hange generates its own
vocabulary; South Africa 1s
no exception. We use difter-
t words to express more or less
he same idea and more often than
ot the same word for ditterent
I S

On the political battleground,

ppponents stake out claims and
alk each other publicly with hid-
den agendas that evervbody
knows about and disguise obvious
sdeological preferences with ver-
bal posturing, calculated to pro-
ote themselves as the most
ttractive partners in the process
of negotiated transition
The big point is not to appear
orant or unconfident even if the vast
majority of people have no idea what vou
e talking about, or exactly what is happen-
E.
It would be comforting, even nice, if for
ample, the government in power and its
ponents to the left and nght, displaved
some humility; contessed some 1gnorance
and took the country into thewr confidence
about the complexity of the process ol
change they have unleashed on us

Instead, the PAC assures us that “the toil-
ing masses demand a constituent assembly
1" whilst the ANC claims that the same
ASSEs are ;rmp.ln;d o move In stages iTom
n “all party conference”, to an "interim
povernment” and then a constituent assem-
v election.

The government says it should be blind-
inglv obvious to evervone that you cannot
® have constituent assembly elections or an
| interim government before there have been a
number of multi-party conferences, and by
then, neither of the other two may be neces-
=ary

Right-wing organisations and parties pro-
claim that all thas 1s a lot of cock and bull

A———
TRANSITION

New-speak
for the 1990s

What exactly do politicians mean when they |
launch into the jargon of the transition process?

Are they all speaking the same language?
VAN ZYL SLABBERT offers an interpretation.

in favour of this from left and right There
are fringe flanking elements who favour mil-
itancy and radicalism, but they are in the
minority

e third pnint is that df&PitE this
national consensus, there s 2 funda-

mental division on what to negotiate
about. A minority of whites, who may be
strategically located in the economy and the
avil service, wish to negotiate a form of par-
tiion. The majority, (including the majority
of whites} wish to negotiate some form of a
non-racial democracy.

Within the minonty who wish to negoti-
ate partition one can distinguish between
greedy partitionists and sacrificial partition-
t=ts

Greedy partitionists wish to negoliate a
substantial piece of South Africa which they
believe 15 historically theirs, e.g. the AWB
and the Boer republics. Or they want to
reimpose old-stvle Verwoerdian separate
development, e.g. Ferdie Hartzenberg and
his supporters in the Conservative Party.

Sacrificial partitionists wish to negotiate
either a small parl of South Africa for the
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