
Since Dr Neil Aggett died on February 5, 1982, four others have died in detention: 
Ernest Dipale, Simon Tembuise Mndawa, Paris Malatje and Samuel Tshikudo. 

Public outrage is minimal when little-known people die in detention and when this hap
pens it is our duty to protest that much more vigorously. 

Already there are different lists, all over the place, of those who died in detention. This 
would not be so if proper attention, and, may we say, proper respect, had followed each 
eerie and horrible detention death. We have all been remiss in that there are no published 
photographs or biograpies of many of the 56 men who have died since the 1962 amendment 
to the General Laws Amendment Act. 

We are grateful to the Rand Daily Mail for sending a reporter to Venda to interview the 
family of Samuel Tshikudo who died there in January. We hope other newspapers will in 
future follow this example; for as long as detention exists there will be death in detention 
and those who are thus martyred should never be insulted with the kind of negligence 
which turns them into mere statistics. 

While remembering those who died in detention, let us never forgot those who are cur
rently in detention, and therefore at risk. 

Towards the end of last year an American professor wrote to Sash to say that he had 
been worried for some time about the direction the Black Sash was taking; that he 

thought Solveig Piper's article 'Recession: capitalism to blame* (vol 26 no 1, May 1983) 
should never have been published in our magazine; true, there had been a replying article 
but this had only been perfunctory: surely there was an editorial board which vetted Sash 
articles, and would we take his name off our subscription list. 

We believe the Professor's criticism would have been more valid had he stood it on its 
head, for we should be publishing much more of this sort of controversy. 

The capitalist/socialist debate has many permutations and perhaps the greatest and most 
significant point of stress is between social democrat and neo marxist. It has debilitated 
political parties and human rights organizations all over the world and we would be a poor 
and half-dead lot if it didn't affect us too. But it is unlikely to debilitate us. Fortunately we 
don't have the time to waste trying to resolve a possibly unresolvable argument (have a 
look at Koestler's theory of the 'withering away of the dilemma' on page 19) and in any case 
we have become quite amiably expert at consensus over the years — by not concealing dis
agreements within our ranks. 

We haven't got an editorial board and only the editorial has to be approved by the na
tional committee. Most articles flow directly from Black Sash activities but there are often 
others which we believe will interest our readers but which by no means reflect 'Black Sash 
thinking*. 

Recently we have encouraged debate in our columns, believing this should re-enforce 
our habit of consensus: and although the more thoughtful articles are obviously the most 
valuable, the present editor has a weakness for the odd slanging match, which she doesn't 
think does any harm but rather livens up the magazine. 

There is, however, one issue that we do have to resolve at this year's conference from 
March 15—18 in Johannesburg. We shall have to define our relationship with the United 
Democratic Front. Helen Zille has outlined the arguments for and against affiliation in a 
careful article on page 21. Please read it before the conference. 

Inevitably, whatever conference decides, many members will disagree. We ask of them 
neither silence nor acquiescence, but just the usual hard work. 
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