
LADYSMITH. 

L. LadyQtilith is the largest borough in North 

West Natal and is an important railway centre. It 

is on the main road between Johannesburg and Durban. 

2. The population figures are as follows : 

~. 	 12.36 (Oensus 
figures) 

Europeans 3,522 3, .659 

Indians 1,510 1 c" ll. 
0-_ ') \,.i""± .... 

Natives 1,890 4,1;;7 

Coloured 69 271 

,3. The Borough Oouncil submitted a Memorandum and 

plan to the Oommis on and the Uayor supported by the 

Town Clerk, Borough Engineer, and Town Treasurer and 

Lioensing Offioer, gave oral eVidenoe in support. 

The Council marked on the plan what they considered 

to be the predominantly European area within the 

Borough. On the North, East andWeat the boundaries 

~ of this area followed block boundaries, but on the 

South was drawn along oertain streets in the business 

and residential quarters Of the Borough. 

4. / ... 
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4. Within the area thus defined the Council cited 

17 separate a.cquisitions by Indians since 1927 consist

ing of 34 separate dwellings and stores and 7 vacant 

sites. Of the 34 buildings aCqlired only 6 are 

occupied by Indians, while 28 remain in European 

occupation. 

5. We agree that the properties marked on the 

Council's plan have been acquired by Indians since 

1927 • We also agree that the properties marked

• red are now in Indian occupation except that Lot 

139, 11 BI=tttery Road, should not "be marked red but 

green indicating that it is in European occupation. 

This was admitted by the Ma.yor (page 1478 of the 

evidence). 

6. We also agree that the properties marked green 

have been acquired by Indians sinoe 1927 although 

they remain in European occupation, but the property 

referred to as Remainder Lot 149A, 18 Malcolm Road 

should be marked red and the adjaoent property 

covered by the same aoquisition should remain uncoloured 

as I ..... ., 
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as it is vaoant land (see page 1478 of 	the evidence). 

7. We are not prepared to admit that the entire 

area demaroated by the Council was Itpredominantly 

European" in 1927. In 1928 when the property in 

Malcolm Road was acquired the entire area beyond 

Maloolm Road was vacant land. Similarly the bend of 

the river in whioh Kllpbank Road is situated even 

today contains only 6 European houses and a bowling 

green• We submit that the Council oannot legitimat~ 

ly describe unbuilt up and undeveloped areas as 

predominantly European. 

8. In the oourse of our examination 	of the 
• 

Officials of the Borough Counc'll we drew your attention 

to the existence of a "flood area" in Ladysmith 

and elioited the fact that two-thirds of this area 

lies outside what the Counoil has defined as a 

predominantly European area, while the remain1ng 

one-third is within it. 

9. All but one of the oases of Indian oocupation 

after 	1927 are within the flood area. 'The Borough 

Eng1neer / ... ", 
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Engineer explained that there had aotually been a 

soheme in 1933 for removing the inhabitants within 

this area to higher ground but that it had been 

abandoned in favour of an engineering soheme 

whioh it was hoped would prevent or mitigate the 

danger of flooding. The point which we desire to 

make is that a great part of the land on whioh 

in the a8unoilts opinion Indians eould aoquire 

property without objeotion, is within the flood area. 

Further the only 'predominantly European' area in 

whioh there has been any substantial Indian aOql'isition 

for 'residential purposes ~ 5 houses in al1- is also 

in the oomparatively undesirable flood area, 

10. The solitary case of oooupation a.way from this 

area is one of transfer from a nearby residenpe whioh 

had been in Indian occupation before 1937. 

As regards the aoquisitions whioh are not 

oooupied by Indians we refer the Oommission to our 

general remarks on this subjeot elsewhere in the 

Memorandum to the effeot that property is regarded by 

Indians / • I' , 
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In:'. ians as the best form of investment, and that 

there was no evidenoe led to show that there is any 

intention of ousting the European oocupiers from 

these properties. 

11. There was also no evidence of any kind to shaw 

that acquisition by an Indian led to depreciation of 

the value of surrounding property (page 1491 of the 

evidence). 

12. No 	 Municipal land has been alienated for Indian 

• 	 occupation within the Borough between 1927 and 1940 and 

no housing schemes have been undertaken (pages 1465, 

1466). 

13. We referred at some length to the licensing 

policy of the Council. We need only state herein 

in recapitulation that a very large number of 1ioenses 

have been refused to Indians between 1927 and 1940 and 

that the Oounci1 obviously have in their hands a 

,. weapon which they can use to keep Indians out of the 

areas in 	which Europeans have vested trading interests. 

14. 	 An inspeotion of some parts of the Borough was 

made / •••• 
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made by the Commission. It was shown that especially 

in what is looked upon as Indian areas, roads, 

lighting, kerbing and channelling were neglected. 

Forbes Street presented but a typical example of 

lack of civic amenities. It was also brought to the 

notice of the,Oommission that across the Klip River 

there was a settlement at Leonard Township in 

which Indians were settled in large numbers. There 

were also Europeans settled in the Township. This 

area, as explained to the Oommission on ~ts tour of 

inspection, was not provided with prope~ roads, 

water supply and lighting. The complaint was 

that streets in which Europeans own dwellings were 

better cared for than those in the Indian area. 


