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assist it. Members of these committees 
are subject to the same rules pertaining 
to conduct, as those applicable to mem­
bers of the Board. Those committee 
members are also subject to the same 
rules concerning the (dis)qualifications 
for being a member. The assisting com­
mittees can have advisory members. 

The Board can ask municipalities 
who will be affected by demarcation to 
make facilities available for the holding 
of meetings. 

Offences 

To obstruct proceedings of the Board or 
a committee, to threaten or influence 
the Board or committee members or to 

fail to answer to a summons constitute 
offences, and can be punished by a fine 
or imprisonment (s 42). 

Challenges 

The Board has a huge task on its hands. 
It has to work towards a situation where 
there is a rationalised number of viable, 
democratic municipalities while, at the 
same time, it needs to be sensitive to the 
views of the communities that will be 
affected. But the greatest challenge for 
the Board might very well be the time 
factor. There will be pressure on the 
Board to demarcate as many municipali­
ties as possible before the next local 
elections, to prevent the holding of local 

Municipal 

elections on the basis of 'apartheid 
boundaries'. In terms of the recent con­
stitutional amendment (see page 7), 
elections will be held around 
1 November 2000. The fact that the 
IEC will need 4 to 6 months for voter 
registration, the preparation of ballot 
papers etc, leaves the Board with less 
than one and a half year to finalise as 
many boundaries as possible. However, 
the issues and interests at stake do not 
permit the demarcation process to turn 
into a race against time. 
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Demarcation Board 
Chairperson reports 
Over the past two 

months the Municipal 

Demarcation Board 

has focused on the 

following: 

• Developing a frame­

work within which the

demarcation process

would occur before the

2000 elections;

· Building an institu­

tional base for the

Board; and

• Developing relation­

ships with stakehold­

ers and roleplayers.

This report briefly 

outlines key aspects of 

each of these areas. 

Frame-work for 

demarcation 

In order for municipal elections to be 
held around 1 November 2000, the 
Board has set a number of target dates 
for the completion of its work: 
Phase 1: The Board focuses on develop­
ing policy statements on rationalising 
municipalities and drafts frameworks for 
demarcation. This will end in late June 
1999. 
Phase 2: Finalisation of metropolitan 
and district boundaries. This should be 
completed around 31 August 1 999. 
Phase 3: Finalisation of municipal 
boundaries. This should be completed 
around 31 January 2000. 
Phase 4: Finalisation of ward bound­
aries. This must end around 31 May 
2000 in order for the Independent 
Electoral Committee (IEC) to have 
enough time to prepare for the elections. 

Phase 5: Finalisation of functional 
boundaries: health, transport, magisterial 
districts, etc. Discussions with depart­
ments have begun, but the actual align­
ment process will begin around August 
1999 and will be ongoing. 

These phases all run concurrently 
with different end-points. In addition, 
provision is being made for the Board to 
ensure its advisory roles are effectively 
provided for. At the same time, co-oper­
ative relationships with associated insti­
tutions (IEC, Statistics SA and National 
Spatial Information Framework) and all 
departments of government are being 
developed. 

Pollcv development 

The Board is presently undertaking 
research and policy work in the following 
areas: 
• Developing spatial and attribute

bases. On the spatial side, work will
need to be undertaken to verify the IEC




