
racialism as a key principle!* Here is a sug-
ited task for Idasa: gather rliis information 
comprehensively and clearly as possible. 
Then begins a second and perhaps more 

important set of questions; questions thai 
will undoubtedly rage for years lo come* 
How will the general principal of non-
racialism be translated into specific policies 
and practices? For instance we may agree 
upon a practice of affirmative action in ser­
vice of the principle of non- racial ism. But 
what will be its boundaries? At what sites 
and in what manner will it best be effective? 
To what extent? And where will affirmative 
action lead to passivity rather than activity* 

What exactly should the policy of 
non-racialism prescribe in respect 
of education, health and welfare, 

land and housing, legislation and the courts 
as well as in the arenas of arts, culture and 
national svmbols? In some of these areas 
debate has started; in others, questions 
regarding the practicalities of non-racialism 
have hardly begun to emerge. Take educa­
tion for instance. In the United States, 
desegregation of educational institutions 
has been a fraught issue for many years, 
with few dear answers- Yet locallv. in thi* 
respect we have hardly started. In economic 
terms what will have changed if whites in 
the main remain wealthy (and retain owner­
ship] while Macks generally stay poor? Cer­
tainly "race^-consdousness will not be 
much altered. 

Non-racialism, rooted in 

negatives and refusals, wil l 

itself require transformation 

into positives* 

Two final thoughts in an effort to stimu­
late debate. First, it seems that non-racialism 
- of necessity forged in resistance politics, 
thus centrally rooted in negatives and 
refusals - will itself require transformation 
into positives: aims, goals, policies and prac­
tices. How is this to be done? Secondly a 
suggestion. In its most positive sense the 
principle/policy of non*racialism/anti-
racism should (like some recent strands of 
feminist thinking) entertain and embody a 
paradox: the striving for a bond of common 
identity along with the recognition and tol­
erance of differences* 

Non-racialism is certainly a most lauda-
tory dream; it is time to consider more care­
fully its practice 

Don Foster is professor of psychology at the 
University of Cape Town. 

(Copies of Prof Foster's inaugural addrest, delitrred 
in August 1991, may he obtained from tdasa's 

Media Department. 1 Penzance fawrf, 
Mou*niv 7700) 

Flurry over symbols a 
handy bypass? 
The intensity with which the question of a potential national flag and 

anthem has been contested would seem to suggest that the divisive attl* 

tudes and assumptions of the past remain bottle-necked below the 

surface of evolving political relations. 

By Erika Coetzee 

The furore which has erupted around 
the flag and anthem proposed for 
South Africa's participation in the 

Olympic Games appears to have grabbed 
the public imagination. With the obvious 
exception of the resistance demonstrated 
around the imposition of VAT few issues in 
the course of 1991 have enpyed such fervent 
and spontaneous attention 

The themes that underlie the debate 
around svmbols for a 'new South Africa" 
are dearly fundamental one* national unity; 
representation, inclusivity, democracy, 
breaking with the past There seems to be a 
desire to find ways of expressing a novel 
common identity: from the design of new 
bank notes to the furtive media glimpses at 
the dress Miss SA will wear at the Miss 
World competition- Yet it is the symbols that 
Hill accompany South Afncan athletes to the 
Olympics in Barcelona that have catapulted 
thi* trend into the limelight. 

Newspaper letter columns have been lit­
tered with contributions from pro and anti 
factions* Front-page results from phone-in 
polls engendered vehement new rounds of 
debate. Suburban Saturday afternoons, tra-
ditionally reserved for uninterrupted com­
munion with Topsport, have become 
tentative sites for reflection on the nature of 
national symbols. A wave of passionate 
opinion has suddenly emerged out of what 
is often regarded as the politically apathetic 
middle class. 

It is understandable that public interest 
may veer towards this particular aspect of 
the political transition taking place in South 
Africa: national symbols are, after all, the 
more visible and tangible manifestations of 
the process of nation-building. To many, 
they are more accessible than constitutional 
negotiations, more immediate and familiar 
than "building a culture of democracy"* It is 
thus not surprising that active participation 
in the debate around appropriate symbols -
be it nostalgic allegiance to the Springbok or 
support for the neutral compromise of 
Beethoven - seems to outweigh responses to, 
say, the Law Commission's proposed Bill of 
Rights. 

The intense reaction evoked by the pro­
posed symbols then seems to reveal a popu­

lar doorway into the prevailing political pro­
cess; it appears to indicate that the public is 
involved and concerned, impassioned by the 
prospect of new nationhood as South Africa 
is reintroduced to the international arena. 

Yet there is also something disconcerting 
about this fervent interest in Olympic sym­
bols, and the outrage and indignation voiced 
in relation to them. Like the svmbob them-
selves, the reactions they evoke represent a 
larger network of associations and ideas. 
Expressing attachment to a flag or emblem ts 
in itself a token way of communicating a 
range of related beliefs and loyalties. In the 
"spirit of reconciliation', lingering prejudice, 
anger and fear may be obscured by the 
seemingly open debate around a range of 
"new South African" issues and catch 
phrases. The intensity with which the ques­
tion of a potential national flag and anthem 
has been contested would seem to suggest 
that the divisive attitudes and assumptions 
of the past remain bottle-necked below the 
surface of evolving political relations. 

It is almost as if this debate has created an 
alternative route for the expression of 
anger, resentment, indignation: a route 

which does not require grappling directly 
with people or groups, or with the histori­
cally loaded categories of race and ethnicity 
By focusing on the symbols themselves, it 
bypasses the whole complex mass of beliefs 
and attitudes about others that is tied up in 
the process of change. People are exempted 
from addressing one another; instead, they 
can re-direct their feelings about the past 
and the future towards this safer, inanimate 
common sphere. 

It is obviously necessary for South Africa 
to embark on a process of finding inclusive 
and appropriate national symbols. The dan­
ger lies in skipping the basics: the develop­
ment of democratic values, political 
tolerance, social understanding. Without 
addressing the cultural exclusivity of the 
past and the divisions that persist in many 
hearts and minds, the search for truly repre­
sentative common symbols is likely to 
occupy many more reams of newsprint 

Erika Coetzee is a region*! co-ordfnalor in the 
Western Cape office of Idasi. 
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