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WHY IS RESTORATION OF LAND AN IMPORTANT ISSUE NOW?

) Restoration is o continuction of the strusgle ageinst forced removals for the undoing of the
legacy of cogrtheid

The characteristic pattern of forced removal was either 1o move people cgainst their wil, or
deceive them into moving by making promisas which were invariably broken icter. Between 1960
and 1982,over 414 000 block pecple were removed friom ‘black spots’ in terms of the National
Party’'s homeiand consclidation policy. Mzny of these people owned their land by holding fitle
deeds. while others although without title, had been residing on lond for decades. Communities
were removed 1o barren resettiement arezs which were part of or loter incorporated intoe the
bantustans. Yet over the years since the removal meny communities have never lost therr desire
to rebuild their homes and lives by going bock to their land. Communities have continued 10 bury
their dead on theit original land and regulcrly visit the graves of their ancestors buried there.

Many communities have tried by all legal means to refurn. They have been prepared 1o
negoftiate with o succession of Government officials cbout their return. But eventually they have
become frustrated by long deloys of simpie Government refusal to discuss the issues. After trying
the road of lowyers, petitions ang innumerssle reques’s for meetings, they now feel that in the
present cimate of negotiations, their demcnds, too, snould receive speedy cttention. The sheer
economic pressure 10 escape the harsh conditions of the resettliement areas gives their desire 10
return to the lond they used to farm greater urgency. No longer crepared to wait, they often take
a well-considered decision that thair only option is t¢ re-occupy their land. Tnus for TRAC, the
struggle for restoration follows directly frorm our history of resistance to forced removals.

i" Restaration is o crucial nations! issue

The restoration campaign has grown into © Sruciol national campaaign. Two national community
workshops were held in 1991, the second ciiended by 20 communities from Natal, Borger, Eastemn
Cape, Westen Cape, Northern Cape anc Transvaol. These are only some of the communities
who may lagy cigim to their lang. Beyonz the gecgrephizal soread of communities seeking
restoration, the issue s one of national Mgsrtance because it has th: potential to influence the
future of land reform in South Africa in a cecisive mcnner. The campaign for restoration is the

1. Demand from the resolutions adopted by 13 communities at the end of a pational community workshop on
restoration of land, 24th March 1991.
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most public debate about the land guestion, next 1o the debate on the future of the TBVC
homelands.

The cumrent legal ond political context influences the decision 1o move back. When the
Government started talking about lifting the racial provisions of the Land Acts and engaging in
some kind of land reform, there were high hopes that some of the worst wrongs that apartheid
inflicted on blocks who owned and occunied land in "white” South Africa would be oddressed.
These hopes were rudely dashed in the Government's White Paper, published in March 1991,

White Right-Wingers, too, have mcde sure that the Iend issue is @ high on the political agenda.
The attack by white farmers on the Goecgevonden returneas in May last vear made clear that
the ultra-rignt is willing to resort to viclence o protect their vested interests in land. The clashes
between De Klerk and the AWB in Goedgevonden loter that month were prempted not least by
the conflict around land.

Whether the principle of restoration is acceptad will determine the future of iond refom in South
Atrica. This in turn will be o critical factcr in Cetermining the shape of the cgricultural economy
of a future South Africa. The imporance of focd production cannot be underestimated: think for
example of the demand for chead food by uroan pesoie. The rural economy will also be critical
in addressing major national issues of housing and uﬁﬂmp'h"ﬂ'ﬂlﬁi. ¥ people do not find space
1o live and jobs in the rural areas, the pressure on the cities will increase.

vy e stion of or

toration s ar ssue which gffects the o

The issue of restoration is contentious between NP and AWE, as well as between the DP aond the
ANC. It is contentious between those who have land and those who do not. It is perhcps the
most @motive political issue across the politizal spectrum, becouse it is © question 1ouching wealth,
security and property. The issues of property rights, cccess 10 property, security of tenure, diferent
traditions of ownearship - all these are raised by the guestion of rastoration.

THE CONTOURS OF THE STRUGGLE FOR LAND RESTORATION

iV Ongoin " ts to return to the lan

Communities wheo suffered forced removals tend not 12 be passive victims. The removals were
resisted fiercely, and when peopie were moved, many of them tried all means to return 1o their
land. During 1991 the Mogopa community was given ce focro permission 1o stay on their land.
The Goedgevonden people successfully occupied their land in April 1991, Other communities
have tried to return, but have been arrested and stcpped from getting onto their land. The
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Barolong people near Machaviestod were cnested for tresposs in December 1990, The Miengus
in the Eastern Cape are still seeking ways to return to their land, which has since been sold 1o
white farmers. Numerous Natal communities, including Charlestown, Crimen have been stopped
by NPA offic:als from retuming.

i Govermmeant initiatives

Towards the end of 1990, it became clear that the Government was intending 1o repeal the Land
Acts of 1913 and 1936. This would reclize one of the most consistent demands of the cpponents
of aparthei2. What was much less clear, however, was what would replace the rocist legisiation,
and what im2act legal changes would have on the reality of unjust land distribution.

In March 1991, the Government published o White Poser on Land Reform, cccompanied by five
Bills to make new arrangements for land affairs. The resceal of racist legislation was a major victory
for the majority of South Africa’s people.

The negative aspects, however, cvershadowed this victory, The White Paper unegquivocalky
rejected restoration of land to the victims of forced removals. It claimed that it was "mpractical®
and “difficult”. It made no mention of  Lend Claims Court, or any other mechanism oy which
land claims could be settled. The only wzy in which biock people are going to get land is by
paying market prices.

After years of destitution coused by forcec removals, very few black communities are in & position
to buy back the land. What is more, they do not see wny they should buy land which they regard
as having been stolen from them by the Government. As with so many other reforms, the
Govermmen? was doing the minimum necessary to placste overseas cpinion (in particular the EC,
where sanctions were being discussed at the time) anz 12 cregte the lliusion of change, without
conceding cnything meaningful.

it The answer from communities: land occuoations

Given the Government's refusal to address restoration, many communities felt that their only
chance was 1o occupy the land and make their claim known in this way.

Goedgevonden

The community of Goedgevonden was removed In 1978 from trust lang® which they had
occupied for 31 years, and incorporated into Bep against their will in 1984, Thineen years of

2. Trust land belonging 1o the South African Development Trust (SADT), which was created in 1936 10 bold land
intended for incorporation into the bomelands.
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pelitioning the Governmeant to talk to them about their plight fell on deaf ears. On $th April 1991,
450 members of the community recccupied Goedgevonden. A week loter, they were attacked
by right-wing formers in the area. They then lost @ court case brought against them by the
Government together with seven white farmers. They were granted leave to appeal against the
decision, which cpened up spoce for negotiations.

The resclution of the Goedgevonden crisis has become a major political issue. The Government
has established a "task group” to seek o resolution 1o the situction. It wanits 1o solve the problem
on technicist basis. The Government officiok see land use and cgricultural potential as the basis
on which to rescive the problem. Whie the good use of agricultural Iand is an important
consideration, the roots of the conflict are obviously political, and the only jus: solution will be one
which reverses the injustice cone tc the Goedgevonden people.

Such a solution is possible. The lond ik owned by the State, and could be returned alter the
termingtion of the temporary leases of the white farmers.) The farmers concemed all have their
own farms, and only use Goedgevonden for additional grazing. The community used the land
productively for thirty-one years, and feel they could do so again. All they need is for the land
which apartheid denied them of to be returned.

) The battle for Lan laims rt

One of the maojor demands of rural communities in resporise 1o the White Poper hes been that g
mechanism should be created to hear the land claims of those disadventaged by apartheid
policies, and to adjudicate conflicting land claims. A Land Claims Court was suggested. The
Govermnment's initial White Paper comgpletely ignored this suggestion. In lobbying cround the Bills
which were 1o replcce the Land Acts, suostantial pressure was exerted on Government to accede
1o this demand. The response was once again a typical half-hecrted compromise.

The Government cnnounced an Advisory Commission on Land Allccation (ACLA). This Commission
has no decision-making powers; and it is appointed by the 5tate President rather than elected.
The Commission will be about

"the gliozstion of undeveloped iand State land ... In other words, this is not about
claims of rignt: it is cbout State Icrgesse. Rights do not enter into it at ali =

The regional and national community workshops held in August ang Septemoer 1991 focused on

3. The Government leases Goedgevonden 1o the white farmers on leases which can be terminated with one month's
notice, at 17¢ per bectare.

4. Geofl Budlender, 1991, *Noles on a process for land claims®, paper 1o NADEL conference 23/891, p.2. This
paper is recommended for a concise, clear exposition of the questions surrounding tbe Advisorv Commission.

4
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the proposed ACLA. The communities outined clear principles on which an occeptable
commission should be based:

1. It must e based on land rights, not the discretion of the State;

2. The Commission must be legitimate, and therefore cannot consist of the State President's
appointees;

3. The Commission must begin by accepling the principle of restoration;

4. The Commission must have the power 1o make decisions. in particuizr to make owards
(whether in the form of land, money or divided ownership.

To odd insult 1o injury, the Government rejected the ncmes put forward by the 20 restoration
communities 'o sit on the Commission. Afterseveralmeetings between community reprasantatives
and the then Minister of Development Aid Jacob de Villiers, the communities identified 5 people
who woulg have their confidence If they were appeointed. Not a single one of them was included.
When questioned on this issue by Adrian Steed on the Agendg programme, Minister de Viliers
was still vague: cll he would commit himself to was thot "after cases have been defined and
substantictec, the Advisory Commission will give its advice to the State President”®

Much more work is needed 1o make o detailed, procticable proposal as to how a Land Claims
Court should be set up. The Centre for Applied Legal Studies at Wits has begun some research.
intensive loobying will be required fo persuode the Government 1o accep! o more powerful
mechanism tan an Advisory Commission.

REFLECTING ON THE STRUGGLE FOR THE RESTORATION OF LAND

The struggle for re-cccupation is occuring against a background of land dispossessicn. The land
quastion in South Africa is inextricably linked to political and economic considerations. In turn,
communities’ return 1o their land can change economic redlities, and alse cnalienge Western
conceptions of land ownership cnd productive agriculture.

iy Dittarant ~on—~e=ts of land

The struggle for the lond is not only 1o gain political and economic power, it s also about
establishing o ditferent understanding of the lond. Many claims to the land are based on title
deeds, but cs often they are not. There are other values in African society which give rise to
claims to the land.

3. Transcript of Agenda programme, screened 7/1/92.
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African people claim the land because they were born on it, because their ancestors are buried
there, beccuse they have farmed the land productively for many years and they know they can
farm it well again in future, because they know this particular piece of land well and regard it as
their home, and bacause the wrong that was done 1o them in the nome of apartheid ideology
st be reversed.” These factors give every person the right 1o cccess to Iand, but do not make
them owners of the land in the Western sense, i.e. that you have an absolute right to do anything
with your preperty, including selling it.

Block rural communities are not saying that they want all the leng for themselves, and will leave
nothing for white farmers. Despite three centuries of dispossession, black farmers are still prepared
to share the land with white farmers. It is only when the white farmers refuse 1o share that they
torfeit their right to be part of o new distribution of land in South Africa. What they are saying is
that the conceat of the right to land must change.

iih Land richts oo tivi n stainaSili

The demand for land raises the question whether that land will be used well. If land is to be given
to black farmaers, certainly it must be done in @ way that is both productive and sustainable. Yet
government officicls (be they Nationalist or ANC) who make “agricultural productivity” and
“carnying capacity” an imposed criterion which prevents people returning to the land, will surely
fail. The questions about sustainability are serious and must be asked, but the way in which they
are csked is crucial. The debate about sroperty rights is shaped by the different conceptions of
land and rights 1o land. If they are imposed from above, they will be rejected; if the community’s
own interast in creating a sustaincble future is developed, it may succeed. Let me liustrote what
| mean by expanding further on the case of the pecple of Goedgevonden.

Goedgevonden

In the negotiations that followed their re-occupation, the community has argued that they have
a political right to return to their land. The starting point to any solution is @ retum of the
community 1o Goedgevonden.

The Government has an entirely different starting point. The committee they hove set up is
composed of cgricultural "experts”, heaced by an ex-chair of the STK, the SADT s technical amn.
Their starting point is the carmying capazity of the land. They want to divide the lond into
"economically vicble" units. They say that their technical studies reveal that no more than 21
farmers (with their families, and two fomilies of workers too) con be accommodated on

6. See Catherine Cross, 1990, *Conceptions of the Land Right in Contemporary African Rural Areas', unpublished
paper?, Rural-Urban Stwudies Unit, CSDS, University of Nauwal, Durban; for a clear description of African concepts
of land rights.
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Goedgevonden. In the name of economic viability, pecple are thus prevented from retumning to
their land.

The Government has tried 1o shift the debgcte onto o technicist basis, seeking to determine land
distribution on agncultural, economic grounds, the cecisions 1o be made by committees of
"experts”. They want the historical issues 1o be simply forgotten, and to start with o clean siote.
This is clearly impessicie. You cannot simply wish away unpigasant reglities which you yourself have
created. As Geotf Budlender, prominent land rignts lowyer, has put it. the question the
Government asks is "what is the lecst we hove to give these people in order 1o satisty them, so
that we con get on with building the future?”

The community is not coposed 1o considering issues such as the carrying cooacity of the land.
Their own farming practices in the past included limitctions on the new people moving onto the
farm. The commitiee used to check annually, at cioping time. the number of cattle in the
community. If the totol number wos deemed too high. those with 100 many head of cattie would
be asked 1o sell off the surplus to the agricultural cocoerative.

In the process of negotiations, cgain., tne community demonstrated o commitment to limit
themseives to make forming sustcinable. They did not express this in the same technical terms as
the Government, but said they would use & maximum of 400 ho. for residential use. and keep
most of the fam (another 6,600 ha.) for faming.

Clearly, the community knows that it could not gllow uniimited numbers of people to fam at
Goedgevonden. In the past, there were clear criteric for new people moving onto the fam.
These criteric were cdministered by ¢ committee of voorsitrerss. responsibie to the local
commissioner. Not dig the community cliow overgrazing of the torms. They want to hand over
the farms to their chilgren in as good o stcte as they found them, if not better. They need neither
agricuitural extensicn officers nor environmental experts 1o tell teach them the basics of faming -
- they know from working the land. They cre certainly 2oen to hearing outside advice, but in the
end they believe that they are the farmers, those who out thair hands 10 the plough, and they will
make the decisions.

The case of the Goedgevonden nagotictions shows 'wo fundamentally different approaches to
questions of agricultural productivity. One sporcach maokes produstivity an costacle to the desire
of the pecple to return 1o their land and farm. Sericus Suestions regarding sustainability become
ilegitimate in the eyes of the community (ond thereby soliticolly unsustainable) becaouse they are
yvet ancther set of imposed criteric.  All thot has chonged s that the terms which prevent them
from hoving access to land cre no longer cutnght! racism, but economic rationality or

7. Geofl Budlender, 1991, A process for addressing land claims’, unpublished paper, Legal Resources Centre,
Jobannesburg.
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environmental concern.

This approach makes "productivity” the only and cbsolute vaiue 1o be considered. Taking a more
balonced mcocro-economic perspective would leac cne to consider other values too. Rurol land
is crucial in providing @ place to stay for people. The agricultural economy has the capacity to
provide many jobs. Subsistence production is critical for the rural population’s nutrition and
therefore their health. Land provides ¢ social “safety net” for rural people. All these are important
maocro-economic goals which should be boloncec against the aim of productivity (as in
producing for the morket). No one can be considerad 10 the exclusion of the others, especially
in the South Aftica context with its high ratios of unemployment, nomeiessness and malnutrition.

The other czproach is to look for the practices in the community that promote sustainable
development. if "agricultural productivity” and "carrying capacity” are truly in the interests of the
community, there must be ways of getting the community 10 see its own interests. It is only in this
way, arawing on the local knowledge of the community, ond indeed by appedling 1o their self-
interest, that debate abou! sustainability will take roct in black farming communities.

it The restoration comopaion and landlessness
=jii= Smoaig = ONCSHessNess

The campaign for restoration is ¢ specific. narow csmpaign, aiming ot restitution for victims of
forced removals. In o sense, this group of communities represent the “easy cases” - they were
obviously the victims of recent injustice; in many cases, their land is still owned by the State and
can be handed back; people cre not occupying croitrary pieces of land, but are returning to
land that is theirs, that they lived on befcre: and the number of communities is limited. It is crucial,
however, that this “spearhecd” is not separated from the long stick following It, i.e. the millions of
landiess pecple in South Africa.

This is not to deny that the return of victims of forces removals 1o their land has been ground-
breaking. It has challenged the National Party Government's wilingness 1o change. and put the
guestion of restoration on the agends in & most direct, physical way. It is not horking back 1o
ancient conflicts, its main am is 1o unde the injustices of the las! 40 years, i.e. the period that the
prasent ruling party has been in power. As Paul Lepee, a black farmer who was remaved from
Magogoane in the Westemn Transvaal saig:

‘I haven't had o chance to plougn since the removal. My children do not know
how to plough... Just because of the removal. we don't have an idec to plough™!

These first struggles are aimed ot o most cbvious target, the racist denial of land to black people.

8. Paul Lepee at a workshop of 6 rural communities in the Transvaal, 10th 10 11th August 1991,

8
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The demand is for political justice, o reversal of recent historical wrongs.  But the question of
landlessness goes further than that.

There are milions of black people living in "white” rural South Africa - farmworkers on white farms,
labour tenants, and communities living on company land. Farmworkers also want access 1o land.
They too were deprived by apartheid lows and economic disadvantage from access 1o land. If
a Land Claims Court were set up, families of labour tenants would want to apply. There are
differences in their demands; in many ccoses, formworkers want better working conditions, and
labour tenants might want security of tenure, not necessarily o title deed.

But there are many similarities. Farmwaorkers and lobour tenants too can show that they occupied
the land for generations, that they have historical rights 1o the lond. They too were removed by
the harsh laws of the apartheid government, most often the Prevention of llega! Squatting and
Trespass Acts. Itis crucial that the demand for restoration includes the right to access to land and
security of tenure for farmworkers and lobour tenants too. There is o real danger that the
Government might concede the demcnds of the 20 communities presently engaged in the
restoration campaign, but then close off the process. Instead, those fighting for the rights of the
landless should ensure that the campaign for restoration of victims of forced removals broodens
out into a campaign for land rights for cll South Africans.

ivl Moral and political issuas in the restoration comoaign

Property rights vs. land rights

Land is o key form of property. To address the questions of restoration deeply cffects property
rights. People need a place to live, therefore they need land. If all land is privately owned,
pecple have no choice but to break the law and to occupy land which belongs 1 scmeone
else.’

Land is different from other first generction human rights in that it is material, and offects very
directly basic needs of pecple. Food and shelter can only be hod with land. 5¢ one person's
property may deprive others of their basic needs. This is particularly the case if private property
is freated as an absolute right, which Qives the owner control over all the benefits deriving from
that land.

This dilemma is also reflected in constitutional debates. Is it more important to uohold the right
of a person to own unlimitec amounts of land, even if it is unused, or to uphold the right of the
population to have access to land to live on? Some countries entrench the right tc property in
the constitution, others have balanced it with opposing material rights of shelter, life and

9. See a forthcoming book by Aninka Claassens dealing with a Land Claims Court, and the property debate (title?).

9
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adequate nutrition for all.’® The Conadions are writing these balancing rights into o Social
Charter.

Albie Sochs and Aninka Claoassens have written a peper on land ._n_.__ﬁ: in which they sugges!
that part of the solution to conflicting land claoims may lie in de-absolutizing concepts of land
ownership. Rights to property such as land, instead of Deing lumped into one big bundle could
be broken up - into the right to plough, the nght to pcssage. mineral rights, right to sell (or not 1o
sell). Western society gives the owner, i.e. the perscn who Daid money for a piece of property,
absolute rignts 1o that property. In African society, every membar of o community has a right to
accest 10 langd, and her or his membership of the community gives them security of tenure.
Breaking down property nghts into ther constituent parts would make it easier 1o sort cut the
complex history of conflicting land cloms.

A practical exampile of how this might work s an agreement between o Weenen farmer and o
group of labour tenants.”” In settling ¢ Supreme Court ccse out of court, the parties came 1o
an agreement that farmer would refain ownership of the land, but agreed to lease cut the land
to the tenants on g two-year basis. The tenanis have the option 1o renew the leasa. This option,
together with the reasonably long pericd of the lease. gives them security of tenure. The farmer
retging ownership, and derives some income from the land. Thus owner and occcupiers both
benefit.

Land rights vs. proeductivity

in the cunrent debate cbout land reform, black land rights are considered often still considered
less important than technicist criteric. The Government will not allow the Goedgevonden
community 1o return because it considers that their numbers will exceed the carmying copacity of
the land (which capocity is determined by the some Governmaent officicls). This is particularly
ironic in the light of the attitude the Government still tokes to white land rights, assuring farmers
that their title ceeds are safe, and refusing to call in cebts of unproductive white farmers. If the
debate is skewed like this, the choice will become either/or - gither one supports land nghts, or
one suppons sustainable agriculture. It is crucial that orgenisations like the Black Sash continue
to assert the right 10 lond, and chompion © community-Dased approach 10 inreducing
considerations of sustainability.

10. ibid.

11. A. Sachs and A. Claassens, 1990, 'Rights 1o the land’, pp. 10<-135 in Sachs _u_ﬂ_n.nnnm Human Rights in a New
South Africa, Oxford University Press, Cape Town.

12. ‘Memorandum of Agreement of Settlement made and entered into by and berween Muziwabantu Majozi [and
seven others] and Peter Kenneth Channing’, signed 2nd December 1991. The Association for Rural Advancement
played an important role in brokering this agreement.

10
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Limits of the restoration campaign

It is critical that those supporting the restoration campaign realize its limits. Only ¢ small number
of communities is presently involved; the magjority of landless people. in particular farmworkers and
labour tenants, are still left cut. The camoaign can only benefit them 1oo, if it is o process that
opens up the issue of land claims, rather than closes them down. Neither the restoration
campaign. nor a Land Claims Court can oddress the entire problem of landiessness. It can win
back land for ¢ group of communities that have become symbolic of Sispossession in South
African history. This process has ploced the issue on the national political agende in no uncertain
terms. It must go on to widen its scope 1o include all those who need access 1o iongd ond security
of tenure.

A judicial process (e.g. ¢ Land Claims Court) can result in the transfer of ownership of land 1o o
limited number of communities. A much brooder programme of land redistribution is needed 10
address the great land hunger that exists beyond that. This is inherently ¢ solitical process, and
not cne that caon be decided in ¢ court.

Bureaucratic mechanisms vs. community-driven processes

There has been concern about defining the cases that could be heard by = Land Claims Court
rmore clearly. Wil there be a cut-off ag1e? Is there enough land 1o meet all the aemands? How
will the necessary expropriations and compensations be paid for? These cre all valid questions,
yvat there are important advantages to ¢ flexible process, that deals with eacn case on its own
merits. Agministrative procedures (i.e. salutions that treat all cases according to officially pre-
determined categories) provide necter solutions, but thay lack legitimacy beccuse of the history
of administrative edict ruling black lives in South Africa. Administrative scluticns leave the initiative
in the hands of the Stcte, and mean that land claims would be o matier of state largesse.
Instead, the process should be one of the 5tate hearing pecple’s claims bosed on their rights.

A Land Clams Court should hear esch cose, guided only by the underlying, nationally negotiated
principles (such as the four mentioned above). In cddressing the practicalities of possible
solutions, the hard guestions regarding cut-off points etc. must be onswerec. This is not foreign to
the communities. The Miengu pecple, for example, are quite realistic cbout the fact that new
vested interests in their land now exist, and that the white farmers’ needs mus: ciso be addressed.
The critical ssue is that o flexible mechanism is created, which enabiles pecpie 10 advocate their
own interasts and protect their rights within negotiated framework. For too long hove black rural
people been subject to official decree. Choosing ¢ flexible approach might mean giving up
formulae which can deal with each cose; it may be slower; but it will probably produce more
lasting solutions.

11
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WHAT SASH CAN DO |

The Biock Sash is one of the few orgonisations which hos consistently concerned itself with land
issues. Sash is therefore well placed to lobby for the principles of restoration and land reform.
Before Sash can do 50, it must adopt national policy positions on some of the questions raised in
this paper. In addition to a land claims procedure, there is the need to lobby for a political
commitment to @ programme of land redistribution. The issues of restoration and lend reform need
to be debated at CODESA. Sash should seek ways to influence that agenda.

Sash has clready been lobbying for a Land Claims Court. The Government’s proposed Advisory
Commission comes nowhere near the flexible process required. The Centre for Applied Legal
Studies is doing some research on possible models for such o court, but more investigation is stil
needed. It would be appropriate for Sash to be involved in the debates around the land claims
mechanism, and 1o lobby for o community-driven process.

Sash needs to continue to educate and inform its own constituency regarding the issues of
restoration and land reform, in particular as they touch on the propefty question. The debate
aground different conceptions of land nghts should aclert us to the complexities of property
questions, and make us self-critical of our assumptions what rights property ownership confers, and
how these rights need to be balanced ogainst the rights and needs of other people. The issue
of Sash magazine dealing with land issues has begun this work.
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