
  

BFIRRE [ =R 

Political shocks, 
not economics, 
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stir emigration 
- By Michael Chester 

Records of migration patterns in and out of South Africa prove that 
the series of sethacks that have 
now caused the brain-drain dilem- ma have always been linked to 
swift reactions to political events. 

In the pushes and pulls that turn an 
influx into an exodus, or the reverse, 
Ppolitical affairs have over-powered ec- onomics as an influence ever since the gush of immigration at the end of World War 2, when veterans of shell- shocked Europe trekked southward in their tens of thousands. 
‘Even gold booms and economic up- swings and temptations of rich living 

have wilted in importance when new political shock waves have reverberat- ed around the world. 3 
1948 a turn off 

The first check to the immigration tide followed the election of the Na- 
tionalist Party to power in 1948. 2 

Concern about the political route South Africa had chosen, especially in 
the UK, traditionally the main source of SA immigrants, caused the inflow - of newcomers to plummet from 36 000 a year to below 16 000. 

The next major check to the flow came in 1960 when the world was 
stunned by the Sharpeville tragedy. . 

It also marked the ' dramatic mo- ment when the number of new immi- grants dropped to below the number of South Africans packing their bags. 
Momentarily, the travel brochure at- tractions — plus what then looked like an escape route from high taxation — made South Africa a magnet. 
The inflow of immigrants resumed at a stronger pace than ever. It was running at above 40 000 a year until the early 1970s, whan the future of Rhode- sia was uncertain. 

| Again, hesitations were overpowered | temporarily by all the glamour of a 

. servers, by strict 

¥ 
new high in gold prices. The number of immigrants soared to a record 50464 in 
the 1975 count. 

The Soweto riots in 1976 caused the 
flow to freeze. 

In 1977, the stream of immigrants shrank by more than half to below 25000, while, in reverse" order, emi- grants outnumbered immigrants. 
As the gold stampede carried world prices to a staggering 850 dollars an . ounce and better, South Africa glit- tered — and in 1981 and again in 1982 the immigrants came in droves, 
South Africans themselves basked in the sun — and stayed. 
It was the acrid smoke of simmering political unrest that next tarnished the glitter. Sanctions and threats of ec- onomic isolations disturbed may. 
If many potential migrants needed a final shove, it was Pprovided with the imposition of a State of Emergency. 

Lowest in memo 
The annual inflow of immigrants, above 45000 in 1982, wilted to below 18000 in 1985 and below even 7000 in 1986 — the lowest in living memory. - Equally alarming, the out-flow was again higher than the inflow. The num- ber of emigrants was back above 11 000 in 1985 and swelled to 14 000 in 1986. 
A marginal i vement last year and the first fe%ths of 1988 was spurred by signals of an economic up- turn and in part by perceptions of a return to relative political calm — helped along, according to many ob- 

government restric- tions that blanked out a lot of the acrid side of political news. 
But trends have been nowhere strong enough to dispel longer term worries about the ultimate impact of 

of skilled manpower at a moment it has never been in more demand to han- dle a critical phase in economic de- 
velopment. 
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1960 12705 B 1fa1 h 1t S 15045 ritain as home 
1962 s . 
1963 fi SA / - or emigrants 
1965 SRR //08 
1966 By Michael Chester 

1967 . The migrants — where do they come from, where do 

1968 \ they go? 

- In 1980, much of the immigration traffic was from 

1969 Rhodesia during the big transformation into Zim- 
1970 babwe — accounting for more than 12500 of the 

1971 N overall influx of 30 000 newcomers of all ages. 

1972 NS The Rhodies even out-numbered the immigrants 

- coming in from Britain — for years top of the list. 

1973 And the south-bound trekkers across the Limpopo 

1974 grew to more than 15 000 in 1982 and again in 1983. 
The UK resumed its role as the principal source of 

K immigrants for no more than a brief spell — until a 

1976 AN dramatic cutback from over 20000 in 1982 down to 
1977 S \ 26000  under 11000 the next year. 
1978 S In 1982, incidentally, compared with 20347 immi- 

1979 grants from Britain and 15156 from Zimbabwe, 
new arrivals from West Germany, the next largest 

1980 single source, was trailing behind at 1 662, from the 

1981 whole of Asia at 705 and from the United States 
1982 B and Canada combined at 678. 

1983 INFLOW FROM ZIMBABWE DROPS 

1984 B By 1985, the inflow from Zimbabwe had stemmed to 
1985 less than 5500 — and the number of new Brits 

1986 coming in was even lower. When the total inflow 
dropped to below 7 000 in 1986, the intake from both 

" the UK and Zimbabwe was down to only about 
2000, with dramatic cuts in other inflows. 

So where have emigrants headed? 
When the exodus from South Africa reached its peak 

in the wake of 1976 Soweto riots, the favourite des- 
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tination — by a long shot — was Britain. 
Out of 26000 emigrants, almost 10 000 landed in the 

UK from the 16000 bound for Europe as a whole; 
1300 set off to the US, 1200 to Canada — and more 

than 2000 to Australia. Only about 1600 chose to 
stay on in Africa beyond the SA borders, 900 of 
them settling next door in Rhodesia. s 
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OUTH AFRICA is 
50 rapidly — for good an 
ill — that it becomes diffi- 
cult to preserve a frame- 

work of assumptions in which to 
judge events. Or, to put it collo- 
quially, this place is crazy. 

Here is a paradox: the political 
rhetoric from the black townships 
consists overwhelmingly of dreary 
socialist cliches, offered at precisel; 
the moment in history when social- 
ism is failing worldwide, while the 
reality of the townships is a bustling 
url and a soaring entrepre- 
neurial spirit. 

Everybod& knows about the tav- 
erners — the shebeen keepers — 
whose importance to the liquor trade 
makes them respected customers, 
courted by suppliers. Everybody 
knows, too, that the taxi-owners have 
the muscle to bargain for fleet sales, 
and for bulk (uelmi]? lies. 

But it goes I)e‘i'e tilx Every day 
brings fresh evidence that a breed of 
urban black man and woman, 
shrewd and tough and ambitious, is 
beginning to take hold of the future. 
The retreat of apartheid, with its 
destructive bureaucrats and its re- 
strictive regulations, is opening new 
gaps by the day. 

Nobody measures the informal 
(the free economy, I like to 

call it) but some economists say it 
may account for 30%-40% of our eco- 
nomic output. Indeed, excessive tax- 
es are even “white” enter- 

  
prises into what the British, " 
untroubled by the double 
call the “black” economy. Anyl cnsz 
who has hired a bricklayer for 
knows what I mean. - 

In any event, the informal sector 
offers the only visible explanation — 
or partial explanation — for one of 
the puzzles of current political de- 
{»;u: ‘where are the ons of utter- 

tre 
le who stand at the cen- of that debate? 

into hysterics, let me say that 
fit d,wbtyt'h‘:emtmce of grywall.ing 

it-sha 
know that TB is an index of endemic 
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and growing poverty in some classes 
of people, and I am sure that diseases 
like kwashiorkor and gastro-enter- 
:}.\l are deadly indicators of depriva- 

jon. 
1 know the Eastern Cape has been 

crushed by unemployment, and that 
m( matriculants, lacking work, 

know,t0o, m‘tulm of hmufl.l:%re! 
ates intolerable conditions of crowd- 
ing and stress. And I have been in- 
specting shanty settlements for 30 
years. 3 

Still, the visible y does not, 
in its extent or its seem to me 
to match the political rhetoric that 
infuses our national debate (To suf- 
fer poverty by proxy is, of course, 

of moral ty; T don’t 
it, but I do question the pro- 

portions.) 
At least, let us say, there exists 

another reality: the customers of the 
mini-buses, and of the retail super- 
markets; the purchasers of houses 
who&tdmmlummulhdepo- 
sits; the families who can afford (as 

could not 25 ago) to keep 

sl s gl e 8 le-class women — 
heelnndmockluthermm—m 

crowd dowfitown Johannesbury 

0] Shpesetiod; tough ey s partet cial opp on, it of 
it, hn? with a three-way class split in 
the black community: the new entre- 

Bl mporerined spempioyed or e impove! unempl or un- 
der-employed. 

It may, therefore, be time to con- 
sider itiated policies to deal 
with the different The wel- 
fare statism demanded D{ utter de- 
privation is likely to be wholly inap- 
propriate for a unionised working 
class, and downright destructive to- 
wards the entrepreneurial class. 

hree things seem to me to be 
self-evident about the coming 
decade: 

Firstlg the population of the cities 
will doubl , from natural growth and 
from migration, and the multitudes 
will overwhelm all urban facilities; 

Secondly, there is no ibility at 
all that government will “provide” 
— even if it tries — the 400000 
houses a year that will be needed 
until the end of the century. 

Private enterprise is now building, 
‘haps, 35000 houses a year. 

lack people do not house them- 
selves, they will end ur homeless; 

Thirdly, government cannot, by 
any policies known to man, create 
enough work for the new urban mul- 
titudes who, if they do not create 
work for themselves, will remain un- 
employed. 3 

ven socialist remedies, ' which 
would require huge disruption of 
economic patterns, would be at best 
as inadequate as Zimbabwe’s or Tan- 
zania’s, and at worst as brutal as 
Stalin’s. Even socialist states must 
accumulate cflhl, and they often 
doFso by bruf mmlulht 

or a uupuedl caj gov- 
ernment, the tczun:ohcuonu 
not to try to build houses or create 
jobs, but to devise policies that ex- 

loit the huge natural resources of 
uman creativity and resourceful- 

ness. 
To break down a home which any 

has built for himself and his 
family, no matter how humble, has 

always seemed to me to be an intol- 
erable wickedness. For some years I 
have advocated a ter of the 
names of all officials have been 
guilty of that practice so that, sooner 

  

or later, they might be brought to 
trial for crimes against humanity. 

However, there is now a m 
more_practical reason to stop the 
demolition of homes: if we continue, 
the new urban hordes will take u 
residence under bridges, on 
courses, in concrete pipes, on con- 

on sites and on sidewalks. We 
I turn out cities into Calcuttas. 

The best housing policy is simply 
to identify land for squatters, to help 
them settle and to encourage them to 
w ade their homes over time. 

of else will work. 
rly, it is futile to think in 

terms of “providing jobs”. The best 
government can do is to stop “pre- 
venting jobs”. Except for some es- 
sential health regulations, a bit of 
zoning, and strict enforcement of 
laws muf , theft and oth- 
er common law offences, the sensi- 
ble course of action is, more or less, 
to let it hlw 

After all, this great surge of urban- 
isation — not government policy, 
and certainly not the 

will of the whites — is the force 
t is changing South ) 

nnuhminpmfield, el 

Sollrnlknow.onlyafewor- 
ganisations are seriously 
along these lines — the Institute of 
Race Relations, the Urban Founda- 
tion and Smal Devels 
ment Corporation, and some pflv:t 
groups. 

It would be nice if our academic 
sociologists put aside their obsession 
with the accumulation of capital, 
and ltopsed :lx'lng to teach econo- 
mics, and tried instead to describe 
the real South Africa. If, instead of 
asking inane questions (“Would you 
support sanctions if they cost you 

job?”), tha{' told us who, among 
bust mi e lions, is doing what, 

.and why, they might help to break 
t.beSo!u{hAly ld pk rican deadlock. 

An; aY, it would spare us some of 
the ritual condemnation of apart- 
heid, which is something most of us 
do in nf(;tar and cor and it 
might just show us how to encourage 
the forces of change instead of ham- 
pering them. 

   


