized how important it is thet the sea-route round the
Cape be kept open and protected.... South Africa recently accepted greater
responsibilities in connexion with the protection and safeguarding of the
sea-route around the Cape during discussions with the British sbout Simonstown.

"It is simply inconceivable to us that those who benefit from our actions
in this respect do not realize how necessary it 1s that we should be given
asslistance to fulfil this task of ours as well as possible, and that we
should not be thwarted..,." 26/

'Ehf News from South Africa, Wew York, 17 May 1967.
25/ Ibid., 13 September 1967.
. 26/ House of Assembly Debetes, & June 1567, col. 3748,

i
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50. Prime Minister Vorster sald-on'll June 1967 that the evenis in the Middle East
had again strongly emphogized the impcrtance of South Africa's. strategic pos;tlon
He believed that would lead to a realization of South Africats value to the world
and of its: efforts,to preserve peace end order in southern Africa.QZ/‘

F. Intensification of propagande

51 The South African Government has greatly intensified its propaganda designed
to decelve world public opinion of the truth about the policies of apartheid end
discredit the efforts of the United Nations end the international ccmmunitf to
secure an abandonmenﬁ of that policy. |
52. In an address in Durban on 14 November 1966, Prime Minister Vorster announced
that the Government would underteke "a comprehenslve information campaign to inform
the governients of the world and consequently also internationsl organizations, '
'including the United Wations, about exactly what we have done and are doing for
the non-Whites in South Africa’ .28/ _
53. BSpeeking in Johannesburg on 23 November 1966, M. Vorster called on all
South Africans to write letters to friends and acquaintances abroad to tell then
about South gfrica.gg/
54. In a statement on 8 December 1966, elaborating the Prime Ministert's
announcement, the Minister of Foreign Affairs, Dr. Hilgerd Muller, said:
"In addition to the activities of the Department of Informetion, the
Department of Foreign Affalirs will conseguently in future furnish full
deteils of our policies and of the progress made in their application, to

those Governments and internetionsl organizations which in our opinion
are genuinely interested in these lssues....

MAg will have been apparent from what the Prime Minister said at the
time, ‘the infbrmation to be Qrovided will cover both South Africa and
Bouth West Africa.

He announced that, as a flrst step, a detailed survey on South West Africa was

being conpiled for overseas distribution.

Cape Times, 12 June 1967.
Ibid., 15 November 1966.

Thid,, 24 Novesber 1966.

BE
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Z5. Though the essential.content of this propagenda hes remained unchanged, it has
been pursued with greater vigour and determination.
56, The policy of apartheid is increasingly presented by the Government as a policy
" of national liberstion or decolonization of the numerous tribal or "national" groups
into which it has unilaterally divided the African population of the countfy.
'57. Having silencsd¢ the opponents of apertheid by ruthless repressive measures,
the Government claims thet Its policy, described as "seperale development™, is
- accepbed by the peorle. Addressing the Council for Coloured Affairs in April 1967,
‘Prime Minister Vorster claimed:
"The policy of separate development has, in fact, become the policy
of South Africa, It is not only accepted by the leaders of the different
population groups, but it hes been accepted by the masses of the people,
-be they white, brown or black." ég/
58, 'Such propaganda, howsver, is belied by the continued and intensified pursuit
of recial discrimination zod ruthless repression end the consequent aggravation of

coenflict, which are rveviewsd in the. following chapters.

—

. _ég/ Southern Africa, London, 27 March 14G7.

/...
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II. MEASURES OF RACIAL SEPARATION AND DISCRIMINATION

59, The South African Go§ernment has continued to pursue its policy of racial
separation and segregation during the past year.

60. Under the Group Areas Act, condemmed specifically by ‘the General Assembly,
meny thousands of non-whites have been ordered to move out of their homes and
communities, The Govermment has not only continued to remove African families
from the Western Cape but has announced new measures to restrict and reduce African
labour in the industrial areas and to institute a system of registration of African
labour in the reserves in order to direct such lebour. It has mede some tactical
concessions in sport in order to meintain the traditionaml sporting relations

with western countries, but contimued to impose strict separation in South Africa.
61. Moreover, the Govermment has enacted pew discriminatory legislation to

enforce apartheld.

62. 'The above-mentioned developments are reviewed in this chapter.

' 63. It should be stressed here, however, that the numercué discriminatory laws
enacted in the past contlnue to be implemented at the cost of grave‘distress to
many familles.

64, 'The Population Registration Act providing for the classification of all

the people by race, which is considered ome of the pillars of the syatém of
apartheid, continues to lead to broken homes and families and greet distress.
Three recent cases are 1llustrative.

65. 1In February 1966, Sandra Iaing, an eleven-year-old school girl was
reclassified "Coloured" after complaints from some parents in the white boarding
school she was attending, despite the fact that her parents and two brothers and
a sister were white. She was reported to be a "genetic throw-back" showlng
certain African features. Shortly after, she was brought home by the school
prineipal and a policeman who told her parents that she could no longer stay in
school. In fact, under the apartheid laws, she could not even remain with her
family unless she was régistered as a servant. The father, a storeowner near
Piet Retlef, reported that his wife was so distressed that she foften threstened
to take her life and to taske our daughter with her".

31/ The New York Times, 24 December 1966.




-18-

66. ‘The case was reported in the world press and the family recelved letters
from several cdunb.f.le.—:a vifering to provide a howe for the girl.
. 67, Thg fether appealed the classification and indicated that if the judgemént
was unfavourable, he would seriously cOnside:‘accepiing offers from abroad. On
2 May 1967, the Pretoria Supreme Court dismissed the appeal but suggested that
consideration be given to reclassification under the Population Registratibn
Amendment Act of 1967. Subsequently, in July 1967, Sandra Laiﬁg was reclassified
vhite, but ;t was reported that white schools and even convents had declined to
admit her. ig/
68. Another recent case is thet of & coloured family in Cape Town in which the
‘mother and one son were classified coloured, while two other sons, who served
in the South African Naﬁy, vere classifled white. The Rev. R.F.G. Pearce, rector
of St. Amme's Church, Meitland, tried for six years to persuade the (overnment
to have the whole family clessified white and his approaches to the Minister of
Interior and the Secretary of Interior failed. Finally, in December 1966,
Rev. Pearce announced that he would leave South Africa as a gesture of protest
and take the famlly with him to England so that it could start a new life.
He said: |

"This terrible business of splitting families 1s happening in other

parts of my parish, too. Brothers and sons are told *plesse don't call at
the house in daylight, only when it's dark?.

"I know meny families who are living in & shadow of fear and tension,
due entirely to the mechenism of race classification. But the fapily Ianm
taking to England with me is one of the most distressing instances of all.";;/

£9. A third case under this Act is that of a young woman and her flance who
committed suiclde as they found after engagement that she had been classified
coloured though she was white in appearance. They asked that at least in death
her body should be regarded as sufficiently white to enable her to be buried with
‘her fiance. The couple were buried together in a cemetery reserved for whites.

32/ cape Times, 8 and 9 August 1967.
'33/ Ibid., 5 December 1966.
3%/ Rand Daily Mail, Johannesburg, 21 March 1967.
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70. Under the Tmmorality Act, another plllar of the apartheld system, which
prohibits sexual iptercourse between whites and non-whites, police snooping and
trials continue. Over 6,000 persons have been convicted under this Act since it

came into force seventeen years ago. Commenting on the implementation of this
law, Cape Times wrote on 9 May 1967:

"It has, of course, preciocus 1ittle to do with the prevention of
fmmorality - and a great deal to dc with the prevention of mlscegenation;
or, as a Cape Town magistrate put -t, fthe mongrelization of the races®.

"The lmtest figures show thet in one year all but 12 of 252 men eonvicted
of immorality were White. The fact =hat White women are only rarely involved
in behaviour of this kind is no% surprising, in the light of our goclal
and racial mores. But it 1s al3o easler for the police to detect or even
anticipate ‘immoral® acts whiel involve White men and Coloured or African
prostitutes or domestic servanis. We have it from those who know, however,
that the conviction percentage is but a drop in the ocean. Ard on the debit
side there sre the growing list of suicides, the ruined lives and reputations,
tne invesion of domestic priwiey, the breaking up of meny a stable
relationship between people «f different colours. Not to mention the wastage
snd misuse of police menpowe'."

A. Implementation of the Group Aréaa Act of 1950

TL. . The Group Areas Act, whiel provides for the forcible peparation of racial
groups, continues to be implemnted actively. Between 25 November 1966 and
6 October 1967, fifty-five grup area declarstions were published in the

Governnent Gaze‘ht?i:/ these equired the removal of tens of thousands of non-whites
36

from thelr homes.
72. A few cases are illus'cative.

73. Sir Lowry's Pass, a hmlet in the Cape FProvince, was proclaimed a white

group area on 25 November 1966, though 95 per cemt of the inhabltants are coloured

people and the coloured ;eople had settled there more then a century ago. Five

hundred residents of 4+ town called a protest meeting.'sj'/

35/ Cepe Times editrial, 9 May 1967.

46/ The Minister « Plamning, Mr. Hask, seld in the House of Assembly, on
26 May 1967 taat to date more than 1,000 group areas had been proclaimed-at
291 diffcresc plazes, The proclamation of group areas at 102 other centres
mf sgﬁ;:resent unler consideration. House of Assembly Debates, 26 May 1967,
rol. 1. '

37/ Cepe Times, 5 December 1966,

/oo,
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Th. Stutterheim, in the Hastern Cape, was declared white in June 1967.'-?@/ About
6,000 Africens and 300 eoloured pecple will be obliged to leave the town within

a year. The Africans will be resettled in e nearby area, but no coloured aree
has been designated. There are many African-cwmed properties within the municipsl
‘area, and these will have to be sold to whites.

2. On 7 June 1967, the Southern Cape Peninsule (Lakeside, *uizsnberg, St, James,
Kalk Bay and Clovelly) was procleimed a group area for whites, though the ares

is inhabited by many coloured people. Kalk Bay, for exampls, has been inhabited
by eoloured fishermen for centuries'and i1z traditionglly a ccloured area, ‘
7€. Mrs. M, G. Roberts, a resident of the ares and scting Cheirmen of the Black
Sagh, said on T July 1967:

"This is enother example of how shockingly unfair & group areas
proclametion can be.... Apart from Simonstown, Kalk Bey was the oldeste
settled eommunity on the Kelk Bay cost, and to this day the Coloured people
are the only people earning their living there,"k0/

77. Mr. Hamilton Russell, chaiman of the Cape Westsrn Reglon of the Progressive
Party, supporting e protest demoistration at Kelk ay, said that the public has
been "bludgeoned into a state of sinful apathy" and th&t’_ the "voice of protest
against injustice” had almost bem silenced, Tiere was a prevalling feeling thet
it was useless to protest egeins: the Government, which was "all-powerful and
remorselesge In Lf’fs determination to bully aud to separate the people of

South Africa',
The South African Tastitute of Raee Relations, in a statement on 1k June 1967,

said:

"It is from the Coloired people thet Xalk Bey gets its chavecter and
charm. This will row be lost to be replaced by bitterness and frustretion
among these people who wisi herm to no ors.

“The Institrte once again condemms the spirit, intent and spplication
of the Group Arear Act, involving as 1% does the ultimate mass uprooting
of settled commun.ties, whatever be tkeir race, with the resultent
destruction of commnity and commereial life."lo/

Wrnmegﬁazette, 30 June 1967, No. 1781.
39/ Cape Times, k Juy 1967,

40/ Ibid., 8 July 1957,

41/ Ibid., 1k July 1967.

k2/ Ibid., 15 July 1567.
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79. The AngMcan Archbishop Of Cape Town, the Most Rev. Robert Selby Taylor,

in ‘the dlocesan newsleiter Good Hope, described the proclamstion as Vilegrantly
unjust®. COriticizing the way in which the policy of separate development is
being im@lemented, he saild: "It perpetrates injustices and hardships and by
doing s0 is creating a store of bitterness which we shall reap in the future. n 43/
80. On 6 September 1967, the Executive Committee of the Cape Peninsula Church
Councll issued = statement in which it said: |

¥

"We reiterate our cﬁnviction that the Group Areas Act, as implemented
in the Cape Peminsula, is contrary to Holy Scvipture and therefore is unworthy
of a Christlan pation.

"™We call upon Christiens of every church £o press by every legal means
for the suspension of this messure in this aresa.

"he Coloured pecple of the Wéstern Cape have no homelands to which
they can be banished.

"Their title to reside in many of the areas from which they are now
to be execluded is stronger then that of the Whites.

“In many cases they are being deprived of their means of living and
in other cases are being subjected to grave economic penalties.”

81, The effects of the lmplementation of certain earlier‘proclsmaﬁions-may be
noted.
82, It will be recalled that in earlier reports, the Special Committee noted
the removal of thousands of Indian families from their homes in Johannesburg, .
to Lenasia, & new township twenty-two miles from. the city. A recent survey noted .
that Lenasia has a population of over 18,000, a majority of which suffer “from
malnutrition in their barrack~like, two-roomed homes vwhich they remt for
1.82 rand & month". One residential area in lenasis has no waterborne sewerage
and sometimes the pits are not emptied for days. There is no‘ﬁoliée station or-
hosplial and soclal smenities ére inadequate. One of the greatest problems of
‘the people of Ienasie is the cost of transport: the weekly fare to the_cit§ by
-trein is. 6.90 Rand per person while the average income per household 1s mot much
above 10 rand s month.=

13/ Toid., 31 July 1967.
L/ Rand Daily Mail, Johammesburg, 1 October 1966.
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€3 As a result of Group Areas Act proclamations, thousands of coloured people
have been moved from their homes in Paarl to Paarl East. In a memorandum of

21 July 1967 to the Department of Community Deﬁelopment, an interchurch committee,
representing most churches except the Dutch Reformed Church, described the
appeliing. coﬁditions in Paarl East. The new houses in'Paafl REast are considered
poor substitutes for what the people had to surrender. They were moved with great
haste into an area which still had to be made fit for habitation, while the nouses
in the central area of the town which had been vacated were occupled by whites

or demolished or remeined vacant. (Many of the houses from which the coloured
people were removed were used to house immlgrants ffom other countries.) The
Conmittee charged that many coloured families were deprived of their homes in
order to force them on to the farms. 7

8k. Senator C.C. Henderson (United Party) polnted out in the Senate on

15 June 1967 that the whites are “making a very good thing" out of the acquisition
of properties of “defenceless“ ron-vhites who have been forced to move cub

"in District Six, in Newlands or any other simllar areas throughout the length
and breadth of South Africa®™. He described in detail three cases in Ladysmith

in which non-whites suffered while whites grestly profited as a rasult of group
ares prociamations.gé/

85. Maeny of the victime of the Group Areas Act have given up appeals to courts

or resistance as the Government, determined to impose its will, has shown no
hesitation to amend the law to circumvent adverse judgements or to use force to
break resistance by vietims. Some, however, have continued resistance to thils
unJust law as & matter of principle. Among theée_is Mr. Nena Sits, former
Pregident of the Transvaal Indian‘Congress and a disciple of Gandhi. A sick man, |
now sixty-nine years old, he has already served two terms of imprisonment of six
months and four monthe respectively in 1962 and 1963, for refusing to obey the
order to move from his home in Pretoria, which he has occupled for forty yesars.
He wae again charged under the Group Areas Act im August 1966. On 29 August 1967

45/ Cape Times, 29 June and 1 August 1967.
&é/ Senate Debates, 15 June 1967; cols. 4652-4658.
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he was found guilty ém_d again imprisoned as he refused to pay the 200 rand
($us280) fine-.ﬂ/ - In & statement read from the dock during the trial,
Mr. Sita said: |
. vmpe Group Ares,s Act 18 cruel, ca.llous , grotesque, abominsble, unjust,
vicious, degraeding, and humilieting to the utmost againet whom 1t is applisd.
How an Act which is enforced against the Indianes with callous disregerd of -
human suffering, migery end unhappiness, can be described 10 be hased on
Justice is beyond the comprehénsion of any humen being."
86. On the day of the sentence demonstrators organized by the Smrth Afr:.can Indian
Congress protest.ed against the Group Areas Act outside South Africa House in
London. Among them were Mr. David Mercer , a British playwright, Mr. Ronald Segal,
Mlss Ma,ry Benson a.mi Mrs. Margearet Legum. Tae Anti-Apartheid Movement sent the
following message to Mr. Nena Sita:
. e wish to pla.ce on record our admiration to you. We appeal to
" gll who _cherish liberty and human dignity to joln in condemning the Group
Aveas Act in South Africa, end the whole degrading system of a.partheid
which makes such heroic sacrifice necessary." 49/
The message was signed, smong others, by the Marquis of Yarmbury, Lord Byers,
Sir Hugh Casson, Lord Collisom, Lord Gifford, Lord Soper, the Bishop of Woolwich,
Mr. Angus Wilson, Mr. David Steel, M.P., Mr. Michael Foot, M.P., Mr. David Mercer,
Prof. Richerd Titmuss and the Rev. Micheel Scott. | | |
87, wr. M.S. Bhana, a twenty-seven-year-old Indian of Johannesburg, also chose.
to g0 to jail rether than to pey a fine of 100 rand when he was sentenced on
5 July 1967 for contravening the Group Areas Act. Mr. Buens sald in. court thet
be felt that the Group Areas Act was an unjust Act ‘and the ruin of the Indian
community. -5-‘2/

The New York Times, 30 August 1967.

Evening Post, Port Ellizabeth, 8 August 1967.
Cape Times, 30 August 1967.

50/ The Star, Johannesburg daily,‘ 5 July 1967.
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B. Removal of African from "White areas"

88. As indicated in earlier reports, the Government has been attempting for
several years to remove Africans from the Western Cape, which 1t intends to

reserve for whites and coloured people, but the African population has increased
every year because of the great demand for labour.éij

89. The main result of the Government's policy has been that African families

have been steadily removed from the areas and replaced by migratory workers brought’
in under contract.ig/ Thousands of these African men are_hgusedfinf“ﬁﬁchelor
gquarters" - pre-fabricated bungalows eBch Geceupled by forty men - and their
families are not allowed to accompany them to the Western Cape.zg/
able to enmter the quarters by permit only.

Women are

51/ The 1966 figures show that the number of Africans inereased by 13,388 in
the maglsterial districts of the Cape, Wynberg, Simonstown and Belville.

Cape Times, 21 January 1967.

The Minister of Bamtu Administration and Development stated on 21 February 1967
that there were 131,414 African contract workers in the Western Cape. House
of Assembly Debates, 21 February 1967, col. 163%0.

According to a survey done in the Cape Peninsula a few years ago, 68 per cent
of the men living in single quarters were, in fact, married men. The Star,
Johannesburg deily, 4 January 1967.

The Cape Town City Council, in August 1967, turned down & suggestion to
establish a recreationsl room where Langa ‘bachelor quarter' residents
could entertain women. Cape Times, 7 August 1967. Major A.Z. Bermen,
the Chairmen of the Council's Health and Housing Committee, had explained
on 11 July 1967, that: "They are migrant labourers - men without their.
families. We know that they need women, but we are not going to allow
that." Cape Times, 12 July 1967. 4 Cape Times editorial of 12 July 1967
commented: '

k

2

", .. the appalling fact in South Africa is that the Government is
enforcing this practice of abstinence over long periods on vigorous men
as part of the country's permanent labour system, and a large part at
that. Ordinary family life has been steadily decreased for African
labourers as o direct result of so-called !separate development®. This
nas caused what has been described as a 'raging cancer! in African soclal
life in the cities...."
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90. Meanvhile, African women-ire being removed from the peninsula.

Mrs. H. Suzman said in the House of Assembly on 8 Februsry 1967 that the plight
of the African ygmeﬁ<was~"scandalﬁus". They were "going through absolute
purgatoryf_aﬂ"éﬁ effort was belng made to "ferret out every possible woman who
c§p,be”§émoved from Cape Town" to be “sent back to the reserves t6 relatives who
”Eﬁ some cases have not seen them for 10, 15 or 20 years,.wpo'themselves are
struggling to make ends meet, who have not got enough to keep their own families
going, or they are sent to a wrteched transit camp like Sada which is & disgrace
to a civilized coumbtry". Policy was being applied to the letter: African women ‘
© who could not prove that they had registered in the peninsula in July 1952,

when in fact no machinery for the registration of women existed, were belng
endorsed out on a large scale .

sk | Seeking to restrict the number of contract workers, the (overmment sent a
directive to the Cape Chamber of Industries early in December 1966, laying down
a formuls which ih effect froze the number of Afriecan comtrect workers in the
peninsule a8 of 31 August 1966.2§/ Every year thereafter the number must be

- reduced by 5 per cemt until the African labour complement has been reduced to.
zero. If coloursd labour became availeble meanwhile, the process would be
accelerated.2l 0n 21 December 1966, the Deputy Minister of Pantu Administration,
Mr. Coetzee, further informed the Western Cape employers that the introduction
©of contract labour Por several categories of work would no longer be allowed
unless the employers obtained certificates that no suitable coloured epplicants
were avallable. Colonred épplicants would have to £ill those posts.ég/

92. The Cape Chamber of Commerce and the Cape Town Sakekamer (1.e., orgenized
Afrikaans business) expressed concern that the removal of Africans would disrupt
irndustry and decrease production in the area)ﬁg/

53 The expulsion of Africen workers from the urban areas td the,reserves,hgs
been so arbitrary that even the Chief Minister of the Transkel, Paramount Chief

House of Asgembly Debates, 8 February, cols. 896-897.

The estimated number of African contract labourers in the Western Cape is
131,414, House of Assembly Debates, 21 February 1967, col. 1630.

Cape Times, 8 December 1966,
Ibid., 22 December 1966,
Ibid.; 13 Jaruary 1967 and 17 March 1967.
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Kaiser Matanzims, was obliged to condemn the gystem on 17 April 1967 and polnt
out that there were no jobs for these workers in the Transkei.ég/ '
gh, Preseing its efforts to replace African labour by coloured labour, the
Government is instituting & training scheme for coloured youths to meet the
lzbour shortage in the Western Cape. On 7 February 1967, it announced that
fishing companies in the Cape employing large numbers of coloured people instead
of Africans would recelve preference in the award of quotas.éi/
g5, The Govermment seeks to remove all coloured people from the Trankskei and
most of the Clskei in the Bastern Cape and transfer them to the Western Cape.

On 19 January 1967, the Minister of Planning, Mr. Haak, amnounced & plan, worked
out by @ Cabinet Committee, to carve up the Bastern Cape into labour-preference
zones for coloureds end Africans. Africen labour 1s to get preference in areas
east of a line to be drawn roughly between the Fish River and Aliwal North; |
coloured people will get preference west of this line. This involves the removal
of 14,000 coloured people from Transkei to the Western Cape. The éoloured
people will be allowed to remain in group areas set aside for them in East
London, Queenstown and King Williem's Town districts.ég/

96. The Government has further indicated that it would vigorously press for a
reduction of African labour in all industrial centres in order to achleve its
objective of reversing the flow of African labour from the reserves to the
"White aress" by 1978.

97. The Deputy Minister of Bantu Administration, Mr. "Blaar™ Coetzee explained
in the House of Assembly on 12 October 1966 that the plan ls %o "stop creating
employment opportunities for Bantu in the metropolitan areas in factorlies and
industries in which Bamtu labour predominates.... For theilr economic future the
Witwatersrand and all the metropolitan areas, ineluding the Western Cape, will

60/ The Star, Johannesburg daily, 8 February 1967.
61/ Cape Times, 22 December 1966.
62/ Cape Times and Rand Daily Meil, 20 January 1967.

Mr. Vosloo sald on 8 June 1967 that the Cabinet Committee would be
responsible for implementing the long-term policy in five stages: the
removel of Porelgn Africans; freezing of African families with limited influx
of single migrant labourers to fulfil the most urgent necessities; the
gradual replacement of migrant African labour with coloured labourers and
the selection of the African population and its division into groups.

Cape Times, 9 June 1967.
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‘have to look not. to industries in which Bantu la bour predominates, but to
t;a.pita.l-intensive industriea" 83/ '

08. The Minister of Bantu. Administration, M. Botha, stated in Cape Town on

6 February 1967, that the present ratio of black to white in "white" fSouth Africa
was 2.2 to 1, and that 'the gim was {0 reduce the ratioc to 1 to l..&F |

99. In order o compel industrialists ‘o comply with the Government' & Dplam, the
new Minister of Planping, Dr. Carel De Wet, introduced the Physical Plannlng and
Utilization of Resources BLll on 12 May 1967. The bill provides thrat po industrial
tovmship may be established without the written approvel of the Mindster of
Planning who would fa}ce into account the availabllity of labour, housing, water
and other -facfdrs. The Minlster mey impose conditions in respect of any of these
- factors. Government wsy also, by proclemetion, designate areas or industries in
which ministerial approwal is required to establish new factories or extend
existing factories, or to increase the number of employees, _

100, This legislative megsure was strongly opposed by commerce and industry s by
the United Party and the Progressive Pa.rty.6 The opposition parties did not
object to decentralization of industry, but pointéd out that the deernment'

| purpose wa.s not economic, but to restrict and reduce African labtJur in urban areag
by moving labour-intensive industries to the borders of Africen reserves.

101. Meanwhile, on 27 April 1967, the Deputy Minister of Bantu Development,

Mr. Vosloo, said that in the near future compulsory registration of every African
in the "homelands" as s woz;k-seelger would be introduced. He said the Africans
could no longer exist according to the traditiona.l attern of tilling 2 small piecg-'
of land each, and 1t had been decided that all African lsbour should be mobilized‘,l’;
through the active agency of the Bantu Authorities. A scﬁeme was helng worked
- out for the decentralization of labour buresux to ‘the tribal and regional
, authoritles. He added:

65/ Bouse of Assembly Debates, 12 October 1966, cols. 1402-1L403.
6L/ The Star, Johannesburg daily, 7 Februsry 1967.

65/ The Pederated Chember of Industries and the Associated Chambers of Commesee
' issued a jolnt statement opposing the legislation. Cape Times, 26 May 1967.
.The Johannesburg Chember of Commerce estimated that the cost of ieversing
the flow of African workers would eventuslly be 1,050 million rand over the
fifteen-year pericd it would take to implement this policy, or Y railllon
ra.nd a yea.r. Cape Times, 8 March 1967
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"mhese Bantu would thea be allotied to specific labour cetegories
aceording to prescribed narms so that all sectors would receive thelr rightiul
share of the available lakour. As experience wes gained; the Bantu would
rise to higher-paid types of labour. It would have to be borne 1n mind,
however, that human beings were involved who could not be moved about like
pavrs and that the employer should also meke working conditions
attractive." 66/

102. The Cape Times commented #n an editorial of 28 April 1967:

... this is an outrageous statement, for its plain meaning is that all
African men, even in thelr homeélends (including presumably, the ‘autonomous’
Transkél) would have to reglster. When registered thelr personal details
would be compared with a schedule of some sort and they would be classified
a8 this or that kind of worker. There is nothing to show how much their own
preferengces would welgh in this classifieation, so that we are unable to
say whether s man who registered in the hope of unloading ships in Cape Town
might find himself planting mealies in Lichtenmburg.... There has been
less and'less freedom of movement for Bamtu workers in recent years, but 1t
is & new principle - if that is the intention ~ that even his right to
tidleness! st home in the Homeland shall be taken awey, and that, what appears
to be full-scale direction of labour, shall be imtroduced.”

103. The Archbishop of Cspe Town, Cardinal Owen McCann, protested on 1 May 1967
against the registration of the African and "thelr cataloguing and thelr being
directed to certain types and spheres and areas of lsbour®.

10k. The Archbishop stated:

"They are men and they cannot be treated as mere commoditles.

"Such & system could ke good only 1if it helped him to find work and
enabled him to keep‘:his family life and responsibiilties.

"Once agaln we cry out against the evills of the migratory labour
system, its immoral consequences and the break-up of family life.“{ﬁl/
\105. Mr. Vosloo, however, confirmed on 11 July 1967 that the tribal labour buresu
vlan was intended to combat. prejudice against farm employment and to harness the

large potentisl labour force in African areas.

e re— T —

66/ Cape Times, 28 April 1967.
&7/ Bend Daily Meil, Johannesburg, 26 May 1967.

58/ The:Star, Johannesburg daily, 12 July 1967.

Jorn



-29_

C.' Apartheid in sports

106. fThe South Affic&n1GDvernment has been concerned ovér'th‘Republié’s growing
‘isolation in international sport, &s g result of baycotts and expulsioné'frbﬁ'
internatioual spﬁrt organizations as a reaction to the imposition of~r&¢i§ﬁ in
South African sport. During the past year, it made cerbain tectical concessions
with & view to disrupting international opposition wibhout, however, abéndoniing

" enforced separation in sport in South Africa. .

107. These concessions were apparently occasioned by-theranxiEty-tbibé{réaﬂmitfe&-
to the Olympic Games and by the possibility of the cancellation of the‘tbur-of*thé
United Kingdom cricket team (MCC) to South Africa.

108. South Afriea, which did not receive an invitation to the Tkyo Olympics-

in 196k because of her racisl policy, has been attempting to obtain an -invitation
to take part in the Mexican Olympics in 1965!and the "Lilttle Olympics" in Mexico
in October I967. In October 1966, the Internstional Olympic Coftmlttee announced
that a three-man fact-finding mission would vistt South Afrieca to investigaﬁé the*
administration, organization and development of* sport in. South’ Africa and to
ascertain whether everyone had an equal opportunity of taking pert in the Olympic
‘Games. This question was due to be considered at: the Inteimational Olympic
Committee meeting in Teheran in May IO6T.

109. Meanvhile, the rigid enforcement of apartheld regulatibtng during & visit to -
South Africe of Mr. Basil d'Oliveira, & Cape coloured cricketer who'became: a
naturalized British eitizen and played for England inr 1966, arcused ‘questions .-~
concerning the MCC tour of South Africa scheduled for: 1968-1969, . as Mr d'Olive1ra
would probably be chosen for the MOC team. :

110, Following & statement in January 1967 by the Minister of’ Interior,

Mr. Le Roux, confirming that the Government would not accept mixed téems touring
South &frica, more than 150 British garliamentarians ealled on the MES %o cancel
their proposed South African tour and signed s motion urging the HOusé‘oi Commions -
"to deplore the colour discrimination introduced inmbo-sport by the South ‘Afsrican
Government”. Om 30 January 1967, the United Kingdom Ministér of Sport, .

Mr. Denis Howell, told the House of Commons that the:MJC.tour. .in 1968 woul&'be
sbandoned if South Africa objected to any perticular player. He added that ‘the
British Government did not aid teams wishing to take part in circumstances irwolving
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raclal discrimination. No applicetion for Govermment financial éssis’cance towerds
sports visits to South Africa had been agreed to, nor would be entertained.

lli. These develoPments caused great concern among South Africen sportsmen and
the Governmment sought to meet the situation by some adjustments in policy.

112. - The Minister of the Interior, Mr. Le Roux, saild on 8 February 1967 in the
House of Assembly:

. "... we are all sportsmen and are Fond of sport, but we dare not allow
the enemies of South Africe and those who want to maske it impossible for us
to achieve success with our policy of separate development and to come out
op top and triumph, to plough us under now in the reslm of sport which they
.Iénow 1s one which is very dear to our hearts and which 1s a difficult one

¢ handle.

"On the basis of principle I am prepared to give the House and the
country the assurance that this Government will be just as unhesitent and
Just as certain and just as inflexlble in respect of that principle. But
we are not so foolish thet within the framework of the preservation of our
principle, we will not go out of our way to meke the application of the policy
and the principle such, in the most carefully considered manner; as to make
of 1t the greatest possible success...," ég_;/

123. On & March 1967 Prime Minister Vorster said thet 1t was his earnest intention
- to meintein for the young people and for South Africe as & whole s those traditiona.l
- 8ports relations that hed been bullt up over the vears. He made a distinction

between imternal sport and sports relations with other countries.:@/ -

lllt Eighorating the policy in the House of Assembly on 11 April 1967, he said:

"L.v. want to make it quite clear that from South Africa's point of view
no mixed sport between Whitse and non-Whites will be practised locally... and
that the other colour groups, the Coloureds, the Indians and the Bantu,
“practise tlieir sport separately... If a person, either locally or abroad,
2dopts the: mttitude thet he will enter into relations with us only if we are
prepared “to jettison the separate prectising of sport prevalling among our
Oowg people in South Africa, then I want to meke 1t guite clear that, no
matter hov important those sport relations are in my view, I am not prepared
%0 pay that price....

"The Olymplc Games is & unigue event in which all countries of the world
take part, and our sttitude in respect of that event was that if there were

69" House: of Assembly Debates, 8 February 1967, cols. 933-93k.
70/ Cape: Times, 6 March 1567.
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any of our Coloureds or Bantu who were gdod. enough to coﬁpete there, or
whose' standard of proficiency was such that they could teke part in it, we
would meke it possible for them to take part.... o

"Because the Olympic Games lays it down as an absolute condition, the
people who are then selected will tske part as one contingent under the
South Afriean flag...."

'115. As regerds the Canads Cup tournament and the Davis Cup competltion, he

sald that "Lf it were to happen that we had to pley against a coloured country

in the finals, we would do so, whether in that ,counti'y or in South Africa, because

here one has to do with an inter-state relationship". PEmphasizing that he was
only concerned with ma.inia.ining traditional and existing relationships, he stated:
"We have no relations with the West Indies, India or Paklstan... we had no such

gies in the past, nor did I regard it as necessary that we should have them in

future". Invitetions to forelgn sporting bodies would continue to be extended

by South African sporting podies.

"I? they are asked, 'What is the sttitude of your Govermment on the
mabter?! they will have no reservations in saying: 'Our Govermment does not.
prescribe whom you mey select and whom you may not select, because our:
Government is not your selector.'" Tif

116. The next day Mr. Vorster warned sports administrators and others mot to
drew unverranted conclusions from the above statement. He sald that 1f people
pelieved thet "all barriers will now be removed" they were meking "a very bilg
mistake®. |

117. The Minister of Transport, Mr. B. Schoeman, said in Johannesburg on.

27 April 1967, that the statement of policy on sport made by Mr. Vorster was not

" & deviation from previbus nationalist policy. It vas necessary for the Republic
t0 retain the friendship of certain nations and it was, therefore, also necessé.ry
to rgt&in tra.ditiflmal sports relations with them. Specifically iuentioni-ng France,
he said: ’

“"If a French rugby teem contains o member of mixed blood and we refuse

to allow him to come and play here, we could destroy that friendship and good -
relationship. ‘ _

it

%1/ House of Assembly Debates, 11 April 1967, cols. 2959.3967.
_'E_’/' Cape Times, 13 April 1967. °
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"From where will we then get the armements with which we have built
up our defence forces in order to defend our country against attacks from
cutside?” 73/
118. In view of the above, Mr, Frank Braun, Chairman of the South African Olymplc
Council, said in a statement on 21 March 1967 that South African team members in
the Olymplc Games would "participate in the opening ceremony... in uniform
apparel and jointly under the South African flag", so0 that there would be only
one South African teem in which South Africans of all racial groups can be
-presented. They would be selected by the various sporting committees in South
Africa. There would be no national contest. A liaison cormittee of white and
non-white sport administrators would be formed under the chalrmanship of the
president of the South African Olympic Games Committee to advise the comnitliee
in the selectlion of the South African comtingent. South African athletes of
various racial groups could compete against each other "in accordance with custom
abroad".Th
119. This explanation.falled to satisfy the International Olympic Committee., At
its meeting in Teheran in.May 1967, fourteen Africen countries submitted a motlon
to the I0C executive, demanding that South Africa be expelled from the Olympic ‘
movement unless it changed "its rules on racial discrimination in sporte”. These
countries fhreqtened to withdraw from the 1968 Olymplcs if this was not done,
Mexico decided not to invite South Africa to compete in the "Iittle Olympics®.
120. On 7 September 1967, the fact-finding mission of the I0C - consisting of
Lord Killanin of Ireland, Sir Adetekumbo Adewola, Nigeria's Chlef Justice, and
Mr. R. Alexader, President of the Kenya Olympic Association - arrived in South
Africa for a ten~day tour. It interviewe@ a number of sporting bodies and
individuals, many of them non-white, at closed sessions in Johannesburg, Durban,
East London, Port Elizabetih ard Cape Town. Its report is to be tabled at the
next I0C meeting at Grenoble in February 1968, 12/
121. Mesnwhile, rigid separation comtinues in gport in South Afriea.

Ibid., 28 April 1967.
Ibid., 23 March 1967.
Ibid., 8 September 1967.
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122, In December 1966, Mr. "Papwaﬁ-ﬁewgolum, golf star of Indman origln, banned -
from playing in tournaments at Wedgewood Park, Port Elizabeth, the South African
‘Open at East ILondon, and the Natel Open in Durben. He had been banned earlier from
the Western Province Open.7 *A

123, In Januery 1967, Mr, Ronnle van der Walt, the South African welter-we1ght
champion from Cape Town, who bad so far been regarded as white, was informed -by

the Department of Interior that he hed been classified as Coloyred. He was unable
to fight & white opponsnt in e bout scheduled for 1 February 1967, because of the
ban on mixed sport. It was reported that Mr. van der Walt had made plans to
emigrate to Britain. L/ . , |

124, On 11 April 1967, the Minister of Community Development, clarifying the
Government's policy about mixed‘audieﬁces attending wrestling and boxing matches
in Cape Town City Hall, stated that only whites could watch if only white
contestants were in sction; when contestants were non-white, whites could attend
Pat their own volition“-zg/

125. By a ministerial decision in July 1967, Africans were proﬁibited from fighting
iﬁ, or attending, mixed non-white boxing tournaments. The boxing prombter,

Mr. N. Moodley, said that that distinction between non-white reces was the "death

of non-White professional boxing". 12/

b. Hew ;eg;slation

Training Centres for Coloured Cedets Act, No. L6 of 1967

126. This Act, which provides for the esteblishment of "training centres” for

Cape Coloured youbh, reguirés all Cape Coloured men between the ages of eighteen’
and twenty-four to register as "recruits™ for training. Reéruiﬁs vwho are at school
or universlty, in full employment, apprenticed or sre physically or mentally upfit ’
"may" be exempted from training,

The Star, weekly, thannesburg, 31 December 1966.

Cape Times, 31 January and 8 February 1967. He was reporsed to ‘have said: "My
heart is broken and my life destroyed.... T have been knocked down by & blow
which I cannot understand. What have I done to deserve thist" Ibid.,

31 January 1967. '

Tbid., 12 April 1967.

Rand Daily Mall, Johennesburg, 27 July 1967.
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12% A proportion of the youthzis to be selected as “cadets™ for twelve months or
longer and sent to training centres to undergo training "for any kind of -
_employment”., The Wbrkmen's Compensation Act and the Apprenticeship Act do not apply
to "cadets®. * ' N |
128, Parentael conmtrol over the youth selected for "work training' will glve way to
‘control by the committee of the training centre, except in regard to marriage and
property rights.
129. Feilure to register is an offence punisheble by a fine up to 200 rand ($Us280)
‘or imprisonment up to six months. Every registered recruit must notify the police
of a change of address; failure to do so is punishable,
130. ‘The original bill provided that the Coloured youbth must always carry the
registration or exemption certificate and must produce it on demand on pain of
summary arrest. This provision, which caused psriticular concern as it would have
sﬁbjected the Coloured youth to the mumiliations inflicted on Africans under the
Ipass laws, was amended during the debate in the Pavliament. In the Ffinal Act,
the Coloured youth are allowed seven days to produce the certificate.
131. Explaining the legislation in the House of Assembly on 20 February 1967, the
Minigtér of Coloured Affairs, Mr. M. Viljoen, described its aim as "social
rehabilitation”, to make undisciplined and aimless persons underge training. It
was expected that ebout 90,000 persons would register initially and sbout 20,000
‘persdns 8 year thereafter. As training facilities are to be established, only
about 1,000 would be selected for training. |
"Those who are regarded as suitable for training as mechanics, for
example, will be apprenticed to private garages in consultation with the
Department of Labour. (Cadets who camnot be classified as suitable for
training in a craft or scholastic field, however, will go to a training
centre where they will perform some form of useful labour, for example,
by providing assistance on localized tasks such as irrigation work, soil
reclamation, tree planting, construetion works, ete.” go/
In subsequent statements, Mr. Viljoen indicated that similar mgggures may be adopted
later for Coloured girls, and Coloured youths under eighteen. &/

'_/ House of Assembly Debates, 20 February 1967, cols. 1555-1556.
81/ senate Debates, 16 March 1967, col. 2135; Cape Times, 10 June 1967.
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13z, Gpvérnment supporters in Parliaménf and .i;he Press stressed that the purpose
of the bill was to discipline (}oloured youth and 'oblige'them to underteke. unskiﬁed

work:'in brder'”to £111 the labour gap left by the progressive withdrawal of Afpleans
from the Western Cape. I

133. The bill aroused wide opposition on the ground that, in effect, it redured the
Coloured to-the plight of pass-carrying Africans and involved forces iabour, though
the Minister denied -that forced labour camp.s would L lnstiiuted. :
134, On 21 February 1967, members of the Coloured commuity, including forty .
educationalists, welfare workers, sport, youth, and cureh leaders and leaders of
“the Labour Party submitted a petition to the Minister of Coloured Affairs, .
Mr. Viljoen, in which they expressed concern over aspects of legislation which
"might expose the youtt to indignities and humietion®. They stated:

Y7t should be remembered that the Coioured yuuths who are in the
unfortunate position of delinquents are larg:ly the victlme of past
‘neglect. They did not heve the benofits of compulsory schooling. Some
have hed no schooling whatsoever. They com: from poor environmental
conditions. They come from homes which were ¢ilturally es well as
sconomically deprived. They have, as a result. little self-respect.

®Je do not deny that emong these ycuths, "hatever the causes of
their present condition, there are thoss who wuld benefit from a course
of training and discipline. We agree that if . satisfactory method
could be Found whercby these youths could be iduced to lead more useful
lives, and if society could thereby in some mesure repay its debt to them
this would be excellent. ' '

"3t we do Feel that the present Bill goe too far in that it
reguires all youths to register. We are not :ainst registration for
- an honourable purpose, such as the defence ofone's country. But it
cannot be denied 'that this register will be rgarded as a register from
which potential *won't works? will be selectu to be sent to training -
centres as 'cadets!. The very wording, viz the fact thet all youths.
from 18 to 24 yesrs. will be called 'recruiss’ strengthens this view.

e feel very -strpnglj that a slur ¥ beloz cast over all of our
youths in that they are now all to becom ‘recrilts! from whose ranks,
subject to certain exempbions, won*t wort cadet: will be recruilted.

“Youths and their parents now feel that thee is likely to be a
telean-up campeign! during which all Coloured yoths aged 18 to 2k
will be interrogated on the streets by policemen end if found without
their exemption documents (already being called tagrest) thog mag to
hustled off to & police station and treated gcct¥-Ig to the Criminal

foun
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Procedures Act. This fear is strong in the minds of the public, and
your petitioners pray that steps be taken to set the public at emge by
altering the Bill so that any such occurrences will not be possible.“§§y‘

135. In a statement on 28 February 1967, the Black Sash stated:

"The use of compulsion in the recruitment of people for employment
training completely disregards the right to make a free choice of what

work they do, where they do it and the conditions under which they sell
their labour.

"This bill provides for no reel training but implies the establishment
of a readily avallable quasi-military disciplined captive labour force, to
be used at the discretion of the Minister.

"The application of compulsion and of military-styled regimentation

to the ordinary clvilian oecupation of employment training, which this

blll imposes on a section of the community is contrary to all concepts

of a free society and is to be totally condemned.® §§/
136 1In a statement on 8 March 1967, Mr. Quintin Whyle, Director of the South
African Institute of Race Relations, strongly criticized the bill. He agreed
that many people in South Africa were educationally and socially ill-equipped
for adulthood, particularly those who were "vietims of an historical situation
and of factors beyond their control," énd that special measures were justified to
enabls such people +to become respected, creative citizens. But, he added, a
distinction must be uede between delinquents and those "who through no fawlt of
their own, nor of their parents, heve fallen through the wide holes of the
Government's inadequate provicions of educational and social serviees”. Moreover,
the scheme should be voluntary on the part of the parents and should be
fundamentally educational and not military in its za,j'_n:t.f.’..«)lL
137. The United Party, however, supported the bill on the ground that it would have
the effect of making better cltizens of the Coloured people.
138, Mrs. H. Suzman (Progressive Party) strongly opposed the bill on the ground it
wes "based on mass compulsion on a most far-reaching scale", She said in the House
of Assembly on 3 March 1967 that she saw nothing in the legislation which was

82/ Cspe Times, 21 February 1967.
83/ Rand Daily Mail, Johannesburg, 1 Merch 1967.
84/ Cape Times, 9 March 1367.

/‘4-



"... designed to uplift the Coloured people as & whole, I see it as a
hopeless confession of abysmal fallvre to understand and tackle any of
the root causes of Coloured delinguency and of unemployment among young
Coloured people....

®...the Minister should not under-estimate the dismay that has been
caused amongst Coloured people at the extension of this modified pess
system %o the Coloured people. 8Sir, so far all I can see is that the
hon. the Minister has achieved the registration of every Coloured mele
youth between the ages of 18 and 24 years; he has not created & single
Job for them, but he has created eight new crimes for which they can go.
to gaol.®

139. Mrs. H. Suzman stggested that it would be a "better investment" to

"... introduce compulsory schooling for all Coloured children, to -
introduce school feeding schemes which would help to keep Coloured -
children at school for longer periods and to increase the pay of
Coloured teachers which would provide the necessary additional ﬁeachers
in order to implement & scheme of compulsory education.” 85/

grohibitionhof Mixed Marriages Amendment Act

1

14D, The Prohibition of Mixed Marriages Amendment Act prohibits mixed marriages
‘between South Afritan male oftizens living abroad with tion-white women; such a
marriage would be null and void and the couple would be liable to arrest under

the Tmmorality Act in South Africa.- | o

ikl. The Amendment Ach alsb provides that a person who does not tell the mafriage
officer that his wife is of mnother race can te convicted of perjury. It replaces
the classification of people into "Europeans” and "non-Buropeans" with "White
‘persons” and "Coloured persons™.

142, It was reported that this legislation wes provoked malnly by the case of

Mr. Breyten Breytenbach, 2 well-known Afrikaner post and artist living in Parls,

85/ House of Assembly Debates, 3 March 1967, cols. 2331 and 2333-2354.

86/ Mixed marriages in South Africe ave prohibited under the original Act.
As in the original Act, there is no similar prohibition on South African
women when contracting marriages if domiciled sbroad.
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who married a Viet-Namese. There was widespread publicity two years ago vhen the
Government rejected an application by Mr. Breytenbach for a visa to bring hlB w1fe-
to South Afrlca,glf )

Population Registration Amendment Act, No. 6l of 1967

143. This Amendment Act was adopted largely to undo judgements by courts under the
origipal Act and to make appeals against race classmflcatlon more difficult,.
Vi, On 24 January 1667, the Cape Supreme Court declared invalid a proclamation by
the State President on 13 December 1963 dividing the Coloured populatlon into
sub~groups {Cape Coloured, Malay, Grigua, Chlnese, Indian, other Asiatic and other
Coloured) on the grounds that it was "void for vegueness® and made no provision for
those who qualified for more than one group. By recognizing only' three racial
‘groups in South Africa - white, African and Coloured - the Judgement put in questlon
many Of the apartheid regulations.
145, Moreover, the Government recently lost a series of appeals to courts against
race classificetion (usually claims by those classified Coloured that they should be
classified white as the white status entails meny privileges - such as better Jjobs,
education and cultural opportunities, and the voce) Most of these cases were
brought to court by third parties, as it was dlscovered that the time-limit for
appeals in the original Act did not apply to third parties. In a number of
Judgements, in the latter half of 1966, the Cape Supreme Court differed with the
‘RaceVClassification.Appaal Board on the interpretation of the provision that persons
who are not cbviously white or non-white in appearance should be classified
according to "general acceptance". fThe Board held that to be classified white,
the person must “reject and forseke all family members who are not classified as
Whlte", while the Court overruled it on the ground that "general acceptance" was
the scle criterion.
146, In the Amendment Act, descent is laid down as the main determining factor in
race classification. A& person must be classified as white if both his parents have
been clagsified as white. If one or both of his parents have been classified as
Coloured or African, he must be classified as & Coloured person,

;4/ Reuters, i April 1967. The couple stopped briefly in South Afrieca in 1967,
however in transmt on & voyage around the Cape.
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' _'iILT. The: Amendmenjt.-;ﬂ.ét also adds to the tests to be applied in determining whether a
person is Min 'aﬁpegfaneef obviously a White person". It provides that his "habits,
education and sy_;eéoh and deportment and ds;:meanéur in g_éneral shall be taken Iinbo
agcount". A person‘sha,ll be. deemed r;ot to be génerally aéceptéd as white unless
he is so accepted where he is ordinerily resident or employéed or carries on 'Eusi‘ness‘
and mixzes _sdcially. He must also be accepted as a white person "in his association
with the members of his family end any other persons with whom he lives".
lhB;An objection to a classification (other than the clasgification of & minor which
is governed by the classification of his parents) will have to be lodged within
th:l.rty days after the identity card is'issued to him. The Minister may allow such
person a longer pericd "but in no circumstances may an ob,jection be lodged after a
year. Only persons d:.rectly aff’ected ¢an appeal the classi:f‘:.ca.tion. @/ '
149, The Amendment also made provision for subdivision of the Coloured and African
groups .~ | '
'150. The provisions of the Act are retroactive to T July 1950.
151. The Minister of the In'berior, Mr. P.M.K. Le Roux, said in the House of Assembly
on 17 March 1987, that the mein o'b,je‘_t of the a.mendment bill was to

¥ .. give closer definitions of the terms tsppearance!, 'acceptance' and

raesvenl? 1o an ablewmpl Lo,.. feuctpate o furn of cveepipg integration

which is beglnning to assume alarming proportions.... The Government'

~owes that to the various races or population groups of our country, but

particulaxlwo the White group which is Justifisbhly proud of its -

identity.”
He seid that, in future, the courts would not, on appesl, conduct a fresh inguiry but
would have to decide uppeals.on the .évidence which had been placed before; -the hoard -
concerned. He disclosed. that there wers some 300 "horderline cases" now on appeal,
which would be auh,jec'tecl to the new regulat:l_ons of the law.g |

&

Under the original Act, appeals were often lodged by third parties, e.g.,
relatives of those affected. Many such legally valid objections pending
before courts were disallowed after the Amendment Act came into force.

After the Amendment was sdopted, the State President again issued a proclama‘bion
dividing the Coloureds into subgroups. Government Gazette Extraordmarg, ’
26 May 1967, No. I753. -

House of Asgembly Debates, L7 March 1967, cols. 3173 and 3180.
Ibid., 17 March 1967, cols. 3178-3179.
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152. gir De Villiers Graaff, leader of the Opposltlon, opposed the bill which he
describved as "viclous in the extreme". Criticizing the attitude of Mr. 'Le Rouz,
he said:

"... he is dealing now with human beings end not animals. He has
moved from the Ministry of Agricultural Technical Services to the Ministry
of the Interior. He is dealing with human beings in one of the most '
delicate matters in which one ecan deal in South Africa. He must not think

Ehat"rules which apply to farmers! breeding animsls apply to buman belngs
0o, 22/

153. He added that the new lesislation would hurt, humiliate and degrade people,gﬁ/

Separate Representation of Voters Amendment Act, No. 66 of 1967

.15%. 1t will ve recalled that last year the term of oif ﬁce of the four Coloured
representatives (whites elected by Coloured voters) in the fvuse of Assembly wac
axtended for a year pending further consideration of a change in the system of

- Coloured representations 4_ The present Amendment Act extends thelr term for an
additional two years until 30 October 1969.

"155. Mrs. H. Suzmen, Progressive Perty, opposed the bill as a *disgrace”. She
charged that the intention was to delay electicns in Coloured congtituencies
indefinitely until the Government, the Opposition and the Coloured representatives
were able to find a formula to prevent the Progressive Party from winning Coloured

 peats and to end the Coloured representation in the House of Assembly. She noted
that the problem had come up because the Progressive Party had won the COloured

\ seats in the elections to the Cape Provincisl Council in March 1965, and the 470
major Parties were concerned that it would win the Coloured seats in the House of
Asgembly.

92/ Ibid,, 17 Merch 1967, col. 3183.

93/ 1Ipid., ecol. 31%.

94/ see Af64B6-8 /7565, paragraphs 53-67.

95/ House of Assembly Debates, 9 May 1967, cols. 5599-5603.
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YfI. REPRESSIVE MEASURES AGATNST THE OPPONENTS OF APARTHEID

156, During the past year, the Bouth African CGovernment has continued to intensify
its ruthless repression against all opponents of'apartheidw

157. Legislation hes been enacted for this purpose, notably the Terrorism Act and
the Suppression of Commnism Amendment Act. Unpder the former, terrorism is~véry
broadly defined, and conviction ig punisheble by death or a winimum of Pive yeara’
imprisonment. The Suppraaﬁion of Commmunism Amendment Act prohibits former memberé
of banned organizations from joining, contributing to or participating in other |
organizations and prbvides for the debarring of "1isted" aﬁvocates and attorneys.
158, Prinls of opponents of apartheid under arbitrary repressive 1egislation has
continued and s mutber of pergsons have been sentenced to death and executed in
defiance of resolutions of the Security Council and the General Assembly. Thirty-
seven South West Africens have been brought to trisl in South Africa, in direct y
ehallenge of the decision of the General Assembly. terminating South Africa's manﬁate
over South West Africa. _

159. The conditions of prisoners in South Africa have contimed to danse alarm.
Even after prison sentences are complebed, the opponenté of spartheid are subjpcted
to banning orders, house arrest or banishment. Many have had thelr passports
withirewn and a pumber have been forced to leave South Africa on exlt permits
because of unbeésrable pressure on their lives.

A, Hew lesdglation
The, Terrorism Act, No. 83, of 1067

160. The Terrorism Act creates a new offence of terrorism, which is very broadiy
defined, and 1ay3 dotrn 2 maximum sentence of death and a minimum séntence of five
years'! imprisomment for the offence or for harbouring or assisting & terrorist. It
also provides for the indefinite detention of any person suspected of terrorism or
of withholding information relating to terrorists: the courts are not entitled to
proucunce upon the validity of such detention, and no person other than authorized
government officlals may have access to such a deteinee or to information relating
to him.

Foor



161, Terrorism, as defined, includes commission of any act with intent to endanger
the maintenance of law and order in the Bepuﬁlic, or conspiracy or ineitement to
this end. It includes the undergoing of training'or instigation of others to undergo
trainihg which could be of use to any person.inténding to- endanger the walntenance
of law and order. It also includes possession of explosives, arms, ammnition or
'weapbns; The Act places -m the sccused the'burden of prbving "heyond reasohable
doubt” that he d1d vot intend the use of the training or weapons for any act againsgt
the maintenance of law and order. |

162. If the acts slleged to have been committed, attempted or instigeted have any-
of the followlng resulte, the accused is presumad'guilty under this Act unless.i% is
proved beyond reasondable doubt that he did not intend any of these results:

"{a) +to hamper or to deter any person from sssisting in the maintenmance
of law and order;

"(b) to promote, by intimidation, the achievement of any object;
"(c)} to cause or promote general dislocation, disturbance or disorder;

"(d} +to cripple or prejudice any industry or undertaking or industries
or undertakings generally or the produciion or distribution of commodities
or foodstuffs at any place;

"(e) to cause, encourage or further an ilnsurrection or forcible
reslstance to the Govermment or the Administration of the territory;

"(£) to further or encourasge the achievement of any political aim,
including the bringing sbout of any socisl or economic change, by violence
or forcible means or by the Intervention of or in accordance with the
direction or under the guidance of or in co~cperatlion with or with the
assistance of any forelgn government or any forelgn or intermational body
or institution;

"(g) to cause serious bodily injury to or to endenger the safety of
any person;

"(h) to cause substantial financial loss to any person or the State;

1) o cause, sncourage or further feelings of hostility between the
White and other inhabitante of the Republic;

"(3) to demage, destroy, endanger, interrupt, render useless or
inservicesble or put out of action the supply or distribution at any place
of light, power, fuel, foodstuffs or water, or of sanitary, medical, fire

B \:-
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‘extinguishing, postal, telephone or. telegraph services or installations,
or radio transm:x.tting, broadcasting or receiving gervices or installatlons, _

"(k) to obstrmct or endenge? the free movement of any traffic on land, ’
at sea or in the a.ir, .

‘ 1) to embarrass the adminiatratiou of the affalrs of 'bhe State."”

165 The Act covers terrorism against the Bepublic, whether such acts are committed.

inside or outside the Republic. For the purposes of the Act South West Africa i1s

regarded as part of the Republic.

164, Trials under this Act will be sumiery trials by Judge without a jury.

165. The law is retroactive to 27 June 1962, when the law meking scts of sabotage &

eriminal offence came into forece,

166. Moviﬁg the second reading of the bill in the House of Assembly on 1 June 1967,

the Minister of Justice, Mr. Peleer, saild that an sdditional memsure was considered

'neéesaazy because some lawyers dcubted whether terrorist activities in South West

Africa before 4 November 1966, when sebotage had been made a crime in South West

ﬁi‘rica, cozld be punished .

167. The United Party supported the bill, although it objected to the provision

imposing.a minfmum seutence of Pive vears' imprisomment. It felt thet the courts

should have diseretion to impose lesser sentences, as in trials for treasou end

mixder, if’ ex‘ben:uatmg circumgtances could be found. 9'1/

168. Mrs. Helen Suzman (Progressive Party), opposed the bill on the grounds thet it

would give far-reaching powers to the Government. She noted that no Limitation was

1inposed on the detention of pei‘scns. detention could bhe in solitary confinement,

and no one could obtain any information about & detained person.

169, Miss Margaret Marshall, Pregident of the Nationel Union of South Africen

Students, in a statement expressing strong opposition to this leglislation declared:

"As young South Africans we look with horror to a future in what can be

described only as a police state. Those of the older generation who still

retain some measure of sanity would do well to consider what sort of future
they are allowing the Government to build. for us." g9/

House of Assembly Debates, 1 June 1967, col. T025.

Ibid., cols;- 7035;"(031$. |

Ibid., cols. TO41-TOLS,

Cape Times, 15 June 1967. \
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The Suppression of Communism fSmendment Act, No. 2k, of 1967

170. Thie Act was Tirst introduced in Parliewent early in 1966%Qé/deferred and.
reintroduced in 1967. ‘ .

171. In terms of section 1 of the Amendment Act, the Minister of Justice is
authorized not only to prohibit former members of banned organizations or banned
persons from jolning other organizations specified by him, but to prohibit them
from contributing to or participating in any way in the activitles of such
organizations.

172, Section 2 of the Amendment Act provides that no person "listed" as a Communist
and no persou convicted under the Suppression of Communism Act shall be admitted by
any court to practise as an advocate, attorney, notary or conveyancer. The names of
any such persons already admitted would be struck from the roll on an application
made by the Secretary of Justice}uZL/(The Court may admit a person convicted under
the Suppression of Commnist Act on production of & certlficate signed by the
Minister of Justice to the effect that he has no objection to the admission of such
person on account of his having been so convicted.)

175. The Act further provides that if a person hes hed commnication with a "llsted"
or banned person he will bhe presumed to have known ebout the listing or benning
unless he can prove to the contrary. The Aet further lays down additional grounds
for deporting South African citizens who are not Scuth African by birth or descent:
citizens of long standing may be deported for pebty offences, such as infringements
of arbitrary banning orders.

100/ See document A/6486-5/7565, annex II, paras. 108-1lk.

1oi/ The Minister of Justice, Mr. Pelser, said that sixteen persons could, at the
current time, be affected by the Act: Nelson Mandela, D. Nokwe, J. Slovo,
H. Wolpe, Shulemith Muller, V.C. Barrange, A.P.0. Dowd, Sam Kabn,
R.I, Arenstein, B. Fehler, I.C. Meer, #.N. Singh, L. Baker, J. Cohen,
Byman Basner and Bob Hepple. Most of them were either in prison or hed fled
the country. All except Mr. Hepple were "listed” Communists. The Minister
said that there vas one in practice, Mr. Arenstein's partner, Mr. B. Fehler.
House of Assembly Debates, 9 February 1967, col. 1002.
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1711 Moving the second reading of ‘the bill in the Hoyse of Assembly on
2 February 1967, the Minister of J‘ustice, Mr. ,Pelser, sald that Communists ked -
'iufiltrated the lega.l profession and had ‘asserted themselves there particu:larly
ﬁgorously. Some of these lawyers had pleyed a lively part in subversive ac'bivities,
while others had supported such activitiesg£gy
175. The ‘United Party, in opposing the bill, stated that 1% had no objection to°
lawyers belng struck off the roll if they were convicted of offences involving
communist activities or the security of the State. But 1t felt that the decision
should be left to the bar councils and the law sccileties or the courts. It oppoééd
the blll on the ground that it removed the discretion which the South African courtsl
had traditiconally and properly exercised over those persons who practise the legal
profession. '
176. Mrs. Suzman (Progressive Party), opposing the bill, said thet the provision
concerning the debarring of lswyers would have an ilntimidatory effect on the legal
p;ofession and would inhibit members from carrying cut their dutles in a truly
professional way. Referring to the statement by & National Party member, she said:
"The honourable member of Potchefetroom quite shemelessly told us earlier
thet he, for one, would hever take a case involving a politiecal offence. ...
That can mean only one thing, that the honourable member himself decides )
whether a person is guilty of an offence, even before that person is charged
in a court of law. All this is part of the pattern of legislation we have
Y8d in this country from 1950 onwerds, whereby Ministers decide who 1s guilty
and who is not guilty of ... political offences. I want to ipnform the :
honourable member of Potchefstroom thet I have absolute proof that a large
number of people charged with political crimes are not gullty ... My proof
is this, that in the three years 1963, 1964 and 1965, of the U 205 people
who were arrested vnder the. security laws, 1,344 were released without any
trial whatever, and of those brought to trial 665 were found not guilty and
discharged ." 103/
177. The provisions of this erbitrary legislation ceused serious concern among
oppozien‘hs of apartheid. Undeér this legislatlion, numerous professional and other
people who had at any time been members of the South African Defence and Ald Fund

e humeniterisn organizetion which was arbitrarily banned in 1966 could be prevented

102. - Tbid., col. 541,
103. TIbid., cols. 1290-1291..

/oo
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from essociating with any organizetions speclfied by the Minister of Justice.
Equally alarming was the likelihood that adequate legal defence of opponents of
spartheid persecuted by the Govermment would become far more difficult.lgﬁ/

178, Dr. Edgar Brookes, National Chairman of the Liberal Party of South Africs,
protesting against the bill, described the first section of the bill as "incredible”
and added:

"if the Minister were to ban the Liberal Party, no Liberal could ever take
even an indirect part in politics agein without the Minlster's permission.

"What & scandelous state of affairs, particularly as the Pfirst membership
is & bona Fide membership of a legal and law-abiding organizatlon which
suddenly becomes unlawful at the arbitrary decision of the Minister!”

Urnder section 2, he noted, the barred lawyer loses his whole livelihood, prepared
by arduous study, et the Minister's unchecked will.

"This in itself is inhumen and unjﬁst. It is an insult to the legal
profession, which has hitherto controlled its own membership.” %g;j

General Law Amendment Act No. 102 of 1967

179. The General Law Amendment Act, extends for ancther year the provision for
detention of persons after they have completed sentences under certain security laws.
Mr. Robert Mangaliso Sobukwe, lesder of the Pan Africanist Congress, was the only
prisoner detained under this provision since 1ts epactment in May lQé}ngé/

104/ The Minister of Justice himself, in a statement in the House of Assembly on
O February 1967, indicated that the accused would not be able to obtain counsel
of his cholce when he stated that the type of person charged under the
Suppression of Communism Act preferred a certain type of legal representation:
if he could not get it, he preferred to go without representation. House of
Asgsembly Debates, 9 February 1967, col. 1000.

105/ The Ster, Johannesburg daily, 9 February 1967.

106/. Mr. Sobukwe was sentenced to three years' imprisonment in 1960 in the aftermath
of the Sharpeville massacre. Since May 1963, when he completed his sentence,
he has been held in detention. Mr. Sobukwe was refused an exit permit in 1965
and again this year; in reply to Mrs. H. Suzman (Progressive Party), the
Minister of Justice said on 13 June that he would not grant Mr. Sobukwe an exit
permit.

Mrs. Veronica Sobukwe, appealing in April 1967 to the Minister of Justice for a
discussion of the detention of ber husband, said that her husband's health was
deteriorating.(Rend Dally Mall, Johannesburg, 21 April 1967)}. Mrs. H. Suzman,
who visited Robben Island in February 1967, said that there was no doubt that
the lengthy solitude was beginning to have an effect on Mr. Sobukwe (The Star,
Johannesburg daily, 16 February 1967). /
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180. Moving the second reading of the bill in the House of Asserbly on 12 June 1967,
the Minister of Justice, Mr. Pelser, seld "that 1t was not iu the public interest
that he /Mr. Sobukwe/ should be released”. He added, however, that he had decided
to relax the conditions of Mr. Scbukwe's. detention on Robben Island by allowing his
wife and children to live wi'bh him i:wice a year for contiuumzs periods jof f‘ourteen
days at a 'hime 1 '
181. Mr., T.G. Hughes {United Party) sald that his party opposed the cl&use under
which Mr. Sobukwe was detained. , because although it was aimad only at. dealing with
Mr. Sobukwe, its effect was that any person could be detalned after completio_n of
8 s,e_;i'bence. He added: . | |

"that his {Mr. Sobukwe's) ideology is anathems to the majority of us is no

reason for depriving him of his liberty - unless he tekes aetive ateps to

- put his iaeology into effec‘t thereby tra.nsgressing ouzr lavg. " ;LQ_B/
182. Thirty-three members of the House of lords of the United Kingdom sent a cable
of protest te the South African Minister of Justice on I May 1967, in which they
stateds |
" "o understand that hie detention 1s likely to be extended by
resolution of both Houses of Parlisment in the next few days. The procedure
of detaining pecple in this way, with no charges preferred and no recourse

to the courts, is contrary to all accepted standards of democracy and the’
rule of law.

"Mr. Sobukwe has alreedy served more then double the sentence which &
court considereal appropriste, and his further detention camot be reconciled
with justice or humenity." 100/ ‘

The Radic Amendment Bill

183, It may be recalled that the Redic Amendment Bill hed been referred to a select
comit‘bee on 18 Augu.s‘h 1966 —/ The Bill; as revised by the select committee, was
publiehad on 21 April 1967, and the report of the commitiee tebled in Parliament
on 2 May.

107/ House of Assembly Debates, 12 June 1967, eol. T59%.
108/ Ibid., col. 7592.
| 109/ The Stex, Johannesburg daily, 5 May 1967.

110/ See document A/6486-8 /7565, annex IT, paras. 115-116.
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184%. The Bill prohibits the participation, directly or indireétly, by South Africans
and people resident in the Republic in the activitieé of radio statlons outside the
country which, in the opinion of the PostmasterQGeﬁeral, are broadcasting meterial
injurious to the peace, order or public safety or to the morals, religion or morale
éf ény section of thepopulsbion of the Republic, or vhich mey prejudice any
‘undertaking or industry in the Republic. The maximum penalty for conbravention is
a fine of 2,000 Rand ($Us2,800) or imprisomment for not more than five years or
both..

185. The Bill, however, was not introduced in the 1967 session of Parlisment.

B. Politieal trials

186. lLarge numbers of opponents of apartheid have continued to be brought to trial

and given harsh sentences during the past year under the arbitrary repressive
‘legislation.
-187. On 21 March 1967, in reply to e question by Mrs. H. Suzman, the Minister of
Juetice gave the following fignres concerning trials\during'1966 under the Suppresslon
of Communism Act, the Public Safety Act, the Unlawful Orgenizations Act and under
section 21 of the General law Amendment Act of 1962:;1;

, Charges

Charged Tried Convicted withdrawn
In the eastern Cape 151 148 130 3
In the rest of the Republle 69 63 58 6

188, Particulers on the ocutcome of political trials in the past year are annexed

to this report.
189. A disturbing feature of these trials has been the imposition of death sentences
on a number of persons Por offences, allegedly insplred by the underground
orgenization, Pogo, and committed in 1962-1963 during riots and disturbances.;%g/

111/ House of Assembly Debates, 21 March 1967, col. 330L4.

112/ It may be noted that, in 1966, 124 persons - eighty-nine African men, one
African womsn, thirty-two Coloureds and two whites. - were executed in South
Africa. The number of executions wes thirty-nine more than the previous
year (The Star, Johannesburg weekly, 28 Januaery 1967).
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190, On 20 October 1966 in Cape Town, a former member of the underground Pogo was
sentenced to death for his part in the mnrder of Mr. Armando Della Torre, a

Cape Town elothing salesman, on 8 May 1963. !ng,On 16 December 1966, nine Africans,
alleged to be merbers of the underground Pomo, were sentenced to-death on the
charge of compllclty in the nurder of g shopkeeper in Wellington on

22 September 1962, All the men were already serving sentences of imprisonment in
connexion with the riots in Paarl in November 1962. They were execubed in the
Pretorie Central Prison on 30 May 1967. On 31 January 1967, five alleged members
of the underground Pogo were senbenced to death on the charge of complicity in

the murder of Police Sergeant Michael Moyi during a riot in Langa on 16 March 1962.
On 19 April 1967, one African was sentenced to death for allegedly teking part,

as a member of the underground Pogo, in the murder of Klass Hoza, a Paarl mohicipal
policemsn in 1962, Thirty-seven South West Africans are now under trial in

. Pretoria under the new Terrorism Act, which provides for the death penalty, despite
the fact that South Africa's Mandate over South Weet Africa nes been terminated.
191, Reference mey also be made to the detention end trial of Mr. John Nyatl Pokela,.
the Acting National Secretary of the Pan Africenist Congress. The organizaetion ‘
claimed that My. Pokela had been kidnapped from Lesotho in August 1966. In spite
of protests, Mr. Pokela was tried in South Africa and sentenced in June 1967 to
thirteen years®’ imprisonment on a charge of sabotage, and seven years'
imprigomment on a charge under the Suppression of Communiem Act, the two

sentences to rum cqncurrentxyagééf

C. Prison conditions an&_ill~treatment~of prisoners

192, In its report to the General Assembly and the Security Council, the Spedial
Committee has Prequently expressed grave concern over the ill-treatment of
prisoners, detainees and persons in police custody in the Republic of South Africa,
particularly the numerous opponénts of apartheid who have been imprisoned under
arbitrary 1éwa. On the suggestion of the 8Special COmmitfee, the Commission on
Human Rights considered this metter in March 1967 and esteblished an Ad Hoc Working

113/ Cape Times, 21 October 1966.

114/ Mr. Pokela protested in court that he hbhfl-been tricked scross the Lesotho
boerder by a police ageut.
/-.-
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Group of Experts to investigate the ‘situation and meke recommendations. As this
matter has been cdonsidered in detail by the Worklng Group, onl:,r a few recent
developments are noted here.
193. Tt may be recalled that follcwing the expresszon of concern by the Speclal
Committee and world public Opinion over the condition of political prisoners in
South Africa, the South African Govermment invited a representative of the
Internstional Committee of the Red Cross to inspect prisons in South Africa. i
Mr. Georg Hoffman, Director of General Affairs of the International Committee of
‘the Red Cross, visited six prisons in May 196h4 and submitted a report.
154, The South African Govermnment, however, refrained from publishing his report
‘untii 26 November 1966, when, in view of renewed expressions of concern, it felt
it desirable to do so. ]
195. Dr. Hoffman, in hig report, noted-repeated complaints of beatings by warders
at the prisons. On Robben Island - where 912 of the 1,395 prisoners were serving
'sentences for political offences - there were, he sald four gangs among the
hardened criminals who tended to terrorize their fellow prisoners. He made four
recocmmendations:
(a) Wherever possible, political prisoners on Robben Island should be
- gseparated from common-law prisgoners; -
(b) Study facilities should be available to sultable pfisoners, especially
the younger ones:
(c) As far as possible, health amenities should be improved and the
possibility of open-air exercise increased for political prisoners at Leeuwkop
and Pretoria;
_ (4) Beds should be provided for all tubercular prisoners at Sonderwater TIB
Hogpital.
196. In a cammentary on Mr. Hoffman's report, the South African Ministry of Justice
;ejectéd the allegations about the beating of prisoners and stated that some
improvements had been made in the prisons in the light of Mr. Hoffman's report.
197. Following disclosures'bn.continued ill-treatment of prisoners, the South
African Government agein invited & represéntative of the International Commititee
of the Red Cross in 1967 to visit prisons and police stations. The Government
also offered facilities to members of Parliament to visit the prisons.

oo
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198, In Februarjr 1967, Mrs. Helen Suzmaﬁ,‘ P{rogré-ssive' Party member of‘ Parliamén’l:
visited Robben Island for more than three hours in the company of the Comiasioner
of Prisons, thordGeneral JeCo Steyn, and interviewed a nuMber of prisoners,
incluﬂing Mr. Nelson Mandela ‘and Mr. Robert Sobukwe. She said that the physical
conditions under which Mr. Schuktwe was belng detained were guite good but that
- the lengthy solitude was beglnning to have an effect on him. She found no evidence
of ill-treatment or 1ll—hea1th among the prisoners, but sald that there was no
doubt that Bdbben Islend was a "grim place®.’

199. Iater, on 1 May 1967, at the imvitation of the Minlster of Justice, Mr. Pelser,
several members of the House of Assembly and of the Sgnate viglted Robben. Island.
Following this visit, and an individual vieit to Pretoria Local Prison,

Mrs. Helen Suzmen mede the following comments in the House of Assembly on

22 May 1967: | |

"There are sbout 1,000 prisoners on Robben Island, and I think the
State ought to set up proper workshops so that people can do some sort
of' constructive work on the isgland, other than the *hard lsbour' work
which they do - I use this term in inverted commas because it is no
longer used in our courts, but in fact it is herd labour that they are
performing, work in the slate quarries and work in the sand guarvies and
the collection of semwesd and s0 on... being sentenced to gmol for life
is a very heavy sentence indeed, and further punishment should not be
imposed within the prison system itself.... I do not agree with the
honoursble member who gaid that the recreational facilities are adeguate.
I do nol think they are, especlally over the week-ends..,for a modern
gaol it is quite wrong that there are not proper facilitles for hyglene
and cleanliness, such as the provigion of hot water.... This is not just
another modern convenience but a matter of hyglene....

- "I am also hoping that the Minister will think again about this
question of allowing further study facilities.... Also, I do not know
why they should be cut off from all contect from the outside world and
why no newspapers are allowed and why they are not allowed to listen to
news broedeagts... ordinary prisoners who have committed rape and
kidnapping and assault are entitled to these privileges.... I believe
that the prison authorities should not use the grading system as a sort
of punishment within a punishment.... I also want to ask the Minigter.

‘115/ The Star, Johannesburg daily, 16 February 1967.
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to reconsider the question of remission of sentenee for this particular

group of prisoners...."l16
200. The Minister of Justlce said, in reply, that the Govermment hoped to improve
facilitles in Pretoria Locel Prison and that further attention would be given to
study facilities. He added that onee building work was completed on Robben Island,
attention would be given to workshop facilities. il
201. Meanwhile, in July 1967, the Internatiocnal Defence and Aid Pund in London
published a report entitled South Af&ican Prisons and the Red Cross Investigation,

contalning testimony of & number of former prisoners on ill-treatment in South

Africen prisons. The Fund has also published information indicating that many
political prisopners were being moved after completion of sentences to "transit

camps" and forced to live under deplorable conditions.

D. Banning orders, house arrests and banishments

202. Arbitrary punishment of opponents of apartheid by banning and house arrest
orders or banishment, without charges or trial or opportunity to reply to
allegations, has continued. .

203. As of 28 April 1967, 66k persons were restricted by banning orders served
under the Suppression of Communism Act.

116/ House of Assembly Debates, 22 May 1967, cols. 6468-6L470. Mrs. Suzman alsa
recommended that members of Parliament ought to be encouraged to visit gaols.
She said:

"In England, for instance, there are panels of prison visitors,
consisting of people who are well-known in public life. They are allowed to
visit prisons whenever they like; they do not have to get special permission
on each occasion; they simply go along when they wish to do go, and I think
this is a very good idea. It does permit some sort of combtact with the
prisconers, and it mekes them feel that the world has not entirely forgotten
them. I also think that 1t 1s a good idea from the point of view of the
prison system iltself; it should be open to this sort of scrutiny." Ibid.,
col, 6479,

117/ Tbid.

118/ Government Gezette, 16 June 1957, No. 1765. The Minister of Jusbtice told
Parliament on 3 February 1967 that 675 persons had been restricted under the
Suppression of Communism Act by the end of 1966. Of these, 125 had left the

country. Twenty-nine had been sent to prison in 1966 for contravening banning
orders (House of Assembly Debates, 3 February 1967, col. 594). /
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20k, - As the Special Committee noted in its reports, the Govermment has u%ed_ banning

-orders against leaders of orgaenizations opposed to abartheid in order %o paralyse
those orgaﬁizations. For instance, with the banning of Mr. Fuillip Mamogobo, who
vas served with an order on 2 February 1967 banning him from beking part in the
activities of the South Afric‘é.n Congress of Trade Unions and attending gétherings,
the entire Menagement Committee of the SACTU has been harmed. B |
205. Pergons released from prigon, after serving sentences for poﬁticai:_ offences,
are freguently banned., Mr. William Bock, former Acting ‘Secretary' of thefSouth -
African Coloured Peopla's Congress and father of twelve children, received a
five-jear banning and house arrest order on 23 December 1966, after -havibg '
completed a nine-month sentence imposed on him for contravention of the %eMS of
a previous banning order. Mr. John Hashe, who had served three years'
impriéonment on charges of taking part in the aetivities of the unlgwful
organization Pogo, was served with e two-year banning order on 3 February 1967. |
Mr. Victor Pinkelgtein, a crippled student confined to a wheelchair, was iséued &
five-year Earming order on 10 February 1967 s after having served three months in
prison. Mr, Livingstone Mrwebtyana, a student, received & two-year banning order
on 10 February 1967, after having completed a senberce imposed on him in 1964 for
distributing pamphilets. Mr. Paul Trewhels, who was released on 12 April 1967
after having served two years' imprisomment, was immediately served with a banning
order placiiri%/him under housé arrest over week-ends and :E‘:\bom 6 p.m. to 6 a.m;. on
week days.” = Mr. Zephanla Lekoana Mothopeng, & teacher and a leader of the Pan

- Africanigt Congress, was reléased from prison on 13 May 1967, and on the same day
was served with a notice restricting him to Witzleshoek in the eastern Free State
until the end éf@}\ﬂay 1969. Mr. Mothopeng's actual pla¢e of resldence was Orlando,
Johannesburg. = |
206 While arbitrary banning orders against opponents of apartheid have become
almost routine in South Africa, the order served on 28 July 1967 on
Dir. Raymond 'Hoff;‘enberg has provoked very widespread protests.

119/ Cape Times, 13 April 1967.

120/ It was reported that if Mrs. Mothopeng leaves her home and job to join her
husband, the family will have only a corrugated iron room, 10 x 12 feet. _
The only source of income available to Mr. Mothopeng is & 65-cent-a-day Jjob
as a labourer (The World, Johannesburg, 25 May 1957).
‘/. a8
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_207. Dr. Hof;fenberg, one of South Africa’s léading medical men and a distinguished
i'esearcher, is genlor lecturer-researcher at "I:'.he Medieal School of the University
of Cape Town, a member of the Senate of the University amd Chairman of the . .
Endcerine Society of South Africa. For the past seven years his research has been
supported by the International Atomic Pnergy Agency, as well as by the South _
African Atomic Energy Board and the Council for Scientific and Industrial Research.’
208. He has become the vietim of persecution by the Government because he had been
acting chairman of the South African Defence and Aid Fund, a humanitarian
6rganization which provided legal defence for the accuszed in political trials
until it was banned in March 1966. The Goverrment refused him s passport in 1967.
It also refused to forward his aspplication for a renewal of funds to the
International Atomie Energy Agency. @/
209. The banning order served on Dr. Hoffenberg on 28 July 1967 confined him to
the magisterial district of Wynberg and Cape Town and prohibited him from belonging
to any orgenization or from atteniing any gathering, including a social gathezing
of more than one other person, or from writing or making any statement ‘For
publication. He was specifically prohibited from teking any part in the affairs
or activities of any stvudent soeiety or organization, and from en’r.erixig any
' African ares, factory or printing premises. He was required to report to the
police every Monday. He was permitted to continue his duties at the Medical School
‘only until the end of the academic year in mid-December 1957.
210. Mrs. Hoffenberg told the Press that the banning order was "a definite a‘b‘Eempt
to force my husband to leave the /gzmzﬁ%m". Although many people were shocked at
the ban on a man of Dr. Hofi‘eﬁﬁérg’s standing, she said, "it calls attention to the
whole iniquitous systém of this punishment by ministerial edict, without any trial
or chance to reply to unknown charges“.‘—le—Q/
211, Dr. Hof'ferberg, it was noted by the Press, was apparently considered to be
"promoting the aims of communism® by heading the South African Defence and Aid Fund,
which had been arbitrarily banned on similar grounds. In neither case were there
any éhargea or trial. As the Cape Times remarked in its editorial on 21 July 1967,

121/ The latber then gave the grant to the Depariment of Medicine of the University
of Cape Town on condition that Dr. Hoffenberg remained the senior researcher.

122/ Cape Times, 3L July 1967.
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many suspected that arbi‘hrary power to b-an waié "baing ﬁsed not so much to combat
"communism® as to get rid of the political opponenis and crities of apartheid. . The
Freguent statemen;t;s' by officials that .liberals were béing of agsistance to communi s
could not but warp -the arbitrary judgements of the Govement. | |
212, The ban caused widespread protests in the country as = violation of the rule of
law end e blow against academic and scientific freedom.
213. Professor AM. Robertson, Chairman of the Academic Freedom Committee of the
University of Cape Town, expressed shock at the bamming and said in a statement on
31 July 1967, with which the Chairman of the Staff Assoclation and President 6f the
Students' Representa'bive‘ Council associated themselves:

"By minigterial edict, without any hesrings, the university is to be

deprived of the teaching services of one of its most distinguished teachers

from the end of the year. This is a flagrant infringement of academic
freedom. '

"Nor is that all. The terms of the order in respect of publications
are still being studied. If they prevent the continued publication of
Dr. Hoffenberg's scientific work it constitutes a second and perhaps more
serious infringement.

"Tf the order - as well it might -~ should also prove to interfere
with Dr. Hoffenberg's full pesrticipation in the team-work within the
Department of Medilcine, which has resulted in many valuable discoveries
and has brought international recognition to the achievements of our
Medical School, a third assault on acedemic freedom and academic
achievement will have been made.® 123/
211L A‘b g rnleetingron 31 July, faculbty members of the Department of Medicinélzof_ the
University of Cape Town expressed their "strongest abhorrence® of the ban. —— More
than 500 :&eadipal students at the University strongly condemned the ben on
1 August.- 2 Studepts and facully members held a vigil against the ban outside
St. George's Cathedral in Cape Town from 1 August 1967. A2
215. On 4 August, about 1,600 students and staff of the University of Cape Town
‘ra'btended a meeting which protested against the ban.+12

3/Ib1d., 3L July 1967.
, Ibido, 1 August 1%7'
125/ Toid., 2 August 196'_?.
125/ oid., 2 and 3 August 1967.
12"/ Toid., 5 August 1967. one



-S54~

216. On 2 August, the Council of the University of Cape Town expressed "grave

. dlsgquiet” over the ban and unanimously agreed to seek an interview with the Minister
of Justice. }2@/

217. On 3 August 1967, Mr. Harry Oppenheimer, newly elected Chancellor of the
University, associated himself entirely with the statemept af the Universlty Council
and added: "The ban on Dr. Hoffenberg is a matter of the gravest concern to all

of ug, representing as it does an interference of the most serious kind in hisg

life and work, and in the affairs of the university.";gg/ Mr. J.P. Duminy, Principal
of the University, also assoclated himself with the Council's sﬁatement.gg@/

218. Most of the registrers and staff of the Depariment of Medicine and many other
members of the Groote Schuur Hospital were raported, on 7 August 1967, to have
informed the University Council of thelr decision to offer their resignations at
the end of the year in protest against the banning.lél/

219, Hundreds of prominent South Africans sent protests to the Press. Among the
organizations which protested the order were the South African Institute of Race
Relations; the Black Sash; the Liberal Party; the Civil Rights League; the Council
of the University Téachers’ Association of South Africa; Executive Commlttees of
tHe Academlc Staff Associstion and Lecturersg'! fAsgociatlon of the University of
Natal; and the Cape Town circuit of the Methodist Church of South Africa.

220. Protests were also sighed by twenty-four South African medical men in the“
United Kingdom and thirty-five South African medical men in the United States.;ﬁg/
Fourteen eminent medical professofs from four British universities also issued a
statement protesting the ban.géﬁ/

221. In Vienna, on 15 August 1967, a spokesman for the International Atomic Energy
Agency said that if Dr. Hoffenberg were prevented from continuing his work, a
priority international research progrémme on the use of radio-active isotopes'in
the study of malnuirition in tfopical and subtropical countries, involving nine
nations, would be seriously handicapped.

128/ Toid., 5 August 1967.

129/ Ibid., 4 August 1967.

130/ Ibid., 5 August 1967.

131/ Tbid., 7 Aungust 1967.

132/ Ibid., 21 and %0 August 1967.

133/ Ibid., 19 August 1967. /o
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200, The ’ban on Dl‘a Hoffenberg drew attention to the entire system of arbltrary
banning of persons ip South Africa desa.gned to gilence or punish the oppanents of
aparbheid or foree them o leave ﬁhe country. As Mr. Colin Eglin, Cape Chalrman
of the Liberal Party, said on 31 July, "South ‘Afrz.can citizens are being savagely
penatized without evén being eccused, Ffar less convicted of any erime® . 3‘—3&/ |
223. Mr. J. Hamilton Russell wrote:
"Ihe Minister makes himself a 'judge® in his own catiée and sites in his
own secrel court. He passes sentence on a person whom he dare not accuse of

any crime in & way that is the negation of true justice. He hears evidence:
of his own chooging without impartial corroboration.

YHe can be influenced by gossip or & poisoned pen. He need follow no
rules of evidenve or proper procedure. His chosen victim is not heard, nor
has he any legal represenbation. There is no testing of evidence by cross-
examlning. HNo reasons are given for the searing sentence of ’bannlng .

"The minigterial Judge need not even sct reasopably. His mobives counld
be governed by enttiety, fear or malice. Of course, there ig no appeal.

"An alleged murderer or rapist gets a fair tr:i.al, but not this
ministerial victim.” 1157
22k, Finally, reference may be made £6 the arbitrary banishment of Africans under:
the Native Administration Act of 1927. Tt wes reported in January 1967 that
thirty-nine Africans were living in banishment. 136 These include Mr. Paul'Mopeli' s
who has been in exile for fifteen years, and Mr. William Sekukhune , who, is now over
elgh‘by years old. 13—7/ In June 1967, a banisbment order was served on an Ovambo chief
in South West Africa, Martin Oshekoto, Chief of the Odangua tribe of 60,000 people.
Ihe order also deposed him from the chieftainship on the. grounds that his presernce
in Ovamboland was not conducive to _peace and good order in the territory.w

13 /Ibid., 1 August 1967.
135/ Tbid., 3 August 1967.

13 /f[he Star, Jobhannesburg weekly, 28 January 1967. Banisghment orders had
recently been reviewed, and fifty-nine have been withdrawn (ibid., 20 May 1967)

138/ The Star, Johamnesburg weekly, editorial, 20 May 1967.
The World, Johannesburg, 13 June 1967.

foes
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E. Horassment of opponents of apartheid

£25. The Government has used its arbitrery power to refuse passports as an
instrument to harass opponents of apartheid who are frequently obliged to leave.
South Africa on exit permits which prohibit their return.

226. The passport of the South African playwright, Mr. Athol Fugard, was withdrawn
on 13 June 1967, the day after British television had screened his play

The Bloodknot. Mr. Fugard said that he might be a viectim in a systematic purge
“"of those elements which are cpposed to the policies of the cherhment".-lﬂ/

227. Mr. E.G. Rooks, Chairman of the Durban Coloured Federal Council, was refused
a passport to travel to Swaziland and Southern Bhodesla, where he intended taking
a holiday to recuperate from ill health. 1ko/

208, An application for a passport by Mr. B. Pogrund, & Rend Daily Mail reporter

who had written articles in July 1965 exposing ilil-treatment of prisoners, was

refused in February 1967.

£229. Mrs. Norma Kitgon, a former detainpee under the ninety-dey clause, and wife of
Mr. David Kitson who is serving a 'hwenty-;;r‘ear' prison sentence for sebotage, was
given & passport, but it was withdrawn a few hours before she and her two young
‘children were to 'b‘oard. a plane f‘or London. She wes forced to apply for an exit
permit. 3@/

230. Mrs. Ramnie Dinath, wife of Mr. Issy Dinath, a former detainee under the
ninety-day clause, had her passport withdrawn two days before she was to fly to
London and was granted an exit pemit.'%/

231. Among others who have been cbliged by harassment to leave South Africa on exit
permi‘té are Mrs. Sareh Carneson, & banned person and wife of Mr. Fred Carneson, a
journalist and former member of the Cape Provineial Council who is now serving a
long term of imprisonmen‘b;gﬁ/ Mr. John Sholto Cross, fiancé of Ilse Fischer,

139, Cape Times, 14 June 1967.
1ho. The Star, Johannesburg weekly, 28 Jenuary 1967.
1%1. Sunday Times, Johannesburg, 13 November 1966.

142, Spotlight on South Africa, Dar es Salaam, 17 Pebruary 1967, quoted from the
Sunday Times, Johannesburg, 5 February 1967.

143. It was reported that Mrs. Carneson had received medical advice to take her
fourteen-year-old daughter sbroad immediately, as she had suffered a nervous
breakdown following arrest and persecubtion of her mother. /
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da.ughter of Mr. Ahram F:Lscher, who is now serv:.ng 1ife imprisoment%/ and
Miss Ann micholson, an art student who was placed under house arrest a.fter having
served more than two years' lmprisomment, - '
232. In reply to a question by Mrs. H. .sman, the Minister of the Interior said in
the House of Assembly on 14 February I 1¥67 that during 1965, twen‘by-six whi‘tea,
fiftesn Ccloureds, eight Asia.tics and ten Africens had left South Africa’ permanen‘hly
on exit permits. lh—i/ R
233. A nurber of non-citizen élei-gymen who have expressed opposition to apartheld
have been forced to leave South Africa. The Reverend R.L.W.. Ritehie, & Canadian and
Anglican minister to Bloemfontein's Coloured community for two years, was told in
November 1966 that his permit to sbay in South Afriea would not be renewed -lié/
‘Father Plerre Dil, a Dutch Anglican priest, was deported on 23 November 11.966 , after
having been in the \ccuntry for nine years. He sald he had no doubt that he was
being deported because he had been outspoken in his opposition to the pol:n.cies of
the Government. hy/ The Bishop of Kimberley and Kuruman, the Right Reverend
C.E. Crowther, left South Africa on deportation orders on 30 June 196‘?._/
23k, Meanwhile the chernmen‘h, while welcoming racists from abroed, has denied visas
to Journalists and others who are believed to oppose epartheid. . ‘
235. As Mrs. H. Suzman seid in the House of Assembly on 26 April 1967:»_
"By studying the cases where visas were refused, one can onl:\'r come to
the conelusion that we are frightened to allow anyone to come into this
country, anyone who might voice criticlsm against our pollcies... for ingtance,
the refusal to allow accredited correspondents of newspapers of world repute
into the country...."
She referred to correspondents of The New York Times, Time magazine and television
networks 1like CBS and NBC, and to individuals like Dr. Ralph McGill (American
Journalist and publisher of Atlanta Constitution), Professor Deutsch .(historian at
the University of Minnesota), Professor Gwendolen Carter (of Northwestern University)

14h/ Mr. Cross, briliiant student and Journalist, was served wlith banning orders
vhich prevented him from writing or teaching.

145/ House of Assembly Debates, 1t February 1957, col. 119h.

146/ Cape Times, 2k November 1966. Father Ritchie had written a letter. to Time
. magazine compleining against censorship in South Africa (ibid.). :

17 7/ Toid., 2% November 1966. '
148/ Toid., 1 July 1967. o




and & mmber of young United States Peace Corps workers- in.Botswana. the added
that, on the other h'and,' South Africans were ’_"‘mak:!?ng id‘_io’cé" of themselves by

. "welcoming all kinds of minor cﬁnks“ ahd neo-nazis. - .

236, Among those refused visas was also the Reverend A.H. van den Heuval, Executive
Youth Secretary of the World Couneil of Chufches.~ }5—0/

149/ House of Assembly Debates, 26 April 1967, cols. L93h-h937.
150/ Gape Times, 25 October 1966.

/..‘.
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TV. THE BUILD-UP OF MILITARY AND POLICE FORCES

237. The massive build~up of military and police ft:;rces in South Africa, initiated
in 1960, has continued during the period under review. Informetion on the
military end police forces of South Africa is contained in two ndtés prepared by
the Repporteur of Gthe Speciel Committee which ave being published by bhe Unit.op
Apartheid.&ﬂ/ Some significant deveiopments of the past ye&i:' a.re‘brieflj,r ‘re}rieﬁ:fed
here. | ‘
238. The defence budgei for 1967-1968 is sgain at @ high level of approximately
256 million rand ($US358 million), or slishtly over that for last year.

239, In o White Paper on defence £or the period 1965-1967, tabled; in the House

of Assembly on 5 June 1967, the Minister of Defence, Mr. P.W. Botha, siated that
the operaiional readiness of the Bouth African Defence Force had increased |
congiderdbly in the past two Yea}rs, He said that the numerical strehg'th and
efficiency of the forees had been enhanced, end quaelity and availability of
equipment improved, strategic supplies stockpiled end a firm foundation towards
gelf-gufficiency in regard to essential supplies established.y—e/

240. The Minister, on 29 July 1967, said that the South African Defence Force -
was now equipped with arms, equipment, spare parts and supply items valued at

move than 1,600 million rand ($US2,240 million).2% |

241, Among the significant developments in the past year was the decision to
install 2 radio nevigational aid sygtem. The Minister of Defence annownced in
Stellenbosch on 22 February 1967 that steps had been taken for the installation

of a Decea. navigational system capable of de'i:ermining the position' of vessels at
gea to within 'twehty-five yards. The svatem would involvé an expenditure .

of 6 million rand ($US8.4 million)} and would cover the South African coast from
South West Africe to I\Ta.ts;l..l‘ﬂ/ , ‘

2h2, Other mejor developments are the enactment of the Defence Amendment Act,

the development of the alrcraft indusiry, the purchage of submerines and the ‘

715 _14" / Af8C.115/1..203 and 2043 ST/PSCA/SER.A[3.
152/ Cape Times, 6 June 1967.
153/ The Ster, Johannesburg dally, 31 July 1967.

154/ Cppe Times, 23 Februexy 1967, The Scuth Africen Nevy News reporied
' subsequently that the system would have five chains covering the coast from
© Angola to Mozamblque end out to sea for more than 240 miles (The Ster,
Johermesburg daily, 13 April 1967). '

/s
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revision of the Simonstown Agreement with the United Kingdom. These developments
are reviewed below.

A. The Defence Amendment Act. No. 85, of 1967

243, The Defence Amendment Act, enacted this year, abolished the ballot system
and introduced compulsory militery training for a1l medically fit young mele
- citizens from the age of seventeen, except those who joined the Permanent 'Force,
the Police or the Prisons" Department. This provision algo applies to immigrant
meles under twenty-five years of age who have been in the country for not less
than five years, unless they declare that they do not intend to beccme citizens.
2kk. Under the ballot system, about 16,000 young men were called up for military
treining each year. The new system is expected to increase the number to over
' 24,000: the additional number would be accommodated inm the Commsndo, which
becomes part of the total reserve liable to call-up at short notice. The Minister
of Defence would decide each year the number of .the new recrults to be allocated
to the Clitizen Force end to the Commando.

245, Members of the Citizen Foree would be liable to nine periods of service over
ten years: the first for a meximum of one year, the next three for up to
twenty-six deys end the lest five for up to twelve days. Members of the Commendo
-would be lizble to service for twenty years, for & meximum of sixty days in the
first year and nineteen days in any subsequent year.

2h6. The Amendment Act also prohibits, even in peace-time, the publication of
information sbout Defence Force movements and the movements of South African or
ellied warships and sireraft without official éuthorization. (Under the original
Act, the publication of such information was prohibited only "in time of war".)
It also prohibits the publication of any statement, comment or rumour "relating to
any activity or any member of the South African Defence Force or any force of &
country which is allied to the Republie, calculated to alarm or depress members
b:f‘ the public or to prejudice the Govermment in its foreign relations, except where
the publication thereof has been suthorized by the Minister or wnder his authority.

B. Expension of the military and police forces

'2147. As noted above, the Defence Amendment Act of 1967 provides for a congiderable
expension of the armed forces. Commandent-General R.C. Hiemstra, Chief of the
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Defence Force, on 15 March 1967 ’ said that the aim was in a.bout ten yea.rs to be
sble tc mobilize 100,000 Citizen Force men as wnits at very sghort notice. ,_;ij/
{In addition, the Commendo would ebsorb 7,000 men & year. )—2§/

248. The Minister of Defence, Mr. Botha, said on 6 September 1967 that he hoped
to submit proposals to the Cabinet soon on the training of women for auxiliary
defence tasks, such as ambulance services, first ald, home nursing, carrylng -
messeges and transmitting signels. EZ/ ' |
249. The Coloured Corps, established in 1963, for such admlnmstratlve Jobs a8 "
drivers, storemen, clerks and stretcher-beerers, is being developed as the first
recruits have coﬁpleted treining. Commandant M.J.B. Bredenkemp, commanding

officer of the Eerste River Training Centre for the Coloured recruits, sald on

23 June 1967 that a total of 290 men had joined the Corps: of these, 135 had |

been posted to the Soubh Africen Nevy. The Training Centre had 280 men and

could take a meximum of 500. 1‘18/ -

250. The police reserve has also been expanded. The Deputy Minister of Police,

Mr. Muller, told the House of Assembly on 14 April 1967 that there were 5,260 men
in Group A who &id police service'on a temporary basis with pay; 8,277 in Group B
who did service without pay; 2,969 in Group ¢ and 882 in Group D in the rurel areas.
He added that the police were conducting an experiment to extend the system to the
Africans, end 500 African reservists were being trained in the Solwetb-Orlsn_do.-. -
Medowlarids complex of Johennesburg 59/

155/ Cape Times, 16 March 1967.
156/ The Ster, Johennesburg daily, 2 August 1967.
15"{/ Cape Times, 7 September 1967,

58/ Tbid., 24 Jue 1967. The training course was reported to be essentially the |
same as for white ratings, bub certain specialized subjects are not covered.
.Members of the Coloursd Corps cen rise to the renk of warrent officer

(1bid., 27 May 1967).

159/ Houge of Assembly Debates, 14 April 1967, cols. h2kO-h2hl. The Africens
would be Group B reservists under the supervision of a regular member of the
police foree. They would do beat daty sed would be trained in the prevention
gnd detection of .crime. Coloured reservists slready operate in Athlome -
(vhere there are 200), Bonthehuewel, Matroosfontein, Bishop Lavis Township and
Heideveld. A mewly esteblished group of nine Indians, who will operate in,
Rylands Estete, started thelr tralning in March 1967 (Cage Times, '
18 March 1967).

/ .'.*‘.
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C. Manufacture of arns and empunition and wmilitary equipment

2517 The menufacture of armg, ammunition and military equipment in South Africa
has continued to expand. Rrigadier J.J. Stapalberg of the South Africen Defence
Force declared on 20 April 1967 that South Africa would scon export arms and
aécessories %o forelgn countries, including African countries.. @/

252. Earlier, on 16 December 1966, the Minister of Defence, Mr. P.W. Botha, said
that a new weapon, the ree.ﬁult of South African reéea.,rch, would soon be in use by
the Defence Force and could be shered with nabtions which were prepared to
co~gperate with South Africa.l 1_ He refused to give gpecific information about the
‘weapon but said that it was not just a toy but a "defensive wespon" which was
-enormeus both in "concept and reality® .-Jiﬁ/ Spesking in the House of Assembly on
10 May 1967, he said that "the Defence Force and another body sre developing a
new defence weapon which pfomises to be a great success". He added that the
Courll.cil on Scientific end Industrial Research and the Defence Force had also been
doing research for g nutber of years on, rockets and guided missiles, which were
"absolutely essential for South Africa”. Noting that budget allocations for
‘resesrch had "increased from 29,000 rend ($USL0,600) a few years ago to

10 million rand ($USLh million) this year®, he added:

"with such weepons - along with our radar network which is directed
at our northern borders, and the Decea navigetion system, which is heing
Introduced along our coastline so as to enhance our safety, along with
the additional striking power of the Army, the Air Force and the Navy,
with the added sutmorines - South Africets safety will ve in socd hends,
and we can become & very important ally to the Ffree World . volle 356

253. Meanwhile, the recently establighed aireraft industry is being expanded.
25k, on 18 April 1967 in Johannesburg, Brigadier J.G. Willers, head of the Atles
Alrcraft Corporetion, indicated that the first sireraft built from components
manufactured in South African workshops = the MB326 Impela jet trainer - would
be complet?d by July or August. He added that the next step must be to launch

150/ Cape Times, 2L April 1967.

161/ The Star, Joharmesburg d&iiy, 16 December 1966.
162/ Ibid., 17 December 1566.

163/ House of fssembly Debates, 10 May 1957, col. 5750.
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feecilities for the manufecture of & ‘ccxﬁpl,etély indigenous  aireraft designed
specifically for South Africau conditions. The first completely South African
sircraft would probably be & single-engined light plane for civil and military
T |

255. Tt was veported in the same month that later in the year Afic Holdings (Pty.)
'Lim-uc:d, would begin menufacture under licence of an Italian light airerafi,

Afic RSA 200, designed by Gino Pascalle, Professor of Asronautics. a:b The Un:n.versity
of Neples. I is an all-metal, single-engine four-seater with a cruising speed
of 160 miles an hour. The first prototype was due in South Africe in May.

A spokesmen for the company said thab the plene was Intended as an answer to the
Possibility of the application of senctions sgainst South Afr::.ca..»ﬁj./

.256. Tt was reported in September 1967 that a Hovercraft fectory would start
production by November 1967 at ¥nysna. The engineg would, at first, be imported,
but the company aimed’ ab complete local manufacture. .Lieubenant c@muander

- JF. Kerr, maneging director of Hover Air South ‘Aﬁ‘ica- (Pty.) Limited, which is
affiliated to @ British firm, said thet the craft hed commercizl value and
militery importance.66/

D  Import of militery equipment

» 257. In splte of the arms embergo, South Africe has cont.mued to obtain equ:.pment
from abroad for its défence forces. An estimate of 38.% million rend

‘($US53 8 million), or 9 miliion rand over the ocstimate for 1966-1967, has been
included in the 196‘7-].%8 pudget for aircrafl, alvcrafi stores, services and
gquipment.

. 258, The first of the sixbeen Sud-Aviation SA321 Super Frelon helicopters bought ‘
'.‘by the South Africen Alr Force f‘rom ¥France arrived in Soubth Africa on, 24 July 1%7.
These helicopters are due to go into service before next year with No. 15 Squadron,'
one of two additional squadrons to be established soon for shori-range troop end

equ;pmen‘b transport. 1—63/

164/ The Ster, Johennesburg dsily, 14 April 1967.
.165/ Cape Times, 27 April 1967.
166/ Ibia., 12 September 1967.

167/ Cape 8, 25 July 1967. The ocher squadron, No. 16, is to be equipped
with Alouat‘he 111 helieopters (Ibid.).
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259, Meanwhile, the South Africen Government has been considering the acquisition
of other types of ai?craft.
260. In Februsry 1967, the Finsncial Times of Johennesburg reported that France
would supply South Africe with between £40 million and £50 million worth of
Transsll tactical and ghrategic military aireraft iIf current negotiations betiween
Pretoria and Paris were suceessful. (The Transell aircraft is made by Nord
Avistion in co-opefation with three West German companies. A twbo-prop aircraft
powered by two Rolls-Royce éngines, it ig used by the French Air Force and the
West German Luftwalfe and is designéd to teke off and land on smell rudimentery
airstrips with difficult approaches. It can carry up to eighty-one troops or
seventeen tons of equipment and can drop paratrocps from its lateral cargo doors.)
‘Tt was reported that the deal might be hempered by the fact that British engines
were used in the aircraft. ——~/
261. It was subsequently reported that South Africa had submitted a large order ab
the Paris Air Show in May 1967, vhich was attended by the South African Minister
of Transport and the Commandant-&eneral of the South African Alr PForce. _l§2/
262. Aceording to press reports in Merch 1967, the South Africen Army and Air
Force were interested in sn Americen executive alrcraft. and a Canadian De Ham1lland
Twin Otter which had been demonstrated in South africa. 21%on 15 June 1967, the
Minister of Defence, mewbers of the Parlismentery Select Commitiee on Defence and
Alr Porce officers watched.a demonstration flight of an ll-seater turbo-engine
Swiss eircraft, the Pllstus Turbo Porber, which is used in some countries for
recunnaissance.ZEZL/
263. Meanwhile, early in 1957, the press veporied discussions between South
Africa and Dubch industry for the purchase of submerines. The Netherlands
Government, however, declined to assure authorizetion for the sale. On
17 February 1967, the Minister of Defence, Mr. Botha, seid that South Africe 'could
not contemplate placing orders for submarines with Netherlends shipbuilding
interests, who had approached South Africa in the first insbance, "until such

168/ Southern Africa, London, 13 February 1967.

169/ Cepe Times, L June 1967. |

170¢ The Ster, Johennesburg deily, 22 Merch 19673 Cepe Times, 24 March 1967.
171/ Cape Times, 16 June 1967.
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' time a.s we ha.ve the assurance tha.t success:we or a.ltema.tive governments s w:':.ll
honour the long-tem obliggtions which flow from such cantracts“ 172/

26k, ¢n 19 April 1967 , Mr. Botha announced thet South Africa had s:.gned an
agr\eement with France enabling it to order three Daphne~-type, deep-diviag
submefm.nes, which would cost about 8 million rend ($U311.2 million) each. They'
would be completed within four years. EHach submarine would carry twelve

torpedoes and.,‘ need a complement of six officers and thz.rty—nine mef. ——3/ It was
reported that the officers and men would be trained in Francé.Hy

265. In the seme mon'bh, it wes reported that Yarrow and Ccmpany of Glasgow was
interested in pmrv'iding South Africa. with technical assistance for the manufacture
: of naval vessels and had a.pproa.ched the United Kingdom Government for approval.
British buginess interests were reported to have increased their pressure for a
relaxation of the axms emba:rgo after the order for French submarines was
announced. ﬂ ‘

266. The South Africen Nevy hes also purchased & 2k,000-ton oil tanker) SAS |
‘TaPelberg, from Demmerk. Tt was officially rensmed st Durban on 10 August 1967.578/

E. Military co-operation with other States

267. In 1966, the United Kingdom Government decided, for economic reasons, to
withdraw the single naval frigate stationed in South Africa, as well as the
Commander~in=Chief in the South Atlantic, from Simonstown. From 25 to

27 January 1967, the representatives of the South African and United Kingdom

.. Governments met in Cape Town end agreed on certain aspects of the Simonstown

' Agreement of 1955 111 the light of thet decision. —?—7/

268. In stabements on 2 and 22 February 1967, the South African Minigter of
Defence, Mr. Botha, announced that it had been agreed that South Africa's naval
chief would assume responsibility for the defence of the Cape sea route in the

172/ Toid., 18 February 1967.

173/ Tbid., 20 April 1967.

174/ Thid., 2 June 1967.

175/ Rand Daily Mail, Johannesburg, 15 April 1967; Cape Times, 17 end 20 April 1967.
176/ Cope Times, 10 &nd 25 Augtist 1967.

177/ Ibid., 12 gnd 28 Janusry 1967.
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event. of war. (Under the 1955 agreement . the Royal Nevy commander &t Simonstown
would have assumed over-all command of the navies of both tcountries in time of
wer.) ‘The United ¥ingdom Commender-in-Chief would leave and would be i'eplaced by a
‘senior naval offlicer, who would meintain liaison in Ca.pe“Tcwn. The Minister .
-expregsed the hope thet the United Kingdom and her Hestern allies would "provide
tahgible evidence of thelr appreciation of owr willingness to meke a greater
internatianal contribulion towards the defence of the Cape sea routes, ai least
when it comes to the provision of equipment for our navy" e
269, Visits of British warships to South Africa have continued.

270, About a hundred Lebour Party members of Parlimment protesied strongly against
the visit of three of the British Royal Navy's ships - the Kent, Arthusa and
Olynthus -~ to Cape Town and Simonstown between 12 and 17 June 1967: the non-vhite
crew of the ships had been given the choice of going ashore under apartheld
;'egulxations or staylng sboard or being posted elsewherecy—g/ The Prime Minister,
Mr. Harold Wilson, declined to cancel the visit and said that Britain was
meintaining defence facllitles in South Africe under the Simonstown Agreement
“ywhich are useful to us and which involve lisison with the South Africen Navy” .

‘He added: "Navel visiis to South Africe do not affect the Government's fundamental

“dislike of the policy of apartksid, and I do not think there can be any
180/

misunderstanding about that".
271. In the next few weeks, nearly twenty Diitish werships snd fleet auxiliaries - . -
The largest concentration in more than ten years - called at the Cape.

272, In an effort to develop wider relé.‘cions, the South Africen Government
ennounced that two frigates of the South African Navy end a tenker would make &

courtesy cell to Argeutina later this year.vl‘g—l/

178/ Ibid., 3 Februery 1967; The Star, Jckernesburg Inily, 22 Februery 1967.
179/ Cape Times, 16 May and 2 June 1967,

180/ Ibid., 1 June 1967.

181 Ibid., 11 Avgust 1967.
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V. DANGER OF VIOLENT CONFLICT

275. In its reports, the Special Committee drew attention to the grave danger of
violent conflict reswlbting from the policies of the South Africen Government which,
by suppressing peaceful eff_értg of the people for their legitimate riights', ohliged
them to resort to clandestine and violent means. |

2T4. It may be recelled that in 1960, after the Sharpeville massacre, the South
African Government banned the Africen National Congress and, rejecting consultations '
with the African people, institubed an increasingly ruthless régime of repression.
In 1961, leaders of both the ANC and PAC were obliged to ebandon their commitment to
non-violence. .
275, The Umkonto We Sizwe, an underground orgenization egteblished by adherents of -
the African National Congress, cngaged in ssbotage.activities: fram 1901 to 196k, .

while taking care-to avoid 10&53 of iife: it was .repor’céd to have been respongible
for nearly 200 acts of sabobage. The Pogo, an mdergrcund;orgé.ni;ation &ssociateﬂ
with the Pan: Africenist Ccngress, was reported to have been responsible for several
aobs-of violence. The Gevernment srresbed thousands of adherents of the ANC and the
PAC.&nd enacted:stringent repressive lows.

276, The acte of sabotage and violence ceased in the middle of 196k, -‘ The South
African Goveroment sta,ted, however, that attempts at the violent Werthrow of the.-
Government by betber trained end srmed persons mey be expected, inasmuch as many
adherents of the bamned orgenizations had gone abroad to obbtain militery trelining.
Tt thi‘eatened to suppress such ettempbs ruthlessly. : Some of the more recent
stabements of the Government Leaders may be nobed. _
2TP: On L November 1966, Prime Minister Vorster said that plans ageinst the
Republic were being made in Tenzenis, Nigeria, Ethiopie, castern Europe and China,
bub thaet the police were fully prepared. Any threat coming from Africa would be
dealt with "before brealklfastti82/

;:’3_?“.{8. On 9 November 1966, he said that "terrorist activities" were being encouraged
chiefly by the Union of Soviet Soclalist Republics and the Af::;ica.n States. He
charged thet the United Wabtlons was fully aware of these activities and did mob take
action against them. |

dHa/cape Times, 2 November 1566. ,
| lees
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"The U.N. does not even disapprove - on the contrary - it. encourages
- these activities.

"fet me say that we are fully aware of the things being planncd
against us, and let me say very clearly thalt we are prepaved to meet those
who want to come our way ree

"I have given orders to my people to deal with them as one does in
w“ * e

"I want to reiterate this warning to Africen States: If they send
terrorists to South Africe, then the death of those terrorists will rest
in their consciences."183/
| 2"(9. On 7 April 1967, the Deputy Minister of Police, Mr. S.L. Muller, said that more
then 2 4000 young Africans had been talken out of South Africe for training as
terrorists” . The},r were now in Africen countries, weiting to be sent back to
South Africa; and this created a new prospect of terrorism Tor the Reptblie m/
o280 He added on 3 June 1967 thet the alleged "yerrorists” included 900 from
Ovamboland. Tremendous fesr of the "terrorists" existed among the people of
Ovamboland, who were afraid to give informetion to tﬁe police. This hampered
investigations to such an extent that an smmumition cache and cellars where
"gerrorists” were being trained were wncovered in 1966, more then a year after
the police had received first information on "errorigt’ infiltration in the'_
territory. He added that the Government was swere that Communist end Pan Africanist
‘orgenizations were still in existence in the Republic walting on a big onsitaught by
"terrorists” to re-enter the struggle. 185/
281, Prime Minister Vorster, speaking on 4 June 1967, egein accused thc United
Nations of doing nothing sbout the thousends of Yterrorists" who were being trained
"4n certain African States with s view to overthrowing the South Africen Government.
Tf the "terrorists" came to make war in South Africa, he sald, 'the Governmend -
~would take the most drastic meesures possible .1

Ibid., 10 Nover: "o 1966.

The Star, Johannes rg daily, 9 April 1967.
Cape Times, 5 Jume 1967.

Toid.; 5 June 1967.
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282, In the past year, the situation has led to several incidents of violence or
armed conflict, £irét in the Territory of South West Africa and then, in
August-September 1967, in Southern Rhodesia. These incidents have had serious
international repercussions, inasmuch as South A:&ci’can, security forces en‘:.eréd
Southern Rhodesia in deflance of the suthority of the Administering Power and
resolu‘pipns of the Securlity Council. - |

A. Viclent incidents in South West Africa

283, According to South Africen ministers and officials, Africans trained sbroad
in guerrilla werfare and the use of explosives under the susplces of the South
West Afrieca People's Orgsnization (SWAPO) began to return to the Territory in
gmall groups from September 1965 on.
28k, The Depuby Minister of Police, Mr. Muller, ﬁisclosed on 30 September 1966
that the ‘first group to cross into Ovambolend from Angols hed consisted of ten
men end that eight of them had been arrested in March 1966. |
285, ‘Among the subsequent incidents disclosed by the Government were the followings
(2) On 26 August 1966, when the police raided a secret bterrorist i:amp in
Ovamboland, a gun~fight took place with about ,six’been Africens armed with submachin-e
" gums and eutomstic pistols. Two Africans were killed end eight arrested. Another
African leter died of wounds. ‘

(L) Cn 24 Sepbember 1966, a white police officer was slashed on the srm by 2
pange in northern Ovambolend. |
(c) On 28 September 1966, & band of "terrorigts” attacked Oshikengo and
burned two sdministration buildings, the house of & white clerk and single quarters

for unmarried white men. An Gvambo nighb-watclman wes wound.ed. )

{(a) On 30 September 1966, thirty "terrorists" who hed escaped from South
Weat Africe were reported to have been cepbured by Portuguese soldiers who had, been
sent to the Ovamboland border 18U/ |

(e) ©n'18 November 1966, two Ovambos who hed received tralning ab a secret ‘
camp were asrrested by the police.

b

187/ The Policie Internaclonele e de Defesa Do Essado (PIDE)}, the Portuguese
security police, also reported to have co-operated with the South Africen
police in South West Africa. Giving evidence in the Soubh West Africa
Supreme Court in November 1966, an Angolen agent of PIDE said that he had been
given an assignment in Ovambolend. The Portuguese security police had informed

- the South Africen police concerning gun running in Ovamboland, and both hed
co-operated in erresting en Ovambo businessmen (see document AfAC.109/L.372}. -
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(£) Also in November 1566, "perpovists” atbtacked two Ovaubo heedmen and
seized their fivearms. _
(g} on 1k December 1966, seven armed Africans abbtacked and wounded a wiite
farmer near the town of Groobtfontein. A search by the police, aided by heliceopters,
" Bushmen trackers s tracker dogs and ermed white farmers, resulited in the capbure of
five of the seven Africans by 27 December. Police recovered one sub-rachine gun
and one pistol.
(n) On 28 December 1966, one of the guards of Headman Ashipela of the Ukuembi
area of Ovamboland was shot and killed; two others were wounded. |
i " (i) Tn March 1957, a grovp of South West Africens, armed with seml-automatic
rifles, infiltrated :'Lntd the western Caprivi strip and tried to smbush a police
pa.tiol- Nearly the whole group was subseguently captured and two gemi-aubomatic
rifles wers recovered. '
286, The South African Government reacted to these incidents by the gnactnent in
June 1967 of the Terrorism Act, which has been reviewed earlier in this report,
and by the charging of thirty-seven South West Africens under the Act on 27 June.
The trial began in the Pretoria Supreme Court on 7 August and, after adjournument,
resumed on 11 Seplenber.
287. The Attorney-General of the Transvasl indicabted that seven of the accused were
leaders of the South Weat Africa People's Organization, which was responsible for
‘ écts of terrorism aimed at overthrowing the existing deemmen‘b and administration
in South West Africa. Evidence would be introduced that eighteen of the men had
received militery training ebroad and enother had beén trained in Cvambolsnd. The
State intended to call more tham 150 witnesses and to band in ebout 500 exhibits,
including Pirearms.
288, Tt may be noted that the Special Committee on the Implementation of the
Declaration on the Granting of Independeuce to Colonial Comtries and Peoples, in
& Tesolution of 12 September 1567, condemmed "the illegal arrest by the authoritles
of South Africa of thirty-seven African nationals from South West Africa in flagrant
viclation of the internaticnal status of the Territory'; called upon "the |
suthorities of South Afcsica to cease all illegal acts in the international
Territory of South Africa” and demended "the immediate release of the thirty-saven
African nationals". '

188/ Southern Africa, London, 3 July 1967.
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B.  (lashes between South Africazn naﬂ:.ionals snd, the forces of the régime in -
Scuthern Rhﬂdesia.

289. From early August 1967, armed adherents of African National Comgress of South
Africa, acting in co-operation with the Zimbebwe African People's Union attempted to
retu;r.'n +o South Africa through Scuthern Rhodesia, and a sexries of battles took place
between them and the forces of the illegal racist minority rdgime of Southern
Rhodesia, vhich were supported by Scuth African forces.

290. Aceording to press\ reporis, based mainly on information relesged 'by' the régime
in Southern Rhodesia and the South African Government, the incidents began on
11 August 1667 vhen an Africen "terrorist” wes captured in the Wankie area of
Southern Ruodesia.

291. Ou 13 August, two Rhodesian soldiers were killed and four others wounded in &

 six-hour air and ground battle with Africen “terrorists” in the Zeubesi Velley.
Five African "errorisits" were killed. On 1k August, an Africen "terrorist®
surrendered in the Zambesi ?‘alley.-wt_n 16 August, an African believed to be &
"térrozist“ was shot dead by police near Bulawayo} On 18 August, Rhodesia's
securi*ty forces shot and killed eight "terrorisis" near the country!s northern
porder and captured six.']‘%/

202. On 23 August, in 8 third gun battle in the Matabeleland bush, Bhodesian forces

killed five more African "terrorists” and captured another: one white officer ard
one African warrant-officer were killed. 92/ _

-293, On 25 August, Rhodesian forees ceptured four more African "termris'bs in &n
engegemant in the Zazn'besi VYalley area.w On the same day, Rhodesian forcee, using.
corbat eircraft for the first time, were reported to be engaged 1n more fighting in
the Wenkie Game Reserve ‘along the Botswane border.> 4 The battle continued for
‘several days. ' ' | -

Cepe Times, 15 August 1967.
90/ Ibid., 19 August 1967.
Ibid., 19 August 1967.
Ibid., 2k August 1967.
Ibid., 26 August 1967,
1oh/ Ibid., 26 August 1967.
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29%. on 27 August 1t was reported that Tierce Pighting had teken place near Victoria

Falls? Pour rore "terrorists" had been killed in & bush battle, and cne member

of the security force had been womded.;ls/
295. 0n 5 Septewber, the Rhodesian security forces headquarters announced that
three guertilias and one member of the security forces had been killed in .clashes
during the previous few days. A number of guerillas had been cgptured, and one
menber of the securlty forces had been slightly wounded
206. By 5 September, according to the régime in Soubhern Rhodesia, The casuelties
of the African "terrorists® were thirty-ome Iilled and.thirty captured: seven
members of the security forees had been killed and fourteen wounded.l :
- 297.Meanwhile, the African Nabional Congress of South Africa ermounced that its
adherents were involved in the fighting in Soubhern Rhodesia. In & joint statement
on 19 August 1667, Mr. J.R.D. Chikerama, Vice~President of the Zimbabwe African
People's Union, and Mr. O.R., Tambo, Deputy President of the Afyican National Congress
of South Africa, confirmed that fighting had been going on between freedom Tighters
and the Rhodesian army since 13 August and thet the former included adherents of
the ANC "fighting their way to strike at the Boers themselves in South Afcica®.
They addeds
, "We wish to declsre here that the fighting that is presently going on in
Wankie ares is indeed being cerried out by a combined force of ZAPU and ANC,
which merched into the country as comrades-in-arms on a common route, each ‘
bound to its destination. It is the determination of these combined forces to

fiight the common settler enemy to the finish, at any point of encountber a5
they meke their way to their regpective fighting zones.

"Tn the fighting Fromt, the enemy has suffered wntold casualties and as
the fighting continues, the Fighters are determined to inflict more harm
without surrender. After all, as comrades-in-arms, we are fecing & common
enemy, fighting for a common purpose, facing a common fate, hence a combined
foree for a common oaslaught sgeinst the enemy at every point of encountar
as we march down for the liberation of our respective countries.” 199/

"195/The Times, London, 28 August 1967. Reuters reported from Salisbury, quoting

informed sources, that Rhodesians were being helped by four South African
helicopters in the hunt for the guerillas. ‘

166/ Cape Times, 2 Scpbember 1967. :
16%/Reuters, 5 September 1967.

198/In sddition, sbout thirty Africans engeged in the operations were reported to
have been arrested in Botswena. '

199/Spotlight on South Africa, Der es Saladn, 25 August 1967.
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298. The 'Amc added:

"all the units of Umkonto we Sizwe are homeward bound... We reserve

the right to fight the enemy wherever we find him, whether it is in

Zimbabwe or not." 200/
299. In a press release on 20 September 1967, the ANC claimed a considersble
number of casualties among "enemy soldiers®, including ninety-five killed and a
large number injured. A Bhodesian transport plan, a Rhodesian helicopter and two
South African helicopters bad been hit and had crashed. It further claimed that
the régime in Southern Rhodesia had exaggerated the mmber of guerrillas killed.?

C. Auti-"terrorist” measures on Scuth Africals borders

300, Soon after the beginning of clashes in Southern Rhodesia, the South African
Governmen‘b toock extraordinary steps on ithe border to prevent infiltration of -
African "’cerrorists" and also directly intervened in Southern Rhodesia.
- 30L. On 17 Angust 1967, the Depuby Minister of Police, Mr. S.L. Muller, disclosed
'in a gpeech in Durban that the five African "terrorists who had been killed on
13 August were South Africans. "They were armed to the teeth.™ &/ '
302. Cn 19 August, Brig. P.J. Venter of Security Police Headguarters said in
Pretoma that all possible meagures were being taken to prevent terrorists from
crossing into South Africa across the border from Southern Bhodesia.*-gi/ South
Africen border patrols were alerted and the Commissioner of Police, Lieubenant-
General J.M. Keevy, said that "’olcodhounds and hellcopters were standing by ?O—h/ |
303. On 20 August, the Depubty M_inister of Police issued a press statement appealing
to. people near all the country's borders' to help in preventing terrorigts from
entering the country.

"{e seek and request the co-operation of évery‘nody on all ouwr borders.

We ask the pecple to watch out for foreign Bantu and to tell the police
immediately.”

200/ Editorial in Spotlight on South Africa, Dar es Salasm, 1 September 1967.

01/ Spoblight on South Africa, Der es Salaam, 22 September 1967. Earlier, ANC had
' claimed that some armed militants had alree.dy enbered South Africa (ibid.,
8 September 1967).

202/ Cape Times, 18 August 1667,
203/ Thid., 21 August 1967.

204/ Ibid. i
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Referring to press reports that South African security police had entered Southern
Rhodesid during the fighting, he said that they eould not walt until the trouble
was inside the country!s borders. P"Wb are forced to act whe;gggy necegsary. The
police would do everything possible to stop the terrorists.™ ™

564. On 3 September 1967, Iieutenant-General Keevy announced that farmerg on the
South African border had been offered substantial rewards for information leading
to the ecapbure or discovery of_“terrorists“ in South Africa or for the capture of

Tiaprorists” "desd or slive".®

D. Entry of South African forces into Southern Rhodesis

305, Meanwhile, numerous press reports indicated that South African forces had
éntered Southern Rhodesisa and had ecllaborated with the forces of the amith régime
in the warfare. |

306, The London Daily Telegraph reported on 23 August that South Africa had been
sending smell groups of officers end men to train with the Rhodesian unitss

"These troops will form the nucleus of & Special Alr Services
Regiment which South Africs 1s to form next month on the lines of the
Rhodesian S.A.8.

"By then about 150 Officers and men from the Republic will have served
short periods with the Rhodesian Forces. They not only train with the
Rhodesisn §.A.8. but also take part in anti-terrorist operations in the
Zambesl Valley."

307, The New York Times reported on 23 August 1967 that South African units werc
reinforcing Rhodesian forces., A South African police contingent, flown to Bulawayc

from Johahnesburg, had jolned & Rhodesisn convoy to Tjolotjo, one of the maln scenes
of the conilict, on ESAAugust.

308. Tnitially, the South Africen Government spokesmen refused to confirm these
press reports. On 25 August, Prime Minister Vvorster denied the existence of &
defence agreement with Portugal or Southern Rhodesia. He added, however:

gﬁ/ Ibido, 21 Aué’-_-,:s.;’ ;:j?.
M Ibid., l; September 1967.
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‘ “We are goad frlends, and good friends do not . need an agreement to .
- eottbat murdere:s. Good friends know what their dubty is when the neighbourts
~house is on fire.

He also added that he wanted to.advise Zambia and Tanzania %o remember that South

Afriea was teking notice of tHe transit of "terrorists® 291/

'309. On 27 August, Police Commissioner John Keevy denled thet South Africa hed moved
security forces into Bobswana or Southern Rhodesia. Although no Joint metion was
contemplated then, he stated; "I canﬁof say what is going to happen in the
Puture.”

310. However, on 8 September, Prime Minister Vorster said that members of-the South
African Police Force - “and I wish to emphasize thet it 1s only menbers of the
Police Force" - were active in Rhodesia, witn the approval of Rhode81a, to fight
against the "terrorists". He had instructed the Cebinet Minister concerned to
inform the United Kingdom Government of {his decision of the South African
Government., He added:

"Already tonight, while we are here together, our policemen are at
their posts to do their part in the struggle.

"We are doing it openly because it is our downfall that is being
sought and it is our duby to protect ourselves. We are doing it as a
police measure because it is the task of the police to eradicate subversion
and terrorism....

"The world must understand clearly that it had knowingly allowed the
terrorists to be trained, and certain countries had allowed this in their
_own countries....

"It 1s not our intention to wait until this heppens to us‘hére.

"Our action in Rhodesia has nothing to do with their situation, .
which arose mbout two years ago. We do not interfere in their domestic
~+ affalrs or the unfortunete disagreement between Rhodesie and Britain.
We still regard this as a domestic matter which has to be solved betwesen
themgelves.” 2C9;

207/ 1bid., 26 August 1967.
- 298/ The New York Times, 28 August 1967.
'_EQQ/TCape.Timss, 9 September 1967.
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311. on 1% September 1967, the United Kingdom Government protested to the South
Africen Government against the unauthorlzed entry of South African forces intao
British territony.éggz/

312, waever, on 24 September 1967, Prime Minister Vorster declared:

"South Africa will act against the terrorists of undermining
organizetions such as the African National Congress and the Pan -
Africaniast Congress in any territory where it is allowed to act.

"This decision has been taken and will remain in force for as long
as 1t is necessary to aet.

%In this connection South Africa cannot allow anybody to dictate
to it. It must protect its interests in the mammer it deems fit. South
Africa has carefully considered the. matter ‘before it has decided on this

action." 211/
3513, The outbreak of fighting in Southern Rhodesia, the entry of South Africen
forces into the territory and threats levelled by the régime in Southern Rhodesis

and the South African authorities against African countries for thelr assistance
to the “terrorists” have created a wider danger.

314, The Government of Zambia stated, in a note to the United Kingdom on
29 August and in a statement on 22 September 1967, that the South African

intervention in Southern Rhodesia is an act of aggression and a prelude to racial
conflagration in southern Africa.glgf

=

210/ Thid., 15 and 22 September 1967.
211/ Ibid., 25 September 1967.
212/ Tbid., 22 and 2% September 1967.





