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T^O some South Africans, Friday May 2f> will 
be a day for rejoicing. On that day, the 

Nationalists celebrate 30 years in office as the 
Government of South Africa. This does not come 
anywhere near the 100 years of which some 
in another place once dreamed; but by the stan
dards of modern government 30 years is still 
an enviable record. An entire generation of South 
Africans has been born and has grown up know
ing only a Nationalist Government. 

To most South Africans, however, May 2fi 
gives no reason for joy. The majority of South 
Africans suffer under Nationalist rule. To most 
of our peoples. Nationalist rule is an affliction; 
:I0 years of the Nationalists has intensified their 
deprivation and has driven them into despair and 
anger. For South Africa as a whole, the result 
of this :10 years is that at no time in our his
tory has our domestic racial situation been so 
grim as it is now and our international situation 
so isolated and threatening. 

Yet while a majority of our people clearly 
reject the Nationalists, a majority of the white 
community supports them. And that support is 
increasing. 

The background 
It has not always been so. Recalling 1948, the 
Nationalists did not properly earn the govern
ment which they gained then. Not only was it 
an overwhelming whites-only election but the 
Nationalists, led by Dr D. F. Malan, only narrow
ly squeaked into office because of an outmoded 
electoral system which gave disproportionate 
strength to rural voters who, at this stage, con
stituted the Afrikaner power base. And they were 
aided by the incompetence and the complacency 
of the United Party government which had come 
into office in 1939 at the outbreak of the Second 
World War. 

Once having got there, the Nationalists set out 
to ensure that they could not be dislodged. Con
stituency boundaries were re-arranged so as to 
confine non-Nationalists to as few areas as pos
sible; and the constitution was altered: first to 
remove from the common roll those coloureds 
who did have the vote — the issue, of course, 
which gave birth to the Black Sash — and then 
to eliminate the representation, paltry and in
direct as it was, which blacks had in Parliament. 
The High Court of Parliament Act and the Sen
ate Act were among the methods resorted to 
in the early 1950s as the Nationalists entrenched 

themselves. They proclaimed their faith in demo
cracy as much then as they do now. While en
gaged in these assaults on the constitution, the 
Nationalists were simultaneously embarked upon 
casting South Africa into the mould of their 
racial thinking. At first, this was naked, un
ashamed apartheid — the separation of whites 
from blacks, coloureds and Indians, the entire 
and declared purpose being to maintain and pro
tect white position and privilege. 

The Population Registration Act of 1950 pro
vided the basis: before people could be racially 
separated they had to be forced into racial pigeon
holes. These days the system forms part of our 
existence and tends to be taken for granted; 
it only occasionally receives publicity when some 
particularly distressing example of a family split 
by the racial laws comes to light or when a 
television producer documents the case of Sandra 
Laing, the 'coloured' girl born to white parents. 
That, to my mind, is a great pity: we need 
constantly to remember the obscenities surround
ing the putting into practice of the population 
laws; the tribunals in the form of race classi
fication boards which sat to take decisions on 
what are known as 'borderline* cases, with 
examination of people's fingernails, the use of 
pencils pushed through hair as a test of crinkli-
ness, and the countless human tragedies which 
resulted. We need to remember the snooping 
into peoples* private lives and the scope given 
to malicious neighbours which continues to this 
day. 

It has all been done very efficiently and sys
tematically so that, now, in the official 'Popu
lation Registration and Identification Guide* 
which is issued with the Rook of Life, it can 
be neatly noted that 4the third group of digits 
(in a person's identity number) indicates the 
population group to which the person belongs, 
and his citizenship'. And then follows the official 
list of categories, starting with 'white' which is 
00 for a South African citizen and 10 for a 
non-South African citizen, down to 09 for a 
'Nama of South West Africa* who is a South 
African citizen and 19 if he is not. Along the 
way, once past Capo Coloured, Malay, Chinese, 
Indian, there is Ofi for 'Other Asian' and 07 for 
'Other Coloured'. 

I dwell on racial classification because it was, 
and remains, the basis of Nationalist outlook and 
action. Everything else rests on it. I t is what 
makes South Africa unique. And these days, when 
there is so much sweet talk from the Nationalists 
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about the good things they are really trying to 
do and how much they are misunderstood, it is 
salutary to remember the entirely racial under
pinning of all that they do. 

With population categories being defined, there 
was need to maintain racial purities (although 
in the light of historical racial mixing in South 
Africa, the notion of white purity is rather silly). 
Hence the Immorality Act of 1950 which totally 
debarred sex across colour lines, and the Mixed 
Marriages Act of 1939 which made interracial 
marriage illegal. And the Group Areas Act to keep 
people apart, specifying which areas of South Af
rica could be occupied, for residential or business 
purposes, by which colour groups. Again, it is 
the existence and the implementation of this legis
lation which gives the lie to Nationalist protes
tations about their fine, non-discriminatory in
tentions. For according to the most recent statis
tics I have been able to find (in a Survey of Race 
Relations in South Africa, 1976), by the end of 
1975 a total of 5 898 whites had been removed 
from their homes and resettled in group areas — 
compared with 305 739 coloureds and 153 230 In
dians. According to Government estimates, 
another 733 whites still had to be moved — 
compared with 93 929 coloureds and 44 590 In
dians. On the business front, 21 whites had been 
moved — compared with 82 coloureds and 1 277 
whites, plus 247 coloureds, 3 781 Indians and 
Indians; still to come were the removals of 60 
617 Chinese. 

Add to this the 258 632 blacks removed from 
"black spots" and resettled in the so-called 'home
lands' up to the end of 1976, plus the tens of 
thousands of others evicted from city areas such 
as Sophiatown and Alexandra, plus the half-
miliion or so still to be moved, and an awesome 
scene emerges. How is it that, overwhelmingly, 
it is those who are not white who happen to be 
in the 'wrong' places and must be compulsorily 
removed? Obviously, it is not mere accident, but 
is integral to the fulfilment of policies of racial 
discrimination. 

But returning to the early years of the Na
tionalists: the foundations established, the pro
cess of creating South Africa in the Nationalist 
image was pushed forward at speed. Of course, 
it is true that South Africa at that time was 
hardly a nonracial paradise; race discrimination 
was even then the basis of society. But by the 
same token it was by no means an entirely rigid 
society and interracial living and contact aboun
ded. In Cape Town, for example, whites and 
coloureds were often neighbours, and race riots 
did not ensue. In Cape Town, too, buses and trains 
were not segregated and everyone had access to 
the city hall. The universities of Cape Town and 
the Witwatersrand were open, albeit on an im
perfect basis. 

The Nationalists changed all this. One law after 
the other poured out of Parliament, reaching into 
every nook and cranny of the country. Always 

the purpose was to shut white off from black, 
coloured and Indian, and to protect white interest 
and dominance. If anyone found a loophole in a 
law, such as by challenging it in court, a new 
law was rapidly enacted to close the gap. Hence 
a gradual process of growing separation, with 
tightening of the apartheid knot. Taken to its 
logical conclusion this finally results in the sort 
of legislation such as you will recall was enacted 
last year to prevent squatters from seeking court 
interdicts against demolition of their homes. 
Squatters had been driving the Government crazy 
by insisting on enforcing their few rights through 
the courts instead of meekly allowing the bull
dozers to plough down their shacks. So, the 
rules were changed to give vastly greater power 
to the Government. 

This approach has over the years burdened 
our country with a multiplicity of laws — and 
with heaven knows how many officials to ad
minister them, and at heaven knows what finan
cial cost to us. And going with this has been the 
pattern of devising a far-ranging statute and then 
tossing in a blockbuster clause which allows the 
Minister concerned to do by proclamation almost 
anything and everything else that he might want 
to do. 

During the 1950s the Nationalists came to rea
lise that apartheid for its own sake was insuf
ficient. There were some Afrikaners who had 
moral twinges about it and world distaste — 
with the threat of punitive action — began to 
mount. Hence apartheid in refined form, termed 
separate development, came into being. 

This is possibly the worst injury of all that 
the Nationalists have done to South Africa; per
haps it is even irreparable injury. For how else 
can the dismemberment of South Africa along 
the cynical Rantustan lines currently being fol
lowed be described? How else to view the sys
tematic driving of division between our peoples? 
How else to speak of the effects on the majority 
of our peoples of stripping them of their South 
African citizenship, of their birthright to the 
good things of South Africa? 

Having set out to establish a white nirvana on 
earth, the Nationalists found it necessary to pro
tect it. A start was made with the Suppression 
of Communism Act of 1950, to give the Govern
ment power to take arbitrary action. At first it 
was used aaginst known communists, in fulfil
ment of long-declared Nationalist aims. But there 
were not all that many communists around and 
they wpere certainly not the threat, a t that stage, 
that Nationalist propaganda had pretended. Once 
they had been dealt with, the rigours of the 
Suppression Act were inevitably applied to non-
communists and then to those known to be violent
ly anti-communist. The effective criterion for 
action became anyone who was over-zealous in 
opposing the Nationalists although sometimes it 
was difficult to imagine how some of those who 
suffered banning fell remotely within even this 
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broad framework. Always, of course, it was done 
on the basis of the communist smear. Over a pe
riod of years this approach became shop-worn; 
not only was it becoming more difficult to con
vince anyone that communists or communist sym
pathisers were still roaming around after so much 
Government hounding but it was a positive reflec
tion on the ability of the Security Police to do 
their job. So, as we know, two years ago the Sup
pression of Communism Act became the Internal 
Security Act and the stress is now on acti ng 
against a new enemy: those who are said to en
danger the security of the State and the mainten
ance of law and order. 

Exactly the same process of tightening up as 
occurred with apartheid laws came about in the 
realm of security legislation. As people stubborn
ly fought to retain their diminishing civil liber
ties, new laws were enacted to close the gaps. 
And as the widening Nationalist grip on the 
country set off protest, new laws conferring even 
greater power on the Government were enacted. 
So we land up now with the Sabotage Act, the 
Terrorism Act, the Riotous Assemblies Act, in
communicado and indefinite detention, the denial 
of habeas* cor^m* and the host of other National
ist inflictions. 

There are four distinct themes which emerge 
from this history of the last MO years. 

The results 
Firs t is the fact that in doing what they have 
done, the Nationalists have destroyed the hopes 
that once did exist for us in South Africa. 

Belatedly, the Nationalists have come to some 
limited realisation of some of their mistakes-
Changes are being made. In some areas of exis
tence we are inching our way back to where we 
were in 1948. But it is HO years later, and the 
damage has been done here while much has hap
pened in the world around us. However worth
while and welcome the changes — and they cer
tainly are — they still fall lamentably short of 
what we should be doing. 

In dealing with the natural striving of our 
people, the Nationalists did vast injury to our 
country. For they stifled and forbade any attempt 
a t normal political protest and expression. They 
equated communism with the striving for free
dom, thus giving communists a form of respect
ability among blacks. In outlawing any semblance 
of normal political activity they drove people into 
frustration and desperation, so that finally or
ganised violence came to South Africa — to be 
met by still greater suppression by the National
ists. Thus was created the spiral of action, re
action and counter-action, to which there is now 
no foreseeable end-

Looking back, we can see that the great turn
ing-point for us probably occurred in 19fit>. Until 
then, there could be hope. Despite the problems 
and the hazards resulting from the security legis

lation already introduced, there was a buoyancy 
and an expectation founded in the belief that ra
tional change could still be brought about; that 
if blacks, coloureds and Indians directed their 
pressures correctly and sufficiently, the white 
holders of power could still be persuaded to yield 
and to extend rights. The fact tha t the black* 
coloured and Indian movements of the time failed 
to direct themselves properly towards this in it
self did harm to South Africa's interests, But 
transcending this was the Nationalist response 
to the March 21, 1!)G0> anti-pass demonstrations 
and the events that occurred after the Sharpe-
villu shooting on that day. The Nationalists re
fused to acknowledge the need for fundamental 
reform. Instead, the African National Congress 
and the Pan-Africanist Congress were banned 
and security became a dominant thrust of Gov
ernment activity. It was the end of that era of 
hope. 

THE SECOND main theme to be drawn out of 
the past 30 years is the self-fulfilling nature of 
Nationalist behaviour. There are many aspects 
to this. The pattern I have jus t referred to — 
of spiralling violence, both official and populist 
— is one of them. The Nationalists say they need 
tough laws to deal with a situation, but the 
draconian laws they bring in create the very 
situation which the laws are intended to resolve. 

This is seen again in regard to interracial re
lationships: the Nationalists say they need laws 
to prevent racial friction and this has always 
been the justification for apartheid in its many 
forms. But by separating people and thus de
barring them from knowing and understanding 
each other, taken together with the label of in
feriority stamped on blacks, coloureds and In
dians, Nationalists do indeed create those very 
racial tensions of which they warn. That then 
serves to justify the apartheid they have intro
duced, 

A specific example of this lies in the sphere 
of tribal relations. In 1948 there were undoubtedly 
somo problems between blacks of different tribal 
origins. It showed itself in faction-fighting on 
the mines, in some rural areas and in cities on 
occasions. But it could be seen to be a diminishing 
phenomenon. Within the African National Con
gress, the premier black movement for so many 
years, tribal rivalries had long ceased to be of 
any significance. Similarly later in the short ex
istence of the Pan-Afrieanist Congress. Apart 
from this, blacks were mixing and marrying 
across tribal lines and a national consciousness 
was developing. The Nationalists, however, argued 
for the beauties of tribal identity — which, of 
course, came down to nothing else but a classic 
enforcement of divide and rule policy. By using 
this ploy and setting up one tribal group against 
another, while simultaneously seeking to separate 
blacks along tribal lines in schools and residential 
areas, the Nationalists have succeeded in inten
sifying tensions and in creating ones which did 
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not exist before. Now having: ensured that there 
are divisions, they can declare that their policy 
of separate dcvolpment is founded on the notion 
of the divided and separate nations that exist 
in South Africa* 

T H E THIRD main theme concerns white atti
tudes. Sure, in voting for the Nationalists in 
1948 many whites did reveal their desire for 
apartheid; in another way it can be described 
as their non-desire for a shared non-racial so
ciety. The Nationalists have fed this and have fed 
off it. They have played to white emotions and 
fears. As events unfolded in Africa, sometimes 

disastrously, the Nationalists seized on these to 
make propaganda for themselves and for white 
hegemony. As events occurred within South Af
rica in reaction to what the Nationalists were 
doing, these too were used to reinforce white 
anxieties. Ironically, i t is in the name of the pro
tection of white heritage that whites have them
selves lost so much of their personal liberties. 
Yet the tactic bas worked and is evidenced by 
the growing support gained by the Nationalists at 
elections over the years, culminating in their 
record victory in the general election of Novem
ber 30 last year. 

A majority of whites now flock for protection 
to the father-figure offered by the National 
Party. They do not see, or do not want to see, 
tha t their having to seek that protection is a 
direct consequence of the policies which have been 
followed by the Nationalists. 

THE FOURTH and final theme comes from the 
attitudes of blacks. 

We have had the growth of black conscious
ness. It was first seen in coherent form in the 
1940s; then in the late 1950s; now it is with 
us again, stronger and more purposeful and draw
ing wider support. I t can be seen as a positive 
affirmation of the human spirit. Yet at the same 
time black consciousness in the South African con
text is a specific reaction to white racism and it 
can only too easily lead to black racism. That is 
understandable. But understanding it does not 
also mean condoning or accepting it because anti-
whiteism is as inimical to the human spirit as 
any white racial arrogance and is equally des
tructive to the cause of racial accommodation in 
South Africa, 

The picture I paint is, I know, a gloomy one, 
•On the one hand, we have a massive degree of 
white fear and insecurity accompanied by a strong 
determination at this stage to hold on come what 
may. And that determination is backed by ef
fective power, with an armoury of laws to allow 
the Government to do virtually what it pleases 
with its opponents and with a well-organised 
police and army to provide the firepower. On the 
other hand there is a rage among many blacks 
and a growing determination not to endure op
pression any longer; and with this, an ominous 
turning against any thought of sharing or co
operation with whites. 

International pressures are mounting and ac
tions such as demands for disinvestment by for
eign business corporations are bound to increase, 
with consequences for us here in South Africa 
which are not always readily apparent. 

In these circumstances i t is easy enough for 
liberals, whether white or black, to despair. It 
seems that the liberal, and especially perhaps the 
white liberal, becomes more irrelevant as the 
main forces of nationalism, white and black, con
front each other. 

What can we do? 
Yet it is precisely in this desperate state that 
the liberal is most needed. We stand for the 
individual and for a shared and n on racial so
ciety. However few seem to be paying heed to 
that goal it must be stated and restated, passion
ately and vehemently, because it represents the 
standards of justice and decency to which South 
Africa must aspire for the sake of all our peo
ples. 

More than ever before, South Africa also needs 
to have the injustices of apartheid constantly 
exposed. We dare not stop pointing out to whites 
the consequences of their policies: that while it 
i s all very well to speak in grandiose terms about 
ideology, it is ultimately people who are involved 
and it is people who are being crushed and hurt. 
It is South Africa's liberals who have played a 
dominant and honourable role these past 30 years 
in ensuring that apartheid evil becomes known. 
That there has been so little apparent response 
is certainty cause for disheartenment but it can
not be reason for not going on doing the job. 
Nor can we cease resisting the invasion of per
sonal freedom and calling for democratic govern
ment. 

Liberals need also to be helping those in need, 
ameliorating the harsh effects of apartheid 
wherever possible. This sort of action cannot be 
avoided because it is people who are suffering. 
Not for us the cynicism of the view that the worse 
things are, the quicker the situation will be re
solved. 

Whatever lingering hopes remain for South 
Africa rest on such endeavours, and on liberals 
continuing also to strive to act as bridges across 
the colour lines. That is a particularly thankless 
role to seek to perform because as racial polari
sation becomes more acute, those in the middle 
arc rejected, despised even, from both sides and 
can suffer in the crossfire. It would be naive 
to pretend otherwise. Yet it is precisely because 
of this that the responsibility for standing be
tween the opposing forces is all the heavier. 
This especially so for white liberals. A genera
tion of blacks has grown up knowing only a 
white Nationalist government. We must continue 
to offer proof that there is by no means a mono
lithic white group. That, in our stand for a non-
racial society, liberals offer an alternative to 
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the extremes of white or black domination. And 
tha t compassion and concern are still alive. 

There is another part icular role which liberals 
ran perform at this time of cr is is : to help seek new 
and alternative ways in which racial accommoda
tion can be achieved. For we know that ours is a 
lost and bewildered country. Whatever the power 
and the determination of Whites, there is con
sciousness even in Nationalist circles that sep
arate development is not the answer. Whatever 
th<- anger and rejection among blacks, there still 
remains a dread of confrontation, and desire re-
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"Just another 30 yean 
and apartheid wi l l be 
back where it began!11 
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mains among many for interracial co-operation. 
None of these functions will be welcomed by 

the Nationalists, and after their 30 years of 
office they have authority aplenty to make their 
displeasure felt. But those who subscribe to these 
functions and who continue to believe unswerv
ingly in reaching for a South Africa untainted 
by racism have no choice but to go on. And to 
go on until we are not allowed to go on. 

The twist of fate tha t places us in South Africa 
a t this time gives us the opportunity, the chal
lenge, to work for the vision which we believe. 

P^FTER 30 years of Motional Parly rule we 
have much for which to be thankful. 

We have an army large enough to absorb 
alt our young men out of the mainstream for 
two years of their lives, and to provide an 
unquestioned priority for a large proportion 
of our gross national income. 

We have an ever-burgeoning bureaucracy 
which absorbs a large percentage of our man-
power and provides employment, albeit of an 
unproductive nature. 

We have punishment without trial which 
relieves pressure on the courts. 

We are relieved of all decision-making with 
regard to what we shall read or hear, for this 
is all decided for n.\. 

J* V need not worry too much about expand
ing our businesses because our labour supply 
is controlled for us. 

Wv need entertain no fears about our race 
relations because there will be no black South 
Africans, 

We need not be concerned about the rights 
and privileges of our black brethren for they 
will be provided with all the rights and privi
leges they could ever want in their small, frag
mented, independent homelands. 

We do not even have to worry about whe
ther or not they have enough to eat or work 
to do. because they are foreigners and therefore 
no concern of ours. 

We need not concern ourselves about our 
educati&n because We have a university-dotted 
country providing higher education for all the 
separate ethnic groups. 

We need not be at all perturbed by the cen
sure of the outside world because we know we 
are in the hands of those who are all-knowing 
and always right. 

Joyce Harris 
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