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  DECLARATI' 

THESE ARE DRAFT MINUTES. THEY ARE CONFIDENTIAL AND RESTRICTED TO THE MEMBERS 7 

OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE AND THE MC. THEY ARE STILL SUBJECT TO RATIFICATION BY THE 

SUBCOMMITTEE AT ITS NEXT MEETING. 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE DECLARATION OF INTENT 

HELD ON MONDAY 9 MARCH 1992 AT 17H00 AT THE WTC 

PRESENT: CW Eglin 
FT Mdlalose 
GvN Viljoen 

T Eloff (secretary, minutes) 

apology: R Cronje 

i Chairperson’s opening remarks 

The Chairperson welcomed the delegates present. 

v Report from the IFP (see previous minutes, item 2) 

21 Dr Mdlalose presented a memorandum from the IFP (Annexure A) 

3. On the interpretation of the Declaration of Intent 

The subcommittee taking note of both the draft statement previously prepared and the draft contained 

in the report by Dr Mdlalose, agreed to recommend to the MC: 

that the MC and CODESA II endorse the following statement: 

"For the avoidance of doubt as to the interpretation of the Declaration of Intent, it is declared by its 

signatories that irrespective of their individual interpretive views thereof. no provision of the 

Declaration, interpreted alone or in conjunction with any other provision thereof shall be construed as - 

1. favouring or inhibiting or precluding the adoption of any particular constitutional model, 
whether unitary, federal, confederal, or otherwise, consistent with democracy; 

2s preventing any participant from advocating the same or the separation, in terms of any 

constitutional model, of powers between a central government and the regions; during the 

proceedings of CODESA or any of its Committees or Working Groups; 

3s. and that its Addendum shall be added to and form part of the Declaration." 
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(@) 

(b) 

  

DECHINOS.NG 

DECLARATION OF INTENT MINUTES 9 MARCH 1992 

On the IFP’s commitment to the CODESA process 

The subcommittee took note of the IFP’s statement of commitment to CODESA as set out below and 

agreed to report this to the MC: 

"We the representatives of the IFP, solemnly declare: 

the IFP to be bound by agreements we conclude or reach together with other participants in CODESA 

on our behalf in accordance with the Standing Rules and to which we have expressly assented if such 

agreements affect our vital interest, and hereby commit ourselves to the implementation thereof within 

our capacity, powers and authority; 

that our participation in CODESA or any of its Committees or Working Groups since 20 December 

1991 and in the future shall not be construed to mean or expressly, impliedly or tacitly mean that we 

have consented to the Declaration of Intent in its original form but only as construed in accordance 

with the intent of the Addendum." 

It was noted that the subcommittee has now concluded its business. 

The meeting adjourned. 

  

 



  

    

   

INKATHA 
Inkatha Freedom Party 

IQembu leNkatha yeNkululeko 

4 Mareh 1992 

RESPONSE TO SuR-C4 
oF PINT NTR 1D, PROPOSE 

  

‘tTy     ON SHE DECLARATION 
in Tey s| a       

   + 

Introdnet ion 

1. The IFP expresses its appreciation for the constructive 

spirit in which ifs Terma of Reference have heen deliberated 

upon by the Sub-Committee's participants with a view to 

addressing the serious concerns of the IFP, as expressed by 

its tabled amendments to the Deelaration of Intent. 

    
2. With continued gaadwill, the IFP considers that there is no 5 

good reason why consensus cannot be reached in the 

Sub-Comnittoea's delinperations. 

IFP's First and Second Proposed Ainendments 

phs_ loan? 5 a and_d of the Declaration of 

  

ao       

3. The Sub-Comnittee's approach, to acknowledge the principle 

that there are sincerely held differing interpretive view 

of the intentions expresse? by the Llanaquade of tha 

Declaration, is a sound starting point 

  

4. Likewise, the IFP sens the aiffienlties inherent in 

reverting to the stquatorios of the Declaration and asking 

them to approve form] amendments thereto. The THe 

  

approve 

therefore in principle the proposed method of qoing forward 

namaly, providing a means whereby all siqnatorines will 

declare that ircespective of differing interpretations which 

20s 
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6.1 

6.2 

  

Page 2. 

may exist between them in regard to the Declaration, thare 

will be tolat freedom by any participant to advocate its 
views on forms af government of a denocratia nature Auring 
Proceedings of CONFSA and its Vorking Groups. 

It ean only be deseribed ag unfortunate and reqrettabla, in 

the IFP's view, that the vording of the Declaration had the 

offeet of immediate   y exeluting altogether from Capea at 

lenst one imnortant politieal player. The IPP would Jika to 

think that in the current process of resexamining the 

Declaration from its stand point, which is that conesa is 

not sufficiently inelusive as presently conskituted while 

politieal players such as Azano, PAC anid the CP are not 

participants, the offort should ba mate toe arrive at a 

formmlation to enconradqe such wider participation. ‘ha TFRp 

helteves that CODTSA is only Laying un future prablems for 

itself and the country while it refleets its current 

seriously flawed inclusivity. Y vy 

In the TFPP's view the first propesn] with regurd ta tha 

TFP's proposed ameninents, reflected in 2.1 of the “Mtinntes 
AF the Sub-Commitles held on 17 February 1992 does nok most 

  

the TPP's position sufficiently, for the following ceasons - 

  

rT statement proposed to he issnad by this 

Manadamens Cor 

  

Lttea and by CONRSA must be nranared and 

oqreo:? to now as purt of the current delihernationa and 

not morely left ta the Manoqement Comittee later to 

decide upon; 

siqnatories cannot declare the Declaration of Inlenk 
me is neutral" on the issne of a unitary versus a federal 

state when that issue is preciusly a source of serions 

contention; 

of 

  

 



6.4 

Pag: 3. 

the forsal statement referred to in 6.1 should take the 
form of an Addendum to the Reelaration of Tnhtent to be 
adopted by signatories to the Doelarat ion of Tatent at 
CODRSA TT as a murk of their solerin, clear and 

unambiguous com 

  

itment to its terms, thus specifically 
incorporating it into the main aoement by reference as 
Aan annexure thereto, 

it should be more general in its coneentualisntian of 
constitutional models which ean ba freely dehated in 
COMES”, the only rider being that they should be 

consistent vith damoeracy., Tt should nat simply or 

necessarily be a metter of negotiation between a 

straight unitary versus a federal constitutions 
motel. This would commletely accord with and add foren 

ho the paraqranh of the Deatarati 
  an of Tnatent numbered 

   Lounder "We aqroe" reading "that © prosonk and future 
participants shall be entitled to put forward freely te 
the Convention any pronosal consistent with Gemonracy". 

Tho IFP therefore tables before the Sub-Committees the 

“91 Low. 

  

q proposed Adan: 

  

for consideration 

RESOLVED ¢ 

For the avoidance of doubt as to the interpretakion of the 

Reelaration of Intent, it is deelarnd by its siqnatories 
that irr 

  

spoetive of their individual interpretive vinws 
thereon, no provision of the Declaration, interpreted atone 
or in conjunction vith any ether provision thereof shall he 

construed ag - 

A/. 

  
  

 



  

1. favouring or inhibiting or pracluting the adontian of 
any particular constitutional model, whather unitary, 

federal, confedaral, or athorwi an, aon 

  

domoerscy? 

w . preventing any part. 

  

inant fram adveerting the same ar 
the senaration, in terms of any constitutional motel, 

Of pownrs between a central government and the reqions; 
during the proceedings of CONDESA or any of its 

  

Commitkees or Vorking Grouns?: and that thie aAdac 

  

shall be added to and form part of the Deolarati 

  

IFP's Third Proposed Amen 

    

Al Paragraph oF tha Deelaration of Intent) 

7, The second proposal ta the IPP's proposed anendmunts, 

reflected in 2.2 of the Minutes of the Sub-Comed 

  

bhee daked 
17 vehvunry 1997, in the LFP's view miqht be inkerprated as 
moaninea that df an aqroeomont is arrived at by "Sut ficient 

consonens" 

  

tordanea with the standing rulos, then the 
TRO vould be bound thereby, aven ghondh at had not exnresaty 
asgen    eA *hareto or my aven have dissented therefrom. The 

following amending pronosal is therefore tabled by the IRD 

for consideration = 

  

the representatives of the TH, solemnly declare ; 

be LEP Z 
(a) Le to be bount hy aqreements we conelude or rench 

together with other purticipants in CopnsA on tea OLY 
hehale in accordance with the Standing Rules and to 

whieh we have expressly assented if such aqraenents 

affect £88 vital interost, and herehy commit ourselves 

to the implementation thereof within our enpacity, 

povers and authority: 

5/. 

  
 



(b) 

  

that our participation in conssa or any of its 
Committees or Vorking Grouns since 20 Deaeamber 1991 and 

in the future shalt not be construed to moan ar 
expressly, impliedly or tacitly moan that wae have 
consented to the Declaration of Intent in its oriqinal 
form but only as construed in Accordance: with tha 

intent of the Addendum". 

  
 


