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B efore the State of Emergency was declared on June 12 this year there were already 
some 100 regulations in force to curb press freedom. These included direct limita

tions to information under the Prisons, Police and Defence Acts as well as the power of 
seizure in the Internal Security Act. The list is almost endless when one considers other 
measures such as banning and listing people who may then not be quoted. Added to 
this, the State controls radio and television. 

In spite of these existing powers the current State of Emergency, like the last, ex
tended press censorship to prevent any description or visual impression of police and 
army conduct in situations of unrest. Recourse to courts is again restricted through ous
ter clauses (see article inside). 

But the current regulations contain further prohibitions. Apart from blocking infor
mation, the definition of 'subversive statement' now severely restricts the expression of 
views on important political issues of the day. In its December 1985 report to monitor 
press freedom throughout the world the International Press Institute, writing on South 
Africa said: 'After 35 years of slow strangulation of the press the government finally re
sorted to press censorship'. 

The restrictions on comment and other arbitrary administrative measures that have 
followed make the blow more pernicious than it was in the last year. In the last three 
months, at least 12 journalists have been detained, including our own photographer. 
Gill de Vlieg. Four foreign journalists have been deported. Registered newspapers such 
as the Sowetan, Weekly Mail have been seized, the Soweian more than once. Our own 
magazine was also seized. Newspaper offices have been raided, equipment belonging to 
Saspu National was confiscated. Journalists have been questioned, intimidated and the 
editor of New Nation, Mr Zwelakhe Sizulu was detained in clandestine fashion. 

Mr Sidney Kentridge, speaking at a recent general assembly of the University of the 
Witwatersrand to protest the Stale of Emergency, described the motivation for these 
emergency regulations that curb information in this way: 'Censorship is designed, it 
would seem, specifically, to prevent the exposure of official lawlessness.' During the 
same ceremony a leader of the black students movement said: 'The Government is well-
known for its lack of respect for black life.* These two comments together reflect our 
concern about the real intention behind the suppression of information. What are the 
security forces doing to the black community that we may not know about? 

Police involvement in the unrest was one of our main concerns at conference. We 
heard several papers on the subject. We discussed responses and drew up resolutions. 
Some of these papers and resolutions reflecting our concern were published in our 
magazine. It was seized in terms of section 11 of the emergency regulations. 

While this is an outrageous violation of our rights — of property and personal free
dom — this type of activity has far more serious implications for the media industry and 
the access to news for the community at large. Newpapers employ people, their liveli
hood depends on circulation. With this kind of arbitrary action hanging over their heads 
their existence is threatened and they have no recourse to the courts, costly though it is, 
unless they can prove that the state was not acting in good faith. The validity of such reg
ulations is now the subject of a court action brought by the major English language 
newspapers against the State. The final outcome is still pending. 

Newspapers exist for the governed and not the governors. They are essential vehicles 
through which people have access to information on which to base decisions about their 
own lives. Moreover, free access to ferret out information is also essential to the well-
being of the population at large. The whole gamut of regulations now in force compares 
with those used in countries such as Argentina, the USSR, Uganda and by Hitler during 
the 1930's and 40's. These regulations do not bode well for the security of the majority of 
South Africans who oppose the State. 
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