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COMVENTS ON CONSTITUTIONAL PROPOSALS

There is considerable overlapping between objectives and

principles, Is this unavoidable? For example:-

1.1, 1(e)s 1(e)s 2(1); 2(n)
1.2, 1(a); 1(b); 2(b), (i); 2(e)

1(a); 2(b), (1); ete.

2(b)- Is this a principle of the constitution?

In other worde it ies not clear why one thing is an objective
and not a principle and vice versa, I# 1% not possible to
have a better separation?

CoNTATH FOLMULATIONS

I"Mut
3.1. 1(a) would "restore" not ve better than "i;un$“?

1(e) +vse.. Opening up fanilities to all,
1(b) better inseri "in" between "and" and "econcmic".
(e) "what 1s¢hnti-racist hehaviourff Suzgeet the
following:-
"eassss habits of non=racial thinking and behaviour,

and the cultivation of a genuinely.veesss

Bebls  h) seessess fOr the epeediest achievement of
these goals
1(i) fOuseess for the achicvement of these goals

14 i$ not clear how "participatory democracy" Jiffers from
what is envisaged under 2(b), (¢}, (d),3nd (e). :eec also 1(f).

“ome rights e.g. 2(1) and 2(q) are given "epecial" constitutional
guarantees by the Dtate, Others are simply "constitutionally

protected", What is the difference?

QuHEH FORMULATIONS

I\
It seeme preferablg to soy E(ll Farticipatory lemocracy shall



T

(2)

be encoura ed by involving sesssssss "As suggested above

the necesseity for this provision is unclear. Ferhaps we

may wish to 887 "eseessesss shall be encouraged by

involving the people and in particular community and workers

or;arisations directlyecesssssss"s

Z(n)

E.j.‘

&q?p

9.1.

el

‘ote that in i1{e) we refer to "overcoming centuries

of racial domination and inequalityy, not juat the
inenqualities produced by apartheid, Would

"redistribution of wealth" in 1(e) not cover Land
«wuestion?

I'he form=t under 1 is a little awkward., 1t has such
unfaoiliar phrases a=s:= "the ensuring", "the overcoming",
"{he creating", ‘ould it not be simpler to ctate the

objectivesTas:-

lo srant (restore).ssssss
To outloWesessnss
10 ENBUIEssensas

ete

Jo we need this item? Ioes it not justify the regime's
use of "security” to achieve its goals?

2(h) 1s there any reason for using "will" rather than

"suall"?

Here we refer to a Bill of hights based on the Freedom

Chartar,

tuaret 1, Doee our statement of principles avoid
incorporating what would amount %o items in
a Bill of Rights based on the Freedom Charter?
2. To what extent do we incorporate provieione

of the Charter ir our statemert of:

(a) cbjectives
{b) principles ?



(3)

10, In the statement of the principles on which a new
constitutéon will be based we should launch a frontal Msack
on and not evade the group concept so central to
'Afrikaaner Thinking'. [Hhtther we have group or individual
righte is absclutely fundamental to our concept of a new
constitution, We should permit of no wa,uenes: on t' e matter,

11. There are other ideas which the regime and its allies is
toying with., we should likewiae explode these in dealing
with the principles of the new constitution.

1ve 1t is therefore necessary that our document, does theee things.

(a) demclish the positions of the enemy)

(b) point the way forward for all to follow wno seek a
genuime solution and

{(e) seek to rally international opinion to our point of view,

L ax not satisfied that our locument as it stands meets these

requiresents,

incidentally, it might be useful to read the "Troederbond
'onotitutional Condiiions for the FPuture”, ss well as the
"Oouth . frican Dusine.a Charter™, nor would it be a bad ides to
lock at the "Indaba” bill of Riphte &nd see how they compare
with the Treedom Charter,



