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PROTECTING THE HUMAN DIGNITY OF OUR PEOPLE.

AGreat things are done by a series of small things put together. 0
- Vincent van Gogh

ATruth stays right, even if no one believes it, and lies stay wrong, even if
everyone accepts them.o

N S erkespect is the foundation of dignity; it is the courage to define yourself
onyourownterms, not by the | abels others | mpc
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THE PURPOSE OF THIS DOCUMENT

1. Why would anyone d in this case, PARC & create alegal document that could get
people into trouble for using a term that has long been part of the identity and culture
of a community in South Africa?

(a) This is to correct the past injustice of forced identification. It is intended to put an end to
old habits. Only after 1994, in a new and free democratic South Africa, were non-white
South Africans given the opportunity to self-define. This also created the opportunity for
people who identify as Khoi and San to have their original cultural names restored and
officially recognised.

(b)The name fACol ouredo was created for the benef
In order to keep themselves distinctly separated from the rest of the African people in
Southern Africa and safeguard their race as T
Later, the apartheid laws were built and structured around these labels. Whenever
someone claims to be protlteactin@d preaumsgnggwe nt i t )
to be proud of who and what you are d they are, in fact, protecting their own identity of
being referred to as either Black or White. V
ABrowno in isol ati omBlagkiandWbitet al so referring t

(c) Proof of the notion that a so-called white European race needed protection against
Ai nbreedingo with | ocal citizens can be founc
Parliament of 1950, on pages 2607 and 2608, during the introduction of the Population
Registration Act of 1950. In those debates, members of parliament who opposed these
laws warned the government of the dangers that would follow if they were implemented.
The Hansard Debates of 1991, some 43 years later, describing the repeal of the Population
Registration Act of 1950, record the dismantling of these race laws after decades of chaos,
devastation, killings, and the worst excesses of the apartheid system. It is as if those earlier
warnings echoed backtothegover nment : AWe told you so. 20

What must be noted here is how firaced0 was unNc
creation of four racial groups also served as a mechanism to make government

administration easier, while at the same time erasing the tribal and cultural recognition of

indigenous people.

(d) Minority groups are often ignored in South Africa under majority rule. Too often, the rights
and interests of minority identity groups are overlooked in favour of those of the majority. To
hope for a majority vote in favour of a minority group seeking justice is, in most cases, a lost
cause. This is why the problem of not being recognised by government as distinct from the
name ACol oured, 0 or ref usi ngpersists3a8yeareafiarthed hi s i
dawn of a new democratic South Africa.

(e) People generally resist being told what to do. This is why laws are necessary 0 to protect
those who are perceivedleo DuobokKol nbedddobkbut e
such by society. It is unjust that society continues to generalise and refer to all individuals
within this community as fAColoured. o0 Criminal
behaviour.



2. Why is the term Coloured derogatory?

@Frst, try to understand where the term Awhit e
Af-akirnned, 06 and there was no need to be refer
explorers began to travel, trade, and encounter other nations that they started labelling
Africans, Asians, and Indigenous Americans in contrast to themselves. Using skin colour
was the easiest method and required little intellectual effort to distinguish people from one
another. This has remained the status quo ever since Europeans arrived in Africa. People
of European descent introduced apartheid and sought separate development for their own
community apart from the rest of the indigenous people of South Africa. They later
i ntroduced | aws t athgrcommunitytin relatioe to fier gsacial status.

The simplest form of identification was the white-looking skin that most of them had at the
time, and for everyone else, the distinction was made by skin colours such as pink, yellow,
brown, dark brown, black, and dark black.

(b) Group names for people were originally based on territory, language, customs, and self-
identification. The indigenous people, however, were never consulted on how they wished
to be named; instead, nicknames or imposed terms were forced upon them whether they
liked it or not. In the Census Report of 1891, the statistician-general explained the sub-
di visions under the term AColoured. o Within t
grouped underthesub-t er mtitldnt ot , 6 which included the K
Namaquas, Korannas, and the Bushmen (San). Tt
the true identity of the first indigenous nations of South Africa.

c)The term ACol ouredo had &3 speoplcal dfy Mmiexe d ed
born of mixed parentage was referred to as Coloured. Two prominent groups that emerged
from such ancestry (Europeans marrying or having children with indigenous people or
slaves) were the Griquas and the Afrikaners. Many Afrikaans speakers were born from
these situations, which is why it could be assumed that all Afrikaans-speaking people were
one nation.

The 1891 Census Report states: iPoint 5. Mixed and other Coloured Races 8 The last

class includes the great and increasing population which has sprung from the intercourse of

the colonists with the indigenous races, and which fills the interval between the dominant
people and the natives. Among them is an insi
This means thattheso-cal | ed fiwhiteo Afri kaner nation of
and Coloured. Furthermore, everyone born on African soil is no longer European or
Aforeign. o

dThe term ACol ouredo has been tosetdgaiaandsustgno | i t i
votes in elections. To illustrate this, why is it that, 30 years into a democratic South Africa,
we are still grappling with this problem? Case studies have shown that some prominent
South Africans who are Coloured by culture and family descent have at times been referred
to as fABlacko by politicians and the medi a, C
meanwhil e, are not permitted to call peopl e f
or Apeoplé@ of colour.

(e)We al so believe it is unacecaptl el €otl ®ur efdero t
description carries the same delgumamnongbe i mpd, c
out of supposedly Apureodo races.



3. What is the moral basis to regard the term Coloured as criminal in nature?

(a) To deliberately insult someone or a group of people 8 and to persist in doing so repeatedly
without restraint d is wrong.

(b) To ignore the negative history of how this term was created, and to refuse to acknowledge
its origin, is wrong.

(c)The term 6Coloureddé |iterally denotes Omixed
means the only population in South Africa identified as having mixed ancestry, whether in
terms of culture, lineage, or faith. In fact, virtually all individuals and communities in present-
day South Africa are of mixed descent.

(d) It is wrong to wish to be identified and publicly celebrated as a proud white or black person
fromaso-cal | ed Apur e o r raectime foraing somepnealse taahcept & a
status of inferior descent 8 as if belongingtoasub-r ace. The term ACoOIl our
understood in isolation from the other racial labels.

(e) This term was used by the apartheid government to insult a particular group of people,
referring t-ovehsem asdinasfhot being proper. 1|t

(f) In Summary:
The term 'Coloured’ implies sub-race; it disguises and robs true identity; it creates
deliberate political confusion; it places individuals into a hierarchy of superiority and
inferiority; it links directly to poverty and slavery; it fosters comparison with those who ‘look
different’; it embraces otherness; it reminds people of the system of apartheid; it denies
neutrality as a human being; it normalises acceptance of a derogatory label; it undermines
self-respect; it keeps people in a state of confusion; it creates a low self-image and
emotional harm; it undermines people's potential for success; it dehumanises people.

4. Why candét the term be accepted as an |l dentity

(a) Unsuitability of the term
The term AColouredo |iterally means fAmi xedo a
cultural or ethnic groups.

(b) Historical imposition
Under apartheid (pre-1994), this name was forcibly imposed on citizens without their consent.
Even today, its continued use undermines efforts to rectify centuries of abuse. Children born
after apartheid cannot claim this identity legally, as the term remains in the process of being
decolonized from indigenous cultural group names.

(c) Lack of education does not justify usage
Insufficient education by parents or government regarding this term does not justify its
continued usage. Right is right, even if nobody does it, and wrong is wrong even if everybody
does it.



(d) Legal status
The term ACol ouredodo has no | egal standing, ha:
Hansard Debates of 1991 record the reasons for this repeal, along with the abolishment of
the Population Registration Act of 1950.

(e) Political and ideological implications
Acceptance of the term perpetuates apartheid-era ideologies. It reinforces racial hierarchies
of superiority and inferioritgdandcespports t

(f) Social confusion and harm
Claiming this term as the sole identity creates confusion and injustice for those who reject it,
including the first indigenous cultural groups. People who may physically resemble
ACol our edo i ndiexpededtobcgeptdhe lmbelot b e

(g) Government responsibility to upholding human dignity
It is wrong of the government to enforce the continued use of the term for the purposes of
BEE and Affirmative Action. Alternative identification methods exist. Human dignity must take
precedence over job, promotion, material or administrative interests.

(h) International acceptance
The terms ABl acko and AiWhited are widely acce
countries such as the Ol andetbdei §SAegaheed ea:
prohibited under hate speech, anti-discrimination, and anti-racism laws. South African courts,
under Section 39(1)(a) of the Constitution, are required to consider international law when
interpreting the Bill of Rights.

5. AiWhat occurs when a speaker addressing a grou
Coloured, and Indian people, while omitting reference to other cultural groups?

Such a practice conveys the assumption that the speaker is addressing all members of the

audience and that everyone identifies with the traditional four race groups. This presumption

is precisely what we seek to challenge. Practices that generalise in this manner, presuming

that individuals who appear to belongtothe 6 Col our edé category must a
addressed as such, are inherently exclusionary, misrepresentative, and undermine the

recognition of diverse cultural identities.

It is therefore imperative that South Africans actively reject these outdated practices and
demand the full recognition, acknowledgement, and inclusion of all cultural groups of South
Africa in public speeches, official discourse, and government administration.

PEOPLE AGAINST RACE CLASSIFICATION IS COMMITTED TO EDUCATING THE NATION
OF SOUTH AFRICA ABOUT NON-RACISM.




THE SCOPE OF THE CASE AND DOCUMENTS EXPLANATION

1. DISQUALIFICATION BY COURT i SEEKING A DECLARATORY ORDER

No person can approach a South African High Cou
criminalised, because the government, through Parliament, already repealed the use of the

words fACol ouredo and nKI acegrdupingg on@7 Jare @®gOnei t h all
cannot litigate against something the government has abolished. Our documents aim to highlight

the reasons why the government chose to abolish these practices.

2. HANSARD DEBATES OF PARLIAMENT 7 INTRODUCTION OF THE
POPULATION REGISTRATION ACT OF 1950

The Hansard debates reveal why the apartheid government introduced laws to enforce

community segregation and separate development. Naming communities and registering their

members by race was deemed essential. A recurring and hotly debated issue in Parliament was
distinguishing white-looking European people from culturally mixed groups, referred to as

ACol oured. o It was noted that they | ooked, spok
served as an overarching label for Khoikhoi and San people, Malays, some indigenous groups,

and others who could not easily be classified, simplifying administration for the government. This
classification was imposed without consultation, and people were required to accept it whether

they liked it or not.

3. CENSUS DOCUMENT EXTRACTS T 1865, 1875, 1891, 1901, 1911, AND 2022

Census reports, particularly the 1891 report, were collected from the Western Cape Archives

and Records Service in Cape Town and are generally unavailableonl i ne. Sout h Af r|
census in 1865, conducted in the Cape Colony, classified people into four groups: (1)

European/ White, (2) Hottentot, (3) Kafir, (4) C
Black tribes, illustrating how group names changed over time while the people themselves

remained the same. The 2022 census reflects that 247,535 South African citizens do not accept

the terms Black, Coloured, Indian, or White, instead using self-selected descriptions.

4. SOUTH AFRICAN HUMAN RIGHTS REPORT, 2018

The South African Human Rights Commission (SAHRC) demanded that the Presidency remove

and cease the continued use of the name ACol our
acknowledged the harm associated with this term and determined that it should be abolished.

They remain firmly committed to this position.

5. | NTERNATI ONAL LAW REGARDI NG THE USE OF

It is reasonable to state that a term may be regarded as acceptable in South Africa while being
unacceptable internationally. In the United Kingdom and the United States, referring to someone

as fiColouredo is considered offensive. South Af
Constitution, are obliged to consider international law when interpreting the Bill of Rights.



6. SOUTH AFRICAN PARLIAMENT ENDORSEMENT

On 22 September 2022, following People Against
aboli shment of the word fAColoured, 0 the Nationa
accepted the application. Paria ment ari ans acknowledged that, ba:

the name was problematic. They agreed the matter should be finalised at another level and
discussed in the National Assembly. The delay is due to changes in parliamentary membership.
Nonetheless, the highest law-making body in South Africa discussed and endorsed the matter.
The legal interpretation remains to be finalised.

7. PARC PETITIONS

PARC has conducted several petition campaigns over the past fifteen years. Supporters can
demonstrate agree ment wi t h PARCO6s vision by signing the
specifically seeks support for the criminalisat
portion of society feels offended by its continued use.

8. COMPARISON BETWEEN THEWORD S #A KAFI R0 AND ACOLOURE
RACIAL SLURS

We compare the reason why

he
el ements of what i s eviden i

t ial slur fdAkafi
t n s word compar
I n South Africa,Kafailddongr sdhetomet @ dan resul t i
AKafiro generally refers to Black people, while
According to the 2022 census report, South Africa has 50 million+ Black people, 5 million+

Brown people,

4.5 million+ White people, 1.6 million+ Indians and Asians combined, and 247,535 individuals

who selectedthein ot her . 0O

The feelings of Brown people are often overlooked because they are a minority. In 1994, the
term O0Kafird was corty ofnBlackgpkopls, getithefequally ihshlteng tenra |
060Col our edd waesgovergnmeot anel dot doirginalised.

Black, White, or any other people in South Africa should stop referring to individuals as

ACol ouredo or AKI eur | i ihfgelsto bevefarrgd todoptheseadrmskwia w h o w
accepts the label, or who rejects it. Continued use by Black or White individuals implies belief in

Apur eo r aci &lacanoceptphatdaed not@xist.

9. CONFUSI ON REGARDI NG CERTAI N NHIEIEEPLEG6 S RACI

We present seven examples of promceéntco®momunih t Af
il lustrating how they were at times referred to
depending on the agendas of politicians, the media, academia, their communities, and

international expectations.



10. SUBJECTIVE NATURE OF CRIMEN INJURIA OFFENCEF OR A COL OUREDC

A subjective offence means that whether an act constitutes a crime depends on how the
victim personally experiences it.

For example, if someone addresses you with a racial slur, the law considers your subjective
experience of harm, insult, or impairment of dignity. Even if another person might not feel
offended, your sense of violation is sufficient for the act to be legally actionable.

1 Subjective= judged by the victimds feelings, per
1 Objective = judged by an external, reasonable standard, regardless of individual feelings.

Il n South Africa, some individual s Jdentitgwhiedopt ed
others strongly reject it. The acceptance of the term by certain groups does not render it

harmless. Its use remains problematic because of its inherent historical roots in racial
classification and its ongoing social implications.

Those who embrace the label often do so without full awareness of its origins and degrading
meaning. Unfortunately, since the advent of democracy, the government has failed to resolve
these identity issues or adequately educate the public about the harms embedded in such
terminology.

PARC, as a small civil rights organisation, lacks the national resources needed to reach all
South Africans and raise awareness about the dangers of normalising this term.

The rights of those who reject the label must be protected. Legal recourse should be available
for any person whose dignity is violated by the continued and reckless use of the term

ACol oured. o

This generational cycle of ignorance and racialised terminology must be broken and
brought to an end without delay.




CONTENT OF THE CRIMEN INJURIA OFFENCE

CHARGEABLE OFFENCE:

(1))Ref erring to someone as @ Col o wrfedbbeocause itspriedds x e d
thef al se i dea that Apureo races | ike-hHorhaack or v
offspring, when in fact all races and ethnic groups are mixed.

(2) The inherent historical, negative, dehumanising, and racist connotations of the word.

(3) It disguises and distorts the true identity of a particular group within our society.

It is important that the charge satisfies all three elements of the criminen injuria offence.

1. Unlawfulness
- The conduct must unjustifiably infringe on a person's dignity or privacy.
- It must be without legal excuse or justification (e.g. not in self-defense, not protected
speech).
- The conduct must go beyond ordinary rudeness or insult 8 it must seriously harm dignity in
the eyes of society.

Example: You told him or her how you felt about the use of the word and issued a warning.

2. Intentional
- The offender must have intended to injure, insult, or humiliate the other person.
- Intent can be shown by words, actions, or awareness that the conduct is offensive.
- Even if the offender denies intent, the court may infer intent from the circumstances.

For example: If someone refers to you by a name you've already said is offensive (e.g.
ACol ouredo), that Qaneeryousaveowarnad the @ersonnatto mefartto.you
as a 6Colouredd person, any repeat of this co

3. Serious Violation of Dignity or Privacy
-The conduct must objectively and subjectively
sense of self-worth.

For example: You have personally expressed to him or her how you feel about being
referred td. aseEv€pnl otirethers do not find the
infringing on your constitutional right not to be subjected to offensive language. The law must

protect you from violations of your dignity.

The Courts will assess:

(a) How the victim experienced the conduct (subjective harm i was a warning issued).
(b) Whether a reasonable person would also see it as a serious affront (objective test).
(c) Does the charge satisfy all the elements of the crime of crimen injuria?

(d) The courts will consider the history and status of the word. Bear in mind that we are in a
time of correcting the injustices of the past by decolonising our cultural group names.

(e) The courts needs to consider international law, according to section 39(1)(a) of the
constitution. The impairment of dignity cannot be accepted as legal in South African law
while being considered a crime internationally.



FINAL WARNING NOTICE
BEFORE PRESSING CHARGES OF CRIMEN INJURIA
AGAINST YOURSELF

You, , are hereby notified that referring to

me as a fACol o wffeasive, umpvelcosne, andihamful to my dignity. | regard this

term as equally degradi nkaffadh damdhdt® nsi ve as t he

In terms of South African law, particularly under the offence of crimen injuria, | formally warn

you to cease and desist from using this term in reference to me.

Be advised that any further use of the term after this warning may expose you to criminal

charges for the unlawful, intentional, and serious violation of my dignity.

Kindly educate yourself using the attached documents regarding the history of this term.

Regards

Complainant :

Signature

Date

Witness

Signature

Date




SAHRCO s REPORT ON THE

REMO

ACOLOUREDO CATEGORI SATI ON

14 MARCH 2018

National Hearing Relating to the Human Rights Situation of the Khoi-San in South Africa
25-26 November 2015; 9-10 December 2015; 18 January 2016; 11-12 & 14-15 April 2016.

g

[ EXTRACT FROM PAGE 81 ] o

commission

By 31 March 2019t he st ate had to remove the category n
conceals the true identity of the Khoikhoi and San people South Africa.

7.1ldentity and recognition

7.11

7.1.2

7.1.3

The State, through the Presidency and DAC, must take steps on or before 31 March 2019
towards removal of the forceful categorisation of Khoi and San peoples as “Coloured”.
CoGTA, through the Minister, must ensure before 18 months of issuing of this report that
official recognition of indigenous communities, through legislative and administrative
processes, are equitable to the recognition of other traditional communities, and must
not place an undue burden on Khoi and San communities desiring to receive official
recognition from the State. In this regard, it is noted that “equitable” does not require
the same treatment, but in noting the distinct context of the Khoi-San from other
traditional communities, the department is required to meaningfully engage with the
Khoi-San with a view of developing reasonable and practical procedures.

With regard to the above, and in line with Article 33 of the United Nations Declaration on
the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, CoGTA must ensure that the membership criteria for
the Khoi-San are determined in line with their customs and traditions, provided that such

81

158 Section 13(1)(a).




SOUTH AFRICAN PARLIAMENTONPARCOGS PETI TI ON

MEDIA STATEMENT

SELECT COMMITTEE ON PETITIONS RECOMMENDS PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT ON USE OF
THE WORD O0COLOUREDS®G

Parliament, Friday, 25 February 2022

The Select Committee on Petitions and Executive Undertakings considered a petition from the

People Against Racial Classification (PARC), a community-based non-profit organisation. The
petitioners are calling for the removal of the
institutions and in the Employment Equity Act.

According to PARC representative Mr Glen Snyman,t he wor d ACol ouredo i s
derogatory and racist and should be removed from government employment forms. The
committee felt that PARC raises important issues that should be discussed by the public.

The committee invited the departments of Home Affairs and Employment and Labour to

participate in the meeting where the petition was considered. According to the Department of

Home Affairs, the issuing of identity documents does not mention race; only the nationality of the

person appears on the document. The Department of Employment and Labour urged the
petitioners to reconsider the request to remove
Act and to rather seek a national dialogue.

The Chairperson of the committee, Hon Zol ani Mki va said: AThe Mi
Labour and the Minister of Home Affairs are clear that we are all South Africans and the
classification that i s there is intended to dea

urged the petitioners to engage their communities further so that there is unity going forward.
Furthermore, the committee recommended that there should be a national debate on the matter.

ISSUED BY THE PARLIAMENTARY COMMUNICATION SERVICES ON BEHALF OF THE
CHAIRPERSON OF THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON PETITIONS AND EXECUTIVE
UNDERTAKINGS, HON ZOLANI MKIVA.

For media enquiries or interviews with Mela Chai
Officer: Name: Jabulani Majozi (Mr)

Parliamentary Communication Services

Cell: 0663020623

E-mail: jamajozi@parliament.gov.za



PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEE
NCOP: PETITIONS AND EXECUTIVE UNDERTAKINGS

PEOPLE AGAINST RACE CLASSIFICATION PETITION
24 FEBRUARY 2022, PARLIAMENT VIRTUAL MEETING
CHAIRPERSON : MR Z. MKIVA

MEETING MINUTES / SUMMARY

In this virtual meeting, the Committee in a virtual considered a petition from the People Against

Race Classification (PARC), a community-based non-profit organisation. The petitioners called

for the removal of t hgovemmentdornis@ovateinstitidicgh®andtheo m al |
Employment Equity Act.

The Committee invited the Ministers of Home Affairs and Employment and Labour to participate

in the meeting where the petition was considered. According to the Minister of Home Affairs, the

issuing of identity documents did not mention race; only the nationality therefore the issue did

not have anything to do with the Department. The Minister of Employment and Labour urged the
petitioners to reconsider tlheurmredwoaefstormot e monape
Act and to rather seek a national dialogue.

The Chairperson said: AThe Minister of Empl oyme
Affairs are clear that we are all South Africans and the classification that is there is intended to
deal with the imbalances of the past. o

The Committee urged the petitioners to engage their communities further so that there was unity
going forward. It recommended that there should be a national debate on the matter.

Meeting report

The Chairperson noted that late in 2021 the Committee had received a unique petition for the
removal of the word ACol ouredo from all governn
Employment Equity Act. The Ministers were present to provide a response. The Committee was

waiting for a submission from the South African Human Rights Commission. It had sent a letter
requesting more time to make its submission.

People Against Racial Classification briefing

Mr Glen Snyman, a representative of People against Racial Classification (PARC) presented a
petition on behalf of the organization for the
forms, private institutions and from the Employment Equity Act. The petition stated that the word
"coloured" was confusing, derogatory, and racist. The use of the word also concealed the true
historical identity of the Khoi and San people. The word should be removed from all important
government documents and forms.

The petition also requested Parliament to review the race definitons of A Afri cano an
defined by the Employment Equity Act. The EE Ac
which means Africans, Coloureds, and Indians. This definition created confusion.

Submission by Minister of Home Affairs
The Minister of Home Affairs, Dr Aaron Motsoaledi said that the government had previously
used racial classification as a tool in state policy to control the population. Individuals were



racially classified according to the Population Registration Act 30 of 1950 and other laws like the
Prohibition of Mixed Marriages Act. Those were repealed in 1991. The Home Affairs Department
would only mention the nationality and the concerns in the PARC petition did not pertain to the
department.

Submission by Minister of Employment and labour

Minister Thulas Nxesi noted that the petitioners had alleged that racial classification by the South
African government was unconstitutional and offensive to the coloured people. PARC said

ABl ack peopled in the EmpltedconfegionbyHeafining black paaple o f
to include African, coloureds and Indians and that every South African citizen was an African
including the white and Chinese people. All South African citizens were African by virtue of being
born on the continent. The coloured group were black and where part of the black people
described the Employment Equity Act of 1998. It was however important not to lose sight of both
the past and the present South African context. It was important to remind people that apartheid
systematically discriminated against black people even though they constituted 90% of the
population. The deep scars of the system were still visible in the society. It had left behind a
legacy of inequality in both the labour market and the society.

The disparity in the distribution of jobs, occupations and income revealed the effects of the
discrimination. The discrimination was also against women and those with disabilities. The
disparities were reinforced by social practices and other factors such as lack of education,
housing, transport, and medical care that perpetuated discrimination. This was the context of the
Employment Equity Act and the eradication of unfair discrimination was not going to remedy the
situation, but policies, programmes and other positive actions designed to readdress the past
were crucial. The elimination of unfair discrimination and commitment to the implementation of
affirmative action were mutually reinforcing processes required to achieve substantive equality to
give effect to equality as enshrined in section 9 in the Constitution. To ensure substantive
equality, it was fundamental that given South A
Employment Equity Act was enacted to give effect to the fundamental human right to equality.
The purpose was to achieve equity in the workplace by promoting equal opportunity and fair
treatment through the elimination of unfair treatment. In implementing affirmative action to
redress the disadvantages in employment, it was imperative that the Employment Equity Act be
interpreted in compliance with the Constitution. The racial classifications outlined in the EEA
were not unconstitutional, but they were the means to achieve substantive equality to redress
the imbalances. In Minister of Finance and Others v Van Heerden, the Constitutional Court ruled
that for a measure to be held as permissible and not discriminatory, it had to meet three
standards: categories of persons that had been disadvantaged, it had to be designed to protect
and advance such person and it had to promote the achievement of equality.

The Constitutional Court was clear that to address unfair discrimination and substantive equality,
restitution measures of affirmative action measure inclusive of race classification that
accompanied them, were integral components required to achieve the fundamental human
rights. In recent times, the Constitutional Court judgement in February 2021 in the case of
Solidarity v Minister of Labour dismissed the application for leave to appeal on the basis that
there were no reasonable prospects of success because the affirmative action measures
inclusive of race classification were constitutional. These were indispensable instruments to
achieve equality and they were not unconstitutional. He agreed with the argument expressed by
the South African Human Rights Commission in their response to the petitioners that the
restitution measures and race classification contained in the EEA and in various policies were
constitutional.



The Chairperson noted he had invited the Minister of Arts and Culture as the Ministry dealt with
identity, heritage and culture. Unfortunately, the Minister had other commitments but they would
likely have another meeting.

Submission by Koi San people

Chief Cornelius Kock stated it was sad that the word "coloured" was still being used in the
democratic dispensation after many dialogues to abolish it. It was still evident that if people were
of a certain pigment, they were more eligible for a position of employment. The abolishment of
the word "coloured" had to be through public consultation because there were many who were
proud of the name coloured. Many had formed a way of life around it and branded it and made a
living out of it. since the commencement of the Traditional Koi San Leadership Act of 2019, Koi
San was defined as Cape-Khoi, Griqua, Korana, San, or Nama people. All the mentioned groups
had to apply for official recognition. Some of these groups had grouped themselves as coloured
not knowing it was a derogatory term and a dog tag identity placed on them by the national
government.

The classification in the Employment Equity Act perpetuated different weightings when it came
to different opportunities. If the word "coloured” would be abolished the EEA would be subject to
change. All South Africa citizens could not be called African if they were not born in African.
They were to remain citizens but not Africans. It was premature to recognize other nationalities
and settlers without correctly identifying ourselves first. To move forward they had to heal the
past. Having a truth and reconciliation commission to educate those proud of being called
coloured would ease its abolishment. Abolishing the world coloured was a must and would
compel the change of documents in the public and private sector. He asked what would happen
if they abolished the word "coloured" whom some held as an identity because they had no other
identification, or they did not want another. What identity would fill that void? There was a need
for a national debate as a strategy in fast tracking recognition of South African native
communities and their identities.

Discussion
Mr K Motsamai (EFF, Gauteng) asked if the Koi San were benefitting from the government as
other kingdoms that were identified as African.

Mr E Mthethwa (ANC, KZN) asked that besides abolishing the word "coloured" what else was
the Committee to help with. Were they not proud it gave an indication of from where they came?

Mr E Mthethwa (ANC, KZN) said that there was nothing of moral equivalence to what had
happened in the apartheid and what was happening in South Africa at that moment. They had
made important strides to implement section 9 of the Constitution to achieve equality. It was
disingenuous for people to think that if they used the word, it was in perpetuation of the old
order. The government was not trying to do that; rather it was doing its best to deal with
inequality. Therefore, that insinuation had to be corrected. He asked what did the petitioners
want the Committee to do. He suggested that the issues were thrown into the public discourse
and thoroughly consult the relevant authorities in these fields and solicit their views.

Ms C Visser (DA, North West) was inaudible and she would send a written question.
The Chairperson highlighted that PARC had also called for a national debate and that was

welcomed. South Africans had different cultures but they were all united in diversity. He asked
what exactly PARC wanted the Committee to do to help.



Mr Snyman replied that PARC wanted the Committee to rename the word "coloured" and then
the race bloc. African was to change to bl ack.
included with the race blocs. They were to amend the Employment Equity Act race blocs.

The Chairperson asked PARC how it would deal with a signifi
community who still wanted to keep the term. Did Mr Snyman have the authority to speak on

their behalf? Was it not an issue that required a debate and public education? It was more

constructive to call for public engagement starting with people in that community on what they

would want to be referred to as a people. Apartheid was a means to exclude the other races.

The Ministers were correct that they were all equal before the law as South Africans. The

classification that was there was intended to repair and to restore the dignity of all those abused.

It was a progressive form of classification to deal with the balance. He was not negotiating that

they wanted to change how they were referred to. He believed it was progress if the PARC
started by engaging the coloured Acommunityo to

Mr Snyman responded that he had been engaging the community for the
past 12 years. However, who was going to call all coloureds together and
facilitate the meetings and take a vote?

The Chairperson said he understood that this point of view and welcomed a national debate.
The Committee was going to take the debate forw

Home Affairs Minister Motsoaledi said the issue was of great importance but not relevant to the
Ministry of Home Affairs because they had abolished it. It was relevant to the Ministry of Labour
so the Ministry would take what the Committee would decide.

Labour Minister Nxesi said that they could not address imbalances without recognizing the race
classifications with the whites at the top, coloureds, and Indians in the middle It was important to
identify disadvantaged groups and rightful beneficiaries for restitution and affirmative measures.
The classifications in the EEA were solely as an instrument to achieve substantive equality for all
and not a device to reinforce an apartheid discriminatory system. Society would struggle to
implement the affirmative action measures without this. He asked the petitioners to reconsider
their request for the removal of race classification in the EEA. If not, it could approach the
Constitutional Court to provide clarity on the matter. He accepted the idea of a national dialogue.

The Chairperson thanked all in attendance and PARC for its petition. He highlighted that it was a
very important issue that talked to the past and the present hence the Committee had to
prioritise it. The Committee accepted the proposal for a national debate, and they would try
and find the best approach to ensure a constructive debate. The Committee was going to
engage with national broadcaster, SABC, and others in the discussion. The meeting was
adjourned.




VOTI NG OUTCOMES ON PARCOS PETI
22 SEPTEMBER 2022

The entire National Council of Provinces (NCOP) agreed with the content of our petition and
acknowledged that the term 'Coloured’ carries the weight of a racial slur.

They also agreed on the need for a national debate concerning the broader issue of identity in
South Africa.

EXTRACT:

23. FOURTH ORDER [15:25]

Consideration of Report of Select Committee on Petitions and Executive
Undertakings (Announcements, Tablings and Committee Reports, 30 June 2022, p
11) Hearing of the People Against Race Classification petition held on 24
February 2022, as adopted on 24 June 2022.

Debate concluded.

Question put: That the Report be adopted.

IN FAVOUR: Eastern Cape, Free State, Gauteng, KwaZulu-Natal, Limpopo,
Mpumalanga, Northern Cape, North West, Western Cape.

Report accordingly adopted in accordance with section 65 of the Constitution.




SEEKING A COURT DECLARATORY ORDER
ON CRIMINALISING THE TERM COLOU RED

1. What is a court declaratory order?

A South African declaratory order is a court ruling that clarifies or determines the existence or
nature of a legal right, obligation, or status, even if no specific remedy or action is
immediately required. These orders serve to resolve a dispute about a right that is existing,
prospective, or contingent.

2. Who has the right and prerogative to make laws in South Africa?

On 3 Sept. 2021 in the matter of Electoral Commission vs. Minister of Cooperative
Governance and Traditional Affairs and Others, concerning the local government elections of
2021, The Constitutional Court stated that it can only abide by, and execute laws
adopted by parliament.

Under our constitutional system, Parliament (both the National Assembly and the National
Council of Provinces) is the primary law-making body, as empowered by Section 43 of
the Constitution. Provincial legislatures also make laws on matters within their competence
under Schedule 4 and 5, while local government can legislate by-laws within its delegated
spheres.

Il n di smissing the | EC6s application to postpo
Court reaffirmed its limited role in interpreting and applying & but not making or

amending 0 the law. The Court emphasized that it must operate within the framework set

by constitutional and statutory law, and that legislative discretion remains with Parliament

and the relevant Minister.

3. Can Case law create or amend existing laws and to what extend?

This is a grey area situation. In South African law, case law (judicial precedent) does not
create new laws in the same way that Parliament does through legislation, nor can it
amend existing legislation directly. However, it plays a critical role in interpreting,
developing, and applying the law, especially within the framework of the Constitution.

4. Does a | aw exists that ~wercdarkey tdiet iusen
crime?

No. Only case law exists to recognize it as a criminal act. South Af ri can soci etydo
and history with the word have led to its recognition as a crime. The same can be said
abouttheuseoft he word ACol oured. o The only excuse
acknowledging the term as offensive is that they may not know what else to call

themselves if this name is criminalised.



5. Does the judiciary have the right to make laws in South Africa? i NO.

Many times, our judiciary relies on case lawd cases that involved substantial evidence,

debate, and costd as a valid basis to set a precedent in a given situation, effectively creating

a new Apolicyo or | egal principle. Such cases
decisions, providing a legal footing for subsequent judgments.

Under Section 239 of the Constitution, an organ of state includes:
Aféany department of state or administration i
government éo

Therefore, the Office of the Chief Justice (OCJ) qualifies as an organ of state because:
It is a national department, and it exercises public powers and performs public functions
under legislation, including the Public Service Act, and it receives its budget and budget
approval from Parliament.

Because of this, the judiciary cannot be considered fully independent, and non-politically
elected judges do not have the authority to create, amend, or repeal laws that have not
been approved by Parliamentd which represents the will and voice of the people of South
Africa.

6. On what basis is a declaratory judgment made?

Although a declaratory order or judgment can help provide clarity on a particular matter, it
must be noted that such a judgment cannot rewrite the law, correct what is wrong, or
declare wrong what is right.

It also needs to be questioned and kept in mind that while a single judge or a panel of judges
may decide on a matter, by whose authority and prerogative is this done?




INTERNATIONAL LAW

| N THE UNI TED KI NGDOM THE TERM
CRIMINAL OFFENCE AND REGARDED AS HATE SPEECH

Section 39(1)(a) of the Constitution of the Republic of South Africa obliges South African
courts to consider international law when interpreting the Bill of Rights.

=2, | Judicial
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Extract: Point number 160 to be considered.



Terms relevant to identity

154.

155.

156.

157.
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163.

Langquage is constantly evolving, and recommended terminology helps judges identify terms
which may now be considered outdatedfinformal, or even offensive.

Language that was formerly used to describe a person’'s ethnicity is sometimes no longer
recommended. It should be noted that there can be differences in opinion over some terms,
50 whilst some words are clearly unacceptable, for others there may not be any one comect
answer about whether the term is right or wrong. Some guidance is provided below:

BAME or BME: These are generally no longer used because they do not differentiate
between people with diverse backgrounds, and who have been subjected to different life
experiences and patterns of discrimination, while emphasising certain ethnic-minority groups
{Asian and black) and excluding other and white ethnic minorities. The term can create a
misleading interpretation of data.

Where possible and relevant, we talk about the particular racial or ethnic group. Where this
is not possible, we have used ethnic minority, or ethnic minority groups and people from
ethnic minority backgrounds, rather than minority ethnic. This mirrors the language used by
the Equality and Human Rights Commission, the last census, and generally by the
govemment.

An ethnic minority person should not be referred to purely as an “ethnic person™. Mar should
the term of “ethnic communities™ be used to descrbe ethnic minority communities, as every
individual and community has an ethnicity. An ethnic minority person should not be refemead
to as a noun, ie “an ethnic”.

People of colour/coloured: The term “people of colour” tends 1o be used more in the USA
than in the UK. This term has heen crticised as it blurs the separate idenfities of the groups
it covers, and does not include white ethnic minority groups.

“Coloured” is offensive and must be avoided. A person of the older white generation in the
LUK may feel that they are being polite by using the word “coloured™ rather than “black”,
however this is considered outdated and offensive. “Brown” (as a reference to South Asian
people) should also be avoided.

Black: It is now generally recommended to use the term “black™ to describe people of
African-Caribhean or sub-Saharan African descent. People of South Asian descent may or
may not describe themselves as “black™ there may be different views between older and
younger generations. This term should only be used as an adjective, eg “a black person”, not
as a noun (*a Black™. There are different views on whether the terms “black™ and therefore
“white” should be writiten with a capital letter, and this can vary in the research reports. Often
it depends on whether the terms are being used in a political context and, indeed, who is
encompassed by “black”. For consistency in this chapter, we have used lower case lefters,
unless the group’s name includes a geographical place, eg Asia, Indian or Black Caribbean.

West Indian/Afro-Caribbean/African Caribbean/African: The term “West Indian” was
formerly used as a phrase to describe the first generation of post-World War Il settlers from
the West Indies and, in particular, many older people from that community will describe
themselves so. Whilst the term “West Indian™ would not always give offence, it is
inappropriate to use it unless the individual concemed identifies themselves in this way, as it
is otherwise considered outdated.

“African Caribbean” is the term now much more widely accepted. It has largely replaced the
earlier term “Afro-Caribbean”™. As with “West Indian”, this may be used as a self-description
by some people, hut may be seen as outdated.
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UK OFFENSIVE LANGUAGE GUIDELINE

ITV OFFENSIVE LANGUAGE GUIDELINES

The Ofcom Broadcasting Code requires that broadcasters apply “generally accepted
standards” to offensive language in programmes, to ensure that:

« material that may cause offence is justified by context
« children are protected from unsuitable material by appropriate scheduling

There are no “banned” words in the Code, and there is no absolute right for viewers
not to be offended by language used in TV programmes. Ofcom’s most recent
research on audience attitudes suggests viewers accept offensive language being
used for dramatic impact, for humour, to reflect real life, or to inform and educate.
The research also shows increasingly relaxed attitudes about the use of swear
words, as long as the strongest language is only broadcast after the watershed, and
parents are given sufficient information to inform decisions about what their children
watch. But they are increasingly concerned about discriminatory language,
particularly around race.

Context is all-important, and the use of offensive language must be justified by its
context, eg why it appears in the programme, the nature of the likely audience given
the scheduling, what warnings were given, who is speaking and who is being spoken
to, the perceived intention or purpose of programme-makers, presenters or
contributors, and what the audience expectations are for the schedule slot, the genre
of programme, and the channel.

Offensive language is a part of British culture, and ITV is proud that its programmes
are at the heart of that culture, and reflect British society. This guidance is informed
by research on viewer attitudes published by Ofcom, and by previous Ofcom
adjudications. It provides general guidance for all programmes on ITV channels, and
the examples of offensive words are not exhaustive — within the last decade some
words have largely dropped out of use, whilst new ones are constantly arriving.

Any use of offensive language is always both an editorial and a compliance issue,
and should be considered carefully and discussed with commissioners and
compliance advisors. Producers should not assume that a post-watershed slot of
itself makes any amount of offensive language acceptable. After 21:00, the transition
to more adult material must not be too abrupt, so focus should be given especially to
the early part of those programmes starting at 21:00.

Producers should also not assume that any offensive language can be dealt with for
pre-watershed broadcast simply by “bleeping” or “dipping” that language. Excessive
or repeated language, even masked. may still render the tone of some programming
unsuitable for pre-watershed broadcast, and further editing (ie completely removing

some dialogue or images) may be required.

Ofcom's research suggests three broad groupings of words —

Mild — unlikely to concern audiences in most circumstances and requiring limited
context

Moderate — greater potential for offence, and a higher level of context required,
based on audience reasonable expectations



Strong — highly offensive, and clear contextual justification required.
In summary, 1TV s expectations pre- and post-watershed are as follows: Pre-

watershed

+ The strongest language (see below) should not appear in any programme,
and other offensive language only exceptionally
+ Moderate and mild language (see below) should only be used where

editorially justified by the context

+ Mo offensive language should appear in children’s programmes Post-

watershed

» The strongest language should generally be avoided in programmes likely to
still attract a significant "family” audience (eg I'm a Celebrity Get Me Out Of

Here, Britain's Got Talent)

« For programmes starting at 21:00, the strongest language should generally
be avoided in pre-title and recap sequences, and in the early part of the

programme

+« Offensive language should only be included if editorially justified by context

Post Watershed only (21:00)

Motherfucker, Cunt

Fuck, Fucking

These words are regarded as the
“strongest” offensive language, and
should never be usad before the
watershed. They require clear editorial
justification even post-watershed.

In programmes starting at 21:00, “fuck”
and “fucking” should generally be
avoided in pre- titles sequences and
recaps, and used only sparingly in early
SCEnes.

Specific advice should be sought from a
senior compliance manager for the use
of “cunt”.

Gash, Flaps, Beef-curtains, Punani, Pussy Hole,
Jap's eye, Cocksucker, Cum, Nonce, Prickteaser,
Slut

Beaver, Clunge, Fanny, Milf, Minge, Ho, Pussy,
Slaq, Slapper, Skank, Snatch, Whore, Sket,
Bloodclaat, Bumberclat, Cock, Dick, Dickhead,
Wanker, Prick, Knob, Knob- head, Shag, Tosser,
Tool, Twat, Bukkake, Dildo, Jizz, Spunk, Rapey

These words are regarded as "strong”
and are generally unacceptable before
the watershed.

These words are regarded as “moderate”
but are generally inappropriate before
the watershed (unless there was
particulary strong editorial and
contextual justification).

Discriminatory Language (generally Post Watershed)

Migger, Paki, Chink, Chinky, Ching Chong, Slope,
Pikey, Gippo, Gyppo, Raghead, Towelhead, Coon,
Darky, Dago, Wog, Golliwog, Golly, Coloured,
Megro, Sambo, Spade, Choc lce, Nig-nog, Gook,
Honky, Jap, Kraut, Spic, Wop, Taff, Fenian, Prod,
Taig, Polack, Sheeny, Kike, Yid, Heeb, Kafir’Kufiar,
Papist, Hal-Caste, Jungle Bunny, Uncle Tom,
Chinaman, Bud bud, Coconut, Curry Muncher,

Derogatory racial and religious terms, or
those derived from historical racial terms,
or those about LGBT or disabled people,
require strong editorial and contextual
justification at any time.

Specific advice should be sought from a




Monkey, Paddy, Sheep-Shagager, Tinker, Cracker,
Freshy, Jock, Nazi, Criental, Taff, Uppity, Bible
Basher, Hun, Muzzie, Tarrier, Jew

Faggot, Homo, Queer, Poof, Ponce, Batty Boy,
Mancy, Pansy, Fairy, Bender, Bent, Shirt Lifter,
(Queer, Queen, Bum Boy, Bumclat, Bummer,
Faggot, Fag, Fudge- Packer, Chi-Chi Man, Butt
Bandit, Mincing, “that's Gay”

Lezzie, Lezza, Lesbo, Dyke, Muff Diver, Carpet
Muncher, Rug Muncher

Tranny, Gender Bender, He-She, Chick with a Dick,
Shemale, Transsexual

Retard, Mong, Schizo, Spastic, Spaz, Spakka,
Cretin, Cripple, Special, Window- licker, Vegetable,
Div, Mental, Loony, Mutter, Moron, Psycho, Invalid,
Deaf and Dumb, Dwarf, Midget, Flid, Handicapped,
Mentally Challenged, Tone Deaf, "Wheelchair
bound”

senior compliance manager for any
inclusion of "Migger”.

Pre-watershed, the use of discriminatory
language is acceptable only
exceptionally with strong editorial and
contextual justification (eq in factual or
drama programmes dealing with racism,
homophobia or disability as a discussion
topic or theme).

Some terms may cause maore or less
offence depending on the user, and the
purpose/ context. Some language may
be deemed less offensive if used ina
“reclaimed” context, rather than as a
derogatory term eg “Queer” or “Dyke” as
used by some LGET people.

Some terms (eg "mental”, “nutier”,
“loony”) may cause less offence if used
lightheartedly and/or without intention to
insult, but not if applied to people with
leaming difficulties.

Pre-Watershed

Frigging, Frickin', Shit, Shite, Bullshit Shaqg,
Screw, Tits, Bollocks

Arsehole, Bastard, Bellend, Tar, Munter,
Slapper, Son of a Bitch, Twat

This language is considered "moderate” but
compliance advice should always be sought on
inclusion pre-watershed.

Some terms may be less acceptable where
there is less audience expectation of this
language appearing in the particular genre of
programme.

Arse, Ass, Balls, Bawbag, Bum, Boobs,
Bloody, Bugger, Crap, Damn, Goddamn,
Piss, Pissed, Pissed off, Sod, Sod off, Effing,
Feckin’, Feck

Bint, Bitch, Cow, Minger, Git, Old Bag,
Ginger, Coffin Dodger, Chav

Gammon, Karen, Boomer, Remoaner,
Snowflake

There is more viewer tolerance towards
occasional use of this mild language before
21:00.

Mote repetition and cumulative effect — one- off
use of a mild term may be accepiable, but
repeated uses in the same programme may
not be.

These “political” derogatory terms are generally
regarded as mild.

God, Goddamn, OMG, Jesus, Jesus Christ

“God”, "Oh My God" or "OMG" are generally
seen as innocent and inoffensive expressions
of emotion or surprise.

“Jesus” or “Christ” used as exclamations may

still offend some religious people, but are
generally viewed as acceptable pre- watershed
where the use by the speaker is spontaneous
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first place they are responsible to their people
and their family, their siblings, their nation. If
hon members stand by them, they cannot lose,
and they will be happy and they will share the
future with us as neighbours.

*Mr F J VAN DEVENTER: Mr Speaker, I am
standing here to tell you that I am grateful for the
opportunity to participate in the debate on the
repeal of this Act today. [Interjections.] I am
grateful because for the first time there is a very
clear illustration in this House of the fear of the
narrowminded that they will not be able to
maintain themselves within a situation in which
they are not protected by laws. I am grateful that
I can look the world in the eyes as a White
Afrikaner. I am not ashamed of that, and no
person can take that away from me or change it.
[Interjections.] I am grateful that I can look the
world in the eyes and tell the world that I am a
White Afrikaner without needing a symbol in a
book to indicate it.

If what the hon member for Bethal said was
correct, namely that if this Act discriminated, it
was wrong and those things should have been
averted, I want to ask him the following. This
Act has its tentacles in many laws, which are
basically blatantly discriminatory, and he knows
that. Is he in favour of the abolition of those laws
if this Act is retained? Is he in favour of that?

*Mr C D DE JAGER: We can debate that!

*Mr F J VAN DEVENTER: Now the hon
member is silent.

*Mr C D DE JAGER: I am not silent! We can
debate that!

*MrFJ VAN DEVENTER: The hon member is
silent because he knows in his heart of hearts that
the CP wants to use this Act as a vehicle to make
discrimination part of the South African future.
[Interjections.]

We cannot live with that. The hon member Mr
H D K van der Merwe, with his customary
threats which were slung at us here, put forward
the standpoint that the right of the White man
and the Afrikaner to be White and an Afrikaner,
was being taken away. May the good Lord
ensure that the day never comes when I will be so
weak and have so little belief in my own value
and social values that 1 have to look for laws to
protect those social values. [Interjections.] The
day the Afrikaner walks that road, the day the

Afrikaner heads in that direction, he is ap-
proaching his end. [Interjections.]

I should like to take this opportunity to look at
what the repeal of this Act will mean for the
future of South Africa. My race and ethnic
context is not dependent on a symbol or a figure.
I am what I am and I am proud of it. I am not
apologising for that. [Interjections.] What I want
to say today is that this Act, and the enforcement
of this by other laws in South Africa, reserved
opportunities for a specific group in South
Africa. [Interjections.] That is wrong, and the
hon member for Bethal conceded that that was
wrong. For the first time I and millions of South
Africans will experience what it is like to say that
I am an Afrikaner or a Zulu or a Xhosa by
choice. That is a choice which one can exercise
with pride because one wants to and can be.

Equally true is the *‘belong to” syndrome, and
that is why the question of what one may or may
not do is being rejected today. In the Statute
Book of the Republic of South Africa there will
no longer be protection for reserved privileges or
the withholding of them because one is what one
is. The country and its opportunities are open to
everyone. As South Africans we can grasp those
opportunities and do more with them than in the
past, because our legs need not buckle under the
burden of frustration which was part of our lives
for so long.

We are forcing a gap for the recognition of
human dignity. This Act which we are repealing
today, and which has its tentacles in so many
other laws on the South African Statute Book,
by implication has—or so it is experienced by
millions of South Africans—an inferiority conno-
tation with which the NP as well as the bodies
which have to enforce it can no longer live.

Secondly, it gave South Africans a choice of
either accepting the prescriptions of the law and
in so doing being party to discrimination against
themselves, or of contravening the law and
running the risk of falling foul of the law. The
fact that we saw very little of the latter type of
resistance, is proof of our people’s desire and
striving to live as decent, disciplined and law-
abiding citizens.

This gives me a tremendous amount of hope for
the future. If people are able to show self-
discipline despite a feeling that their human
dignity is being affected, as we have seen in

ARCOLC
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I shall reply in full to the lady who wrote the
following rubbish to me on 20 May:

Ons neem waar op televisie dat u uself by die
Afrikaner wil voeg. U, meneer, sal met respek
in der lewe nooit 'n Afrikaner wees nie. U mag
my taal praat, maar deel van my Afrikaner-
volk nooit!

I want to ask this lady what about my uncles by
birth, who are sitting in the CP. Are they
Afrikaners? I continue:

Soort soek soort, elkeen apart met 'n trots as
volk. Word liewer 'n trotse kleurling, soos die
Rehoboth-basters is, 'n trotse volk.

I do not know whether this lady knows that a
“ling” is a thing, and I am not a “Kleurling”. I
am a South African, that is why I am so glad that
this Act is going to be abolished today.

I quote further:

Dan het ek vir u respek, anders nie. U sal, asu
‘n trots as kleurling het, nie ander volke wil
binnedring nie.

[ ask again, what about my uncles? I continue:

U sien, die huidige Regering het nie meer 'n
volkstrots nie, daarom wil hulle hul heil by die
kleurlinge soek en dis stories aan u op wat soos
soetkoek klink.

I wonder how “soetkoek™ sounds. [ know what it
tastes like! She concludes;

Wees trots op u volk, dan wil u nie tussen die
Blankes wees nie.

That is the kind of thinking which we still find
among people who say that this Act has to
remain on the Statute Book.

Today there are still members of my family who
are classified as Black. With the abolition of this
Act they are now being made equal to me and
everybody else. It is just a pity that clause 1(3) is
still necessary. If people did not take so long,
negotiations could have progressed further and
this measure would not have been necessary.

this Act these marriages are recognised, as long
as no other marriage has been entered into.

Mr A J LEON: Mr Speaker, we heard very
eloquently from the hon member for Reigerpark
exactly how this Act has par excellence been an
example of a statute which produced humiliation
and a sense of inferiority among those who were
obliged to submit to an investigation of their
family histories, social habits and physical ap-
pearances. Those of us who were never part of
that humiliation can only sympathise and say:
Thank God it is now coming to an end! I do not
think we should be too squeamish today to recall
that the kind of investigations which were used in
terms of this Act were actually inquiries into the
precise racial admixture of one’s parents, the
colour of the friends one kept and the extent to
which one’s hair, fingernails, lips and other
physical features inclined one towards either the
Caucasian or the Negroid. That is what we are
getting rid of, and of course we welcome it.

There is an aspect of this Act and its abolition
which I believe is important. With the collapse of
formal apartheid as evidenced in this Bill, we are
uniquely poised to take South Africa into a new,
different and better culture, onc based on the
enforcement of rights within a climate of liberty.

Twenty years ago—it is well-remembered—the
hon the Minister of Foreign Affairs said in his
maiden speech that South Africa should become
a signatory to the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights. In my own maiden speech last
year [ argued the same point and said that we had
lost a golden opportunity when we declined to
heed the hon the Minister’s call to acknowledge
that declaration affirmatively. However, the
Government today—next week in fact—can sal-
vage this omission and endorse the declaration.
In view of the historic move which South Africa
is making in abolishing racial classification, I
believe we should send such an affirmative
signal, together with the repeal of this Act, that
we will immediately become a signatory to the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights.
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I do not see how you can expect the co-
operation of the people to a situation like
that. It is quite clear and it needs no argu-
ment, that we can only carry out a national
registration if you carry public opinion with
you, if you carry the wholehearted co-
operalion of the people with you. That was
the report of the Select Commitiee which
sat In 1935, It was said also by the Depart-
ment of the Interior which made a report at
that time. They sald a system like this could
not succeed and be carried out successfully
unless you have the wholehearted co-opera-
tion of the people concerned. When yvou
have a situation created under the law which
maZxes it almost impossible for the people to
co-operate, you cannot expect success. The
Native people will think they will be sub-
jected to another pass. The Coloured people
will not know where they are. They will bhe
chivvied about by nondescript enumerators
and then they will have to apppear before a
director or a board, to retain their rights.
Surely, how can you expect co-operation from
the population of the country in those cir-
cumstances? I think it is an intolerable situa-
tion. The friction will be such that these
people will be driven to evasion. We have
seen what has happened in the country.
Take our pass laws, We see thal our pass
laws have led to this result. They are not
obeyed, but they are disobeved and flouted.
Thousands or tens of thousands of people
are in gaol or under punishment from day
to day and from year to year In this coun-
try. It is all because the peobple concerned
will not co-operate. They think it is an in-
justice which is applied to them.

The PRIME MINISTER: Would you
abolish those laws?

Field-Marshal SMUTS: No, I do not want
to abolish them. My point is this. Unless
you carry the people with you in legislation
of this nature, you simply leave the door
open to disobedience, to flouting of the law
and to evasion.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR:
Then you should advocate the abolition of
all Iaws,

The MINISTER OF JUSTICE: To be logi~
cal then, vou should abolish the law.

Field-Marshal SMUTS: I am not taiking
about abolition. I am saying that the sort
of thing we see in regard to the pass laws
we shall see in regard to this legisiation.
There is no auestion about that, I think
even Europeans will resent. in a Iarge
measure, what is being done here, By means
of this legislation you create a feeling of
injustice, a feeling of unfairness, a feeling
that people do not get fair play, which must
make it almost impossible to expect a willing
obedience of this law,

The MINISTER OF JUSTICE: Why?

Field-Marshal SMUTS: It maKkes it almost
impossible to carry out this law effectively.
The Coloured people will simply look upon
this Bill, if it s passed, as a slur upon
them,

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR:
Why?

Dr. VAN NIEROP: Do you think it is?

Field-Marshal SMUTS: Cannot hon. mem-
bers on the other side put themselves in the
place of the other man for a moment? Can-
not they do it? This card, given to a
Coloured man, with the endorsement on it
that he is a Coloured man . . .

Dr, VAN NIEROP: What is wrong with it?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR:
They are proud of it,

PField-Marshal SMUTS: Yes, just as the
hon, the Minister would be proud in similar
circumstances.

Dr. VAN NIEROP: What is wrong with it?

Pield-Marshal SMUTS: I say that it is
trifling with justice and falr play, This Bilil,
it it becomes law, will Jead to a state of
affalrs in which even this card will be
looked upon as belng In the nature of a
pass,

Dr, VAN NIEROP: But Europeans will
have it. too.

Field-Marshal SMUTS: You cannot judge
these matters by what Europeans in other
countries think about if; other countries
whose circumstances are entirely different
from the circumstances in our country, This
idea thal there is some stigma attached to
this card will spread amongst our people.
And you will find oppositionn not only among
the Natives who will look upon it as another
pass, or the Coloured people who will look
upon it as a new stigma, but even among
the Europeans.

The PRIME MINISTER: Ig it a stigma to
call a Coloured man a Coloured person?

Field-Marshal SMUTS: Hon. members
opposite who, with their ideological ideas,
rush into this thing, may find out that they
are making a very greail mistake from their
own point of view. I can well imagine our
white women saying: “Why should we carry
this document when Native women are
exempt?”

Dr. STEENKAMP: That js their apart-
heid.
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fo encourage it in our legislation. That was
the basis on which the Nationalist Party
went to the electorafte and the Nationalist
Party is endeavouring in every possible way
to give effect to the policy that they advo-
cated. I want to state clearly that when
the Nationalist Party introduced apartheid
administratively on our trains and in the
post offices, the other side of the House
ardently fought against it. At a later staze
we introduced legislation. We have the Pro-
hibition on Mixed Marriages Act in which
this difference is recognised while at the
same time there is no discrimination, The
other side of the House fought that legis-
lation tooth and nail., We introduced the
Immorality Bill and that was fought tooth
and nail by the other side of the House.
Again they are fighting againzt this Bill be-
cause it recognises the different racial groups
in this country. I want to put this question:
What is the practical difference between the
liberalist, who says that he does not believe
in the colour bar in this country and that
he does not believe in the purity of the
races, and the aftitude which the United
Party adopts in consistently refusing to re-
cognise the difference between the races in
our legislation? Yesterday they went a good
deal further and the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, speaking on their behalf, stated that it
was impossible at the present time fo recog-
nise the difference between the races and fo
ma(ljce any distinction between them. He
said —

You are tryving to classify what is un-
classifiable,

That is the truth of the matter as regards
these two viewpoints in connection with the
future of white South Africa. There is
practically no difference between the view-
point of the extreme liberalists and the view-
point of the United Party, If we adopt the
attitude today that it is impossible to bring
about racial segregation on a colour basis
then we must also admit that in future it
will be impossible to keep the European race
pure. Then it is clear that we have already
lost the battle, Why has that change come
about? In 1922, for instance, the Rt. Hon.
the Leader of the Opposition sald that there
must be absolute segregation in South Africa,
In those years he pleaded for absolute segre-
gation. He advocated that the Natives in
South Africa should only be migrant
labourers. Even in 1938 the Rt Hon. member
voted with Gen., Hertzog in favour of our
segregation laws, but in 1944 in a speech in
the Cape Town City Hall, he completely dis-
carded the principle of segregation, and again
in 1948 he stated very clearly that segrega-
tion as we know it and as contained in the
Hertzog legisiation, has become a practical
impossibility, It is very clear to us why the
Rt. Hon member has undergone this trans-
formation, The hon, member has come to

the conclusion that apartheid, in every
respect, has become a practical impossibility.
Firstly, the Rt. Hon, member stated that
apartheid in the commercial sphere was im-
possible and impracticable, Subsequently the
Rt. Hon member stated that apartheid and
the differentiation between racial groups
socially was impracticable and offensive. It
was for that reason that we encountered
opposition from the other side of the House
when we introduced apartheid in post offices,
on the trains and in other places. Now the
Rt. Hon, member states that differentiation
between the races on the ground of colour
has also become an impossibility and that
it is impracticable and offensive. I put this
question: If that is the point of view of the
Rt, Hon. the Leader of the Opposition, what
alternative is left to us? It seems to me that
he iz consistently adopting the attitude that
differentiation between the various colour
groups in South Africa is impossible and that
it is therefore in practice impossible to follow
a policy of apartheid. But if the Rt. Hon.
the Leader of the Opposition, at this
advanced stage in his life, accepts the prin-
ciple that in practice it {s impossible to draw
a line of distinction between European and
non-European in South Africa, I can assure
him that white South Africa will really not
honour his memory. Yesterday he did his
utmost to fill the people of South Africa,
especially white South Africa, with a feeling
of despair. He informed the people, and
especially white South Africa, that our
hopes of having a white race in years to
come have been destroyed because even today
it is not practical to draw a line of distine-
tion. I quote what the Rt, Hon. member
said —

You are trying to classify what is un-
classifiable,

The hon, member for Rondebosch
(Col. Jordan) in his conceit — or is that the
wrong word — went even further and made
the accusation that we on this side of the
House honour the principle of Hitlerism
because we believe in the building up of a
nation on the foundation of blood, I want
to assure the hon. member that if the United
Party in South Africa discards that corner-
stone of blood, as far as colour distinction is
concerned, our White race will fight them
with all the intelligence and the power God
has given us, We will fight that principle
and we will fight the United Party on that
point from the north to the south and from
the west to the east, If the United Party
identifies itself with the hon. member for
Rondebosch snd accepts that principle we
will fight it with the last drop of our white
blood and the last drop of sweat of our
labour. I want to assure the United Party
that if they have reached the stage where
they discard the principle of purity of blood
in the building up of a nation, we will fight
them as long as we have any breath left,
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To repeal the Population Registration Act, 1950; to amend or repeal certain laws
so as to abolish the distinction made therein between persons belonging to different
races or population groups; and to provide for matters connected therewith,

(Afrikaans text signed by the State President. )
(Assenred to 27 June 1991. J '

£

E IT ENACTED by the State President and the Parliament of the Republic
of South Africa, as follows:—

Amendment and repeal of Acts, and savings | SO
1. (1) The Acts mentioned in Schedule I are hereby repealed to the extent set
out in the third column thereof. 5
(2) The Acts mentioned in Schedule IT are hereby amended to the extent set out
~in the third column thereof.
(3) The population register as compiled in terms of the Identification Act, 1986
(Act No. 72 of 1986), and as it exists at the commencement of this Act shall remain
in force and of effect until the repeal of the chubhc of South Africa Constitution 10
Act, 1983 (Act No. 110 of 1983). :



CENSUS REPORT DOCUMENTS OF SOUTH AFRICA

This file consists of single extract copies of the original census reports that are stored at the
Western Cape Archives and Records Services in Cape Town, South Africa.

This office is situated in Roland Street 72, Cape Town CBD.

Telephone number is: 021 483 0405.

Email address is: archives.clientservices@westerncape.gov.za

Website address: https://www.westerncape.gov.za/cas/service/western-cape-archives

RESEARCH PURPOSE:

The author of this document conducted research on the first censuses carried out by the South
African government. He aimed to understand how the population was classified in the early
years, which community groups existed, what their names were, and how this eventually led to
the four race groups used in modern-day South Africa. The first census was conducted by the
Cape Colony under the direction of the Governor in 1865.

First census of the Cape Colony 5 March 1865

Second census of the Cape Colony - 5 April 1875
Third census of the Cape Colony - 5 April 1891
Fourth census of the Cape Colony - 17 April 1904
Fifth census of the Union of South Africa - 7 May 1911

WHERE CAN | FIND THESE REPORTS AT THE ARCHIVES OFFICE?

Inventory of Cape Colony Publications: 7/17 CCP & CCP 4/11/6

CENSUS Vol.4/11/1-6, page 142

Journal of Jan van Riebeeck

WHAT ARE WE TRYING TO PROOFE?

We seek to expose the truth that the race group
the people it describes d it was an umbrella term forced upon a wide range of indigenous tribes

and ethnic communities in South Africa. This name was enforced on them through colonial and

apartheid policies, stripping people of their true identities and histories. Over time, the label

ACol ouredo became a t oo true@dntitiesrod s U he, cdiungd s.iydisn d
It was deliberately used to lump diverse groups into a single category, not for recognition or

unity, but to make it easier for the government to control and classify. At its core, the

system behind this label was meant to uphold white supremacy by maintaining the so-called

purity of the white race and drawing a sharp line between 'them' and everyone else.
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CENSUS OF THE CAPE 'COLONY.—1865.
I.—SEX AND RACE.
Male. Yemale. Torax. European. Hottentot. Kafir. Other.
CAPE TOWN.
The Municipality* ... . o | woss | | e ssesn| [ wsus| | es| L] e | 120,
GBEEN POINT. ]
The Municipality v wee  auef  «os 440 468() — 908 | ... 72911805 T |l 6| e 156
BOBBEN ISLAND. | |
The General Infirmary we ool 0| 284 | .., 174)] - 458 .. 266 [ o do [N C 34| .| 109
., \
CAPE DIVISION. /Mbﬂ (5054 | -4 d :
Papendorp oo o r-522 |
Liesbeek Rivier oo o .| 359 g o S 18 409 o2
- Rondebosch ‘s 5 991 1,211 |4 0% 1,378 ig 23 20
%T‘;ewlémds o e S T 1,958 | - 1,955 3 1 322
ynberg ... L1z | 275 = 2
Klassenbosdl (Constantxa) “L'G'SD" kR 583 saon e n q 1’§§§ 2 2 L199
Diep Rivier e oo .| 328 311 230 75 2 554
Downs, No. 1 and 2 e e 482 453 287 2 "1. 324
Noord Hoek . 429 368 391 243 ; 5 ?52
Simon’s Town & Wildschutbrand 1,350 [ 1,198 [o* 1,231 168 21 1,128
Kuils Rivier and Tygerberg  ...| 438 335 "268 63 5 437
Pa’a}en o | 279 235 170" 3 341
D’Urban e oon - | 385 359 353 320 6 65
Koeberg, LYO. l) s eas wes| 342 268 270 312 8 | 20
5 (OO0 555 50 | 367 279 33
Blueberg ... o] 374 309 - 27:7; 1;; g ! ;gg
: 10,252 9,989 § 20,24 4
STELLENBOSCHL d ) ;5 41 7?,748 1,452 497 8,544
~f DY
The \Iummpdhty e s sy 1,548 L~ 56l 885 27 60 2,003
Environs ... | 7B63 440 | ; 338 5 9 ’651
Klapmuts ... .o oes .sf 381 293 e . 204 62 3 405
i Bottelary ... s 204 148 107 1 ‘o1 293
. Herste Rivier Voo o] 2710 559
403 40 13 813
Hottentots’ Holland ooy & 840 765 498 28. 56 1,093 |
" Moddergat R e 489 347 17| - 7 668
4,675 4,242 8,917 2,712 —
PAARL. 2 5 75‘)( y 180 169 5,856 ‘
The Municipality ... ee| 2,434 2,495 9 1,978 2,841
Wellington 1:190 1;251 (ﬁ at( 1’011 gi GZ 1,205
. B £
@Groot Drakenstein | 661 520 393 38 oo 755
Klein dos " v i ae]ii590 520 501 34 2 573
Dal Josaphat .| 349 310 336 17 6 300
Wagonmaker’s Valley ... .| 721 693 512 63 19 820
Groeneberg o5» es | 424 345 383 86 11 289
Paardeberg .| 274 231 160 18 327
Achter de Paarl . | 521 393 442 20 41 T 411
Fransche Hoek ... 610 537 577 17 2 551
Missionary Institution Pniel”...| 263 251 11 15 ‘ .'488
8,037 7,546 | 15,583 6,304 370 149 8,760
JMALMESBURY. 3 . : ; 1 :
Phe Municipality e o o] 654 592 597 56 593
Riebeek’s Kasteel ... o 585 497 565 486 3 28
Voor do. e .| 458 344 339 2 15 446 A
Honigberg o o 3864 303 554 96 7 e
Mosselbanks Rivier | 347 301 337 285 12 14
Voor Zwartland .| 383 368 361 13 10 367
Zwartland . | 685 494 480 52 19 578
Mission Station “Abbotsdale ? .| 156 157 14 11 1 287
Achter Zwartland woe | 420 331 541 180 ©19 1
Voor Groenekloof e | 496 503 427 281 3 288
Groenekloof W 181 140 80 144 3 le 94
Mission Station “ Mamre £ ws| 652 545 16 1,168 2 11
Behind Groenekloof ase | 255 230 180 184 1 120
Schryver’s Hoek ... we| 236 222 220 212 2 24
Saldanha Bay oos .o e 328 268 236 141 30 189
Paardeberg . s | 273 205 216 36 1 225
St. Helena Bay ... e 941 744 813 468 16 388
Zout Rivier oD wos | 514 460 538 268 3 165
7,868 6,704 | 14,572 6,514 4,083 147 |——| 3,898
PIKETBERG.
The Village S ot | P 272 211 11 1 320
Voor l’ikg:berg o .| 408 * 386 398 144 s 246
Achter do. .« e e 540 430 657 299 3 11
Verloren Vallei ... | 429 382 503 55 5 248
Great Berg River ... 547 485 750 182 8 92
Mission Station ¢ Wlttewater B 51 74 7 13 105
Do.  “Goede Verwacht”| 216 232 L s ;gz 1:13 343
enty-four Rivers e ) (i U 119
Twenty ! 3,141 2,806 | 6,087 3,174 1,342 37 1,484

* Convicts, 646 Males; Military, 523 Males, 172 Females.
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DISTRIBUTION OF THE POPULATION.
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' TABLES, 1891.

g t!;e Population of the Colony according to the Census of April, 1891.

.

>0PULATION AND DWELLINGS.

Persons. Males. Females.

s 5 50 1,527,224 767,327 759,897
S s 376,987 195,936 151,031
st ST 13,907 6,713 7,194
SR 50,388 . 26248 24,140
i ) 229,650 108,566 121,114
S 608,456 506,635 301,821

Gedlle * 247,806 123,209 124,597

tentot Race detailed.
ns, Male and Female respectively, of each distinct Tribe of the Hottentot Race.

Males.

< Persons. Females.

o o et 42,891 22,341 120,550
U e a6 70 44 26
RS R P 5,296 2,807 2,480
a5 . o e 2,131 1,056 1,075

‘ Béﬁhuana. Races detailed.

T
Persons. i

Males.

Male and Feniale respectively, of each distinct Tribe of the Kefir and Bechuana Races.

Females.

249,484
184,754
30,647
24,556
11,766
11,638

8,604
. 15»37 i
39,583

120,438
92,709
15,198

1,727

6,496

5,926
5,105
9,956

22,450

902
3,545
4,008

8,016

129,046
92,045
15,449

12,820

5,270

5,712
3,580

5,385
17,094

R 4
3,084

4:529’

3,470




CAPE OF GOOD HOPE CENSUS, 1891.

5 ; : 4 v
4 SR LR - AT,
: The Mixed and Other Coloured Races detailed.
Tasre IV. —Showmg the Number of Persons, Male and Female respectively, of the Mixed and Other Coloure%
¢ " Name of Race. Persons. Males. Females.
Mized. . : s EMESAS 239,792 118,539 121,253
Indian & 56 2 : . . o a4l 1,453 1,065 388
Mozambigue .. A Sl 1,858 1,110 748
Griqua 2k i & 5 & o 5 50 3,998 1,970 2,028
Ohers® " = Uisin B G P A o 705 525 180
Persons. | Males. Females.
*Including—Abyssinian o 5 . oo 1 1
, : . American Indian ! 2 2
Arab - 27 20 7
B 268 137 131
. Brazilian .., ; ] 3 3
" Chinese o 215 215
Greole .. .. 26 20 6
East Indian . o i 1
‘Japanese .. . ‘2 2
Malagasy 50 . 48 37 11
Mﬁor e e 158 1
Negro .. < Al 81‘ 20
Persian 7 1 1
Peruvian .. 2 2
: Turk 36 32 4
West Indian 15 15 ]
i Zanzibari . . . 6 5 1
TOTAL .. 705 525 180

?opulatxon, Dwellings and Area: Summary.

Tasre V.—Showing the Number of Males and Females of each Race ; the Number of Inhabited Dwellings, and the Area in Square Miles
for each Section of the Colony.

European or £ By Kafir and Mixed and - 2
White. oy L lafizeniieti Tinge. Bechuana. Other.
ot Area in
3 : s B _ abil S
: 8 o & - 2 : 8 S 3 4 Dwellings., l\gi‘ll::_e
3 s 5 <, g < @ i @ = @ = i
ool w s e R R R
2 = = = =) 11 = = = [ = =
Seorron' I. The Colony
proper, as constituted N !
and bounded in 1876 .. | 174,082 | 162,906 | 6,294 | 6,803 |22,928|21,102|40,739|42,538| 129,049 | 123,310 | 112,520 | 114,264 | 156,558 | 191,416
Szcz'lon II. The late Pro- :
vince of Griqualand
“West, annexed in 1880.. 16,264 | 13,406 | 415 388 2,562 | 2,134 | 1,288 547 | 20,837 | 10,441 7,390 ,263| 14,906 15,197
Snorron TII. The Native 5
Territories, annexed . :
since 1875 . ek 5,660 4,719 4 3| 768| 904 |66,589|78,029| 156,749 | 168,070 2,799 3,070 | 105,118 14,698
A
A i :
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Population: General Summary
TABLE I.—Showing the Population of the Colony according to the Census of April, 1904.

CENSUS TABLES, 1904.

PART I—POPULATION AND DWELLINGS.

" Population. Persons. Males. Females.
2,409,804 1,218,940 1,190,864

3 579,741 318,544 261,197
‘ 15,682 7,882 7,800

ol 91,260 47,027 44,233

= . } 310,720 147,286 163,434
1,114,067 546,442 568,625

-- 298,384 152,759 145,575

%

{ The Hottentot Race detailed.
i)_g the Number of Persons, Male and Female respectively, of each distinct Tribe of the Hottentot Race.

Name of ?,Eribe. Persons. | Males. Females.

‘ |
) % 185,892 I 44,220 41,672
o % o 34 28
; , 4,168 : 2,185 1,983
g : 1188 - | 588 550
L TN R e TR B T 47,097 14,233

'.l'i‘;e Kafir and Bechuana Races detailed.

[T.—Showing the Number of Persons, Male and Female rerpectively, of ‘each distinet Trike of the Kafir and Bechuana Races.

101,876

51,301

70,104
2,454
187,766
12,710
13,209

37,352
1,319
89,335

7,971

5,753

Name of Tribe. Persons. Males. Females.
324,225 159,005 165,220

_ o . 266,284 > 128,001 138,283

3 > ‘ 50,657 24,242 26,315

36,083 16,692 19,391

5 o 14,456 6,924 7,532
19,741 9,682 10,059

14,602 7,865 6,737

50,5756
89,752
1,185
5 98,431

6,957

5,288 :

1,114,067

545,442

568,625

B2
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The Mixed and Other Coloured Races detailed.
TABLE IV.—Showing the Number of Persons, Male and Female respectively, of the Mixed and Other Coloured Races in detail.

Name of Race. Persons, Males, Females.
Mixed 279,662 138,967 140,605
sk it e S M 5 8,489 7,648 841
Griqua 3 & 3 6,289 3,025 3,264
Mozambigue s 1,433 856 { 577
[
Chinese oo 1,880 1,366 | 14
Others* . 55 1,081 897 184
GRAND TOTAL 298,334 152,759 145,575
Persons, | Males. | Females:
*Including—Abyssinian 5 28 18 10
Atfghan - o 25 25
Arab 4 189 168 2
Ashanti : 1 ol T
Assyrian % 117 74 43
Briqua s 78 83 45
Chilian : 1 1, 8
Cingalese 5 5 5
Creole 45 42 3
East Indian 35 33 2
Egyptian 21 18 5 '
Japanese g 38 31 7
Krooman % 114 111 3
Liberian A 1 1 o
Malagasy 5 47 18 29
Moor 2 2
Negro 5 112 96 16
Persian 4 4 %
Philippino 27 27
Somali 12 12
South American 1 1
Swahili 57 57
Turk o 15 15
; ‘West Indian ... 82 82
: Zanzibari B 24 24
TOTAL 1,081 897 184

Density of the Population and of Dwellings: Summary.

TABLE V.—Showing for the Colony and for each of the three Sections, the Area; Number of Inhabited Dwellings; Number
of Persons and of Inhabited Dwellings to the Square Mile; and Number of Persons to the Inhabited Dwelling.

Area in Square Miles ...

Total Population (All Races)

Number of Inhabited Dwellings

Number of Persons to the Square Mile

Number of Inhabited Dwellings to the Square Mile
Nuuiber of Pereons to the Inhabited Dwelling ...

SEcTION 1. SEcTION II. SEctIoN IIT,
The Native :

The Colony St The Native and

TrE CoLoxy. proper as consti- cTrexlf;)'zmt‘:; fd Other Terri-
tuted and obos A 3 a o tories annexed

bounded in 1891. npcecLn since 1891.

1891.

276,995 206,860 14,693 55,442
9,409,804 1,489,691 632,884 287,229
455,999 257,198 138,159 60,643
8:70 720 43-07 518
1:65 1-24 9-40 1:09
5°28 5°79 4-58 474




1911



