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1. By Michael Acott
hvmex Which Yes vote
vs whlchMNo9
THE constitutional ref-
erendum is not so much
about "yes" and "no"
ivotes as about what
each will mean. . _
These two little
words, supposedly so ti-
nal, are becoming im-
bued with a multitude
of often contradictory
interpretations of the
I proposed constitution.
Both "yes" and "no"
are being propagated by
those standing for the
imp lementation of
ap artheid and those
desperate for real re-
form The real debate is
not which will win, but
what the winning vote
will herald.
Opposed reasons
Nationalist cabinet
ministers are having a
lot of fun with the di-
verse views of "no’l vote
advocates. They point
out that Dr Van Zyl
Slabbert and Dr An-
dries Treurnicht are
two learned scholars
fighting the proposed
constitution for diamet-
rically opposed reasons.
Dr Slabbert, on behalf
of the Progressive Fed-
eral Party, calls it the
entrenchment of apart-
heid. Dr Treurnicht, on
behalf of the Conserva-
tive Party, says the new
constitution is integra-
tion and multi-racial
power-sharing.
The Prime Minister,
Mr P W Botha, says he
will not know that to
make of a majority "no"
vote. It will not give the
tion of which direction
voters wish it to take, he
states.
But the "yes" vote is
no more unified. Con-
servative Nationalists
clinging to separate de-
velop ment are as much
in favour of the new
deal as reformists hop-
ing it is the beginning of
the end of apartheid.
Mr Botha, confident of
a uyes" majority, might
just as well ask himself
what this will tell him.



What he and his cabi-
net are telling the coun-
try is that a uyes" vote
will mean nothing more
than the continued im-
plementation of govern-
ment policy.
As the referendum
campaign winds up, the
Nationalist emphasis is
on placating worried
conservatives, soothing
white fears and pander-
govemment any indica-. .
i rac1al government, that
ing to white prejudices.
Harsh statements
about forcing coloured
and Indian people in J o-
hannesburgis Mayfair to
"go back where they
came from" are indica-
tive of their mood.
The message is that
coloured and Indian
people are being ad-
mitted to participation
in the new constitution
as long as they know
their place.
Nationalist ministers
tell conservative whites
that their lives will
hardly be affected un-
der the new constitu-
tion. , 3cr1m1natory
laws r sing residen-
tial an; school segrega-
tion will continue.
Above all, whites are
told that the constitu-
tion is loaded in their
favour and will remain
so as long as they sup,-
port the National Party.
Vote i’yes", they are
urged, to preserve Na-
tionalist laws and Na-
tionalist policy. Vote
"yes" to ensure a white
Nationalist president, to
preserve white exclusiv-
ity and to confine black
political rights to the
homelands under the
continued implementa-
tion of separate devel-
opment.
Much quieter
The campaign to "vote
yes for reform" is much
quieter. This says that
discriminatory laws will
go, that the three- cham-
ber parliament is a first
step towards real multi-
urban black people will
eventually be. included
in Parliament.
It comes from the New
Repubic Party, from



businessmen and from
PFP supporters who be-
lieve the new constitu-
tion will really be a step
in the right direction. It
is whispered by Nation-
alists in private meet-
ings while another mes-
sage comes from public
Nationalist platforms.
This reformist "yes" is
contrary not only to the
consistent dictates of
Nationalist policy, but
to firm pronouncements
during_ the referendum
campa1gn.
Its adherents are sin-
cere. 0n the available
evidence, however, the
government does not
want their views.
Only their votes.


