The Name Change of the province

to kwazulu - 30th August 2006

Introduction - Mr Dumisani Nyalunga 
Good evening ladies and Gentleman.  On behalf of the Democratic Development Program (DDP) I welcome each and every one of you. A special welcome goes to our panelists: Mr. Langa Mtshali, Mr. Mark Steele and Mr. Nhlanhla Mtaka.  I would like to take this opportunity and introduce to you the key issues to be discussed this evening.  

The forum is entitled: The Name Change of the Province from KwaZulu Natal to KwaZulu – Natal being dropped.  The Zulu King, Goodwill Zwelithini, has suggested that Natal should be dropped from the name KwaZulu Natal.   A province wide petition campaign has been launched despite reservations from the provincial government, political parties and other interested figures in the province.  It has been said that the question of the name change is a very sensitive one.  It has also been reported that the ANC in the province said that accelerating development and service delivery was a greater priority than just changing the name of the province.  It is believed that the name of the province is not really a priority for now.  The critical issues that our speakers will address this evening includes among other things the following: 

· What accounts for the objections of the name change?

· Are the objections reasonable and justified?

· Is the name change threatening to divide the province?

· What are the fears that emanates from the call for the name Natal to be dropped relinquished?

· What does name change mean for democracy in the province?

· What does the name change mean for service delivery and development in the Province?

· Is the name change in contrary with the objective to promote national unity amongst all South Africans?

· The name change is said to deny the valuable contributions that other nations besides the Zulus in the province have made.  How valid is this assertion?

These are some of the questions that our speakers will attempt to answer.  We have got three speakers.  The first two speakers will have approximately 20 minutes to make their presentations and the last speaker will have about 25-30 minutes to make his presentation and to reflect and respond to the two presentations.  After the 3 presentations I will afford you, Ladies and Gentlemen, the opportunity to discuss for approximately 10 minutes in small groups the kind of issues that emerged from the 3 presentations.  I ask that you come up with three most important questions relating to the debate. 
Speaker 1: 
Mr Langa Mtshali, Executive Director for the Community Law and Rural Development Centre (CLRDC)-Organization that facilities access to justice and information in rural communities in KwaZulu Natal.  He holds a law degree and postgraduate qualification in communication and translation studies. 

Councilors, representatives of different organizations, Ladies and Gentlemen. If you where a full house I would have started with a song, but I hope that by the time I finish my speech there will be many of you that will join me in a song. (Speaker comments in Zulu).  It gives me great pleasure to stand here tonight in front of the community of experts and people of this province, who want to hear what we have to say about the proposed name change by the King, His Majesty Goodwill Zwelithini.

The topic could have not come at a better time as we mark the end of the Women’s month and usher in the Heritage month of September. A month that brings in the mixed feeling, particularly for the Zulu speaking people of this country, as we remember the month in which our founder King Shaka was assassinated.  This debate is not only going to assist us in understanding our diverse cultures, but also it will help us understand why the king has made the call for the change of the name of this province.  In an attempt to answer the questions posed by the chairperson, I will look at the ancient history of the Zulu people, their culture, language, lifestyle, tradition etc.  I will also look at this area that was previously known as the Zulu kingdom before it became Natal, as a British protectorate.  Further we will look at the previous attempts to restore the kingdom of KwaZulu Natal and the change of the name during the transition to a democratic dispensation.  Also look at a constitutional and legislative framework and recognizing the traditional lifestyles.  I also, among the other eleven reservations, looked at the South African Geographical Names Council Act and its provisions.  In conclusion I will, at recent attempts by the Provincial Legislature, restore the dignity respect for the Zulu monarch and the Zulu nation.  

A bit of background to the discussion, His Majesty the King of the Zulu nation is a custodian of the culture, customs, traditions and customary law and languages for the people of this province. This makes him a legitimate person to make such a call.  In the culture of the indigenous people of this province, the Zulu speaking people in particular, there is a saying that refers to His Majesty the King as … ‘ungumlomo ongathethi-manga’ - hence  the mouth that never tells lies.  It simply translates that whatever the King says will be and his name is final.  It should be borne in mind that if it is indeed the case, then who dare say to the contrary to what the King has said.  Many people of this country, of this province in particularly, pride themselves with the culture, traditions and heritage. In the spirit of the African Renaissance and recognition of the traditional leadership and the cultural practices, the clarion by the King, came at no better time to give the meaning to the saying that refers to him …….. ‘ungumlomo ongathethi-manga’.  There was no need for the King to embark on a signature campaign, however as a norm and practice in the structured Democratic society such as South Africa, where wide consultation and openness of handling issues of public interest it is only befitting that the King has sought an indication for the support of the proposed name change.  In terms of the South African Geographical Name Council Act there is no specific mention of signature evidence when making an application of a name change.  Section 9, 1 A-J of the Act sets out the powers and functions of the Council and more importantly for this debate sub-section E, says “the council receives geographical names submitted by the State Department, provincial government municipalities and other bodies or individuals.  It does seem however that neither the parliamentarians nor the political parties or government have any authoritive role in the process of Geographical Name changing. Only the Council and the provincial that must recommend to the minister concerned in this case, Minister … Jordan and not the members of the Executive Council or the Parliamentarian of the Provincial Legislature, for that matter, can make a final decision on the name change.  

Just tracking back to the history of the Zulu people in this province and this country.  The history record that one had an opportunity to read, says that the Zulu people, like the Nguni group originate from the South Central Africa. They migrated over the years towards the South of the Central Africa but because this history is too long, I would refer you to the KZN tourism website www.kzn.org.za .  The Nguni’s migrated in search for fertile land, as they are people that like to keep livestock. Livestock, especially cattle are used as a measurement of how wealthy you are.  If you don’t have a cow, someone from your community will give you either one cow or two so that you can also be regarded as a wealthy man (speaker spoke in Zulu).  From the Nguni people, the first King of the Zulu people was King Shaka (spoke in Zulu).  According to all the traditions the Zulu descendents, amaZulu, or the People of the Heaven, settled in the area known today as “……. “ (Zulu name) under the leadership of the great grandson “……….” (spoke in Zulu).  The Zulu chiefdom was small relatively insignificant to support Dingiswayo, ruler of the emerging Mthethwa.  All that now stood between the Umdondwa and the dominance of the entire region between Phongolo and Thukela Rivers were the small estate under the new leader, the illegitimate son of Senzangakhona and Nandi - King Shaka.  As the action history is too long I will jump, but it is safe to say that it is important to know that King Shaka and other kings that took over, including Dingiswayo who was the central plot against the killing of the King, this kingdom, which was later known as the Zulu kingdom, stood all the test of time.  The Umakosi at that time …. (Zulu word) we their people were involved in fighting wars and resisting oppression.  It is important as well to say that in 1879, that was the time when King Cetshwayo was the King., he fought with the British forces who wanted to annex ………………… and destroy ………………They detained him and deposed him of his rule after he was deleted …………… I will not bore you with too much of that history, but I will try to look at the attempts to correct history as this name change is part of that project.  

During the transitional period, when we were discussing the transition into democracy, at the “CODESA” talks, the issue of the name change for the province and the registration of the kingdom KwaZulu were among the contentious issues which led to the political comprises that led to the naming of this province to be KwaZulu Natal.  This compromise was made at the height of political interrogance and violence in this province. It was in the interest of the major role players, at that time, to do anything possible to avert the outbreak of a civil war.  We have shown tremendous political maturity in the past decade and I don’t think the name change will in any way spark new violence. Another similar attempt to change the name of this province was in ‘95/’96 when the provincial legislature attempted to draft its constitution.  Most recently on the second attempt to redraft the constitution, the name of the kingdom of KwaZulu was also made.  This is not the first time that a proposal has been made.  Maybe it hadn’t happened in the past because the King had not spoken at that time. Now that the King, His Majesty King Goodwill Zwelithini has spoken, people of this province will listen and unite behind this proposal for the new change for this province to be known as KwaZulu.  However, a mere name change does not restore KwaZulu or KwaZulu kingdom, which I believe should be at the centre of the proposal, as part of correcting and restoring dignity and respect.  This name change happens within the provisions of the legislative framework. The constitution provides for, among other things, the recognition of the traditional system which promotes the traditional leadership, the culture, the traditions and the customary law, as long as the practice is consistent with the national constitution.  

Our provincial legislature has recently passed the KwaZulu Traditional Leadership and Governance Act of 2005, which derives it origin from the National Act, Act 41 of 2003.  They both provide, amongst other things recognition of ….., Monarch of the Province of KwaZulu Natal. Another piece of legislation in support of the National Heritage in the form of the national Heritage Act of 25 of 1999. This seeks to promote and encourage, amongst other things, good management of the National Estate and to enable and encourage communities to nurture and conserve the legacy so that it may bequeath that to the future generations.  The establishment of the commission for the protection of rights, cultural, religious and linguistic communities Act 19 of 2002 also give effect to the provision of the constitution on protection of group rights.  The Act recognizes diverse cultural, religious and linguistic and varying interest and diverse interests needed for legislative protection.  The Act furthermore promotes the respect and promotion of rights in linguistic communities and promotes the unity and in diversity.  Therefore, there is no threat or violation of these legislative provisions that the King has made for the name change. 

Just coming back to what has been the stance of the provincial government in respect of respecting the dignity and respect of the kingdom and promotion of history and heritage.  The province of KwaZulu Natal has taken a giant leap forward to give a sensible recognition to the system of original leadership lead by its head, His Majesty the King.  On several public events, our Premier Honourable Dr Ndebele, made pronouncement on the uniqueness of our history and heritage of the people of KwaZulu.  Recently speaking at the incitement of Mbambatha in June 2006,  quoted “Thomson described in the traditional ship in 1906 in the colony of Natal the governor of the colony was the supreme chief vice queen and express to whom the chiefs gave their allegiance and upon whom they depend for their position.  Chiefs and their headmen were civil servants, of a sort, and the traditional authority of Chief ………  was being paired down to fit the European style of bureaucracy.”   During his address on the Royal household budget, Dr Ndebele made the following remarks in which he stated the government’s vision for restoring the respect, dignity and status of the Zulu monarch, I quote “ the first was to ensure that for the first time since 1879 His Majesty the King would be formally recognized with definite powers and roles by the government of KwaZulu Natal in its provincial constitution.”  Recognizing the uniqueness of this institution and the second objective was to establish the monarchy as a symbol of pride and unity for the people of KwaZulu Natal to transform the monarchy to be a vibrant asset actively engaged in the province economic development.  The Kings call came at quite an opportune time, when the premier of this province … and later the Director General Professor …… made a call for the rewriting of the history of this province and it has been falsified where it has been put in a bad light and distorted.  I think we are at the time where as people of this province, we need to engage and see what will unite us as people of this province.  I don’t think the name change would necessarily bring any division. We may differ in opinions but I think we can use this opportunity to restore history, dignity and our heritage.  

Political governments in the process cannot stop anyone from making an application for a name change to the South African Geographical Names Council.  However, if the Council or the Minister decides to open the process of the name change to the public, in adherence anyone, or everyone including government, political parties, business and individuals can get an opportunity to make their views known.  However, it is interesting to see whether those Zulu speaking people who still pay their allegiance to the Zulu king as the head and custodian of our culture, whether his call they will say the King is no more …………. and shoot down the proposal made by the King.  As a person proud of his history, I think the call by the King needs to be supported.  

The name Natal, I think, has its origin from the time of Vasco de Gama when he was navigating via Durban in search of economic trade. He then planned to be around here on the 25th December and so he named this place Natal.  The name Natal for the Zulu speaking people of this province, in particular, if you look at the times of the wars, does not carry any good memories for them. Except that it is associated with defeat and undermining the role played by the former Kings.  In conclusion, the Kings proposal to rename the province is part of the rewriting of history and the promotion of heritage for the kingdom of KwaZulu. With due respect maybe we should be promoting the name of the kingdom of KwaZulu as the area of this province was once known, during the time of its founder ……. and I think we would go along way to promote our heritage and restore our status of the kingdom of KwaZulu.  

With the support of the premier, as a chairperson of African Renaissance campaign and his executive, I think this call will restore our pride, credibility and respect.  I think that the proposal will stand a good chance of uniting the people of this province and bring a consolation.  In conclusion,  I want to quote our premier when he said “  comments in Zulu “.  Finally, the tourism association in this province uses the name KwaZulu kingdom, and it only makes economic sense to change the name of the province in line with the tourism brand motto KwaZulu kingdom calls and not Kwazulu Natal. This debate I have no doubt is perfectly befitting the call by His Majesty the King, who ……… is echoed by ………… to rewrite our history and correct inconsistencies and distortion which inspire others to respond favourably to this call.

“Song in Zulu” – This song says that the King has been called, those who remain behind they will remain with their mothers.  Those that respond to the call will elate and respond positively to the song.  With those few words I thank you.

Summary: Mr. Dumisani Nyalunga 

The renaming of the province should be supported and the name change will not necessarily divide the province.  

Speaker 2: 
Mr Mark Steele (DA),

Councillor for Democratic Alliance in the Msundoozi Municipality in Pietermaritzburg.  He holds a Masters Degree in education from the University of KwaZulu-Natal.  He has been a teacher and a lecturer for more than 20 years at various schools and colleges of education in Pietermaritzburg, Soweto and Mafikeng.   

 

Master of Ceremonies, Fellow Speakers, Public Representatives of different Political Parties, Ladies and Gentlemen.  I need to begin by expressing my appreciation to the Democratic Development Programme for the invitation to speak this evening and also to the Konrad Adenauer Foundation for their support of this very valuable exercise, in bringing people together in debate and development of our Democratic Institutions.  I have entitled my talk tonight “Names that Unite and Divide” and I hope that I make it clear during the course what I have to say that the potential is there for both.  

A name can both bring together and can separate.  The official position of the Democratic Alliance is expressed in resolution which was passed at the recent provincial congress of the party and the resolution reads as follows “the DA notes with concern the proposals to change the names of the Province Kwazulu Natal from that was adopted as part of the National Reconciliation Process which lead to the Democratic Election of 1994.   The DA believes that the existing name reflects the historic origins as well as the multi cultural and the multi ethnic’s nature of the province and therefore should be retained.  Councillor Bheka Mtshali from the Abakalushi Municipality proposed this motion and the ± 300 delegates gathered at our congress adopted it unanimously.  

I will be exploring a number of the issues relating to the issue of a name and how it can function as both the divisive and the uniting entity. I must add that some of what I have to say is quite obviously personal because I believe that names are very much part of personal identities.  As a party we have looked first of all at the nature of this proposal.  The DA is a very diverse party; we have representatives of every language and ethnic group resident in our province. What worries us is that this proposal is not coming forward as a priority issue from any of the communities that we represent.  We hear a great deal about issues of poverty and unemployment, HIV aids, the need to improve our education, health, transport, infrastructures, local government but we don’t hear from the people of the province a clammier for change when it comes to the name.  We are concerned therefore at a proposal that has not emerged, as far as we can see, from any grass root structures of the KZN community as a whole.  However, a proposal that comes from a person and an office as significant as His Majesty, the Zulu King has to be taken seriously and it has to be debated carefully.  The proposal has to be debated on its merits.  

As we have heard the King has a position within provincial society, which is guaranteed by the Traditional Leaders Act. On a matter as controversial as this one however, we would urge that leadership should not become a divisive issue but rather a uniting factor.  If a proposed name change, whatever it is, leads to alienation and divisions it cannot be healthy for the community of the province.  If however it leads to an increased common identity and a feeling of collective belonging then obviously we would look at it differently.  What we have seen in this proposal, is the possibility of serious divisions among the people and communities of Kwazulu Natal. If a name unites, if it brings people together than no matter how clumsy or multi syllabic or hyphenated it may, lets keep it.  Then on the subject of hyphens, people might think that Kwazulu-Natal is unique and different, it isn’t.  There are a number of other very well known hyphenated names which far more multi-syllabic than ours.  Just think of the German state Zlasvic-Hofstein for example or the former province of Yugoslavia, which is now an independent state, Bosnia  Herzegovina which is even more complicated.  The point though is that sometimes hyphens serve a purpose, and they serve a purpose to unite and bring together what was previously divided. 

Name changes have been controversial in other parts of our country precisely for the reason that they have a potential to divide and that is why the DA has expressed itself quite firmly on all name changes.  They have to follow real and sincere consultation with all the affected people and they have to seek for solutions, which are as inconclusive as possible and not exclusive.  I want to say a few things just about why names might be significant to individuals and here I have to be personal because I cannot refer to other people and say that they had exactly the same experience that I had.  I was born, for example a few years before the union of South Africa became a Republic and I was just old enough to know that this apparently insignificance of a name from union to republic actually made my parents very angry and upset and I couldn’t work out why.  I was also old enough, fortunately unfortunately, probably mostly unfortunately to grow up in a pre-democratic South Africa in which there were just four provinces not the nine that we have today.  I learnt that the team that I had to shout for played in black and white, and that our archenemy in fact came from Pretoria and played in pale blue.  Pretoria to people who grew up in either KwaZulu or Natal probably had a bad feeling. In fact, it was only when I was eleven years old in the course of a primary school project, that I discovered that a bitter war had been fought at all in 1879, and that the grandchildren of the soldiers on both sides still lived in this province and were still able to remember what they had been told by their forebears of that tragic day at Ishanhlana.   I grew up happy to be an Italian, now I am very happy to be a KwaZulu Natalian.  

It is because names and hence identities are as much part of who an individual is that we need to be sensitive about a proposal like this.  We need to approach the proposal with an awareness of the potential to disturb peoples taken for granted ideas of who they are.  Similarly, we need to be sensitive to the many South Africans who by reason of race or colour were excluded from the official naming process of the past and for whom the landscape of names reflects a foreign and profoundly un-African universe. It is for this reason that the Democratic Alliance has accepted that for this reason some names have to change.  However, the principals of inclusivity and consultation need to be followed wherever possible.  I was part of a group that negotiated with the ruling ANC in Pietermaritzburg and Umsunduzi, to achieve a series of street name changes.  While the process what not necessarily 100% perfect it was a lot than what it might have been had we stood aside from the process and not engaged with the representatives of other political parties and interests.  The point was that we achieved a solution, which I think reflected a far more just and reasonable dispensation. 

You have already heard about the origins of the name Natal but I would just like to draw your attention to the fact that this acceptance of the name within the residence of this province actually goes back a long way.  Those of you that take the trouble to walk around the residents of the former governors of the colony of Natal in Pietermaritzburg for example will see a wooden carving that dates back to the 19th century. It has the crest, the heraldic crest of the then colony of Natal, and in that crest is a single star.  Those of you that are perhaps members of the Anglican Church might know that the arms of the diesis of Natal also have that single star in the arms.  That star of course refers to the Christmas, the nativity of Christ which was celebrated December 25th, when that Portuguese explorer sailed past the coasts of Kwazulu-Natal and apparently stopped off somewhere near the Bluff.  It is the name in Portuguese, Natal means birth, it means Christmas and it means nativity.  That is where it came from.  It is nothing more of less than a foreign name that has been adopted by people and residents for a long time.  There is nothing wrong in principal with that when you think of other countries and names that have been given by foreigners.  Australia for example, was named long before people from any other part of the world even settled there and the indigenous inhabitants didn’t even know it. It was called Tara Australasia the Southern continent long before it was even discovered.  

I would like to say a few things about the political history of the province too because that has been eluded too already.  I think the important thing for me is the fact that for over 100 years we have seen essentially two dominated political powers in the one region and they were locked together in a very bitter conflict for many years.  In fact just as ……… was leading the rise of the Zulu colony, so the settlers were arriving in the Eastern Cape in 1820 and during 1830’s we saw the arrival of the Trek Boers over the Drakensberg.  The first thing that the Boers did was establish what they called the Republiek Natalia and they took the name that had been given all those years before for their Republic.  That Republic was swiftly replaced by the colony of Natal and it was as a British colony that relations were the successors to Dingane, Shaka and emPinda, grew more strained as the battle for land, labour and trade routes intensified.  The imperial instinct was at its most apparent in the invasion of the Zulu kingdom in January 1879 the date that will probably forever be etched in the memory of the people of this province, January the 22nd 1879.  The victory at ……… by the Zulus forces, were so complete that it probably lead to the British Imperial retribution in the subsequent restruction of Onini later on that year.  Can the name Natal be dismissed just because of its association with the British colonial regime that was greedy, brutal and oppressive?  If that were all we were talking about then maybe one maybe should take that view seriously but one has to remember that the worse successors of colonialism were inflicted not only on this part of the world but on many other parts of this continents and other continents as well. 

In addition to the views and the ambitions of the imperial agencies there were also fierce and courageous voices of opposition amongst early Natalian. I am reminded particularly of a man called Bishop Colenzo who preached against the injustice of the Anglo Zulu war from his pulpit in the Pietermaritzburg cathedral.  He was the one that asked the question what does the Lord require of you, he requires that you should walk neatly and show mercy.   The name KwaZulu is clearly a name that is widely accepted in this province and there is no necessary reason to debate that.  For me perhaps the finest hour of the former homeland of KwaZulu was when its cabinet under the former Chief Minister Mangashuto Buthelezi refused to bow to pressure by the National Government and take the independence that the apartheid government demanded of it.  By resisting independence Buthelezi insured that KwaZulu, as an entity, never gave up its right to be considered as an integral part of the wider South African nation. A nation that only really came into being in 1994 as an inclusive entity with a society and a government comprising equal citizens, under one constitution.  

I cannot then accept why there is a compelling reason to change the name, which though may be clumsy to outsiders, is nevertheless an honest and genuine attempt to reflect the coming together of formerly divided entities into a single new province and single new nation.  Our view point can be summed up in the colloquial expression “if it isn’t broken don’t fix it. If there isn’t a problem don’t go making a problem”.  Our argument is that the political decision that brought together a democratic union in 1994 and was sealed by the constitution of 1996 gave us a choice of a combined name.  It was a decision to forge a new unity based on non racialism and equality and some of us believe that that decision was credited to the first premier of KwaZulu Natal Dr Frank Mdlalose. This combined name gives the maximum opportunity for the people of the province to identify, with both its present and its future identity and its role within the new nation.  So again, “if it isn’t broken don’t fix it”.

Summary: Mr. Dumisani Nyalunga 

The DA believes that the existing name- KwaZulu-Natal reflects the historical origins as well as the multi-cultural and multi-ethnic nature of the province and therefore should be maintained.  These are the words of Mark Steele.

Ladies and Gentlemen:  I should mention this in passing that we also tried to invite the ANC to get their perspective on this matter, but my efforts did not yield any results.  So I could not get a speaker from the ANC.  Just to give you a brief position of the ANC in respect to this matter, I have got one or two quotes that I have taken from the print media.  I quote “The ANC in KZN said that in accelerating development and service delivery was a greater priority than changing the name of the province.  We do not think that the name change of the province is a priority for now.”  This quote was made by the Mr. Mtholephi Mthimkhulu- the party provincial spokesperson.  The MEC Mabuyakhulu was quoted as saying “With regard to the name change of the province, this is a highly sensitive and political involved matter.  It is our view that this is not a matter than can be left in the hands of experts but rather a matter that should involve the sober and cool minds of all citizens.  I wish to urge the people of KZN to focus their minds on the bigger issues that require our undivided attention as a developmental province”.  

Speaker 3: 
Mr Nhlanhla Mtaka

Leader/Co-Ordinator of the Isithangami Project.  Isithangami – is a colloquialism that has been established to facilitate the rewriting of the Zulu history and to facilitate the proposed name change.  He is currently a columnist for two independent newspapers – Isolezwe and The Mercury.  He is also a humanitarian and cultural activist and is involved in numerous community based initiatives in the Province , also a political scientist.  He is currently finishing his Masters Degree in South African and political economy.  He holds a diploma in Human Resources , Management and Training. 

I hope you will be honoured in this discussion.  Where we don’t know, we say we don’t know and where we know we will be enlightening each other.  That is the beauty of these DDP forums,  people are honoured. I don’t know whether Rama has changed that culture, so I can be honoured.  

I don’t know why the organizers chose to term this great debate as controversial because for me it is democracy in practice.  Here is a King asking citizens, by the way, this King is protected by the constitution of 1996, Act 108 as an individual to hold an opinion.  He invites citizens to dialogue around this issue and I don’t know what is controversial about it if we all understand what media and people use controversy.  He is the King, the democratic King, who by the way believe it or not could just as easily say that it should happen and there will be a great crisis if the statement was that it should happen tomorrow, but the King says let us discuss.  It is good that we do discuss now.  So it is true that in traditional governance and traditional leaders that are not implanted democracy are democratic themselves.  Secondly,  politicians, councilors, members of parliament are not owners of our ideas and opinions.  Don’t think that we can’t think and we must consult you first. The King and all of us don’t seek your affirmation to think.  

Wonder why people think that it is alright for them to write and say who should talk about this, and who must not talk about this – the so called expert – who are they.  People shall govern and are they we are beginning to govern.  The first step in governing is to govern yourself and governing your thoughts and we are governing ourselves.  We don’t want any support from councilors. if they don’t disagree with the proposal they should come with facts, don’t come with politics of fear.   

South African liberation struggle should be understood within a particular context that is African liberalization.  Ours was fight against colonialism, apartheid and other forms of oppression.  Under colonialism and apartheid our history and heritage was destroyed.  The United Nations ruled against apartheid.  Apartheid was a crime against humanity and as Africans we are trying to readdress just that, so how can it be wrong.  It is apartheid Chairperson, it is apartheid Ladies and Gentlemen, and it is colonialism that has distorted our history.  The King, 100 years after that great battle, is saying in honoring Bambatha and others, because they were fighting for our heritage, how can it be wrong to rename the province?  The other point, people keep on say he is the King of the Zulu’s - who were Zulu’s?  People where marching, Zulu’s were marching, a tall guy with a shield – who was Zulu’s.  As early as 1824, His Majesty  the King…….  answered that question.  When Fin came to this land, he asked him one question, “How do one become your people”, and Fin said that they must pay allegiance to the King in England and he said Fin are you paying your allegiance to the Zulu’s and Fin said yes, hence today we have Fin generation and he was given house and land because he paid allegiance, they are the Zulu’s.  

So when the King of the Zulu’s including those Zulu’s who are paying allegiance to him, is saying all those Zulu’s whether they are Zulu’s that choose to be Indians, or Zulu’s that choose to be Coloured or choose to be White’s or Blacks saying discuss this matter and other Zulu’s are saying they are not  Zulu’s and people are blaming the King who never discriminate.  He said Zulu’s are those who pay allegiance because that is how international citizenship is acquired by paying allegiance to that particular country and you become a citizen.  So if people staying in KwaZulu-Natal are saying we are Indians, why are we Zulu’s . We understand Indians as our brothers who suffered like us in 1816, when they came here.  Those Indians that say they are not Zulu’s are not to be blamed, these are Africans, these are Indians.  If they choose to exclude themselves blame us not.  To prove that there was an understanding of who were Zulu’s, let us take this story. Forget Fin, 1906 Harriet Collenzo who she paid her allegiance to Dumizulu (speaker spoke in Zulu).  When they ask her why you are supporting this raw native who is rebelling against us he said he is our King because Harriet Collenzo understood.  It has nothing to do with colour because the colour in Zulu is irrelevant as the shape of your ear. 

However, Ladies and Gentlemen the King raised two fundamental questions in which those of us who are political scientists, lawyers, or interested citizens in the history and transformation of South Africa we should think about objectively.  These are critical questions in my view.  How will South African constitution satisfy the demands of Indians, Afrikaaners and AmaZulu.  How will our legal framework protects the rights of the minorities and at the same time protect the rights of the majorities.  People are making mistakes saying that we are the minorities as if they are not majorities.  Majorities have a right too.  How do current dictators of political system, the traditional governance and liberal democrats, present us to manage the contradiction to us because no traditional leaders as people like to call in South Africa. Traditional governance is recognized by the United Nations.  So Amakhosi are recognized by international instruments.  The issue is how then do you make sure that you balance that the Zulu’s are spreading the word of His Majesty. On the other hand we are living within a liberal framework, these are critical questions.  For example just yesterday people were electing traditional leaders in the district that is how you balance it.  People should be talking about this instead of putting political fear.  

In my view, the question raised in the current debate on the proposed name change from Kwazulu-Natal to Kwazulu.  This proposal being located as I understand it because other people are saying some of the stories that the King has said this and that, but I didn’t hear it as I was there and read his speech.  I understand that it is in the cultural and hypsography of KwaZulu-Natal.  The King is saying, let us rewrite the history so that those that are saying they are Amakhozi now are Zulus and history has proved that.  If you come and say that you cannot change it because of Amashova that is no problem we will do the research and we will see.  Rewriting history so that we will move from taking the history from the Shaka period.  

Before Shaka there were 13 Kings and if you are saying that Shaka built the Zulu people it will be like saying Mandela built South Africa, when Mandela was actually in jail.  Mandela may have come with new ideas in 1994, Shaka also came with new ideas when he assumed power but the Zulu people were there before Shaka was handed the reins.  (speaker spoke in Zulu). The list is long and this falsified history confines Zulu’s into the Shaka history and also with this false borders people will argue based on falsified history.  Legality is important because no-one has said the King is wrong legally.  I was waiting for them to say that.  The National Parliament, provincial legislators and local councillors are all mandated to involve the public in their work and not visa versa.  The traditional political rights of freedom of expression, association and assembly in the bill of rights are the rights that protect diversity in more specific ways.  Section 15 of our constitution protects the freedom of religion and believes in opinion.  The King was raising his own opinion.  Section 30 protects the right to use different languages, and engage in different cultural practices and the King was speaking to the Zulu’s in IsiZulu as protected by the second Act of the constitution.  Section 31, extends his right to protects those exercise them with others.  In other words if I am a Zulu I mustn’t assume that all those that are Xhosa are stupid but I must respect them.  In this debate, as far as I am concerned, there is no one disrespecting any other group.  So tonight’s presentation explored the extent in which his Majesty, the King through signature exercised these rights. 

Secondly, to what extent is the debate on the name change of the province to Kwazulu, gone routed to the whole issue of cultural liberty and the right of the majority to have an opinion.  This of course is the primary course because I am not speaking on behalf of the King. As we all know the King within 8 days will announce himself during  Umhlanga.  Those that would like to know the way forward go to Umhlanga 9 – 10 September. As a member of …Isithangami…… which has been assigned by His Majesty to work with our professionals, teachers, academia and organic intellectuals in writing the history.  Our approach to this debate is a simple one and we have acknowledged the need for academics, politics, organic intellectuals and so called ordinary people to come together. Not as observers or sitting, but to out compete one another in the order of criticism but we want people to take us forward, come with suggestions.  If you feel that KwaZulu is not the right name, come and let us discuss it, bring your own name and reasons.  For us we will say KwaZulu because we have our own reasons.  

Before I go any further I think I should register my disbelief and disappointment with regard to the manner in which some people have sought to express their comments on this matter.  I will start by saying one of the unwritten rules of intellectual and general debate is that you do not oppose a debate without understanding the content and context.  This is something consistently ignored in this debate, comments by some political parties and citizens have demonstrated this unfortunate development. King has put into the public domain two fundamental issues, the imperatives of the writing of the provinces hypsography and the changing of the provinces’ name to Kwazulu.  The King’s suggestions have been ridiculed from people that accuse His Majesty. Those that support his view, are calling us triballists because we have raised an opinion. They are saying that he should only raise his concerns with regard to AmaZulu and his subjects. Some even went even further as accusing the campaign and the King of a crude attempt at deformation of the Zulu base and political cloud.  The King does not need a political cloud.  The King can call all Zulu’s from over the country to come, and needs no political assistance from anyone.  Why does no one suggest that the King is beyond criticism, we expect that those who are against the name Kwazulu to be modest enough in accepting that we all reserve the right to influence and be influenced.  Only need the writing of the history, one of the critical problem areas, in which the post-update government policies and problems are urgently required to attend to the rewriting of the falsified hypsography of South African history. This need is more real in this area.   Even today our history books start our struggle from 1960, as if we only started to exist when there was ANC.  There were Zulu’s before the ANC, before Mandela etc. Zulu history is just a chapter; there is chapter of South African history that needs to be changed.  Our history does not start and end in 1652, we were there and we were not discovered but we were there.  

Also, His Majesty in saying that we should re-write the history he acknowledges as far as I understand it, that even among the Zulu speaking people there is a crisis because we do not even know our own history.  Hence, for example we all assume that Shaka is THE King of the Zulu’s because we are victims of the falsified history.  It is nothing to do with pleasing other people, but rewriting history and educating the Zulu people hence the first book has been published on The Battle of Isandwe, in IsiZulu.  So we are not talking, but publishing.  There is no agenda that is against anyone.  

On the issue of the name change, you can’t change the name if you don’t know the history.  Once you do know the history I am convinced that we will arrive at KwaZulu.  

The King has therefore correctly questioned the relevance of the Natal the former oppresser.  Beside being given the name by the Portuguese and meaning Christmas, many people always remind us it is a fact that to AmaZulu, Natal the colony, is a constant reminder that settlers once oppressed them and destroyed their heritage.  It is really scandalous that people will respect and understand the Nazi and the Jews but refuse to do the same with Natal and Amazulu.  Scores of African leaders and people who resisted the colonial rule under Natal, died in the battle or were executed or sent into exile, which included two Zulu Kings.  (Speaker spoke in Zulu).  This is just a testimony on our pain. The campaign is to nobody; providence of the name change did not expect miracles to happen.  No one expected those that are in power over our heritage, who benefited from expecting Zulu culture through the current blossoming cultural tourism, to give that power voluntarily.  Nor do we expect those that were not victims of the Natal colony  to understand. 

To all victims of apartheid, the system was a crime against humanity and part of this crime was that apartheid neglected, distorted and suppressed the cultural of the majority of South Africans.  This project of the King, is trying to readdress that really.  We therefore reject that the campaign is aimed at taking the province backward and those supporting the campaign are not for the concellation.  We are aware of the trap and politics of fear that are sometimes used.  If people wish to criticize this they do so at their own peril. We warn people not to fall into this trap, as they will be going around settling their quest for cultural, spiritual consciousness.  It is peoples right to influence and be influenced. When people say why a name change, why is it important to you there are other priorities - try going to a Christian and say that Christmas is no longer a holiday and tell them that you want them to work for productivity, tell the Hindu’s that Dawali is no longer a holiday.  You never do that but when you get to Africans you take us from pillar to post, you don’t do that it is our heritage!  

Also I am interested, and I am sure I will hear about this tonight, why KwaZulu. I am saying why Natal and what is the heritage and the pain against us.  We hear the Christmas story and they know that there is something about that.  This is my issue, the issue of cultural liberty because we disagree with some of the statements made by other parties.  People die over protecting religion, but for us this isn’t religion it is cultural liberty, which is recognized by international law in South Africa. One thing that this campaign has assisted us, and people will see the benefits it may not be now but in ten years.  For the first time in the history of this province no one from politics owns the term Zulu. Nothing to do with Whites or Indians, it has to do with the ANC and IFP fighting to represent the Zulu’s and the only person to represent the Zulu’s is the King. Those who said that this is not a priority should tell us what people are saying in the different provinces.  We want to change our names it is a project. It is understood internationally that another way of reconciling is to change names, to be at peace with their painful past.   

In conclusion, in engaging each other we must not make the mistake of divorcing cultural liberties and human development.  In closure, we thank the opportunity from the DDP, and hope that we can raise our opinions without any fear and those that disagree must come with facts.  From the Mercury I read, regarding the Zulu’s, that when people are coming to African’s they are moving the post.  Europe was built through the sword, and this land was built through the spear.  King Shaka was the stronger one.  Three things that were rules of the game, one you die, secondly you accept the defeat or you run away.  Those who didn’t die became Zulu’s and those that ran away became something else.  I thank you.

Questions and Responses  

Question 1:  My question is directed to Mark.  Throughout his speech he seems to have concentrated on fears of divisions. Secondly the issue of service delivery being a priority. He says that he doesn’t see the community or the citizens of the province saying that they need the name change.  What will be his principal argument against the name change? 

Question 2:  Question in Zulu.  Translated: Is it the position of the DA not to recognize his majesty of the Zulu Kingdom of Kwazulu Natal?  

Question 3:  DA which it is now instead of DP, they went through the process of a name change. To what extent is that problematic for the province of Kwazulu-Natal.

Question 4:  My name is Lali Naidoo I am not directing this question to any particular person.  Would the name change not violate the principal of the cultural equality enshrined in our constitution as we have minority.  One of the speakers alluded to the fact that we must not only speak about minorities, but I strongly believe that the minorities have a role to play as well. Will it not, given the fact that our constitution is regarded as one of the best in the world?   

Question 5:  Firstly regarding the agreements reached in Kempton Park, what impact did it have to this particular process. Clearly if you analyse the outcome of the Kempton Park settlement the issue of cultural liberation did not form the process and also the testimony under chapter 9 .  Politicians did not discuss the issues and did not come to a particular conclusion in terms of the framework through the rewriting and renaming process would have been.

Question 6: Concerns that are raised around the issue of name change on whether it is service delivery that is more important. To what extent do we also locate within the provisions of the African Charter and human rights. It is a continental framework that should govern issues regarding Human Rights and Cultural identity.  I haven’t heard any comment regarding this.

Question 7:. The other thing that is critical there is no prize for beliefs and values that is why we need to change the name. Mr. Steele do you really recognize the monarchy and do you actually believe that we should spend money on issues within the Royal house.  What is his fear about the name change.

Question 8: Question in Zulu. 

Question 9: is the DA prepared to approach and wash his (King) feet as was done by one of the former political leaders, to show respect as well as to apologize for the injustices of the past.

Question 10: Are they interested in Zulu’s s because the name Natal brings back a lot of bad memories for people of the province, if not the entire country? 

Question 11: Is it not possible that the name change may have the unintended effect of intentional tribalism within South Africa. Secondly, should we not rather look at celebrating our uniqueness, our cultural identity as South Africans.

Question 12: Mr Mtaka this process is it about changing the name of the province or is it about correcting.  

Question 13: What is your problem correcting the history. Is it problem with us as Zulu’s or Africans. Are they interested in the Zulu’s?  Do you consider the minority of African people within your organization that are opting for change?  I hear people saying that changing the name will make people fight?  Who is going to fight who? 

Question 14:  Who named this province Kwazulu- Natal initially and why?  What is the problem if we need to remove it. 

Answers: Mr Mark Steele (DA)

I need to begin by saying that there is no principled argument against a name change. Principled correctly understood, that needs to be adhered to for its own sake.  There is an argument around the issue that at a certain point in our history, there was serious effort by all political forces within the country to seek a consensus based on the most inclusive constitution that was possible.  If you look at negotiations that lead to final adoption in 1996 I think there were only 3 votes against when it came to the final adoption in the combined sitting of the national assembly and what was then the senate.  The endeavor in this whole process was to come up with an arrangement whereby everyone could buy into that everybody could say they have a stake in it.  That is the only principal that I would like to emphasize.  It is our whole political arrangement was based on inclusivity and consensus wherever possible, therefore if there is an argument of name change you have to understand that there was a name change in 1996. There were people who thought that the name for this part of the world was KwaZulu and others that thought it was Natal. Out of those two, if you like, competing understandings of what was important, that came together in the 1996 constitution, which is where the name appears, as an inclusive model whereby everyone could buy. The current proposal is only problematic in so far as it might lead to some people saying why are we taking away what we all bought into.  It is not a change to something new, we recognize through historical or social factors that in 1996 we came together in one common entity and that common entity had two pre-exiting names.  

There is no principled argument against change provided it is inclusive and consultation if we can get through a inclusive and consultative process and come to something which is a consensus that would be a principle and I think that is an important principle which is enshrined both in our constitution and politics. 

It follows from that then that we are not talking about fear, I am not quite sure why this word fear was ever introduced into the debate, nobody is afraid and there is no fear in the debate.  There are people for whom one or other name is more or less comfortable which they can identify with more or less readily.  We are talking about comfort zones; we are talking about what people say, this is who I am.  Just as there are people in this room that can say I define myself my identity in terms of my Zuluness, there are also people in this room that define themselves in terms of their South Africanness and the constitution allows for both possibilities.  

With regards to the DA’s position on the monarchy in KZN the different political parties in the KZN legislature and specifically the ANC, IFP, and DA there may be other parties that came up with specific constitution proposals.  If you look in the documents of the legislature you will see the different proposals that were made by each of the different parties.  They are remarkable for the things that they are in common, one of the things in common is that all the political parties recognized that within the proposed constitution within KZN there should be a role for the King.  All parties were unanimous in creating within the constitution a proposal to that effect. The position the dignity and status of the King should be affirmed.  There were differences as to how the Royal house should be funded whether it should be within a independent trust, within a state department, within a house of traditional leaders – these were all differences.   Essentially the consensus within all the parties was that the status of the King needed to be affirmed.  I don’t think that there is a problem from the DA at all, as this is in our constitutional proposals and it is quite well documented. 

With regard to reconciliation over what happened at Sandlwana. I would remind all of you of the visit from the Prince of Wales, of the English Royal House who came to Sandlwana to do precisely that on behalf of the British.  He walked the battlefield in great humility and admiration for the warriors of both.  I think those kinds of aspects of reconciliation are very important. 

Firstly to people that are concerned about the Black African Zulu speaking membership, they are quite able to speak for themselves. The majority of the card-carrying members of this party in this province are in fact Black African Zulu speaking people and that is something that can be checked out by anybody if you look at our membership audit record.  The majority of the members of the party in the province are not white, Indian, coloured at all. I would also like to add that the issue, which lead to, the motion that I read out to you which was adopted by the congress as I said to you, it was a motion that was proposed by a Zulu speaking councillor from Vryheid and he moved it on behalf of his branch and his members of that area.  This was in fact an initiative that came not from people like me at all. In fact it was an initiative that came from within the membership of the party.  

Last two points.  On the question of priorities – yes this is an important issue for a lot of people but the point that needs to be made for a lot of other people it is not the beginning and the end what they see the politicians should be concerning themselves.  I think it is very important that cultural, political, historical people do engage in this debate.  One of the first things that I wrote whilst listening to the panel speak was “yes absolutely, I agree all of us of all languages all need to rewrite and re-understand our combined history and heritage.  That is the process that we should all be involved with and I would say it is vital.  I have been involved in reading, teaching and learning about the history of this area of the world for many years now, and this is the process that I want to keep learning about.  I think we should all be engaged in understanding our common history.  I also understand that there people for whom the name is a problem I don’t think that there are any easy solutions if we could come up with ah inclusive solution that we could all buy into that would be first prize, until such time as we come up with something genuinely inclusive of all I think let’s accept that what we have hyphenated is an expression of the consensus that we developed as a emerging nation and emerging people.  Finally, I would like to say personally I went to the opening of parliament this year at the Royal Show Grounds in PMB and I was standing with the then Provincial Leader Roger Burrows, and the King and entourage, the pray singers arrived and Mr Burrows and I very enthusiastically and without talking to each other we joined all the rest if the audience and shouted Biahtoo so I am quite happy to acknowledge and belong to the people of this province.

Answers: Mr Nhlanhla Mtaka 

Let us understand the context of Natal colony.  After the defeat of the Boer in 1841 to 1842,  the English in 1843 named part of this province as Natal.  It was nothing to do with the name it was always there.  In 1843 it was then officially named Natal colony and people decide to call Natal.  It was not the Zulu’s themselves who divided this land it was other people that divided it.. As a result, 100 years today after the defeat in 1906 the British wrote a letter to the magistrates here and saying that you have done a good thing – it was a South African spirit.  The reason was all white people, Transvaal, Cape, Orange Free State took a resolution to fight the Zulus in defense of the Natal colony, now you understand why it is painful for us.  

When the Zulu’s were arrested in 1908 they went to jail for 4 years, then Louis Botha in 1910 when Africa and the British said lets us not fight each other we know who the enemy is, let us form the Union of South  Africa. He said that he wanted to release the Zulu’s and let us from residents of the colony, don’t want this Zulu / natives in this colony. Also, on the issue of this having the potential of dividing people I was part of the people that organized the dialogue because people were saying the Zulu’s will wake up and kill all Indians.  That is a dangerous thing to say and as other people may argue it assumes that Zulu’s can’t think what is the right thing and what is the wrong thing.  We understand that change is not a simple thing.  200 years ago when Christianity was established they said it would divide but today it is the world’s religion. 12 years ago people where saying that it will never happen in South Africa, there will be a civil war and today we have democracy.  So these fears of the unknown are natural but must be structured. 

 I am still arguing the word KwaZulu as it was never a discussion for White, Indians or Coloured’s it was a political discussion between the ANC and IFP.  Let us under the context of this, there are two issues; it was Gozulu and the Volkas, the Afrikaaner Estate.  Everyone agreed that the Afrikaner one was based on the fear that majority of South Africans would assume power and then perhaps kill all Afrikaaners and hence it is no longer an issue because Afrikaners are richer than before – and if they knew that would be by liberation I am sure we would have been free long ago.  That was based on fear and there is a potential that people will fight over this.  Tribeman; he who protects and preserves his culture, but not undermining other people’s existence.  A  triballistic ; he or she assume his culture is dominant and I don’t believe Zulu’s are triballistic by nature, they are tribesmen they are proud of who they are.  It is important like changing their names, some names mean nothing at all and that importance of individual to changing names, should also be attached to this issue.  There is a proposal of more than 150-200 names not just this province, not only political leaders, traditional leaders, isanduni and individuals proposed to change these names. When we say that the King is the King of the Zulu’s we must explain what it is to be Zulu and we should be understood.  I am sure the issue of traditional governance and liberal democracy is an ongoing. 

Answers: Mr Langa Mtshali

Changing the name or correcting the history; The name Natal, there is nothing wrong with it but the history of the colony of Natal is a problem.  I think the name change is trying to deal with that.  

The agreement at Kempton Park whether it has an impact on what we are discussing, I would say yes.  During the discussions even the timeframe for the first democratic elections, was known.  There was rush to reach consensus on a number of issues including the kingdom of KwaZulu, which I believe the IFP was quite passionate.  Hence on the eve of the election the issue of the kingdom of Kwazulu was said it was one of the issues that would be discussed by the international mediators.  

The second part of the question on the cultural and the linguistic commission that came last.  There was an answer that says maybe they didn’t give it the same word as other commissions, whether it had to do with culture and languages, which are so diverse.  Extent to which the discussion looked at the international instrument that declared that apartheid is the highest crime in the land.

Remarks from Floor:

Comments in Zulu.  Translated; “is proud of being a Zulu from Kwazulu-Natal.  He would like to thank the DDP and panel for creating space for this kind of dialogue. Being a Zulu to him it is not a sin at all.

In Conclusion: Mr Langa Mtshali

Debate has helped us to understand why the King has made the call to change the name of the province.  I think those that had fears before would leave here with a clear understanding as to why we want to change the name of the province to KwaZulu as was its original name as was part of the KwaZulu kingdom.  It is exciting discussion and to hear that there are people that are willing to change and to understand other issues.  To the minority groups, there is an act that protects them but in a democratic society like us the majority rules and the minority are respected.  

In Conclusion: Mr Mark Steele

Thank you Mr MC for running such an efficient evening. Thank you to all who participated, it’s been valuable for me and other and can say that I have learnt a great deal.  Thank you to all that have shared their ideas.  The allegiance of all liberal democrats must in the first instance be to the constitution and it is the constitution that guarantees our rights, our freedom, and our obligations.  Beyond that we have a right to an identify to define ourselves as we see fit, and a diversity that we need to always celebrate and remind ourselves of just how fortunate we are to live in a country  that is as diverse as it is.

In Conclusion: Mr Nhlanhla Mtaka

I think for me it is important that the culture of intellectualism is to agree or disagree.  That is why these forums are informing us and access to information is key to democracy and perhaps disagreements that are happening outside is lack of information and these forums are great to ensure that we dialogue, and agree to disagree on some things.  It also gives us an opportunity that makes us learn about others and the reasons why they do it.  

Closure: Mr Dumisani Nyalunga

We have now come to end of this session.  Thank you very much for coming and joining us this evening.  We really appreciate your participation. I would like to thank our speakers for their insightful and provocative presentations.  I hope that you have learnt a lot from this session and are now better informed. 
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