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Tuwsday 22 January 19958 was a tepid 20.8°C in 3t George's
Straeet, Cape Town., Not far off, the Houses o©ofi FParliament
ware considerably hotter., Generator of this heat was none
other +than the 'Famous Lawyer' and former Native Senator, Mr
Hyman Meyer Basner. Basner had just bombarded every MF,
including the Senate, with copies of an affidavit rebutting
the Minister of Native Affairs' -attack upon his integrity
the day before :

The Senate had heard the Minister declare Basner responsible
for alleged "riots our disturbances in MNamathola Location" in
June 195%7. They could read, a day later, that Basner denied
this flatly. He did acknowledge an "incident" +here on 3

June, "when a number of women...prevented the payment of £24
conpensation for leaving [the Locationl to tae deposed
Acting Chief Mallsela Letsoslo.” Basner added that since

vecoming lagal adviser to the Mamathola, whom the Union
Government jntended removing from the Wolkberg Location,

Agatna Farest, to the farm Metz nesar Trichardtsdal, "no
poiitical organisation, institution ... or individualis from
Johannasburg. .. have actively associated with wr influenced
the Mamathola ... (Hanareng tribe) to refuse to leave,..". '~

Bagner threw himself into the legal detfence of the Mamathola
with custopary zZeal. Hz kept detailled files on developments,
collected sworn gtatements and made recommendations tTo his
clients which often precipitated him and them into
confrontation with Native Affairs Department {KADS
officials. His own history as a Communist Party organiser
and Native Zenator plus considerable legal experience of
dafending the ‘'wvictims®' of segregation and apartheid, had
given Basner grim appreciation of South Africa's governing
varty, and in particular, its Minister of SNative Affairs,
Dr. H F Verwoerd. "’

1. ¥William Ballinger Papers, {¥GR), University of Cape Town Archive, BC 347 CG5.
V.1.1, Hyman Meyer Basner, Mamathola Locaticn, "Affidavit", 27/1/1958. Phineas
Letsoalo, who worked at XKensington Golf Club, was a major 'source' on events in
Mamathola, dubbed Basner "“The Famous Lawyer". Basner, borwn in Dvinsk, Latvia, in
1906, grew up in South Africa, and attended the University of California. His
legal career began {n 1930, He immediately earned a reputation as "an
outstanding defender of Africesn rights". A member of the Communist Party, he
left in 1940, %to protest the Soviet invasion of Finland. Zealously committed to
opposing apartheid, he stood as a Native Senator in 1937 and was elected in

C 1942, (HMB, “"GObituary of Mr. H ¥ Basner", The Timeg 3/5/1677.2

2.1 must thank ¥r. Basner's widow, Miriam <(MB), is daughter, Mrs. Marcella
Eloon, for allowiag me access 1o his papers, which will shortly be lioused in the
Church of the Frovince of South Africa Archive, University of the Witwatersrand.
{CF5AY.

Cape Argus 23/1/1958, ».1, col.i. The two men were central figures in the

pitched battle, which dominated the i?53 Senate session. Government members ware
aroused 1o support the Mamathols Removal, and Natlve Senators and two renegade
United Farty colleagues effectively cut off frow the majority of the opposition.
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Basna21r was always a history man: he wrote a short history of
the Mamathola, a long  history of South Africa, and
conaidered the historical 1mplications of the former to the
latter throughout the Mamathola case. = He hoarded -
parnaps for posterity - the Mamathola papers, which form the
doowmmentary  basis of the <case. The set of affidavits
submitted +to the Supreme Court form a circular and self-
reflexive narrative, from which some dramatist might hack a
blovscript in which applicants and repondents retell the
tai= of removal 4in varied, nuanced and idiosyncratic ways.
Thes2 documants are +the basis rof this paper, and feed
putwards  into the evidenz2 which both Basner and Native
Senator Ballinger amassed, and the Senate, Assembly and NAD
recorded, ="

Verwoerd's accusatlons, made after he had submitted his
first replying affidavit, arose out of a turning point in
the case. The Mamathola, who had been "perfectly willing" to
o Lo Metz, suddenly refused a move of the "“greatest benefit
ane could Imagine" for the tribe and the <country, even If
those peoplie [Mamatholal did not grasp this, ©%?

The tribe maintalned *that they had never agreed to go.
Verwoard and his officials bealieved that *the presence of
Attorney, Basner, 1in the Chief's kraal had quickly helped
him to change his mind, It maddened Verwoerd %o think that
his o0ld foe, RBasner, was, once again, =Stirring up the
Natives., On 27 January 1955, Verwoerd labeslled Basner the
link—pin betweern his rural cliants and the ANC. By April
1988, he had Dbanned Bazner from wvisiting his clients'
prospective place of resettlement, Metz, ww-

3.Basper Papers (HEB?, "Mamathola Location", "The Mamathola". HM Easner, "The
Black Price of South Africa Gold, 1870-1960", CPSA,

4.Chief documentary sources are in ¥GB and HME. Basner's Papers are praobably a
fraction of the documents he amassed over a lifetime. Some of his life-story has
been recorded: by his wife, Hiriam Basner, by Charles van Onselen, via
investigations into the social history of the South-Western Transvaal in the
12305, and, indirectly, by Basner himself. :

5. g3 e Pepates, 1958 (2D p.703

6.30, “Referance of Removal Crder to Sessional Committee, 27/1/1938, p.43.
Technically, Basner eluded the Supression of Communism Act's nocse in 1930, but
Verwoerd sought ways of dealing with him, In 1930, he ordered an lavestigation
into Basner's professional conduct in the Witzieshoek Case. This culminated inm
an unfruitful Law Society Inguiry into his conduct. (See SARE, KIS, N/A 943/400:
"Unprofessional Conduct, Attrny. H M Basner 19/2/1951, “Confidential letter from
WWM EBisgelen to the Chief Fative Commissioner, Vestern Areas, Potchefstroom.®
Eizelen could not find encugh information to justify the investigation. Also see
4MB, File 4> (The numdeving of files in HEB is tentative, as the papers are still unsorbad),
M8, C B Young, Secratary for Xative Affairs, Pretoria, to EMB, 10 April i9%3.
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Trying to divert Opposition attention from NAD's Pale in
¥amzthola, Tthe Minister vowed ominously that he saw the hand
of RBasner in Headman Solomon Letsoalo's deposition upon the
Mezmwmathola's pilight: “"lthe deposition] 'Naboth's Vineysrd' is
full of shameless lies”, zald Vetrwoerd.

"I1f the framer {of the document] was not & Basnar, then it was

perhaps a Ballinger. If a Basner did not write it, it was

probably a Ballinger... ", ™
Given the association hetween Basner and Solonon Letsoalo,
and the docunznt's wide distribution, it 1s likely that they
did work togesther on Lt4 production. Eoth found the Biblical
parailel of "Naboth's Vinaeyard' depicted the avarice with
which Mamathola was taken from its dinhabitants. Letscalc's
affidavit and description of the actual removal show that he
had no nezed of a ghost-writer., =%

Vavaertheless, Basner’s knowledge of the lezal process  of
isposzeszion helped the Letsoale family @normously. Easaer
ould guote Commissions and Statutes, kuew the Souvth African
Native Trust (BANT)'s workings thorovghly and, was familiar

r

with “he gxievanca& @f rural coummunities din the 7
amdl QFS, ~ '

7. Ihid, ».20 See 3.D. Letsoalo “"Nabeoth's Vineyard", in BME and ¥GE. Verwoard,
wrongly called Solomon Letsoalo the man "whom they fondly call the present
chief, which he is mnot". (2D, 1853, p.50). Chief Mamathola (Malisela Letscalo)
was Solomon's cousin, The state guestioned the chief's locus standi. He was
appointed Acting Chief in 1944, during his nephew, VWillisam's, permanent
incapacity. NAD did not want to appear to be daaling unressonably with the
Chief, by deposing him in under the Bantu Authorities Act of 1951, The Mamathola
certainly feared incorporation into the newest slternative to demdcratic
representation: saparate, state-coatrolled Bantu Authorities. The 'weeding out!
of uncooperative chiefs was 'necessary' to make Bantu Authorities work., As the
Prime NMiaister sald in 1952, iHangacd, col €313); "de bave ithe chojce of either giving the
ynitas thatr ows territary and the Santu theirs, or of giving evervhady one state and seeing the
Bantu govern," (sse QHIA, 1T 411), Also D. Posel, "The Construction of Apartheid,
1248-1961, Conferance Faper, "South Africa in the 1850s", ICE, Oxford, 1987,
&, 20, 1Qoﬂ p.51l. As their Senate EKepresentative, Ba;linger had %bean the
Yamathola': flr:t confidant for, irn tha Minister's words, “"fellow inciter". (8D,
1938, p. u”J Im 1950, when NAC (1948-352Z, p.13) called for their removal, the
Tribe contacted him via their first lawyers, Webster, Dunbar and Saner., He had
not had much success in the Housa, or in letters to Verwoerd and the Secretary
for N4, W M Eiselen. (¥GE passim.
Zasnar's 1837 and 1943 campaligns showed the increasing response of the African
2lectorate to hls views on rural matters. Seei@GE, B8 347 C2 I11.3.) "B, M. Sasner: The
Candidate of African National Unity, A Call to Africans”; (MR, p.16% & 1735
9. 5=2 HME, and ¥GE BC 347 C5 V. 1.3; 82, p.725
10.In 1942, Basner attacked tThe 1936 Wative Trust and Land Act which made
Africans rent-paying tenants of SART. His manifesto proclaimed:
THE AFRICAF FECPLE GOT FO LAND. The Chiefs have no control whatsoever over
Trust Land. Up to August 1941, the Native Trust bought 1,491,732 margen of
'released’ land. This, for six and a hal? million people, dependant [=ic] for
their living on land. Who got this land?y How is it administered?
NO CHIEF, NO TRIEE, RO INDIVIDUAL AFRICAK GOT THEIS LAND,
i

(WOE, 2o 347 C2.111.3.2.1, HME, "TG the Africasn Electeorate of the Transvaal and
OF3", Johaunesby rg, 1942y, Bae s0 (SABHE. NT5, 8%/362 (2401 (1, Representation

L
of Nstives Act, 1936: 1042 Blections, 10/8/1542, "Open letbter from HME to RI™.
:J % views on the Land Act, =ee Faul Rich Wioite FPower and the Liberal

o2 {johannesburg: Ravan, 1934, p.51.
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A year before the 1958 Senate Debate, on 13 January 1957,
Verwoerd castigatd those who had "whipped up" the Mamathola
Removal "into a world affair." Verwgerd's public statements,
usually made within the confines of a parliament in which
the National Party was rapidly getting the bDetter of the
United Party, were decidedly adversarial. The question of
what to do about rural conditions affecting erosicn, African
farming and white farming, weighed heavily upon him. The KNP
had inherited the UP's inadequate agrarian policies, such as
the planned Mamathola removal, and were, 1in terms of their
promises to rule the country, bound to make policy work,
somzhow,

UF Native Affairs Commissions (NAC)> had proposed, and the
1894 Tomlinson Comnmission endorsed the reasons for ramoving
the Mamathola:
(at That the occupation of the farm Muckle Glen by the Banareng
Tribe menaces the sources of the Letsitele River,
{(b) That the Mamathola Locaticn is too small and that there is
no future for the tribe in the present location.*'??

Verwoerd commented, irritably that this was a very ordinary
sort of removal which "every government had To do when
necessary, and the NF only stood accused of being too
reasonable” towards the Natives.*'#* JSeuator J.M. Conradie
spoke for the UF when he accused Verwoerd of bungling the
case. The UP approved of the removal in principle, but not

"the way Litl is being carried gut™, ©'=?
For & "“wvery ocrdinary removal", Verwoerd became eaxtremely
involved in the case, perhaps using 1t as a chance to

vindicate or wviiify his Ministry. The previcus Cctober, he
bean conppelled to meet the tribe's Chief and Counciilors to
change the proposed removal site Zfrom Fertilis farm, <o
Matz., Thils =s=harp turnabout indicated that, NAD had decided
that tas wet weabther would maks ths Fertllls move costly and
impracticable., Withowt allowing the mask of father, leader
and baas Lo slip, Verwoerd =killfully dug into the SANT's
store af Transvaal land and pulled out anothsr two
"eucellent" farms: Metz and Strassburg, near Leydsdorp.''4:

The next eight months produced a set of highly controversial
events. In his first affidavit, Verweoerd asserts that the
¥amathola ewpressed, on many occasions, their willingness to

11.¥GB, Clippings, 1948-1960, 13/1/57, Rand Daily Maill "Tribe Removal Whipped Up
Fropaganda" ¥GB, BC 347 C5 V.2.1.1i: SD Letscalo, "Naboth's Vineyard”, p.3

The 4 United Party commissicns were: Native Affalrs Commission 1937; Native
Reclamation Committee, 1937/3; Interdepartmental Committee cf NAD and Forestry,
1944; WNative Affairs Commisslon, 1948, The Affidavits of Dr Verwoerd and CB
Young, Secretary of KA, filed in the Transvaal FProvincial Division of the
Supreme Court set out FNAD's conception of the case. See also H¥B, 16/9/357,
Affidavit of HF Verwoerd, p.6.

12. ¥GB, Clippings, 1948-060: 13/6/1557, e Timas, “"Tribe will be Forced s
¥ova".

13.¥GB, Clippings, 1948-80: 15/9/97, RLH.

14,Eventually, the Mamathola moved to Ketz and Enable, another adjoining farm.
Zee discussion of B CQotober Meating below.
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g to Metz. The Chief and his councillors deny that they
ever did. A lone voice, rapidly being ejected from their

midst, one T Rakoma, insisted that the Mamathola were
initially Xeen %o move. In all the ‘'‘government' versions,
the eavent that turned the Chief into a ‘rebel', Basner's
arrival, in_mediaz res at Metz on 3 June. For Chief and

Couvncillars, Basner's presence was crucilal: he advised them
that they did not have to go passively to Metz., He allowed
them to articulate thelr own *history as a $trong argument
against NAD's removal strategy. To this argument, he joined
his own |knowledge of rural’ conditiong and governmeant
policy., = '™

¥hen Pasner replaced Balllinger as their advisor, the
Mamathola were better able to do legal battle against the
state. In 19850, their first attorneys had asked Ballinger o
intercede with NAD on their behalf. BRBallinger had ferried
iettars betwaen the two parties for the next seven years.
Yet, his intercessions little deterred WAD's plans to remove
the tribe, first to Mafefe and then, to Fertilis, Verwoerd's
quarrels with the Ballingers roused desulitory parliamentary
and press interest 1in the case. NAD proceded unhindered
despite doubts within the ranks of its Northern Transvaal
personel. Ballinger's cautiously expressed "doots" fell on
the deaf ears of Verwoerd and Eiselen.

The two prior removal sSites generated complex departmental
investigation, correspondence and report. When Mafefe proved
inadeguate, Fertilis wWas substituted, despite cbvious
shortcomings., Neither the tribe's nor Ballinger's protests
changed Verwoerd's mind about Fertilis as guickly as the
cast ©of +the rain Jdid."'*? Within days of this calculation,
Metz was inserted into the inexorable narrative of Ad Hoco
reports and findings attendant on NAD's removal plans.

As a Native Zenator, caught up in Parliamentary procedurs,
Ballinger had less recourse Lo positive action than dJdid
Basner, to whom the relative independence o0f the judicial
systenm was avallable. It is likely that their differing
temperaments and politlical persuasions made them bring
difterent amounts of energy to the case. This point 1=z
difficult to ‘prove', and it is hard to avoid the kind of
historical vantriloguism which allows the labels
'liberalism' and ‘'radicalism' to drown out their actual
positions 1In +this regard, Both men were, 1in the event,
equally unable to halt the rewmovail.

Basner's contribution was to fight NAD's plans to remove
both people and their pasts. He, and to a lesser extent,

Eallinger, actively coliected the narratives of
dispossession, threat and removal which the HMamathola sent
him. in co-gperation with the tribe, he exiracted

meticulously detailed affidavits in which et out the

15.Note the references in affidavits; See WGB, Clippings 1%48-60: 4/6/1937, Ihe
Zrar: A senior headman told The Star that the Mamathola "...had no alternative
but to meve...We do not want to go to Matz, where the area is entirely
undeveloped"”. They also remarked on the chief's ambivalence. The Star, it must
be noted, often repeated government accounte of the removal.

16.S4BE, NTS, ¥A 8/423, 17/9/19%6, CNC, Pietersburg to Sec. of NA,
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Mamathola's account of the rempval. The lawsuit also
produced the equally detailed, but opposing government
account of the case. When Verwoerd declared, six months
later that he saw the hand of Basner in Solomon Letsocalo's
deposition, he was not altogether wrong.

The affidavits are couched in the highly stylised language
of th= courts. Clearly Basner, wvarious Commissioners of
Qaths and the state's lawyers were responsible for rendering
the statements of Chief, Councillors and NAD officials in
this idiom. The resulting documents are solemn, but retain a
sense of character and the urgency of the c¢ase to -both

sides,. One has only to interleave the conflicting
allegations of applicant and respondent to breath a kind of
posthunous reality into these characters. Indeead, 2

playwright might make of +them a courtroom drama. For an
historian, the documents lead into the drama of the case,
and into further documents and 'oral evidence ancilliary to
it,

One <ould begin the narrative at many points; this paper
begins with the turning point meeting between Verwoerd and
the *tribe's repregentativesz at Metz on 5 Goctober 1956, The

removal had  been delayed, Verwoerd said, because the
Mamathola had suddenly changed their minds and refused o
leave their location. *!'77

111

Malisela Letsoalo and the 15 councillors of +the Banareng
Tribe, or Mamathola, received formal notice to attend the
meating. "'’ It seemed to Councillor Manas Maponya that

17,20, 775/1957, p.5Y
15.ME, 271071656, XNc
Rufus and William Let
and Othars.

Mamathola (1364 or 1742 morgen) 15 &cheduled in the 1913 Natives Land
Act., (gL1L3;Q_hLQLQME_QL_th_Hlen_Qi_EA vol.II, 1913-1916, p.312.) In 1941 SANT
took over the location. (Registrar of Deeds, Dept of Fublic Works and Land
Affairs, Central Govt Offices, Fta, "Certificate of Registered Title Ho., 20341",
15 Fov. {(in the year of our Lord) 1941. Also see Report of the Native Affairs
Commizsion, NAC 1948-1952., p.17)

¥J van Varmelo, influential Goverament Ethnologist, surveyed the area in 1244,
Ha used the Lovedu-ised Sepedi wunique to the ¥Mamathola evidence of their
‘ethnic' unity, which Verwoerd saild he wished to maintain. (See 8D, 1958)

He found that the Bapareng had lived in their 'location' since the 18803
(iocations were only set up In 1907, see lst Applicant's Replying Affidavit).
The MAC set the oopulation at Z00-2000 people, (U, of SA, Department of Native Affairs, Ethnelogical
Fubiications No, 10, 1384 NJ van Yarmelo, Govi Ethonsiogist, "The Ba Letswalo or Banarene", p,7.)
Van Warmely supparts the teibe's haraditary ¢lalms to their land, He traced the Banarang batk seven
gensrations, They had moved from the Balaodi area, near Sabie, to the Wolkberg above New Agatha
Forest under their fourth chief, Podile, Volatila Northern Transvaal politics may have brought
togather a variety of etholc identities under the guite recent name, Mamathsla, 'Mamathola' herself
bacame chief in the 18205, She was imprisoned in Pretoria for har -invoivement in- Chief Makwobz's
war 3gainst the Zoars [1894) and released during the British cccupation of Pretoria, 1902, Chief
®zligeia L2bscale w3s her grandson,

g0 the region's ethnic conplexity, see J. 0, Krige "Traditional origins and tribal rslationships of
the Satho of tha Marthern Transvaal' in Zanty Studies 1Y 342-4,

42
tice from Additional NC's OQOffice to Malisela, Solomon,
tsoals, plus Manas Maponya, Phineas Makwela, Thomas Rakoma
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Verwoerd's promisges won the tribe's support: the removal
would not take place until NAD had erected a large tribal
school, churches, post office, and hospital had at Metz.
Each family would recelive a residential and a farming
atlotrent of 1% morgen. The farm would contain & location, a
township for the ‘wealthy!', grazing and arable land.
Verwoerd also promised the tribe 47 morgen of citrus trees
to lurs  them from their preolific trees at Mamathola,
Compenszation itself was not discussed. The Minister's Lrump
card was the postponement of the removal until 30 June 1857,
The promised benefits so pleased the Mamathola that they
azked to @ing the national anthem and "'NMorena bolocka
zetzhaba sa gesu'", < '#?
19.¥GB, BC 347 Co V 2.3.16, 15/10/1956, M. Maponya for Chief Kamahlola and Tribe
to WGE.
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Maponya's account gilves the impression that the tribe
walcomed the new site and conditions of removal. NAD shared
this impression. C.B. Young, Undersecretary for Native
Affairs, came away certain of victory. He told Ballinger
that "some of the tribesmen have requested to translocate
...a5 sSaoon as possible” and that he considered the case
finalised, “%=?

Malisela and Scolomon Letsoalo and the Banareng Tribe, the
Applicants in the Case against the Union Government did not
share Maponya's view of the meeting. The Chief, as First
FTetitioner, 4did not dispute the fact that on 5 October,
Verwoerd had summoned him and councillors to Metz, and set
the move for 30 June 1957, But, said the Chief, NAD had
never asked the tribe's opinion on the new site, even though
they had always opposed the removal. <=%°?

The Chief further denied that negotiations with NAD had ever
been cordial. Rather, NAD had been pressurising the tribe to
move to Mampa since 19350, Then, after 5 October 1958,
raelatively powerful local NAD officials, Davis, Weitz, Young
and Prinsloo had exorted them to go to Metz. He added,
probably upon his attorney's advice, that the Minister was
too afraid of publicity to get an order in terms of Sectilion
5 (1) Fkis of the Native Administration Act of 1227 +to remave
"them legally. *#*

This reference +to the Act wmay have been RBasner's way of
forcing the Minister's bhand. He knew that Verwoerd had no
desire to appeal to both Houses of FParliament, as the Act
required. This request might bring a few pungent skeletons
cut of the NAD closet, Hitherto, arguments about
consarvation, the condition of the FReserve, the payment of
caompensation and the removal of schools, pensicns and post
office, had largely been =onfined to tribe and NAD. If the
case were to be arzued in parliliament, every articulate
¥ative Representative and UP menber might use it to hang the
Govarnment's haphazard attempts at rural apartheid. Wwhether
all parties were aware or not, the Chief was making a
forcing bid, Verwoerd felt compellied o play his hand;
which, however, proved ulitimately stronger than the Chief's.

The way in which NAD dealt with this removal suggests that,
at ths time, Verwoerd and his officials did not actually
know the strength o©of their hand. Deborah Fosel and John
Lazar have found that apartheid's planners were in &

somewhat experimental phase during the 19502. They appeared
to treat cases in an Ad Hoo fashion, rather than applying
the "protocol! of SO grand design. The wavering,

blustering and temporary gap-stopping of  the Mamathola
Femoval 15 a ¢ase in polanb, +=7

3]

0.WGE, BC 347 CB V 2.3.17, 1871071856, CB Young to WGR

<

21, HMB, 1zt ARA, paras. Bb+c,

22. d¥B, ist AR4A, paras. 9,10, & 17.

23, See DB, Posel, Qp Cit p.5, and J. Lazar, “Verwoerd versus the

"Visionarie=s": The South African Bureau of PRacial Affairs <(SABRAY and
Apartheid, 1948-1%61".
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Vaywoerd's own explanations of NAD's sudden preference for
Natz over TFertills were never very consistent. On 12 June,
ne usad the rainfall argument to justify his department's
actions to the Senate. C.EB. Young, perhaps to reassure the
public that Trust money was not being wasted on useless
farms for Africans, added +that *"..we could nake use of

Fertilis. .. for other ftribes in that immediate vicinity". To
highlight the success of the new choice, Verwoerd, quoting
Young, added that the ftribe's acceptance of Metz "... was
greater than w2 have ewver experience 1in connection with
ramovals. . . Like a male choir they sang psalms and hyns {sicl
nf gratitude...it came spontaneously ...on the grounds of
their. own appreciation of the area."*®*>

Three months later, Verwoesrd, in his ‘'guiding father’

persona, stated, more magnanimously that the tribe's pleas
to avoid Fertilis had moved him to give them Metz. His
vaplying affidavit, (endorsed by C.B. Young?, said that he
had met the Tridbe at Metz on 3 October becauvse they bhad
asfed to sSee him,  Young and Verwoerd again saild they
understood the hymn—singing to signify the tribe's
"pleasure™, "7 The seénicr NAD men all shared this opinion.
In =T, Davis, Chief Native Commissionar {CNC),
Tietersburg's, opinion, “...het  hulle met gejuig hulle
Lereldwilligheid te K2une gegee o van Mamathola na Metz te
versigui foreoon The Acting NC, Tzanean, . V. Veilz's,
description glowed still more: on 5 October, he had asked
the chief and councillors 1f they had any further guestions.
They had sald nob. "Alml van diez paturelle daar was bale
bly omdsat hulle na Metz kon gaan, en hul gesigie het
gestraal en @ommige het wvan dankbvaarlbeild gehuil”. 7' The
worwe junior the official, the more zlowing his report. The
mar=  glowing Lhe report, the more the SBenior officials
churussed their approvael of it

Thim Chief denied Lhal he had wever entered & "solemn
undertaking” with the Minister to move Lo Metz. Although NAD
afficials had triedsince 1950 ta compel him to move to Mampa

24, For the ofther removals In the area at this time, see SAIRR: A S
paca Relations: 1954-5, p.128. By 1955,, 2 Dblack spots in the Transvaal, 14 in

the Cape and 1 in Natal had been elimisated; a further 31 were scheduled for
removal. The Tamlinson Report {15532 made thls picture far more serious: 154
"black spots", 70 in Natal, B4 in the Transvaal, 20 in the Cape and 4 in the
OF3. <{see the Zuryey, 1%55-6, pp.157. For other removals and adjustments to

the 1936 Native Trust and Land Act, see : Surye ce t 51
1955-6, p.153-4, summary of Native Trust and Land Amendment Act, No.73 o
1956,

25.HMB, 167971857, 1ist RRA, p. 13, "...in view of the fact that they were not

-

prepared to ccme to the Fertilis group of farms, I hed decided that they need
not go there anymore and that they would be allowed to go to Metz if they were
willing to do so.". Also 17/9/1907, lst RRA, Ax.B: CBY Affid, para.l2 & Ax.
Bl, CBY's Zpeech Hotes, 1057,

23.H¥MB, ist RA, Ax.D, 17/6/1887, 3.J. Davis Affid., until 30/4/1657, CKC,
Pietersburg, (later Undersecretary, NA, Bantu EBducation),.

27.HMB, lst RA, Ax.E, 4/9/1887, P.W. Veitz's Affid., Acting ¥C Tzaneen, 1953-
1956 and Jan to May, 1857. See 1ls%t ARA., para.26 (d), The Chief denies that
any of his subjects wapt.
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(Fartilis), he would not. He denied telling Young, Davis, or
Weitz that he would lead the tribe there "with his kierie.
#He had changed his mind" after learning that the tribe, who
had initially thought they had no choice but to accept Metz,
had ilearnt that they could, legally, refuse to go. Verwoerd,
for NAD, d¢enied that fthey thought there was no alternative.
Tha Chiaef added that the whole tribe, bar +the Rakomas - who
were mnalt resglly of the tribe -~ refused to go, hug the
refusai was a communal one, and not stirred up by agitators
a3 NAD believed. Those who accepted Metz, the Chief said,
ware colluding with the government, © =~

These differing interpretations may have been contingent on
the diffring interests of applicants and respondents. But a
certain amount of 'disinformation' was also abroad. This was
spraad by NAD's man among the Mamathola, Headman Thomas
Rakoma. He gave the court i1mportant information., QOn B
October, the Mamathola 'visitors' to Metz, had found a group
of 'natives' residing on their prospective home, Metz. These
waere Bakoni sgquatters and farm labourers who had been told
on 17 August ta vacate Metz. To WAD's chagrin, they refused
to leave the farm they clalmed was twice-promised {(to them
and the Mamatholad. The Mamathola took the opportunity to
question them about the farms Metz and Strassburg. The
Bakonl advised them to choose the larger, flatfter Metz, c=¥?
The Chief later cited the plight of these sqguatters as
further reason for refusing Metz: the Mamathola had no wish
to dispossess others, while Lthemselves belng dispossessed.

The Chisaf himself endorsed Rakoma's evidence about  the
Bakoni, Wut denied that the Mamathola had made Rakoma their
spokesperson.  All  the applicants denied that, after the
Mivlster's ‘'promises', Rakoma asked and got Malisela and
Solowmon Lebsoalo's agreement to move., Nevertihless, this was
the message that Rakomae faithiully bore to Verwoerd.

Rakouma =hed some light wpon singing. He declared that a
fallow Rakoma, Lutheran Rev. Moses, had risen and told the
trive: "As we have nothing more to say we cannot sinply go.
Let wus rise and sing Nkosi Singelela frike (s3icl”. The
Chief obliged, while a photograph was taken of him, &nd the
tribe 'spontansously' sang, &5 Verwoerd said, "like a male
choeir"™.

Thomas added that, a&at the tribal meeting some days later,
the Mawathola ware so grateful unot to have fto go to Mampa
{Fertilisl, that they had accepted Metz. Rakoma had heard
Colomon Letwdalo himself say often: "1f the Government could
glive us any other places than Mampa we shall be satislied.”

28.4MB, "lst ARA.", para.10 & <Z1. Also Respondent's “Further Replying
Afficdavit", {(FRRA) para.Zl. Anrex. 31/017/027/1958, CBY's Affid. ‘

29 H4B "1st ARA", Ax. €, 1171071957, K F Monyeke's Affid., swore that about 50
families of Bakoni sguatters and farm labourers had lived on ¥etz (his own
oirthplace) "as long a3 I can remember”. Verwoerd had few qualms about
disrupting the Bakoni's etinic cohesion and farming methods. (Affidavit sworn
before N, Mandela, Commissioner of Qaths.
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The implications of revealing that Rev. Rakoma had conducted
the tribe's spontaneity maynot have struck Thomas. The
Rakomas' enemies might, and d4did, call this a consummately
skillied piece of political manipulation. The Chief's
Councillors also noted the Reverend's conducting, but this
was not in 1itself sufficient proof of the Rakomas'
collusion, =297

Yet tha +tribe had its own ways of knowing that the Kakomas
ware with the government. The fact that the Rakomas had been
offered rewards for their sarvices to NAD was bad enough.
EBEut there was a deeper sense of betrayal which the tribe
attributed to the prior category of ethnicity: the «hief
said on oath that the Rakomas were noct of the Banareng
Tribe. Whan the chief heard that some m vhers of the tribe
wara prepared to maove on 3 June, he concliudad:
that the Rakomas, who are not members of the tribe, althcugh
resided in Mamathola Location, had decided to move on 3 June 1957,
as I knew that the Rakomas had been having secret meetings with
the NC, Tzaneen,
The growing conflict had worn itself & deep course for
itselt in the old channel of ethnic fracture. <~

The Rakomas ocollusion and its consequences illustrate the
ways 1n which WAD exploited existing or potential dissent
within +the <community. The Minister's Feplying Affidavit
containing Rakoma's allegations must have rasached Basner on
either 19 or 20 September, The ensuing ex<change of
affidavits, ilargely dealiing with +the Iissues Rakoma had
raisd, caused the trial date, set for 29 August, to be
postponed many times, "™  Basner submitted the First
Applicant's Replying Affidavit on 16 October. In this, the
Chief tiied to explain why the trive had not objected to
etz on 3 Octobver: he rviterated that they had not been asked
cheir opinion of Metz, and thought that they had no choice
but ko accept 1t. He tried to explaing the trive's behaviopur

in terms of the ‘custun’ that it was "impolite and
disrespactiul" to "enter into open dispute with a high
personage such as the Minister"”., No memberof the ftribe, he

averrad, would have expressed satisfaction before taking the
matter to a tribal meeting. (Chief and councillors denied
that the subsegquent tribal meeting had asked Ballinger to
tell Verwoerd they would nobt go to Motz #¥) Thelr reprieve

30.H¥B, ER&., Ax. F, 3/9/19%7, Affid, Sekiki Thomas Rakoma paras. ©-13, trans.
Rev. Hoses RaXoma, 13/9/71957 at Duilwelskloof. "The male cholr" featured in
Verwoerd's quotations from CBY, Senete Speech, 12/6/1e57; "MNampa" <escribes
Fertillis, covered with weeds "a deadly place unfit for human occupation", see
"1st ARA.", paras 9 & 10.

31.HMB, "1ist ARA", para.Ba & e, )

32.5ee HMB., 7/9/100L7, 22/8/1857, 18/11/1957 and 2712/ 1557,

33.¥GE BC C5 V 4.9, PL to VGB, begs for legal advice., HKB, "1st AR Affid",
16/10/1957, para.B, 10, 11, 12, 14, 21, & 26.

The Councilicrs submitted an Affidavit in Qctober 19%7: William Letsosalo,
Jacob Makgokza, Manas Maponya, Rufus Letsoalo, Elia Rapela, John Machabe, Fiet
Maponya and Johannes Modipane all swore that the Tribe had never decided to
leave Metz, and denied all assertions to the contrary.
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from Mampa was the only cause of their jJjubilation, +the
Councllliors saild; they felt no such emotion about Metz., vwer
The fact that this affidavit was taken aftr the Rakomas had
noved to Metz to receive +their promised traing rights
probably made the Chief insist even more firmly that Thomas
Rakoma, not being one of them, would never have been chosen
ta speak for the +tribe, and had never done s, in the
chief's presence. Moreover, +the Minister and not *tha tribe
Had postponed the removal to June. -

After the crucial disagreement: of 5 Ocstover 19%6, both
parties, NAD and the Mamathola proceeded according to their
own 1dea of what had taken place on this day. By early
Nogvembar, the Mamathola had declared they would not move %o
Matz. Instead, they +tried to negotiate their way into
another government remedy for African farming: betterment
scheme 1in their own location. This solution might satisfy
both parties: the =scheme (cheaper than removal)? would stem
the erosion of soil and water resources, while allowing the
tribe to remain in their home. 2ut the government wheels

were already in motion: Forestry Department Officials
arrived on 7 November to say that they were "taking this
Location for afforestaticn". ™" Ballinger,  whoc hadvisited

Mamathola on 6 November, conveyed the Chief's complaints to

Verwoard, © =%
Iv.

Throughout the summer months of 1956/7, the Mamathola lived
under the threat of removal. Location politics became more
pelarised. Phineas Letsoalo's letters, dscribed how tension
permeated daily lifa. From Verwoerd's point of view, tension
inoreased becauge the press “"whipped the matter up". “®%* The
Chief contemplated legal action against the thres Rakomas,
(Rev, M¥oses, teachers Athanasius and Joseph) encouraging the
move

The Chief, wvia FPhineas acoused BF Lizamore, the NC, Tzaneen,
of slipping Moses £300 to lead his tribe to the promisd
Metz. TFor +this, the Rakomas were promised so0le trading
rights in Metz. The outraged Chief wanted to sue the
eontumacious Rakomas for £150, £100 and £1506 each and expel

34, UME, Councillors' Affidavit, paras. 3 & 4. -

35.¥GE, BC 347 C5 V 2.3.24, 8 /11/1956, Chief Mamahlola & Tribe to WGB.

The Trust continued to control 'Bantu' land rights and administer betterment
pclicies within the Bantu Areas. The political upheavals throughout the

Transvaal and OFS 1n tne 1940b and 1950:, 1na1uated the African reception of
bettermant, See  the ] 9 . p.70, 74, 187. J. Yawitch
;gsﬂ:ment The myth of HQmeland Ag:lgultun. (Johannesburg: SAIRR, 1981

P, 9-26, points out that the periods before and after the 1951 Bantu

Authorities Act should be considered distinct. This Act tightened the
betterment provisions (Froclamations 31 of 1939 and 116 of 1949) and sought to
co-opt chiefs into NA administration of agricultural improvement.

36.¥GE, BC 347 €5 V 2.3.14, 12711/, (October crossed cut), WGB to Chief;

VGE, BC 347 C5 V 2.3.13, 12 (misdated October)/11/195%6, WGB to Verwoerd.He did
not protest; he merely summarized the Chief's letter, so that the Minister
could not accuse him of stirring. (39) Also, HEB, "ist ARA“, Ax. B.

37.%52, Clippings, 1948-60, 13/1/1%57, RDM.
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them from Mamathola. Next, Joseph Rakoma, using an QOHMS ™
envelopa, wrote +threateningly to Solomon Letsoalo from the
¥C's very office. Joseph, who, phineas alleged, "had bheen
told to hypnotize the chief" to move, “"had heard" (from the
NC» that the tribe would be moved by force on 30 June. He
added, ingenuously, that Metz looked good "on the map" to
him and ©berated the Letsoalos for thinking “that Mr.
Balliinger is your government".

Thomas Rakoma, accused of daily contact with Lizamore, found
the tribe turning on him, one day, at the Ihohla 1t did not
surprize the tribe that he called aon his 'protectors’', the
NCs to defend him, ©#=»

Shortly after that, on 26 March, the CNC, Northern Areas,
2.7, Davis, entered the location with a 12 'European'
constables and 1 ‘non—European' constable, armad with
revolvers. Davis cffered compensation for trees and houses,
to be paid on the tribe's arrival at Metz. His real purpose,
like the abandonning of Fertilis, was to cut the costs of
the removal for NAD. This rverse shook the tribe. NAD might
build them no houses at Metz, but without compensation, they
would have no noney to build their own shelters from the
wintry weather. As a final ®blow, the (CNC wished to spend the
tribe's banked savings on a truck to transport them to Metsz.
In short, NAD expected the Mamathola to pay for their own
ramoval, and uJltimete destruction as a ocommunity. At a
further meeting on 2 April, the tribe refused responsibility
for their own transport; they would go only in state
vehlicles, "*™” Howevr, by 1 May, Ths Star trumpetd that half
the tribe (200 fanmilies) would move to Metz, with a £4 HWAD
travel allowance, (41) The Star, heavily reliant on
government information, was getting a little ahead of the
facts.

To go back to the 9 April meeting: the tribe understood
Davis' +threats to reverse *the Minister's promises of 5
Getaber. The armed offensive made the Mamathola realise that
the yemoval would ruin +*hem. Increasingly aware of their

powerlessness, they <clung to the issue of compensation, so
srucial to tueir survival. They stood to louse 30,000 fruit-
bearing traees: orange, banana, neartjie, pawpaw, peach,

guava, avocado, mango, lemon, grenadilla and mulberry. VWhile
tha tribe valu=2d Llheir trees at £3 each, NAD was offeriug

them 10/7-. Their taotal fiuancial loss might be £75,000. (423
40, HN¥R, Pet.Ax., El, "Notule van Vargadering gehou in MNamathola Lokasie,

9/4/1957", where the FC stated {that 2ll who travelled on the proposed tribal
iorry to Metz would have their £4 transport compensation pald into the tribe's
ansount,

41.%GE, Clippings 1248-60, 1/5/1957, & St "Half a Native Tribe to make
mass move”.

42.WGE, BC347 C5 V.4.9, 26/3/1957 "A Report of the Meeting in Mamahlola's
Location with the CNC for Worthern Areas"; 4.10,26/3/1957, WGE to PL, advised
them to "stand out firmly" and call NAD's bluff; 4.12, 28/3/19%7, WGE advised
them not %o begin Iegal procesdings uulesds Lhey could get a very experienced
and sympathetic lawyer. ¥GB, Clippings 1948-60, 1/4/19957, Golden City FPost.
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Compensation and conservatlion were related issues: while NAD
could argue that remaval was necessary to restore the eroded
301l and ponges of the location, it could not promise to
reconstitute the tribe on land equal to that of Mamathola.
Even though NAD put out that M¥Metz had 5,000 morgen of

"first-class farming land"“**”, a local farmer, wrote to The
Star to pronounce Metz, which he knew well, "dry, not and
scrubby, intersected with sandy water-courses wilith only

patches of arable and irrigable land and all but
undevaloped”. (440 Phineas wrote at once to Ballinger to deny
¥AD'3s ¢lains, affirm the letter, and inform him that the
tribe had engaged a lawyer to deal with the compensation
issue. The "Famous Lawyer", Basner entered the fray on 2l
May 1957.

But before he could act, Young moved 1in. On 20 May, he
announced, at Mamathola, that the removal had been brought
forward to 3 June, whether reaping were coumpleted or noth.
All me=alies and livestock would remain behind and
compensation for trees was ocut to 3 or 4/-. On hearing this,
Ballinger urgently requested clarification from Eiseien. He
+hen cabled Phineas at Kensington Golf Club, to say "Have
done all possible but not very hopeful". Eiselen simply
referred the matter to his Pretoria office; no reply emerged
until well after the lorries had arrived to bear the tribe
Lo Metz, “*%? The Senator had every reason to depair.

The removal bDegan at %9 am on 3 June. NAD, with police
support, entered the location, while reporters watched from
aircraft., The tribe were told they must accept compensaticn
and begin moving., Some people, who later claimed ignorance
of thelpr rights, did accept compensation. As the Chief was
apout to accept hilis £24 compensation, the women of the tribe

tried to stop him. Violence was narrowly avoided. he NAD
men in <harges, NWC, Tzaneen, B.F., Lizamore, with H.F. PBosman
and P.J. de EBesr (CNC and Assistant NC, Northern Areas),

feared for thsir lives:
Ons blankes was bheeltmaal omsingel en die cophitsende krete van die
vrovuens het dle mans aangespoer om 'n  astrante houding te
neenmn. L =]

There was nothing 'rovtine' in the way the removal proceded.

The Mamathola refused to move . This, declared VWeitz
contravened the Chief's undertaking (20 May?» to lead the
tribe to Matz "with nhis kieries", the sign cf his

avthority. (472

43.WGH, Clippings 1948-50, 1/5/19%7, The Star "Half a WNative Tribe to make
mass mave"; ¥GB, BC 347 G5 V 4.24, 21/5/1957, PL to WGB '
44, WGR, Clippings, 1948-60, 12/5/1%97, The Star, Letter from Farmer, The Downs
(ar. Metz), to Edivor. ¥GB, BC 347 C% V 4.24, 21/5/1957, FL to VGE.
Politicians and press took up this farmer's criticism of Metz., See MGB
Ciippings, 3/6/1957 Cape Times “Leader”

45, UGB, BC 347 €5 V 4.30, 27/5/1957, PL to WGE; 4,31, 29/5/19%7, VWGB to
Eiselen; 4.32, 29/5/1957, WGB to PL; 4.33, 1/6/1957, WMME toc VGE.

46, H¥R, Pet., Ax. J, Affid. 3/9/1957, B.F. Lizamore, NC Tzaneen.

4G, UM, Fet. Ax E, 4/5/1957, P. ¥, Weitz's Affid, para. &
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tribe feared that the Chief, infirm of body and purpose
might unwittingly capitulate to the government, and tried to
rescu@ himbodily. The government, fearing he would not
capitulate, sent Young to the scene at 3.30 pm next day. He
found an “aggregation of...150-200 natives...a large number
0of whom were women...whose attitude was one of sullen
rasentfulness”, gathered around the Chief's Kraal. The Chief
was "in cunsultation with his attorney (M. Basner) outside
the Location." Young asked Basner what hils business was.
asner raplied it was to advise his clients of their lagal
1ght: Fot to be cowed by the confident lawyer, Young added
sternly: "I then dismissed him and he left".

U“"rljc'r.“

»—-!

he Chief, whose willingness to take compensation Young read
am willingness to move, then "changed his mind". His
fol;owers returned his Dbelongings to hiz kraal. Young
oncluded that the Chief had "changed his mind after having
consulted Mr., Basner", His attitude on 4 June was "a
complete yolte face and breach aof agreement". The Chief said
shamefacedly, Young reported, +that he regretted Young's
"digappointment. I am willing to move to Metz; but I am
afraid of elements of my Tribe if I remove, they will murder
me. I am also afraid of the splitting up of the tribe. ™
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The +tribe feared that the Chief, infirm of body .and purpose,
might unwittingly capitulate to the government, and tried +o

rescue  him bodily. The government, fearing he would not
capitulate, =ent Young to the scene at 3.30 pm next day. He
found an "aggregation of...150-200 natives...a large number of
whom waere women. . . whose attitude was one of sullen

resentfulness", gathered around the Chief's kraal. The Chief was
"in consultation with his attorney (Mr. Basner) outside the
Location.,”" Young asked Basner what his business was. Basner
replied it was to advise his clients of their legal rights. Not
toc be cowed by the confident 1awyer. Toung added sternly: "I
then dismissed him and he left".

The Chief, whose willingness to take compensation Young read as
willingness to move, then "“changed his mind", His followers
returned his belongings to his kraal. Young concluded that the
Chief had "“changed his mind after having consulted KMr. Basner". .
His attitude on 4 June was "a complete yolte face and breach of
agreemant”™. The Chief said shamefacedly, Young reported, that he
regretted Young's “"disappointment., I am willing to move to Metz;
but I am afraid of elements of my Tribe if I remove, they will
murder me. [ am also afrald of the splitting up of the tribe.”

The Chief's firmness after the ‘incident’ may be read in two
ways: as regained purpose, or <ontinuing firmmness. If Young's
version was true, then, perhaps the Chief did repent of his

wavering, when the women accosted him. If the Chief's own
version was *%true, then his refusal of NAD's protection during
the removal bear out hils conztant opposition to the removal. He

also refused to meet Young two days later Desperate, and feeling
the key-man slipping tThrough their fingers, Young reported
parsonally to Verwoerd in Cape Town. Thus fortified, he called
the tribe to a meeting on 0 June, “ o

This time, he ftried especially hard to justify WAD's purpose to

the Mamathola. He began, as the official rationalisation so

often did, with the necessity of saving land and water. In NAD

discourse natural resources always sSeeped to come before human,
This ares must be preserved for afforestation purpases and for the
conservaticn of the water resources. No goverament likes moving
people with all the attendant disorganisation. The inconvenience,
the traubla and unhappiness and the axpense which is invalved.

Young':3 speech contained the main ingredients of NAD's
'official' responze to what they saw to be the tribe's change of
mind., Desp 1tp their & priori decision to remove the tribe no
matter what, NAD had a need to Justify its actions publicly.
They presented the case as a series of ‘'fair' and 'free'
negobtiations ian which each =side ‘*undertook' to meet certain
conditiaons. But FNAD's prior conveptions of the native mind and
chiaefly govarnment plus its desperate need to appesar 'falr',
clouded  its  wvision., Upon these 'blind spots' NAD officials
fashionad these  negotiations into a narrative sequence of
agreement and deceipt. In their version of the story amenable
WAL officials generously agresd to settlements, which the
perfidiouws Mamatholas repeatedly subverted.

42, H¥B, Pet. Ax B, 17/%/1937, C.B. Young's Affid, paras. 17-1%.
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The offlcials giving evidence for NAD retrospectively made each
gvent a sSymbolic 'stage' in the pragress of this narrative., For
example, The allegedly Joyous 'hymns' on 5 Ocltober, had ssaled
the tribe's formal commitment to move in June. Young backed the
'some people' who had asked the NC's permission to move earlier
as unimpeachably represantative of the tribe's wishes., In this
way, NAD could dispell its draconian reputation and advertize th
removal as a 'sensitive' response to the popular will,

Within this sequence, NAD cast itself in the persona of sorely-
tried parmnt reasoning with indecisive child. This imagery, the
vaty =oaffolding of KA Reports and the Tomlinson Commission,
indicates +the way 1n which FA officials imagined their
relaticenship to the 'Bantu’'. Under the NP, NAD increasingly
abandonned the alternately strict and indulgent paternalism of
the UFP trusteeship, which had spoiled the Natives rotten.
Instead, 1t advocated stern discipline, which Natives as
children always undertand better and is better for them.

For a while, NAD played the patient parent; when the Mamathola
sought a way round the parental dictum and requested a
betterment scheme in their location, Young reminded the wayward
children that: }
“"You yourselves rejected such a proposal .. .because you could not
iive in such a small area, on vegetable production, and that there
was not enough roem for your expanding people'"
Thae ohildren's desires must be proved wrong where they clashed
with the wparents' interests: "It 1s not in your interests to

lJive in a cramped place." When children would not heed thelir own
bast interests, parents must invoke the 'rules'. A betterment
scheme cn the tribe's own terms was in any case "... contrary to
policy. .. people in Mative Reserves must live in properly

planned economi<c holdings [in order to farm properly; others can
live in planned viliages].

Whaen the stubborn children resisted all reason, the parents
iavoked unscessity: the place npeeded conserving. When the
children gave ‘necesslty' no guarter the parents dropped all
pretence of reason, and reverted to discipline:
In any case the Government has already decided that the tribe should
mdve to Metz and you have agreed to this. 1 accordingly rejectiedl]
the request in the letter.
It is the baslc tenet of patriarchal discourse that the father's
word be final.

With discipline 1ts watchword, NAD had the upper Lhand, and the
master code. The tribve had to grops 1its way through the mire of
unexplained procedure. Thair questions showed their anger and
confusion, Must they pay Trust rents plus ordinary local and
seneral tsax, whan they moved to the trust farmz? Young =aid not.
This would make their tenure at Metz identical to Mamathola.
They could even call Metz "new Mamatholas"., Why must they go on
the earlier date? They would have to move earlier because the
move would take so long. What would becomse of ftheir ancestors's
graves? asked James MNodibane. Two famtlies would remain behind’
to tend them, said Young., Teacher Juda Letsoalo warned that “You
wlll have to use force if you want us to go". Young did not
raspond then, but Juda received his answer: dismissal from the
Banareng School, ia due course. "My heart is sore. I do naot want
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to move", said EBenjamin Letsoalo.: Young did not bother to
respond. "On what basis is compensation paid? demanded Jan
Mangeni., "=

2f these questions that had long perturbed the tribe, this was
the most ilmportant. Nons of the tribe knew how amounts had been
saloulatad, or how the value of their property and improvements
had bheen assessed. They knew that poor compensation and removal
to inadeguate iand, would undermine their moderate way of life.
v“Some of us have lived here 15 years without working for whites
and =arned a good living", reported John Matshape. The way in
mhl,h NAD had rewarded the Rakomas told the tribe that political

allegiance and not land value was at +the bottm of the
compensation riddle. The Rakomas had been well rewarded with
land and trading rights at Metz.

But they were powarless to stop NAD undervaluing their farms.
Saul Maepa had been a2 member of the Mamathola delegation to
protest to NAD their removal to Fertilis in 195G, rejected his
amount of compensation. £300 compensation was too little., He
aid "ek sal £2000 aanneem en dan geen moeiliikheid maak nie®.
Thae tribe alsc knew that the promise of payment at Metz only was
part carrot and part stick, to compel them to go. Juda Madabyane
inslsted that he be paild before removal and that Government
lorries Le used. 97

Aftelr allowing these guestions, Young clawmwped down. Only one
family had gone ta Mete by 20 June., PBecausgse Lhe rest had
remaiued, the governmeul would prohlbit thelr ploughing, close
Their achouis aid post office, withold thelr pensions and depose
thplr cthf. These final thresalts were Intended to make alil
WAVE T =z the walue of going Lo Metz., Those who wantsd Lo
move thhuut the Chief could do so, said Young.

Solomon Letsoalo understood Lhese threats and the discourse of
the negotiations:

Ve ere the children of the Government. We Ynow that theGovernment
can force us to move but some of us will go elsewhere. Why can not
we Da aliowed Lo stay at Mamathola and prociaim it a Betterment
Ares. . . 7 o
All Young's reascuws had not convinced Solomon; yet he knew that
hia pecile were as impotent a5 children to resist  the
Government':s words and weapons. (51

V.

Splomon also saw that compensation was tied to the gquestion of
land values. The value of the land was hotly contested. NAD and
the ftribe assessed Lhe Mamathola's use of the land and
coubtribubion to fermiug differently. XNAD, taught by the Native
Affairs and Tomlinson Commissions, found the soil erosion so
advanced a= Lo demand the community's removal. The tribe
acknowliedged that many seasons 0f plcughing on the mountainside

(SIS ]

= O G

CHMEB, Fetitlon, Ax Bl, 17/8/195%7, CB Young's Speech, p.1-3
CHIMB, ER4, Ax. Fl, "Hotule van Vergadering gehou in Mamathola Lokasie 9/4/1957,
CHMB, ERA, Ax. B2, Minutes of the Tzaneen Meeting, 20/G/57.
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might have worsened the erosion, but denied that they menaced
the Letsltele's headwaters and sponges. (BZ) NAD concluded that
the tribe were poor farmers and needed to be taught TbTetter
methods elsewhere. P.S. Toerilen, Chief NAD Agricultural Officer
in Pietersburyg and member of NAD's Ad Hoo Committees for
investigating Metz, TFertilis and Mafefe, affirmed that the
lgcatlion was:

... haie verwesr en In '‘n bale swak toestand van 'n landboukundige

oogpunt beskou. Die stam is bale onproduktief en wend primitiewe

metodes van boerdery aan.
Mor=over, the amount of land was insufficient and uneconamic.

Tosrien's house to house survey of improvements to the land
became the 'authority' for reckoning compensation. The trees and
improvements, he sSaid, had no wvalue at ail. Nevertheless, the
Minister recommended that all the Natives receive conpensation
higher than the market value of their trees. Many payments were,
he =aid, ex gratia. =%’ Yet the tribe attached great wvalue to
their land., Solomon Letsoalo protested that he did not know how
Toerien had undervalued the trees so grossly; he himself was
given a mere £422.11.4, for trees worth at least £2000.00 and a

house and shed worth £150.00. Furicus over their paltry
compensation, the +tribe +trieg, via RBasner, to repay these
arbitrary assessments of their land., Lizamore would not accept
Solomon's £422.11.4, as, he claimed to have paid Eolomon

£422.11.67 <B4)

Whlle the official view of ‘'Native farming' in Mamathola took
shape, confidentially, in Toerien's reports <and 1in secret
Dapartment of Lands surveys’), i1in public Verwperd +tried +to
belittle +*the HMamathola farmers., His 12 June 1997 peroration
became a court document.
.. wharever there is a little fountain, little pieces of land are
laid out...wherever they can plough a little piece of land, they
piough...{thare arel deep furrows next to the whole of the slope.
Repetition of 'little’ stiresses Llhe tribe's hopeless attempts to
farm; repetition of 'plough'® sugeests their obstionste devotion
toe vackward farming methods. Verwoerd bthe 'father' also had to
vring home the folly of their ways: if the land were “bhettered",
a3 the tribe had requested, they would unot be able to plougl at
all, RBiind stubbornness made them <ling to their hillside of
1800 murgen (GO0 of them culitivated), when Le was offering them
5350 at Metz. The Senate heard Lim offer the Mamathola housing,
lLarger grazing lands, and numercus benefits besides:
.. .2ach one receives an economic unit...because we never give land
out in such a case upcn which a family cannot 1live fully...such
people do noet need to go to Johannesburg or Fretoria ...to
supplement thelr earnings.

The rosy future Verwosrd was sketching may have led him to
ignore the pitfalls of his plans: By the earlier removal date, 3
June, housiny had not yat been suppliad at Metz; the 183 morgen

52.HMZ, 13t ARA, 10/10/1937, para.4;

53.HME, RRA, Ax. H, P.3, Toeriemn's Affid., para.Zz.

54, HME, 1st ARA., 4x. E, Oct, 1927, Solomon Letsoale's Affid., para. §. The cheques
are in HHB '
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fraction of the 5360, and hardly sufficient for all 400
Mamathola families. The land suitable for double-harvests would
anable families to live on smaller -plots. He later alluded
mysteriously to a total 328 morgen under praper irrigation from
well-constructed canals, and to show his generosity, promised to
lay down 40 morgen undar citrus. :

More sinister still, he 4id not add in public that he intended
to resettle only 189 families as farmers. The "non-boere", the
lazy " three-guarters", could live in the rural village
{uitimately build by themselves) and labour on the nearby Native
Trust Schemes. He indicated that he wished to set up and control
a class of African commercial c<itrus producers for the Bantu
Markets "that are coming 1into being everywhere". Metz would be
but one of 60 villages in the region farming to this end. The
unspokan obverse of this plan would be the conversion of "“non-
farm=" Iinto wage labourers for the governnment farms., Edward
Letzoalo recalls that, after the rmoval to Metz, even the Chief
(a "big man"’, laboured for 12/- a week on the govwrnment
orchard at Ztrassburg. (55) Like a father enjeining an adoleszcent
son to 'be a man', he added:
The Government dozs not believes [5ic) that tribes should be
pandarad to by means of a continual spoonfeeding by the European
tax-payer and I would like them %o learn to stand on their own two
feat, (562

In +this Senate speach, Verwoerd -avoided the question of
segregated markets - perhaps fearing the political heat 1t might
gpnﬁfate Yet, NAC Reports as far back as 1943 reveal that white
farmers' resentment of black competition in addition to NAD's
apparant concern for conservation and African farming lay behind
tha removal. :

RAD's approach To the Banareng farmers was ambiguous. On the one
hand, YAC credited them with successful farming; on the other
NAD Bblamed them for thre2atening suil and water sources and, most
dang=srously, neighbouring white farmers, Although this threat

was  much denied din  parliament, Naturellsake (NT3 files
('wonfidential') testify to the strong competition that the
Eanareng, leading mambers of +the Letaba Bantu Farmers' Co-

oparative (LBFC: offered %o their struggling white conmpetitors
in the Lataba District Farmers' Union.

The 1943 WAC inguired into the "Problems and Complaints of the
“u:upean Popuiation - especially tlhe Farming Community - of the
Letaba District... - in regard %o +the Natives 1n +the sald
rea” . (372 This inquiry also noted the district's increasing
attractivensss, =ince Dr Anecke had cleared it of malaria. Frior
to medical ocounguest, both the district's fertile and drought-
t ken purt; s, uad been “unsuiltable for European habitation
healtony for Vativas.,®
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Interview with Bdward Letsoalo and Chief William Letsoslo, 1471271987,
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. o .

1945 _to 33 Dacemlar 1952, p.o 12

.

under summer irrigation and 120 under summer and winter, were a "~




-

_.21»-

Having won the war agaluast malaria, the white farmers caommenced
anpther campaign: <capturing the citrus, tropical Zfruilts aad
winter vegetable markets, to provide "suppliss for the nation's
larder"., "Hation" here 1s reserved for whites only. Tha farmers,
grouped into the LDFU hoped to establish separate markats lor
whitas and natives; native agriculture should in their view,
Tesd only nabives, (98

Conflict lLemiween white and African farmys bhad avisen over
competition for resources and markets., After the conquest of
dimease, a great Influx of would-be commercial farme:ss (white
and btlack) into the area, produced land hunger, over-farming,
over—xrazing and over-stocking. Erosion of =seil and water
resources followed, African farming communities, who had, like
tha Mamathola, 1initally settled on mountain slopes to avoid
malaria, were now often blamed for spoiling, at sourcs, the
rivers flowing from those mountains. “Many places which were
formerly the sources of splendid watérstreams have been S0
destroyed that they appear as raw wounds on the face of this
majestic landscape", pbserved the NA Commissioners. "These
placas are crying out to the very heavens"., (59

In doing battle against these formidabvle official documents,
Basner had noted that the 1937 NAC did not single out Mamathola
as a worse case than all the other Wative Locations, Solomon
Latsoalio was very suspicious of ail Commissioners who, like
Toml inson, condemnad his location without having set foot in it:
"cronditions have ochanged entirely [since ©he 1837 and 1948
NACsI", because of the Iintroduction of ciltrus farming iuto the
formerly malaria-ridden area. He added that allegations of the
location's water sgource erdgsion and inadequate size "can be
proved untrue in any Court of law or before any STelect Committes
or Commission of Encoulry." The Chief supported this view, adding
that if erosion were an issue, the Mamathola oould happily
survive on citrus production without ever ploughing or keeping
cattle again., Both Letsoalos insisted that their location was
neither on the Letsitele's headwaters nor eroding i1ts sponges.
They cited another locatlon in the district which had survived
as they proposed to do. (80)

Vhile any threai to the supply 0 wabter must perturb a farmer,
the racial profile of this wouflict, not to mention the state's
SupLLrt of white agriculture, locked the discourse uf
'conservation' into the prevalling discourse of apartheid. (61

At Lhis stage, the 'state’ thraough its arm, FAD, found itself
cavght betwesen the demands of the white farming electorate, and

Lhe broader problem which African agriculture posed.  The
attitudes of white farmers and officials during the Mamathola
case diverged: White farmers c<hannelled their anger against

African conmpetition into attacking the alleged deszstruction of
water souroces by the very Alricans who were outfarming them.

o7, HAC, 1948-52, p.13.

53, H0EB, File i; €D Letsoalo, Ibid, pp-3-5. HME “lst Applicant's Replying
Affidavit™, para. 4.

39, William Beinart, "Soil Erosion, Conservationlsm and Ideas about Developnent: a
Southern African Exploration, 1900-1860", JZAS, 11, 1: Oct, 1984, is an initial
apprcach to the discourse of conservaticn in relation to the political economy of
South Africa,
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Simultaneously, aofficial discourse, in the mouths of Lthe-.
Commissioners, began to detail, with missionary fervour the need
for a "“strong policy of action and salvation" in regard to
African farming. (62> The Tomlingon Commission even struck a
humanitarian nota "...we are dealing here with ail facets of
human life 1n so far as they concern an important population
group and the areas they inhabit." (63> This did not stop the
Commissioners from endorsing earlier calls for the Mamatholas'
removal.

Tha evidence suggests that the rival Letaba Bantu Farmsrs' Union
was producing enough to threaten the LILFU. Three million bags of
fruit were produced on four locations, three trust farms and two
tribally oOwned farms. (64) .Production figures for Mamathola
its2lf are relatively high. Solomon Letscalo noted that the 400
Mamathola families each living on 5 morgen produced "oranges,

avacadoes [(sic)l, mangoes, lemons, grenadillas, naartjies and
paw-paws". Chief Malisela added that "Mamathola 15 among the
most valuable stretches of land for citrus cultivation in
Tzanean". Samuel and Mary Makwela, former residents of

Mamathola, now living in Lephephane, on nelghbouring Craighead
Farm, both recall abundant annual crops. Edward Letsoalo, now
living dessicated at Metz, resorted, like his father, Solomon,
tao Biblical imagery: "Mamathola was a Second Canana”. (€5)

Even bYefare citrus had become the focus of competition, the
LBFC's farming and marketing had offended the white farmers. In
1948, the LDFU had protested to the NAC and WAD about the LBFC's
tirraesponsiblet - overproduction of tomatoes. Kot ounly was ‘'the

Native hardly worth naming as a consumer of tomatoes', but the
1400 boxes 'he' produced a day were lowering the fruit's market
price. 'He' should be taught to farm with a sense of racial

rasponsiblity: to produce to "feed himself and hiz race",

Moreover, white farmers were deeply suspicious of the activites
osf the SANT. The Trust's aid to the LEBFC only boistered the
"vitiating influence of +the profit motive" in *the ¥ative "at

Lhiiz unripe stage". Presumably, the 'npative's' profit motive
would be acceptable when the white farmers considered 'him'
ready o be plcoked for labour on their lands,

Althoush farm lsbour was inportant to these farmers, their pleas
were directed towards segregation in agricultural markets. They
baeggaed fov  separate  'EBuropean' and ‘non~Burapean'  markets,
chiesfly to keep the latter from competing with white farmers,
but not necessarily to ruls out the reverse. Indeed, farmers

62,
B33
8L,
55,

YRR RN

the

NAC, 1948-50, p.13.

Towlinsan, p- 1885,

JAD Report, 195C/1, p.39.

To Sniomon Letsoalo,$ morgen seamad an unusual amount of land for a 'Fativa' in
Lataba area. See D Letsoalo "Valoth's Vineyard", p.2. The Tomlinson Report,

howaver, gives very different averages for land per 'Bantu femily': 36 morgen in
1900 in the Cape and Transvaal; 27 morgen in Fatal and ORC. By 1852, the
respective figures were 28, 30, 22 and 27. Mamathola appeared to be drastically

bel

ow ths average figure for the Transvaal, and yet to be doing very well:

million bags of fruit were produced by the LBFC in 1950/1 (NAD Report, 19350/1,
p.23); HMB, "1s5t Applicant's Replying Affidavit®, 16/10/1937, para.®.
Interview with S. and K. ¥akwela, Lephephane, December 1987,
Tntervisw with E. Latsoalo and Chief Leispalo, December 1987.
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wished to wrest the marketing of tomatoes in Johannesburg, .
Pretoria and Cape Town from 'Natilive' doninance. Their motive was

"petter markets™, and not the "financial gain" of which they

accused their black competitors. That they too wished for links

with the Trust suggests some envy of the LBFC's  state

support. (66) This envy was undrstandable, Throughout the 1950s,

SANT had been payving vast sums for Transvaal land destined for

African farming: ~from £159,298 in 1950 to £1,218, 04¢€ in

19587, {67) '

=

By 1958, the Letaba District. Farmer Union were openly calling
for the Mamsthola's Removal. They demanded to know why the
remaval to Fertills was being repeatedly delayed. The official
raply was & terse: "administratiewe probleme™. At this time, the
then Agricultural ©Officer Toarien had Dba2en. the wvoice of
modaration in NAD, As a menmber o©f the Ad Hoc Committee on
Fertilis, he thought a forced removal to this inferior farm with
its proposed W morgen plots and lack of schools, villages and
churches "“"would only cause "vardere moeilikhede". Yet, these
problems did not stop him proposing small plots for families who
qualified =as farmers, and herding them and those who did not
into residential areas. This 'selection’ would make it possible
"om die non-boere uit te skakel", Toerien knew tLhat, however
controversial, weeding out smalier from larger farmers was NAD's
only remedy for overstocking, erosion of land and water, and the
streamlining of native agriculture. (63)

Yet both the tribe and NAD knew that the removal struggle was
not about farming alone. NAD itzeli had tied three ancilliary
social isszsues into the struggle to lever the tribe out of their

- location. Where direct persuasion did not suifice, NAD's
manipulation of basic services: Post office, school, and

pensions eventually brokey the tribe's resistance. From June
1957, WNAD closed the post office at Mamathola; all letters were
diverted to Metz. Fensions were pald at Metz., The two schools,
Banareng and Mavileke were removed, without tThe consent of the
Mamathnla representatives on the controlling body, the Letaba
School Board.

The evidence makes the school's removal appear crucial to NAD
plans draw the =ting of the rural African intelligentsia's
‘agitation'. State's nominees, ied ©hy the Chalirman Hudson

Ntsanwisi, whose star in Native Affairs was in the ascendant,

65, Temiinson, p-121, notes a great increase in the production of the LBCF: 1948-
1980 income was £9,218% and rose to 421,628 in 1951-2. The Report remarks on the
industry of this co-operative in acquiring “a tractor, a iorry and other lighter
equipment”. Both Samuel Makwela and Edward Letsoalo consider that threatened white
farmers' complaints to government about the Mamathola's prosperity brought about
the removal. Bee interwviews listed at noteT,
67.NAD Report, 1950, p.23, and 1854-7, p.47,
CR.ZABS 106217, NTS, 8/423 (25), 6/8/1956, L A Pepler for the Secretary of Native
Affairs to Brig., J P P Coetzees, Voorsitter DNaturellesake Komitee, Letaba
Distriksbhoereuvnie. BABE 10217, #HTS, 57423 (25), 28 May 1996, T S Teoerien to the
Thief Wative Comnmissioner Pletersburg., It is not clear whether ae had the welfare
of the Mamatholza at beart, or hic own and his Department’s reputation:

Waar die werskuiwing dewr ons geforsear word, moet versigbigheid aan fie dag gels

ward sodat daar nia later met 'n vinger na ons gewys kan word nie
See SABE 10217, KTS, HNa 8/423 (&%), 10/8/19%53, Toerien, Chief Educational
Dfficer, Pletershurg to Chief ¥C, Pietarshurg. ‘
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ef fected the school's removal by ignoring the tribe's recognised
revresentatives on the school-board. The removal Banareng School
teachers, like T. HNatsete and Juda Letsoalo, accused of spread
propagzting resistance to the government, seem tohave been part
af this plan. They were dismissed from their posts in terms of
tha PEBantu Education Act Amended, 1855, which held that any
tacher propagating view "detrimntal tothphysical mental or moral
welfar of thepupils ...attending [a Bantu or HNative schooll
zhould be fined £50 or imprisoned for 6 months". (69)

Juda Letsoalo was apparently black-listed by BED. Although he
tried throughout 1958 tn get a post all over the Transvaal, no
other s<chool-board would accept him. (70) The "weeding out" of
problematic teachers seems almost as important as weeding out
inefficient farmers. It will reguire much more research to show
how both sorts of culling cams to play important parts in taming
the countryside.

The Banareng would not be tamed or moved. On 22 August, they
ware served with a Government Order driving them out of the
Saecond Canaan. The order stated that as they had, on 5 October
1956, 9 April, 20 and 22 May 1957, undertaken to vacate
Mamathaola for Metz by 30 June and had failed to do so, they had
forfeited the right to occupy Mamathole from 1 August. They
would therefore be ejected from the location., The sender, the
WC, Tzaneen, hoped that they would go quietly "and not force the
Government Lo resort to the legal action indicated above™. (71>

NAD also tried, but were unable, to effect the removal in terms
of Proclamation No.230/1957, an amalgam of Sections 25 of the
¥Native Administrative Act (1927) and Section 31 of the Native
Trust and Land Act (1936>. The Chief and the +ribe insisted that
only Section 5 (1) Dbis of +the 1927 Act could terminate their
right to 1live at HMamathola. Verwocerd then relinquished the
" Proclamation and resorted to sjectment under thiszm statute, (720
Had the case come to +rial, *the court of law would have had to
examine this clause very caretfully:
The Governor-General may whenever he deems it expedient in the
ganeral punlic interest, order the removal of any tribe or portion
thereof or any Fative from any place to any other place within the
Union upon such conditions as e may determine: Provided that in the
case 9of a tribe objecting to such removal no such order shall be
Zziven unless a resolution approving of the removal has been adopted
by both Houses of Parliament. . - _ .
Farllamentary ratification was this clause's Achilles' heel, as
it included the principle of audl alteram partem which
nracedents avising from the 156 Bantu Administration Act
Amendment removed. The amendment lodged the power to decide upon
the grounds of removal with the Minister of Bantu Administration
and Development. His and +the Governor General's decision
dependad on %the latter's 'good faith', &and not necessarily on
the accuracy of the information hs acted on. Hor did the courts

nar "The Black Price of South African Gold", p.207,.

62, H. M. Basna
70.HMB, File oan Juda Letsoala. See also HME, RRA, Ax.0, 4/8/19%7, Hudson
Ntzanwisi's Affid. Some idea of the restructuring of Black education can be

gleanad from questons in the Houseof Assembly. See HAD, 20/1/1956; 7/5/185%7.
T1.H¥E, ist ARA, Ax X, 22/8/1957, To the Banareng Tribe Coccupying Muckle Glen.
72, dMB, 1=t ARA, 16/10/1857, para.l13, and RFRA, 17/4/1057, Ad. para.2z.
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consider 1t politic to pass -judgement on an order of tfthe
Governor General acting on the sole advice of the Minister. Had
the case aver come to argument, it would probably have fallen
vicgtim to this law's new armaments. (730

This statute extended the concept of the 'supreme chief' tu whomn
acorued the cumulative powers of all the 'paramounts' of the
African tribes. (His authority was based upon a dublous theorem:
the sum of the powears of all the paramount African chiefs would
e agual to the power of & Supreme Chief if he existed.) This
office wss vested in the nominal c¢hief white: the Governor
General, to enable him to govern by proclamation the many tribal
aud detribalised and exempted natdives ".. . who, 11 many. cases,

- are the principal agltators in SA today. If you have the power
to remove them from one place where they do mischief to a place
where they do not do mischief, what a useful provision that
would be". David Welsh notes that several cases in 19537 and 1958
fall foul of these newly improved laws. (74} Had the Mamathola
case come to court, it would probably have gone the way of these
precedaents.

But the courts could not protect the Mamathola. From 5 to 12
March 1958, +the SAP sealed off access to the loczation.

Govaernment porters loaded residents' goeods onto walting trucks.
After the removal of the goods, huts were set on fire or pushed
dawn by tractors. The tribe were carried in 40 gouvernment trucks

to Metz., They could take no food with them: mealies, fowls, plgs
and goets were left behind and became food for the porters. The
move +took place while the chief was In Fretoria. On returmning,
he found his hut wrecked, and his axe, spear and £20 stolen,
When he complained, the FPolice Commandant told him not to waste
time and money in getting a solicitor to fight in vain., Basner
was indead powerless to prevent the removal.

Matz, the '¥Vew Canaan', was more like a wilderness. The farm was
fencad, and people could neither lesve nor enter it without a
permit. The climate was hot, the swampy ground would not support
fruit trees and mealies, but oniy millet. Having arrived without
provisions, each fanlly was given a bag of mealies anad 51b packs
0f peanots to last them a year. Sc the childrn went to school
hungry. Some became ill with malaria and died within a year. No
pensions were pald. Feople were forced to buy materials and
build their own houses. Until these were built, they lived on in
tants, without saying a word, "We have obeyed the removal order;
but we are dissatisfied in all removal aspects", Solomon
Letsoalo concluded.

The Case of Malisela and Solomon Letsoalo and the Banareng Tribe
versus the Union Government never came 1to court., EBasner, thelir
lawyer was obliged to flee the country for Ghana in early 1960,
When I met Edward Letspalo in December 1957 at Metz, he askad
when PBasner was coming back to take up the case., I had to tell
him that the Famous Lawyver had died im 1977, in Hereford,

73.Gilbert Marcus, "The Forced Removal of Tribes", Centre for Applied Legal

Stulles, 2.6,

73.0n pp.26-7, Welsh, Ibid, citaes the cases of Kahe v, Minister of Hg;j affd]r=
(1e%7 (3 5.4A.293 (D), 3 Y star

ayelopment, 1958 (2> S.A. 210 (C) and Mhiengwa . The Sacrel g:y for Kative
Affsirs, 1922 (1) 8.4, 312 D,
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England. Both his response to this news, and Essy Letsoalo's
researchaes into the ‘'survival strategies® of those liviang at
Motz indicate that l1ife at Mamathola has assumed, in memory, the
guality of a second Canaan. (73) The removal itself demonztrated
that the South African state did not need to go through the
courts to drive the Mamathola from Canaan. In the context of the
19905, this removal was one of the moments at which NAD began to
graft the discourse of conservation onto the language of
apartheid. Armed with this powerful discourse, NAD (later BAD)
cfficials were well equipped to redraw the map of rural South
Africa and *ta reshuffle its people 1into the occupations and
roles it had cut out for them.

—

75, E.M. Letsoalo "Survival trategies in Rural Lebowa"™, MA Dissertation,
University of the Vitwatersrand, 1%82.



