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Seldom, fortunately, is
a security debate in
Parliament illuminated
by anything as spectac-
ular as the burning
fuel dumps at Sasol-
burg.

One says- “fortunat&
lIy* not just hecause
the Sasol attacks are a
setback but also
because the atmo-
sphere created lends
itself so to emotional.
ism and vituperatmn,
rather than cool dis-
cussion.

Things betcame SO
heated across the flgor
in the Assembly last
night that Mr Speaker
eventually ruled that
he would have all
references to “snakes
and baboons” e€xcised
from the Hansard re-
cord.

The MPs involved
were talking about one
another, not the people
who placed the explo-

sive charges at the Sas-,

ol installations. -

It was rather sad.

The Assembly was
debating the Second
Police Amendment
Bill, which seeks to
prevent Press publica-
tion of police anti-
terrorism activities (in-
cluding arrests) with-
out the permission of
'the Minister of Police
or the Commissioner of
police.

Debate was acrid

Security

e,

debate
fuelled
by Sasol

and emotional, the
PFP opposing the Bill
and the NRP and SAP
supporting the Govern-
ment.

The words “nazi”
and “communist” were
ganflied about a good
eal,

[The official Opposi-

\ r\tio n attitude, as
spelled out by Mr Ray
Swart (PFP, Mus
grave), was that the
Government already
ad enough legislation
to proteét security
needs, that the Bill
interfered with the
public's right to know
what is going on in the
country and that there
is nothing to prevent
e police establishing
\working relationship
vith the Press without
Traconian legislation.

The Government line

Debating
Points

wasg that the Bill does
ng more than offer
police operations the
same protection from
damaging publicity as
is given to military
operations — -in line
with the recommenda-

tions of the recent
Steyn Commission.

The argument went
that there would be no
gagging of the Presg —
only control of infor-
mation while anti-
terrorist operations
were under way.

The NRP, which had
roundly condemned
the Bill in its original
form - before a clause
absolutely forbidding
even verhal information
about arrests was re-
moved - was enthus:-

‘adtic and extravagant
“about it last night toj
. say the least. ORI
\ Mr Brian Page (ﬂRP‘

|Umhlanga) referred to

the Sasol affair and

asked why details

should be splashed in
e Press?

J What country at war
advertised its troop

ovements in thé dai-
y Press?

Would it get to the
ridiculous situation
where the Governmeit
would have to ask
newspaper editors and
their lords and masters
(whoever they might
be) for permission to
move troops around
the country?

It wag a8 remarkable
speech, going far
beyond what National-
ists said, but it lent
pertinence to the con-
tribution by Mr Tiaan
van der Merwe (PFP
Green Paint), who
wanted to know what
publication of details

i

PM’s increased power

of terrorists attacks at
Silverton, Booysens
and Sasol had done to
aggravate the situa-
tion?

The Minister had
given not a single
practical or theoretical

. example of how publi-

cation of the facts
could aggravate mar-
ters.

Mr Van der Merwe
asked why police-press
co-operation should be
impossible, He was
sure the Press would
agree to withholding
certain facts if asked.

Surely there was
room for police-prass
co-operation as with
the recent suceessful
anti-terronst operation
in Britain, which had
been so impressively
screened on television

The bill, he said,
had nothing to do with
security secrets other
wise there would be a
complete ban on publi-
cation.

As Mr Alf Widman
(PFP Hillbrow) asked:
If the Bill were al-
ready law, would
South Africans have
been forced to rely on
overseas broadcasts to
find out about the Sas-
ol attacks?

. The PFP questions
seemed rather more
than rhetorical.

No amnesty

4

Basson attacks

‘faceless’

manner

of censorship

Political Staff _
THE ASSEMBLY — It
was wrong that drastic
decisions affecting fthe
freedom of writers should
be left to “popular com-
mittees” under the publi-
cations control system, the
gssembly was fold yester-

ay

Mr Japie Basson (PFP,
Bezuidenhout) said this
affected a fundamental
principle of democracy.

Speaking in the budget
debate on the Interior
vote, he said there was
consensus about the need
for restrictions on revolu-
tionary propaganda and
ordinary smut, but publi-
cations control should not
be subject to popular de-
cision.

The intraduction of “po-
pular committees” had
been an ezperiment of the
former Minister of the
Interior and of Informa-
tion, Dr Connie Mulder. It

was ap experiment which
had definitely not stood
the test of time.

Mr Basson said one of
the most difficult taks of
a government was to de
cide at which point a
person’s freedom had to
end.

It was wrong in prin-
ciple to leave such mat-
ters, especially in the
fields of politics, religion
and literature, to popular
decisions by committees
that remained faceless,
and were not accountable
to anybody outside thejr
own circle.

Defending the system,
Mr Daan van der Merwe
(NP, Rissik) agreed that
the Publications Control
Act should be debated
again in Parliament but
said the popular com-
mitees consisted of balan-
ced people with a sober
outlook.

Authorities to probe
‘underground’ sex shops

Political Staff
THE ASSEMBLY — The
Minister of the Interior,
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want to allow the condi-
tions that exist in certain
Western = countries,” Mr
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