
Retettlement and Influx — The Grand Design 

THE HIDDEN STORY 

OF APARTHEID 
By John Kane-Berman 

WITH the influx control and migratory 
labour systems, resettlement is the 

most destructive of all the policies which 
make up apartheid. 

It is also the great hidden story of apart
heid: from time to time reports of removals 
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reach the Press, but we really have no 
idea of what has happened to the great 
majority of the people removed. 

By their very nature, removals generally 
entail shifting families from homes too 
close for white comfort and resettling them 
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Resettlement creates villages of old people, women and children. 
Picture by GRAHAM HAYMAN 

in remoter parts of the country. It goes 
without saying that this process of tidying 
the apartheid map and driving the races 
apart means that it is the blacks who don't 
believe in the policy who have to do the 
moving, not the whites who do. We are 
sometimes told that such-and-such a re
moval is taking place at the request of 
the people who are to be moved: such 
claims bring to mind the Russians' claim 
that they were invited to Afghanistan. 

Removals are also the quintessence of 
apartheid. Just as the real story of Nazi 
Germany is the death-camps, not the boy
cotts of Jewish shops, so the real story of 
apartheid South Africa is the pass-migran-
cy-resettlement constellation, not segrega
ted lavatories. 

It is against the backdrop of big apart
heid, not petty apartheid, that change 
should be judged. There have seldom been 
such high hopes of change in South Africa 
as there are now. A recent opinion poll 
showed that even many black people think 
the Prime Minister is doing a good job. 

At the same time, there is no sign that 
the resettlement programme will stop be
fore 'white' South Africa has been wiped 
clean of 'superfluous' blacks. And, follow
ing the widely-misunderstood Riekert Re
port, the pass laws are being enforced 
more brutally than ever before. 

There are many constructive proposals 
in the Riekert Report, and their implemen
tation, will better the position of many 
blacks. But there are also many damnable 
ideas, whose implementation is already 
worsening the situation of many black peo
ple. 

The Press has a lot to answer for in hav
ing engendered in the public such an un
critical, almost euphoric, acceptance of 
the Riekert Report. When the pros and 
cons of the report are weighed up, a 
strong case could be made out for con
cluding that the latter out-balance the 
former. 

One of the most important implications 
of resettlement is that the policy is pro
moting 'financial apartheid'. This policy is 
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already at work in the 'white' urban areas, 
in the sense that the thinking in Pretoria — 
endorsed by Dr Riekert — is that the black 
townships must be financially self-suffici
ent. 

With the best will in the world, the West 
Rand Administration Board could do little 
to wipe out housing and other backlogs in 
its townships because it could get no 
grants from the State. 

Under resettlement programmes, a simi
lar policy of financial apartheid is in the 
making. Removing black communities from 
'white* areas to the bantustans means that 
the responsibility for their welfare — for 
housing, pensions, hospitals, schools, 
parks, sports facilities, and even jobs — 
is being taken off the shoulders of the 
central government and foisted upon ban-
tustan governments. 

Pretoria already characterises the grants 
it gives these governments as foreign aid. 
General Sales Tax — it is quite clear what 

• 

The Transkei is already bankrupt. A Kwa-
Zulu minister has already complained that 
resettled children are putting extra pres
sure on education facilities. Who is going 
to provide for the 18 000 people from 
Crossroads who are to be deported to their 
putative 'homelands'? 

Given the direction in which fiscal policy 
in South Africa is now rapidly moving — 
holding down the growth of government 
expenditure, cutting down the income tax 
rates of the (predominantly white) middle-
class, and shifting a disproportionate share 

is happening: the haves are gradually 
being divested of their financial responsib
ilities to the have-nots. 

Resettlement, along with the laagers 
which tougher influx control is erecting 
round the 'white' industrial areas to keep 
out the unemployed, is putting those res
ponsibilities on to the bantustans instead. 

In other words, Pretoria is exporting 
problems like unemployment, the housing 
and schools shortages, and inadequate so
cial and health services. 

We are told, in defence of this, that 
blacks already get back from the State 
more than they put into it because Pre
toria's grants to the bantustan govern
ments are larger than the income tax it 
receives from blacks. But this argument 
appears to leave out of account the mo
ney Pretoria gets from blacks through 
GST and customs and excise duties. It 
also seems to make the assumption that 
company tax is somehow 'white'. 

of the tax burden on to the poor through 
From tax on gold-mine profits alone, 

Senator Horwood will rake in about R1 500 
million in the financial year just ending 
(1979-80). Anyone arguing that the tax 
money is 'white' will have to prove that 
gold-mine profits are generated without the 
assistance of 450 000 black miners who dig 
out the gold. 

Such an exercise would be as absurd 
as believing that the two or three million 
resettled people might not one day fight 
to get back the land — and the country — 
that has been taken away from them. 

Just as the real story of Nazi Germany is the death-

camps, not the boycotts of Jewish shops, so the real 

story of apartheid South Africa is the pass-migrancy-

resettlement constellation, not segregated lavatories. 

The Black Sash, February 1980 4 *>" Swart Serp, Febntarie 1980 


