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A
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I
use

part
IV
of
Sen's

book
on

'public
reasoning

and
dem

ocracy'
to
m
ake

an
evaluation

of
South

A
frica's

new
dem

ocracy
as
itw

as
institutionalized

in
the

m
id-l

990s.
Iam

rather
critical

about
our

dem
ocracy

and
about

the
level

of
justice

attained
over

the
past

18
years.

Please
review

the
entire

docum
ent

for
typographical

errors,
m
athem

atical
errors,

and
any

other
necessary

corrections;
check

headings,
tables,

and
figures.

IT
he
close

connection
betw

een
dem

ocracy,
public

reasoning
and

justice
In
chapter

15
of
A
m
artya

Sen's
book,

The
Idea

ofJustice
(2009:

324-{),
he
explores

the
w
ay
dem

ocracy
and

public
reasoning

can
contribute

to
justice.

In
several

chapters
of
his

book,
he
explains

'how
central

the
role

of
public

reasoning
is
for

the
understanding

of
justice'.

A
ccording

to
him

,
the

recognition
of
this

role
of
public

reasoning
'takes

us
to

a
connection

betw
een

the
idea

of
justice

and
the

practice
of
dem

ocracy'.
H
e
continues:

Please
confirm

that
all
author

inform
ation,

including
nam

es,
affiliations,

sequence,
and

contact
details,

is
correct.

K
eyw

ords
apartheid,

dem
ocracy,

electorate,
ethnic

inequality,
racial

inequality

Please
note

that
this

proof
represents

your
final

opportunity
to
review

your
article

prior
to
publication,

so
please

do
send

all
of
your

changes
now

.

[I]n
contem

porary
politicalphilosophy

the
view

thatdem
ocracy

isbestseen
asgovernm

ent
by
discussion

has
gained

w
idespread

support
...

There
is,ofcourse,

the
older

-
and

m
ore

form
al-

view
ofdem

ocracy
w
hich

characterizes
itm

ainly
in
term

s
ofelections

and
ballots,

rather
than

in
the
broader

perspective
ofgovernm

ent
by
discussion.

A
nd
yet,in

contem
po-

rary
political

philosophy,
the

understanding
of
dem

ocracy
has

broadened
vastly

...
[Tjhe
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central
issues

in
a
broader

understanding
ofdem

ocracy
are
political

participation,
dialogue

and
public

interaction.
The

crucial
role

of
public

reasoning
in
the

practice
of
dem

ocracy
m
akes

the
entire

subject
of
dem

ocracy
relate

closely
w
ith
the

topic
that

is
central

to
this

[i.e.Sen's]
w
ork,

nam
ely
justice.

If
the

dem
ands

ofjustice
can

be
assessed

only
w
ith
the

help
of
public

reasoning,
and

if
public

reasoning
is
constitutively

related
to
the

idea
of

dem
ocracy,

then
there

is
an
intim

ate
connection

betw
een

justice
and

dem
ocracy,

w
ith

shared
discursive

features.

support
for

apartheid
South

A
frica

at
the

end
of
the

1980s,
the

w
hites

had
no
choice

but
to
enter

into
negotiations

w
ith

the
liberation

organizations
about

a
new

politico-
econom

ic
system

for
South

A
frica.

These
negotiations

started
in
1990

and
ushered

in
an
agreem

ent
on

a
constitutional

dem
ocracy

w
ith

universal
franchise

rights.
The

first
dem

ocratic
elections

took
place

in
1994

and
N
elson

M
andela

w
as
inaugurated

as
the

first
black

president
of
the

new
South

A
frica.

Iam
in
total

agreem
ent

w
ith

Sen's
broader

understanding
of
dem

ocracy
and

w
ith
his

con-
clusion

about
an
intim

ate
connection

betw
eenjustice

and
dem

ocracy.
H
is
book

m
akes

an
invaluable

contribution
to
the

theory
and

the
practice

of
dem

ocracy.
South

A
frica

becam
e
a
constitutional

dem
ocracy

in
1994

after
a
century

of
w
hite

political
dom

inance
and

racial
capitalism

.
South

A
frica's

new
dem

ocracy
and

the
w
ay

public
reasoning

operates
are

both
constrained

by
typical

South
A
frican

circum
stances.

C
onsequently,

neither
South

A
frican

dem
ocracy

nor
the

m
anner

of
public

reasoning
is

conducive
to
prom

oting
justice

to
the

necessary
degree.

IIIT
he
w
eaknesses

of
South

A
frica's

new
dem

ocracy
D
uring

the
early

I990s
tw
o
sets

of
negotiations

w
ere

taking
place

in
South

A
frica.

N
ego-

tiations
on
South

A
frica's

new
political

system
took

place
in
public

betw
een

all
the

w
hite

and
black

political
parties.

A
t
the

sam
e
tim
e
secret

negotiations
on
South

A
frica's

future
econom

ic
system

and
econom

ic
policies

w
ere

being
conducted

betw
een

a
leadership

core
of
the

A
N
C
,
the

w
hite

corporate
sector

and
representatives

of
the

A
m
erican

and
B
ritish

governm
ents.

These
secret

negotiations
w
ere

orchestrated
by
the

M
ining

Energy
C
om
plex

(M
EC
)
that

had
played

a
dom

inant
role

in
South

A
frican

econom
ic

and
polit-

ical
history

since
the

discovery
of
gold

in
1886. 1

The
secret

negotiations
reached

a
clim

ax
in
N
ovem

ber
1993.

A
t
that

stage
South

A
frica

w
as
being

governed
by

the
Transitional

Executive
C
ouncil

(TEC
),
w
hich

w
as

com
prised

of
8
m
em
bers

of
the

N
ational

Party
govem

m
ent

and
8
m
em
bers

of
the

A
N
C

leadership
core.

The
TEC

decided
that

South
A
frica

needed
a
loan

of
$850

m
illion

from
the

IM
F
to
help

tide
the

country
over

its
balance

of
paym

ents
difficulties.

B
efore

the
IM
F

granted
the

loan
to
South

A
frica,

itrequested
the

TEC
to
sign

a
docum

ent
about

the
eco-

nom
ic
policy

of
the

future
governm

ent.
This

docum
ent

com
m
itted

the
TEC

to
the

A
m
er-

ican
ideologies

of
neo-liberalism

and
m
arket

fundam
entalism

.
The

agreem
ent

that
w
as

reached
on
econom

ic
policy

in
N
ovem

ber
1993

is
regarded

as
the

Elite
C
om
prom

ise
on
w
hich

the
new

South
A
frican

dispensation
has

been
based.

The
Elite

C
om
prom

ise
put

local
and

transnational
corporations

in
a
pow

erful
position

vis-it-vis
the

still-to-be-
elected

A
N
C
governm

ent.
It
also

m
ade

the
conditions

of
the

W
ashington

C
onsensus

applicable
to
South

A
frica.?

W
hen

South
A
frica

becam
e
a
dem

ocratic
country

in
M
ay

1994,
the

sovereignty
of
the

new
governm

ent
w
as
already

'restricted'
by
the

term
s
on
w
hich

agreem
ent

w
as
reached.

The
restrictions

that
w
ere

im
posed

on
South

A
frica

put
itin

the
sam

e
position

as
m
ost

of
the

countries
in
the

G
lobal

South.
M
ost

of
the

G
lobal

South
countries

do
not

have
the

econom
ic,

financial
and

bureau-
cratic

ability
to
participate

in
the

global
econom

y
w
ith
the

sam
e
degree

of
sovereignty

as
w
estern

countries
and

som
e
of
the

larger
developing

countries.
These

southern
countries

are
often

deprived
of
the

sovereignty
to
decide

independently
on
a
com

prehensive
redis-

tribution
policy

on
behalf

of
the

im
poverished

m
ajority

of
their

inhabitants.
The

im
plication

of
the

Elite
C
om
prom

ise
of
1993

w
as
that

the
A
N
C
w
as
em
pow

ered
to
im
plem

ent
policies

on
behalf

of
a
black

elite
form

ation,
but

deprived
of
the

ability
to

alleviate
the

abject
poverty

of
the

poorer
half

of
the

black
population,

once
the

conditions
of
the

W
ashington

C
onsensus

w
ere

m
ade

applicable
in
South

A
frica.

W
e
can

also
identify

other
w
eaknesses

of
South

A
frica's

new
constitutional

dem
oc-

racy.
These

w
eaknesses

turned
out

to
be
also

w
eaknesses

of
the

A
N
C
governm

ent.
South

IIT
he

uniqueness
of
South

A
frica

A
fter

gold
w
as
discovered

in
1886

on
the

W
itw
atersrand,

the
B
ritish

governm
ent

con-
ducted

a
bloody

w
ar
(1899-1902)

against
the

tw
o
B
oer

republics
in
southern

A
frica

to
gain

control
of
the

tw
o
republics

on
behalfofthe

gold-m
ining

com
panies.

In
1910

the
B
ritish

parliam
ent

created
the

U
nion

of
South

A
frica

and
institutionalized

a
political

sys-
tem

of
w
hite

(or
European)

political
dom

inance
and

an
econom

ic
system

that
can

be
described

as
one

of
colonial

and
racial

capitalism
.
This

politico-econom
ic

system
-
also

called
the

apartheid
system

-
rem
ained

in
place

until
1994.

A
t
the

Peace
of
V
ersailles

(1919)
South

A
frica

w
as
granted

dom
inion

status
along

w
ith

C
anada,

A
ustralia

and
N
ew

Zealand.
The

Statute
of
W
estm

inster
(1931)

established
the

4
dom

inions
as
'sovereign

independent'
states

w
ithin

the
B
ritish

C
om
m
onw

ealth.
The

black
population

groups
w
ere

not
only

excluded
from

ow
nership

and
entrepre-

neurial
participation

in
the

politico-econom
ic

system
of
South

A
frica,

but
they

w
ere

also
unjustly

repressed
and

exploited.
From

1910
until

1970
the

proportion
of
w
hites

(or
Eur-

opeans)
in
the

total
population

w
as
less

than
20%

,
but

their
share

of
total

incom
e
w
as

alw
ays

m
ore

than
70%

.
D
uring

the
sam

e
period

A
fricans

constituted
alm
ost

70%
of
the

total
population,

but
their

share
of
total

incom
e
w
as
alw
ays

less
than

20%
!
From

1910
until

1980
the

per
capita

incom
e
of
A
fricans

w
as
alw
ays

less
than

10%
of
the

per
capita

incom
e
of
w
hites.

The
A
frican

N
ational

C
ongress

(A
N
C
)
and

other
liberation

organizations
fought

a
long

struggle
against

the
apartheid

system
in
South

A
frica.

These
organizations

regarded
South

A
frica

as
an
im
m
oral

state
and

as
a
'colony

of
a
special

type'.
The

argum
ents

of
the

liberation
m
ovem

ents
w
ere

supported
by
m
any

countries
in
the

G
lobal

South
-
espe-

cially
those

that
had

obtained
their

independence
after

the
Second

W
orld

W
ar.

A
partheid

South
A
frica

succeeded
in
m
aintaining

its
independence

and
its
racist

char-
acter

as
long

as
itreceived

econom
ic

and
m
ilitary

support
from

w
estern

countries
-
espe-

cially
from

B
ritain

and
the

U
nited

States.
W
hen

these
w
estern

countries
w
ithdrew

their
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A
frica's

dem
ocracy

is
constrained

by
the

fact
that

South
A
frica's

population
is
divided

into
different

racial
and

ethnic
population

groups
of
very

unequal
sizes.

The
total

pop-
ulation

is
com

posed
of
80%

A
fricans,

9%
w
hites,

9%
coloureds

and
about

2%
A
sians.

W
ith

this
kind

of
racial

and
ethnic

inequality
in
the

com
position

of
the

electorate,
it
is

unavoidable
that

the
A
frican

population
group

w
ill
playa

dom
inant

role
in
any

ballot.
The

danger
exists

that
A
fricans

w
ould

be
inclined

to
use

their
num

bers
to
play

too
dom

i-
nant

a
role

for
too

long
a
period

in
South

A
frica's

dem
ocratic

system
.
If
the

dom
inance

of
A
fricans

w
ere

to
continue

for
too

long,
itw

ould
not

be
possible

for
any

ballot
to
call

the
governm

ent
effectively

to
account.

The
A
N
C
-
w
ith

its
explicit

A
fricanist

agenda
-
acts

as
the

torchbearer
of
the

A
frican

population
group.

In
each

of
the

four
elections

since
1994

the
A
N
C
attained

m
ore

than
60%

of
the

total
votes

cast.
If
itw

ere
to
happen

that
the

A
N
C
succeeds

in
w
inning

also
(say)

the
next

tw
o
or
three

elections,
this

w
ould

certainly
not

be
conducive

to
the

health
and

vitality
of
South

A
frica's

dem
ocracy.

M
any

people
doubt

w
hether

a
dem

ocracy
can

operate
in
a
genuinely

dem
ocratic

w
ay
w
hen

there
are

such
great

inequalities
in
the

racial
and

ethnic
com

position
of
the

electorate
as
there

are
in
South

A
frica.

South
A
frica's

dem
ocratic

system
indeed

faces
the

danger
of
w
hat

A
lexis

de
Toequeville

called
the

'tyr-
anny

of
the

m
ajority'.

This
is
a
very

unfortunate
state

of
affairs.

A
nother

w
eakness

of
South

A
frica's

dem
ocratic

system
is
that

it
is
(once

the
W
ashington

C
onsensus

w
as
m
ade

applicable
to
it)
too

pow
erless

to
address

the
very

unequal
distribution

of
incom

e
betw

een
the

50
m
illion

inhabitants
of
the

country.
These

inequalities
are

indeed
so
extensive

that
they

introduce
alm
ost

unbearable
tensions

into
the

viability
of
our

dem
ocratic

system
.
A
dem

ocratic
system

norm
ally

operates
best

in
countries

-
such

as
the

Scandinavian
countries

-
w
ith

an
ethnically

hom
ogenous

popu-
lation

and
a
relatively

equal
distribution

of
incom

e.
G
iven

the
huge

inequalities
in
South

A
frica,

it
is
questionable

w
hether

our
dem

ocratic
system

could
uberhaupt

be
viable

and
effective.
A
s
far
as
the

distribution
of
incom

e
of
the

total
population

is
concerned,

in
2008

the
top

20%
(or

10
m
illion

individuals)
received

74.7%
of
total

incom
e,

w
hile

the
poorest

50%
(or

25
m
illion

individuals)
received

only
7.8%

.
W
hat

com
plicates

m
atters

further
is
that

80%
of
the

w
hites

(or
3.7

m
illion

individuals)
w
ere

am
ong

the
top

20%
of
incom

e
receivers

in
2008,

w
hile

only
Il
%
of
A
fricans

(or
4.4

m
illion

individuals),
25%

of
col-

oureds
(or

1.1
m
illion

individuals),
and

alm
ost

60%
of
A
sians

(or
740,000

individuals)
w
ere

am
ong

the
top

20%
(~

et
ai.,

2009).
The

really
problem

atic
aspect

of
South

A
frica's

unequal
distribution

of
incom

e
is
that

95%
of
A
fricans

(or
23.7

m
illion

individuals)
w
ere

am
ong

the
poorest

50%
of
the

pop-
ulation,

w
hile

5%
coloureds

(or
1.3

m
illion

individuals)
w
ere

am
ong

the
poorest

50%
of

the
population.

The
fact

that
the

G
ini

coefficient
increased

from
0.66

in
1992

to
0.70

in
2008

is
an
indication

that
incom

e
has

becom
e
m
uch

m
ore

unequally
distributed

during
the

'dem
ocratic'

period
(Leibbrandt

and
W
oolard,

2010).
In
July

2012
the

W
orld

B
ank

published
a
docum

ent
on
South

A
frica

entitled
'Focus

of
Inequality

of
O
pportunity'

.The
bank

has
developed

a
H
um
an

O
pportunity

Index
(H
O
I),

w
hich

ithas
started

applying
for

the
first

tim
e.
The

factor
that

m
atters

m
ost

in
the

H
O
I
is

the
'location'

in
w
hich

children
are

born
-
especially

w
ith

respect
to
access

to
services

such
as
w
ater,

sanitation,
electricity,

health
care

and
education.

W
hile

up
to
50%

of

South
A
fricans

are
trapped

in
a
vicious

and
self-perpetuating

cycle
of
inequality,

the
'location'

in
w
hich

m
ore

or
less

50%
of
all
children

are
born

in
South

A
frica

is
such

that
their

H
O
I
is
shockingly

low
.

The
constitution

(act
108

of
1996)

m
entions

several
social

and
econom

ic
rights

-
or

'w
elfare

rights'
-
such

as
the

right
of
access

to
adequate

housing,
the

right
of
access

to
health-care

services,
sufficient

food
and

w
ater,

and
social

security,
etc.

B
ut
as
far
as
the

realization
of
all
these

social
and

econom
ic

rights
is
concerned,

the
constitution

stipu-
lates

that
this

can
be
done

only
'w
ithin

[the
governm

ent's]
available

resources'.
It
is

unfortunate
that

the
realization

of
these

im
portant

social
and

econom
ic

rights
has

been
m
ade

dependent
on

the
judgem

ent
of
technocratically

oriented
m
inisters

of
finance

w
hose

spending
pow

ers
are

restricted
by
the

conditions
of
the

Elite
C
om
prom

ise.
South

A
frica's

dem
ocratic

system
is
also

w
eakened

by
the

fact
that

South
A
frica

is
a

developing
country,

of
w
hich

a
large

part
of
the

population
is
im
poverished

and
'under-

developed'
to
such

a
degree

that
m
any

are
not

capable
of
m
aking

a
reflective

and
con-

sidered
choice

betw
een

the
different

political
parties

during
a
general

election.
W
e
m
ust

appreciate
that

m
any

im
poverished

people
in
South

A
frica

are
so
poor

and
so
'unedu-

cated'
that

they
never

have
the

opportunity
(or

the
luxury)

to
m
ake

a
choice

betw
een

'valuable
goods'.

They
often

have
only

one
choice

in
life

and
that

is
how

to
stay

alive.
B
y
being

too
poor

to
gain

experience
in
m
aking

choices,
they

do
not

know
how

to
decide

w
hich

one
of
the

opposing
parties

in
a
general

election
can

m
ake

the
m
ost

valuable
con-

tribution
tow
ard

addressing
their

plight
(see

N
ef
and

R
eiter,

2009:
I10).Y

et
poor

people
can

participate
actively

in
service

delivery
protests.

To
participate

in
these

protests
ispart

of
the

struggle
of
im
poverished

people
for

survival.
B
ut
to
use

their
vote

during
an
elec-

tion
w
ith

the
necessary

reflection
on
the

m
ultiple

issues
at
stake

is
another

m
atter.

O
f
the

poorest
25
m
illion

im
poverished

people
in
South

A
frica,

alm
ost

24
m
illion

are
A
fricans.

The
fact

that
m
any

do
not

have
any

experience
in
choosing

betw
een

alternatives
m
akes

it
likely

that
they

w
ould

be
inclined

to
continue

voting
for

the
A
N
C
.
The

results
of
a
dem

-
ocratic

election
should

not
be
determ

ined
by
people

w
ho
are

too
poor

to
cast

a
considered

vote.The
fact

that
about

14
m
illion

people
receive

grants
from

the
governm

ent
is
m
ost

laudable.'
W
ithout

these
grants

their
poverty

w
ould

have
been

unbearable.
B
ut
the

fact
that

the
grants

are
paid

to
them

by
the

A
N
C
governm

ent
constrains

the
freedom

of
the

recipients
to
vote

against
the

A
N
C
.
There

are
allegations

against
the

A
N
C
that,

during
election

cam
paigns,

it
threatens

recipients
of
the

social
grants

that
these

grants
w
ould

be
taken

from
them

ifthey
voted

against
it.Ifthese

allegations
are

true,
then

the
situation

is
highly

deplorable.

IV
D
eficiencies

in
the

process
of
public

reasoning
in
S
outh

A
frica

A
m
artya

Sen
em
phasizes

the
central

role
of
public

reasoning
in
prom

oting
justice.

A
ccording

to
him

,
dem

ocracy
is
best

seen
as
'governm

ent
by
discussion'.

It
is
not

easy
to
determ

ine
w
hat

the
nature

of
public

discussion
is
in
the

new
South

A
frica

and
w
hat

contribution
the

process
ofpublic

reasoning
is
m
aking

tow
ard

prom
oting

dem
ocracy

and
justice.
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A
characteristic

that
ham

pered
the

process
of
public

reasoning
in
apartheid

South
A
frica

(1894--1994)
w
as
the

division
of
the

population
into

different
racial,

ethnic
and

language
groups

-
w
hites,

coloureds,
A
sians

and
A
fricans.

The
different

groups
w
ere

com
pelled

by
the

apartheid
regim

e
to
live

in
different

'group
areas',

w
hile

the
spatial

m
obility

of
black

people
w
as
restricted

by
influx

control
and

'pass'
law
s.
A
fricans

w
ere

traditionally
divided

into
9
different

ethnic
groups,

each
w
ith

its
ow
l}
culture

and
lan-

guage.
The

apartheid
regim

e
tried

to
'restore'

the
original

ethnic
identities

of
the

differ-
ent

A
frican

ethnic
groups

by
giving

separate
schools

and
separate

'hom
elands'

to
each

one.
A
separate

education
system

w
as
created

for
the

different
racial,

ethnic
and

lan-
guage

groups.
D
uring

the
final

decades
of
the

apartheid
regim

e
there

w
ere

14
education

departm
ents

for
14
different

groups
that

the
regim

e
w
anted

to
be
kept

separate
from

each
other.

A
ll
these

barriers
betw

een
population

groups
very

m
uch

ham
pered

the
process

of
public

reasoning
during

the
apartheid

period.
D
uring

the
struggle

against
apartheid,

the
attem

pts
of
the

apartheid
regim

e
to
keep

the
different

population
groups

separate
from

each
other

w
ere

foiled
w
hen

the
U
nited

D
em
-

ocratic
Front

(U
D
F)

w
as
launched

in
1983

as
one

of
the

m
ost

im
portant

anti-apartheid
organizations.

The
U
D
F
w
as
a
non-racial

(but
m
ainly

black)
coalition

of
m
ore

than
800

civil,
church,

student,
w
orkers

and
other

organizations
(national,

regional
and

local).
It
becam

e
the

m
ost

im
portant

intem
al

civil
society

organization
in
the

struggle
against

apartheid.
Together

w
ith

the
C
ongress

of
South

A
frican

Trade
U
nions

(C
O
SA
TU
),

the
U
D
F
form

ed
the

M
ass

D
em
ocratic

M
ovem

ent
(M
O
M
)
against

apartheid.
In
spite

of
the

fact
that

the
M
D
M

and
other

civil
society

organizations
played

a
stra-

tegic
role

in
the

defeat
of
apartheid,

the
A
N
C
abolished

the
U
D
F
and

other
civil

society
organizations

in
the

early
1990s

w
hen

itw
as
preparing

to
take

over
political

pow
er.

To
consolidate

its
political

pow
er,

the
A
N
C
continues

to
discourage

the
form

ation
of
civil

society
organizations.

A
salient

feature
of
South

A
frica

in
the

post-apartheid
period

is
that

there
are

not
enough

w
atchdog

organizations
in
the

private
and

the
public

sectors
to
hold

the
govem

m
ent

-
and

other
institutions

in
position

of
pow

er
and

privilege
_

accountable
to
the

necessary
degree.

A
s
the

A
N
C
govem

m
ent

rem
ains

a
captive

of
corporate

dom
inance

and
globalism

,
and

as
the

larger
non-govem

m
ent

organizations
(N
G
O
s)
becom

e
increasingly

involved
in
service

delivery,
prom

ising
signs

are
fortunately

noticeable
of
new

civil
society

groups
em
erging

from
the

ranks
of
com

m
unity-based

organizations
(C
B
O
s).

These
orga-

nizations
are

responding
to
the

basic
needs

and
the
justifiable

grievances
of
the

im
pover-

ished
m
ajority.

U
nfortunately,

they
are

not
num

erous
enough

and
also

not
strong

and
aggressive

enough
to
restore

order,
discipline

and
accountability

to
governm

ent.
The

process
of
public

reasoning
in
the

new
South

A
frica

is,therefore,
not

as
lively

or
rigorous

as
itought

to
be.Fortunately,

there
are

at
least

tw
o
im
portant

exceptions
to
this

situation,
i.e.

first,
the

active
role

the
m
edia

are
playing

and,
second,

the
role

that
the

Treatm
ent

A
ction

C
am
paign

(T
A
C
)
played

from
1998

to
convince

the
govem

m
ent

to
supply

the
necessary

m
edicine

to
H
IV
/A
ID
S
patients.

The
m
edia

have
played

an
indispensable

role
since

1994
in
uncovering

the
A
N
C
gov-

ernm
ent's

m
aladm

inistration,
its
m
oney-squandering

and
its
scandals

and
corruption.

U
nfortunately,

the
governm

ent
has

brought
before

Parliam
ent

the
Protection

of
Inform

a-
tion

B
ill
(or

the
'Security

B
ill')

that
m
ay
deprive

the
m
edia

of
the

critical
role

they
are

playing
atpresent.

Tfthe
bill

becam
e
law
,journalists

could
be
jailed

ifthey
w
ere

not
pre-

pared
to
reveal

the
sources

of
their

reports.
Fortunately,

the
m
edia

and
several

civil
soci-

eties
are

fighting
the

enactm
ent

of
the

bill
vehem

ently.
In
1982

the
first

case
of
A
ID
S
in
South

A
frica

w
as
reported.

O
n
H
um
an

R
ights

D
ay,

10
D
ecem

ber
1998,

the
Treatm

ent
A
ction

C
am
paign

(TA
C
)
w
as

launched
by

H
IV
-

positive
activist

Zackie
A
chm

at
and

10
others.

The
TA
C
developed

into
an
extraordina-

rily
im
portant

organization
to
m
obilize

people
to
cam

paign
for
the

right
to
health

using
a

com
bination

of
hum

an
rights

education,
H
IV
treatm

ent,
literacy

cam
paigns,

dem
onstra-

tions
and

litigation.
A
s
a
result

of
these

cam
paigns,

the
TA
C
w
as
not

only
able

to
reduce

the
price

of
m
edicines

and
prevent

hundreds
of
thousands

ofH
IV
-related

deaths,
but

also
to
force

significant
additional

resources
into

the
health

system
and

tow
ard

the
poor

(H
ey-

w
ood,2009:

14).
The

am
bitious

H
IV
/A
ID
S
program

m
e
outlined

atthe
start

of
the

M
andela

presidency
had

by
the

end
of
his

presidency
fallen

extrem
ely

far
short

of
expectations.

President
Thabo

M
beki

w
as
elected

president
in
1999.

H
e
openly

held
the

position
that

H
IV

did
not

cause
A
ID
S.
The

T
A
C
organized

a
m
ass

m
ovem

ent
early

in
2003

to
object

to
the

govem
m
ent's

general
failure

to
execute

a
proper

response
to
the

A
ID
S
pandem

ic.
A
s

a
result

of
the

increased
pressure

from
the

T
A
C
and

other
civil

organizations
the

South
A
frican

cabinet
approved

a
plan

for
the

universal
provision

of
anti-retrovirals

(A
R
V
s)
in

A
ugust

2003.
This

plan
w
as
im
plem

ented
only

in
2005.

A
t
that

stage
m
ore

than
5
m
illion

South
A
fricans

w
ere

H
IV

positive,
m
aking

South
A
frica

the
country

w
ith

the
highest

H
IV

rates
in
the

w
orld.

From
2006

several
new

H
IV

plans
w
ere

initiated
and

launched,
but

they
rem
ained

inadequate.
Itw

as
only

in
2009

that
the

cabinet
publicized

a
com

m
it-

m
ent

to
test

all
children

exposed
to
H
IV
and

to
provide

all
H
IV
-positive

children
w
ith

A
R
V
treatm

ent.
B
y
the

end
of20l0

only
55%

of
people

w
ho
needed

A
R
V
treatm

ent
w
ere

receiving
it,

falling
significantly

short
of
the

governm
ent's

goal
of
80%

coverage.
O
n
I
D
ecem

ber
2011

a
third

N
ational

Strategic
Plan

(N
SP)

on
H
IV
and

TB
w
as
released

for
2012-16.

This
plan

has
resulted

in
an
increase

in
overall

budget
allocation

for
A
R
V
treatm

ent
to
ensure

that
its
second

target
of80%

coverage
w
ill
be
reached

by
2016.

W
hile

a
diag-

nosis
of
being

H
IV

positive
used

to
be
understood

by
m
any

as
a
death

sentence,
A
ID
S
is

increasingly
seen

as
a
treatable

and
m
anageable

condition."
It
is
not

possible
to
determ

ine
how

m
any

people
have

died
of
H
IV
/A
ID
S
and

how
m
any

lives
could

have
been

saved
if
adequate

treatm
ent

had
been

available
to
them

at
an
earlier

date.
The

illness
destroys

the
im
m
une

system
of
those

w
ho
are

affected,
and

they
eventually

die
of
other

illnesses.
rt
is
estim

ated
that

nearly
I
m
illion

people
have

died
of
the

pandem
ic

in
South

A
frica,

because
m
edicine

w
as
not

available
to
them

.
The

life-
expectancy

of
South

A
fricans

w
as
about

60
years

in
1990.

A
s
a
consequence

of
the

pan-
dem

ic
ithas

declined
to
less

than
50
years.

The
pandem

ic
can

be
com

pared
w
ith
a
fam
ine.

B
ecause

of
the

constraints
on
dem

ocracy
in
South

A
frica,

the
highly

unequal
distri-

bution
of
incom

e
has

not
been

addressed
adequately

since
1994,and

because
of
the

unsa-
tisfactory

w
ay

that
public

reasoning
operates

in
the

new
South

A
frica,

the
H
IV
/A
ID
S

problem
w
as
not

addressed
w
ith

the
necessary

rigor
from

1994
until

2009.
Sen

is
quite

adam
ant

'that
no
m
ajor

fam
ine

has
ever

occurred
in
efunctioning

dem
oc-

racy
w
ith

regular
election,

opposition
parties,

basic
freedom

of
speech

and
a
relatively
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free
m
edia'

(2009:
342).

Perhaps
w
e
have

reason
to
describe

South
A
frica's

dem
ocracy

and
its
public

reasoning
as
dysfunctioning

or
even

non-functioning.
This

is
apparently

also
the

case
in
m
any

erstw
hile

colonies
of
w
estern

em
pires

in
the

G
lobal

South
w
hose

'sovereignty'
is
seriously

'restricted'
and

w
hose

dem
ocracy

and
public

reasoning
are

also
dysfunctioning,

given
the

circum
stances

in
w
hich

independence
w
as
granted

to
them

by
the

w
estern

em
pires

and
given

the
conditionalities

that
w
ere

m
ade

applicable
on
them

by
the

W
ashington

C
onsensus.

C
onsequently,

both
dem

ocracy
and

the
level

of
social

jus-
tice

are
atunsatisfactory

levels
in
m
any

countries
in
the

G
lobal

South
(see

Sen,
2009:

chs
16
and

17
and

Stiglitz,
2002:

cho
3).Jane

B
urbank

and
Frederick

C
ooper

put
itas

follow
s:

The
end

of
colonial

em
pires

w
as
conflicted

and
contingent.

European
em
pires

gave
up
a

sovereignty
thatw

as
becom

ing
costly

and
the
new

founding
fathers

took
oversovereignties

that
they

thought
they

could
entrench.

W
e
live

w
ith
the
consequences

of
these

uneven
and

broken
pathsoutofem

pire,w
ith
the
fiction

ofsovereign
equivalence,

and
w
ith
the
reality

of
inequality

w
ithin

and
am
ong

states.(2010:458)

N
otes

L
B
en
Fine

and
Zavareh

R
ustom

jee
describe

the
M
EC
as
'a
system

ofaccum
ulation'.

They
claim

that...
w
hile

conglom
erate

ow
nership

[in
m
ining

and
energy]

dom
inates

the
M
EC

core
industries,controlextends

to
other

sectorsalso.In
the
South

A
frican

context,conglom
er-

ate
pow

eroverthe
econom

y,reinforced
through

sim
ultaneous

controlofthe
financialsec-

tor,
is
show

n
potentially

to
extend

to
all
activities

and
sub-sectors

w
ithin

the
m
ining,

m
anufacturing

and
financialactivities.This

ispossibly
unique

to
South

A
frica.(1996:91)

2.
Joseph

Stiglitz
(2002:eh.3)describes

the
W
ashington

C
onsensus

as
an
ideology:

'Fiscal
aus-

terity,
privatization

and
m
arket

liberalization
w
ere

the
three

pillars
of
W
ashington

C
onsensus

advice
throughout

the
1980sand

1990s'(ibid.:
53).

3.
A
bout

3
m
illion

people
receive

an
old-age

pension
ofabout$150

a
m
onth

and
II
m
illion

chil-
dren

younger
than

14
years

geta
child

grant
of
about

$35
a
m
onth.

4.
A
H
istory

of
O
fficial

G
overnm

ent
H
IV/AID

S
Policy

in
South

Africa
is
accessible

@
:
http://

w
w
w
.sahistory.org/zalprintltopic/history-official-govem

m
ent-hivaids-policy-south-africa
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