U verw.

Republ i ek van Suid-Airika - Republic of South Airica
Tel . (021)45-7400/1 Mni atzrie nan Met 211 (Oth:

M niatrg nf mam anh Qor hzr

PRI VAATSAK

PRI VATE BAG X9080

KAAPSTAD

CAPE TOMWN

8000

xuai p M Phunel el e Stanford SI ZANE
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NOTI CE UNDER REGULATI ON 3(8) OF THE SECURI TY EMERGENCY
REGULATI ONS, 1988

Under paragraph (8) of regulation 3 of the Security

Enmer gency Regul ations, 1988, as anended, | hereby order
that Phunel ele Stanford SIZANE, who is being detained in
terns /0;5 re ulatg on 3 of the said Regul ations, be rel eased

on 5...?2...9g ... on the conditions set out in the
Schedul e hereto.

SI GNED agc????PZ?YY on this/Ygs day of ..... 3)1. 1989.
SU D AFRi KAANSE POLI S| E
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1988-05- 16 ,1

PORT EUZABETH
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SCHEDULE

TG Phunel el e Stanford S| ZANE

CONDI TI ONS OF RELEASE

Under regulation 3(8)(b)(i) of the Security Energency
Regul ati ons, 1988, as anended, you are hereby notified
that your release fromdetention in terms of Regul ation
3(8)(a) shall be subject to the conditions -

(a) that you shall not, as fromthe date of your rel ease,
wi thout the witten consent of the Divisiona

Conmander of the Security Branch of the South African
Police for the Eastern Province Division -

(1) take part in any manner whatsoever in any of

the activities of the foll ow ng organizations,

viz -

- UNI TED DEMOCRATI C FRONT;

- PORT ELI ZABETH BLACK Cl VI C ORGANI SATI ON

- CRISIS | N EDUCATI ON COW TTEE

(2) be outside the boundaries of the magisteria
district of Port Elizabeth at any tine;

A I

[ 11l #q LL* (3) be out5lde , he. boal s f - he renlses
fSin. . O5/1 :24? age;- Qua! p

Sltuated at , Port

U

[?2;7,¢c(’ 14

El i zabet h between the hours of 16h00 and thQGQ

(4) attend or stay present at any gathering
consisting of 4 or nore persons (including
yoursel f), convened or otherw se brought about

for the purpose of discussing sone or other

matter;

(5) contribute, prepare, conmpile or transmt in any
manner what soever any matter for publication in
any publication or assist in any nmanner

what soever in the preparation, conpilation or
transm ssion of any matter for publication in

any publication;

(6) take part in any interview with any journalist,
news reporter, news comentator or news
correspondent ;



(9)

(10)

be present on or enter upon any prem ses
occupi ed by an educational institution which
provi des formal education as defined in section
1 of the National Policy for General Education
Affairs Act, 1984 (Act 76 of 1984);

attend any gathering which has been convened,
advertised or is otherw se brought about -

(1) to attack, criticise or protest against
any acts or policies or proposed acts

or policies of the Governnent of the

Republic of South Africa;

(2) to attack, criticise or protest against
the system of |ocal government as

applied in the Republic of South

Africa, or against sone or other |oca
authority or local authorities

bel ongi ng to sone or other category of

| ocal authorities;

make calls on, or encourage or incite memnbers
of the public or nenbers of a section of the
public to commenorate or cel ebrate an incident
of riot, public violence or unrest or a protest
mar ch whi ch has taken place at sone time or
other in the Republic, or an event which has
occurred in the course of such incident,

gat hering or march;

address any gathering on or in connection with -
(1) the non-conpliance with a provision of,

or requirenent under, any |aw,

(2) the non-conpliance with an obligation
towards a local authority in respect of

rent or a nunicipal service;

(3) the staying away fromwork or striking

in contravention of the provisions of

any |law, or the supporting of any

stay-away action or strike;

(4) the non-participation in an election of
nmenbers of a local authority;

(5) the non-attending or the opposition to
the attendi ng of an educationa

institution which provides form

education as defined in section 1 of

the National Policy for Genera

Education Affairs Act, 1984 (Act 76 of
1984);



(6) the non-purchasing of any product or

article;

(b) that you shall, as fromthe date of your rel ease,
report daily to the officer in charge of the Charge
Ofice at the Kwazakhel e Police Station, between

thOO and 12h00, and between 14h00 and 16h00, subject

to such exenptions as the Divisional Comrander of the
Security Branch of the South African Police for the
Eastern Province Division nmay at any tine authorize

in witing.

In this notice a word to which a neani ng has been assi gned
in the Media Energency Regul ations, 1988, or the Security
Emer gency Regul ations, 1988, shall have the same neani ng.
0700



THE STATE AND EMERGENCY DETAI NEES:

CHALLENGES AND RESPONSES

DETAI NEES CO- ORDI NATI NG COW TTEE

PRESENTED TO THE CBM WORKSHOP: 12 AUGUST 1989

| NTRODUCTI ON

The past six nmonths have witnessed an increasingly desperate South African governnent,
hol di ng on to power through the detention and restriction of anti-apartheid activists. Th
ese

detentions and restrictions cause peace-|oving people of South Africa untold suffering.
In order to establish sone aspects of the effects of restrictions, the Durban Detai nees C
0_

Ordinating Committee has undertaken a wi de variety of projects. These included a survey
of some of the problens faced by fornmer detai nees who are presently restricted. This
report describes the results of the survey and indi cates how the government was able to
rel ease anti-apartheid activists fromapartheidts jails into a situation where they, and

their

fam lies, becanme their jailers.

Twenty-two people who are restricted to townships within the Durban Functional Region

were included in the sanple. Gven that the majority of these people may not be quoted or
contribute to publications about them their famly menbers were asked to answer a few
guesti ons about the conditions in which they find thenmselves. This report is divided into

two nmmin sections. The first section details sone of the background aspects of the study
of

forner detainees. The second section describes the personal characteristics of the sanple
of restrictees:

(1) who these restrictees are,

(2) what organizations they belong to, and

(3) the characteristics of the households from which they cone.

Ways in which restrictions affect the lives of peace-loving people are then explored int
he

third section through presenting the results of the attitudinal part of the survey. Wile
not

attenpting to detail the harassnment suffered by these forner detainees (torture,
interrogation and the like), the report suggests



(4) how I ong these people were detained for,

(5) how they were restricted by the Government,

(6) dthe problens faced by these detainees in neeting their restriction orders,
a

n
(7) the problens faced by fanmilies in trying to cope with these restricted

persons.

BACKGROUND

bl ack eyes made enpty

by the tears of the nunberless

vigils, look

into the depth of the spirit

- fromthe introduction to Carlo Leviis

Christ stogged at Eboli: Levi hinself,

a doctor, witer and political activist,

was restricted to a renmote part of Italy

in 1935-6 by Mussolini for his anti

Fascist activities.

The story of the hunger strike in Nata

The national hunger strike by detainees, which began in the Transvaal on 23 January 1989
and rapidly gai ned nmoment um nati onwi de, served to bring the issue of state of emergency
detentions very forcefully into the public eye. On the 12 February, the hunger strike beg
an

in Natal, when sonme 20 SOE detainees at Westville prison went onto a liquid diet. The
following day, all 120 SOE detai nees being held there joined the hunger strike. By the 18
February, detai nees in Pieternmaritzburg and several Durban police stations, including CR
Swart, had had joined too. At the sane tine, various efforts were made to express
synmpathy with the detainees: students clerics and academics all joined in fasts. There wa
S

al so and international focus on the hunger strike,with the United NAtions and vari ous
hurman rights organi sations pressuring the South African government to rel ease detai nees.
The state clearly did not know how to deal with this turn of events and the Mnister of L
aw

and Order bowed to pressure when he announced on the 16 February that "substantia
nunbers" of detai nees would be rel eased over the followi ng two weeks. At first,
"substantial nunbers" seened to nmean rather few - in Durban, for exanple, sonme 30 out of
atotal of about 150 detai nees were rel eased, sone on hungerstrike but npbst not having



participated. In the Iight of Mnisteerok’s assurance, the Wstville detainees suspended
their action; those held at simliar centres, such as police stations, may have done so t
00 but

it is difficult to gather an accurate inpression (part of the purpose of keeping detainee
s at a

nunber of different localities was to make communication difficult). Not all detainees
suspended their action, however, and the first Durban hunger strikers were hospitalised
about the 18 February. A group of 21 detainees was released fromWstville on 24
February; concurrently, sone detainees held at larger prisons were split up and noved to
police cells, presumably in an effort to break the strike.

After the initial two week period, the states position changed sonmewhat: that no detai nee
S

woul d be rel eased unl ess they ceased their hunger strike. 13 detainees were rel eased on 2
8

February, none having participated in the strike. However, this decision was not uniform

y

i npl enented and in any case did not bring and end to the detai nees’ action. Many
det ai nees who had suspended their action nowenewed it. At the end of February, the
det ai nees who had been on hunger strike the | ongest, Sandile Thusi, was admitted to
hospital. He had been in detention since June 1988. His |lawer was initiallyforbidden
access to him but apriest visited himdaily. As his health deteriorated, and as nore
hunger strikers were admtted to hospital in weak states, so the pressure for the rel ease
of

all hunger strikers grew Yet fresh detentions were occurring all the while that the hung
er

strike was in progress.

A new support structure, the Detaineesl Co-ordinating Comrmittee, was | aunched in

Durban on 6 March. Drawing on a wide variety of bodies, student, community and
professional, it added to the pressure for the rel ease of detainees, publishing its updat
e

reports, organising press conferences and solidarity fasts, and participating in church
services. On the 7 March, all hunger striking detainees in Pietermaritzburg were rel eased

However, police make it clear that Thusi will not be released until his strike is ended.
In
an apparent attenpt to pressure himto do this, his fanmily was tenporarily denied visitin

g

rights to him

This had no effect on his action; eventually, on the 35th day of his fast, the Re. Frank
Chi kane nmet with Thusi, finding himextrenely weak, bedridden and using an oxygen nask.
After negotiating telephonioally with Mnister VlIok, Chikane got Thusi to agree to suspen
d

hi s fast pendi ngfurtherdiscussions about his release. (T wo other Durban detainees, |an
Mkhi ze and Khumbul ani Msomi, had al ready suspended their action on the sane grounds;
however, neither has as yet been rel eased. Msom was renpved back to police cells - and
consequently resuned the strike - and Mhize was rel eased nuch later). Three days after
Thusi suspended his fast, on 28 March, the police announced that all hunger strikers woul
d

be noved to Bl oenfontein. Two Durban detai nees. Khunbul ani Msom and Zol an

CGoni we, were soon aftertransferred. However, they were kept buta matter of days in

Bl oenfontein, before being returned to Durban into the Iinbo of restriction orders.

The response fromthe state to the continuing crises generated by the hunger strike, nota
bly

frommd-Maroh, was to release and 'restrictl detainees agai nst whomit had no evidence o
f

illegal activities. While in many ways the hunger striking detainees could claimvictory
against the state - by early April, there were but a handful of detainees left in South
Africals jails - many of those rel eased could hardly be called 'freel



Restrictions as a response to the challenge by the detainees

VWiile it must be renenbered that certain individual |eaders in the anti-apartheid
noverment have been restricted under the State of Emergency - for example Archie

Gunede and Yunus Mohammed -

the kinds of restriction orders inposed upon ex-detai nees are much, nmuch harsher than

these. Restrictions seemto bee form of punishnment - another abuse of human rights -

di rected agai nst those who, powerless as they were successfully turned an instrunent of
State repression into a tool of defiance through their hunger strike action.

Among the specific problens facing restricted ex-detai nees are the foll ow ng:

it Vulnerability to vigilante attacks - this was tragically revealed in the nmurder of Chr
is

Ntuli on 14 April, as he as returning fromhis conpul sory daily visit to the Inanda polic
e

station. Nuli (25) was detai ned under Energency regul ati ons on the 28 Septenber 1988.

He was admitted to hospital suffering stomach conplications and underwent an ul cer
operation. He first went on hunger strike on 18 February but suspended this action
pendi ng negoti ati ons about the rel ease of Durban detai nees. H's second hunger strike
began on 13 March, he was again hospitalised on the 20 March, but continued his hunger
strike until his release (and restriction) on the 4 April. Many of the ex-detai nees were
not

living at honme before their detention precisely because they felt that it was too dangero
us

for themto do so. For exanple, the house to which Sandile Thusi is now confined was
attacked by vigilantes three years ago and his brother was killed. There are many ot her
simliar exanples. Now that restricted ex-detainees are confined to known localities, the
risk to their lives - and those of their famlies - is enormous. Further, because of the
nat ure

of the restriction orders, there seens little that restricted ex-detai nees can do to prot
ect

thensel ves, on top of which the penalties for breaking the orders are severe in the extre
me

- afine of up to R20 000 or 20 years in prison without the option of a fine. In a sense,
this

can be treated as penalty to be inposed on ex-detainees for failure to act efficiently en
ough

as their own jailers. There are many far worse of fenses commtted against society in this
country that carry far lighter penalties.

t Inability to carry on working - a very serious restriction if they were the breadw nner
s - or

studyi ng, and yout hs’ educational prospects are all but w ped out. In nmany instances,
det ai nees have been restricted in such away as to preventthem fromcarrying on their

work or their studies, either by restricting entry into certain kinds of institutions. Tw
0

students for exanple, have been restricted to magisterial districts hundreds of kil ometer
S

fromthe institution in which they were studying. In cases where the restricted person is
t he

breadwi nner, inability to work contributed to the sanefeelings of dependence that are
characteristic of a detention situation, and anxi ety about noney becones a serious famly
problem (Apart from other considerations, how detai nees are supposed to pay for the
transport to get themto and from police stations where they have to report - in nost cas
es

twice daily - is a nystery).



t Prevention frommeeting in any nore than snall groups, thus barring themfromfanly
activities and church. Oten, this is the nmost vaguely worded section of the order: one
order reads, for exanple, that the ex-detainee is prevented fromparticipating in a group
of

ten or nore people "convened or othen/vise brought about for the purpose of discussing

sone or other matter".

it Spending nost "free" tine reporting to police stations - bearing in mind that nmany are
still weak and in need of medical care as a result of the general effects of detention an
d

specific effects of the hunger strike;

t Inability to participate in legitimte comrunity activities and to contribute their sk
I1s

to the inprovenment of conmunity life. Apart fromthe personal consequences of

restriction are the effects on popul ar organisations. It has been cal cul ated, on the bas
s of

restriction orders inposed on those in the Durban region, that sone 40 different

organi sations are affected by the inability of previously active nenbers to participate

n

them now. Thus the state, by preventing | eadership and supporters frominvol venment in
conmuni ty, has found yetanot her method of stifling these organisations, w thoutactually
banni ng t hem - which woul d cause a nmuch greater outcry. Restriction is an insidious form
of action against both individuals and | egitimte organi sati ons agai nst whomthe state ha
S

no evi dence of illegal activity.

t Facing an indefinite period of incarceration in their hones, since the restriction orde
rs

are of limtless duration.

In sum restrictions constitute yet another formof human rights violation

Al t hough smal |l nunbers of restricted people have had their orders relaxed, for the vast
majority live under incredible hardship with no hope of any anelioration of their positio
n

PERSONAL CHARACTERI STI CS OF RESTRI CTEES

WHO ARE THE PEOPLE WHO HAVE BEEN RESTRI CTED

A nunber of questions were asked to ascertain who the respondents were. |In genera

terns, those who have been served with restriction orders were generally young, reasonab

y
wel | - educat ed, mal e, churCh-going Africans, who were nenbers of organizations affiliated
to the United Denocratic Front.



For exanpl e,

CATEGORY

the tabl es provided bel ow i ndicate:

1. Only about 14% of the people who are restricted are over the age of 30
years. The vast nmjority of restricted persons are between the ages of 21 and
30 years.

2. Al of the restricted persons included in the sanple were nmen or boys.

3. Approximately half of the people who are restricted are unenpl oyed.
Sonefami lies indicated this was adirect consequence of their having been
det ai ned and restricted.

4. About one-third of the sanple were students or scholars, a factor not
addressed by the restriction orders. This is because many restriction orders
specifically exclude the person fromentering an educational institution

5. One notices that the high unenpl oynment rates are not sinply the result of
i nadequate skills. In fact, if this sanple of restricted persons is anything to go
by, their overall standards of educational are nuch hi gher than the norm
More than one-third had a post-matric qualification and by far the majority
had nmore than a standard ei ght education

ACGE GROUPS OF RESTRI CTEES

NUMBER %

LESS THAN 20 YEARS 4 18

21- 30 YEARS

15 68

OVER 30 YEARS 3 14



OCCUPATI ONAL GROUPI NGS OF RESTRI CTEES
CATEGORY NUMBER %

UNEMPLOYED 10 45

SCHOLAR COR STUDENT 8 36

A 1TTORNEY 1 5

RESEARCHER 1 5

BU LDI NG CONTRACTOR 1 5

TEACHER 1 5

CATEGORY NUMBER %

LESS THAN STANDARD 8 3 14

STANDARDS 9 AND 10 11 50

POST MATRIC 8 36

ORGANI ZATI ONAL AFFI LI ATI ONS OF RESTRI CTEES

The general (past and present) organizational affiliations of restricted persons were

det erm ned. A nunber of inportant points nmay be made here:

1. Importantly, alnobst all restricted persons were nmenbers of some church
Al nmost half of the sanple were Roman Catholics and the rest of the church
goers were fairly evenly split between the Lutherans, Full Gospel, Baptists,
Zionists and Methodists. Interestingly, few of these restricted people are
able to attend church because their restriction orders prevent them from
being in groups of nore than four people.

2. Al of the restrictees were nenbers of organizations affiliated to the
United Denocratic Front. As one m ght expect given their relative
yout hf ul ness, nobst were nenbers of Youth organi zations. Included here
woul d be C ernont Youth League, KwaMashu Youth League, KwaNdenges

Yout h League, Dassenhoek Youth League, St. Wendolin’s Youth League,

Url azi Youth League, Kl aarwater Youth League. Ot hers were menbers of
politicalaffiliates (Natal |ndian Congress, United Commttee of Concern),
civic organizations (Greater Marianhill Co-Ordinating Commttee), student
organi zati ons (SANSCO, LECC, RECC, etc.) and the I|ike.



RELI G QUS AFFI LI ATI ON OF RESTRI CTEES

CATEGORY NUMBER %

-- ROVAN CATHOLIC 9 41

--LUTHERAN 2 9

--FULL GOSPEL CHURCH 1 5

- - NAZARETH BAPTI ST CHURCH 1 5

--ZION CHURCH 1 5

--METHODI ST CHURCH 1 5

POLI TI CAL AFFI LI ATI ON OF RESTRI CTEES

CATEGORY NUMBER %

YOUTH ORGANI ZATI ONS 17 77

STUDENT ORGANI ZATIONS 1 5

Cl VI C ORGANI ZATIONS 5 23

EDUCATI ONAL ORGANI ZATIONS 2 9

OTHER 1 5

HOUSEHOLD COWVPCSI TI ON OF RESTRI CTED PERSONS

Most of the young activists were restricted to the environnenti mredi ately surroundi ng
their homes.

1. The average size of households of restricted persons was between six and
ei ght persons (7.5 persons). This result is inmportant as it helps us to
under stand some of the difficulties faced by activists who are caught in
sonet hing ofa Catch-22 situation whereby activists end up breaking their
restrictions in order to obey the restrictions! This situation cones about as
follows: on the one hand, nany activists are not allowed to be with nore than



four persons, yet they are forced to live in houses with nore than 5 people.
One restricted person lived in a house with 16 persons. This neans that the
chances of breaking the restrictions are fairly high

2. Househol d i ncones upon which the restrictees rely are not great at all
Wil e one of the restricted persons was a professional, nost were fromfairly
poor circunstances. Fully one-third of the restrictees were living in
househol ds where there was no househol d incone. If one thinks of the

val ue of the restricted people to their househol d econony (given their
education), one realises how much their |oss as incone earners nmust be to
their dependents.

HOUSEHOLD SI ZES OF RESTRI CTEES

CATEGORY NUMBER %

2-4 persons 5 23

5-6 persons 2 9

7-8 persons 8 36

9-10 persons 3 14

13-16 persons 4 18

HOUSEHOLD SI ZE BY | NCOVE

CATEGORY RO R1-200 R201-500 R501-1000 a 1000

1-5 PERSONS 1 2 1 2

6-8 PERSONS 2 1 4 2

9-16 PERSONS 4 1 2



DETENTI ON AND RESTRI CTI ON: EFFECTS

THE DETENTI ON OF THESE PERSONS W THOUT TRI AL, NOT CHARGED

Informati on on the past detentions of the restrictees was obtained. As expected all of th
e

restrictees had been previously detained w thout charge.

1. The periods of detention varied substantially. Wile nore than half the

restrictees had been detained for |less than six nonths many ot hers had spent

nore than a year in jail w thout ever having been brought to trial or any

charges proferred. One average detai nees spent approxi mately eight nonths

injail, and were never charged on their release.

2. This situation was highlighted when the periods of detention were cross-

tabul ated with age of restrictee. Here, one finds sone of those under 20

years of age being detained for over one year

3. In addition, one should note that nore than 20% of the restricted persons

had been detai ned nore than once.

PERI ODS OF DETENTI ON OF RESTRI CTEES

1-6 7-12 12-18 18-25

a 20 YEARS 2 2
21-25 YEARS 7 2
26-30 YEARS 2 2
31-40 YEARS 1 1
a 40 YEARS 1
UNDER WHAT Cl RCUMSTANCES WERE THEY RELEASED

A wide variety of restrictions have been applied to inhibit the activities of these young
people. Gven that the previous section of this report has highlighted sone of these
restrictions, it is inportant to add that nost of those who have been served with restric
tions

are confined to their homes at night, are not allowed to travel outside their hone

1
1



magi sterial district, are not allowed to neet with nore than four people, are not all owed
to

join certain (usually legal) organizations, are not allowed to criticise the governnent,
and

cannot enter the prem ses of an educational institution. In short, nbst restrictees are n
ot

allowed to work, attend church, inprove their education or neet with friends.

EFFECTS OF RESTRI CTI ONS

Informati on was al so obtai ned on the problenms being faced by detai nees now that s/he was
restricted. It should be indicated that for nbst restrictees a wi de range of problem app

Sone of the nmmjor problens indicated include:

1. The inability to find ajob and the discontinuance of education

2. Difficulties experienced in fulfilling the requirenments of the restrictions
(such as reporting to police stations twice a day, etc.)

3. The fear of apartheid-related violence being inflicted upon them Many

felt that they were "sitting-ducks’ (and could be attacked) now that they were
confined to hone and they had to report to the police.

GENERAL PROBLEMS FACED BY RESTRI CTEES

CATEGORY NUMBER %

I NABI LI TY TO FIND A JOB 50

LACK OF MOBILITY 18

FEAR OF HARASSMENT 32

DI SCONTI NUED EDUCATI ON 45

DEPRESSI ON 41

| NABI LI TY TO GET MEDI CAL TREATMENT 27

NO FREEDOM 23

PROBLEMS | N FULFI LLI NG THE REQUI REMENT OF REPORTI NG TO THE

POLI CE

More specific informati on was then obtained on some of the specific problens faced by
restrictees in fulfilling the requirenment that they nust report to the police stations on
ce and

twi ce a day:



PROBLEMS FACED BY FAM LI ES OF RESTRI CTEES

CATEGORY NUMBER %

FEARS FOR THE LI FE OF THE PERSON 3 14

FI NANCI AL PROBLEMS 11 50

FEAR OF POLI CE/ HARASSMENT 9 41

EDUCATI ONAL PROBLEMS 2 9

CANT SOCI ALISE 2 9

CANNOT UNDERSTAND RESTRICTIONS 2 9

DEPRESSI ON DI FFI CULT TO HANDLE 2 9

MEDI CAL COSTS 2 9

CARE OF CHILD 1 5

CONCLUDI NG COMMENTS

The survey indicates that the restrictees are suffering equally desperate circunstances n
ow

that they have been released fromthe apartheid-jails. Not only are they their own warder
Sy

but they are nore vulnerable to attack from’'third forces’: assassination squads, vigilan
tes

and the like. At the sane tine, they have to bear the costs of not being able to seek wor
kl

attend church, socialise with friends, and the like, all of which further isolate themfr
om

life. The costs for restrictees are high and not only are they financial costs, but restr
i ctees

have to bear psychol ogical costs and a wi de variety of other, apartheid-induced, costs.
There are many ways in which the private sector nmay take up the question of dealing with
the |l ack of peoples rights and human rights in South Africa. For exanple:

1. The private sector can take up the cases of detainees fired fromtheir jobs (Elias Ntu
[

was fired from Docex, for exanple);

2. The private sector can take up the case% of restrictees who cannot dor their jobs (eit
her

at all or properly);

3. The private sector can nake jobs available for political activists;

4. The private sector can nmake representations to the authorities aboput the plight of
det ai nees and restrictees;



5. The private sector can publicise as widely as possible the i nhumanity of detention
without trial and the |ack of peoples and human rights in South Africa;

6. The private sector can make peopl e understand that as long as there is an apartheid
government, the struggle for denocracy will not be over.

As our Freedom Charter says:

Al shall be equal before the | aw

No one shall be inprisoned, deported or restricted without a fair trial

No one shall be condemmed by the order of any governnent official

The courts shall be representative of all the people;

| mpri sonnent shall be only for serious crines against the people, and shal

aimat re-education, not vengeance;

The police force and arnmy shall be open to all on an equal basis and shall be

the hel pers and protectors of the people;

Al laws which discrimnate on grounds of race, colour or belief shall be

repeal ed



