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Censorship is considered in the South

African political context and the rel evant

11

Librarians In a

| statutes adlat’ d b d

pO. lce state: south in terns 0'; thre737nplgciisofirl7brgffers. 7t is
_ seen as extrenely danmaging to the

Afrlca n academ | c acadenic process and a dilema for the

1

libraries and the

librarian. Two nodels derived fromthis

pr obl em of

situation portray the librarian as victim

and as col |l aborator. They show t hat

censorship

CHRI STOPHER MERRETT

librarians have been uni magi native and

have ignored international standards.

Bot h universities and the profession have

failed to take significant corporate action

whi | e censorship has tightened under

successi ve states of energency. For

human rights librarians, it is concluded,

the only effective way forward is a new

prof essi onal body in the denpcratic

tradition.

BACKGROUND

South Africa is a paradigmof the censored state in which a conplex and

over |l appi ng set of statutes and regul ations has created massive limtations

on human freedom The exi stence of censorship in South Africa is no

accident: as in many other countries it is the tool of those whose politica

power depends upon the control of ideas and information. In this

particular case it is an institutionalized pillar of apartheid ideology. The

need for what Kundera describes as 1lotganized forgetting (1, p. 235) is

expl ai ned by one of South Africzfs forenpst creative witers: 1NO socia

systemin which a tiny mnority nust govern w thout consent over a



vast mmjorityi, argues Nadi ne Gordinmer, 1can afford to submit any part

of control of communicatiod (2, p. 26). The objectives of censorship in

South Africa may therefore be sumed up as the reinforcenent of the

raci st basis of apartheid by restrictions on the How of know edge and

i deas fromone comunity to another; the denial of factual and theoretica

tools to an intelligentsia which has a propensity to ridicule and oppose

apartheid in a nost effective way; and the diminution of the liberatory

potential of education.

Censorship is undeni ably a governnent tool. During the 5-year period

1980/ 1 t0 1984/5, 7651 original subm ssions were made to the Directorate
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of Publications and 51.9 per cent of cases ended in bannings. From 1981/2
to 1984/5 90.5 per cent of all original subm ssions (6539) were made by
agents of the state (custonms and excise 25.4 per cent, police 58.0 per cent
and the directorate itself 7.1 per cent) and only 9.5 per cent by the private
sector (publishers 5.6 per cent and the public 3.9 per cent) (3; 4). It is
thus not a ipopular, policy; however, it nmust not be forgotten that 82
per cent of the white South Africans who cast a vote in the Genera

El ection of 6 May 1987 did so for parties openly espousing police state
met hods i ncl udi ng censorship (5).

The authorities have a particular and justifiable fear of the printed
word. The electronic nedia are i nherent easy to control and inaccessible
to mllions of black South Africans; and state education, except in a few
private multiracial schools, is rigidly forrmulated. The printed word is
cheaply and easily produced, durable and transportable, especially across
borders. In short it has innate |iberatory characteristics. Both nm zdat
(underground) literature (such as Taurus,s publication of Andre Brinkis

A dry white reason and Breyten Breytenbach,s True confusion: of an al bino
terrorist) and tamizdat (exile) literature (such as the African Nationa
Congress publication Secbaba) are inportant conponents of the literary
scene. The status quo is continually challenged by the alternative preSS#
Weekly Mail, Snwetan and New Nation, for exanple-and publishers wth

a commtnent to denocracy. The npbst prom nent are Ravan (which

grew out of SPROCAS, the Study Project on Christians in Apartheid

Soci ety), whose offices were bonbed in March 1987, presumably in

response to a policy of publishing work 1that chall enges apartheid

i deol ogy and furthers the struggle for a denocratic classless society, (6);
and Skotaville (which has a Bl ack Consci ousness heritage and whose
editorial director, jaki Seroke, is currently detained under the Interna
Security Act).

Just as apartheid is a flexible political response to the challenge of
mass- based, denocratic novenents so the tactics of censorship vary with
time. Well-known white witers are now hardly affected by censorship

the press as a whole, and the output of progressive and student

organi zations and of black witers are now the nmain targets. The process
has becone nore sophisticated and selective, in contrast to the 19603

whi ch were described by Christopher Hope as 6t he dol drum years, when
not hi ng noved, and if it did they tried to ban it, (7). The current policy
of the Publications Control Board is that of assessing the likely |eader
and creating a (science, of censorship: in this fashion the nore acadenic
wor ks of radical thinkers are deened to be harm ess to academ cs and

i nconmpr ehensi ble to revol utionari es-a viewpoint, in the opinion of
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G lbert Marcus of the Centre for Applied Legal Studies at the University
of the Wtwatersrand, which is synptomatic of the 1total onslaughti
nmentality (8). The banning of Matteta,s One tinme brother is linked to its
folder-type format, readily accessible to an inpoverished township
proletariat (9).

LI BRARI ANS | N A POLI CE STATE

THE 1-.1e AND | TS DEMANDS

The system as a whol e presents a form dabl e chall enge to the academ c

rel evance of a South African university. As an institution, censorship
conpri ses a nunmber of |egal provisions which operate at different |evels.
The current (1987/8) State of Enmergency is governed by regul ations (10)
is: a under the Public Safety Act which reinforce the ains and objectives
of the National Security Managenent System (NSMS). Ampngst its
regul ati ons are draconian press restrictions. Security clauses in |legislation
dealing with a wide variety of topics ranging fromthe police to uranium
and catch-all provisions in the Prohibition of Information Act and Laws
on Co-operation and Devel opnment Act have for a long tine restricted

the How of information to that supplied by official spokespersons. This
has a w de-reaching effect on libraries, which is being investigated

el sewhere (11). Two specific Acts, however, inhibit the use of materia

al ready published. (A nore detail ed account of the provisions of these
two Acts is given by de Jager (12).)

The Publications Act of 1974 enpowers 21 Publications Control Board,
which is outside the jurisdiction of the courts and whose deci sions can
only be reversed by its own Appeal Board, to gazette the titles of books
banned under sections 47 (2) and 9 (3) (see Appendix A). The First
category allows for banning of material under the headi ngs of obscenity,
bl aspheny, group rights, race relations and state security. Such nateria



may be possessed but neither circul ated nor displayed. Libraries have

bl anket permits to lend as |long as the books are normally held under

| ock and key, a register of usage is kept, a separate catal ogue is avail abl e,
consul tation takes place under supervision in restricted conditions unless
on loan to a postgraduate or nenber of staff, and no copying is allowed.
Under section 9, however, titles are designated | possession prohibited

and are kept and consulted only with witten consent of the directorate
for each title and each consultation. Between 1 January and 18 Decemnber
1987 587 objects and publications were banned under the Publications

Act, 69.3 per cent apparently for political reasons. Fifty emanated from
the African National Congress/United Denocratic Front and their trade
union allies, 46 fromother anti-apartheid organizations and 39 from
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Nam bi an |iberation organizations. Only 5 were published by extrene
right-wing parties. Furthernmore, 63 were banned for possession, 71.4 per
cent for apparent political reasons (13).

Under the Internal Security Act of 1982 three further categories can

be recognized. Al the work of banned and |isted persons has to be
restricted. At present 331 persons are affected: 105 |listed as nmenbers of
the South African Comuni st Party and Congress of Denocrats and the

remai nder banned as exiles, convicted prisoners or ex-detainees (14).

Li sted persons remain aHected even after their deaths (see Appendix B).
Again material may be freely possessed as in the case of ordinary banni ngs
under the Publications Act, but a register of usage nust be kept for
scrutiny by the security police, undergraduates are deni ed access and
qgquoting and copying are not pernmitted. University libraries have thus
found thenmselves in the bizarre position of |ocking up the theses of their
own graduates. The works of banned organi zations, or works reflecting
their policies, nay only be possessed by libraries if permssionis
granted by the Director of Security Legislation and the sane applies to
consul tation. Under section 5 the minister is further enpowered to ban
those titles which he feels further the ainms of comuni sm possession

and consultation are dependent upon ministerial perm ssion. The Interna
Security Act introduces a nunber of new concepts into the censorship
equation: e.g. the ains of the security state; and the idea of statutory
conmuni sngi n ot her words, work is deenmed arbitrarily by the authori-

ties to be communi st and therefore a threat to state security.

Taken together the effect of these statutes is to render corporate bodies
and individual s noneexistent in a literary sense. About one third of a
smal |l university library banned collection fflllS into i possession prohibited,
categories although there is confusion ansing fromthe sinultaneous
banni ng of material under both Acts. A nunber of inportant factors are,
however, quite clear. First, the required registers of users are an
intimdatory neasure bearing in mnd that the purpose of a police state
is not sinply the extraction of information but the sowi ng of fear and
confusi on anongst its opponents. Second, a bureaucracy answerable to

a particular ideology is able to control the flow of information to and
within specific groups. Third, the librarian is required by |aw to becone
an agent of the security state.

CHRI STOPHER MERRETT

THE | MPACT OF CENSORSHI P

In a survey conducted in 1985.anmong |lecturers in the humanities and
soci al sciences at the University of Natal, 50 per cent of respondents
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clainmed that their research and teachi ng had been adversely affected by
censorship; 43 per cent mentioned limtations on access to factual data,
30 per cent to theoretical concepts, and 27 per cent reported obstacles to
the fram ng of research questions (15). It thus appears that censorship
interferes with the link between university researchers and teachers on
one hand and the needs of the mass of the people on the other. Socially
rel evant research is heavily penalized in the social sciences while there is
no evidence to show that radical scientific and technol ogi cal research
which is often heavily funded and supports the status quo, has ever been
hi ndered. Ampong humanities and social science researchers who need

access to published data, and who wi sh to have their own work published,
those who have voluntarily or involuntarily gone into exile are at an
advant age.

There is little doubt that research has consequently beconme affected by
privati sm sone acadenics have taken refuge in non-contentious or highly
theoretical and esoteric lines of inquiry, although in the 19805 as the
progressive nmovenent becane nore confident so there energed an

enbol deni ng anong researchers. However, the censorship system stil

encour ages assunpti ons about real or inmagined bibliographic dead ends

whi ch separate the researcher fromstimulating material. IIn scientific
di scovery there nmust be freedomto choose not only the method but al so
the question, as very often the nost diHi cult step is to get an idea of a
good questionl (16, p. 59). In South Africa, Garson notes, there is 1lthe
temptation sinply to cease asking the questions that can only be answered
by using the censored materiar (17, p. 6).

The exi stence of censorship has given rise to a nunber of debates

within South African academ c circles: whether a true university can exi st
al ongsi de censorship is an inportant point in the argunent. Brink (18)
and van den Berghe (19, p. 10) have suggested that a noderately repressive
environnent and a state of gross socio-economc inequality stimulate



creative work. Wiile this describes the condition of South Africa and

may well encourage socially and politically aware literature, it is less
convi nci ng where academ ¢ research which chall enges orthodox assunp-
tions is concerned. The areas particularly badly affected are the theory
and phil osophy of politics, the history and politics of Africa and especially
southern Africa, theology, literature and the sociol ogy of education. The
exi stence of censorship on such a scale has been noted by persons
advocating the isolation of South African universities especially in view
of the largely ritualized protest indulged in by those institutions.

LI BRARIANS IN A POLI CE STATE
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THE POSI TI ON OF THE LI BRARI AN

There are two contrasting angles fromwhich to consider the position of
librarians. The hrst nodel sees the librarian as a victim conpelled by
law to act as a state agent. This is a comon problemin apartheid society.
However, some professions_e.g. doctors, |awers and teachers_have

produced breakaway organi zations specifically forned to challenge this
role, a devel opnent yet to be seen in librarianship. There are al so exanpl es
of witers challenging the legitinmacy of the system Nadine Cordimer,

for instance, refused to appeal against the ban on Burgerl x daughter forcing
the Publications Appeal Board to appeal against the decision of its parent
body. The tendency of universities to evade the problem and del egate it
under the cover of departnmental autonony to the administrative brief of

the university librarian is another reason for a synpathetic view of the
librarian in a South African acadenm c comunity. The debate within
universities has largely been that surrounding the treatnment of specific
titles rather than an assessment of the institution of censorship as a

whol e.

However, the fact that 69 per cent of respondents in the University of
Nat al survey reported above put the view that |ibrarians exacerbate an
already di fhcult situation suggests that a second nodel is al so apposite.
Sone respondents went as far as to describe librarians as intellectua
policenmen and a fifth columm in the universities. An alternative nodel

may, therefore, be based on the concept of the librarian as coll aborator.
There can be little doubt that a majority of South African librarians are
aincted by a tendency to obey the | aw rather than question its norality

or legitimcy; and many sublimate this beneath the apathetic assunption
that censorship is another occupational hazard |ike dust and bookworm

In general there is a collective state of m nd which accepts the system
and invests it with an aura of peril, a phenonmenon not restricted to
librarians. Some have called for greater administrative tidiness which
woul d, ironically, inhibit the seekers of |egal |oopholes; others have
pursued t he unbanning of specific titles wi thout attacking the basis of

the system or questioning its purpose in society; and all who admnister
the system even under extreme protest, through the process of form

hiling in an inevitably bureaucratic atnosphere, extend |egitinacy

toit.

There is no doubt that the collaboration of librarians is vital to the
success of the system it is difficult to imagi ne a hard-ptessed and often
i nefficient bureaucracy mmintaining the systemor the state systenmatically
confiscating |library hol dings, although under the State of Emergency the
186 J. Librarianship, 20 (3) July 1988

uni magi nabl e has proved possible. There is circunstantial evidence that
some librarians have in the past actively assisted the censorship process
by interpreting the lawin a literal way, surroundi ng access procedures

wi th bureaucratic obstacles, searching actively for banned nmaterial and
excl udi ng works which m ght be banned in future at the book selection
stage. It is also possible that active collaboration with the security police
has taken place in terms of user surveillance.

[1f the . . . library is not a place for the dissenting, the heretical, the
unort hodox, the critical . . . it is not the right kind of placel (20, p. 360).
It is clear that a conbination of state policy and professional conpliance
has produced in South Africa libraries which are the wong sort of place.
There is certainly scope for a nore imaginative approach than that
general |y experienced by borrowers. The law is not nonolithic and

contains potential for evasion; the petty bureaucratic aspects of the system
are virtually unenforceable; and at the very least |ibrarians could enbark
upon a progranme of public and vociferous opposition.

There are a nunber of long standing alternative nbdels to enable
librarians to identify paraneters of hunan freedom and define a conbative
response to those who seek to restrict it, For exanple, the Universa

Decl aration of Human Rights puts forward the view that Everyone has

the right of freedom of opinion and expression; this right includes
freedomto hold opinions without interference and to seek, receive and
impart information and ideas through any nedia and regardl ess of

frontiers, (21). This opinion is echoed in South Africals Freedom Charter:
Al the cultural treasures of nmankind shall be open to all, by free exchange
of books, ideas and contact with other |ands, (22, p. 265). Such ideals
have been encapsul ated in the policy of the American Library Association
whi ch has adopted an unconpromi sing attitude to censorship (23, p

109):



LI BRARI ANS | N A POLI CE STATE

The American Library Association opposes any use of governnmental preroga-
tives which leads to the intimdation of the individual or the citizenry from
the exercise of free expression. ALA encourages resistance to such abuse of
governmental power and supports those agai nst whom such gover nnent a

power has been enpl oyed.

These sentinents should formthe bedrock of a professional response to
censorship in a repressive society such as South Africals.

It would be unrealistic to expect individuals to court a librarianship
martyrdom and confront the system al one, but a powerful institutiona
response mght reasonably be expected fromuniversities and the pro-
fession as a whole. The universities have presented no real challenge and
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have even harboured those who have applied the | aw harshly. The irony

of supporters of censorship | aws operating under the unbrella of acadenic
freedomis absolute. Simlarly, unquestioning acceptance of limted
privileges which are not extended to society as a whol e suggests a
willingness to support the separation of freedons, to ignore the plight

of the intelligent person in the street and forget the traditional role of
universities in confronting the excesses of the state. In contrast, the four
| openl universities (Cape Town, Natal, Rhodes and Wtwatersrand) have
chosen to break the provisions of the Goup Areas Act in respect of
student residences in recent years.

The position of the professional body, SAILIS (South African Institute

of Library and Infornmation Science), and its predecessor, SALA (South
African Library Association), is questionable. No |leading figure inits

hi erarchy has made a significant statement about censorship for nore

than 30 years, since Douglas Varley wote of the need to Iresist at every
turn all attenpts to curb the freedom of the individual to think and act
for hinself, (24). Papers at conferences and in the literature concentrate
on non-controversial and apolitical matters in the areas of professiona
status, managenent and conputerization. In general the crucial area of
docunent delivery, including state interference, has been subordi nated

to that of the creation and exchange of bibliographic data. At the 1987
SAI LIS conference, in the context of grow ng pressure, internal and
external, to boycott the organization, a policy statenent was issued. It
decl ared that censorship was in conflict with professional ethics and
opposed it 1where it unneternri/j curtails the full utilization of recorded
information for the benefit of all, (my italics) (25). This still falls far short
of international standards and is open to a wide variety of illiberal
interpretations; and the institute,s statenent nakes no nention of any
corporate action with regard to censorship except to maintain an am abl e
relationship with the perpetrators of the system

Fromtime to tinme there is a reminder that the professional body m ght

be adopting a position nore directly supportive of the ruling ideol ogy.

A past president was, for exanple, reported as saying that Ithe information
policy of a country nust be bound to and formpart of its economc
educational, sociological and industry policyl (26). In South Africa that
policy is called apartheid: its effect on the mass of South Africans has
been wi dely reported. In a standard textbook on librarianship in South
Africa (27) censorship receives one nmention in a section on" profes-
sional codes: further sections on ethics, norality, duties and obligations
in the profession and on free access to information ignore the matter

al t oget her.
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PRESENT AND FUTURE

LI BRARI ANS 1N A POLI CE STATE

State intervention is clearly an inportant variable in the functioning of
all South African libraries. The passing of each year in the past four
decades has seen a tightening of the grip of censorship upon South
African society and an increasi ng nonopolization of the formal channels

of social and political discourse by one ideology. The current State of
Emer gency has far-reaching inplications for South African |libraries, even
though they appear to be exenpt from prosecution for possessing and

| ending material deened to be subversive (28). Under the Energency

regul ations the Mnister of Home Affairs and Communi cation nmay ban

peri odi cal publications and their continuations, a clear threat to the
alternative press. The Emergency regul ations are ained at preventing the
gat hering and publication of data and opi nion enbarrassing to the state
(29). For exanple, a collection of pastoral letters from bi shops of the
Sout hern African Catholic Bi shops Conference (SACBC) in the Bishops

Speak Series could not be published in 1986 as their contents, delivered
during the period 1981 to 1986, were now considered by |lawers to be

| subversive, in terns of the Emergency regul ati ons (30).

The Emergency not only affects the day-to-day administration of pre-
existing library material as already described but threatens censorship of
a nore general, all-pervasive nature. For exanple, regul ations ai ned at
the alternative press sinultaneously endanger inportant |library reference
sources which in nany cases represent the only readily avail abl e docunent -
ation on crucial areas of South African life. Simlarly, they threaten to
devalue the ability of libraries to collect the docunmented experience of
all the people of the nation: there is an increasing tendency for the
library,s potential to dissem nate the docunents of the South African



denocrati c nmovenent, and thus contribute to dial ogue, to be undern ned.
In general the Energency is a rem nder of the fact that the full potentia
of censorship at the disposal of the state has yet to be realized, while
libraries are already heavily inplicated in the censorship/ propaganda
nexus. The possibility of the Energency degenerating into full martia

| aw needs anticipatory thought by librarians. An archivist/librarian
working with the material of progressive South African organizations

for a university collection was detained in june 1986, psychol ogically
mal treated and | ater deported to Sweden. Her experience highlights the
extent to which libraries and librarians are increasingly finding them
selves involved in the struggl e between forces of repression and extra-
parliamentary denpcracy in South Africa.

It has al ready been suggested that |ibrarianship as a profession has
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failed to rise to the chall enge of conbating censorship, which, if it had
been accepted, would have given it a well-deserved international credibility
and a role within the South African denocratic tradition. The reasons
for this professional failure may be found in South African society as a
whol e: the tendency, for exanple, for menbers of the niddle classes to
connive with repression for the sake of personal, short-tetm benefit; and
the brai nwashing ef fect of constant governnent propaganda which
ei ther subverts rational thought or encourages apathy. After decades of
authoritarian rule and no sign fromthe professional body that it opposes,
for exanple, the State of Energency, it is too nuch to hope that there
will be any radical change in this direction, although there are signs that
the universities will take a nore decisive line on the issue of governnent
interference in their affairs.
This places in an invidious position the individual l|ibrarian who
supports international librarianship standards and the exerci se of basic
human rights by all citizens. It has already been suggested that a victim
nodel may be applied to South African librarians. Many such librarians
are playing an inmportant part in the nove towards denocracy in South
Africa: those who work in trade union and progressive organi zation
resource centres, or who are involved in library skills programmes for
undet - prepared students, spring readily to mnd. As individuals these
librarians can and have been able to do little about censorship, which
requires confronting not only a vast bureaucracy but a powerful and
wel | - establ i shed ideol ogy. The problemlies within the existing socio-
econom c order and its political structures. An individual who responds
to the needs of a researcher rather than obeying the law is in effect
confronting the might of the South African state. The only way denobcratic
librarians can hope to do this successfully is to set up an institution which
is founded upon the principle of opposition to authoritarian structures
and use that to press for nmore space for human and intellectual rights.
This in turn would bring a group of librarians into the mainstream of
denocratic politics in South Africa and make the profession part of the
nove towards the establishnent of an educational systemfor all South
Africans, geared to the attainment of social, economic and political equity.
APPENDI X A
Publ i cations Act 1974
Section 47 (2): a publication nmay be deemed to be undesirable if it:
(a) is indecent or obscene, offensive or harnful to public norals;
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(b) is blasphemus or offensive to the religious convictions or feelings
of any section of the inhabitants of the RSA
(c) brings any section of the inhabitants of the RSA into ridicule Or
cont enpt ;
(d) is harnful to relations between sections of inhabitants;
(e) is prejudicial to the safety of the state;
(f) discloses certain judicial proceedings.
Such publications as gazetted nay not be inported, circul ated, sold,
di spl ayed or | oaned without a permt.
Section 9 (3) prohibits possession of certain titles.
APPENDI X B
Internal Security Act 1982
Al the work of |isted and banned persons and proscribed organi zati ons
i s banned:
8.16 (1): persons convicted of terrorism treason and other offences.
8.16 (2): persons lived as nmenbers of the South African Comuni st Party
and Congress of Denocrats.
8.19 (1): persons restricted to given nagistetial districts.
8.20: persons prohibited from gatherings.
$.23: persons in exile.
8. 28/ 29/ 31/50: persons detai ned.
NB Li sted persons are not banned but may not be quot ed.
8.56 (1) (t): 32 organizations proscribed under proclamations relating to
the Suppressi on of Communi sm Act (1950), Unlawful Organizations Act
(1960) and Internal Security Act (1982).
8.5: titles banned by the minister for furthering the ainms of communi sm
and proscribed organizations.
Exampl es of persons harned under the Internal Security Act: Dennis
Brutus, Theo Kotze, Ronald Segal, diver Tanbo, Donal d Wods (al
under 5. 23).



Exanpl es of persons lived under the Internal Security Act: Brian Bunting,
Ruth First, Helen Joseph, Alex |la Guma, CGovan Mbeki, Eddi e Roux,

jack Sinmons, Joe Slovo (all under 5.16 (2)).
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Exanpl es of organi zations harned under the Internal Security Act:

Sout h African Comuni st Party (SACP), 1950

African National Congress (ANC), 1960

Pan- Af ri cani st Congress (PAC), 1960

Sout h African Congress of Denpcrats (SACOD), 1962

African Resistance Movenent (ARM, 1964

Def ence and Aid (now | DAF), 1966

Christian Institute (Cl), 1977

South African Students O gani zation (SASO, 1977

Sowet o Students, Representative Council (SSRC), 1977

Congress of South African Students (COSAS), 1985

REFERENCES

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

(11)

(12)

(13)

(14)

(15)

(16)

(17)

(18)

(19)

(20)

(21)

(22)

(23)

(24)

192

Kundera, M The book of |aughter andforgelting. Penguin, 1983.

Gordimer, N. Apartheid and the prinmary honel and. | ndex on Centarxbip, 1972, 1
(37 4).

South Africa. Department of Internal Affairs. Annual reporls, 1981/24983/4.
South Africa. Department of Honme Affairs. Annual report, 1984/5.

Wl helm P. After an Emergency election. Optima, 1987, 35 (2), 61.

Ravan Press catal ogue, july/Decenber 1986, Foreword.

Ludman, B. The author who nobved on but canlt nove out. Weekly Mil, 31 July
1987, 19.

Bauer, C. In search of the light. Wek/j Miil, 19 June 1987, 14el5.

Gordi mer, N. Censorship control is creaking. Third Wrld Book Review, 1986, 2
(1.2), 27.

Covernment Gazette 1077173 and 10775, 11 june 1987.

Merrett, C E. The dark hours: South African libraries and the State of Energency,
19867787. Wt: journal of Librarianbip and Information Sciente, 1988, 5, forthcom ng.
De jager, P. Banned publimion: handbook. for libraries. South African Institute for
Li brary and Information Science, 1983.

Apartheid barometer. Wek/j Mil, 24 Decenber 1987.

CGovernment Gazell e 10852, 7 August 1987, 11 720.

Merrett, C E. Censorship and the academ c process. Wt: journal of Lihrarianbip and
Information Stieme, 1986, 4, 887-95.

Andreski, S. Remarks on conditions of creativity. In Page, CF, and Yates, M Power
and aul boritj in higher education. Society for Research into Hi gher Education, 1976,
56761.

Garson, N G Censorship and the historian. South African Hslorim journal, 1973,
5 3 9.

Brink, AL Witers as nmapnmakers. |ndex on Censorxbip, 1978, 7 (6), 27.

Van den Berghe, P L (ed.). The liberal dilemma in South Africa. Croom Helm 1979.
Castagna, E. Courage and cowardice. In Mon, E (ed.). Book. Jelenion and renorxbip
in the :ixtiel, Bowker, 1969.

Uni versal Declaration of Human Rights. 1948. Article 19.

Suttner, R and Cronin, j. Thirtjjear: Of |Ib: Freedom Charter. Ravan, 1986.
American Library Association. thce for Intellectual Freedom Intel/ertual freedom



manual , 2nd edn. ALA, 1983.

Varl ey, D. Library censorship and the South African librarian. Xoulb A frim Librariex,
1954, 22 (2), 45.

J. Librarianship, 20 (3) July 1988

(25) SAILIS takes a stand agai nst censorship. SAILI S Newsletter, 1987, 7 (10), 1
(26) Israel FSouth African workshop. SAILIS Newelter, 1983, 3 (7), 1

and information mimc: a general orientation. Buttetworth, 1978.

27 Malan, S |. Libra

() U877, sec. 3 (6) (b).

(28) Government Gazette 10772, 11 june 19

(29) Marcus, G The gagging wits. Realit), 1987, 19 (3), 9.

(30) New Nation, 7 May 1987, 14.

(February 19881

LI BRARI ANS IN A POLI CE STATE

J. Librarianship, 20(3) July 1988

193



