
The Struggle For 
Parents 9 Rights 

T 1 HE LONG and bitter controversy over 
•*• language policy in our schools has become 
hopelessly involved by the confusion of two 
separate disputes in one. This often happens 
in politics and when it does many of the dis
putants never really succeed in sorting what 
it is they are arguing about. 

In this case the two points at issue are: 
(1) Single-medium or parallel-medium educa

tion; and 
(2) The right of parents to decide on the 

character of their children's education. 
Ideally, the first would be a matter for calm 

discussion on an educational level, and the 
second would be a question of principle, it is 
to be hoped equally calmly considered. 

However, owing to the fiercely racial atti
tude adopted by the Nationalist fanatics in 
the Transvaal Provincial Council, all hope of 
calmness was ruled out from the start. The 
thing soon became a political dog-fight, into 
which normally retiring parents were dragged 
against their will and in which school-going 
children themselves became involved. 

To take the first controversy first. The 
Nationalist onslaught on parallel-medium 
schools stems from the Broederbond concep
tion that Afrikaner children must be preserved 
at all costs from danger of contact with the 
"foreigner" in case they should stray in any 
way from the rigid path of Nationalism. To 
preserve the child's "purity" of thought and 
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background the single medium school was the 
obvious device. There is no secret about 
it. Nationalist speakers in the Provincial 
Council have openly admitted it. 

This conception naturally ran straight into 
opposition from the more liberal idea that the 
way to build a united nation is to let the chil
dren meet in the schools and learn each other's 
language in the playground. There is no 
doubt that the vast majority of parents want 
this to happen. They want their children to 
mix at school and one of the few heartening 
aspects of this whole unhappy dispute is the 
way in which English and Afrikaner parents 
have united to defend the parallel-medium 
system. It is as if they had said: "We have 
suffered enough ourselves from this wretched 
racial cleavage. For heaven's sake let our 
children grow up together in friendship." 

| | | 

With the faithful. I would keep faith; 
with the unfaithful I would also keep 
faith, in order that they may become 
faithful. 

—Lao Tsze. 

This desire of the parents to see their chil
dren getting on together is one of the brightest 
hopes for the future, but it has to be stamped 
out by the Nationalists. 

In the face of this "get together" philosophy 
of the parents, the Broederbond had, of course, 
to do something drastic in order to save its 
creed of sectionalism from being swamped. 
Somehow the "volkswiT, which had taken the 
wrong turning in this case, had to be brought 
to heel. The obvious course was to take the 
whole thing out of the hands of the parents, 
who could not be trusted to follow the party 
line, and to put the child's education entirely 
into the hands of people who could be relied 
on to carry out Nationalist policy to the letter 
—that is to say school inspectors, depart
mental officials and ultimately the Adminis
trator of the Province himself. 

That is the historical and only reason why 
the right to choose the language medium of 
their children's education has been wrested 
from the parents. The Nationalists have often 
tried to claim that this step is educationally 
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desirable. It is nothing of the sort. It is poli
tically desirable from the Nationalist point of 
view and that is all. It has nothing to do with 
the welfare of the children or the interests of 
their education. It is simply a display of 
racial bigotry at its worst. 

The parents' right to choose the language 
medium of their children's education — for 
which they pay as taxpayers — should never 
be in dispute. It should be as freely granted 
as religious freedom of choice. Everybody 
knows that nine times out of ten the best 
medium from the point of view of the child 
is the home language, and no parent is going to 
be so stupid or so cruel as to jeopardise a 
child's chances in life by wantonly making a 
wrong decision. But that decision must be 
the parent's and not the decision of a govern
ment official working to regulations born of 
a political doctrine. This invasion of a tra
ditional parental right is intolerable, and the 
resultant claiming of the child by the State 
is in principle as bad as Nazi indoctrination 
or Communist brain-washing. 

The Transvaal has. of course, borne the brunt 
of this controversy because the Transvaal 
Nationalists have pushed the matter further 
than it has been taken in other Provinces. But 
the whole tragic issue is really a national one 
and members of the Black Sash throughout the 
country should be as alert to what is at stake 
as their colleagues are in the Transvaal. This 
use of children as pawns in a bitter political 
struggle and this denial to parents of a funda
mental right could easily come to the rest of 
the Union. Temporarily the Broederbond 
rules in Transvaal education, but it will not 
rest content until it has control over the school
ing of every child in the country. 


