
Mo more marches? 
There can be no doubt that the General Law 

Further Amendment Act is a further dimin-
ishment of the right lo peaceful protest. Clause 
15 removes from local authorities the power 
to decide whether or not protest inarches can 
lie held and vests this power in a magistrate. 
While it has in the past been possible for an 
organisation wishing to hold a protest march 
lo make its representations to the local author­
ity, there is now no provision made for such 
an approach. In fact, even if the local author­
ity grants permission, th i s has to be ratified 
by a magistrate. 

In any democratic country the rights of 
citizens to voice their public protest are jeal­
ously guarded. The authorities recognise their 
duty to protect freedom of speech and ex­
pression and to ensure the safety of those 
taking part in peaceful protest. The right to 
criticise is a fundamental ingredient o£ de­
mocracy and protest is an expression of that 
criticism. 

In this country , however, criticism has been 
equated with itn-South Africanism and protest 
with disloyalty. Over the years there has been 
a scries of restrictions placed on protest by 
legislation and an increasing reluctance on the 
part of the police to afford the protection 
which it is their duty to provide. 

The debate in Parliament has once again in­
dicated that the Government has no interest 
in maintaining due democratic process and 
thai the official opposition is no longer able 
to recognise this. 

The real issue is not in whom the power 
is vested. The clause is a further violation of 
democratic principle and a diminishment of 
the right to protest. It is a sad reflection on 
political life in this country that Mrs. Suz-
man was the only Member to condemn this 
clause. It is a matter for shame that not a 
single member of Parliament supported her. 
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