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INTRODUCTTION

THE PROBLEM

Within recent years the government of the United
States of America has committed itself to a national policy
'for the immediate assimilation and integration of coloured
minority groups within the country.

Stimulated by a desire to speed this process of inte-
gration and challenged by new practical problems which
have arisen in the course of implementing this policy,
research in the social sciences has been increasingly
directed toward techniques and strategies for the assimi-
lation of divergent ethnic groups into a united population

group. One technique which has been the focus of much

—

discussion and research is that of bringing together

individuals of different groups in such a way that the
i

contact between them will create favourable attitiides

————

EEEEEEE—EEEB—QEEEE' The specific problem has been to
isolate and assess the effect of various conditions under
which contact takes place; the effect, for example of
the relative status of the participants; the degree of
intimacy of the particular situation; whether the
situation has arisen spontaneously or is contrived.
Although no precise formulations have been made
concerning the various effects of these different condi-
tions of contact, tentative formulations have been made
and have received support from an increasing volume of
empirical research evidence. One idea which has
received much attention is that when people of equal
status are brought together this contact will tend to
result in favourable attitude development. This idea

has been tested in a variety of situations;” anongst



American soldiers serving in racially mixed units,
amongst people working together, in ex-post facto
studies of reported friendships, and amongst residents
from racially mixed neighbourhoods.

It is in this latter field of housing that studies
have been particularly productive. The interracial
neighbourhood provides a situation of sustained contact
between people, and is therefore a natural source of
data on the effects of such contact. Moreover, in the
United States of America the provision of public housing
and the determination of the racial policy within such
housing is the responsibility of the same government now
committed to a policy of integration, and therefore
concerned, at a purely practical level, both with the
conditions under which interracial projects have been
found satisfactory, and with solutions to problems which
might arise in the administration of such housing projects.

Two types of racially mixed neighbourhoods have been
studied, first the so-called "invaded" area, a freehold
White neighbourhood into which Negro families have moved;
and second the State- or Federal-controlled housing
project providing public housing for both Whites and
Negroes. In spite of minor discrepancies, findings have
pointed conclusively to the fact that, given certain
favourable environmental factors, contact at a residential
level will lead to an improvement in race relations as
measured, primarily, by individual race attitudes.

While in the United States of America evidence thus
accumulates that contact of this sort leads to amicable

race relations, the South African govermment is swiftly

and/ll.l'
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and steadily consolidating its plans for total territorial
segregation between the races. The governments of both
the United States and Soutﬁ Africa base their policies on
the stated belief that they are in the interests of racial
harmony . We are here faced with what appears at least
superficially to be 2 radical divergence of opinion. On
the one hand there is the American belief that racial
harmony is to be achieved through contact, through bringing
people together in such a way that they will adopt favour-
able attitudes towards one another; and on the other hand
there is the South African belief that racial harmony can
be achieved only through the separation of people of
different racial groups. In each instance housing and
place of residence is a key part of the plan. In America
there is the deliberate effort to create neighbourhoods
with an ethnically diverse population;} in South Africa the
Group Areas Act of 19501 provides the framework for the
total permanent separation of different ethnic and racial
groups into distinct and separated residential areas.

Faced with this divergence of policy, and in the
knowledge of the various successful attempts in the United
States to create harmonious race relations through residen~
tial integration, we may pertinently ask what the nature of
this divergence of policy is, and whether the South African
government is proceeding on a false assumption when it plans
to achieve racial harmony through separation.

"Research into the race relations aspect of 5
Group Areas is even more urgent" write Kuper et al.

1. Group Areas Act No. 41 of 1950 as re-enacted No. 77
of 1957.

2. L. Kuper, H. Watts, R. Davis, Durbap: A study in
racial ecology, (London, Cape, 1958, p. 216.




"The. basic problem is the effect of contact on
race relations and the American studies of inter-
racial housing projects might well merve as a model,
In particular the conclusion that proximity promotes
contact and more favourable beliefs and attitudes
should be tested in the very different environment
of South African life. This would give some insight
into the significance of the conditions which govern
the contact, the significance for example of attitude
towards interracial contact, approving as in some
American housing projects, or disapproving as in
South Africa. In addition such a study would provide
data for the critical analysis of the basic assumption
of the Group Areas Act, that contact gives rise to
conflict."

This is the report of a study of a racially mixed
neighbourhood in Durban, South Africa, which sets out to
investigate "in the very different environment of South
African life-.... the conclusion that proximity promotes
contact and more favourable beliefs and attitudes".

The area in which the study was made, lies close to)
the centre of the City of Durban, on the lower slopes of
the fashionable White residential area of the Berea ridge
The neighbourhood is immediately adjacent to the municipal
botenical gardens, from which it derives its unofficial
name, "Botanic Gardens". The population at the commence-
ment of the study in 1956 was roughly half White, one third
Indian, and the remainder of mixed racial ancestry, known
in South Africa as Coloured. The neighbourhood has
contained this relatively large proportion of non-White
residents since approximately 1943 at which date the racial
composition of the area was "frozen" by legislation.

Since 1943 all property has been alldwed’to‘pass only to a
person of the same race group as the previous owner.

All property within the area is held by freehold
tenure, although much is leased, privately, by the owners

to tenants, Occupation and residence in the area are

entirely/.....



&entirely voluntary.

The main objective of the study is to assess the &5
effect of proximity on behaviour and attitudes of residents,
with particular attention to the possible effect of those
conditions which are present in the South African context
but absent from the American context, such as the official
attitudes of disapproval towards interracial contact in
Sﬁuth Africa.

I shall also evaluate the Group Areas Act as part of

2 plan to eliminate conflict between races through reducing
contact between them to a minimum.

The report subsequently falls into the following

sections.

Part T is an introduction to the topic and a
statement of the various theoretical issues
raised and involved in the study.

Part II describes the neighbourhood and -its residents.

Part II1 gives a picture of social relations within
the neighbourhood.

Part IV is a consideration of the theoretical issues
raised in Part I, in the light of the find-
ings described in Parts II and III.

There follow 2 brief conclusion and various

anpendices.



PART
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CHAPTER 1

HE THEQORETICAL ISSULS

A great deal of work with direct or indirect bearing
on the question of the effect of proximity on behaviour
and attitudes has already been done, primarily in the
United States of America. This work was briefly but
comprehensively reviewed in 1956.l However, I had
access to reports on seven studies and I should like to
give special consideration to their relevance for my own
research problem in Botanic Gardens.

Five of these studies were made within so-called
"invaded areas" in different American neighbourhoods.

An "invaded area" is a White residential area into which
Negroes have begun to move, or have already moved. By
this terminology Botanic Gardens is also an "invaded area",

an all-White neighbourhoQg_inmQ_uhich_lndiaﬂiANMEﬂl;Q%
r'—

193%8. But Botanic Gardens differs from these American

invaded areas in one important aspect, namely, the
duration of the area as an interracial neighbourhood.

In none of the five American studies had Negroes been
present in the area for longer than four ycars. By
contrast, in 1955 at the time fieldwork was started, the

Durban neighbourhood had existed as an interracial neigh-

1. D.M: Wilner, R.P. Walkley and S.W. Cook, Human relations
in 1pter—rgcia1 housing: a study of the contact hvpo-
thesig (University of Minnesota Press, 1955) Appendix A.
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bourhood for seventeen years.1

Two of these studies of invaded areas, one Dby Kramer2

3

and a second by Winder~” compared attitudes of residents

at'differing proximity‘to Negroes and‘found that competition
and threat were the most important determinants of attitudes
towards Negroes as neighbours. Thus, for example, in both
studies Whites already living in very close proximity to
Negroes showed less prejudice than those living some

distance from Negroecs, yet threatened by the prospect of

living with them. It waé thus found that whercas very

'l. In many parts of the United States of America, indi-
viduals and governmental authorities are extremely
anxious to create and maintain interracial neighbour-
hoods, and much thought and research has been devoted
to the question of how to preserve the racial balance
at. & desirable black/white equilibrium in "invaded"
areas. However the panic emigration of Whites from
these areas has been found very difficult to prevent
or control. So common is the phenomenon that it has
come to be known as "the invasion - succession
sequence" (see E.P. Wolf, "The invasion-succession
sequence as a self-fulfilling prophesy", Journal of
Social Issyeg, Vol. XIII, 4, 1957, p. 7.) Weaver
draws attention to the faet that this sequence,
although very common, is not universal, and that there
arc isolated examples of spontaneously integrated
residential areas in America - (see R.C. Weaver,
"Integration in public and private housing", The Annals,
March 1956.) By strange irony, the South African
government, in an attempt to prevent racial integration,

hes created an enduring and stable interracial neigh-
bourhood.

2. Kromer: Residential contact as a determinant of
attitudes towards the Negro, (Unpublished Ph.D.
dissertation, Harvard, 19505. Although Kramer
phrased the title of his study in terms of contact,

he in fact studied proximity, on the assumption that
proximity will.:lead to.contact..

%. ‘A.E. Winder, "White5attituaeé'towéfds Negro-White
interaction in an area of changing racial composition",
(Abstracted in American Psychological Journal, Vol. 7;

1952).




close proximity led to a decrease in prejudice, nevertheless
in all other cascs prejudice towards Negroes decreased as
distance from Negroes increased. Winder found in addition
that economic competition affected attitudes, that low-
income White families (who faced Negro competition more
directly than the others) had the greatest hostility to
Negroes. Kramer made the additional interesting finding
that house-owners were more hostile to Negroes than renters.
This too is an aspect of threat, for it is the house-owner
who stands to lose financially should the area deteriorate
as a result of the migretion of Negroes into the area.

This differential between renters and owners was
confirmed in a study made by Rose, Atelsek and McDonald,2
who studied eight different neighbourhoods in each of which
there lived not more than two Negro families. (The neigh-
bourhoods tended to contain a middle class/professional
population, and the further migration of Negroes to these
neighbourhoods was checked primarily by economic. facta s).
The authors found that people of higher educational stan-
dards accepted the idea of integration with Negroes more

readily than those of poorer educational standards, although

N~

1. The question of deterioration of property values
following Negro occupation, is a controversial one.
The validity of the guestion need not concern us here
however. The fact that it is a widely held belief
is sufficient to constitute a valid threat to the
property owner.

2, A.M. Rose, F.J. Atelsek, and L.R. McDonald, "Neighbour-
hood reactions to isolated Negro residents" American

Sociological Review, Vol. 18, 1953.
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it was the latter group which practised integration more
readily. Further, families with children not yet at
school, were less favourable to integration than those

with children of school age. Jones1 studied the progress
of a neighbourhood over threc years during which Negre s
noved into the érea, until they constituted one third of
the population. He found four reactions to Negroes.
Pecople (a) moved away, (b) were covertly hostile, (c) were
indifferent (50%), and (d) were openly friendly. He
reported that friendliness was increasing and that hosti lity
was never demonstrated openly. In addition he observed
that the Negro population was at conscious pains to impress
the White group favourably and to minimize any friction in
the neighbourhcod.

The fifth study is somewhat different from the
preceding studies, but it is of particular interest and
relevance. Lohman and Reitzes2 studied the attitudes of
151 White persons, all of whom lived in one neighbourhood
and worked¢ in one placs of work. They were all simul-
taneously members of a trade union which advocated Negro
integration at work, and of a residential "club" whose
function was to prevent Negro movement into the home
neighbourhood. He found that there was no corrclation
whatsoever Between the attitudes of individuals to these
two issues. In each case, thc attitude waé°correlated

with the degree of participation in the particular

1. C.R. Jones, "Invasion and ®acial attitudes: A study

of housing in a border city," Social Forces, Vol. 27,
1948/9, pp. 285-290, -

2. J.D. Lohman and D.C. Reitzes, "Deliberately organized
groups and racial behaviour" American Sociological
Review, Vol. 9, 1954, pp. 342-344,
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organizational group, whether trade union or residential
club., He stresses that attitudes are formulated in
relation to specific issues and specific groups, and
concludes:-

"In neither case does the individual act out any
abstract generalized attitudes towards Negroes,
which could become important only when deliberate
definition is absent."l

The last two studies differ from the above studies

both in their scope and size, and also in the kind of
neighbourhood in which the investigation was made. Both
of thesc are comprehensive major studies, made within
statc-sponsored public housing projects, one in 1950 by
Deutsch and Collins2 and a second in 1954, based upon the
first study, by Wilner, Walkley and Cook.3

Both studies aimed to facilitate the integration of

Negroes and Whites in public housing projects in the United
States of America. Thus Deutsch and Collins write:
"Research should, where possible, be formulated

so that it is strategicallx uscful in facili-
tating democratic change".

1. J.D. Lohman and D.C. Reitzes, "Deliberately organized
groups and racial behaviour” American Sociological
Review, Vol. 9, 1954, p. 343,

2. M. Deutsch and M.E. Collins, Interracial Housings
a psychological cvaluation of a social experiment
(University of Minnesota 1951).

3., Wilner, Walkley and Cook, op. cit.

4. Deutsch and Collins, op. cit. p. xii. (See authors'
preface pp. ix - xiii)
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Both studies found evidence'to support the theory
that close. residential proximity aﬁd contact will, given
the support of favourable environment, lead to a
favourable attitude change on the part of a previously
hostile ethnic group.1 Wilner, Walkley andkCook
formulated, tested and confirmed the hypothesis that:

"Equal status contact between members of initially

antagonistic ethnic groups under circumstances
not marked by competition for limited goods or by
strong social disapproval of intergroup friendli-
ness tends to result in favourable attitude
change."

Because this is the most recent and comprehensive
of the available studies, and one which took full cognisance
and advantagce of preceding studies, we might profitably
consider this hypothesis in some detail, with particular
rcference to its applicability in the South African
situation. Ihe five aspects of the hypothesis to which
we shall give séparate attention are:s |

(1) equal status,

(2) 1initially antagonistic ethnie groups,

(3) competition for limited goods, |

(4) strong social diséppro§a1 of intergroup

friendliness, and

(5) favourable attitude change.

1. In each instance it was primarily the White group
which was studied for its reaction to Negro
neighbours.

2. Wilner, Walkley and Cook, op cit., p. 4.
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(1) Egqual status contact.

In the American study,l the writcrs assumed that
"such contact as occurs between Negroes and Whites in
public housing projects is c¢gual-status in character",

This assumption is briefly substantiated by an indication
of the socio~economic similarity of all residents, their
cultural identity, and the equal and non-discriminating
treatment which they receive from the management.

In South Africa the question of cqual status becomes
rore obscure and complex. An accurate statement of the
relative status of the different race groups in the Botanic
Gardens neighbourhood must follow analysis of empirical
research data. But in addition there are broad theoretical
issues involved, and these will be considered here.

When Wilner, Walkley and Cook make the generalisation
that the contact which occurs between Negroecs and Whites
in the project is equal status in character they are using
the term "status" to mean what Davis has called ”station",3
namely, a composite average of many different statuses
occupied by a particular individual in the course of his
mobile and complex life. It is necessary, however, 1f we
use the concept "status" in the sense of "station" to stress
that there are a number of components of this status.

I shall refer to these components as "dimensions" of status,

Thus the status of the average individual in a contemporary

1. 1In the following pages "the American study" refers to
the study mzde by Wilner, Walkley and Cook.

2, Ibid., p. 27.

%. K. Davis, Human Society, (MacMillan, 1948) pp. 83-119.
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urban society has many dimensions, but not all are
salient to his behaviour and treatment iniévefy
situation.l The problem becomes one pf weighting
these various dimensions in every situation. In
such an evaluation we are concerned not with the
objectively determined status of residents, but with
the subjective perception of status.by residents. |
In other words we are concerned not with whether the
neighboufs are equal, but with whether they feel
themselves to be equal and perceive others as their
equals. The question becomes ; What dimensions of
status are most readily perceived by residents as
criteria for . ascribing prestige?

If we hold therrace factor constant (in this
instance by momenterily disregarding racial differ-
ences) then the salience of a particular digension
of status in aﬁy particular situation will depend on:-

(1) the values held by the participants in
that situation, and

(ii) the extent to which any dimension is
- conspicuous and therefore perceived.

For example, an individual holding an
important position in his work situation,
say trade union official, may be afforded
much esteem and respect by his colleagues,
yet he may enjoy no recognitirr in his
neighbourhood where this position is
unknown or meaningless or botn.

In an analysis of the relative status of Whites,

Indians and Coloureds in Botanic Gardens we would

1. Homans writes: "To speak of a man's status as if
it were an indivisible unit is a convenient kind
of shorthand but to think of status in this way
may prevent our seeing the relations between its
components. It may prevent us, for instance,
from seeing that as a man's position in a chain
of communications changes, so the way he is
evaluated by his fellows will change."

G.C. Homans, The Human Grou (Routledge and Kegan
Paul Ltd., London, 1951), p.12.
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expect two dimensions to influence the determination
of relative status between them. They are
(i) the socio-economic dimension, as measured

by income, occupation, possessions, bome

ownership, and visible standard of 11v1pg

as reflected in such things as dress, diet,

and personal cleanliness, and

(ii) skin-colour and race,l and associa?eq
with this factor the legal and political
rights and treatment of groups.
In an environment in which privilege is constantly

a function of race, the inequality of colour -becomes
the one constant inequality amongst residents. The
race factor pervades almost every situation. Thus,
for example, socio-economic factors have an obvious
importance in South Africa in determining the
ascription of prestige, but what is the relative
importance of a high economic status when viewed
against the total social structure of colour discrimi-
nation in which the participation of individuals is
limited and directed primarily in terms of colour and
only secondarily in terms of wealth.2 Limiting the
problem specifically to that of contact between

neighbours, we may ask whether there are any conditions

under which it is valid to assume that such contact as

l. There is an implicit acknowledgment by Wilner,
Walkley and Cook of the salience of skin colour
in affecting the subjective perception of status
in the American study, when they write that
"there is little objective support for any
feeling among White women .... that the in some
way have the better of it." (op. citv., p. 28).

2. The fact of colour-based discrimination in South
frica is too well known and documented to require

substantiation, being a deliberate and overt part
of State policy.
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occurs between White and non-White can be said to occur
between equals. |

The one shared equality between residents is that
defined by their roles as residents within this parti-
cular.locality. But because Botanic Gardens is not
; strictly defined unit, but simply an arbitrarily
defined part of a large residential area, it is a
matter of dispute whether even in this linited context,
people living in one section of the neighbourhood share
an equal status with people living in another section.l

A final factor to be considered is the duration
of the contact between neighbours. A casual short-=term
contact would tend to be dominated by one or two
specific dimensioné of status, dependent upon the
particular situation. But in a prolonged contact
between two people living close to one another there
would be a2 tendency for all dimensions of status to
becone relevaht; with a particular dimension becoming
temporarily dominant in a particular situation of

interaction.

1. Wilner,. Walkley and Cook, in their brief statement
substantiating their assumption of the equal status
of Negroes and Whites in the integrated housing
projects in America, cite also the cultural identity
of Whites and Negroes as a factor making for equality
between them. White and Negro housewives share a
common daily routine, their children are brought up
in the same way, they share common values and
aspirations. The "equality" of Negroes and Whites
arising from shared culture should properly be
described as "similarity" or "identity"; the term
"equality" implies that there are two poles, superior
and inferior, in terms of which "way of life" can be
ranked according to some objective standard. This
becomes patently impossible when we attempt to rank
the different ways of life of Whites, Indians and
Colouredsin Botanic Gardens, which spring from their
different cultural heritages.
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In Chapter VI some of the factors which may
differentiate between the different neighbourhood groups,
in terms of status, are analysed. Satisfactory general-
isation must await this analysis. Prestige in South
Africa is closely linked to race and skin colour. We
would therefore expect that the closest approximation
to equal status between White and non-White neighbours
would occur in a specific situation where some dimension
of status, over and above race, is dominant, provided
that prestige is attached by both participants to this
dimension, and that the non-White participant has the
superior position, thereby compensating racial

inferiorities.

(2) Initially antagonistic ethnic groups.

As in the United States, the racially mixed neigh-
bourhcood in Durban is the meeting place for antagonistic
ethnic groupc. The Durban neignbourhood differs from
the American neighbourhoods in having three (not two)
such groups, the animosity bectween which varies. The
presence of these three groups means that the situation
is different at quite a radical structural level from
the American situation. With three groups there are
possibilities of alignments, and a marked unpredictability
as to how the alliances will form. Although two of the
groups are non-Whit: ard one White, there are factors in
the situation which make it unlikely that the alliance
will be a simplc one of non-White against White. The
Coloureds for cxample are strongly identified, culturally,

with Whites. They might be, in effect, a bridge between
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non-White Indians, with whom they can identify in terms
of colour, and Whites, with whom they can identify
'culturally. On the other hand, it might be precisely
this possibility which would restrain Whites from any
intimacy with Coloureds, even though, in other rqspects,
they could associate happily.

The mere absence of two distinct groups might prevent
an easy.division into two hostile camps. And the greater
diversity of population through the presence of three
groups might itself improve attitudes. Rose, Atelsek and
McDonaldl found that the greater the diversity of popula-
tion; the greater was the possibility that a friendly and

relaxed social atmosphere would prevail.

(3) Competition for limite .

It was a cbndition for the development of favourable
attitudes in the American study that there should be no
"competition" between Whites and Negroes for "limited
goods". The particular "goods" in short supply, which
had been demonstratecd tq lead to tensions and antagonisms,
were héuses. Previous studies had indicated that when
Negroes and Whites were competing for the ownership or
occupation of houses, conslderable antagonism tended to
build up between them. In the'state controlled housing
project in which the American study was made there was
no poséibility of real competition on this basis; the
quota of hoqses for Whites and Negroes was predetermined

and controlled.

1, Rose, Atelsek and McDonald, gop. cit., p. 507.
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The state of competition for houses amongst the three
race groups in Botanic Gardens, Durban, is anomalous.

The area has a history of intense rivalry between groups
for occupation and ownership of houses, before the intro-
duction of restrictive legislation.l Prior to 1943 this
rivalry was at an individual level, with individual
Whites and Indians competing aggressively for houses in
the arca. Increasingly since 1943 however, this
individual interracial competition for property has been
eliminated by strong govermmental intervention. Laws
passed in 1943 and 1947 fixed racial quotas for the area,
thereby invalidating any attempts by individuals to
increase the holdings of their race group in the area
beyond the statutory limits. In 1950, the Group Areas
Act repealed previous legislation and in effect declared
that the neighbourhood would, in the future, be allocated
for the exclusivc use of one racial group.

The Group Areas Act of 1950 stimulated a revival of
competition for the area, but this time at a power-group
level, rather than an individual level. Representatives
of the Indian community sought audience with the governing
representatives of the White community, demanding a repeal
of the Act, or failing that, a measure of justice in the
selection of arcas for their group. Individual residents
in Botanic Gardens, as in other areas in Durban, waited
passively for the proclamation of their area.

When in 1957 the area was proclaimed for Whites
only, non-White residents took no action as a group or

as individuals to protest against the proclamation. At an

1. For a fuller account of the history of this rivalry,
see Chapter II., pp. 38-48.
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individual level therefore, competition for property has
been gradually eliminated. Indeed since the proclamation
of‘the locality as a White area, there.has been at least
one instance of an Indian attempting to lease or sell a
house adjoining his property to White neighbours. This
transaction necessitated considerable intimacy, with no
racial hostility ageainst the Whites involved, although
there was an underlying bitterness towards the system

which dictated this uneconomic'step.l

(4) Social di roval of intergroup friendliness

The fourth condition stipulated by Wilner, Walkley
and Cook is that there should be no strong social |
disapproval of intergroup friendliness. This is defined
by the projected éttitudes of their informants in response
to questions asking them what the reactions of their
neighbours would be to various acts of friendliness
towards Neéroes in the neighbourhood. It refers also
to the attitudes of officials representing the housing
project authorities, who in turn both represent govern-
mental attitudes, and affect tenants' attitudes. In the
integrated housing projects in which the American survey
was made, official attitudes were highly favourable to

intergroup friendliness. Tenants likewise had generally

favourable and permissive attitudes.

1. - Suffering as they do an acute housing shortage,
Indian buyers would have paid considerably nore
for property than Whites. For further discussion

of {his point see Kuper, Watts and Davies, op cit.,
p. 170. ‘ :
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In Durban, as in every South African town, there is
the strongest official disapproval of any friendliness
between different racial groups. I therefore expected
that at Botanic Gardens, therec would be amongst Whites
(who are the electorate to this government), a similar
strong disapproval, particularly at any superficial verbal
level. The attitudes of Indians and Coloureds were
difficult to predict. They might be very favourable
towards friendly contact with Whites insofar as this
represented a breakdown cof thce hated colour-bar, and a
recognition of themselves as equals; or they might
reciprocate the hostile unfriendliness of Whites with a
similar hostility; or again there might be extraneous
cultural factors operating against friendliness with an
out-group. Moslem Indians, for example, might advocate
a wmininum of friendliness with Christian Coloureds and
Whites, in order to protect a tradition of endogamy.

In following the nmethodclogy of the American study, the
establishment of this fourth condition is a matter for

empirical research, rather than theoretical speculation.

(5) Changed favourable attitudes.

There remains one further aspect of the hypothesis
to consider, namely, that the assessment is in terms of
"changed favourable attitudes". Wilner, Walkley and
Cook measured attitudes by the verbal response of White
residents towards Negroes in the project, towards Negrocs
in general, and towards the idea of racially mixed

residential projects.

Much has been written and spoken about the defects
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of the existing methods of attitude measurcment. Test
studies have been made to demonstrate the inconsistency

of attitudes within different contexts,l and the incon-
sistencies between verbal attitudes and behaviour.2

Under the impetus of a spate of criticism of the current
techniques of attitude measurement, I decided not to—
include any simple measure of attitude (such as a Guttman.-
type scale).3 Verbal racial aggressions in South Africa
have been demonstrated to be particularly violent and
hpstile4 due almost certainly to the official sanctions
such views receive. Any statement of racial hostility in
South Africa, which is based on verbal responses, thus
stands a high chance of being an overstatement. At a
theoretical level there is the possibility of a contrary
reaction;. because the total social situation is so
thoroughly controlled and the privileges of Whites so
securely established, people might make considerable verbal
concessions in their reported attitudes to non-Whites, in
the knowledge that they will never be called upon to

implement their statements.

1. Lohman and Reitzes, gp. cit.

2. La Piere, Attitude versus Action, Social Forces,

5. I regretted this omission later. The response.
to a Guttman-type scale would have provided at

lecast a basis for direct comparison with other
studies.

4., T.F. Pettigrow, Social distance attitudes of
South African Students, Social Forces, Vol. 38,
No. 3 (May 1960), p. 248.
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Some measurc of attitudes of the residents of Botanic
Gardens was necessary however. This was assessed through
diffuse attitudinal comment (occurring either spontaneously
in the coursc of interviews or in response to direct

lcading questions), and in tcrms of bchaviour.

Wilner, Walkley and Cook confirmed their hypothesis
that when their four cardinal conditions were present, a
favourable change in attitudes could be predicted. Having
established the differences pertaining in New York and
Durban in rcspect to these conditions,”what may we
reasonably expect tc be the pattern of racial attitudes
among Whites in Botanic Gardens?

Therc are thrce possible alternatives. The first is
that race attitudes and race rclations will deteriorate.
This possibility suggests itself particularly in a study
of those conditions prevailing in the segregated Tut bi-
racial housing projects which scrved 2s thc control groups

. . . 1
in thc Amorican studics.

These bhi~racial segregated
projuects share many charsctcristics with Botanic Gardens
in South Africa. They have in common the attitudes of
the officials, that there should be scgregation between

White and non-White. In both instances the residents

werc grouped, racially, within the neighbourhood.2

l. Such segrcgated housing projects werc selected as
control groups by both Deutsch and Collins, and
‘Wilner, Walkley and Cook.

2. This racial grouping within the neighbourhood was
clearly defined policy within the American projects;
in Dotanic Gardens, VWhite and non-White tended to
segregate themsclves, the non-Whites clustering in
the South East portion of the arca, For further
discussion scc Chapter III.
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There was further no sharing of common facilities, the
cormonest mccting point for White and non-White being
the shops. The hmericans found that attitudes within
these segregated bi-racial projects were less favourable
and less given to change than those in the integrated
projects. Deutsch and Collins writet

"Day to day experience with barriers erected by

authority accentuates differences and fosters

rivalry."

and againt

"Differences sharply focussed by proximity. increase
feelings of superiority and inferiority."

However, they also write of the possibility of
favourable attitude change even within the Segregated
projects:

"For many communities of course even the segregated
bi-racial project stands out in contrast to the
general picture of residential segregation .....
such a policy does suggest approval for some equal

status relationships between Ncgroes and Whites if

only in t?eir relatively impersonal roles as
tcnants.”

And this is the second alternative for Botanic
Gardens, nameiy thaf race attitudes will change favourably,
and that race reiations will improve. Were this to be
found true it Qould indicate that not all the conditions
‘ﬁostulated'in the American'hypotﬁesis are necessary to
favourable ettitude change¢, and that there are other
formulae fof conditions for improved racé attitudes.

The third alternative is that attitudes will neither
improve nor deteriorate, buf will remain at a neutral

accommodcative level. Given the factors of official

L. Deutsch and Collins; op. cit., p. 35.
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disapproval of all friendly inter-race contact, plus the
reality of the close residential juxtaposition of different
races as neighbours, we could cxpect a neighbourhood norm
to develop which would control rclationships from becoming
either too aggressivc or too intimate.

Whichever of these alternatives might be c¢xpected, a
starting point is the hypothesis developed in a strictly
homogeneous community by Festinger, Schachter and Back1
who chose, for study, a neighbourhood which was not only
all-White, but one in which all residents were of similar
age, and in similar occupations. They established that
the functional proximity between neighbours, arising from
their close residential juxtaposition; led to a contact
between them, which in turn led to the creation of friendly
relations betwecn ncighbours. The development was
cyclical: functional proximity = contact = friendly
relations.

Wilner, Walkley and Cook tested this cycle within the
heterogeneous community of the bi-racial housing project.
They found it to be valid and added two further developments!
that in a multi-racial neighbourhood the friendly relations
led to a diminishing of prejudice and the development of
friendly race relations.

If we apply the cycle to Durban the problems which
arisc arc whether, given the conditions of South African
society, residential proximity will lead to contact between

White, Colourcd and Indian neighbours, or whether there will

1. L.Festinger, S. Schachter and X. Bach, Informal Processes
in Social Grouns (New York, Harper, 1950),
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be a doliberafe avoidance of contact. ~Further, assuming
there is contact between residents, whether this contact
will lead to the creation of friendly relations, or
whether factors will be operating to inhibit this
developmentt and finally, if friendly relations do develop,
will they, as in the American study, lead to a breakdown
of racial prejudices and the growth of favourable attitudes?
A number of minor hypotheses have been postulated,
implicitly or explicitly, in the course of previous
research into race contact situations. The Durban study
nay provide data for a further evaluation of many of these
hypotheses. Some limitation is necessary and the following
five factors have been selected for their relevance and

interest,
1. House¢ Ownership. Studies by hoth Kramer1
and Rosc, Atelsek and McDonald“ showed

housc owners to be more hostlle to Negroes
than tenants.

2. Numbers: Rose, Ateclsek and McDonald3 attributed
the success of integration in the area they
studicd, to the fact that Negro recsidents werc
few in number and that the possibility of a
substantial increase in this number was remote.
Jones% on the other hand found that after three
years of a steadily 1ncrea81ng Negro community,
attitudes were ngvertbeless improving. gllner,
Walklcy and Cook? and Deutsch and Collins

1. Kramer, op cit.
2. Rose, Atclsek and McDonald, 99_9;34 p. 497.
3 ibid. p. 498.

4, C.R. Joncs "Invasion and racial attltudes"
Social rogces, Vol. 27, (1948/49), p. 285.

5e Wilner, Walkley and Cook, op. cit., p. 14.
6. Deutsch and Collins, gp. cit.
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selected their areas with a careful regard for
the proportions of Whites and Negroes. They
felt that there was a maximum beyond which
additional Negro families would harm inter-race
relations in the housing projects.

3 Proxinmity: Kramerl and Winder2 both found that
in invaded areas actual cheek-by-jowl proximity
was less tensc, and nore creative of favourable
attitudes than the threat of any such proximity.
In other words, the threat of proximity and the
idea of proximity were unattractive; the actual
experience of proximity was frequently pleasant.
Winder also found that very low income White
families, in close proximity to Negroes, were
very much more hostile than families of a
higher economic level.

4. Demographic factors: Rose, Atelsck and McDonald3
found nge and education to be correlated with
racial attitudes. Families with children of
school age integrated more readily than families
whosc children had not yet reached school-going
age . Better educated people accepted the idea
of inter-race mixing more readily than less
cducated people; however, in practice it is
those of poor education who integrate, rather
than the others.

Do Negro attitudes: Jones4 attributed much of the
successful integration in the areas he studied
to thce conscious and conscientious efforts of
Negroes to impress Whites favourably and to
minirmise friction between Whites and Negroes.

Becausc the Botanic Gardens study is madc within a
neighbourhood, it prevides an interesting opportunity for

the consideration of the theory of neighbouring advanced

by Kuper,5 who has described behaviour between neighbours
as consisting of two main thrcads, on the one hand the

dependence of neighbours on each other (common needs) and

Kramer, op. cit.

Winder, op. cit.

Rose, Atelsek and McDenald, op cit.s P. 504=505
Joncs, op cit., £.290

SRRV N NV

. L. Kuper (ed.), Living in Towns, (London, Cresset
press 1953%). Part 1, "Blueprint for Living Together."
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"on the other perception of neighbouring as hazardous
(dangors). _These two,elements constantly act to inhibit
each other. "The free expréssion of common needs is
checked by the many hazafds of neighbouring, rcal or
imagined, which keep residents apart."l To what extent
" does the presence of domestic servants in every home
6bviate the dependence of housewives upon each other?
-In a neighbourhood scgmented into racial categoriks, with
cach category socially self-sufficient and separated from
" the others, what becomes of the chief hazard of English
neighbburing,_hamely gossip?

In Part IIT we shall ruconsider the issues raised in
this chapter, in the light of the findings described in

Part II1.

1. ibid., p. 45.



IT

PART
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CHAPTER 11

Botanic Gardens

Racially mixcd residential areas in Durban are rare,
in spite of tﬁo balanced race composition of the population
which is roughly onec third Indian, one third White and one
third African.

There are various factors accounting for this.
Africans are gencrally prevented from owning property
outside the Native Reserves, and from occupying property
in the urban areas outside of the spccified Native
Locations. Domcstic servants may, however, reside on
the premiscs of thcir employers. In consequence, most
White residential arcas contain an African population of
perhaps one quarter its size,l which is housed in a
variety of rooms arn. shacks in White backyards. In a
certain sense it would be truec to say that contrary to
being rarc, racially mixcd rcesidential arcas arc the rule
in Durban. This would be putting a very broad interpre-
tation on the phrar. "racially mixed residentidl areas",
however, and the term is herc uscd in a more precise and
limited scnsc to refer to residential areas in which people
of different races are living sidec by side, in the same

streets, in similar houses, under similar circumstances.

l. Based on an examination of 40 Census Enumerators Sub-
Districts on the higher slopes of the Berea, in whieh,
in 1951, there were 10,500 Africans living, concurrent
with a resident White population of almost 41,000,
Full figures on racial distribution within Durban may

be found in Kuper, Watts and Davies, op. cit.,
Appendix B.
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Until the passing of restrictive legislation in 19431
Indians had been free to acduire or occupy property any-
where in most areas cof Durban. However, economic and
social pressures had scrved effectually to isolate the
vast majority of them from White residential areas.2
An index of segregation bctween Whites and Indians in
Durban calculated by Kuper on the basis of 1951 Census
data showed thc degree of segregation to be very high, an |
index of .91 where 1.0 represented perfect segregation.3
This figure, although calculated on the basis of 1951
figures, reprcsents a picture of racial distribution which
has beecn virtually unchanged since 1943.

The selection of the area was then largely a problem
of locating an arca that was suitable for study as a neigh-
bourhood and which also had a racially heterogeneous

4

population. The area cventually selectcd lies on the

1. The Trading and Occupation of Land (Transvaal and Natal)
Restriction Act of 1943, known as the "Pegging Act",
froze racial occupancy for three years at the s;atgg quo.
Permanent restrictive lecgislation was passed in 1946,
but has since been superceded by the Group Areas Act of
1950,

2. Certain properties had been insulated against Indian
occupation and ownership by various devi ms. Thus
the Durban City Council in 1922 was empowered to
reserve for a particular group any land of which it
was disposing. This power was uscd to reserve land
for Whites. Building Socicties also cxercised some
control through their loan policies. For fuller
disiggsion see Kuper, Watts and Davies, op. cit.,

D. . :

30 _Ibido, ppv 152—1570

4. A full description of the method of selecting the
area is given in Appendix A.
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lower slopes of the Berea ridge, just above the junction
of thc sloping hill with the flat once marshy ground that
stretches frem the foot of the Berea to thc seca. It
consists of five adjacent blocks and is known by local
residents as "Botanic Gardens",l being immcdiately adjacent
to the southern side of the Municipal Botanical Gardens.

Althouzh Botanic Gardens has no official status as a
separate neighbourhood, and although residents do not feel
themsclves to be in any sensec separate from the surrounding
residentisl arcas of which they are a part, the neighbour-
hood docs have boundarics by @Hhﬁh it may be clearly
definecd. Cn the Northern side it is bounded by the
Botanical Gardens; on thc lower Eastern seaward side by
thc playing fields of a Goverument school for White boys;
and on the uppcr Western side by the Botanic Gardens Road
which ig a foirly heavy trafficked bus route serving the
lower Bcrca. The least definitive of the four boundaries
is the Southern one, Mansfield Road which is a brbad
relatively quict residential road lecading from the upper
portion of the Berea down to the non-Whitc bus terrminal
and the markets.

These four boundaries constitute a slightly irregular
rectangle; which is internally divided by three short
straight streets, Youngs, Waynes and Botanic Avenues, into

four adjacent blocks. Fach of thesc is bounded by

1. Eeccause there is no official demarcation of Botanic
Gardens as 2 neighbourhood, residents within a wide
radius of the Botanic Gardens use the term to doscribe
the area in which thcy live. Throughout this report,
however, I shall use the name to refer only to the
limited arca selectcd for this study.



\ /

- 31 -

Botanic Gardens Road at the upper end and by Ritson Road
and the government school along its lower end. Heswall
Road, a croscent linking Ritson Road to Mansfield Road,
creates a fifth small block in thc South Eastern corner.
In addition there is a small cul-de-sac, Lanyon Grove,
adjoining Youngs Avcnuc. The topography of the area is
illustrat.d in Diagram A.

Botanic Gardens Road is the main traffic route serving
the lower Berea. The runicipal buses opcrate a ten minutes
service along the road. There is an endless movenment of
traffic, toth vehicular and pcdestrian, reaching a peak in
the early mornings and late. afternoons, as people leave
for work and return home.

Many of the older houses in Botanic Gardens Road are
big, situatcd in large and spacious grounds, reminder of
the dasvs when the street was a fashionable residential
arca for peoplc of means. With the growth of the city,
however, the commercial areas expanded, pushing their way
along the main highway lcading inland over the Berea ridge.
Land adjacent to this commercisl developrment lost its
desirability as a residential area, particularly to Whites
aversc to living close to shops owned by Indians who were
primarily responsible for the commercial expansion in this
vicinity. Wealthier Whites moved up and along the Berea
selling their old homcs to Indians or sub-dividing and
rentirng theri to poorcr Whites. Many of the houses in
Botanic Gardens Road have been converted into maisonettes,
boarding cr lodging houses. Others have fallen into
disuse or disrcpair, or have becen pulled down to make way

for flats. The most distinctive feature of Botanic Gardens
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Road as compared with other streets in the area is in the
greater size of buildings (whethcr they are modern flats,
older flats, old houses or hotels), and the amount of land
which has fallen into disuse towards the Southern end,
where the road links with the busy artery which leads down
the Berea into the hcart of Durban.

Mansficld Road and St. Thomas' Roads are the only
other two strcets in the area which form any sort of
thoroushfare, both leading down the Berea to the markets
and non-Whitc bus tcrminals. But they are primarily for
pedestrian traffic, being a short cut to and from work on
the Bereca for hundrcds of non-¥White workers who come into
Durban from outlying districts, as well as the route to
work in the industrial areas for the many hundreds more
who livc iller2lly in White backyards on the Berea.

Ritson Road is a quiet street bounding the Government
boys' school, with a widc grassy verge instcad of a pavement
on one side. Here there nay constantly be found groups
of domestic servants, uncmployed casual labourers, groups
of young Indian children, White babies in the charge of
African nursemaids and delivery men resting with their
bicycles. Halfway down Ritson Road at the corner of
Botanic Avenuc is onc of the thrce neighbourhood stores.
Like the othcer two stores, it is a "general supply stare
and tea room", which means that it sells groccries as well
as perishable foods, which include buns, cold drinks and
ice creams. A steady trade is daily plied with the
hundreds of White scherlboys across the road.

The threc "avenucs" which run down the hill betwaen

Botanic Gardens Road and Ritson Road are all very similar:
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narrow streets in which cars pass with difficulty, narrow
pavenents, bordered by the intercsting pattern of fences,
hedges, railings and walls that assert and maintain the
privacy and individuality of the twenty odd houses in each
street which they screcen.

By South African standards the¢ neighbourhood is
maturc and scttled. Not only are thc houses old, but
they frequently stand amidst tall trees in well planted
gardens. There are four distinct types of houses in the
area, cach corrcsponding to a particular period in the
history of the expansion of the neighbourhood. The oldest
group of houses are of wood and iron, built at the turn of
the century. For all tlkkir apparently frail structure most
of these bungalows have withstood more than half a century
of corrosive Durban humidity, and are in remarkably good
repair. A few have weathorcd badly and are dilapidated.
Many have been "modernised", by the construction of brick
verandahs, bathrooms and W.C.'s. But they remain old,
difficult to keep clean, subjcct to attacks of woodborer
and white ants, and they arec above all, hot for Durban's
sub~tropical climatc.

The second type of house is of brick with a tin roof
and invariably cast iron railings edging an encircling
verandah. Most houses of this sort were built betwecn
1900 and 1915. They are usually substantial and gpacious,
and reflcct a certain solid respectability of their early
occupants.,

Similar in age and structure to houses in clacs I1
arc those of tke third type, which are double-storeyed.

There are only 15 of thesc houses in the area, but they



TYyPE 1 1898 - 1900

WOOD AND IRON
BUNGALOWS

FIFTEEN PER CENT
OF DWELLINGS IN
BOTANIC GARDENS
ARE OF THIS TYPE

TYPE 3 1900 - 1914

LARGE DOUBLE-STOREY
BRICK HOUSES WITH
|RON ROOFS

SIXTEEN PER OENT
OF DWELLINGS IN
BOTANIC GARDENS
ARE OF THIS TYPE

TYPE 2 1880 = 1914

SPAGIOUS 8INGLE
STOREY HOUSES WITH
IRON ROOFS AND
LARGE VERANDAHS

TWENTY=THREE PER CENT
OF DWELLINGS IN THE
AREA ARE OF THI!S TYPE

TYPE 4 1915 = 1930

MODERN COMPAGT SINGLE
STOREY HOUSES WITH
TILE OR |RON ROOFS.

THIRTY=NINE PERCENT
OF DWELLINGS IN THE
NEIGHBOURHOOD ARE
OF THIS TYPE



- 34 -

housec 50 families, having been subdivided and converted
into flats and lodging houses.

The remaining houscs constitute the fourth type which
is distinguished by its more recent construction (1915 -
19%0). Although many of the houses in this class have
tiled rnther than tin roofs, they lack the solidity of
the earlier houses, tend to be smaller, and less
distinguished than the older houses.

These differcnt types of houses are randomly
distributed in the neighbourhood, and no one type seems
the special pronerty of any one race group,l

The 1951 Census gave the total population figure for
the area as 1,1%6 consisting of 49.46% Whites (562),
23.25% 1adians (264), 8.19% Coloureds (93) and 19.1%
Africans (217). These figures rcpresent all the people
in the area at the time of the Census. This population
i3 thercfore much bigger than the one eventually isolated

for study, which excluded all domestic servants and all

l. The distribution of races among these various house-
types is discussed in Chapter IV, p.77, (Table XV).
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L This meant the

exclusion of the entire African populaﬁion and a small

proportion of the Indian and Coloured groups. Flat

dwellers were initially exclucded because their special

location in large compact single-race blocks scemed to

Because the study was concerned with the effect of the
proximity of neighbours of different race. groups but
equal status, its scope was limited only to those
cople occupying adjacent houses in the same streets.
Ell backyard dwellers were excluded from the study.
Inevitably, however, in the course of fieldwork in
the arca, ccntact was made with backyard dwellers and
sone comment seems fitting.

The number of persons living in backyards in Botanic
Gardens is very considerable. I estinate them to be
approximately 300 in number, of whom approximately 200
are Africans, both domestic servants and other lodgers,
(calculated on the basis of the 1951 Census data) and
80-90 arec Coloured or Indian (calculated from a randon
sample of 20 households). The remainder are White,
usually single persons, who share the status of other
White residents in the arca, sharing toilet and cooking
facilities in the main house.

Colourcd and Indian backyard dwellers are found only
in the backyards o! Coloured or Indian houses. They
pay be close reclatives of the family who are forced
into the yard through shortagc cf alternative acconmo-
dation, and who share in the life of the main house,
or they may be strangers who have no part in the
neighbourhood.

African backyarc dwellers rarely have anything to do
with the residents in hcuses. Many of them did not
know the name of thc person in whosc yard they lived,
nor had they any relationships with people in the
neighbourhood other than Africans in similar positions
to their own. In the words of one such man "We live
here behind the houses and nobody just remembers that
we arc here." Amongst these African backyard
dwellers I met profcssional people, students, clerks
and labourers. In relation to other residents of
other races, however, they all alike secned to share
the status of servants.
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isolate them, both physically and in terms of social
relations, from the rcst of the ncighbourhood. Interviews
with people living adjacent to flats showed this to be true
for the larger blocks of flats, but not for the smallef
four-flat units, which were later included in the study.

In addition residents from the far side of Mansfield
Road were included in the study, partly because this side
of the road appearcd to be an integral part of the neigh-
bourhocd, partly hecause it constituted an interesting
addition tc the study as a mixed residential =area,
consisting of a length of alternating White, Colourcd and
Indian houses and maisonettes. The population eventually
isolated as falling within the scope of the study consisted
of 799 people, of which 48.9% were White (391), 31.54%
Indian (252), and 19.52% Coloured (156).°

The neignbourhood is part of one of the oldest
residential areas in Durban, the Central Berea, which was
‘first settled in 1848 by 4nglican missionaries. The site
of their early church, St. Thomas', is within a mile of
Botanic Gardens. It is possible that the residential
history of the arca iz oven cider than that however.
George Russell has suggested that John Cane, who deserted
from the British Navy in 1825, following a shipwreck,
settled with his Zulu wives "in the vicinity of the

. . 2
Botanical Gardcns".

(This would certainly establish the
practice of racially rmixed residencc as an early tradition

of the area).

1. In spite of the exclusion of the backyard dwellers, the
Colourecd population has incrcased by almost 60% since
1951, (see page 34 preceding).

2 G. Russell, The History of o0ld Durban, and reminiscenges
of an emicrrant of 1850 (Durban, P. Davis & Sons, 1899) ,

. 255.
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The area owed its early development to its prominent
position wedged between the oldest main road up the Berea
and the gardens of the Natal Agricultural and Horticultural
Society. The Gardens werc a popular venue for the local
cormmunity gatherings. We rcad that in 1856 it was -decided
to celebrate the peace between Britain and Russia on the
Bay foreshore, it beinz "thought that the Gardens would be
inconveniently remote considering thc shortness of the days".
But in 1860 the visit of the Prince of Wales was celebrated
at the Gardens with "foot and wheelbarrow races and other
diversions in which the natives were allowed to participate".l
It was because of the Gardens that the area was first served
by roads. Botanic Gardens Road had unpretentious beginnings
when thc Council voted "for making a footpath to the South
West corncr of the Acricultural Gardens £25", seconded by
Councillor Goodricke who belicved such a path desirable,
"not only for reaching the Gardens but also as rendering
more feasible a road or promenadc on top of the hill, a

thing ruch desired."?

When land was first made available for public lease
in 1857 it was cffercd in two classes: Class one, rore
than twice as cxpensive as Class two, covercd all plots
with frontag: to the nain road to Pietermaritzburg.
Class two consisted of "all plots in all other situations
not presenting any speciél and peéuliar advantages,
for 21 years 5/- per acre Do
for 50 years 7/- per acre p.a."3
1. G. Russell, Ihe Historv of Q1d Durban, and reminiscen
| gf 2;9?miﬂrant of i§E6xT5E;%5H:—§7—55¢T§ﬁ§-§3537-T§§§§%§

2, Ibid., p. 327.
3.  Ibid., p. 331.
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Each plot was 660 ft. deep, with a provision for roads at
either end. When, 4 years later, a second sale of the
lands realised 40/~ per acrc per annum for 50 years, an
incrcase of 500%, a Natal Mcrcury reporter predicted that
"the Berea will renidly becorme the secat of a nunerous
suburban population’. That tinec was not yet, however,
and the Town surveyor laying out the area described his
work in "dense seni-tropical forest choked with undergrowth
stringy- and thorny."l
It was 40 ycars beforce the area suddenly nmushrooried
into the fairly corpact residential area which it is today.
Between 1900 and 1916 tne number of houses in the area
incrcased from 27 to 93. The first recorded sale of
property to a non-White was made in 1928, when Indians
bought, but did not occupy, a2 property in Youngs Avenue.2
The year 1928 is interesting because it was the first year
of what night be described as a truce between Whites and
Indians, which had been declarced in Cape Town in January
1927.3 Until this year White attitudes towards Indians,
particularly attitudes towards the Indian ownership and
occupation of _roperty, had been steadily deteriorating.
In 1920 popular White agitation against any extension of

land or trading rights to Indians had led to an enquiry

1. Ibid., p. 330.

2. During the course of c¢vidence before a Government
Cormission appoeintcd in May 1940 to enquire into the
cxtent to which Indians had "penetrated" White
residential areas in Natal, it was stated that in
1922 a »roperiy in Sitson Road was sold by a Mr.
Goldber: to o Mr. Nayanah, but the sale is not listed
in the Cit - ¥states rccords.

3. "The Cape Town Agroencnt", 1927, was an attempt by the
Governrcents of India and South Africa to reach a
settlement concerning the treatment of Indians in South
Africa, For u fuller discussion see G. Calpin,
Indians in Sovtk Africa, (Pietermaritzburg, Shuter and
Shooter, 104G), Also Appendix A of the Report of the
InZian Penetration Comiission U.G.39/l941, p. 10-11.
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by the Asiatic Commission (Lange Commission) in 1921.
However the Commission did not recorriend any restrictions
on Indian land or trading rights.

Ordinance 14/1922 of the Natal Provincial Council
provided that the Durban Town Council "in selling or
leasing any immovable property belonging to the said
Borough, may, with the consent of the Adrministrator, make
provision in the conditions of sale or lease ... for
prohibiting tiic ownership or occupation thereof or both
by peréons of Europcan descent, Asiatics or Natives or
persons of ary one or more of such classes and may insert
in the title decds or lezses of any such property tlre
conditions necessary to give full force and effect to such
provisions and/or resirictions." Jix sites in Botanic
Avenue sold by the Council in 1926 had clauses in their
title deeds rectricting ownership and occuration to
Buropcans, as had a further 16 in Mansfield Road in 1928.1

Meanwhile in 1924 a Bill, introduced initially as The
Class Areas Bill and reintroduced latcr in 1920 as the Areas
Reservation Bill had attemptced to create legislation pro-
hibiting Indian ownership and occupation of certain arcas.
This Bill was dropped pending conciliatory talks between
the governmentsof South Africa and India, in 1926.

It was two yecars before a second Indian sale was made
in the area, close to the first, in Lanyon Grove. There-

after Indian owncrship increcased slowly and steadily until

L. From report of the hearings of the First Indian
Penctration Cermission, Durban, March-April 1941.
Detailed minutes of the daily evidence given before
the Commiecsion were made available to interested
parties in mincorranhed form, A limited number
of these rinutes are available.
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10 years later in 19%8 Indians owned another 16 properties.
Almost half of these were in Ritson Road and tle rest were
in Mansficld Road or Heswall Road. In 19%8, the first
Indian family noved in to a horme at the corner of Heswall
and Mansfield Roads, followed in that same year by another
four fenmilies in Ritson, Heswall and Mansfield Roads.

Two ycars latcer at the end of 1940, when there were 10
Indian farilies living in the area and a furtlkr 25 properties
in Indian owncrship, some of the White residents of tle area
joined with others in Natal and the¢ Transvaal in agitations
against this Indian "penetraticn" into White areas, and
requested an official enquiry.

The Government Commission appointed to inguire into
alleged "penctration" by Indians sat in Durban fron
December 1940 to April 1941 receiving eridencé.from all
who wished to offer it.® a cxamination of this evidence
provides an interestings though limited insight into tﬁe
area at a time when Indigns had becn living there for
ncarly threc years. Eighteen White residents from the
area gave evidence before the Cormnission, five verbally
and the rest in writing, with one rcpresentative spokesman-
who was both an office-bcirer of the Durban Burgessés®
Association and a property-owner in Ritson Road. The
names and addresses of persons giving evidence before this

Ccrmission are recorded in the minutes of the proceedings.

1. The findings of this Cormission of Inquiry were
published as Govermment Publication U.G. No. 39/1941.
The following quotations arc drawn from the detailed
minutes of the daily vproceedings of the Commission.
See footnote (1), p. 39.



- 41 -

An analysis of this rmaterial shows that these eighteen
were not geographically representative of the area, but
were drawn from thosc sections of the neighbourhood which
at that tinc had the lcast number of Indian residents or
property owners. Thus if we rank streets according to
thé ruiber of Indicn properties and cormpare these figures
with the corresponding number of protestors from that
-street, the negative ceorrelation between the number of
Indian propertiss and the number of White protestors, is

very pronounced, as illustrated in Table 1.

Table 1,

Comparing the nunmber of Indian-owned or Indian-
occupied propertics in ¢ach street in 1941 with
the nurmber of perscns frow that street who made
rrotest against Indians before the First Indian
Pcnetration Commission of Inguiry, 1940-1941.

Nams of Stroct  |IwWber of Tndtanowned) Rusbor of
Ritsog Road | 15 -
Mansfield Road 8 1
Heswall Road ) 6 -
Waynes Avenue 3 -
Botanic Avehue 1 2
Lanyon Grove. 1 4
Botanic Gardens Road 1 4
Youngs Avenue - 5
St. Thomas' Rozd - -

This result, in which thosc least affected are most

active in their opposition to furthcr Indian movenment into
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the arca confirms a similar finding by Kramerl in Chicago.
He pointed out that thosc living closest to Negroes are
the least active in attempts to discourage Negro movement
into the area, while those further from Negroes are nore
active.

Therc seemed, roreover, to be a tcndency for the
evidence of those people who came from streets with the
heavier concentration of Indians to bec more favourable.
For example, the only man from Mansfield Road to give
evidence said: "We cannot blamne the Indians, it is the
Eurépean who is the cause of it"; and when questioned
concerning his Indian neighbour's care of his property
said: "They certainly iuproved the property ... and it
is an assct to the district". Ariongst all 18 witnesses
he was one of the two to make favourable cormecnts concerning
Indians, during the course of his evidence. The bulk of
the evidence was concerned with depicting Indians as
aggressive, schening and land thgry pcople, who forced
Whites away from attractive residential areas, causing
a depreciation of property values and subsequent losses
to all.

Thus the acquisition of property by Indians was
regarded as a plot. During the course of the evidence
witnesses statcd:

"They get in buying 5ne and then they get the other
cheap. I can take you and show you sone very
funny cases.,"

"I have had nunerous nembers of the Indian community
approaching me for ny housc, rnolesting ne. That
is what they do, they accost people over the fences
in their own hones."

"The shrewd riethod of the Indian is easy to follow -
they will pay anything to obtain a property sand-
wiched between Eurcpcan-owned or tenanted houses,

knowing full well ho can obtain the adjoining
houses at his own price."

1. Kramer, op cit.
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"They arc gradually creeping up. They will be like
a wave just now."

"Indians rcap a harvest by people becoming panicky
and give away their properties in despair."

Witnesses argued that Indian acquisition and owner-
ship of property creates devaluation and physical
deterioration of property, and a lowering of cormunity
morale, with the development of slum conditions.

"The introduction of Indians to & European vicihity
tends to depreciate not only the value of the
property but to underminc the nmorale of the
neighbourhood."

"It is only the beginning of the end; because a
property goes into Indian occupation or ownership,
others get panicky and get out too."

"No. 42 ... is now being occupied by large Indian
fanilies, conpletely degrading and devaluating
this fine hone..."

"Nos. 109 and 11l are now packed with families of
Coloured people ..."

"Since the Indians have core to reside in the area
the neighbourhood has becorme undesirable. The

houses do not seert to be built right --- they build flats

and just let ther fall to pieces; they do not
keep their houses in proper repair."

The frequency with which these various themes occurred

in the arguments of Whites appcaring before the commission

is dermonstrated in Table II. .-
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TARBLE I1

Illustrating the frequency with which the
various themes were used in arguments of White
protestors giving evidence before the First
Indian Penetration Commission of 1941.

Froquonoy of

1. Indians are scherniing and aggressive. 8
2. Indian way of life is repulsive and

a nuisance. 8
3 Property is devalued. 7
4, Loss and suficring to Whites. 7
5 Indians force Whites to sell. 6
6. Neighbourhood noralc detcriorates. 4
T Neighbourhood becormes filled by

Natives and Colcureds. 4

Prior to the Commission there had bheen attempts by
local White recsidents to prevent Indian movement into the
area., Two techinigucs had heen used. The first was an
acreenent between a gsroup of property owners in a
particular strcet that they would not sell property to
Indians. There is ¢vidence of two such pacts. One was
a petition in Mansfield Road in the early 1930's when
residente sisned an agrecrent against selling to Indians,
This was not altogether e¢ffective and the temptation to
accept & good offcr proved too great for many petitioners.
Giving cvidence before the Cormission, a resident from
Mansficeld Road coiented Litterly on the petition pact:
"The man who carricd rcund the petition was the first

. A7 nwo o was a bidble thumper." A second

ot

nan to bresl i



- 45 -

atteript cstablished a "Vigilance Committee" concerning the
rmerbership of which there is no information eother than

" that the Chairmen lived at 14 Lanyon Grove and that
nerbers were "morally bound not to sell or lease to
Indians until forced to do so."

The sccond tcchnique was for residents within a
particular strect te try ard buy up neighbouring property
themselves, in order tc ensurc that they would not have
Indian noilchbours. Thers are two references to this
activity, one in %eswall Road and one in Botanic Gérdens
Road., Describing the latter a participant said:

"My case was four yoars aso. The house next door was
for sale. T was sort of stampeded into buying the house.
My wife hecard ihc olacce w=s Tor salc. She watched the
prospective buyers zo thiore, thc najority of whor were
Indians ... She was in 2n awful state about it, so we

put our heads together and thought the best way but of

it was to huy it oursclves, I wss net really in a
position to buy it becauvsc the housce I was living in was
not rcally paid fTer then.”

Fror: the point of view of thc White protestors, this
first Indian Penctration Courmission was a failure, The
Corimission reported thet the number of properties which
hacd been acquired by Indians since 1927 was very slight,
in view of the tremendous expansion of the Indian population
sincec that date. The Corinission rmade no recommendations
to restrict the acquisition of further property by Indians.
Within thz next two yeuvs Indians hac bbught a further

fifteen propertics in Botasic CGardens, bringing the total
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of Indian-owned properties in the area to 50 in 1942.

Unfortunately no Municipal records of the race of
occupant:: has becn kept since 1940. We can assune,
however, that all Indizn-owned properties which are at
present occupied by Indians wcre in Indian occupation
in March 194% on which date the Trading and Occupation
of Land (Transvaal and Natal) Restriction Act
(the "Pegeing Act"™) becarme cffective.  Under the Pegging
Act, all occupancy was "frozcn" in respect of race. In
aGdition all salts between Indians and Europeans were
subject to perrissicn froo the Minister of the Interior,
as were any new leases for poriods of over ten years.

The Act was applicd to Durban only, and was due to lapse
in March, 16406.

The permanent legislation which the Pegging Act
foreshadowed, was enacted in January 1946 in the form of
The Asiatic Land Tenure ané Indian Representation Act,
No. 26 of 1946, The act set aside "controlled" areas
designcd to “e¢ exclusively White areas in which no Indian
could conmence occupation unless already in occupation
prior to January, 1946; ncithcr could there be any sale
of propcerty Letwoeen Eurepecans and Asiatics within these
arcas Qithout permission from the Minister of the Interior.
Under the 1946 Act a small block in the south castern
corner of the neighbourhood, btounded by Heswall, Ritson
anc Mansfield Roads rerained "urncontrolled". It contained
only onc non-Indian property which in 1947 was sold to
Indians. It was the last property to be acquired by

Indians in th2 ncighbourhood.
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The moverient of Iﬁdians into the areca, and perhaps
nore specifically thcir conscquent prohibition, appear
~to have been responsille for the later novenent of
Coloureds into the area. There is ounly one fanily
(derk in colour Lut with "Europcan" passports) who were
resident in the arca prior to any Indian ownership or
occupation. Three light%t Coloured farilics moved into
the area betwcen 1935 and the 1942 pegging legislation;
and the rest of the Coloured population followed fast
after the restrictive legislation in 1946.1  The majority
of then moved into houscs which closely adjoined Indian
occupiecd houses, houces into which, had they not been
restricted, Indians would vcery likely hkave rioved. This
movenent of Coloureds into the arca following the Indians
is a possible indication of unwillingncss by Whites to
live close to Indians; as the White market for houses
near Indian homes contracts, the chances are increased
that the property will pass into Coloured hands.

In 1950 the Union Governrent passcd the Group Areas
Act with provisions for ). permanent separation of different
racc groups thrceushout Scutn Africa into distinct and
separated residential arecas., Thc change of currently
rultiracial ncishbourhoods into horogeneous areas was to
be throush official proclanation, following investigation

of every case Ly Government represcntatives.

l. The Colourcd population doulled hotween 1945 and 1946.
This incrcase in the Zolourcd ropulation appeared to
be still continuing in 1957, Between 1951 and 1956
the Coloured porulation increased bty over fifty per
cent, ir spite of the fact that since the passing of
the Group Arcas Act the racial corposition of the area
had been officially frozen, except where special
pernissien of the Group Areas Board for a change in
race of owner or occupant is scught.
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Debate amongst residents within Botanic Gardens as
to which group would be allowed to remain in the area,
was keen. While Whites were in the clear majority most
of thesc werc tenants, rather than resident owners. The
proportion of resident White owners was very slight
compared to the proportion of rcsident Indian and Coloured
owners. And this fact of ownership carried considerable
weight with leocal White tenants who felt that the claims
of resident owners to an area werc very ruch stronger
than those of persons who used the arca simply for
speculation. Tn addition the Government had, in 1946,
allocated the srmall block in the South East corner for
unrestricted sale to Indians, thereby acknowledging the
rizht of Indians to at least a part of the area.

As the proclanation of Group Areas for Durban was
delayed year after year however, and the very radical
changes envisagcd by the local City Council under the Act
rroved into cormon oirculation,l or.nion was slowly
consolidated that the arca would he declared for Whites.
The idea reccived considerable momentum from the frequent
assurances which were apparcntly given to various White
residents by Municipal officials, that the area would be
proclaired Whitc. This prediction was fulfilled only in
May, 1958, when the ficli work for the study had already
becn completed.

This investigation was thercforc rmade prior to any
proclamations, &t a timc when the indecision as to the

eventual futurc of the area had been severely protracted.

1. For a full discussion of the various plans for segre-
gation rooted by the Durban City Council see Kuper,
Vatts and Davies, opn cit.
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CHAPTER IIT

Racial Fcology

Botanic Gardens contains a population of approximately
800 people of which roughly half is White, half non-White.
The precise figures are: Whites 48.94%, Indians 31.54%,
Coloureds 19.52%. Yet these figures tell us very little
about the real proximity of Whites and non-Whites in the
neighbourhood. Because the proportions of Whites and
non-Whites are roughly equal, we night expect a randonm
distribution of Whites and non-Whites, in which most
Whites would be living in some proximity with non-Whites.

In fact we find no such distribution. This is due
to a number of factors. The first is that although non-
Whites constitute slightly more than half the population,
they are housed in slightly rnore than a third of the
dwellings,l and are consequcntly lirited to less than
their proportionate space in the area. While each White-
occupied dwelling has an average of 4.2 occupants, each
Indian dwelling has an average of 6.6 occupants, and each

Coloured dwelling an avcrage of 7.8 occupants.

1. By "dwelling" is hore reant any house or maisonette
with a frontage on the strcet. Individual maisonettes
are regarded as scparate dwellings. Shared houses
and lodging houses are rcgarded as single dwellings.
There are only 3 lodging houses in the study area,
all of which are White owned and occupied. If we
exclude thesc lodging houses the density for Whites
per dwelling is even lower, 4.l persons per dwelling,
as compared with 4.2 (See Table III).
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TABLE III

Distribution of Different Races in Dwellings

{PopulationiDwcllings N%Sgi{igZ?
White 391 93 4.2
Indian 0592 %8 6.6
Coloured 156 | 20 7.8
TOTAL 799 151 5.3

The reasons for this greater concentration of non-White
persons per dwolling are partly economic, partly legislative
and partly cultural. Indians and Coloureds tend to have a

higher birthrate than Whites®

and they consequently have
larger fanilies of young children. Indian fanilies are

not only nore prolific than White families, they are
different in structure, nreing of a patriiineal extended
type, and frequently very large through the inclusion of
many,kinsmen.2 In addition therec are both economic factors
and legislative neasures rcstricting the occupation of
property hy Indians. Colourzds are overcrowded probably
for exclusively economic rcasons, although since 1950 they
have been subject to invidicusz yractices under the permit

system establishcd under the Grouv Arcas Act.

1, Kuper, Watts, and Davics, op cit., p. 73, Fig. 5.

2. Dr. H. Kuper describes « South African Indian patri-
lincal extended family as including, "a nale head, his
wife, uvmmarried children, ummarried brothers and
sisters, ycunger married brothers, married sons, and
trothers' narried sone with their wives and children."
H. Kuper, Indian People in Natal (University of Natal
Press 1960), p. 97.
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Not only are non—Whites;cohcentrated into a third of
the dwellings of the area, but in addition, these non=-White
dwellings are concentrated in certain parts of the neighbour-
hood, the main non-White concentration being along the
Southern and Tastern borders of the area.

If we were to draw two bisecting lines, North to South
ard Bast to West, to divide the area into quarters which
we called North-West, South-West, North-East, and South-East,
and if we then compared the racial distribution within
these four sections, we would find that almost threequarters
of all non-White dwellings (74.14%) are in the two Eastern
quarters.

Similarly by ranking streects in descending order of
the number of non-White dwellings in them, we find that
three streets, Mansfield, Heswall and Ritson Roads, all
intersecting in the South Eastern quarter, contain between
them 72.4% of all non-White dwellings in the areca (and
70.77% of the non-White population).

The concentration of non-Whites into this particular
South Eastern end of the area is what we would expect in
terms of the racial character c¢f the surrounding district.
The arcas adjoining the neighbourhood on the South East
were considered by the 1940/41 Penetration Commission to

have been predominantly Indian since as early as 1927.1
A survey of Durban housing made in 1951/22 also classified

all the area cast of Ritson Road (excepting the Government

1. Report of the firpt Indian "Penetration" Commission
U.G. 39/1941, p. 67.

2. The Durban Housing Survey (University of Natal
Press, 1952), p. 277.
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School for White boys) as predominantly Indian.  On the
North and West, however, the area is flanked by the
steeply rising White residential area of the Berea.
Ninety per cent of the residents living in the North
Western portion of the neighbourhood are White.

This difference in the distribution of races in the
neighbourhood is directly rclated to the height of land
above sea level. It is the highest portion of the neigh-
bourhood, the North Western portion, the only part of the
area conmanding any sort of view, whicn iias the smallest
non-White population, while the lower flat arca, bordering
what were once swamplands, contains the majority of non-
White residents. This factor of height of land as one of
the crucial determinants of the racial ecology of Durban
has been fully discussed in a rccent ecological study of
Durban.l

The concentration of non-Whites into the South East
does not mecan, however, ithat thcere is a rigid separation
between White and non-White groups. The same two Eastern
sections discussed above contain not only 74.14% of all
non-White dwcllings of the area but also 45.16% of all the
White dwellings. |

One method of expressing the degree of segregation
between the groups is the Segregation Index, developed by

Duncan and Davis working in Chicago.2 Although the index

l. Kuper, Watts and Davies, op cit., pp. 100-119,

2. O.Dt Duncan and B. Davis, The Chicago Urban Analvsis
Project (University of Chicago December 1953).
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is useful chiefly as a measure for comparison of any two
situations, it has a more limited use as a concise
expression of segregation within any one situation, and
has been used very effectively in this way in the above-
mentioned ecological study of Durban, where, on the basis
of %6 consolidated census areas, the index of residential
segregation between Indians and Whites in Durban was
calculated as .91, wherc 1 rcpresented complete
segregation.l

An index of sesregation between Indians and Whites
within Botanic Gardens has been calculated on the basis
of race composition of streets.

In Table 3 we seec that 70.8% of non-Whites are found
in the same thrco streets that contain 24.1%. of Whites,
and that 94.97. of all non-Whites are found in the same
6 ctreets as 51.9% of all Whites. Using the method
developed by Dunoén and Davis, the segregation index for

the neighbourhood is .64 (1 represcnting absolute segregation,

1. Kuper, Watts and Davies, op cit., pp. 152-T7.
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0 absolute intogration).l

Ordering strects in descending ratio non—Wh;tes/Whites
for purposcs of estimating segregation index.

(1) (2) (3) l (4) (5) (6)
Rank{ Street . Cunulative tCurulative (Xi—l)Yi X(Yi- 1)
% Indians % Whites
(X1) (Yi)
1 |Ritson Road 23 .0 2.7 0.00 0.00
2 Heswall Crove 49.5 11.2 271.5 1%2.1
3 Mansfield Rda. 70.8 24,1 "1190.7 794 .8
4 |Lanyon urcve 76.1 27.5 1949.0 1832.2
5 |Youngs Ave. 89.5 39.3 2992.7 24643
6 Botanic Ave. 94.9 51.9 4641.3% 3728.0
7 Botanic Car-
dens Road. 95.0 72.5 687%.6 51%%,1
g |Yaynes Ave. 100.90 91.7 9675 .6 7245 ,%
9 |8t. Thom=s Rd| 100.0 100.0 9999 .0 9170.1

It would be interesting to compare this index .64 in
Dotanic Gardens with the index of .91 calculated for Durban
as o whola, Strictly speaking however, these two indices
are not compuarable, based as the: are on diffcrent units,
in the case of Durvan, » large unit, thc census tract, in
Botanic Garders, a smeller unit, the strect. Because the
Durban calculation is bascd ou a larger unit, the figure

.91 underestinates the cxtent of segregation, and were the

1. The segro - ation index is based on the formula
(Xi-1)Vi - Xi(¥i-1).
10,000
Segrogavion can alwo b reproscnted graphically with
the cumulative percentase of Whites represented on the
Y axis, tho cumulative percentage of Indians along the
X axis, (See diagram B).
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Durban calculations to have been based on streets, the
extent of segregation would undoubtedly have been much
higher.
The segregation index is but a crude measure of
segregation for an arca as small as Botanic Gardens,
within which the most refined units for the mcasurement
of segregation arc the relatively large streets or blocksf
A strect containing equal numbers of Whites and non-Whites
necd not necessarily be "intcgrated"; it may be internally
segregatcd, witn Whites living in one end of the street,
non-Whites in the other. This possibility was illustrated
in Youngs Avenue, in which thc White and non-White
populations were almost cqual, but in which only three
White families werc in fact living adjacent to non=Whites.
Ir order thcrcecfore to make a rmore refined measurement
of the extent of proximity bhetwecn racial groups within
the area, the whole ncighbourhood was scored, dwelling by
dwelling, for proeximity to non—Whites.l Scores were
assigned on the following basis:

A score of 1 where a property had a back fence
contigucus to non-White property.

A score of 1 where a property faced a non-White
property across the strcet,

A score of 2 where a propcrty was immediately
adjacent to a non-Whitc property.

The minimum score for any White house was then O where

2 dwelling was completely surrounded by White property.

1. The scoriung wes made arbitrarily on the basis of
proximity to non-White property. It might equally
have becn made on the basis of proximity to White
property. All propertics, whether occupied by
Whitg or non-%White residents, were scored for their
proximity to property occupied by non-Whites.
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The maximum score was 6 for a dwelling completely surrounded
by non-White occupied property.

This scoring had a dual use. In tha'firsﬁ placc it
was used to compare the relative proximity of White, Indian
and Coloured residents, as groups, to non-White property:
the average pfoximity scores of any one race group indicated
the extent to wnich that race group was segregated within
the area.l Secondly, it provided a score for each White
property in the area, in tcrms of which a later analysis
of behaviour and attitudes could be made.

When all properties had been scorcd they were grouped
into three classes cn the basis of thcir scores; first
were those with no score.at all, which were not in any
direct contact with non-White propertics: second were
those with a score of 1, which werc in some way close to
non-White property, yet not immcdiately adjacent; Vthird
weré all those with scores of twc or more, which were
sited close to non-%White propertics. The distribution
of 21l propertics in the neighbourhood within these three

classes ig illustrated in Table V.

1. The different race groups arc of different sizes.
This index takes no account of theac differences
nor of the relative segregation we wculd consequently
expect amongst the large population zroups. But it
does express accuratcly the actual =amount of proximity
of Whites to non-Whites, which is the particular
concern of this study.
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TABLE V

Showing proximity of all dwellings to non-White-occupicd
dwellings according to race of occupant.

Progind FREQUENCY TOTAL
r§X1m1ty WHITE { INDIAN i COLOURED
core

No. % { No. % { No. { % { No. %

0 47 | 50.6 o | 5.3 2 | 15.0] 52| 34.4

1 19 | 20.4] 1! 2.6 2 | 10.0| 22| 14.6

24 o7 | 29.0| 35 | 92.1| 15 | 75.0] 77 | 51.0

TOTAL 93 1100.0| 58 |100.0| 20 [100.0| 151 |100.0

Reading from Table V we¢ can thus see that half of all
White-occupicd dwellings (50.6%) arc in no direct way
close to non-White properties; or again that only 2
Indian propcrties (5.3%) arc completely surrounded by
Vrnite property.

Table VI presents the same material in a slightly
different way. Instcad of looking at the distribution
of houscs within @ particular race group, we look at

the dictribution of races within a particular house group.

TABLE VI

Showing Proximity to non-White dwellings of
dwellings within each Race Group - by per-
ccntages

s o White Indian |Coloured| Total
Proxinit orc
y Seor % 2 S %
0 90.4 %.8 5.8 100
2 25,1 45.4 19.5 100
TOTAL b1.6 25.2 1%3.2 100
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Thus of the 77 houscs which are very close to non-White
houses more than a third (35.1%) are occupied by Whites.
Just half (49.46%) of all White dwellings in the neighbour-
hood arc in'some way directly adjacent to nohfWhite property,
but in more than a third of these cases (20.43%) the contact
is no closer than that.of being back to back or face to face
across the strcet.

The potential intimacy implicd in being back to back
or opposite a non-Whito neighbdur differed from property
to properfy. antrary to expectations, contact over back

- fencés tended to be very slight and was frequently
obstructed by outhcuses, whcther fowlhouses, toolsheds,
garages, or dwellings for servants and lodgers. This
was probably less a deliberate attempt to isoléte oneself
from a back fcnece reighvour than conformity to a very
cormon local patterr for backyard usage. In three
instances however, possible contact with back fence
ncighbours had been deliberately preventcd through the
ercction of prohibitive fences and walls. (Seec photo-
graphs).l

Therc was a notable distinction between the fencing
of White and non-White property. Indians rarely walled
their yards, hut wherc wvalls have been built they
frequently have doorways in them providing direct access

to neighbouring properties. It was much more common to

L. 7All three instances occurrcd in fencing between
Vhitc and non-White propcrty. In two cases the
prehibitively high walls, topped with gagged flints,
hed been built by previous occupants, so their exact

- age and purpose was difficult to discover. In the
third case a doublc rence had been built to prevent
Ehe_ihildren of Coloured neighbours from stealing

ruit.,
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find no fences around non-White properties, or vestiges

of fences that had never been repaired. There were
freguently interleading passagcways betwecn three adjacent
Cdloured or Indian propcrtics - a pattern that had no
equivalent amongst Whites. This difference between
Indians and Whites in fencing of property is an interesting
rcflection of a marked differcnce of attitude between the
two ~roups to the question of privacy. The Indian
disrecgard for fences was a source of annoyance to many
Whitc residents who rcsented being able to "see into their
yards" and who felt thet this lack of concern for privacy
was indicative of semc defect in character.

The potential intimacy of ncighbours living opposite
ohe anotner varied from strect to street. The width of
the street, the volume of nor-resident traffic, both
vehicular and pedestriaiu, and thc design and siting of
houses will all affect functional proximity. In Mansficld
Road, which is a broad thoroughfarec with a constant flow
of vcdestrian traffic, it is possible for necighbours across
the strect to be virtually unawarc of cach otlers presence,
and talking across the street would be impossible with any
degrec of cormfort. Heswall Road, on the other hand,
extremely narrow, with double-storeyed flats overlooking
the hoﬁses on the other side of the road, encourages
contact across the strcet. Pcople living in this strect
wore freguently observed lcaning out of windows, watching,
or talking with, onc anothor at all hours.

Onc index of the scgregation between races in the area
is thc ratio expressing the differenco within any one group
betwecen the total proportion of the dwollings occupicd by

that group, and the proportion of dwellings which are close
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to non-White dwellings occupied by that group. For
example, Whites occupy 93 of thc ‘151 dwellings in the
neighbourhood, which is 61.52% of the total. Of the
77 properties which are close to non-White properties
(in terms of proximity scorc just made) only 27 are
occupied by White, which is 35.1% of thc total.
Comparing these two percentages we nmay arrive at a
ratio which expresses the degrec to which the Whites
of the arca deviate from the expected distribution.
As the ratio deviates from 1 so it indicates the extent
fo which the distributicr of property deviates from a
random distributioh. These ratios are expressed in

Table VII.

TABLE VII

Indicating the oxtent to which the races are segrczated in
: percentage of dwell-
Botanic Gardens, by means of the ratio: ingg close to non-White
percentage of all
dwellings occupied.

Group Ratio
Whites. o 0.57
.Coioureds. 1.53

~ Indians. . . 1.81

The figurc of .57 indicates that Whites occupy a dis-
proportionately hkigh percentage .of thosc houses which are

- far from non-Whites. This might be regarded as an

<

1. Where 1+ indicates preforence for occupation cf
dwellings closc to non-Whites =nd l- indicates
avoidance of such cdwellings

e
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avoidance by Whites of living close to non-Whites, in
the same way that Indians and Coloureds with ratios of
1.81 and 1.5% respectively, might be said to show a
preference for living close to non-Whites. However,
the tcrms 'preference' and 'avoidance' imply free choice,
and to a certain extent they are mislcading, although
there certainly was an element of choice when Whites chose
to vacatc certain premises and Indians or Coloureds chose
to occupy them. Since 1947% avoidancc by Whites of
houscs adjacent to Indian-occupiecd dwellings has resulted
in the occupation of these houses by Coloureds. If we
isolate thosc Colourcds who came to the area after 1943,
(that is after the prohibition by the Pegging Act of
further Indian occupation (in all save the South Eastern
Block)), we find that = comparison of the proportion of
property occupicd by Colourcds which is close to non-
White property and tno total proportion of property
occupied by this group yields a ratio of 2. In other
words those Colourcds coming to the areca since 194%, have,
more than any group moved into houscs which are very close
to non-Whites. This is to be explained lcss in terms of
preference by these Coloureds for non-White neighbours,
than the extroirc housing shortage for Coloureds coupled
with the sudden opening up of the property market to
Coloureds following the cxclusion of Indians through
recstrictive legislaticor; and possibly some avoidance of
these propertics, immcediately adjacent to non-Whites, by
potential Write bhuyers.

On the wholec, the oattern of distribution of Coloureds

in thc arca is vory similar to that of Indians. There is
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one area of Colourcd concentration within,the-neighbourhpod
that is tnc North Eastern scction of the area, comprising
the Northern end of Ritson Road and the lowecr end of

Youngs Avcrnuc and Lanyon Grovo, in which section 8 of the
20 Colourcd dwellings ar< lochted. But if we rank

streets according to the ratio of all non-Whitcs to Whites,
wo get exactly the same rank ordcr as when we rank strects

according to thc ratio of Indians to Whites. (8ce Tablc VIII)

TABLL VIII

Comparing the ranking of strcets according to
ratios of Whitc and Indians, und Whites and
non-whites.

RATIO

Rank | Percent Indjan|Percent non-White
Ordor Strect Percent White Percent White

1 |Ritson Road [ 15.94 12.39

2- |Heswall Rozd 2.37 1.92

Z Mansficeld Road- 2.0 1.66

4 Lanyon Grove 0.95 1,55

5 |Youngs Avenue 0.46 1.13

6 [Botanic Avenue 0.23 0.43

7 |Botanic Gardcns Road - 0.20

g Waynes Avenue - 0.05

9 St. Thomas Road - -

In other words, the Coloured distribution conforms so
closely to the Indian distribution as no:t to affect the
ranking of strects ordercd according to the ratio of non-

Whites to Whites.,
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CHAPTER IV

Characteristics of the Residents

The broad general hypothesis with which this study
is concerncd is the effect of cqual status contact on
racial attitudes. It is thercfore useful to approach
this descripticn of the people of Botanic Gardens from
the point of view of their relative status within the
neighbourhood, in order to be able to say with clarity
whether any contact which might occur between them would
occur as between ecuals.

Although thc idea of egual status has been crucial
to many rccent studies of race contact the concept
appears not to have receivced any preccise definition.
In a recent publicatior reporting a study of contact in
inter-racial housing prejectis in four American cities,
tne authoré "aesume" that any contact occurring between races
is "equal status in character”.l They justify their assump~-
tion by drawing attention to the socio-econonmic similarity
of rosidents, the lack of racial discrimination with which
the projects arc sdministered, and the cultural similarity
of Nugro and White tonants, which they describe as "the
great similarity of fanily composition and of everyday
activitics of the Negro and White Tmusewives."2

This culturail similarity is important in 2 consideration
of status., It means that not only arc pcoplc "equal' as
sharers in a cormon culturce, but that there is only one
cultural frame¢ of rcfercnce in terms of which prestige is
accorded, which in turn grecatly eimplifies any comparison

of the status of WYhites and Negroes.

1. Wilner, Walklcy and Cook, gp.cit., pp. 27-28.
2. Ibid., p. 28.
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In South Africa the pecople of the neighbourhodd have
origins in two1 distinct cultures, Indian and Western
Europcan. This means firstly that therc is lacking in
the Botanic Gardens neighbourhood that 'equality' which
exists in U.S.A. simply becausc Whites and Negroes share
a comnon culture. It means further that there are
different value systems within the neighbourhood in terms
of which prestige is accorded.

As a preliminary to the consideration of "equal status"
T shall then cousider cultural differences and similarities
betwecn people in the area.2 Following this I shall
consider various dimcnsicus of status, comparing Whites,
Indians and Coloureds in tcrms of these dimensions.
Finally i shall discuss the cencept of "equal status" as
applying to pessible contacts between the different groups
in\thc area.

'A detailed comparison of the cultures of Indians,
Coloureds and Whites in the ncighbourhood is beyond the
scope of this study. There are, however, certain basic
and inmportant clements of culture, such as language,
religion, family organisation, dress, which are easily
aécéssible to observatiocon 2nd enguiry. Because these are
the aspects of cultufe which arc most observable they are
important in terms of the perception of similerities or

differences between peoplc of the neighbourhood. It is

1. I have assunced Coloureds and Whltos to share a common
culture.

2, Although the pcople of the neighbourhood are part of
a common society they are menbers of different races,
deriving fron aifferent societics, and within the
common socicty of South Africa they maintain differ-

ences in behaviour which I shall call cultural
differences.
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in terms of these elemcnts that this comparison is made .
Language is the most important of these, because it
is all pervasive, particularly affecting communication
betwcen pcople. With the cxception of a very small
number of older Indian wormen and an even smaller number
of imrmigrant Italicn women, ovarybody in the neighbourhood
can spcak English. There is therefore (with these
exceptions) the possibility of communication between
cverybody. While Enslish is the lingua franca of the
ncighbourhood, it is by no mecans thc cormon home language;
ncarly 40% of the total population speak some language
othcr than Enslish as nome language.
The primary distinction is between Whites and
Colourcds on the onevhﬂnd, and Indians on the other.
Whilc more than threc querters of the Whites and Coloureds
have English as a home language, slightly less than a third
of tho Indians do; and of these liss than half use English

as thc sole horc language (sce Table IX).

TABLE IX

Percentages of families™ speaking English as a
horiec language, by race group.

White T3 43%
Indian _ 32 6%
Coloured 90.8%

X . . P : :
Family is definecd as basic unit of father, mother
and unmarricd children and/or minor relatives
residing witr fanmily.

The two most cormon Indian languages are Gujerati and

Tamil, cach spoken by apuvroxiratcly onc third of the families.
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TABLE X

Languages of Irndians by Family.x

: ) No.

1. Gujerati 19
2. English and Gujerati. 2
3, Tamil 10
4, English and Temil. 6
5. English. | 7
6. English and Hindustani. 1
7. Hindustani. 2
8. Telegu 2

TOTAL: 49
X

Family is defined as basic unit of father,
nother and urmarricd children and/or
rinor relatives residing with family.

The language patterr of Whites and Coloureds is very
similar. In each group Znglish is clearly the most
prevalent language, followed by Afrikaans, with a small

nunber spcaking some European language.

Home-Language of Whites Coloureds by Familyx

White Coloured

English.. 90 32
Afrikaans. 31 2
English and Afrikaans. .6 7
Italian. 3 -
French - 2
German. 1 -

TOTAL: 131 43

Family defined as basic unit of father,
rnother and unmmarricd children and/or
minor relatives residing with family.
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It is important to note that while the difference in
language between Whites and Colourcds and Indians are very
considerable, the differences within the Indian group are
very considerabld also. And that thereforc while language
nay be regarded as a barricr between Indians and Whites, 1t
is also a barricr between Indicn and Indian. By this
measure the Indians of the neighbourhood do not constitute
a2 homogercous group.

This heterogencity within the Indian group is reflected
also in religion. The two predoninant religions, Islam
and Hinduism, have equal fellcowings within the ncighbourhoced,
while the rest of the Trndian povrulation is Christian,
agnostic or Parsce. 411 the Whites and Coloureds of the
arca are Christian of cne or cother denomination, with the
exception of only one White Jewish family, and one large
Coloured Muslin houschold.

Differcnces of religion make themselves felt in nmany
ways. Therc arc thoe visible syrbols of religious
affiliation such ag the otringe of yellow narigelds which
hang across thc doors ¢l Hindu houses, or thce long bamboo
polcus bearing faded reod 2nd white flags which are found
clustered in somc Hindu gardens. There is the conspicuous
behaviour of Christians such 2s leaving the housc at a
special hour on Sunday miornings wearing distinctive clothes,
and carrying prayer books, biblecs or hymnbooks; or the
gathering of cars and people at a particular house for a

local religious rceting of sore sect.l Above all there is

1. Regular ncetings of Christian sccts were held in at
least threc nouses in the ncighbourhood, during the
pcriod of ficldwoerk.
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the celebration of rcligious festivals - the fireworks and
lights at the Hindu festival of Deevali, or the flanboyant
splendour of Muslir ladies as they pay thc social calls
customary amongst Belicvers, at Eid, following the Ramadan
fasting. The Christian celebration of Christmas is less
roenarkable becausce it is regarded as a universal public
holiday rather than =z specifically religious festival.

The differences of religion between and within groups
arc therefore conspicuous differcnces, and ones which we
would cxpect to influence ralationships. They gain further
significance in the degree to which they might influence
relationships whon we cousicer the religious food taboos.
Muslims, for instance, will ca2t only cortain kinds of flesh.
This type of tnboo groatly inhibits the possibility of the

-

development of relationships otetween Muslims end non-Muslims
because food is a constant source of tension, and offers of
hospitality cannot easily b rocinrocated, Religion in

the neighbourhood thus unifies and divides, But once again

the divisions are not stricily racial. Islan unitcs the

™

Muslius of the arca into an integrated group, particularly
because thc sinilerity of religion is correlated with a
similarity in hore languﬂge,l and a standard of living and
education high relative to the Indian population at large.
At the saze time Islam dividcs the Indians clearly into
Musiims and non-Muslirg, |
Although Whites znd Colourcds share.a cormmon religion,

this sensc of identification is slight, pnartly because of

the considcrable differences in rcligious denoninations of

1. Only two Muslim houscholds were non-Gujerati-specaking.
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Christians and the wide range of congregations within the
one denomination to which they might belong; and partly
bccause in any case many Christian churches have segregated
congregations for White and non-Whitc members. Christianity
is thus more a factor making for neutrality than for positive
identification.

Therc werc, however, instances of relationships
between members of different racial groups arising directly
out of comnon nembershin of a particular Christian
dcnorinat ion. In all instances this occurred when the
particular denonmination held racially integrated neetings
or services. There wzs, however, no cvidence of the
development of any inclucive group activity on this basis,
as therc was =@ onget Vuslius.

Wilncer, Walkley an- Cook draw attention to the
similarity of farily living patterns of Whites and Negroes
within the Aicrican housing projects. The pattern of daily
lifc of Indian, Whitc and Colourcd families in Botanic
Gardens differs corsiderably, =nd although this differen-
tiation is not strictly according to race group, there are
distinct 'racial!' pattcrns. Once again it is the Indian
group which diffcrs most from eithcr Whites or Coloureds.
Almost half of the Indians in the area live in large
corplex patrilineal extonded families, which include as
hmany as 5 basic family units, living together, eating

togcther, and sharing a cormon budget.l

I have consistently taken "family" to refer to father,

mother, ninor unmarricd relatives and children. The
Indians in Botuanic Gardens constitute 49 of these
"families", of whor 2% are in fect united into
extended familics of which there are 7.

1. For purposcs of facilitating conparison bectween groups
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The pattern of daily life for the housewife in this
fanily is different fror that of, say, her White neighbour.
Household rcoponsibilities in the extonded family are shared
by the womenfolk; household difficultics and problems are
likewise sha red by the women; therc is therefore not the
sarme impetus amongst these indian housewives to share or
discuss the domcstic details of their lives with neighbours.
There is within the fanily itsclf sometody with whon
domestic problems not only caon, but must'be shared. This
is similar to the situation which arises amongst polyganous
families - of which therc is only onc in the area. Here
too, there arc resources within the family for discussion
and hcly in dotiestic atters.

A sccond factor diffcrentiating Indian family organi-
sation fron Coloureds or Whites is the social restriction
against Indian womcn taking employnent and working outside
the home.  Amongst the 73 Indian women of working age in
the area only 8 arc cngaged in remunerative employnment
outside thc horme (11% as corparcd with 41% arongst Whites
and 53% amongst Colourecds). Of these only onc is a member
of an extcnded family, énd only two are rmarried women.

There is, then, amongst half thc Indians in the area
tvis distinct pattorn of large extended fanilies, in which
the worien of the family form a self-sufficient group, whose
activitics arc restricted to the ranagenent of the home and
the rearing of children. The nurber of Indian children is
very cousiderable.  Over 40% of the resident Indian
population is between the ages of 0 zud 15 years. The
reuaining haif of the Indian population follow a pattern

cormon to Whitcs and Colourcds - the "strcamlined' family,
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in which the family unit is restricted to its minirun
nombership of mother, father and minor or dependant
children. Therc are invariably fewer children in the
farily, and it is not uncommon for thc women of the family
to work. The two factors scem to be correlated; the
reatricted size of the family reduces the cpst of living
and favourably affccts the ratio of wage-earners to
dcpcndants within the farily.

A third pattora of family organisation is found
exclusively 2 ongst Whites and Colourcds, the imperfect
'proken' family censisting of singlc persons, or one
parent and children, usually sharing a dwelling with
othcr familics. 26% of all White familics are single
rerson familics. Half of these arc men, half women.

A corparison of the ages of pcople constituting these
families snows the men to be primarily young and unrmarried,

the women primarily old and frequcntly widowed.

Tudll XTT

Showing age and scx structure of White Single-Person
familices in Botanié Gardens.

Men Wonen
Mean Agc. 35.79 years 55.07 years
Median Age. 26.0 ycars 61.0 years
Modal Agc. 22.5 vyears 62.5 years

Of these sirgle person faniliczs only one quarter are
living with relatives. The romainder live alone usually
in rooms in lodging houscs. Another 14% of all White
families are Dbroken feuiliec consisting of children and

one parent only, making & total of 40% of all White
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farmilies which are in some way abnornal in structure.
Table XIII snows the age and sex distribution of the
diffcrent race groups. The five age group categories
rcpresent, roughly, Pre-School children (0-5)3; School
Children (6-14); Schoonl-going Adolcscents or young
workers, mainly wcarricd (15-24); Working-Age adults

(25-59); and the agcd (over 60).

TABLE XIII

hge Group _Gh‘ e Indian Coloured
M F M F M F

0-5 18 2% 18 20 8 3
& - 14 39 29 27 36 2l 13
15 - 24 38 34 2l 34 22 23
25 - 59 14 66 53 39 24 28
60+ 31 39 3 1 4 10
200 151 122 13C 79 7

TOTAL 391 252 156

Totals in '

Percentages 48 .94% - 31.54% 19.52%

One of the most striking foatures of the distribu-
tion is the differencc in total age structure between
Whitcs and Indians. Whites tend to be much older, Indians
much younser, For examplc, in the group 60 ycars and
over, there arc 70 Whites, reprcsenting 17.9% of the totai

White population, whilst thc corresponding fisurc for

1. The disproportionately high nunber of White familices
in the neighbourhood (131 cs compared with 49 Indian
families) is thus partially accruntcd for.
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Indians is 4, or 1.59% of the Indian population.
Sirmilarly comparing the numbers of children (0-15)

in the two groups, there is a considerable percentage
of Indian children (40.08%) while that of Whites is
comparatively less (27.82%).

In part this is a2 reflection of population trends
cormon to the two racial groups throughout Durban.1
But it iz possible that there are selective factors
operating for each race and attraciing to the area
people of different ages in each race group. Amongst
Whites, these appear tc be the aged who cannot afford
to live in a more expensive area. However, for Indians
the neighbourhood contains sore of the best residential
housing available in Durban, and it is consequently the
prosperous active working man who can afford to live in
the area.

There are visually conspicuous differences between
Indians an? other residents, in way of dress and in the
prreparation and eating of food. Indian women in the
area invariably dress in the traditional manner, the
loose draped sari, or, aronget Muslim women, punjabis,
those wide~-hottomued trousers worn beneath 2 skirt for
the purpose of concealing the legs and ankles. Distinc-
tive dress amongst Indian men and children is more rare.
Young girls may wear clothes in the traditional style

of adults, particularly on any special occasions, but

1, A fgll de§cription of these population trends may
be found in Kuper, Watts and Davies, op cit.,
pp. 74-81.
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the clothing of men and boys is distinguished only
occasionally by the wearing of a fez, or pyjamas in the
street.

There is 2 conspicuous differcnce in the kind of
food eater by Indians and non-Indians. Nearly all
Indian food is highly spiced or curried in a traditional
manner, a fact which is known to non-Indians, and which
cxerts a fascinated attraction on them. Indian food
is quite an important focus for contact between Whites
and Indians in the neighbourhood. Many relationships
across the colour barrier involve the passing of food
from Indians to Whites. Therc were no instances of
food passing from Whites t¢ Indians, however, a fact
which might be due to Indian irdifference to non-Indian
cocking, or the pressure of various cultural or
religiocus sanctions or tahboos concerning the eating of
food. While the traditional elaborate rules of diet
associated with Indian caste have almost entirely
disappeared arengst South airican Indians, many people
still follow various religious observances in connection
with the eatins of food.1

Thes¢ cultural differences should not obscure the
cultural similarities betwsen groups. Coloureds are
culturally identical to Whites, in the same way that the
Negroes and Whites in the American study were identical.
And in spite of inmvortant differences betwecn Indians
and Whites, there is 2 srall group of Indian families

who are like the Whites and Coloureds in religion, hone

1, See H. Kuper, op cit., pp. 34, 203-205.
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language, family ctructure and daily behaviour. And even
those who are different in these respects, share important
similarities.

The groups sharc sirilar econoric goals. There is
a shared adoiration or cavy at the zcquisition of a new
car, or the redecoration of one's house. Furthermore
all are participating in the ssne way in the same economic
syster. This introduces a similarity in the daily
routine of men of all races in the area; and differences,
for example in the time of rising in the nmorning, are
differences between individuals rathaer than groups.

The cultural sinilarities between Indians and Whites
are greatest within certain age and sex groups. There
are greater sinilarities between Indian and White men than
between Irdian and White women. Toung school-going
children of cither sex are also culturally alike, attending
similar, though separate, schocls, writing the same
cxeminations, wecarin, the samc scrt of school uniforms
and recciving an important sinilar education through
radios and at local cinenag. The implications of the
cultural differences between Indian and White women in
terns of contact and integration, are discussed in
Chapter VI.

In Chapter I I suggested that the two dominant
dimensions of status affectine o determination of
equality in the neighbourhecd would be (a) the socio-
econoniic and (b) skin colour and race. Let us first
consider the relative position of Indians, Coloureds and
Whites ia socio-econonic terns. No information was

asked of ccople in the arcca relating specifically to
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income, but some indicaztion of comparative economic status
is provided by a consideration of the following:-

(1) occupation and employment,

(2) +type and condition of house occupied,

(3) educationd level,

(4) type of tenure, whethcr owners or renters.

{1) Occupation:

The following table i1llustrates the occupational
distribution between the three ~roups, in respect of the

chief male earltiers in each farily.

TASLE XIV

Occupations of piale family heads and other adult
rales over &5 years.

Whites } Indians Coloureds

Seniskilled workers. i 16 1 - 11
Artisans ancé other |
skilled workers. 53 3 17
Clerical and other white
collar including white
collar salesnen. 15 18 -
Professional and technical 1 12 -
Managers - 13 -
Officials (police) 7 - -
Unemployed (retired or .
out of work). 13 1 3

TOTAL: 105 48 31

The majority of Whites and Ceoloureds are in semi-

skilled or artisan empleymcnt, with a small elite of
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white collar workers and clerical workers. The majority
of Indians are in white collar occupations. Many of
these are owners and managers of stores and other %trading
firms. A considerable proportion are professions, and
in addition there arc a large number of Indian students
receiving professional training at Universities, both
locally and overseas.

(2) Type and condition of house occupicd:

In Chapter III, I divided the houscs of the neigh-
bourhood into 4 types; the different architectural and
building styles were correlated with diffcrent periods
of expansion cf thc neighbourhood. Table XV summarises
the distribution of these different types of houses

anongst the different racc groups in the area.

TABLE XV

Distribution of Different Types of Houses Anongst
the Racce Croups.

Racial Group

Dates Description W, I. C. Total
Type I 1898-1900 (Wcod and Iron 10 8 5 23
Type II |1880-1914(Single-storey
Brick and Iron | 20 | 12 3 35
Type III [1898-1914 Double-storey
Brick and Iron | 19 2 3 24

Type IV 1915-1930|Single-storey
Brick and tile
Brick and iron | 34 | 16 9¥ 59%

Typc V 1939-1940|Maisonettes
and Flats. 10 - - 10

93 38 | 20 151

X Includes onc house built in 1947,
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The most desirablc houses in the area, from the
point of view of residents, are probébly those falling
into Tyve IV in this table, thc single storey brick
“and tile or brick and iron houses built between 1915
and 1930. Non-Whites occupy slightly morc than their
expected propo‘rtionl of these houses, Whites occupy
slightly lcss than their expected proportion. The
lecast desirable houses are the oldest wood and iron
dwellings built between 1898 and 1900. Amongst these
too, non-Whites occupy rorc than thcir proportionate
share; nevertheless almost half of the houses of this
type are occupied by Whites.

- No accurate mecasurc of the relative state of repair
of White and non-White houses was kept, nor did observation
of the area indicatc any significant differences in the
condition of Whitz and non-White houses, except that in
throe isolated instanccs the extrenely dilapidated houses
of thc areawerce non-White. Against this, may be wéighed
the fact that at the othcr end of the scale the most
-modern, wéll built and carefully naintained houses of the

area are also non-White.

(3) Educational Level:

Level of cducation can affect status in two ways.
First there is the prestige attachod to high education
DEr se. Learning itself is highiy'valued and the

educated man is duly respected.  Secondly, the educational

1, :IIf the distribution of houscs were random we would
-expcct each race to occupy each particular house
type in the same proportion that it occupied the
total of housce in the neighbourhood.
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AND CONDITIONS OF HOUSES
ARC UNRELATED TO RACE
OF OWNER OR OCCUPANT,

OLD BUILDINGS IN FOREGROUND ARE
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OF CARE AND REPAIR,
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level indirectly indicates thc economic means of the
family; the cxtent to which they could afford to prolong
the dependency of nminor children, and the extent to which
they could afford to delay the time when these dependants
bccame contributing wage earners.

Table XVI shows the comparative educational level of
the three groups, Indian, White and Coloured, based on
figures collectcd from a random stratified sample of the

oommunity.l

TABLE XV1

Educational Attainment Level based on Sample of
Adults from each Group.

Curulative Percentage

Level of Ecducation ‘
White Indian Coloured

University. 0% 5% 0%
Matriculation (Sta. 10) 14% 27% 13%
Junior Ccrtificate (Std. 8) 24% 34% 26%
Std. 6. 93% 6 3% 70%

Remaining percentage in
each group who have not o
attained Std. 6 lovel of T 5T% 50%
formal education.

TOTAL: 100% 100% 100%

Fron Table XVI we sce that while Indians have the highest
percentage of highly educated people (more than a guarter

of the sample have passed Matriculation), they also have

1. Based on a randcem sample of 44 Indians, 44 Whites and
30 Colourcds.
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the greatest percentage of uneducated people (37%'have
not reached Std. 6 as compared with only 7% amongst
Whites). Coloured educational levecls are lower than
either Whites or Indians.

(4) Type of Tenure:

The first important distinction is betwecn home
owners and others. Horic ownership indicates stability
and a certain econoric prosperity. 27% of White families
in the neighbourhood are home-owners, leaving almost three
guarters of the Whitecs renting houses or portions of
houses. By contrast morc than half of the Indian families
own their owh homés, (sce Table XVII) and of the renainder
the majority aré sharing the houses of close rclatives, in
accordange With the tradifional pattern of the patrilineal
extended famiiy. Only 1l Indian families are living in
rented pfoperties.

Sharing of housecs amongst White and Coloured families
has a differcnt interprctation. © Even where a house is
s hared ﬁetween feumily units of the same kinship group,
this'sharing betwden aéﬁlts of different generations is
almost invariably a rcflection of econonic inability to
live alone. Almost a. third of all White families are
rent-paying sharers of houses. Table XVII also shows
‘the comparative figures of families fénting houses from
White landlords, and those renting houscs from Indian
landlords. 4 substantizcl number of Whit.s rent property
directly from Indians. If it is correct to assume that
the ownership cf a house is an important factor for
prostigu in the neighbourhoed, then presumably this grdup

of Whitcy is important for enhancing the prestige of
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Indians and lowering the prestige of Whites.

TABLE aVII

Type of Tenure by Family According to Race.

White Indian Coloured
Owner 36 29 9
Renter 57 9 11
- fron Whites 33 0 2
-~ fron Indians 24 9 9
Sharer 38 11 23
- with owner 19 9 12
- with renter 19 2 11
131 49 4%

The housing situation of Coloureds reflects their
ccononically dopressed position, relative to the other
ncighbourhood groups. They have the lowest proportion
of horc-—-owners, and all of these share their houses with
other Colourcd families . Houses are frequently shared
between threce or more Coloured farmilies.

In summary, the socio-cconomic status of Indians
would appear te be higher than that of either Whites or
Coloureds. This is thc g -noral opinion of residents
within the arca, both Indian and non-Indian, and is
confirmed by contributory factors such as the number
and condition of cars owned by Indians. Not all the
Indians of thc area z2rc wealthy, however. Some families
derive their sole incore from a poorly-paid semi-skilled

worker. One farily taintains itself by hawking. While
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the children are at school the parents push their hawker's
cart down the road to the non-White bus terminus, and
supplement their income by‘sharing their house with four
other families. 'But these are the exception rather than
the rule, “Armongst Whites'there is a very constant level
throughout the area of working class respectability.

The sccond factor which we must consider in the
deternination of status within the neighbourhood is skin
colour, the factor.of race itself. Botanic Gardens is
but a small scgment of the larger Durban comnmunity,
participation in which is préscribed and limited primarily
in tefmé of racergroup and skin colour. Race discrini-~
nation is the norm of South African society. The
inferiority of non-Whites reccives official sanction, and
is the recognised basis for the design and application of.
most South African laws. Privilege and prestige are

accorded to light or White skin.l

In this matter all
Whites can uniformly be regarded as having a superior
status tc all non-Whitcs. The irportant question now
arises; how salicnt is the racial factor in the neigh-

bourhood.,

1. Within the Coloured and Indian groups in Botanic
Gardens the lightskinned mermbers are rnore acceptable
to White residents. In the case of Indians this
factor of light skin colour is invariably linked
with other factors such as language, religion and
econoniic status. Gujerati speaking Muslims have
the lightest skin. They also conform to a pattern
common throughout Durban of being consistently the
wealthiest scgment of the Durban Indian community.
Comparative incore figures amongst Indians in
Durbgn accordingwto language and religion can be
found in Kuper, Watts and Davies, op cit. . 90
Table XXII, p. 92, Table XXITI. e 90,
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The dominance of the race and colour dimension of
status within contoct situations in the neighbourhood,
is partly a question of the extent to which the patterns
of racial discrinination in the wider community are a
part of the daily life of the neighbourhood. Wilner,
Walkley and Cook drew sttention to the fact that in the
Arcrican public housing projccts, there was no discrini=-
nation between rosidents either in  terms of policy by
ronagement, or in the availability of facilitie s within
the project. Recause the Durban study was nade within
on area of private bousing, therc ars neither "managenent
policies" nor "project facilitics" which we can examine
for evidence of discrimination within the area. We
night look, instead, first at those public amenities
wiaich, although nct specifically set aside for the
exclusive use of neighbourhood residents, are geogrephically
available to the neighbourhood.

The Botanical Gardens which border the property at one
side are open to all members of the public, although the
bench .& within the gardens are for "Europeans only". The
Govurment school which borders the property on the eastern
bounc-.ry is for White children only, and the extensive |
school playing fields which form the natural play areca of
the ncighbourhood aftcr school hours, are not officially
open to any, save children attending the school.

The locsz) autherity has recently built a ncw sports
stadium irrediately adjacent to the neighbourhood, to which
Indians have, after long negotiation, been granted access
cr. certain days of the week. Public buses serving the

arsza are segregated, with only a small section of seating
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accormodation sct aside for non-Whites on each bus.

Benches at bus stops dare for Whites only. In short,

the facilities provided by public authorities and located
in the irmrediate vicinity of the neighbourhood are not
erually available to all. As part of the total services

to the public in Durban they are invariably set aside for
onc or other zroup, and strongly biased in favour of Wnhites.

The three local shops within the ncighbourhocd,
nrivately own d, one by 2n Indian, two by Whites, are
available fer the custom of all residents regardless of
race; hcoucver, th: White children attending the government
school in the area have beecn banned from patronising the
one Indian shop irmediately opposite the school.

The Betanic Gardons neighbourhood has no 'managenent!
corresponding to that found in the United States of America
housing nrojocts. T™he nearcst cquivalent is to be found
in thers officials of the municipslity te whom residents
of the arca el refer when wishing to rmake any changes
in the ownership of property or any huilding changes.,
Officially the Corporation has no adninistrative policy
of unequal, unfeir troatment to non-Whites except in so far
as it executes official govcrunent policy. In practice
nany non-Whites find it impossiblc to get satisfaétion from
the individual officials, who are thoir cnly liaison with
the council. The =ssumition is- frequently madce by Whites
in the neighbourhoc: kot the Corporation is, and should
be, on the side cof Whites. Stories of Whites running to
officials for undcrcounter guarantces about the future of
sone property in the arca, and stories of indignation should

the ‘Corporatior fail to make good such guarantces, are
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corronly heard in conversation anongst local residentes.

In contrast to the American housing projects, thcre are
then, within Botanic Gardens, various factors confributing
to separation and incquality between White and non-White
rcsidents.,

I have suggested that in determining whether or not
there is cqual status betwecen two individuals in inter-
action, their objcctive positions in relation to each
other are not as irvortant as their subjcctive perception
of these rositicus; further, not all dimensions of status
are rclevant to 2 definition of every social situation;
particular dimensions will dominate in a particular
situation. If we z2ccept this,it is unproductive to
atterpt to arrive at auy goncralisation concerning the
rclative status of Cceleoureds, Whites and Indians of Botanic
Gardens, 25 ~roups. Nor is there ruch to be gained from
any attenpt to synthesize the various dimensions of status
for a particular individual, to calculate some "average
status®, by dividing the sum of various factors by a cormon
denominator (a task which would in any case present immense
practical and theoretical problems).

We should rathcr approach the problem of relative
status througrh a censideration of role. In any particular
situation the question of whether contact between two
people is of equal status is a question of the particular
roles in which they nmeet. In this particular situation,
what roles do psople play? And in terms of these roles,
nave they equal status? Within thc Botanic Gardens area
one constant role active in contacts between Whites and

non-Whites is that of neighbours. Whites becone friendly
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ond talk with local non-Whites because they are néighbours.
In spite of any othcr differences betweeh people, the
fact of living in contiguous houées, sharing comnon streets
and cormon neighbourhood facilities creates an equality
in this linited rolc of neighbours.l

For example, when White neighbour Mrs. A., with
Stendard VI education level, whose husband is a semi-
skilled railway workcr, calls over the fencc to Indian
neighbour Mrs. B., university graduate, whose husband is
a doctor, to borrow an cgg, the roles which dominate the
contact are:-

(a) - s housewives in which they are egual;

(b) +as ncighbours in which they are equal.

~-Subordinatc in this contact arc the econonmic,

educational and occupational superiority of Mrs. B., the
legal, political, racial and colour superiority of Mrs. A.
This could then be described as an "equal status" contact
because the roles which dominate the contact are ones in
which the participants havc caual status. In most
contacts betweern White and non-White residents in the area
the roles as neighbours arc amongst the dominant rdles, and
therefore in most contact situations there is an element of

cquality in the respective staztuses of the White and non-

White residents.

1. However, it is inportant to note that in the American
study, in deseribing thc status of residents as equal,
Vilner et al. did not mnke this equality the function
cf being neighbours, but rather being neighbours in
this particular circumstance, namely, within a public
housing projcecct the residents of which had been selec-
ted within certain strict income limits from a popula-
tion cqually in need of housing accommodation, which
was subsequently available to then without regard tc

- their particular ethnic group.
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However, because the contact between them occurs over
a long period of time, other roles, aillpugh passive in the
interaction situation, have an impact on the relationship.
Thus although Mrs. B. might never be involvcd with her
ncighbour Mrs. 4. in & situation in which their race,
colour cr econoric status is directly rclevant, she will
revertheless have & knowledge and awareness of these
factors, and her attitudes towards Mrs. A. will be coloured
by this knowledge, as will Mrs. A's attitudes towards
Mrs. B. In other words, the duration of the relationship,
whether long-term or short-ternm, will affect the dominance
of rocle. In = short term relationship, say an isolated
instarce of social contact, the dominance of =2 particular
role will be wmore apparcnt than in a long term relationship,
say that of living as neighbours for 10 years, in which
over & pericd of time and in various situations, a variety
¢f roles will be deminant, in turn, cach contributing as
it were te a residus of knowledge in terms of which prestige
will be accorded.

One final facter differentiating between neighbours
is the externt to which individuals can lay claim to a stake
in the area. Certain individuals, by virtue of length of
residence, and home ownership enjoy a certain prestige
over rore transitory ncighbours. The basis fer this
phenonenon is undoubtedly related to the insecurity of
property tenure in South Africa, vending Group Arcas
declarations, 2nd in particular the whole uncertainty
regaruing the future race deterrmination of Botanic Gardens.
Whites who in 140 were campaigning for the renmoval of

Indians who had "penetrated" their neighbourhood, now
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consider the possibility that the Indians have nmore clain
on the area than they themselves do. For although Botanic
Gardens was "White" for fifty ycars befofe the first

Indian residents moved into the area, the Indian group of
today has the longest averaces length of residence in the
arca, and has expericnc¢cd the least population change over
the past 20 years.

Table XVIII .illustrates length of residence.

TLBLE XVIIT

Length of Residence in Arca in Years, according to Race

Third
{ Mean tMediantQuartile Range
Whites T4 2.7 8.0 |l month - 64 years
Indians 9.9 10.0 16.1 4 months - 21 years
Colourcds .6.8 5.4 9.7 2 nonths - 12 years
Passers 12745 7.0 | 18.25 |1 month - 33 years

The oldest inhabitants of the area arc, however,
White - a small gfoup of 17 families all of whom have lived
in the area for nmore than 20 years and ona of whom has lived
therc for 64 ycars. These seventeen, togethe r with two
light coloured farilies, are thc only people now living in
the arca who can'rcmembér the first Indians to move into
the area. All the other Coloured and White families came
to the area after the first Indian tenants, ahd all save 6
of these (who noved in botween 1938 and 194%) came after
the number of Indian occupants had réached its maxiﬁum

(which was legally restricted in March 194%, znd has
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recained practically constant ever since).

The White group, with the exception vi tris core of very
old residents, is highly robile. For many people,
residence in the arca seems to be a very transitory thing.
Half the White population has lived in thc arca less than
2.7 years, a figwe which would suggest that for whatever
reasons, Whites appear to find the area undesirable as an

arca of settled residence.l

1. If the prcsence of non-Whites were the main deterrent,
then we would expect those streets with a low number
and proportion of non-Whites to be the areas of nost
scttled White residence, and conversely, that the
strects with the greatest numbers of non-Whites would
have the nmost unsettled populations.

A comparison betwean three such "White" streets
with three predorinantly non-White streets shows that
there is no simple correlation,

In St. Thomas Road, the only all-White street in
the arca, 9 of the 10 familics have lived in the street
for less than 5 years, 6 of these for less than three.
Waynes Avenuc with only one very old light Coloured
family has 3 families who have been living there for
nore than 20 years, btut also another 3 familices who
have been living there for less than a year. Botanic
Gardens Road with only one non-White houschold is
clearly 4divided into two parts, thc Northern section
containing % long~settled families, and the Southern
section in which only two families have lived for
periods longer than a ycar.

Ritson Road has a practically all non-White
population, yet one of its three White families have
lived in the area for 40 vears. Similarly Heswall
Road, in which the White residents find themselves
outnumbered and surrounded by non-White families, has
onc White family which has bcen there for 20 years,
and a number of others who have lived in the area for
5 years or more, and only one family which has been
there for less than a yecar. Mansfield Road, like
Heswall Road, has a predominantly non-White population,
and a White population who have lived in the strect
for anything from 25 to half a year.

The one strect wherec there is a concentration of
"old" residents is Botanic Avenue, which is three-
fourths White, with non-White families at either end
and in the wuiddle of the strect,

. The nost highly mobile street is Youngs Avenue
with 50% of its residents non-wWhite, and only two
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In terms of length of residence indioos oan lay claim
to the arca with possibly greater justifioation than
Vhites., The greater proportion of Whites, in terms of
their personal experience, must regard the Indians as
the "old residents" of the neighbourhood. The Indian
stake in the arca is increased when we consider the
amount of property which is simultaneously both owned and
occupied by Indians in the aréa. Table XVII indicates
that while only 28% of all White families owned their
own homes, 57% of all Indian families do, and most of the
remaining Indian families are sharing houses with the
owner ahd, in-all probability living és part of extended
families with the Indian house-owner. The pattern of the
Coloured group is similar to that of the Whites; a quarter
of the Coiourod residents are house-owners, the remainder
either renting from Indians or sharing houses.

Diagram C illustrates the length of residence of

Whites in the area in relation to areas of non-White

residence.,

White residents who have lived in the street longer
than a year.

It is impossible on this cvidence to attempt to
isolate the presence of non-Whites as a cause of the
high White mobility rate. There is certainly no
clear evidence for: such a supposition although the
possibility remains that those persons who moved
from the area did so because of the non-Whites,
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It becomes clear “hat blanket statements of status
covering all members of the aifferent groups are there-
fore difficult to wmake, and of doubtful validity.

Residents in Botanic Gardens do not share a commbn culture.
The three prominent statuses affecting any evaluation are:-
(i) neighbour status, (ii) race status, and (iii) socio-
economic status. The relative status of participants in

a particular situvation must be defined in terms of the
dominant roles fthcy occupy within that particular

situasion.

In Dotanic Gardens Road the dominant cause of
mobility is clearly not the presence of non-Whites,
but the age deterioration of the large properties
on a bus thoroughfare, and the conversion of these

properties to lodging houses, with an inevitably
transient population.
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This description of the people of Botanic Gardens, in
terms of status, would be incomplete without some further
staterent on Coloureds. There was considcrable difficulty
in classifving pcople as Colourcd, duc to the very wide
range of skin colours within the area, and thc imprecise
definition of what constitutes a merber of the Colowred
STOUp . Objective criteria, such 2s shade of skih,
texture cof hair, bone structurc, although cmployed by the
Race Classification Board in their mandate under the
Population Registration Actl are not decisive, and within
the neighbourhocd, amongst residents engaged in the
necessary tas. of clessifying their neignbours, cultural
and sccial factors play an icportant part. For purposes
of this investigation the important critcria werc not the
objective oncs (racial origin and physiognony), but the
subjective cnes, the generally accepted racial status of
a particrlar individual in the ncighbourhood.

In tirc it becamc clear that the peeple of the neigh-
bourhood rccogniscd two categorics of Coloured people, the
"Colourcds" who are gencrally dark, and who both feel thai-
selves to be, and are accepted as non-Whites; and the
light-skinned group who arec on the fringe of acceptance

into White socicty, gnd are called "playwhites" by the

1. The study was made at a time when people of Durban
vere being asked to submit photographs of themselves
ifor the.issue of pcrsonal identity cards under the
Population Registration Act No. 30 of 1950, in terms of

- which they would receive their ultimate racial
classification. It was consequently a tine of
consgiderable anxiety for =ny 'borderline' Whites
and Coloureds, and a timc ¢ heightcned sensitivity
of thesc pcople to their colour and their race.
During the course of the ficldwork three familics
rcquested that they be omitted from any study of
the neighbourhnood. O0f these, twd were light
Coloured families.
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non-Whites of the ncighbourhood.l These are the equivalent
of the Arcrican "passers’.  There are a number of parti-
cular fecaturcs of these "playwhites"” in Botanic Gardens.

The disfinction between Celoureds and playwhites 1s vague
and blurrcd. Coloureds form a continuun with those

playwhites wno 'nass' ss Whites with relative easc on

-

nearly all occasions, at the one cnd, and those who pass
only rarcly on specific minor occasions. at the othar.
Cnc nay "playwhite" all %khe tirs, or one ray "playwhite"
once or twice a nonth. One may "playwhitve" cnly at work,
or only at cinermns. 1t becores apparzant then, that the
necighbeurtioed itsell Gtecomes 2 sort of testing ground for
those whe wish o poss rTully out of the Coloured group
ivto the White greup. “or it ie in thce neighbourhood
thot one is ~most constantly exposcd teo cbservation. A
lioht skinned Coleurcd youth ray work as a Whitc, but in
tho neighbourhcod his durker parcats and siblings will
serve to classify hir as a Colourad in the eyes of his

neichboure. Fvon whon all the resilent moenbers of the

48]

Al

facdly are lignt canough te rasc, thore is 4h possibility
that the, may be visited by Cark relatives or friends,
the witnessic of which by neighbours will su*fice to
destroy ony scecoptance they “iovt have nad ns Whites.
Becausc of thesa factors, the "playwhites" classified

as sucrn in this study have three distinguishing featurce.

1. The tdwr. "ploywhite" s one used widely, but’

exclusively by non=-Whites, "uﬁllv in dorl,lon or
SCOTN. Sorre Whites described pluywhites as "not
xya}ly Colourﬁo, rore like us's  or as people who
“th}nk they're White but thoytve sot a touch of the
t'roru.nﬁ; some said, “tng ton't know what they

are". * Mony Lﬂltgu nade no distinction between
light c1l dark Colenrc is.
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They are not wholly successful as passers in
that within the neighbourhood they are singled
out for special reference as a distinct group,
rather than assimilated into the White group.

The classification follows as far as. possible
the opinions of other residents in Botanic
Gardens, and is thercfore made in terms of the
subjeitive perception of race in the neighbour-
hood.

The classification has been made in terms of
whole farilies. Light skinned individuals

in dark fermilies who pass for White on sone
occasions have been classed as Coloureds along
with the rest of their family. Only where
all nembers of the family are light skinned
enougn to vass hes the family been regardsd

as "playwhite".

"Playwhites" constitute zcproximately a quarter of

the Coloured grourn, as indicated in the following table,

showing the sex distributicn of the Coloureds of Botanic

Gardcns neighbourhood within thesc two categories.

TABLE XIX

Composition of the Colourced Group

Nunbers
J M ¥ Total Pecrcentase
Coloureds. 55 59 114 73%
Playwhites. 24 18 42 27%
TOTAL: 79 77 156 100%

Generally the children fro- "Playwhite" families fail

to gain adrmittance to Whitc schools. All the younger

boys from these fanilies attend a particular governnent

1.

Had objective criteria of physical features been
applicd, the catogory weould have been extended to
%ncludo successful passers, whe, although negroid
in feature, arc fully interrated into the White
group in the ncighbourhond.
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school in town which although theoretically a "European"
school, is in practice for the light children of partly
Coloured families who have either been refused, or else
accept that they would be refused, admittance to European
schools. There were no young girls of school-going age
anongst thuse families; the choice of school for girls
would present a grave problem.1 Three girls who had
lcft school had attended White girls' schools. A fourth
had attended a Coloured school.

One of the nost interesting features of this group
of passers is the genuine confusion which they themsclves
experience as to their proper racial classification.

This was particularly evidcecnt in a series of interviews
with a roup of adolesccrt school boys from this group,
in which thcy described themselves as 'Suropeans', and
describud the scheol thoy attendcd as a 'mixed' school
for Celourcds and Europeans. Lat~r discussing the
cnildren of the neighbourhood they spokc of how they
rousht with Burepean children of the neighbourhood,
"The Buropeans call us Bush-2n". The parents of these
children displayed similar confusion. After describing
themselves as Europeans they would talk detachedly and
sorictincs critically of "the Eurcpcans around here",
contrasting "the Europecuns” with "us".

In terms of social relations this group was the nost

isolated o all groups in the neighbourhood, associating

1, This problexs of choice of echool is one which will
bsw&l}ﬂlnatgd threush the Population Registration Act
an. the unationwide issuc of racial identity cards,
virich are decisiva.

L
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freely with neither Whites nor Coloureds, nor very frequently
amongst themselves., There was generally, however, a nuch
greater willingness, on the part of most Whites, to

associate with lighter Coloureds than with darker Coloureds.



PART TIII
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CHAPTER V

ATTITUDES - WHITE AND INDIANT

There is a widely shared belief anmongst Whites in
South Africa that any contact with non-Whites on terms
of eqguality is wrong and must be avoided. It is
generally accepted that people of different races should
not share commdn neighbourhoods. There is a considerable
stigma attached by Whites ® 1living near non-Whites.
It is usually assumed that a White would move tc such an
area only under some sort of pressure like econonmic
vressurc; or alternatively his living in such an area
would be taken as an indication of some personal failure

or inadequacy.2 It is against this background that Whites

l. The material upon which the following chapters are
based is derived from interviews conducted with a
stratified sample of 60 White residents, 55 Indian
residents and 27 Coloured residents. Continual
cormparisons between three groups are cumbersome,
particularly groups of uneven size and consequent
importance in the neighbourhood. Because Whites
and Indians are nurmerically the largest groups in
the area and those between whom hostility 1s most
institutionalised, I have dealt first with the
attitudes and behaviour of thesc two groups in thelr
relations with one another (Chapters VI and VII).

I have introduced the Ccloureds in Chapter VIII,
drawing comparisons between the three groups in tqrms
of their relations with one another. For details
of sampling method and other methodological
explanations, see Appendix B, Methodology.

24 Within Botanic Gardens this personal inadecquacy is
often referrea to as a "losing of self-respect".
Unfortunately there are no studiecs available of
attitudes to mixed residential areas in South Africa.
These views are therefore based on personal experience .
with a cross-Section of White South Africans rather
than on scientific evidence.
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in Botanic Gardens have come to live alongside Indians
and Coloureds. In so doing they daily transgrcss White
group norne, for reosidential contiguity is fraught with
latent possibilities for intimate contact and friendliness
and as such is in itself a violation of the White code

for separation. ¥e can thercfore expect White residents
to react in one of three ways:

1. ?o ignore White-group opinion and accept the
idea of friendly association with non-Whites.
People falling in this category would have
favourable attitudes towards friendliness with
Indians; their descriptions cof Indians would
lack hostile prejudices, and their attitudes
to leaving or remaining ir the area would not
be related to the presence of Indians.

2. to attempt to secure their acceptance within
the White group by over-identification with
Whites, and subsequent hostility and with-
drawal towards non-White neighbours. People
who reacted in this way would Fisapprove
strongly of any friendly associatior. with
Indiens, describing Indians in unfavourable
terms, oand expressing dislike of living in a
racially mixed neighbourhood.

3. To effect a compromise, naintaining good

rolations within the neighbourhood with non-
White neighbours at a practical level, and at
the same time compensating for any deviation from
White-group standards by making prejudiced and
aggressive statemcnts about Indians, in order to
dencnstrate solidarity with, and ensure accep-
tance within, the White group.

The first reaction, ccmplete acceptance of the idea of

friendly eassociation with Indians, was rare. Only threce

Whites expressed themselves unreservedly in favour of

close friendly rclationships with Indian neighbours.

For at least cne of these, this was &t the cexpense of

acceptance by White neighbours who reactcd to her with

very strong disapproval =znd hostility.l

1. It was not entirely clear in thie instance whether the
hostility shown towards this varticular resident, on
the part of other White neighbours, was the result or
the causc of close associ tion with Indians. In either
event a chain recaction set up; close association with
Indians led to ostracism by Whites and in turn necessi-
tated close association with Indians.
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A small proportion of the residente reacted in the
second way, with overt hostility towards Indians. From
Table XX we sce that 1% of 60 Whites expressed highly
unfavourable attitudes to the idea of association with
Indian neighbours. They made such corrents as, "The

idea appals me"; "Its very bud, I'd never do it."

TARLE XX

Attitudes of Whites to Frieudly Association
with Indians (Correlated with Regidential
FPreoxinity to Indians.

Average .
Avtitude Nunmber Proxinmity
Scorc
Highly favourable. 3 2.0
Faveurable. 27 2.0
Urnf2vourable. 17 1.3
Highly unfevourable. 13 0.5
TOTAL: 60

X Method for calculating nroximity score is described

in Chapter II1I, p

There is an intercsting correlation between these
unfavourable attitudes and proxicity to Iadians. People
holding highly vanfavourable attitudes live further from
Inc¢ians than people with more favourable attitudes.

Thus those who are highly unfavourable have an average
proximity score of 0.5, compared with scores of 1.3 for
those who are unfavourable, 2.0 for those favourable and
highly favourable. As distance from Indians increases,

5o the likelihood of hostile unfriendly attitudes incrcases.
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Proximity to Indians does however, seem to affect
attitudes to lcaving or remainingz in the area.‘ Table XXI

surmarises the attitudes of Whites on this issue.

TABLE XXI

Attitudes of Whites to living in the Area
(Correlated with residential proximity to

Indians)
. Averagex
Attitude Number | Proximity
] Score
Dislike living in the arca. 15
Do not dislike the arca but given 2.1
the oppo;tunity, would move. 8
Arc satisficd with living in the
area and do not want to move. 37 1.2
TOTAL: 60

X : . . . . .
Method for calculating proximity score is described in

Chapter III, ©.

Tnose Wnitcs who wish to move from the area arec those
whe live close to Indians. If we divide all residents
into those who live very closc to Indians and those who
live far from Indians, we find that half of those living
very close to Indians wish to nove, as compared with only
a fifth of those living'far from Indians. The implication
is that proximity to Indians is causally related to dis-
satisfaction with the neighbourhood. This was not
substantiated by the comments of the Whites themselves
however. 0f 2% residents who wanted to move, only 4

stated that it was "to get away from the Indians", although
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obligue reference to Indians might be contained in state-
ments of a further 6 whe wanted to "live with a better
class of npcrson'. The majority of people give various
individual and personal reasons for wanting to move, such
as living with friends, build ng a new housc and moving
away from the centre of town. In the absence of comparative
naterial, it is difficult to nsscss the significance of
these findings. While it is true that almost half of the
White residents living close to non-Whites would like to
move from the cres, 2% is significant that more than half
living very clos: tp ncn-Whites are completely satisfied
with the area, and wculd not, even given the ideal
opportunity, want {o move. There did appear to be sone
corrslation between type of dwelling and satisfaction with
living in the arca. More than half of the dissatisfied
residents are living in flats or zre sharing flats or
housces with other familics,

It is clear from & ccumpariscn of Tables XX and XXI,
that those Whites who disfaveur friendlincss towards
Indians are not the sarmc group as those who would like to
nove from the arez; and that there is no correlation
between attitudes to these two issues. There is, howcver,
somc corrclatioan between attitudes teo friendliness with
Indians, and the descriptions which people gave of Indians.
The 11 unfavourable itewms listed anongst the 1%2 itenms
describing Indians all carme frcem Whites who were highly
unfavourable to the idea of zssociationr with Indians.

The unfavourable items refer mainly to lack of cleanliness:
"They're filthy swine', "They throw all their dirt on the

paverients or in their backyards"; or to the failure of
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Indians to maintain their proper social distance from
Whites: '"They tend to be over-familiar", "They're always
ready to dig in", "They like to think they're Europeans".

The majority cof Whitcs describe Indians in very
favourable terms., The most lasting impression which
Whites have of local Indians ig their quiet unobtrusive
non-interfering behaviour. "They keep te themselves",
"They're very quiet"; these arc the recurring thenes.
Others arc more explicit: " hey never interfere. Like,
say'you‘re fixing your car. If a White comes by he'll
stop, ahd start tellins vou how to do 1it. But an Indian
will look without interifcring.” Another said, "They're
perfect neighbcurs. Thcyfre very quiet. If it wasn't
for their cars i ke street outside you wouldn't know
they were thorc'.

A&t a non-behavioural level the local Indians inmpress
Whites chiefly with their wealth and their high standard
of living. "They'rc vory well off", "They've got nice
homes, fit for Europeans', Only two other characheristics
appecar with any remarkabvle freouency. One is inc good
behaviour cf Indians, the lack of fighting or brawling
arnongst thermszclves. ‘he other is the friendly, helpful,
co—opératiVe rannct they show towards local Whites.
“They'ré voery fricrdly aro helpful®, "They're always ready
to oblige", "The¢ Indians'll help you morc than any other
race around hore . | |

in spite of the favourable irpression which Indians
make on their White neighbours, there is a fairly.frequent

dissatisfaction amenget Whitces at having Indian neighbours.
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Thus in rcsponsc to a guestion in which residents were
offered unlimited powers to improve the noighbourhoodl

a guarter of the Whites suggestcd the removal of the
non-White population from the area. The nulti-racial
nature of the area was sccen to disturb residents again
when, asked to state the disadvantages of the area, more
than half of the 44 replies contained refcrences to
Colourcd or Indian rneighbours. A comparison of the four
attitudes showcd that neither length of rcsidence nor
language werc significsntly correlated with attitudes.
There was a differcuncc, howev.r, between men and wonen;

a rclatively greater proportion of men appeared in the two
favourasble catesories, and ¢ relativcecly greater proportion

. . X .
of women in the unfavourable catcgorics. The differences

1. The questior ~.sked was "Agssuing the City Council had
unlimited powers, what changes and inprovenents would
you, &g a City Councillor, like to¢ make in this
ncighbourhood?" In spitc of this qualification of
unlimited power, pacple's answers were conditioned by
their own concenticn ¢f the powers and duties of the
City Council - as evidenced particularly in the number
of instances in which persons referred tc the necd to
inprove the roads. Thiis was probably less a reflec-
ticn on the statc of roads than of a preconception of
a City Council whose chief function is roael recpairs.
The Durban City Council has also been active since as
garly as 1943 in the establishrment of racial zones.
The Council has represented the Whites at hearings of
the Group Arcas DBoard. It is therefore equally
possible t hat the high number of people referring to
reroval of Indians from the arca were likewise
conditionzd by a preconception of the functions of
the City Council.

T.F. Pettigrew found sex to be significantly related
to social distance attitudes of South African White
students towards non-Whites, with females more
disvant than males, on cit., n. 252
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are snall but night refluct the different roles of the sexes
in the neighhourhood. .Mcn spend relatively less time in the
arca anc would not be so conscious of or exposed to the
peculiar hazards of friendliness with Indians in the way of
gossip and social ostracisn. There was also thc feeling,
expressed frorm tire to tirme during interviewé, that inter-~
race fricndliness betwcen men is riere acceptable than
betwecn wonien, an idca which is presumatly tied up with the
sexual jealousy wvctween races. White worien are believed

.by their nenfolk to be desirable to non-White men, and are
therefore discouraged from any behaviour which night bring -
theri into contact with non-White men. Aﬁother possible
factor is the greater cultural sirilarity befween Indian

and White rien a2s contrasted with thc rore conspicuous
differences tetween White and Indian wonen.

Cn the othcr hand,_we.would expect wonen to experience
greater pressures towards friendliness to Indians, becauée,
as neighbours and housewives, they would have a greater
nced for and decpendence con ncighbours.

If we coupare the descriptions of local Indians with
attitudes towards, end cvaluatiors of the neighbourhood,
it would secn that it i tuc idea of 1iving near Indians,
in a racially nixed arca, which is ucnttractive, rather
than the expericnce. Descriptions of local Indians were
rmorc favourable than descriptions of the area itself, Yet,
given the strong dislike of Whites for rzcial nixing in any
situation, therc is a surprising catisfaction anongst Whites
with the neighbourhood. Only 44 disadvantages of the area
(conpared with 87 sdvantages) were cited,. the chief of
which is its location conveniently close to the cantre
of town, to the bus routcs, and to the local market. At
the sane tirme 11 . strects are quict, thcre is little

beaffin. and rcadv access to the open spaccs of adjacent
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playing ficlds and the Botanical Gardens. The residents
feel that the neighbourhood combines the advantages of a
central urban area with the quict spaciousnessl of the
garden suburb.

ALs many az onc third of all thc advantages cited by
residents refcr te the pleasant guiet people cf the neigh-
bourhood. Whether or rot White recidents are consciously
including non-Whitc ncighbours in this assessment is
largely irrelcvant. It is significant that within a
population as racially diversc as the Botanic Gardens
population, so nmany Whitc residents are able to make
generalisations about the "pleasant pcople" of the neigh-
bourhced, without recoursc tc racial reference., The
question arises why a hcsftile and unfriendly reaction to
Indians was not more common. The majority of Whites make
sorne sert of compromise between the demands of the neigh-
bourhood and the dermands of their White grours. This
was theorctically the third alternative for White residents.
all of the 44 Whites who occupy the two internediate
categories in Table aX (Page 99) make sorc adjustnent
betwoen these conflicting derands. Although I have
classifiel them into twe gSroups, favourable and unfavourable,
the differences bLotween the attitudes of people in these
categories are slighter than the descriptions would imply.
Those who are unfavourable do nevertheless agrce that
certain forms of fricndliness are acceptable ("Its 0.K. to

greet but you shoulu river mix") and that situation can

1, This roference to Botanic Gardens as spacious is the
subjectiv: assessment of residents; by many standards
i1ts plots would be regarded as small and cramped.
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arise where fricndliness is acceptable, cven essential,
("A person-nust stick to his race, but I'll talk to
anybody who talks to me, black, brown or any colour").
Similarly thosc who are favourable admit to situations
where they belicve friendliness is no longer proper or
desirable ("You ncedn't nake z pal of hin").

The necessity for some compromise, some adjustment,
beconies clear if we consider the implications of being a
neighbour. Kuper has described behaviour between neigh-
bours as the rcesult of the interplay of riutual needs on
thc one hand, and the perception of hazards on the other.

"The frce c¥nression of common needs is checked
by the rany hazards of neighbouring, real and

imagined, which keep residents apart.” 1.

There is implicit in "neighbour"-hood a depcndence,
created by the existence of mutucl ncveds, both material
and social. This peesitive aspect of neighbouring, that
which brings neighbour: together, is particularly forceful
in Botanic Gardens because Indians have all the qualities
desirc<d in neighbours. They are quiet, underanding,
unobtrusive, and at the same time helpful, codperative
and generous. People continually said that one could
turn to Indians in time of trouble, that they would be the
first to help onc. Thus, bccause of their social and
material necds the Whites could not afford to be too
hostile to Indian necighbours. The need for neighbours to
whor: one can turn for assistance, is one of the major
factors preventing the development of hostility to Indian

ncighbours. This is confirrmed by the fact that people who

l.. L. Kuper, op cit.. ©
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expressced hostility to Indians tended to be those who lived
far from Ipdians (Table XX).  They were the people who
could most easily afford bad relaticns with Indians, because
their closest neighbours wcre Whites. They were distant
enough from Indians not to cxperience as painful any tension
between the two races.

Proxinity was positively correlated with favourable
attitudks to association with Indians. Proxinity to
Indians cxerts o pressure on Whites t¢ adapt their behaviour.
The close daily proximity of Indians is a reality, and the
rcalistic responsce in te¢ Jovelop accormodating attitudes.
Whern Indians arc¢ net living immediately close by, Whites
do not fecl this pressure. In euch instance the White
adapts himself in the way that is nost convenient. One
technique frequcently erployed in the area for facilitating
this adaptaticn, was to regard these Indians living in the
area as different from Indians in seneral. By this means

ona could have friendly relations with local Indians without

)

pressing sensc of disloyalty to White group norms. This
rationalisatica ranged in extout from such forthright
declarations as - "These aren't Indians, they're Muslims" -
to an implicit velief in the superiority in every way of
local Indian neighbcurs. In snswers to direct questioning
of conrarisor between local Indians and Indians in general,
local indians were consistently described as "better" than

nost Indians they are "better bchaved", have a better

“e

standerd of living, and are "nicor peonle'.
The negative aspect of neighbouring is found in the
hazards,"real and inmagined, which keep residents apart".

Neighbouvring in = pulti-racial neighbourhood in South Africa
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presents its own_poculiar hazards which differ in enmphasis
from those in a more horiogeneous neighbourhood.

The hazard of gossip changes its enmphasis. One is
net so afraid of the Indian ncighbour as the tale-bearer;
rather opelis afraid of the other White heighbours, who,
secin; this associaticn across the colour linc, may find
it a subject for gossip, leading tc social ostracism.

One of the chief hazards arising fron continued association
betwecn neighbours in awﬁon-racial neighbourhood is fhe
“threat to perscnal nrivacy. AdZed to these fears in
Botanic Gardens was the fear of loss of prestige in the
corrunity, as a consequuuce of overstepping tke bounds

of acceptable behaviour, tacitly prescribed for association
botween_Whites ~nd Indians. The vcerbalised attitudes of
Whites towards versonal association with Indians reflected
the fears of these hazards, and also described these

- "seunds of acceptable behaviour'.

Residents were presented with three hypothetical
situations in which they might be involved in close contact
with Tndian neighbours. T'iey wore then asked to express
their attitudes to those situations, which represented:

(a) casual unstructured social intercourse: "if you
stopped in the street tco talk to an Indian
neighvour”: )

(b) a sitvation of direct utilitarian value to the
rcspondent:  "if you used a phone belonging to
an Indian neighbour":

(c) nore deliberatc, more intivate, mofo structured
social intorcoursc: Mif you visited an Indian
neichveur”. -

The first set of ideasl which emcrsod from the replies

l. The ocburrcncc of these idcas bears no statistical
analysig -~ the figures involved are always’very srall e
The ideas are included for their gualitative rather

than guantitative interest.
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to these guestions was concerned with the circunstances
and conditions under which fricndliness with Indians was
acceptable. Tt was widely belicved that onc should
always be friendly.whera not to be so could be interpreted
as bad nanncrs or & lack cof civility. This invariably
neant the reciprocaticn ¢f any greeting or conversation
by an Indian. This idea was very frequently expressed,
sorietines to justify past friendliness with Indians, but
also as a reasone® personal principle for any possible
futune encounters with Indian neighbours. "1'11 talk to
hin over the fencc if he talks first", said a ncwcomer to
the neighbourhood. "You've xot “¢ stop and tzlk to
anyvody who stops and talks to you", explained another
rcsident.

A corpariscon of ths attitudes e¢xpressed towards the
three proposed situations showed that there were no hard
and fast rules governing ncople's attitudes, but that
particular circumstances cither justified or condemned
friendliness in c¢ach instance. Most people found it
acceptable to stop and talk in the street, although some
said that you should not initiate a conversation, nor
encourage a conversation to last too long. Most people
thought it acceptable to usc a telephone belonging to an
Indian neighbour, although many added that one should only
do so in an energency, or when thore was no other phone
available. Others said orn: should not rake a habit of
it, nor have lon, convcersations with intimate friends.

The anmbiguity of the word "visit" and the emotionél
connotation of the idea of "visiting" led to considerable

confusion in the third question, Entering the house of
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an Indién, staying for some time, perhaps drinking tea,
does not neéessarily constitute "visiting", which for
nany people was a more formal ritualistic affair; usually
pre-arranged by invitation. Only one person thought that
visiting Indian neighbours at this formal level was
acceptable. But many othcrs thought it acceptable to go
to an Indian house provided you had a purpose other than
the purely social one. Acceptable purposes expressed
during the course of the intervicws were, to ask for help
in an emergency; %o offer help; +to deliver a me ssage ;
to make a complaint; to transact some business or make
sorie arrangerient.

In sunmary then, one should avoid rudeness and bad
rianners, but at the sar¢ time, one should restrict inter-
‘action to & mininum cempatible with reasonable needs.

A second set of idcas was concerned with limits to
frieﬁdly behaviour. The purpcse of lirmiting friendly
behaviour is to retain and preserve one's separate group
identity, and to maintain the colour status -
distinction between White and non-White. Specific
instructions were offered on how to avoid any relaxation
in group awarencss.

"If you sit down ané drink tea don't make yourself

at hore like there's no difference between you"
advocates one housewifa. ~

"Therc's no necd to jokc cr laugh cor nake a pal', says
another. Others offer less specific instructions.
"All the time you must remermber you're-a European.
You mustn't sink to his level".
The rostriction is not so much on what is done, but on how

it is donc. Behaviour which is potentially intimate is
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nevertheless pernissiblc if the participating Whites
maintain group-conscious attitudes.

The linmits were perceived by Whites, and naintained
by Whitcs. When, however, as sometimes happened, a non-
White was careful to set, and maintain limits to friendli-
ness with Whites, this led to a great increasec in the
anount of friendliness vetween Whites and that non-White.
klso, by paradox, it led to a ccusiderable increase in the
decgsee of intimacy with such a person. Whites felt secure
that "no mattcer what you do you know she knows her place".
Indians who "didn't know their place” were frequently
those of high status with whior: Whites would have likedto
associa te. They were decterred from such association hy
thce fear that "they'll think they're as good as what you
ara",

Onc frequently reccurrins phrasc in this connection
was concernced with "mixings®. On¢ was enjoined not to
"mix with them", nor to "mix un with then". The neaning
of this phrase was not always clear. The actual nixing
cf blood through niscegenation night have been part of the
rreaning, although perhaps riore often unconsious than
conscious. Physicsl »roxinity scened an inmportant part
of the 1eaning. bt rost generally it seemed to refer
to a loss of separate zroup identification through too
frequent and too intimatce association.

The trird set of ideas was concerned with experienced
pressures against fricndliness to Indians through the real
or tnreatened disapproval of other Whites in the neighbour-
hood. At lcast 15 of t- 50 Whites interviewed reported

experiences of having felt ostracised or threatened by
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ostracism because of friendlincss to Indians. They made

such corments as:

"They talk and gosdip about you if they see you
talking to thenm".

"They talle and say, 'On you should see the kind she
assoclates with'".

"They think yog're classing yourself too low; they
pull ur their nosce and look down on you'",

In summary, the problem-for Whites living close to
Indians is to balance the cormunity pressures against
friendliness with Indiéns with other idecas of social
inportance, such'as courtesy towards all neighbours, and
the naintenance of goodwill amonésf neighbours. This
neighbourly goodwill has a utilitarian self-interested
notive. Hostility tc Indian neighbours is inhibited by
the potential deperdinee of neighbours on one another.
Har: reaching friendlicss with Indians is chocked by the
neecd to maintain gcod relaticns with fcllow Whites.

It is intercsting to contrast Vhite attitudes towards
friendliness with Indians as held by themsclves, on the
one hand, and those perceived to he held by fellow-Whites
on the other. More than half the Whites describe the
attitudes of others in the neighbourhood as unhesitantly
disapproving of any sort of friendliness towards Indians.
With the exception of the small group of Whites who them-
selves strongly disapprove of friendliness to Indians and
who conseqqently perceive their White neighbours as
toleranf and approving of inter-race fricndliness, residents
persisténtly and'consistently perceived their neiszhbours

as more hostile to friendly association with Indians than

they thenselves werc.
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Similarly, asked to estimate the amount of contact and
interaction betwecn Inlians and Whites in the neighbourhood,
as riany as a quartcr of all Whites questioned said that "as
far as they know"l there was no inter-race friendliness in
the arca whatsoaver. Oanly two people belicved it to be a
conmon practice, =rc said that "nearly cverybody associates
with Indians". Ia onc iunstance these contradictory
observations werc made by people living directly adjacent
to one another. Their answers were, therefore, bascd not
upon objective evidence, uut werc coloured by subjective
personal attitudes. Most people stated that "therc are
those who mix and thosc who don't ". They varied in their
cstirmates of just what proportion of the Whitc residents
f..ixed", but werc unarinous that it was a minority of Whites.

Deutsch and Collins have described a technique for
assessing and defining roup standards or norms. A group
standard nay bo wcesured in the rcaction anticipated from
other ;roup mcubers to a given behavicur by a menber. By
this definition the group standard cr norm on inter-race
friendlincss in Boltenic Gardens is on. of disapproval.
Residents consistently depictcd ether Whites as more
disapproving than they thersclves werc. And yet this is
2 standard to which cach individual admits himsclf as the
exception. What wc have ig a comrion White standard of

behaviour towards Indians, nanely, that a certain degree

1. Therc is a suggestion of evasion in this reply, which
can be accorriodated to any objective situation in the
arca. It is possible that informants making this
reply wisheG to minimize, hefore Whitce strangers, the
fieldworkcrs, the anount of intcr-race contact which
occurrcd in the neishbourheod. o
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of friendliness is nccessary and desirable. But this
standard is held individually; and dlthough widespread,
it is never cormunzlly stated. |
At a practical lovel this implieé that Whites in the
neignbourhood do not discuss with onc another their real
attitudeé to fricndliness with Indian neighbours.  Rather
they arc all carcful to imprcss cach other as normal
conforming Whites who disapprove of fricndliness with.
Indizns. In so <oing they arc asserting their White group
membership, a rembership which must be aggressively
asserted to corpensate for insecurities arising out of the
violation of White group standards implicit in their
living in s racially nmixed neighbourhood.
Wilner, Walkley and Cook write:

"Where not rmercly individuals but whole groups

of White persons arc taking part in hitherto

unaccustoned contacts with Negroes, still

another nossibility exists - the cnergence of

a group ncrm which supports the level and kind

of Negro/White contacts that are likely to

take place as a consegucnce of closec proximity."
In Botanic Gardons thisifailcd to happen. The recasons for
this failurc arc first, that residents in Botanic Gardcns
do, to o grecais cxtent, aét s individuvals, not as a group.
This is_a censequence of the nature and structure of the
heighbourhood. - The housing projects studied in America
were lafge, well-definced and separatced from the rest of

the amnunity, which gave residents a feeling of scparate

identity. Deutsch and Collins ermphasised the influence

1.
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of the isolation and soparatenoss of the housing project.
It was the sepafatenoés which,enablod,thQ"Whitos.to -
develep a norr of fricndlincss towards Negroes, and which
in turn intensificd their isolation from the rest of the
cormunity. In tine there develored such a discrepancy
between projoct and cormunity norms that pcople were
thrown into a tizhtly knit group.

For the purposes of this study, Botanic Gardens was
arbitrarily defined as a neighbourhood. It had no separate
identity; rcsidents had no forrmal cohesion as a groupe
Furthermore it would secnr likely that they avoided such
cohesion, for fecar of bheconing separated from the broader
White camunity.

4 second factor was the influzsnce of the total social
milicuy of which in cach case, the ncighbcurhood was a
ninute part. In the United States of Arerica Negroes
arc a minority sroup. Fcderal, State and private agencies
are all canpaigning against Jiscrirination against Negroes.
In adopting a noxm of ncrn-discrinination and friendlincss,
Whites in Amcrica ar. supported by powerful groups, figures
and symbfls. A nornm of fricndliness towards Indians by
the Whitecs of Botanic Gardcns would bLe unlikely to find

adequate support in the wider White comnmunity.

The discussion so far has been limited to the attitudes
of Whites towards Indians. The assunption is made that
White attitudes are the morc important determinant of
behaviour in thc ncighbourhood. It was clear from White
descriptions of Indians that Indians are rassive, leaving
the initiative for interaction in the hands of Whites.

A= . R 1
t
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Yet at the sarc time Whites found Indians willing to be
'friéndly and helpful. Indian descriﬁtions of Whites
‘confirm a picturc of social rclations in which the Whites
arc "proud" anc¢ "aloof", yef wheré they frequently turn
to Indians for help. Thcy.are scen to expressly avoid
any clashes or trouble Qith Indians. "They won't
‘deliberatcly try to trouble us", "They don't like
associéting with non-Whites but ﬁhoy'ro not harmful.”

The descriptions of Whites arc particularly
inferesting for the insight they give us into Indian
attitudes to, and experiencc of Whites. In such corments
as "They'rc clright" and "Tﬁéy'rc not so bﬁd" we have the
inpression that Indians expccted Whites to be very
unpleasaht and Iound themsel&es guite favowrably impressed.
Anofhcr viuw'was cxpresscd by one woman who said, "They're
very nice and friendly, but they scon seldom to visit you'.

Many replics roflectcd the status of the spealkers.
Indians of a highoer socio-eccenonic class described local
‘Whitos'aé "poor class", "degencrate™, and "not the kin?

I'g care'to associate with". Onc person made reference

to the "hobligan influence" of ccrtain Whites. Some pcople
spontaneously cbmpared White neighbours with other Whites
~they knew., 'Many Indians displayed a surprisingly linited
contact with.othér Whites, in such replies as "They seen
just'tho sémo as the Whiﬁcs in the bazaar" or "They sccn
rore polite than Whitcs in West Strect".

One young ran cxpresscd rcluctance at becoming
fricndly with Wnites. Ho said it was his experience that
Indians bad "unnatufnl associaéions“ with Whites, usually

"for snobbish reascne”. e said he was afraid of being
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classed as the kind of Indian who tried to make friends
with Whites. Three younger informants referred to various
fariily proessures against too riuch friendliness with Whites.
A father had warned his son "to respect Whités but not to
try to marry then". L young girl was not allowed to visit
White henes, and another had been ordered never to eat
with Whitcs. The latter prohibition was a religious one.
It is interesting to spcculate whether in this context such
nrchibitions are exerciscd reluctantly or eagerly as a
sanction against inter-greocup mixing.

In asscssing the ncighbourhood Indians followed very
closcly thc cvaluation of Whites. The nulti-racial
naturce of thc arca was the indirect causc of the very few
cormplaints raised by Indians; but only in so far as it
gave rise to colour discrimination in the neighbourhood.
Certain facilities, such as thc sports fields, and the
park benches, are reserved for Whnites only. There are
algo problems in bringing up children in a nmulti-racial
area. "Indian children may any time get into conflict
with European children" one mothcr stated, possibly anxious
over the possible rcpercussions of such conflict for
Indian/White relations in the neighbourhood. Another
rmother, concerncd with the same problem, said that children
lecarn to swcar from White children, whom, she added,
"learn it from the Dutch". None of the Indians who were
asked to assess the probability of a new Indian fanily
getting to know White neighbours thought it likely that any
intinate relationship would be established. They said that

the relationship would te very casual, would teke a very

long while to develop.

It is against this backcrround of 2ttitudes and opinions

that wec riove to a consideration of thc actual extent of

relationghins betwann Trndione mnd Waddae 2o Do _. ~
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CHAPTER VI

INTERACTION : WHITES AND INDIANS

Friendiy relations between Whites and non-Whites in
South Africa arc rarc. The averags White person living
in Durban passes his lifc without any reclationships with

non-Whitcs beyond those occurring betwecn rnaster and

scrvant, or the impersonal relationships of connerce
and industry. ™o neormg supporting this lack of
relationship arc strong.

The stronsth of thesc norms amongst Whites in
Botanic Cardens was reflected in the statcements
describing the attitudes of thoirneighbours to friend-
liness with Indians. Vicwed arainst these statencnts
of attitudc, the nw ber of Whites in the neighbourhood
who reportcd sone pcrsonal relationship with local Indians
sceried high. Twenty four of a sample of sixty Whites
reported some friendly rclationships with one or more
specific Indians in thc arza.

The question immediatcly ariscs why thesc 24 Whites
becarre fricndly with Indian ncighbours, while the remaining
%26 did not. This qucstion can be partially answered by
corparinz the two sroups in respect of various relcvant
or potentially relevant factors.

Contrary to cxpcectations, honc language had no
apparent relationship with bechaviour. Both English and
Lfrikeans spcaking Whitecs werc represcnted in both groups,
Length of residence in the area was sinmilarly
unrclated. Those whe rerorted friendly relationships
with Indians varicd in thoe time they had been living in

the arca tetween onc menth and thirty years.
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Both age and sex appcared to affect behaviours men
were rore inclined to friendlincss fhan worien, with this
difference betwcen the sexes riost marked anongst the
younger vneople. Only onc unmarricd White woman reported
any association with Indians, as conpared with half of the
younger unciarricd nen. Occupationally the two groups
were sinmilar, some in the two extremes; the professional
and managorial group on the one hand, and the artisans
and scri-skilled manual workers on the other. All of the
former group disclaimed any association with Indians; all
of the latter fell within the group of 24 who had friendly
relationships with Indians,t

The most striking differcnce between the two groups
is in their residential proximity to Indians. Those who
werc friendly to Indians tcnd to live very nuchcloser to
Indians than those who werce not friendly. The average
proxinity scorc for the latter group was 0.44, conpared
with a score of 2.1 for the former,2 who displayed onc
intercsting feature; the alrmost canplete absencce in the
group of any persons with an intermecdiary proxinity score.
And although this group included a number of people who
were in no way directly close to Indians, the remainder
1ived close enough to Indians to maintain the éverage for

the group at the high score of 2ol

le This confirms a finding by Rose, Atelsek and.MacDonald
that in practice people of poorer education 1nteg;ate
rmore rcadily than those of higher education, 0D cit.

2. Following the ncthod described in Chapter III,. which
neasured proxinity to all non-Whites, Colourced and
Indian. :

bX Only onc person in 24 had such an intermediary score.



- 120 -

At a broad group level there was sone consistency
between behaviour and verbalised attitudes. Thus, taking
as an index of attitude the frequency with which there was
spontancous corment against Indians,l we find such eomments
made by only a guarter of those who were friendly to
Indians; compared with 2 half of those who had no contact
with Irdians. This seened to indicate that the multi-
racial nature of the neighbourhocd was more disturbing to
this latter greur than to the others. This idea received
further substantiation fron a comparison of replies of the
two groups to the questicn of wihether they would like to
leave the neighbourhood. Once again only a quarter of
those who werc friendly to Indians wanted to move, compared
with almost half of the others.

This consistency existed at a broad lecvel of
gencralisation only, however. Although there were many
people in ezch group whose expressed attitudss ceincided
with their bchaviour, the incidence of incensistency was
high. Five of the people who declared themselves opposed
to the idea of fricndliness with Indizns later admitted
to such fricndliness in practice; likewise twelve people
who favoured the idea failed to put it into effect in the
neighbourhood.

There was a tendecney for pcople to behave in broad

accordance with what they perceived to be group standards.

l. A sirmilar measure was uszd Ly Kramer in his study of
& Chicago neighbourhcod, in which he used all spon-
taneous refcrence to Negroecs (whether accommodative
or critical) as an index of the salience of the inter-
racial naturc of the neighbourhoocd to residents.,
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People whd were friendly towards Indians perceived the
NOTWS as Iiore tolerant than di¢ the others; (this notwith-
standing thc fact already reportcd that thore was a small
group:of Whitce wvho thensclves stronzly disapprove of
friendliness fo Tndians btut who perceive their Whiﬁe
noighbours as tolerant ani apyroving of intcrracial
friendiiness).

Tho great rmajority eof Indians rcported some nersecnal
relationshin with onc or morc Whites in the neighbourhood.
Qut of a sample of 55, only 7 Indians reported no friendly
relationships with White neighbours.: In cach case these
Indiané had an extrencly low proxirity score to Whités;
and werc in fact all surrounded by non-White property on
every side. In cach casc they were menbers of the Muslin
Zroup. Four stated explicitly that they had little
interosﬁ in ;etting to know White neighbours whom they felt
to be thcir social infariors.

We have then 24 Whites and 43 Indians each reporting
at least one fricndly inter-race relationship within the
neighbourhood. Because somc of those pecoplc werc reporting
nutual rolationshibs, the actual nurber.of rcal rclation-
ghips described was 79. We thus have the sample of 115
people, Indians and Whitcs, between thenm yieclding 79 pairs

of Indian/Whitc rclations, in each of which at least one

1. Because one inforrant misht have nore than onc such
inter-race relationship, the nunber-of different
individuals involved in such relationships was very
~uch -snaller than thc theoretical maxinum, i.e.

79 x 2 = 158, In actual fact only 42 Whitcs and 50
Indians participated in such rclationships. But

thesc figurcs understate the nunber of peovle involved.
Because rclationships occur within a neighbourhood
context they frequently involve whole fanilies rather

than onc incividual frorm a family.
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rember reported knowing the namc and address of the other,
and in addition cescribed some regular rmutually responsive
behaviour between them, which might range from casual
sreeting and talkinz in the street to visiting, accompanied
by such istinate behaviour as cating ncals togcther.l
Throughout the ficldwork two aspects-of bchaviour
Letween neighbours were recordud as a basis for assessing
the quality of intcerracizl relationships. The first of
these was any behaviour involving o deliberate act of
service to & neighbour. I refer te this kind of behaviour
as helping behaviour, and included under this heading
borrowinr;;, lending, the giving of zifts. and other
unsolicitcd acits such as offcering lifts in motor cars.
The second asncet of behaviour was visiting. I have
irncluded under this term any occasion on which cone neighbour
dcliberatuly entered the house of anothcr. Before nmoving
on to a description of the comparative intiracy of the 79
rclationships reported, sore gencral comrment rust be nade
concerning "helping" and "visiting" between Indians and
Whitcs in Botanic Gardens. The rost eirnificant feature
of helping bchaviour-in Botanic Gardens is nos
%he prevalence of "helping', but the differences in the
roles of Indians and Whites, in this behaviour. In a
very hish proportion of instances it is the Indian who is

the lcnder, the helper, the loser, and it is the White who

1. It night be assumcd that if the sample of 115 vielded
79 rclationships, thcen the total population of 799
people ight yield approxirately 557 reclationships.
This is of course, incorrcct. The number of
relationshins are linited by the sizc of the adult
Indian pepulation, of which a considcrable proportion
was interviewed. For further discussion see
Appendix A:  Methodology.
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is the recipient, the borrower, the gainer. A nunber of
factors would secn to coatribute to this pattern.

First therc arc¢ cconomic factors. While the per
capita incoric of the majority of Whites and Indians in
the neighhéurhood is probably very sirilar, Indians are
engaged in occupations usually associated with high
inconics, and display ccrtain indications of wealth, such
as thc posscssicn of cars ancd tclephones. Whatever the
actual situaticn there is a widesprcad assumption amongst
Whites that their Indian ncighbours are fairly wealthy.
.Certainly this idca is supported by a comparison between
the Indians in thvc aree =ad avercgoe Indians in Durban.l
Whites mizht approach Indiens in the belief that they are
the neighbours who can rost easily afford tc help ther.

The sccond possibility is that Whites seck help fron
Indians in ordecr %o avoid going to Whites whom they fear
will interpret their need for help as a sign of failure.
This attitude was true of 2 Whitc woman, living in flats,
and expericncing difficulty with a violent drunken
husband, who usc<¢ to g0 in the r:iddle of the night to an
Indian neighbour (who lived three houses away on the
opposite.side of the strect) wherc she would spend the
rcst of thé night. This particular woman was strugsling
hard to ﬁaintain dicnity before disapyroving White neigh-
bours with whom she sharcd a bleck of flats, but to wnor

she felt unable to turn for help, in spite of their greater

l. 1951 Census indicated that per capita incore of_Indians
in Durbar is £40.02. See Kuper, Watts and Davies,
op cit., Table XII, p. 66.
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proxinity.

The cultural and social distance between Whites and
Indians scered to nake Whites feel secure from Indian
ridicule. Many Whitcs said that Indians would never
gossip about ther. There was also cvidence that Indian
attitudes towards lendings were more accormodative and
relaxed than Yhitc attitudes, although there was sometines
disapproval cof hebitual btorrowing. Ariong many Whites
borrowing was rc¢garded as e sign of personal failure, and
therc was 2 :encrsl reluctance to admit to borrowing
oneself, althoush most people readily admitted to lending.
(Attitudes to borrowin;, differcd according to the type of
article borrowed. The borrowing of expensive durable goods
such as tools vwas asencrally acceptable, whilst strongest
disapproval was cxpressed against the borrowing of food-
stuffs).

The third and rost significant of factors controlling
this patterr of White zoin at Indian loss scems to be the
race factor itself. There is 2 cafry-over to the neigh-
bourhood of a pattern of White superiority over non-White.
This reveals itself in a cortaih arrogance on the part of
the Whites, a confidence that they can make demands and
that their denmands will be nct. In a scnse this is a
continuation of the pattern of race relations outside the
area, in which the non-White is incvitably the server, the
White is scrved. Whites nakce requests with an air of
Justification in a full cxpectancy of satisfaction.

There seermed alsc to bc o feeling of compulsion by
Whites to justify any fricendlincss with Indians by evidence

that their reclatiouship conforms tc the expected pattern
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in which non-Whitcs occupy a serving role. "Of course
you don't go just nmixing up with them at any time, but
they're there when you need help". This statement
surmarised a comnon attitude.

The role of Indiuns in these situations is controlled
partly by an occeptance cf this pattern prescribed by the
Whites. The absence of Indians borrowing from Whites was
explained by an Indian Muslir housewife who said: "Why
borrow from Whites whort you don't know so well, when you
can borrow fror Indians whori you deo know?" But a fear
of rebuff is aslec active in couments liks that by another
who said, (referring to the fact that she did not borrow
frorr the Whites next déor), "It's because they're not your
class or colour, that's why." The riotives for this
acceptance of White demands are probably largely a wish
to "avoid trouble" within the ncighbourhood. They are
probably also partly an c¢xtension of thce norms of
hospitality and service to neirhbours which Indians follow
in relation to people of their own group.

Only onc Indian woman refuscd requests for help fron
White neighbours. She said, "Our attitude has always
been suspicious .... we have been doubtful about their
sincerity. We have always feared that the traffic would
be one way, they taking constantly fron us and then behind
our backs calling us coolics". But the prevailing indian
response to demanding White attitudes has crcated in the
ninds of most White rcsidents a picture of Indians who are
constantly available and ready to help. "You can always

go to an Indian if you'rc in trouble".
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Tndian willingness to raintain friendly relations with
Whites was denonstrated not only in the ready accession to
_White requests, but in the nunber of instances in which
Indians nake voluntary gesturcs of gifts of various kinds
to Whites. Fifteen ¢ifferent Indians report the regular
or spasnodic giving of gifts to Whites in the area,
compared with only four Whites giving gifts to Indians
(in each case an isolated instance). Observation showed,
however, that the actual nurber of Indians giving gifts is
probably much higher, particularly st the Muslim and Hindu
festivals of Eid and Divali, and at Christmas, when close
neighbours cf all races are rarely excluded from receiving
& gift c¢f sone kind of sweetneat or foodstuff from an
Indian neighbour.

It is particularly interesting, in the general South
African climate of hostility to Indians, that there should
be such a frece acceptance of food, which is normally the
subjcect of strong tabeos. The contradiction is particu-
larly apparcnt because the food is prerared in Indian
nores, about which riost Whitcs in the neighbourhood cxpress
very strong fcelings of repulsion. A White woran, dis-
cussing the prospect of moving into a house vacated by an
Indian fanily saids "I never could. I don't know what
it is. There's just something about the way an Indian
lives. Even if you funigated and disinfected it, you
could ncver be surc. After all of then had been crowded
into some house ... take the kitchen sink, for instance.

I could never use an Indian sink..." This sane woman
was one of thc eighteen Whitcs who regularly ate curried

food prepared by Indian necighbours. This food night be
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requested by Whitcs, or it riight be offerad spontaneously
by Indians. YMore rarcly it was eaton as a gucst of the
Indian farily in their house (but enly by White rmen,
never by White woroen).

Yet in a sensc this cating ol curried food is not a
contradiction, beccause it is a part of the accepted nom
that Whites in South Africa ay and should enjoy Eastern
cooking., The enjoyment cf Indian-cooked curry need not,
therefore, disturbt rreoconceiva” nciions of Indians as
dirty, urhealthy, and troublcsome. = This is part of a
contradiction which runs through the whole fabric of South
African soclety, in which "dirty" non-Whites are invclved
in the Zdaily preparation of reals, and in a nultitude of
cther intinate family situations of South African Whites.

Another kind of bchaviour which shows both sinilarities
with, and certain inportant differences fron helping
behaviour and thce giving of gifts, is the selling fcr cash
of ¢oods and skills between ncighbours. It is common for
one ncighbeur to "takc in" sewing or knitting, or to under-
take the repair of a radio, car or somc other picce of
equipnent, for another, in return for which he will be paid
in noney. This zctivity is predominantly, but not
exclusively, of a pattern in which the White requests and
pays for a service which the non-White provides.

The rcasons for this pattern are conplex, and it is
difficult to 1ake gcneralisations to cover all instances.
Partly the rcasons arc cecononic. Persons who offer or
cenply with rcquests to sell their skills are oftcn in a
d-of any cxtra incone.

poor financial position, and arc glad

This is certainly true of thosc Whitece who make such offcers



- 128 -

to Indian neighbours, as for cxanple, a Whitc houscwife
who was knitting o jcrsey which j:ar Indian neigjhbour had
ordered. She said "People say to nie, "Sis, fancy
knittins for a coolic!"™  But I say, 'That's alright,
his noney is as 00l &g yours'", She said thec Indian
Loy for whor. sho was knitting had hinself becn too shy
to ask her to knit thc Jjersey. i¢ had, instcad, asked
her through an Africen servant, and had hir.se¢li cone
later with the wool.

Not 21l such services are rmotivated by ccononic
considerations howcver. One of the very wealthy Indian
farilics in the arca does an intermittent trade with
neighbours and ex-ncighbours in the selling of home-nade
Indian swectncats. The daughters of another wealthy
Indian far.ily Jo occasional dressmaking for White neighbours.
Motives for conrliance in thesc cascs probably spring
vartly frorm a pleasure in perforrmance of a leisure tine
hobby, but partly frori a wish not to offend, to maintain
a pcaceful co-existence within the necighbourhood.

Occasionally there have bgen difficulties, the
creation of tcnsions and the arousing of racial conscious-
ncss, through tactless blunders of White heighbours who
have failed to perceive the socio-econoric status of
Indian ncighbours, or perceiving it, have failed to undcr-
stand its implications, and have made requests to their
Indian neighbours, which have been interpreted as an
imposition, and the offer of paynent a profound insult.
Such an instance was reported by a Muslin woran.

"She (a White woman from up the road), carc once to have

an apron Scwn. I told her I did not take in sewing.
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She came into ny brcakfast roon with her material and tried
to persuade ne to sew for her. She invited me to sew the
apron for 2/6 or 3/-. I did not feel like havineg nuch to
do with her so I refused to sew her apron. I night have
scwn for another for even luss.™ This behaviour was
resented by the Indian woran as raesting on the prejudiced
agsurption that she would have been willing and perhaps
even anxious to help a2 White neighbour, and that she would
have becn glad of the financial help which the payment of
2/6 or 3/- would have involved.

Thus, althoush helping within Botanic Gardens is very
prevalent, the predominanﬁ pattern of this behaviour,
whether borrowing of lending, giving coods or selling
goods and services, is onc in which the Indians serve or
lose, and thc Whites gain. |

There arc twe inportant features of visiting between
Indians and Whites in Botanic Gardens. The first is the
utilitarian basis of riost visiting. In two thirds of
all the rclationships cited there is never any visiting
apart from thet nade in the coursc of secme service between
neighbours. This practice was consistent with the
attitude cxpresscd by Whitcs, that friendly association
with Indians was acceptable provided that such association
had a utilitarian basis, and was not pursued as an end in
itself. No such conditions were made for visiting between
White and White.  Thco majority of relationships between
Whitcs are definitely non—utilitarian. Of 131 relation-
ships with Whitcs which the sarnple of 60 reported, and in
which therc was visiting, therc were 52 instances of sone

kind of helping acconpanying such visiting. In contrast
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to this only 1 of the 43 rclationships with Indians did
not include sonme kind of helping.

The second feature of visiting between Whites and
Indians is the frequoncy of the pattern in which it is
Whitcs who pay visits to Indians, and only rarely Indians
who visit Whites. Arongst the 43 relationships with
Indians there arc only 19 instances of Indians visiting
Whitc hones, as compared to 41 instances of Whites
visiting Indian hores. Because 17 of thesc relationships
involve rutual visitinz, this neans that there are dnly
2 Indians visiting Whites who do not visit then, and 24
instanccs of the reverse. Yet these figures are in a
scnse an understatcment of the lack of Indian visiting at
White houses. For arongst the 17 instanccs where there
is, what I have terned "mutual® visiting, the Indian
partner goes to the Whitc honc very rarcly compared with
tho number of instances in which the White goes to the
Indian hore. The pattern iz cne of a rarc rcciprocation
rather than nutual equal participation.

This pattern is recosnised and nmaintaincd by both
Whitcs and Indians. The attitude of many Indians is
that they shculd not intrude into White houses, nor
accept too frecly Whitc offers of hospitality; at the
sarc time they should indicate their goodwill by an open
standing invitation to White neighbours to visit then.
The nineteen Indians who do sonctires visit Whites
cxpresscd this attitude very clearly. An Indian wonan
who i1e visitcc almcst daily by her White neighbour, sald
"She has invitcd me to her hcuse and I went once because

she was nice and I didn't want her to think I was aloof.
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She was very respectful to nc, offered ne tea, but I told
her not to trouble herself." Indians frequently refuse
White hospitality. Another woran who reported her polite
refusal to drink teca with a2 White neighbour explained her
motives in this way: "It's not that I fecl I'm not welcome,
bt I'd had ny breakfast and I éon't likc her to think I'm
forcing nyself on her. We're very good fricnds. When
she cones here she always sits down and has tea - she was
here only yesterday drinking tea with mo." The sane
attitude is cxpressed by a young Muslinm woman: "I've

been to their house about four tines, visiting the
daughter who is very hospitable. She offers ne tea but

I refuse." Latcr she added that this White family were
"very nuch in and out of our house", and that they
frecquently took food away with then.

Indian reluctance to visit Whitcs had in sore
instances quite another basis, as in the casc of a younger
Indian woman who saic¢ of her White neighbour - "She visits
rme but I do not like to visit her becausc of the conpany
she keeps." For a few Indians to bec visited by Whites,
whatever their motives, is a matter of pride and congratu-
lation. Often it is resented, "I don't neced Whites
coning around with a big smile wanting something and then
calling you names bchind your back."

Many Whites expressed clearly that they would not
wclcomne any attenpts by Indians to visit then. "You can't
o too far with then," said one, "or the next thing they'll
be knocking at your front door wanting to visit you."

Another said: “Of course you don't want ther inside your

house."
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Many Whites were cembarrassca at reporting their
visiting of Indians. Sorie justified thenmsclves on the
grounds of cxpandins their general knowledge. They
explaincd their visits to Indians as sight-secing tours,
cxpeditions to foreign territory. This device was
interesting for the manner in which it sceomed to hignlight
the differcnces beitween the speaker and his Indian neigh-
bour, ang thercby, at lcast in his own nind, lessen the
dansers of identification. But thc cultural differerces
between Whites and Indians do c¢xist and interest many
Whitce rcesidents. "I like to walk past Indian houses",
said a White woran (who lived in an all-Whitc strcet).
"They sort of fascinatce and horrify ne. They are so
strange with thosc yellow flowers hanging at the door,
and the brass and thc darkness inside. You can't ever
¥now what goes on inside.M

Other Whitcs who have lived near Indians for a long
tine fincd them ncithcr strange, nor their friendliness
cnbarrassing. A Whitc woran said of her Christian Indian
ncxt-=door neighbeours: "She is such a nicc person. She
always borrows ceggs and I help her with her church bazaar,
she's a great church person. Whenever there is something
on at the church shc comes over and asks me to do sonething,
like knit or bake a cake. As a matter of fact shc was the
first person I knew when I moved into this street. She
cane over whilc I was :oving in and said could she help
with teca or anything. I thouzht it was sweet of her.
Shc's just like that." This relationshir is unusual in
that it wes initiated by san Indizn who apparently is still

responsible for maintaining the rclationship. Usually,
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nowever, visiting, like other forms of interaction between
Indiens and Whites, is initiated ond naintained by Whites.
The Indian acquiescence with this pattern illustrates the
attitudes of the najority of Indians in the neighbourhood;
passive, watchful, ready to respond to White gestures of
acccpvance, but taking no initiative thenselves, lest in so
doing thecy upsct thc equilibriun of the ncighbourhood.
White anxicties about intcrracial association must be kept
at a rnininun.

The utilitarian basis of =o rnuch of the visiting
between Whites =nl Indians in the neighbourhood serves to
accentuatc the interrciatcd nature of the two activities.
In ascessin: the intiracy of relationships between Indians
and Whites wo cannot, on the basis of thesc two criteria,
helping and visiting, cstablish two simple categories.
"Helping" is coriion to necarly all rclationships. The
term "visiting" covers a very wide range of behaviour.
Sore refincment is necessary before the terrm can be used
as a criterion for intiracy in relationships. Frequency
of visiting is not a particularly useful indcx. There
can be a hizh frequency yet little intimacy in relationships.
The utilitarian basis of visiting is a satisfactory index
becausc we have the comparable fiures for relationships
with Whites on the basis of which we may rcasonably assune
that visiting which is not linkcd to some utilitarian
function is rore intirz2te, and less racially conscious,
than that which is also utilitarian, I have defined
visiting as "any occasion cn which one neighbour
dcliberately cntered the housc of another." The range

is from regular protracted conversations, sitting at ease
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and drinking tca, to an isolated occasion of standing
norentarily in a hallway or living room. But the

continuun for this kind of behaviour bcgins even before
this. We could cstablish scme crucde scale of "penetration®
intec a neightour's preperty, beginnin, with interaction
ovcr the gate or fonce. Dorine the fiecldwork it was in
fact cstablished for every rclationship whether onc stopped

-

at the jotc or went into the pardein, stopped at the door
or cntcrced the housc. In this range we have a fairly
sensitive index of intinmacy.

The 79 reclationships betwoun Indians @nd Vhites have
beern crouped intce four catcgeries on the basis of three
criteriat helping, visitirs, zad the degrec of
"penetration" of neighhour's property. Each category
represcnve an increasing intimney in the relationships
betwecn neighbours. Bach category is describcd in sore
detail for it is here that we got soric insight into the
kind of bchaviour cccurrins between Indians end Wnites,
and somcthinz of the process ty which throse rclationships
arc cstanlished.

GROUP A. Whcrc therc waos grecting, talking in the street,

but never any visiting nor helping of any kind.
(20 relationshins).

Twonty of the 79 rclationships which were described
involve participants in neither visitiag nor borrowing of
any kind. They werc of o casual nature, wherc pcople
grected or talked, but that was the limit of their
friecndliness.

The figure of 20 does not, however, by any neans
accurately ropresent the sxtent of thisg casval talking or

crecting behaviour. It includes only those instances in
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which the narme and/or addrcss of the participants were
supplicd during the intervicw and it therefore excludes

the nass of casual greetings and conversational exchanges
in which pcople dc¢ not know or arc unccertain of or
rcluctant to acknowlcdge the precisc identity of the
person they address, above recogsnising him as a fellow
neighbour. Such relationships arc, however, not by any
r.eans irrelevant, Converscly, their presence or absence
has nuch to do with creating tho social atmospherc in
which rore intirmatc rclationships can develop. Gencral
questions werc asked of informants concerning this sooial
atrosphere, and casual greeting in the ncighbourhood.

The rcplies all peinted to the extremc importance of
grecting as a sccial activity within the nulti-racial
neightourhood. Anonrst the majority of the Whites it is
an acceptable denonstration of friendliness towards Indians.
It is the acccptable manner in which to deronstrate goodwill
towards Indian neighboure without incurring the displcasure
of other Whitc ncighbours. Thcre were sore instances of
Whites and Indians living close Lo each cther and yet
choosins deliberately to rcfuse to great onc another.

Apart fror a demonstration of cocdwill it is a means of
cormunication and the satisfaction of a natural curiosity
about neighbours, whatcver the colour of their skin.

Whitcs were sonetimes reported to use opportunities

provided them, through passing Indians in the street or

at thcir gates, for asking questions; sometines to
satisfy curiosity about sorc culturally forcign natter
1ike an Indian wedding or religious holiday; socmetines

to prepare the way feor later requests for help of sone
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kind, such as help with sewing, or fruit from the garden.
At the same time there is some anxicety on the part of
Whites that any exhibition of fricndliness towards Indians
night be misinterpreted by them as an invitation to a more
intinate friendship. A White woman says, "You grect then
today and tomorrow they're on your doorstcp thinking
they'rc as good as you are. As far as I'm concerncd
they don't exist.”

For Indians, creeting is inportant perhaps firstly
as & kint of sccial barorneter, indicating the warmth of
White neighbour attitudes towards then. Many Indians
display a kcen scnsitivity to this casual greeting and
talking behaviour, to thc point of remembering ycars later
the datcs on which certain families first started greeting
thern., At the sanc tirme they arc aware of the anxiety
which nany Whites feel about displaying any friendliness
at all, They adjust to this anxisty with a reticence
to grecet Whites unlcss greeted first. They keep a
passive, but alert, reccentivity to any friendly overtures
mnade by Whites. Often this hesitance to take the initia-
tive remains lon: after a first zrecting has taken place.
An Indian woman explained herself, "It's not that I'm
ghaobbish but I likc pecple to know that I know ny place."”
Another said, "I greet the people who grect ne. I don't
like peoplc to think I an pushing in." And a young nan
describes his rclationship with his White neighbour -
"I ¢rect her whenever our cyes neet. "

Other Indians report thcir disappointment and anger
at this Whitc anxiety an¢ the consequent coldness and

unpredictability of subsequent behaviour of the Whites.
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"I have been grecetins them for over a year but we have
never got any furthcr than that. They're not like
Indians, they remain aloof." Another said, "We had been
grecting on anl off for a long tire, Then I had occasion
to deliver a letter to her, but she was quite cold and
left me standing on the doorstep.”

Although riost Whites regard the grecting of Indian
ncighbours as acceptable behoviour within the neighbourhood,
this docs not mean thet such behaviour is acceptable to
thenn beyond the neighbourhood. Many Indiarns remarked
bitterly: "Eut they don't want to know you in West Strecet."
An Indian businessman who had for a year been greeting
daily a White neishbour, described how hc one day
inadvertcntly ¢rcceted hir in the presence of a group of
his White friends at a bus stop. "He pretendcd not to
know =c. Since then I have stopped greeting hinm."

Whites frequently cxpressed their concern about this
possibility of encountering their Indian neighbours beyond
the ncighbourhood and the enbarrassment which this nmight

causc.

Group 2. Where therc was helping but no visiting save
isolated instances of going into sardens
(not housecs): (16 relationshiss).

All relationships falling into this category were
between close neirhbours, and were characterised by the
irresular spasnodic nature of the service provided.There
werc two distinct groups within this category however.

In the first oroup the rclationship was cne of long-standing,
established, yet slight friendship between very old

residents. Six of the Whites who f:11 within this group



- 138 -

had been living in the area before the coming of Indians
to the neighbourhood; the Indians involved in these
relationships were similarly amongst the oldest of Indian
residents. 1% was amongst this group that Whites were
to be found helving Indians, rather than Indians helping
Whites. The kind of assistance provided by Whites is
in itself intercsting: 1in one instance Whites offered
the use of their washing line to Indians whose own line
was inadeguate. In another instance Indians stored
perishable food in the refrigerator of White neighbours.
In the second group the relationships had existed
for a very short time (in four instances for less than
a month preceding the interview) and they may well have

been about to develop beyond this rather casual level.

Group 3: Wherc there wss helping, with recgular visits
Lo each other's rroperty, sometimes coupled
with isolated visits inside each other's
houses (20 instarnces).

The pattern of helping ond visiting was predominantly
one of Whites going to 1ndian neighbours. Amongst these
20 relationships , Whites went to Indians in 19 instances,
as compared with only 8 instances of Indians going to
Whites. (In 7 instances the behaviour was reciprocal).

Visiting, such as it is in this category, was nearly
always strictly in the service of the satisfaction of some
practical need, and never a purely friendly gesture.
However, @ instances were reported o Indians visiting
Whites in times of crisis, twice when a death occurred

in a White family, and once in time of illness.
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Both Whites and Indians participating in thesc
relationships expresscd in various ways the social
Gistance betwecn themsclves and these neighbours, the
maintenance of which was consciously pursued by both
Whites and Indians. Thus azn Indian woman whose White
ncighbour used to come regularly to her house to make
and receive telephone calls, said - "But ! never chat
to her. I keep my distance. Somctimes in the garden
we chat over the fence." And a White man szys of his
Indian neighbour whom he sces frequently and from whom
he borrows car tools, "All thc time I'm with him I am
thinking that I mustn't go too far or else he'll think
he's a pal of mine,"

It might be supposed that rslationships falling into
this group were good, warn rclationshizs in embryonic
form, relationships which, given time, would develop more
intimate forms of behaviour. Two facts contradict this
supposition. First, four fifthks of all the relationships
rcported in this grour were between very close neighbours.
In other words the participants had every chance to develop
such rclationships., Secondly the great majority of these
relationships had existed in this present form for a
considerable time. They were not the initial phase of
what promised to become a more intimate friendship, They
constituted a distinct pattern, whose main elcments were
(a) some secrvice, which in turn necessitated (b) some
degree of visiting, but this visiting was deliberately
maintained at a low level of intimacy. Entering of houses

was avoided where possible. The satisfaction of the nced
was the cnier end. Recognition of the individual satis-

fying tne need was minimal.
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Group 4: Where there werc regular visits inside-each
other's houses, sometimes for utilitarian
purposcs, sometimes for purely social
purposes, and frequently accompanicd by the
drinking of tea. meals. (23 instances).

There were 2% instances of this kind of relationship
and these may be furthor sub-divided into two groups.

“he first consists of 15 relationships which were intimate:
enough for casual visiting without any pretext of borrowing
or service. Neighbours felt free to visit simply to talk
to each other. This did not preclude the possibility that
these neighbours could and frequently did, call on each
other for assistance of various kinds. But they arc
distinguishecd by the fact that this excuse, the utilitarian
motive, was not essential to the visit.

The second group consists of cight relationships in
which there were regular visits inside one another's houses
but always as a means to somec practical end. This latter
group was not, however, for all its utilitarian basis, any
less friendly than the former.

The nature and the length of visits varied from time
to time. They were often morning visits between house-
wives, sometimes they were made in the late afternoon and
evening between working men and women., They varied in
length with the time of day and the purpose of the visit.
Conversation scemed usually to be the inconsequential small
talk, common to neighbours everywhere. For example, a
Christian Indian woman in Ritson Road said, "She comes to
use the phonc, or something, two or three times a month.
She will sit for a while and talk, tell me about her old
place in Margate, or she'll discuss cooking or illness."
The daughter cf this family reported that this White woman

liked to ask her about her "boy friends" and "how Indians
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get married.”

For three Whites falling into this final category,
Iindiang provided an outlct for pent-up cmotions, and a
source of censiderable material assistance in times of
trouble. These were people who for various rcasons werc
beset by numerous personal problems, and who turned to
Indians in times of crisis out of the belief that Indians,
alonc of their neighbours, would be preparcd to help them.
Ln Indian involved in one such relationship descrived his
neighbour: "She's full of ftroubles and she's always at
our house with them, borrowing moncy which she docsn't
repay, husband in gaol, children in hospital. Cne feels
sorry for her."  Another Indian recounts her White
neighbour e¢xpressing regret at epproaching an Indian
neighbour, in thisway "Shc said she was sorry to run to
me but I was the only person that's got a bit of under-
standing."

Language did not necessarily preclude the development
of friendliness between necighbours. There was one instance
in this category of a warm and friendly relationship
developing between a Gujerati-speaking woman and a White
ncighbour. The Indian woman said: "She comcs here
quite often. Sometimes she has tea. Wo cannot specak
much because of the language difficulty, but we remain .

cordial, appreciating cach other's prcsence.

l. Translated from an interview conducted in Gujcerati.
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The factor of race would appear to inhibit both the
quantity and the intimacy of friendliness between Indians
and Whites. The sample of 60 Whites between them claim
to know by namc 470 Whites in thc neighbourhood, as
compared to 35 Indians; for every Indian known there is
an average of over 13 Whites known, in a population where
the overall ratio of Indians to Whites is more than 1 in
2. The samc sample claim to visit between them 131
Whitcs, as comparcd with 12 Indians. They claim to be
involved in helping activity with Whites in 52 instances,
as comparcd to 16 instances with Indians. For the neigh-
bourhood as a whole therefore, the proportion of Indian/
White rclationships is fairly low, and much lower than we
should expect werc the investigation being made in a

racially undiscriminating society.
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CHAPTER VITI

Coloureds — Tnteraction with Whites and Indians

Because Whites and Indians are numerically the two
largest racial groups in the neighbourhood, it is the
relationship between these two groups which forms the
proper first focus of the study. The third group, the
Coloureds, although relatively few in number, are a signi-
ficant part of the population. The diversity amongst
Coloureds, both in standard of living and in skin coloury
tends to prevent the developméht of two distinct caterories
in the neighbourhood, White and non-White. Coloureds
constitute a continuum between Whites and Indians, represen-
ted at one extreme by the person of Coloured ancestry who
has successfully passed into the White group, and at the
othcr by the Coloured who is fully identified with non-Whites
and who nmay have married into the Indian group. People in
the area (both White and Indian) were never entirely sure
which of their neighbours were White. They frequently said
such things as, "You don't know who's European in these
parts and who's not."

One interesting feature of the response of Whites to
questions concerning Coloured neighbours was thé frequency
with which they were either not prepared, or not able to
make comments about Coloureds. This group (approximately
one fifth of the sample) denied any knowledge of Coloureds.
They said they had "never seen Coloureds around here."

Some nade evasive replies, "I'm not prepared to say. I'm
not the sort who has ever had any association with Coloureds,

but its not to say I'm against them." This lack of comment
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might have beenAa consequernce of tle small size of the
Coloured group, 2oth in the ncighbourhood and in Durban
generally, resulting in a real ignorancc zbout Colourcds.

It i3 unlikely that the lack of comment indicated a lack

in prejudice. Studies of racial attitudes have demonstrated
the readiness of people to make statements about groups they
have never met, and to express attitudes towards fictitious
groups invented by the questioncr.

Most Whites described their Coloured neighbours
favourably. They are "nice neighbours", quiet, "decent"
people. They impress local Whites as "respectable,”

"good clacs" and, in the case of five respondents, cxplicitly
"better than Indians." Only four adverse comments were
nade, describing local Coloureds as "dirty", "drinkers"

with "huge families".

In contrast to Coloureds of the neighbourhood,
Coloureds as a whole are rated low by Whites in the area.
Three-quartere of all comments are highly unfavourable,
depicting Coloureds as "cheeky", "rough" and "noisy".

Cnly one persecn comnured local Coloureds unfavourably wit h
Coloureds generally. The others believed that their
Coloured neighbours were different from, and far better
than most Coloureds in Durban.

I have grouped the attitudes of Whites towards personal
friendliness with Coloured ncighbours into ‘our categories,

ranging from very savourable to extremely disapproving.
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TABLE XXII

Attitudes of White towards friendliness with
Coloured neighbours.

Highly favourable. 3 7
Favourable. 21
Unfavourable. 15
Highly unfavourable. 7

TOTAL: 60

The distribution of attitudes within the four categories
indicates that a clear majority of Whites think that some
sort of friendship towards Coloureds is acceptable. Seven
of these expresscd very favourable attitudes to Coloureds.
One woman said, "Any time she (Coloured neighbour) invites
me over, I'll go. She comes to my place too, and I make
her tea, what's more." Others indicated limits to the
extent of wnich they would be friendly, either by limiting
the degree of intimacy, ("Its alright to associate but I
don't think I'd like to go inside their houses and be really
friendly") or by restricting their relationships to certain
of their Coloured neighbours only, ("They're better than the
Indians, it's O0.K. to visit the decent ones.")

Those who objected to friendliness with Coloureds
ranged from those who were prepared to make some concessions
(such as greeting) to the extremists who "think its
very bad." They say "It's not nice to know them" and
“I don't have anything to do with them."

Therc was a fair consistency between these attitudes

to Coloureds and the extont of relationships with Coloureds
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reported by Whites. Amongst those who knew no Coloured
neighbours there were those who nevertheless exprcssed
approval of the idea of friendliness with Coloureds.

But amongst those whe knew Colourcds only one in six had
expressed unfavourable attitudes to such bechaviour. While
nobody deliberately flauntcd what they bslicved to be the
atiitude of their White neighbours towards contact between
Coloureds and Whites, they tended once =zgain to describe
these attitudes as more disspproving, less tolerant than
their own personal attitudes.

As many as two-thirds of these perceived of the
attitudes of the Wnites in the neighbourhood were classified
as unfricndly and disapproving of interracial friendliness.
These attitudes ranged from active dislike of Coloureds,
"They're very much against them" to a more passive attitude,
"They act as if thcy weren't there."™  Many people said that
fricndliness with Coloureds led to social ostracism;
"They're sort of disgusted by auy sort of friendliness to
Colourzds," "They look down or you," "They regard you as
lowering yourself. They say you've got no respect for
yourself." .Only a thiid of tlo sample thought that friend-
liness between Tudians and Whites was at all pfevalent in
the neighbourhood.

Very few studies have been made comparing the attitudes
of South African Whites to different racial groups. In a
recent study of attitudes amongst University students in
Natal, White Gentiles both English- and Afrikaans-speaking,
revcaled very extreme hostility towards Indians, the
rejection of whom wasAmost marked in comparison with other

rocial groups.l While the attitudes of Whites in Botanic

1. T.¥. Pettigrew, op cit., pp. 247-248.
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Gardens showed nons of this extremism, there was nevertheless
a preference for Coloureds rather than Indians, and a
greater decgree of intimatn bchaviour with Coloureds than
with Indians.

Because of the small numbers of the Coloureds in
Botanic Gardens we would expect, (other factors being held
constant), that in terms of sheer numbers they would
participate in fewer relationships with neighbours than
either other group. In other words, we would expect Whites
to know fewer Coloureds than Indians, Indians to know fewer
Coloureds than Whites. Specifically, we should expect a
comparison of the proportion in which any particular race
group occupies the neighbourhood and the proportion of
relationships between that group and any other group in the
neighbourhood to yield a ratio of 1. Thus if 50% in the
ncighbourhood arc White, we should expect these Whites to
participate in 50% of all the friendships in that area,
yielding a ratio %%% =1, In so far as such a ratio is
greater than 1, it indicates a situation in which the
particular group is overactive in neighbourhood relations.
In so far ac the ratio is less than 1 it indicates a
situation in which the perticular group is underactive in
neighbourhood relations.

These ratios have been calculated with reference to
relationships of tle Whites in the neighbourhood, in order
to compare the volume of relationships of Whites with

Indians and with Coloureds.
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TABLE XXIII

Ratiog showing the deviation of the real
distribution from the expected distribution
of the relationships of Whitos.

Whites Indians {Coloureds! Total

l.Percentage population
(Thg expected distri-
bution). 49.0 31.5 19.5 100%

Percentage of relation-
ships occurring in cach
group (the rcal distri-

bution). 82.6 6.3 11.1 | 100%
. (2
Ratio %T% 1.7 0.2 0.6 1

This ratio for Whites in respect of their relationships
with Coloureds is thus 0.6. In contrast to this the ratio
in respcct of Iidirns is only 0.2. In other words Whites
in thc neighbourhood have more frequent contact with
Coloureds in the area than with Indians. Various feactors
could cffect this result. One could be the relativc
proximity of Whites to the two groups. The relative
distance of Whites from both Indians and Coloureds is,
however, identical; Whites have a aezn proximity score of
0.76 from both Indians and Coloureds. To this extent the
ratios are thercfore comparable. Differcnces between them
would seem to be based on racial factors, or some racilally-
linked cultiural factor.

The apnarent prcference of Whites for Coloureds
rather than Indians, as indicated i. Table XXIII, is not
simply a fuanction of the uncgqual renreséntation of

Coloureds and Indians in the neighbourhood. In spite of
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the small size of the Coloured group in sheer numbers , there
are more Whites rcporting friendly relatiqns with Coloureds
than with Indians. Further. each of these Whites reporting
these relationships participatcsin a greater number of friend-
ly relationships with Coloureds than the comparative group
of Wnites who are friendly with Indians.t

To a considcrable extent these two groups, those
fricndly with Coloureds, and those friendly with Indians,

overlapped.

TABLE XXIV
The participation of Whites in interracial relation-
ships.

No relationship with Indians or Coloureds b 29
Relationship with Coloureds only. 7
Relationship with Indians only. 6
Relationship with Indians and Coloureds. 18

TOTAL: 60

From Table XXIV we sce that more than half the sample
are friendly with at least one non-White resident in the
neighbourhood.

There was a marked similarity between individual
attitudes to Indians and attitudes to Coloureds. In four
fifths of all casecs people>were consistent in attitude to

the idea of association with non-Whites, regardless of

1. Whites who associate with Indians know an average of
1.5 Indians each. Whites who associate with Coloureds
know an average of 2.4 Colourcds cach.
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whether the non-White was Indian or Coloured. In almost
half of all instances Whites were favourable, regardless of
group; 1in slightly less than one third they were unfavour-
able, recgardless of group. The remaining fifth had specific
and distinct attitudes to friendliness with Indians or
Coloureds, accepting the one group, rejecting the other.
Nevertheless Coloureds emerged as consistently more accep-
table to Whites than Indians. What factors contribute to
the greater acceptability of Coloureds in the neighbourhood?
Income and socio-economic status would appear to have
little relevance. Broadly speaking the Coloureds are the
pbbrest of thc three neighbourhood groups, living in the
worst houses, and having the lowest standard of education
and working in the least skilled occupations. The cultural
similarity of Whites and Colourcds presents itself as a
possible factor. Whites and Coloureds share common
languages, o common religion and a common background of
ideas and valucs. They share a common pattern of daily
living:; they cook in the same way, eat thc same sort of
food, dress in the same way. One White woman saids:s "It's
not so bad to mix with Coloureds becausc they're more like
us." The rimilarity goes beyond these cultural factors.to
physical factors. Therc is the awareness of a common
racial ancestry of Whites and Coloureds, a factor which in
South Africa may carry considerable emotional importance.
In some features Indians may resemble Whites more closely
than Coloureds do; buf the physical similaritieé of Indians
are offset by the ideas of their different racial origin,
and an awarcncss of a cultural difference which, at least

superficially, is greater than any cultural similarity.
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And, paradoxically, in Botanic Gardens, the high standard
of education and professional status which many Indians
in the neighbourhood have achieved, may serve to separate
them along yet another dimension, from their White
neighbours.

The importance of racial factors as a nmajor
dcterminant of rclationships between Whites and non-Whites
is underlined by thec relatively high proportion of instances
in which the Coloureds participating in these relationships
with Whites were in fact the Play-Whites. Although Play-
Whitcs constitute less than a third of all Coloureds, they
participated in almost half of all rcported associations
between Whites and Coloureds. It is this group which
' bears the greatest similarity to Whites in appearancc,
through its aspirations, in behaviour and values.

In Table XXIIL, I calculated the ratio of association
for Whitcs with Coloureds as 0.6. If we break down the
Coloured group into two sub-groups, the Play-Whites and the
true Coloureds, and calculate the ratios of each group
scparately, then White rclationships with Play-Whites yield
a high_ratio of .9, indicating practically no discriminationl
while the ratio for darker Coloureds drops to .4, closer to

the Indian ratio of 0.2.

1. A score of 1 in this particular series is still a long
way behind the ratio for relationships with other

Whitcs, which are cited disproportionately often
(a ratio of 1.7).



- 152 -

The attitudes of Coloureds to the interrace neighbour-
hood and to White and Indian neighbours is of particular
intercst in providing information about the direction in
which the Coloureds identify in thc neighbourhood, whether
with Whites or non-Whitcs, and whether such identification
is related to the skin colour and 'race status' of the
particular Coloureds, i.e. whether therc are any differences
in attitudes or behaviour between darker-skinned "non-White"
Colouredszand lighter-skinned "play-White" Coloureds.

The Coloured group is the most overcrowded of the
three neighbhourhood groups.l There arc fcwer dwellings
occupied by Coloureds than any other group. They are not
concentrated into any particular street or scgment of the
ncighbourhood; but arc scattered thinly =% random through-
out thc arca.

In Table XXV Colourcd residents havc been given scores

to measure their proximity te the threce neighbourhood groups.

TABLE XXV

Proximity scorecs of the Colourads to the three race
groups in the neighbourhood.

Racial CGroup .Average proximity score
Whitcs. 2.52
Indians. o 1.91
Colourcds. 1.43

Thus we see thwt Coloureds have v greater number of

White neighbours than they have Coloured or Indian neighbourse

1. Coloureds have an average of 7.8 pcople per_@welling,
compared with 4.2 for Whites and ».6 for Indians.
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Furthec rmore, theyv live further from Coloureds than from anj
other group. This is thce distribution we would expect in
a population in which the largest group is the Whito group,
and the smallest the Coloured group. If relationships were
unaffected by racial factors, we would expect Coloureds to
have more rclatiorsiips with Whites than with any other
group. Not only are Whites the largest group, but they
are the group living closest to Coloureds.

Interviews conducted with a samplc of 27 Colourcds
snowed, howecver, that racial factors arc operative, that
in spite of their location, Coloureds have morc contact
with Coloureds than with either other group. Whites whose
size and proximity to Coloureds should have increased their
likelihood of friendliness with Coloureds, have a ratio of
only 0.62. Coloureds clcarly avoid both Whites and Indians.
The reason for this avoidance cannot be one of location,
since both Whites and Indians are relatively cloeger to

Colourcds than the Colourcds themsclves are.

TABLE XXVI

Ratios showing the deviation of the real distribution
from the expected distribution of the relationships
of Colourcds.

Whites pColoureds{ Indians Total

(1) Pcrcentage population.| 48.9% 19.5% 31 .5% 100%
(The expected distri-
bution).

(2) Percentage of rela-
tionships occurring

in cach group. 30.2% 48.1% 21.7% L00%
(The real distribu- ’ % 0%
tion).

. (2
Ratio TT% 0.62 0.69 2.45 1
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Did the attitudes of Coloureds corroborate this ethnxﬁ-
centric preference? Was the apparent avoidance of non-
Coloured groups deliberate policy, initiated by Coloureds,
or was this racizl pattern forced on Coloureds by other
groups? At the beginning of this Chapter we mentioned the
problem of identification of Colourcds in tho neighbourhood,
whether with White or non-White. What can we learn of this
problem from a comperison of their attitudes to Whites and
Indians?

Coloureds have widcly differing improssions of their
White neighbours. A third described them as "friendly",
"casy to get to know", "pleasant" people. It is interesting
that all save two of the Coloured sarple described Whites in
behavioural terms, in terms of association, of friendliness
or unfricndlincss. This contrasts sharply with the manner
in which Wnites described their non-White neighbours. This
difference would sccm to reflect the roles =and attitudes of
the two groups; the VWhites do not think in tcrms of associa-~
tion with non-Whites, but the Coloureds think constantly in
terms of their acceptability as mcasured by friendliness
of Whites.

Nearly all Colourcds favoured friendliness and contact
with White neighbours. A certain prestige was attached to
intimaéy with Whites. Many Coloureds said that their
families "would be very pleascd" and "would think it was
very nice" if they became friendly with Whites. The basis
for this prestige was scorastl by one young man who
disepproved fricndliness with Whites as a method of "social
climbing". Some peopl:z werc reticent to take the initiative.

"Tt would bc alright if they madc the first move." Howcver,
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the bchaviour is not without inherent dangers. TIt's
alright as long as you don't try to get above yourself."
Nearly all of the samplc do, moreover, perccive the rest
of their Colourcd neighbours as slightly less in favour
of the notion of such friendliness than they themselves
are.

Coloured descripticns of Iatians were also primarily
bchavioural, always favourable, somctimes envious,
referring to the "lovely homcs", tne wealth, good education
and "high class" of Indian ncighbours. There was an
intercsting difference between the concepts of a "good"
White neighbour and a "good" Indian neighbour. While
Whites werc praiscd for their friendliness, and criticised
for their reticcrce, Indians were praised for their
unobtrusive and rctiring manner. Thus it was said,

"They never worry us," "They're not the kind to force any
unwanted centact on you", and "They're very qﬁiet". Two
critical comments on the behaviour of Indians both depicted
them as over-familiar, and over-friendly. One informant
said: "Sometimes they're 2 bit toc forward. They'1ll
whistle at my wife; they don't know where to stop". The
other said "Thcy'll take advantage of you if you're too
nice to them". Therc was complete unaninity that the
Indians of the neighbourhood were far better in every way
than Indians usually are. Therc was a general feeling
that "other Indians" were not the kind of people one wished
to get to know.

On the basis of their statencnts about Indians,

Coloureds can be divided into two groups:
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(a) those who regarded friendliness with Indians
as acceptable, and participated freely in
such behaviour. (12 instances).

(b) those who had reservations of onc sort or
another about such friendliness. (10 instances).

In addition there was a small group of five pcople, who had
very little pcrsonal contact witﬁ Indians but who attributed
this to Indian unfriendliness and reserve.
| Those who arc friendly with Indians rcgard this as
normal and acceptable within the neighbourhood. They made
such corments as: "I'm a neighbour to everybody. All
colours are welcome in my house. Because I'm a Coloured
mosﬁ of my friends are Indians"; "“All the Coloureds are
friendiy with indians. My closcst friend is an Indian";
"Wo'ré very closc to indians, we see them as ourselves'.
The ten people in the sccond group, explained their
personal ressrvations about friendship with Indians in
this way: "To stop and talk or to visit when sick, that
is just civility. PEut it shouldn't be a habit. A person
rmust choosc his friends"; "It's alright to be friendly
with Indians as long as you don't actually 'go around'
with them, like to thc cinema' . An attractive lo year
old girl said "Indians are too ready to become intimate.
If you give them the tip of your nail, thcy take the whole
hand". A light-skinned woman said: "I'm a naturally
friendly person but you can't dc friendly in this néigh-
bourhood: it's all Indians and you can't nix up with them."
Very simply the two groups are, first, those Coloureds
who fcel themsclves to be "non-Whitcs" and a part of a
larger "non-¥White" group, and secondly, those who foel

themselves to be separate from other non-Whites. This
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latter group included both very dark-skinned Coloureds and
light-skinned Coloureds with aspirations to assimilate
with Whites.

Race and colour consciousness was rcflccted constantly
in cormcnts of Colourcds. As members of the minority
group in theé ncighbourhood, and morcover, a ninority
sandwichcd as it werce between White and non-White, they
find it difficult to put aside thoughts of race. Thus,
in describing and evaluating Botanic Gardens as an arca
in which to livc, morc than holf the Coloureds made mention
of their c¢xpericnce of colour discrimination and the colour
bar within thc neighbourhood. Somctimcs this was at an
iﬁpersonal level, the thrcat of the Group Arces Act, the
tcolour bar', and thc lack of rccrcational facilities for
Colourcd childrcn who arc prohibited from playing on the
fields of the White government school. The criticism by
Coloureds of the local bus scrvice probably implied a
further rcference to colour discrimination. In contrast
z grcat many Whites describecd the close proximity to a good
bus service as one of the arca's chief advantages. Some -
times Coloureds rcferrcd to personal expcriences of racial
discrimination. Onc woman said: "There is a constant
nisunderstanding between Whitesand Colourcds'.

The racial hoterogenaity’of the arca is at the same

time perccived as an assct. "It givcs you a chance to mix
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with Whites", said onc. "You have an opportunity to
improve yourself in a mixcd arca", said another; and,
"In a mixed area likc this you gct an exchange of ideas".
While only two peoplc cxprcsscd a positive dislike of the
arca, a third would like to movc, given the opportunity.

Table XXVI' summariscd thc amount of association
between Coloureds and other groups. In terms of shcer
numbers, Colourcds know fcwer Indians than thcy do Whites.
Zut if we take irto consideration thc size of the Indian
group, which is smaller than the White group, then Coloureds
know proportionately rcre Indians than we would expect,
other things being cqual. The ratio of association with
Indiens is 0.69 as comparcd with 0.62 for Whites (where 1
represents no apparcnt racial bias in selection). This
very slight over-selection of Indians as against Whites
becomes more pronounced when we consider that Coloureds
live further from Indians than from Whites. The mean
proximity score fcr Whites is 1.91, for Indians 2.52.

The actual nuaber of relationships with Indians mzy, of
course, have becn higher than reported. Because interviews
with Coloureds werc conducted by White ficldworkers, there
is the possibility of an emotional impctus to recollect
clearly'relationships with Whites and to forget casual
rclationships with Indians.

Moving beyond thesec gross scorcs to & more refined
sxaminatior of the nature of relationships which Coloureds
have with Indizns and Whites, it becomes apparent that
relationships with Indisns were of 2 morc intimatc nature
than relationshins with Whitcs. In Table XXVII I have

broken down thcse relationships into thrce categorics of
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intimacy, by the criteria of visiting, helping and greeting.

TABLE XXVITJ

The comparative intimacy of the relationships of
Coloureds with the thrce neighbourhood groups.

Total No. of

Deegrce of Intimacy

Group {RelationchipsiVisiting{HelpingiGreeting Total
Colourcds. 126 43% 9% 48% 100%
Indians. 57 38% 16% 46% 100%
Whites. 79 24% 19% 5% 100%

TOTAL: 262 36% 14% 50% L00%

Thus 38% of all relationships with Indians permit
visiting,. compared with 24% for Whites. There are both
a greater number and also a grcater proportion of intimate
rclations with Indians, over and against Whites. Less
intimatc behaviour, such as grecting, predominates in
rclationships with Whites. As many as 57% of all the
associations with Whites arc at thc distant, casual level
of greeting. The comparative figure for Indians is 46%.

If we brecak down the total of 57 rclationships which
Colourcds reported with Indians, we find thec sample of 27
Coloureds once again divided into two groups. The first
group (12) had very little contact with Indians. Nobody in
this group kncw more than 1 Indian, and between them they
know only 11 Indians. The sccond group (14) had a very
high rate of association with Indians: between them they
knew 46 Indians. There was a tendency for Coloureds in
the first group to have a lower rate of association with all
groups. Thcy had a mean gross ascsociation score of 8.3

per person, comparcd withh 2 =score of 11 for those in the
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second group. Two distinct patterns cmerge once againg

identification is either clcarly with noa-Whites, or it is not.
In Table XXVIII, I havc calculated & ratio to ¢xpress

the differcnce in inti 7y botwe C i i i

G ffercnce in intimacy botween rclationships with

Indians, and the standards for all Coloured rclationships.

Insofar as thc rasio is less than 1 for any activity it

indicates a lack of that acbtivity; insofar as it is

grcater than 1 it indicates overactivity.

TABLE XXVIJI

The Comparative Intimacy of Relationships between
Colourcds and Indians with the Averagce Standards
for Relationships of Coloureds.

Degrce of Intfﬁacv
VisitingblHelpingiGreeting Total

(1) Distribution of Colour-
¢d relationships with
Indians. 38% 16% 46% 100%

(2) Proportional distribu-
ticn of Colourcd re-
laticnships with all
groups. 36% 14% 50% 100%

1

Ratio 5 1.05 1.19 0.91 1

The ratios of 1.05 and 1.19 for visiting and helping
behaviour respectively indicate thav amongst relationships
petwecen Coloureds and Indians this behaviour occurs slightly
more frequently than we would cxpect. It is, howecver, nmore
interesting to sce how very little thesc ratios differ from
the cxpected figurc of 1. Relations with Indians would
secem to occupy 2n intermediate position, with Coloureds
being particularly intimate armongst themselves, and rost

distant from Whitcs.
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Very fcw of the Coloured sample perceived the rclations
betwecn Colourcds and ecither of the other two neighbourhood
groups as unfriendly. Five said relations with Indians
were bad, apportioning the blanme for this on the Col}oureds
themsclves:; onc said that rclations with Whites werec bad,
blaning the Whites. "mese percepticns of the state of
rolations of Colourcds with Indians and Whitcs, are

surmariscd in Table XXIX.

TABLE XXIX

Coloured estimates of the degrec of friendliness
of the Coloured group with Indians and Whites.

Number of Coloureds estimating
reclationships ass

| Poor and Waxrm and Neutral and
! Unfriendly  Friendly Reserved
Wnites™ 1 11 13

indians 5 11 11

£ Two people gave no estimatc in respect of Whites.

Some of the pcoplc who described rclations with Indians
as rcserved, believed that this rescrve came from the
Indians, whom they described as clannish, "finding a
pleasure in themselves”; "they think they're better than
us"; “snobbish". But the majority thought that it was
the Coloureds who were cold and reserved towards the Indians,
who would havc responded warmly had they been invitéd to.
The majority of people who described relations between
Coloureds and Whites as rescrved, said that the reservations
were nade by the Whites, that Coloureds were prepared and
willing to associate freely with Whites. Coloureds

describe a position in which rclations bcetwoon Indians and
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Coloureds are inhibited primarily by Coloured attitudes;
relations between Whites and Coioufeds are inhibited
primariiy by White attitudes. |

In Table XXX the intimacy of relations between Whites
and Coloureds is compared with the standards for ali |

relationships of Coloureds.

TABLE XXX

Comparison of the intimacy of relationships between
Coloureds and Indians, an8 the average standards
for relationships of Coloureds.

Degrce of Intimacy

tVisiting:Helping:Greeting: Total

(1) Distribution of

Coloured relationships

with Whites, 24% 19% 57% 100%
(2) Distribution of .

- Coloured relationships :
with all groups. 36 % 14% 50% 100%
Ratio -t 0.67 1.2 1.32 1

Taking into account that the average standards of
intimacy of relationships of Coloureds include relationships
-~ with the White group, we see that there is a clear difference
in the kind of behaviour betweén Coloureds and Whites, and
between Coloureds and non-Whites.,

The main features of this difference are first, the
high proportion of instances in which relationships with
Whites are of the kind in which there is helping. This is
substantiated when we consider that although Whites partici-
pate in only a third of all Coloureds' relationships, they
participate in 42.9% of those relationships in which there
is helping without visiting. The second feature is the

comparatively low proportion of instances in which there
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is visiting betwccn Whites and Coloureds; only 20% of all
the Colourcas' visiting reclationships arc with White neigh-
bours though Whitcs are almost half the population.
Colourcd statcrents concerning friendliness with White
neighbours indicated the widely felt prosence of various
deterrents to th: crcation of intirate relationships.
These werc, in order of frequency:-
1. Hazards to Colourcds:
(a) Uncertainty of prevailing White mores;
fear of destroying existing goodwill
through ovcr-intinacys

(b) Uncertainty of responsc; fear to take
initiative, fearing rcbuff.

2. White attitudes which discourage friendship.

3., Pre-knowledgc of the limitations which will be
placed on the rclationship, through prcvailing
MOres.

4, Bittcrness to Whites.

Colourcd group loyalty.

(&)}
L]

1, Hazards to Colourcds: (o) fear of destroving goodwill:

This hazard arises out of a2 lack of familiarity by
Coloureds with the attitudoes of Whitcs, and a mistrust of
accepting Whitce attitudes at thecir apparent face value,
particularly when these cncourage intimacy. This attitude
of mistrust on the part of thc local Coloureds was particu-
larly intcresting in that it led to a rocjection of a number
of Whitc invitations to greatcr intimacy, and this in spite
of the fact that thesc invitations werc one of the much-
desired goals of thc Coloured group. The rejcction was in
fact largely because the intimacy with Whites was so
desired as a goal. It was felt that White/Coloured

relations werc gencrally a little too precarious to weather
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thce potential hazards which intimate mixing might involve.
This fear to become intimatc was cxpressed by many
people who said such things as, "When I go to their house
I never have tca even when they ask me. I never sit down.
You don't likc them to think that you don't know your
place". Another said: "If you visit Whites they wouldn't
think so good of you. They'd think you were trying to get
above yourself". A Coloured housewifc saids "I call
them Mam;  they like to know that you know there's a
difference between you", and enothcr said, "Ore tried to
borrow but I discoufaged that. You don't want to get too

intimate".

(b) Feér to take initiatives

There was a constant repetition of thc idea that it
was best to lcave thc initiative in creating and sustaining
relationships entirely to the Whitcs. A housewife said:
"The White people we speak to are the oncs who spoke first;
it's q question of colour; you don't want to push in.
You don't know whether they'd snub you." Another said:
"We had to wait and thcn reciprocate'. One woman reflected
this policy of passivity in- the way she brought up her
children. She restricted her children's pléy entirely to

the yard, saying, "I don't want them to be forced on other

pecople".

2, Pre-knowledge of the.limitations:

There was a strong feeling that relationships with
Whites werc doomed to remain constantly at a very superficial
level because of the opposition of White norms to intimacy
beyond a certain casual level. This was cxpressed particu-

larly by young Coloured boys, who failed to accept
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philosophically the discrimination agoinst them because of
their colour, and who were usually close cnough in time to
the interracial intimacy of childhood to resent the barrier
at adulthcod.

One said, "Yecu krow =ll the timc that when you grow
up you will grow apart. It's a rcciprocal thing, part of
the colour bar". Another suid, "When I played with them
I always tho ught of them as Whitc children. I knew I
couldn't go places wherc thcy went'.

A Colourcd housewif: said: "Mrs. S . (White) would
stay and talk comfortably but shc is afraid of what others
would say". And again, "The children come to the house
if it's a special occasion, but they sneak in. Once

inside they'trc quite comfcrtable.”

3. Excessivc group consciousness:

Comments in this category werc very group-centred.
They were madc by people who perccived the Whites and
Colcureds as belonging to two divergent and irreconcilable
camps, betwecn whom therc nust sooner or latcr, develop
open conflict.

The comments, though rare, are intcresting. One boy
séid, "Many Colcurcd peoplc kcep off friendships with
Whites because they know they may have to bresk off these
friendships socon. They kncw thot therc is trouble coming
and that they will be on the other side". Another said:
"When I just sec a White man I often feel a bitterness I
just cannot control”. If we consider this small group of
7 Colourecds whe know no rmore than onc White family in the

neighbourhood, we¢ obscrve that they have a generally low
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level of association with pcople of 2ll races in the area,
with an avecrage association score per pcrson of only 7.4 of
which Indians arec a relatively smaller proportion than
Coloureds. There is no correlation between proximity to
Whites and the number of Wnites known. This group of
Coloureds who know onc or no Whites is exactly average in

terms of proximity to Whites.

4, Discouraging White Attitumdes:

Coloureds comment constantly on the manner in which
Whites discourage contact with them. A young Coloured
adolescent says: "You dom't get any verbal insults; 1t's
just the way they look at you". Coloured housewives say,
"Barrier is their way of life", "Nonc of the Whites are
hasty to speak to you", and "Whites round here are a bit
snobbish". The overall impression from this type of
comment is of a group of Whites whosc policy is to keep
interaction at a nminimunm.

A number of Coloureds voluntecred statements of their
personal preferences for Whites or Indians. There was no
agreement amongst them in evaluating White and fndian
neighbours. Four pecople said that there was no difference
between Whitcs and Indians. They were people who had no
particular wish to associate with either group; "The
Indians are like the Whites; I'm not in the habit of
getting too friendly with either of ther". Another four
people expresscd pcrsonal preferencc for Whites. Each
of these four indicated or inplied that they were following
majority opinions in this matter. One such remark was

"It's always right in principle to visit & White, even



- 167 -

though in practicec you nay not visit any more Whites than
you do Indians". And a young boy exprcssed his family's
attitudes when he said, "My mother likes me to mix with
Europeans. Shc wouldn't have Indians in the housc. = She
wishes 1 wes = Buropean".

Two people cxpressed a preference for Indians: "I'd
rather visit the Indizns than the White rubbish up the
rcad", and "Indian children are better breught up. You'd
rather let your kids mix with then. Whites arc taught to
grab everything". Three others comented on the warm
friendly attitudes of Indians as compared $o the cold and
unfriendly attitudcs cf Whites.

One feature of thc comparison of the intimacy of
rclationships of Coloureds with Indians and with Whites,
dcserves comment. This is the rolc of helping as a neigh-
bourly activity. Helping cmerges clearly as the acceptable
form of behaviour betweecn neighbours of different groups.
Between nceighbours of the samc group, that is, between
Coloureds and Colourcds, it was rarc, occurring in only 7%
of all Coloureds' relations with other Coloureds. By
corparison it occurred in 20% of all Coloureds' relations
with Whites, and in 16% of Coloureds' relations with Indians.

It secms likely that Coloureds might have helped each
other morc than was indicated by these figures, but that
this helping was a minor, casual part of morec intimate
relatiorns between Coloureds, and thercforc was not mentioned.
Alternatively Coloureds might have felt that helping was
not nccessary between Coloureds, while with Whites and
Indians it scrved the function of integrating the Coloureds

into the omnmunity, thercby giving then greater sccurity.
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Coloureds might have been rcluctant to establish helping
relations with othcr Colourcds becausc they knew them too
intinatcly, thereby incurring the risk of gossip, which
would bc lcss harnful and less potent amongst non-Coloureds., .

If we group Colourcd rclations with Coloureds and
Indians into onc catcgory, ncr-White, and compare Colourcd
relations with non-Whitcs with their relationshipswith
Whites, we sec clear differcrccs between the two sets of
relationships., Relations with non-Whites arc very much
nmore intimate: 40% of thesc rclationships involve visiting,
as comparcd to lcss than a quarter of the relations with
Whites.,

Similarly while less than half of the relations with
non-Whites are concerned solely with casual greeting, this
is the chicf bchaviour with more than two thirds of the
Whites who associatc with Coloureds. The picture which
Colourcds give us of the relations between themselves and
Whites is one in which most Colourcds would likc to be
friendly with Whites, but are constrained by what they
believe to be White attitudes of reticence or hostility.
Those relationships which do develop between Colourcds and
Whites are similarly affected by the percecived reluctance

of Whites.

Within thc sample of 27 Coloureds interviewed, 5 are
play-Whites. The figures for conparing this group of
play-Whites with the other Colourcds are necessarily very
small and of spurious validity. But they do indicate thc
aspirations of fhis group to assinmilation and identification

with Whitcs.
" In Table XXXIthe dark Colourcds and the pigy- whites have
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boen compared on the basis of their relationships with

diffcrent groups in the neighbourhood.

TABLE XXX1I

Corparison of thc interracc relations of play-whites

and dark-skinned Colourcds,

in terms of the average

nunmbcr of pcrsons known in e¢ach racce group.

Avcrage Number

Average Number

Average Number

known to known to known to
_play-Whitcs tother ColouredsiTotal Colourcds
Whitcs 4.7 2.8 3ea
Indians 2.5 2.8 2.7
Play-Whites 3.3 1.1 1.7
Other Colourcds 2.3 4,4 3.9

From this Tablc we sec that passers know more Whites

and play-Whites, less Indians, and very few other Coloureds.

The avoidonce of Colcureds is intcresting, a possible

reflection of a fcar of identification with Colourcds, a

danger which docs not occur in the sasne way with Indians,

although to associatc with Indians is to run the risk of

being identificd with thc broader non-White group.
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CHAPTER VIII

REV I.E W!

The particular interest of this study is to éssess
the effect upon the development of social relations in a
racially mixed neighbourhood, of those conditions which
are present in the South African context but absent from
the American context.

I have already discussed some of these conditions
in Chapter I. Official attitudes towards interracial
association are not simply passively disapproving, but
actively hostile. One of the consequences of the exten-
sive legislation against potentially intimate contact between
White and non-VWhite, is a widesprcad belief amongst
ordinary Whites in the illegality of any friendly contact
with non-Whites, even where there is no legislation
specifically prohibiting such contact. The official
attigudés react with public opinion and a strong social
disapproval of interrace friendliness develops, so that the
fact of living in the same street as non-Whites can produce
guilt and anxiety amongst Wnites, in spite of the fact that,
in Botanic Gardens, the interracial character of the neigh-
bourhood is the direct result of official governmental
intervention. I have discussed the pervasive and
decisive nature of race-group membership in South Africa
which makes untenable the assumption that contact between
neighbours of different races can, ipso facto, be considered
equal status contact.

The.roles of housewives in South Africa differ from

those of housewives in other varts of the world because of
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the universal employment by Whites of domestic servants.
This has implications for'the relations between neighbours
in terms of dependence and self-reliance. It also has
practical consequences for neighbours in terms of the
contact between then. Servants are sent as a go-between
where in the normal course of events some family member
would be sent.

The strong central government.in South Africa,
empowered by an all-White electorate, is concerned with
furthering the interests of Whites. Consultation with
non-Whites is of an advisory nature, and the government
invariably declares that the interests of both sect ions
are best served by those policies which are most favoured
by the White electorate. The two aspects of government
which here concern us are, first, the very considerable
power which it wields, and secondly, that this power rests
entirely on the mandate of the Whites. Thus in South
Africa, at the whim of Whites, non-Whites are to be forced
to vacate and sell to Whites properties which their families
have owned and occupicd for generations. In Chapter I, I
described how racial competition for land in Botanic Gardens
has been lifted from the hands of individual property-
seckers, and has become thc concern of power groups. The
strong feeling prevalent amongst Whites that they can
safely rely upon the governmcnt to safegdard their interests
is based on a rcalistic perception. It has not, for
instance, becomc nccessary in South Africa for individual
Whites to resort to violence and arson in order tc e¢ffect

the removal of non-White neighbours, as it sanetimes has

in Amcrica.
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A final factor to be considered is the broad and yet
basic one of the structure of South African society. In
terms of interests, Scuth Africa may be divided into two
conflicting sections, representing the interests of
numerically small y.t pclitically powerful Whites, on the
onc hand, and non-Whitcs on the other. I here describe
the relations between Whites and non-Whites as "conflicting"
on the basis of Barnard's definition;

"Conflict arises when there are incompatible or
mutually exclusive goals or aims or values e¢spoused
by human beings. Both may be desirable; but both
cannot be pursued simultancously. If one is
selected, it is at the expense of the other ...

The problem of minority groups, so viewed, is not

one of 'prejudice" but one of mutually exclusive

values espoused by human groups; if one group wins
its valucs, another loses those it espouses.”
For, in terms of basic structure, the goals of the White
and non-White group are incompatible. If Whites attain
their group goal of White power supremacy, the non-Whites
must necessarily be frustrated in the attainment of their
zoel, 2 mininum demand for participation as equals with

Whitos.l Similarly for non-Whites to succeed implies the

inevitable failure of Whites. Conflict as thus defined by

x J. Barnard, The sociological study of conrlict from

The nature of conflict: Studies on the sociological
aspects of international tensions: (UNESCO 1G57),
p. 38.

1. Group relations at this nationzl lovel are power
relations. I have, therefore, taken White government
volicy as the proper expression of White group goals.,
Non-Whites have no parallel means of policital
expression. The two largest African political
movements, the African National Congress and the Pan
African Congress (both banned in April, 1960), aim
ot a total participation in Government by non-Whites.
It is therefore a conservative ¢cstimate that thc none
White political partics have as their goal, a minimum
demand for respect as equals with Whites.
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Barnard may or may not be accompanied by hostility or
violence. It is, howcver, clear from the manner in which
the government empowered itself to implement the Group Areas
Actl that it was insulating the White group from any
violence which might erupt from the existing conflict
between Wh;te and non-White.2

Given these conditions of South African society, what
happens whan Indians, Whites and Colourcds share a common
neighbourhood? In Chapter I I posed three questions which
were concerncd with the possible processes in such an
interracial neighbourhood in South Africa. The first
gquestion was concerned with whether the proximity of
neighbours would lcad to contact between them, or whether
there would be a deliberatec avoidance of contact.

There was some ecvidence of deliberate avoidance of
contact between neighbours. There were the instances
where people had erected high walls and prohibitive fences

between their property end that of non-White neighbours.

In similar mood a White femily who came to live in the

1. Provisions are mades for providing border strips
between the arcas of one group and another. At one
time it was laid down that the width of these zones
must be carcfully controlled, differing in accordance
with the race of the group to be insulated. Thus an
African areca hed to be insulated from a National road
by a zone of at least 500 yards. This regulation is
no longer in force.

2. When these provisions were first made known 1t was
quickly pointed out by observant critics that the
border strips, and indeed the whole plan for group
areas, were strongly suggestive of a preparaplon for
military manoeuvres with border strips enabling one
very rapidly to surround a non-White area. This
observation was substantiated during the State of
Emergency in 1960, when African locations in Cape Town
were eoffectively surrounded, and kept under closc
military guard for a number of weeks.
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neighbourhood during the ficld-work period, and who moved
into a house immediately adjacent to Indians, kept the
blinds closed at those windows which faced the Indian
property, in spite of the fact that they were quite distant
from the Indian house, and that there were a number of
trecs and shruvs in the intervening garden. On a number
of instences White parents confined their children to their
own gardens, explicitly in order to prevent them from
playing with non-White children in the neighbourhood.
Indians quite frequently avoided ccntact with neighbours,
but this was often an attempt to conform to what they felt
to be the wisn of White neighbours, rather than an
expression of personal attitudes.

The opportunity for contact between Whites and non-
Whites were to an cxtent reduced by the location of the
segregated transport routes. The municipal bus route,
catering for all races, but giving markedly preferesntial
treatment to Whites, runs along Botanic Gardcns Road, the
upper boundary of the neighbourhood, while the non-White
bus termini for both municipal and privately owned buses
are at the lower end of Mansfield Road. This fact, coupled
with thc general pattern of racial distribution in the
neighbourhood, Whites predominant in higher areas, non-Whites
predominant in the lower arcas, wmcant that the likelihood of
Whites passing non-White houses, and non-Whites passing
White hcuses, in the course of entering or leaving the
neighbourhood, was greatly reduced.

Aside from these factors therc was a general feeling
that some contact between races in the neighbourhood was

inevitable. The effort involved in avoiding contact
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became too great, relative to the rewards. The relationship
between this contact and proximity was clearly demonstrated
throughout the study, both in the volume c¢f contact reported
by Whites living close to non-Whites, and in their explana-
tions of the process of development of relationships with
non-Whites.

The second question was whether contact between neigh-~
bours would lced to the development of friendly relations,
or whether there were factors operating tc inhibit this
development., The data clearly show that friendly
relations do result from this contact. Cnly very rarely
did pcople in contact with one another choose deliberately
to ignore one another, and thcre was a widespread belief
that e certain minimal friendliness between neighbours was
essential, Contact leads to interaction and interaction
leazds to friendliness. But any spiralling of this sequence
is inhibited by various pressures which arise to limit
friendliness between White and non-White.

In the date we saw something of this process of
inhibition, which is a response to the strict norms for
scgregation in the community, strongly reinforced at an
official level and implicit in the total organisation of
all aspects of daily life. The process is most clearly
demonstrated in the changing attitudes.and behaviour of
children in Botanic Gardens, as they move through adoles~
cence to adulthood.

Interracial play was extremely common amongst many
children in the neighbourhood. Children were constantly
observed in multi-racial groups, in the streets, in gardens

and in vacant spaces around the neighbourhood. On one
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occasion they were observed at an Indian child's party,
which was attended by Indizn, White and Coloured children
alike. Children themselves rcported "knowing" and "being
friends with" other children of all races in the neighbour-
nood. Even the White parents spoke freely, though
frequently in disapproval, of this aspect of living in the
ncighbourhood. This disapproval of psrents was rooted in
an anxiety that children would lose their sense of racial
identification, and would grow up to deviate from acceptable
South African practices. This anxiety was particularly
acute where sexuzl morcs were involved. It was felt to be
particularly bad that Vhite girls should play with Indian
and Coloured boys. Some parents with young daughters
spoke of the neccssity of leaving the neighbourhood when
their children reached thc age of wanting to play with
other children. One parent, who had resorted to confining
her two girls to their own gardcen said, "If they'rc good
enough to play with now, they're good enough to marry
later." She reported with horror, and a certain excitement,
seeing a young White girl kissing a young Indian boy in a
neighbouring garden. Another mother said, "It's not so
bad for a boy but a girl will think she can marry them."
The statements of a mother of four boys, reflect very
clearly the dilemmas facing White parents in the area, and
the resolution of thesc dillemmas by one parent. At the
“time of the interview her two eldest sons were married,
living away from home, and her two yocunger sons were at
home, just approaching adolesccnce. These younger boys
mixed freely with all the children of the immediate neigh-

bourhood, and daily kept company with Indian and Coloured
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children. The mother said there were often as many as
fifteen children in her yard, "Colourcds, Coolies and
Europcans". She didn't think there was an Indian house
in the necighbourhood that her boys hadn't been into.

She said she didn't know what she would have done, had

she been the mother of girls. But, she added, shc thought
this was quite good for her boys. "If the kids mix they
find out what's good and what's bad. They find out for
themselves without you telling them." This woman's
experience with her two elder sons had given her confidence
that thc pressures to conformity with White group opinion
werc strong enough to cnsure adult conformity, regardless
of childhood expericnce. She continued, "My older sons
used to mix with Indians. Now they gree’ each other, but
they den't gad about togethcr. They've all got their own
friends outside the neighbourhood. They're civil to each
other, but that's wherc it ends.” In spite of this
relaxed acceptance of interracial play by her young sons,
this mothar did not alweys encouragc this behaviour.

Wnen her boys were invited to 2 party given by an Indian
child of the neighbourhood, she sent thecm to deliver, by
hand, a politc refusal, (written by herself) explaining
that they would be busy with homework on that particular
Sunday afternoon. As children grow older, their interest
in neighbourhood play groups declines. This declining
intercst is as inevitablc as the active paticipation was in
garlier years. Ir Botanic Gardens, as the interest moves
outwards, it moves into a segregated wider community.
Children spend less timc playing gemes with each other,

more time in cincmas, and in outside recrcation. Sport,
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hitherto a spontaneous activity, often on a neighbourhood
basi s, becomes regulated as part of a school curriculum.
The growings sexual interests of adolescents exert
social pressure on them to scck friends amongst their own
racial group. Onc ycung man said he regretted playing
with Indians when he was a child because now "they" all
¥new him and talked to him in the strect. He was worried
that "One day I may be walking in the seirzect with a girl
and an Indians savs Hullo tome and the girl will think -
what kind of a person am I to know Coolies." Young Indian
and Coloured informants, who had grown up in .the neighbour-
hood filled ovut this picture of decreasing participation.
"At first he still stopped to talk to me, but nowadays we
just grect." "We didn't draw away from cach other, he
drew away from ne. I roticed it when he startcd to work."
Theso changing attitudes and behaviour of children
as thcy epproach waturity provide a sort of slow motion
picturc of the process of inhibition of fricndlincss
between White and non-White ncighbours. Against aly
the factors which would stimulate fricendliness between
ncighbours, is the constant pressure from the norms of the
wider community, to kecp friendliness at a minimum. The
behaviouvur of all is self-intcrestcd. Whites want the
codperation of their good, useful non-White neighbours,
but they also want a place in their White world. Indians
and Colcoureds depend to a certain cxtent on their White
neighbours for security. Whites are politically powerful,
and mizht be able to effect the removal of non-Whites from
the neighbourhood. This passivc coGperation of Indian

neighbours had cnly onc notable exception, the Indian family
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who behaved with undisguised hostility to Whites might
have been reacting to a hardening peolitical situation.

The third quecstion was concerncd with whether friendly
relations betweecn neighbours of diffcrent races would lead
to a breakdown of raciel prejudices, and the dcvelopment
of favourable attitudes. The data yiclded nc simple
answer to this question. No scales of social distance,
or other quantitative measures of racial attitude wecre
used in the collection of dat=z. Kacial attitudes were
assessed on the basis of descriptiens of other racial
groups, and of answers to a number of issues; on the basis
of spontancous comments about other racial groups, and on
the besis of behaviour.

The question can be partially answered by a comparison
of the attitudes of Whites implicit in descriptions of local
non-Whites, and descriptions of non-Whites generally.

There was a marked discrepancy in images of the two; 1local
non-Whites, whether Coloureds or Indians, are invariably

more pleasant, "better" in cvery way. The broader non-White
communities are invariably described in exceedingly unfavour-
able terms, often with hostility. This failure to
generalise would indicate that racial prejudices had not

becen abandoned,»that.favourable attitqdes had not develcped
widely. At the same timé some shift in attitude was
implicit in the factAthat a situation was ablé to develop
where at lcast somc non-Whites (namely, non-White neighbours)
were regarded with favour.

A second comparison, between attitudes towards friend-
liness with non-Whitc neighbours, and the actual behaviour

of Whites with non-Whi:ic neighbours, reveals a similar
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discrecpancy. Lttitudes towards friendliness with non-
Whites arc very much more disapproving thon the widespreaa
practicc of such friendliness would have us expect. There
is 2 lag bctwecn bechaviour and attitudes. The practice is
established, but the development of favourable attitudes to
this practice is uncstablished. The point receives
cnphasis from the fact that people constantly described
the attitudes of their neighbours to such practice as even
less approving than their own. They see themsclves as
deviants, their neighbours represent the White cammunity.
In describing their own attitudes as they do they are, so
to speck, admitting minimum guilt.

hccepting that the attitudes of Wnite residents are
not remarkably changed Ly the experience of living in
Botanic Gardens, it may be argued that these attitudes
do nevertheless show an improvement relative to the
attitudes of other Whites, who have not had such an
experience; that the acdeptance of the notion of talking
with, borrowing from, grecting non-White neighbours is in
itself significant. Beforc we can consider this argument
we must consider thc possibility that the Whites living in
Botanic Gardens were a selectecd group, with attitudes which
were morz favourable than those held by most Durban Whites.,
Therc were a number of factors in the situation which made
this possiblc and likely. Wnite residents can be divided
intos

(a) A group of people, home owners, who were living

in t?e arca sinci before the cowring of Indians,

and who remainced in the area, with Iudians.
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(b) Renters who have been liviny ir. the area aince
before the Indians and who have remained in the
arca in spite of the Indians.

(¢) Renters and owners who have come to the area
since the Indians moved in, knowing that although
the number of Indians would not be allowed to
increase, those familics who werc there would
probably remain their neighbours for all time.

It was expected that the arca would always
contain a certain percentage of Indian residents
(there was no talk until the Group Areas Act,

of moving settled Indian families).

(d) People who came to the area after Group Areas
werc mooted in 1950, and who had been told that
the ares would become either Indian or White,
but would not under any circumstances remain
racially mixed. In spite of statements to the
contrary Whites probably cxpectcd that the area
would be proclaimed as a White area. Assurances
to this effect werc reported to have been made by
officials of the City Council in all instances of
,purchase.l Even if, under the Group Areas
proclamation the arca was eventually to become a
White arca the Whitc residents did not expect
that this would happen in their lifetime.

We have then in each category people who came to or

remained in the area, voluntarily, knowing that the area

was racially mixed and believing that there was no immediate

1, After the arca was proclaimed in 1958 as a White area,
White residents said that the decision came as no

surprisc te them.
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prospect that this situation would alter. The only period
of unccrtainty was between 1950 and 1954 when the Group
Arcas Act had becone known, although no arcas were
racommended or proclairmed. From 1954 to 1958, it was
sscumed with greater certainty that the area would become
completely Whitc.

Whites living in the area recpeatedly made three
intcrcsting statemcents concerning their decision to come
and live in Botanic Gardens.

(a) Rentswerevery low.

(b) That they came without knowing that thc area

was also occupied by Indians.

(¢) That they camc on the understanding or the

assurance that the arca was to be declared
for eventual White occupation.

What is interesting is that they came voluntarily
into a racially mixed aresa, disapproving of the idca of
racially mixed ncighbourhcods, but persuaded by economic
pressure and the belief that the arca was destined to
bccome a White arca although not in their lifetime, In
other words, the actual day to day experience of living
with non-Whites did nct disturb thern when they knew that

(a) the arca would not become progressively morc and

meorc non-White, and

(b) that the arca would eventually (though rnot in

any immediate future) beceome an all White neigh-
bourhood. In addition they cxcusedtheir original

migration on L. grounds of their ignoranco of
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the prescnce of Indians.l

It is intcresting to note in this connection that
when the arca first began to "go Indian", there were
fierce gttempts by property owners to prevent any further
selling to Indians. Thesc early propcrty owners felt it
was better to maintain one's property in a racially mixed
ncighbourhood than to losc it as a result of complete
"Indianisation" of thc area, in spite of the fact that
Indians werc offcring the highest prices for properties
at the time. The fact that they already had Indian
neighbours was not sufficient incentive to cause them to
sell.

There would seem to bc some evidence then that the
Whitcs living in Botanic Gardens werce unusually accepting
of their non-White ncighbours. There was also a
surprising degrec of agrcement between Whites and Indians

about maintaining the neighbourhood in its present multi-

1. The following lively report from a White resident
illustrates the way in which the excuse was offered:
mT walkcd in here with my eyes closed. I had put
an advert in the paper to cxchange - (I was in a
lovely place before, a perfect place, all Europeans).
Well this woman phoned me and said could she come
and see my place. So I came to see this place.

And I didn't sec a single Indian in the street, not

a bloody onc of thecn. Oh, shc had somc luck that
day I tell you. So tre first night we moved in my
husband comes to me and says, Why the hell did you
want to live amongst Indians? I said, What do you
mean? Where's Indians? He said, Everywhere.

There arc Indians everywhere. Thc place is overrun
with Indians. Well that was nine years ago and he's
complaining still."
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racial state.1 All Indians thought that this was the
most desirable solution. A large number of Whitcs also
belicved this was a reasonable solution. This attitude
on thc part of many Whites arose, perversely, out of the
problem of what should be done with houses which had been
occupied by Indians. Many Whites expressed horror and
repulsion at the idea that Whites would live in houses
vacatcd by Indians. Some suggested fumigation and
repainting, or a pcriod of "purification" during which
the house would be vacant.2 We have the anomalous
position in which Indians are felt to be so unclean that
i% is better that they persist as neighbours, than that
Whites should live in houscs vacated by them.

Other Whites favoured the maintainance of the arca
as a multi-racial area, because, they said - "you can't
be surc what Whitc rubbish will move in once the Indians
move out", and "There may be Indians next door but they're
better than nore White neighbours!. This stated prefercnce

for Indian necighbours rather than 'White rubbish' suggests

1.

2. Braby's directory of Durban, 1940-44 shows that
therc were in fact, during this period, instances
of occupancy changing from Indian to White hands.
Nobody in the erea recollected this, however.
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that White residents thought that the only Whites who

would be prgpared to meve inte property which had previously
been occupiéd by Indians would be 'White rubbish' - poor
Whites who furthermore had a dulled colour sense.

In making these statements the White residents were
stating a preference for the wealthy or professional Indian
family ac against the White of low social status. This
factor of the high status of Indian residents was of
considerable importznce to many Whites who felt it to be
a matter of prestige that they lived next to professionai
people. Thus on manhy occasions White residents made
reference to "the doctor on the corner", or "the lawyer
down the road" without making explicit that he was an
Indian doctor or an Indian lawyer. It is relevant that
the majority of Whites in the neighbourhood were engaged
in manual employment of some kind.1

There is support amongst various theoretical analyses
for the explanation that to the extent that people in
Botanic Gardens had favourable attitudes they were
responding to a particular situation in which they found
themselves, rather than expressing any fundamental changes
within themselves. There was only one instance in the
neighbourhood where Whites were prepared to explicitly
relinguish all reservations in their attitudes and behaviour

to non-Whites, conscious of the social ostracism this would

involve.

1. Table XIV on page 76, shows 69 of 105 White
household heads engaged in employment as artlgans
or semi-skilled labourers; 66% as compared with
8% of all Indians in the same employment.
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A recent American publicationl reported the finding
that in an arca of private housing into which Negrocs
were moving, therc werc no differences in the racial-
attitudes of peoplc who left the arca immediately the
"invasion" occurrcd anc others. Therc was similarly no
cerrelation betwoon fricendly interracial behaviour and
the srccd with which pecople left an invaded area.

An explanation was offercd for the above facts in
terms of the ratiocnality of the behaviour. Pcople who
leave @ mixed neighbourhood arc spurrcd on not by prejudice
but by a rational assessment of the probable future of the
area in terms of status and the physical deterioration
which will follow a Negro invasion. The deterrent against
living in an intcrracial ncighbourhood is to be found not
in attitudes to Negroes, nor to c¢xperiences of personal
contact with individual Negrocs, but in the fear of being
a White minority, with attendant deteriorating living
conditions which a Ncgro majority would bring, a fear of
2 lowcring of thc standard of living and a drop in property
valucs.

Ir & study of attitudes, Lohman and Rcit2082 found
that inc¢ividuals do not have fixcd abstract generalised
attitudes to other groups, except in responne to abstract
generalised situations., In any real situation, the
individual's attitudes will be deterizined by the factors

relevant to that situation. An individual may display

1.E.F.W0lf,; Thc invasion-succession scqucnce as a self-

£ul§%%%ing propnecy. JQurnal of Social Issues Vol X111,
7 <

2e Opecite.
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hostility to Negroes in one situation, tolerance and friend-
liness in anothecr, This scemingly paradoxical behaviour
becomes understandable within each context. In each
instance the behaviour is consistent with the particular
group affiliation and interests of the individual.

Group affiliations have been demonstrated as the
dominant and most decisive factor affecting attitudes.1
The group which influences attitudes is not the simple
membership group, but the 'refercnce group'. Reference
groups are those groups to which the individual relates
himself as a part, or tc which he aspires to relate himself
psychologically. "Attitudes towards mcmbers of other
groups are not determined so much by expericnccs while in
contact with the groups in question, as by contact with
the attitudes towards these groups prevailing among older
members of thc group in which they (individuals) develop."2

The problem becomes one cf identifying the reference
groun or groups of the¢ Whites in the neighbourhood. This
may bc the broader White community, per se; or the
representatives of the White community with whom the
residents of Botanic Gardens associate. With few notable
exccptions, there is little disagrecment amongst Whites
with the very widely acceptcd notion that personal contact
with a non-White, on the basis of equality as friends, is
wfong, foolish and to be avoided. Therefore as long as

White rcsidents identify with some all-White group, there

1. Sherif and Sherif: Op cit.p.gu
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is considerable basis for assuning that they all have
generaliscd attitudes of hostility to non-Whites. The
alternative was that residents tremselves developed a
standard of behaviour and attitudcs to non-Whites which

was differcnt fror that pievailing in the wider White
comunity; in other words, that the Whites of Botanic
Gardens themselves constituted 2 refercnce group for White
residents. This is what occurred in the public housing
projccts studied in America.l There was no emergence of
any such group standard in Botanic Gardens. We have scen
how White residecnts believed other Whitecs to be more

opposed to friendliness with non-Whites than they themsclves
were . Therc was little discussion amongst Whites concerning
interrace friendliness. Insofar as Whites did associate
with rnon-Whitcs, they usually behaved furtively and
sccretively, feeling that they were violating their group
norms.

The fact that Whitc residents had large numbers of
Whitc fricnds living outsidc thc arca demonstrates the
importance of the wider White community to residents.

Most rcsidents knew morce pcople outside the neighbourhood
than in it. This again contrasts with thc housing projects
in Aucrica in which most peoplc restricted all social
contacts to pcople who werc also within the projcct. Many
Whites in Botanic Gardens derived their standard of bchaviour
fror family and rclatives, and expressed family opinion to

be the strongest sanction against interracc association.

1. Wilner, Walkley and Cook, op.cit. Also Deutsch and
Collins, op cit.
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Under these circumstances we would not expect attitudes to
Indians to change, even under the impact of close proximity.
Individual experiences alone are ineffective to change
attitudes. They nust be accompanied by membership of a
group with favouratle attitudes.

Sherif has demonstrated further that in order to
change the attitudes c¢f hostile groups it is not sufficient
that they be brought into a situation of pleasant egali-
tarian social contact. Favnurable attitude change is
effected only when the interaction involves "a state of
inter-dependence and co-operation for the attainment of
goals".l It is not even sufficient that the contact be
pleasant. He says "contiguity in pleasant activities with
members of an out group does not necessarily lead to a
pleasurable image of the out group if relations between
groups arc unfriendly. Inter-group contact without
superordinate goals (i.e. goals which could not be attained
without the joint co-operation of hoth groups) is not likely
to produce lasting-reduction of inter-group tension".2

Barnard3 makes the same point. Cohflict between
groups can be eliminated only when the goals of the two
groups are compatible. At a national level conflict is
inherent in the relations between White and Black in South
Africa. The groups have incompatible goals, if only in
so far as the goal of the one group is to subjugate the

other perpetually. Within this context racial prejudice

1. M. Sherif, "Superordinate goals in the reduction of
intergroup conflict", American Journal of Sociology,

Vol. LXIII, 1958, pp. 346-356.

2. Ivid., page 355.

3 J. Barnard, op ci
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and hostility cannot be regarded as irrational behaviours,
to be eliminated through proper education and experience.
It is a rational defence for self-preservation. Even if
particular prejudices are based on misconceptions, no
amount of education will be able to contradict the reality
of a Black majority inimical to the White minority in terms
of political goals.

It is against this background of national conflict
between White and non-White that we must evaluate the
findings in the inter-racial neighbourhood of Botanic
Gardens. In terms c¢I cur preceding analysis we may express
the problem as follows:- given the tense and conflicting
relations between groups in South Africa, what are the
interpersonal relations between revnresentatives of these
groups within the Botanic Gardens? For while intergroup
problenms cannot be assessed or solved on the basis of inter-
personal relations between members of tle se groups, there ié
a very real influence exerted upon interpersonal relations
by the group relations. How decisive is this influence?

Or we might approach the problem from the other side,
and post the question - To what extent the fears of the
government, of "close and intimate association, friendship
and marriage", the "disregard for racial differences" and
"the dulling of the colour sense" have been realised,
within the multiracial neighbourhood of Botanic Gardens.

If groups are in conflict, defined structurally, can contact;
between them promote harmony?

We have already discussed that there is implicit in
the proximity of neighbours certzin pressures towards

association arising from the mutual necds of neighbours as
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neighbours. What we are in fact saying is that within the
neighbourhood people and groups bear a certain structural
rclationship to each other, in terms of neceds and goals;
and that this structure differs from that prevailing
between White and non-White at a national level; that
within the limited concept of the heighbourhood Indian,
White and Coloured are not in conflict, and that.they do
not have incompatible goals. People in the neighbourhood
took concerted action, regardless of race, when they
petitioned the City Council to declare Heswall Road a one-
way street. They acted together when they subscribed to a
fund to assist a White family in the neighbourhood whose
house was destroyed by fire. The children were dependent
on each other for playmates, particularly where their N
games, such as cricket, required a large number of partiéi—

pants. Specific attitudes to local non-Whites were

shaped by the structuring of relations within the neighbour=-

hood. But the overall definition of the situation as one
of conflict was more decisive. Generalised attitudes to
non-Whites were unfriendly and unflattering.

It is for this reason that we did not find attitudes
in Botanic Gardens following the "change" cycle described
by Wilher, Walkley and Cook. " Briefly, this process of
attitudes change within integrated housing projects in
America, is as follows: Whites meet Negro neighbours;
the encounter serves to destroy White stereotype of Negroes,
thus breaking one of the three main props of prejudice;
similarly thc contact feels pleasant, in contradiction of
the expected repulsion at contact with a Black; finally

the contact occurs in an environment which is permissive

S e

i
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atout such contact. The whole basis for prejudice crumbles.
Whites generalise on the basis of this experience. They
recall statements of powerful emotion on the equality of
nman, and these recollections strengthen their impressions
that prejudice is wrong. The prejudices are eventually
discarded.

In Botanic Gardens when Whites met Indians they often
found many of their stereotypes of Indians to be wrong.
They found Indians clean where they expected to find then
dirty. They found them speaking English where they
expected a foreign language or pidgin English. They found
houses furnished very like their own. It was almost
certainly surprise at these things which led Whites to
comment so frequently on favourable aspects of their Indian
neighbours. However, instead of generalising from this
experience to all Indians, Whites in Botanic Gardens
decided that those Indians whom they knew were different
from other Indians. The basic notions of the undesirability
of contact with Indians remained., Whites' feelings about
contact with Indian neighbours were complex. While some
peoplce expressed a surprised pleasure at such contact, they
were nore often guilty and worried about their behaviour.
The Indians in the area observed and commented on how ill at
ease White visitors often were. There was no support from
the community or reighbourhood for any change of policy
towards Indians, so prcjudices towards Indians remained, in

spite of close proximity =2nd association with Indians.
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The Whites in Botanic Gardens adapt themselves to
living in the inter-racial area. The particular nature
cof the adaptation varies from individual to individual,
from street to street. The pattern for adaptation is a
mininum interaction compatible with the maintenance of
friendliness at the level where needs may still be fulfilled.
This minimum diifers with different Whites, depending on
their location in the neighbourhood in relation to non-
Whites; on their personal needs, in terms of personality
and also in terms of material economic neads; and on the
expectations of their particular non-White neighbours.

Indians accept this White lead in the matter of
determining this level of intimacy; but there are exceptions
in which White demands are rejected, or when Whites are
encouraged to intimacy through subtle gifts and various
forms of assistance and friendliness. Coloureds waver
between wanting identification with Whites, and yet being
forced to accept identification with their more obliging
and colperative Indian neighbours, whom some of them
eventually choose in preference to Whites.

Comparing the Whites in Botanic Gardens with Whites
in American studies, we find certain similarities. There
is the sanec favourable»description of local non-Whites j
a willingness to yield to the demands on one arising out of
close proximity; a willingness to make concessions to
previously held standards, and adapt to the new situation.
One featurc of the South African study which arose out of
the lack of standardised procedures for assessing racial
attitudes, was the complexity of attitudes of people who

find themselves in this unusual situation. Attitudes of
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people presented a mass of contradictions; there were
contradictions between one intervicw and another, and

within the same interview. There were discrepancies between
reported behaviour znd observed behaviour; there was the
inconsistency of the maintenance of unfavourable general
attitudes to non-Whites, and to inter-racial residential
arecas, in spitc of pleasant individual expericnces with non-
Wnitcs witnin the neighbourhood; and the reluctance of
Whites tc wdmit to any inter-racial friendliness.

The problem of inceonsistencies in attitudes is by no
ncans a new one. Wilner, Walkley and Cook, Dcutsch and
Collins all observed that attitudes could change azlong any
dimension without affecting attitudes along other dimensions.
Thus beliefs about Negroes could change without any corres-
ponding change in policies towards Negroes. Sellitz and
Cook,l observed the discrepancy betwcen the preaching and
practicc of racial tolerance; verbal attitudes towards
inter-racc neighbourhoods have improved concurrently with
the increasc in residential segregation. In a survey of
reccent work, Freedman2 drew attention to the lack of know-
ledge of thc rclationship between attitudes and social
behaviour.

The low numbers involved in the Botanic Gardens study,
and the lack of precise definitive methods of collection of
data on thesc aspects of attitudes, preclude any significant

analysis of tht nature of thesc inconsistencies. But the

1. C. Sellitz and S.W. Cook: Housing and Minorities:
(Unpublished) 1958.

2. M. Frcedman, "Some reccnt work on Race Relations; a

Crigigue”, (British Journal of Sociology, Vol. 5, 19%54),
p. 342. :
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data point clearly to a need for a carcful study of this
aspect of attitudes.

In Chapter T I raised six minor hypotheses, which were
relevant to this study.

(1) o significant differences were found in the

attitudes of house owners and rentecrs.

(2) Thire was evidence that the limitation of the
numbers cf non-Whites living in the neighbour-
hood ameliorated White attitudes,

(3) Whites who had actually experienced proximity
with non-Whites displayed more favourable
attitudes than those who had not; those who
were merely threatened with proximity were
rost hostilc to non-Whites.

(4) Data did not allow a comparison between the
attitudes of high and low income groups.

(5) Parents of school=-going children displayed a
greater readiness to adapt to the demands of
the interracial neighbourhood, and they were
also the pcople who experienced the greatest
pressurc of these demands.

(6) The cobperative attitudes of non-Whites were
instrunental in effecting favourable White
attitudes.

Firally the study has provided some data for critical
analysis of the idea that contact gives rise to conflict
as expressed particularly in the Group Areas Act of 1950:

" Three themes occurrced freguently in the arguments used
to defend the introduction of tue Croup Arcas Act. The

first was concerncd with the idea that the juxtaposition
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of different racial groups would lead to an outbreak of
violent conflict. An examination of the validity of this
argument is clearly beyond the scope of this study. A
stable interraciel neighbourhood such as Botanic Gardens
is unlikely to be the ignition point for any violent
disturbancc. In an analysis of racial riots in the United
Statecs of America it was shown that

"in areas where patterns of occupancy remained

relatively unchanged over long periods of time,

wherc friendly or at least cordial relations

prevailed betwsen the two races ... violence

such as it was resulted from the outside, not

from the explosion of local social tensions.”

The second was the threat to White race purity which
would arise from the interracial mixing in such areas.
Thus it was argucd by the Prine Minister, "What is the use
of having a law to deal with mixed marriages if we have
conditions ... where European and non-European live along-
side each other and associate with cach other, where the
children play togecther in the street and where the colour
feelings of the Europeans arc becoming dulled, and wherc
the colour sensc, which is the Whitec man's protection,
disappears completely.”2

Dr. van Rhyn said, "How can one maintain a law against
mixed marriages, how can one maintain a law against illicit
intercourse betwcen White and Black while people live in
nixed residential areas? ... Seeing that the human being

is only a human being we must separate thom and provide

then with separate residential areas so that we no longer

1. A.D. Grimshaw, Urban Racial Violence in the United
Statgs, changing ccological considerations.
American Journal of Sociology Vol.LXVI, 1960, p. 113.

2. Hansard, Housc of Asscrmbly Debates, 1950, p. 7724.
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have that nixing which causes all those evils."l

Other speakers said that "mixed residential areas create
social intcrningling areas where levelling influences are
created.”2 "Mixed residential arcas are the main social
cause of miscegenation in South Africa.”3

Evidence in Botanic Gardens showed that these fears
had little foundation. While children certainly did play
togcther, they seldom maintained this intimacy beyond
adolescence. Whites in Botanic Gardens showed no signs
of a "dulling" of their "colour sense".

The third idea was expressed most clearly by a sub-
comnittee of the Durban City Council in a nernorandwun
making recommendations for the racial zoning of Durban.4
Residential contact between races will produce irritation,
conflict and offence.

"the juxtaposition cf races of different cultures has
tended to produce conflict ... Race differences may
causc one group quite unwittingly to coffend another.”

"However harmoniously an individual may get on with
his neighbour of another racec, and however free he
and his particular property may be from those
features which -othcer races dislike, the sheer fact
of his being of that racc may, in a society where
race feeling often runs high, be sufficient fo make
his prescnce distasteful to his neighbours.”

This last clause is interesting, anc would seem to be true

for people living in Botanic Gardens. But it is inmportant

to note that the residential contact is not itself the cause

1. Hansard, House of Assembly Debatcs, 1950, p. 7686.

2. Ibid., p. 7709.
3,  Ibid., p. 7708.

4, First Report of the Technical Sub-Comnittee on Race
Zoning, 22nd June 1951. The substance of this report
has been analysed by L. Kuper, H. Watts and R. Davies.
op.cit. pp. 31-41.

5. op. cit., p. 6.
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of the trouble; it merely precipitatces and activates the
"race feeling" which "often runs high" in our society.
Concerning the first two clauses, however, data from
Botanic Gardens secried to indicate that the interracial
nature of the ncighbourhood is of surprisingly little
concern to Whitcs, considercd against the total South
African situation.

The possibility should not be overlooked that White
attitudes had becn ameliorated, their anxieties allayed
by their knowledsc that a strong White government stood
behind then. The attitudes of the majority of Whites
tcwards the racial determination of the area were, on the
whole, fairly unconcerned. They believed that the area
would in all probability be declared White, and they were
supported in this belief by the frequent assurances they
received to this effect from riunicipal officials. However,
if it wcre declared Indian or Coloured, property owners
would et good prices for their houses and the government
could bc relied upon to provide Whites with good alternative
accormcdation, In addition it should be noted that the
Group Areas Act was passed in Parliament in 1950 and that
a2t the time of the study six or seven years had elapsed,
during which time the residents, non-White and White alike,
had been kept in suspense as to the ultinate determination
of the arsa. It was also true, however, that sufficient
tine had passed for all powerful emotions on the subject
to have considerzably abated. No-one had yet had to nove,
although peoplc were becoming mccustomed to the idea that
residential areas belonged exclusively to one group or

another. Whites felt secure and non-Whites had not yet
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suiferced any practical hardship.
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CONCLUSION

Most of the rescarch into race relations has been
undertaken in the United States of America. This fact
alonc has ensured that the Americans have set the pattern
for research into race relations for the rest of the world.
The considerable output of research in this field in America
arisez out of the practical urgency of finding the means to
cnablce the absorption of differing groups in the United
States to proceed as quickly and smoothly as possible.

The distinctive features of the situation in America are:

(2) that thc rescarch is the basis for practical

prograrmes; the emphasis is on workable solutions
and formulae which can form the basis for policy

and adninistrative decisions and ection programmes;

(b) that the goal of this rescarch is the "improvement"
of race relations, by which I mean the speedy

assimilation of different ethnic groups;

(c) the problem is an internal onc, the minority
groups arc to be absorbed into the United States

population.

Within this framework, any "improvement" in race
relations has been measured by the sum total of changed
individual attitudes. Racial hostility is regarded as
a basically irrational response of a defective personality,
in need of corrective education. It is on the basis of
this concept that various prograrmes for the improvement
of race relations through cducation are bascd. These

prograrmoes, known as action programmes, are common in the
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United States of Amcrica. They frequently have as their
key technique the bringing together of people in such a way
that their attitudes towards onc another will develop
favourably.

Botanic Gardens in Durban exists as a nulti-racial
neighbourhood by the irony of fate; deliberatc government
intervention to prevent racial integraticn has produced a
stable and enduring multiracial residential area. It is
only with the passing of the Group Arcas Act in 1950 that
the arca faces abolition as a rnultiracial arca; and this
will he a gradual change rather than any abrupt disruption.
The striking differences of conditions between American
projects and Botanic Gardens, the differences of context,
have provided an opportunity for an asscssment of the
relevance of these differcnces, as affecting both the
beha&iour of residents in the area, and the interpretation
of this behaviour. The najor difference is to bc found in
the basic-strhcturing of the two societies; the one
attempting to absorb and assimilate ninorities, the other
attenpting to isolate and scparate a dominant White minority
from a2 subordinate Black nmajority. -

Racial prejudices may justifiably be regarded as the
nain stumbling block to peaceful inter-racial co-existence
in Anmerica. South Africa rests precariously on an
unstable structure of racial conflict. Peaceful inter-

racial co-existence can be cffected only through a radical

change in this structure.
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-APPENDIX A.

METHODS USED IN STUDY OF BOTANIC GARDENS

L. Sclecction of the areas The arca was selected on the
basis of the following criteria:

racially diverse populeation,
suturban residential arca,
fairly honogencous land usage;
accessibility;

well-defined boundaries.

The racial distribution of population was abailable in
the 1951 census figures, by enuzerator's sub-districts.
Because the population of Durban is highly segregated,
racially, the choice of area was very limited. Most sub-
districts were racially homogsneous (&xclusive of the
African population, mainly domestic servants, who are to
be found in all arcas of Durban) or contained a preponderance
of ons racc group. Areas with equal representation of
Indians and Colcurcds werc fairly comnon, but these areas
scldon had any appreciable White population.

Those enwierator's sub-districts which appeared to
contain & fairly balanced population (in terms of non-
Wiites and Whites) were then exeanined for the degree of
internal racial segregation. A very rough cstimate of
the location of Indians in such districts was made on the
basis of nancs in the city directory. Botanic Gardens
was on. of threc sub-districts which seecmcd to neet the
criteria: and was finally selected in preference to the
others, on the basis of exploratory observation and inter-
views in the four arcas.

2. Descrirtjon_of the ropulation: A corprehcensive

dwelling~Ly-cdwelling survey of all rcsidents in the
arca (cxcluding domestic scrvants) was made, in order to
lescribe the population in terrs of age, sex, race, fanily
structure, houschold size, length of residence, occupation.
(S=o Lpper iix B). The population cventually selectsd and
isclated tfor inclusion in the study consisted of 799 persons,
of which %91 were White, 252 Indian and 156 Coloured.

Date for tnis report were collected over a period of
18 rnonths, by nicans of intervicws, both structured and
unstructured, observation, both participant and non-
participant.

3. Ezxrloratory study: Use was made of the opportunities
presented in the house-to-house cnumeration of the
populasicn, to interview thosc residents with whom there was

good raprart. These interviews were unstructured, and
diffcred greatly etwcen one another in lensth of time, and
content, althouz.: they were broacly concerned with descrip-
tions of the neighbourhood, cttitudes to tho neightourhood
and to neighbours, particularly to neighbours of other race
groups; they included arny descriptions of behaviour of
neighbours, but freguently included much comment either
tangential or irrelevant to the study except in so far as
they filled out the Lacksround to life in the neighbourhood.

Rccords o” those intcrviews were written up as soon
after the intervicw as possible, usually on the basis of
sone skelaton notes made during the interview where practi-
cakle. Aporoxinatelv A0 ~f thoeoa dmbasesd oo oo S
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Cn the tasis of these interviews I decided finally to c¢xclude
fron the stuly all backyard dwellers (regardless of recc)
and all peoplc (Whites) living in large blocks of flats.

Al} orvortunities for the observation of behaviour in the
neighcourhcod, particularly interracial behaviocur, werc

used duvring this period, and all these casual observations
were recorded and filed.

4, The Sazple: Althcuzh the neighbourhood contained

only 207 families, the rescarch unit for the study
was the incividual, the 544 acults (i.c. persons over the
are of 14 years) in th population presented too formidable
a tus. for the fairly deteiled information I was requesting.
Sorie sarmpliug s20med necessary. The limited knowledge I
alrcady had ci the neighbourhcod indicated that a straight-
forward randc:: sacple would not be the best method. There
werc ccrtain clear strata in the universe frorm each of which
I wentzd inforuation, viz. Indians, Colcureds and Whites.
Within these strata there were other catcgories, of age and
32x, which had been suggested to be significant. The
universs fron which the sample was to be drawn was sr.all
enouzh to havo necessitated a very large random sanple in
order. to ensure the reprcsentation of all of_these groups
and categorics.

A racially stratified sample was therefore planned
originally, to sclect every fifth person in the adult
populaticn, th: sample in cach stratun proportional to the
size of that stratun, and selected at random within that
stratun. This yielded a serple of 56 Whites, 30 Indians
and 22 Coloureds.

5e Desisn and pre-testing of the intervicw schedule:

The interview schidulo wag derived fren th: one used
by Deutsch and Collins™ ond was designed for use with all
three racial groups of the neighbourhood. (See Appendix C).
The schedulc was slightly rodified aftcr pre-testing with
2 Waites, 2 Coloureds and 2 Indians.

6. Modification of the Sample: This sample was rodified
during the course of the ficldwork, however, on the

basis of cvidence presented during interviews. It was

found that in responsc t¢ the first part of the schedule,

the cnantitative account of tne nwiber of neightours known

to arn informant, people rarely cnswered as individuals; they

included amongst peoplc known tc ther: all the people known to

other merbers of their family as well., It was in fact

almost inmpossible to get differcntiation within one fapily

on this questior, because they sharcd their knowledge of

ncighbours, ac a fanpily. The situation frequently arose

when a person being interviewed would call in a second

membar of the famuily to help him in recalling the name of

a perticular neighbour whon he "knew", but whor others in

the family knew botter. Repetition of this part of the

schedule with different mentcrs of one fanily, where nore

than onc miember appearec in the sar ~le, bteceme both tedious

and redundant.

The rorce inmportant cviderce froo these egrly intgrvigws
was, however, concerncd with the accurccy of ;nformatlon in
this first section of the schedules. White infornunts
were often reluctant o acknowledge knowing non-White
neighvours. YNon-Wnit-s on the other hand gave very
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exhaustive accounts of all the Whitcs they knew in thg area,
and very full descriptions of the nature of the relationships
which they had with these Whites.

This fact, together with the fact that any individual
in a fanily seemed atle to rcport on all the neighbours
known to all nerbers of his fanily, neant that it was _
possible, with a relatively few interviews, to get a falr;y
comprechensive picture of all the relationships between White
and non-Whitc ir the neighbourhood.

Tne sarple of Indians was therefore amended to include,
where possible, one person from cach Indian farily. The se
additional peoplc werc selected on the basis of age and sex
factors, in order, furthernore, to make the sample nore
representative of groups which had been neglectcd in the
original sanple. Within these linits, however, the
selcction was, once again, randori. The working sample of
Indians consistecd finally of 55 pcople.

The data collected through this first section of the
schedule was then comprehensive, rather than a sample.
The number cf interracial relationships in thc area was linmited
'y non-Wnite participation in these relationships. The
figure of 79 relationships, reported in intervicws, approxi-
nates the total extent of interracial relationships in the
arece. It should be notcd, howevcr, that, in spite of the
fact that I used as the unit for study, the individual, the
relationships were frequently between families rather than
individuals. The figure of 79 accounts for relationships
in terms of "'ehiief participant" and therefore understates
the extent of interracial relationships, in so far as these
rclationships involve more than 2 people.

The White and Coloured samples were increased slightly
to 60 and 27 respectively.

7. Interviews: Interviews were conducted by three field-
workers, and were guided by the schedule, described
above. In addition follow~up interviews were held with
selectcd infornents, wherc the initial interview had
indicated that this night be productive. The fieldworkers
usually worked alone, although joint interviews were used,
particularly in a follow-up interview, to assist with
recordaing. . Recards were usually written up afterwards,
on the basis of skeleton notes nade during the interview.
A tapc-recorder was used for selected interviews, but due
to the time involved in transcribing the text, coupled with

a possibly inhibiting effect of the nmachine, it wes not used
widely.

in additicn to the adults occurring in the sanple,
24 children in the area were intervicwed. The main
substance of retcrial derived from these interviews is not
rcflected in this report.

8. Criticism of Methods: The study nust be regarded as
exyploratory and qualitative, rather than decisive or

quantitative. The design of the research was too loose to
test any specific hysothescs: what we have are rather
pointers to the kind of hypothesis which night prove fruit-
ful in future rescarch. The nunbers involved in the study
werce toc low to mect the ratheratical assunptions underlying
the use of statistical tes*s of significance.

Data on attitudes werec often vague. While inconsis-

e T T S U R |
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nature of these inconsistencies. Attitudes were further
asscssed partly cn the basis of behaviour itscelf, intro-
ducing circularity into any arguncnts contrasting behaviour
and attitudes. ‘

There was not sufficient control of cxtraneous factors
influcencing the collection of data. Different field-
workers introduced the rcescarch project to the residents
in diffcrent ways; the nature of the data was such that
any indicatiorn of attitude on thc part of a ficldworker
could considerably influence thc statements of the informer.
Sonne of these failings werc somcwhat compensated by the
fairly intensive nature of thc fieldwork, and the fact
that naterial was collected over a prolonged period of
18 nonths.



APPENDIX B

QUTSTTONAIRE USED FOR ENULERATION OF

POPULATTION allTNG WITHIN THS SCOPE

QF SURVEY
FAMILY SHEET

SURNAME :

ADDRESS:

1. Fow long has the fanily been living in the area:

Previous address (1) (2)
and dates of leaving:

Corposition of farily:

Status in

Narig t Sex foamily Age:lgiggéc_. Occupation
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10 i

hway fron hone: Sex|  Status in . fhgel.. Ethnic tWhere?
Nane family Group Why?
How long?

W=

Home language of fanily:

Other languagcs spoken:




APPENDIX C

SCHEDULE USED IN INTERVIEWS WITH

RESIDENTS OF BOTANIC GARDENS

ADDRESS:
SEX:
AGE:

ETHNIC GRCUP:

LANGUAGES SPOKEN:

HOW LONG HAVE YCU LIVED IN THIS NEIGHBOURHOOD:

MARITAL STATUS:

Marricd Living togecther
Divorced Separated
Widowed Unnarried
OCCUPATION:
Retircd Unerployed Working

PLACE OF WORK/STUDY:

INCOME:

WHAT STANDARD DID YOU LAST PASS AT SCHOOL?

D&ATE 0L PA

mn

SING:

NUMBER OF ROCMS IN HOUSE:

NUMEER OI" PEOPLE IN HOUSE:

DESCRIPTION:
Brick/Tile Brick/Iron Wood/Iron Other
Hlat D/S S/S Maisonectte
Scnidetached
Sharing Soon

DATE OF INTERVIEW:




I. COTTACT:
How niany pcojle do you kaow around hcre — even if you crly knew thelr names?
(Ther) Hnybody else in this stroet?
Jnybcdy in any other strcets (nzie cnc by one). _
Lny outyroup people? (specifically ask "Indiacs, Whites, Coloureds™).
p—— . — ] l' —_— - . =
MAME ADDRESS ) LEVEL CF INTIMACY WHOM DO YOU 7..
- - N _ -
% Go out Do theyiDc youiDo theyiDo youlZver beentTalkediSce restiConsiderylike
tcgether| visit |visit help help [to their in of c¥ose best
you then you them house Strecet friends
1 -2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
—— ——
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FROM PRZVIOUS PAGES SELECT ALL OUT GROUP CONTACTS AND
INVEST%&ATE EACH AT ITS MCST INTIMATE LEVEL - COMMENTING
PARTICULARLY ON:

1. How they got to know cach other.
2. Thec rost recent contact.

Fronm page 2, Col. 8, 9, 10 - (Whomthcy sece rost of, like

best,

znd consider close friends).

How did you get to know these people?

Apart from the pcoplc you have rmentioned on the previous
pagcs, do you know anyhody at all in this ncighbourhood? -
even to greot? NO YES - Conmrent

II.

NORMS AND ATTITUDES.

( a. You stop in the street to talk to Indian

( neighbours.

« You use the phone of Indian neighbours.

You visit Indian neighbours.

. You let ynur children play with Indian children.

l.

Lo

(a) What would your family think?

(b) What would your friends/vcople at work think?

¢) VWhat would the peoplc who live around here think?

(
(d) Which particular nzoplc did you have in nind?
(

0) Do you think =zll the people who live around herc
think the sarc way?

YES NO - Comnent.

&. You stop in the street to talk to Coloured
neighbours.
5 b. You usc the phone of Coloured neighbours.
*{ ¢c. You visit Coloured ncighbours.
% d. You let your children play with Coloured
children.

(a) What would your farily think?

(b) What would your friends/pcople at work think?

(c) What would the people who live around here think?

a. You stop in the strect to talk to White
neighbours.

3. b. You usc the phone of White neighbours.
3 C. You visit White neighbours.
d. You let your children play with White children.
(a) What would your fa-ily think?

(b) ¥hat weuld your fricnds/peonle at work think?

(¢) V%hat would the reonle who live around here think?
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TIT. OTHER PEOPLE'S CONTACTS:

Suppose that a close friend of yours from up country
is thinking of noving to this ncighbourhood - to your
street. So he/she writes you a letter and asks:i-

1. Is this a friendly neighbourhood? Will T be likely
to get to know pcople?

YES NO
(Conment):
2. () An I likely to be in contact with Indian people
in the necighbourhocd? YES NO
(Corment):

(b) Wherc will I gsec then?

(c) Will I get tc know them? YES NO
(Corment )

(d) What are the Indians like who live around here?
(¢) How do the Indiens here compar: with Indians in
the rest of Durban?
3. What about thc rest of the fanily?
4. (a) An I likely to be in cortact with White people
in the ncighbourhood? 5o NO
(Conrent )s

(b) Where will I sce¢ then?

(c) Will I get to know then? YES NO
(Comnent):

(d) VYhat are the Whites like who live around here?

(¢) How do the Whites here compare with Whites in
the rest of Durban? .

5 What about the rest of the fanily?

0. (a) Ar. I likely to be in contact with Coloured people
in the neighbourhood? - YES NO
(Corment):

(b) Where will I sce then?

(¢) Will I get to know then? YES NO
(Comnent )

(dﬁ What arc the Colourcds like who live around here?

(e) How do the Coloureds herc compare with Coloureds
in the rest of Durban?

T What about thc rest of the farmily?
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Iv. SOCIAL LIFE:

1. (a)
(b)
(c)

2. (a)

(b)

3, (a)
(b)

What rcligion arc you?

Arc therc any othér people around here of that
religion? YES NO ‘

(in the case of Christians, use dcromination).
Who are they?

You have said that you have XX close friends
in the neighbourhood.

Have you any close fricnds outside the
neizhbourhood? YES NO

How often do you sce cach other?

Have you any relatives in Durban?

How often do you sece each other?

4, Including your relatives, would you say you have
more friends inside or outside the neighbourhood?

5. (a)

(2)

(c)

INSIIE OUTSIDE

Apart from your necighbours or people living
around here, d& you xncw any COLOUREDS,
WHITES? INDIANS?

D0 you cver visit any COLOCUREDS  WHITES
INDIANS?

In the past have you cver known any COLOUREDS
WHITES? INDIANS?

If the answecr to any pat of question 5 is in the
affirmative -

(d) How did you come to know these peoplc?
6. What clubs, neetings, societies, etc. do you
belong to?
7. (a) Which of your neighbours would you say were
good neighbours?
(b) What makes peoplc good neighbours?
8. (a) Which people around here are not good neighbours?
(v) What nakes people bad neighbours?
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THE_NEIGHBOURHOCL$

0O

10.

11.

Do vou own/recnt the house? - OWN RENT

FOR_OWNERS:

(a) - Who occupied the house previously?

(b) Sincc you cwned the housc, have you
let it to anybody olse? YES NO

(¢c) To whon?

FOR_RENTERS:

(a) Who is thc landlord?

(b) What are the narmcs cf the previous tenants?

(c) BHave you cver had any trouble since renting
the house? (landlords cor laws)? YES NO

(d) What happcned?

Why did you cormc and live in this neighbourhood?

(a) Do you think this is a good place for

bringing up childrcn? YES NO

(b) Do you think therc are any problcns in
bringing up children in this area? YES NO

(c) What arc the nain difficultices in bringing
up childrcn here?

Conparcd to other pecorle around hcre, would you
say you were on the whole a friendly family?

YES NO
Yhat was your first ronth in this area like?
(raking friends with ncighbours, particularly
cutgroup neighbours).
Do you liks living here?
(a) If you had the chancc to niove, now, would you?
YES NOC
(b) To wherc would you like to move?

(c) Vhny would you like to move to that place?

Do you think there are zny particular advantages
in living in this arca?

(a) Have ycu hcard of the Group Arcas Act?
YES NO

(b) What do you think of it?

{ ~\ -



12.

13.

14.

15.
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(¢) Do you think it will affect anybody in this
neé 1gnbourhood? YES NO
(Wow lcad on to general discussion
of apartheid, race rclations in
this arce, attitudes, cte.)
Which group predorinctes in this ncighbourhood?
INDIANS WHITES COLOUREDS

In 10 years' tirmc which group will there be most of?

INDIANS WHITES COLOUREDS

Which group would you say owns rost property around
herc?

INDIANS iITES COLOUREDS

If you werc a City Councillor for this arca, what
inprovencnts and changes would you nake?
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