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Not Quite Banned
IN 1934 A LAW KNOWN AS the Newspaper Imprint Act (Act 14 of
1934) was passed by the Union Parliament. This Act made it
obligatory for all who wished to publish a periodical monthly or
more frequently to register its name and certain other details
concerning its management with the Department of the Interior.

The Act was intended to prevent the duplication of names of
periodicals, and to protect pap.ers already in existence from having
their titles used by other publications.

All this was changed by the General Law Amendment Act-the
Sabotage Act-of 1962. It amended the Imprint Act, by giving the
Minister of the Interior a discretionary power to require the pay
ment of a deposit of up to R20,OOO from the proprietors of any
new periodical applying for registration as a newspaper. There was
never any suggestion that the deposit was to be required for any
other purpose than to hamper would-be initiators of a ne.w
periodical considered undesirable by the official concerned.

This provision has now been brought into operation against the
New African, for registration of which a deposit of RIO,OOO has
been required by the Secretary for the Interior who acted after
consulting the Minister of Justice.

There is only one possible interpretation of the demand for the
deposit of RI0,000-that it was designed to prevent the New
African from continuing monthly publication. The RI0,OOO would
be forfeit to the State in terms of the 1962 amendment in the event
of the New African being banned under the Suppression of Com
munism Act, or under the Censorship Act.

The attempt to obtain this deposit is a mean act-intended as a
threat, and aimed at ruining the New African financially as well as
silencing it. It is a petty act, and should be seen for what it is-a
minor addition to the mounting total of wrong perpetrated by the
South African Government. Compared to the daily, hourly assaults
on the dignity and personality of many millions of South Africans
under apartheid, this attempt at the legalised maiming of the New
African looks-and is-insignificant indeed. We record it here as
an explanation to our readers of what has happened to us.

We hope, however, that it will also help to awaken those South
Africans hitherto untouched by apartheid and its authoritarian by
products to the destruction of freedom which they must have
thought guaranteed by their privilege. It might also do something
to remove an argument from the growing number of those in
other countries who are prepared to tolerate apartheid, and who
use, as one excuse, the fact that South Africa has a free press.

So far as the future of the New African is concerned, we must
re-state a point made in a leading article in August. Radicals, we
wrote, "must find ways of continuing their work in spite of the
Government's attempts to stop them~.

We concluded then, as we do now: "The New African will aim
to set an example in this respect."


