
An immoral law 
g a r l y in February, Tony Brink, geologist, lecturer and householder, went 

to prison because he refused to pay a fine for "i l legally" employing 
Mrs. Suzanne Sepanya so she could be near her husband and two young 
children. Four days after he went into the Fort to serve a 15-day sentence, 
he was released, the money he had on him when he went into prison being 
used to pay the balance of the R15 fine he had elected not to pay. Now, Mrs. 
Sepanya is back on the West Rand, her husband and children remain on in 
Witkoppen and when sjie pays them a visit she risks being prosecuted for 
being in the prescribed area of Sandton. The stamp in her reference book 
means "endorsed out" of the municipal area of Sandton. This is the state
ment made by Tony Brink to the magistrate who sentenced him. 

' I own a five acre property in Witkoppen, 
Sandton and have lived there for the past 12 
years. Four months ago, at a time when I 
was looking for a domestic servant, it was sug
gested to me by a nearby neighbour that I 
might employ Suzanna Sepanya, the wife of 
the Rhodesian-born African man in her cm-
ploy. My neighbour explained that Suzanna 
Sepanya's husband was legally registered in her 
service in Sandton and was applying for South 
African citizenship by virtue of his marriage 
to Suzanna who is a locally-born woman. Until 
such time as his application for South African 
citizenship was considered he was not entitled 
to work for any other employer but herself. 

'Suzanna's two youngest children, aged 12 
and 15, live with her husband and attend the 
local Witkoppen Bantu Farm School. Suzanna 
naturally wanted to live with her husband 
and two young children and as the R26 per 
month which her husband earned was not suf
ficient to cater for their needs, she was look
ing for a job nearby. 

' I accordingly agreed to employ Suzanna as 
a domestic servant and went to the offices of 
the Sandton Bantu Affairs authorities in Alex
andra Township to ask for her to be registered 
as being in my employ. I was informed that 
it was not possible for her to be employed 
in Sandton as she had previously been register
ed in the non-prescribed area of Krugersdorp. 

'Furthermore, as she had grown up in Rand-
fontein, she was not eligible for registration 
in Sandton. In spite of this, however, Suzanna 
wished to remain in my employ in order to 
be near her husband and two sons. She was 
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prepared to face the possibility of being arrest
ed as an illegal resident, and I was prepared 
to face the possibility of being charged with 
employing her illegally. Nevertheless, 1 tried 
on two further occasions to get her registered, 
but my application was turned down both 
times. 

'A further attempt to have her registered 
as in my employ, this time by the employer 
of her husband, resulted in an endorsement 
being stamped in Suzanna's reference book to 
the effect that she was to leave the municipal 
area of Sandton within 72 hours, that was by 
January 21 , 1973. 

'The day after this endorsement had been 
made in her reference book Inspector de Klerk, 
Jnr., arrived at my home and, having exam
ined the reference book, served a summons 
on me to appear in this court under a charge 
of having employed her illegally. The sum
mons indicated that I could elect to pay an 
admission of guilt of R20. 

' I did not pay the admission of guilt. I am 
a practising Christian and I try to live accord
ing to my understanding of Christ's teach
ings. 1 consider a law such as that under which 
I have been charged, which has the effect of 
denying a husband and wife, and a mother 
and her children the right of living together 
to be an immoral and unchristian law. 

' I fully realise that I was breaking the 
Urban Areas Act by employing Suzanna Se
panya, but I am prepared in conscience to face 
the consequences of having done so. 

'Suzanna and her husband were married 
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in the Christian rite. Christ has said kWhat 
God has put together let no man put asunder". 
I take this injunction seriously, and I will not 
be party to any manmade law or action which 
defies it. 

tSuzanna left Sandton on January 21 , 1973, 
as required by the endorsement in her refer
ence book. She is not permitted to return. 

Even if she were to come to visit her husband 
and children, she would face the prospect of 
arrest. 

' T h e law which has been responsible for this 
is the law I broke. 1 stand before this court 
now, prepared to bear the consequences of 
having thus chosen to act in accordance with 
my conscience as a Christian. ' 


