
From: memory mphaphuli [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 08:59 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: memory mphaphuli Fees Commission submission 

 

Name memory mphaphuli 

Email mulalo_memsa@yahoo.co.uk  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:mulalo_memsa@yahoo.co.uk


 

 

SUBMISSION ON WHETHER FEES MUST BE CANCELLED AT UNIVERSITIES 

1. Student fee payment at Universities must continue to be paid so that our education 

does not deteriorate or compromised; 

2. University need funding for their resources (buildings, staff, research facilities) in 

order to continue teaching otherwise where will they get the funding; 

3. I believe the government and private organisations have got the revenue to fund 

higher education through the bursary schemes;  

4. The problem lies with the bursary reward to students that is not fair; 

5. The monies that are allocated to these organisations to fund students do not reach 

the intended recipient and end up in the pockets of officials responsible to awarding 

the bursaries – basically there is corruption in these organisations that are given 

money to offer bursaries to students; 

6. All South African students especially from the previously disadvantaged black middle 

class to lower class must be funded; 

7. The stipulation that because one or both your parents are working therefore you do 

not qualify for a bursary must be done away with – some parents are working but 

cannot afford the fees for their children’s higher education – especially the black 

middle class. I was once a student and when I applied for a bursary I was told that 

your dad is working, no bursary for you, but the truth is that he could not afford the 

fees because at home we were eight and all of us were going to schools and 

universities. I was often excluded from obtaining a bursary because of this absurd 

stipulation; 

8. Foreign students get all the benefits because they will invoke the refugees status or 

any other excuse in order to get a bursary instead of South African students 

benefitting first. I’ am not xenophobic person but I feel our foreign counterparts get 

better treatment than South Africans; 

9. Another sore point is that private organisations will tell you that they will fund you if 

you obtain say, for example, an A or B symbols or you are doing Science or 

Engineering. That is a form of disguised exclusion of students from obtaining a 

bursary. What if you want to do BA, Law or a degree other than Science or 

Engineering? What if you perform average at school and not getting the A or B 

symbols? Does it mean you are not going to make it a University?  

10. Let there be bursaries for all the degrees offered at the Universities and for all South 

African students who have a desire to study further!!      

 

M F Sibanyoni 

6626 Hammerkop Street, Rua Vista 

Centurion 

Cell: 0730431099 



 



From: Michelle Adler [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 01 June 2016 10:54 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Michelle Adler Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Michelle Adler 

Email michelle.adler@wits.ac.za 

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:michelle.adler@wits.ac.za


From: Misheck Ndoro [mailto:Misheck.Ndoro@wits.ac.za]  

Sent: 03 June 2016 02:37 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Higher Education Funding Model Submission 

 

Dear Sir/Madam 

 

This is my input into the above; 

 

The government should fund all students who qualify for Higher Education (ie University) 

and funding should be split into 50% loan and 50% bursary. 100% funding should remain for 

the top achieving students. The loan should be repaid over a period of 5 years and the interest 

rate should SARB minimum lending rate. I believe this model will motivate the students to 

strive to pay back the loans. There should be a robust debt collection agency to ensure a high 

recovery rate of loans.  

 

Many thanks 

 

 

 

Misheck Ndoro 

 

 
Finance and Business Manager 

 
Wits School of Education 

 
T +27 11 717 3065 

 
E  Misheck.Ndoro@wits.ac.za 

 

 

 

mailto:Misheck.Ndoro@wits.ac.za


From: Modiehi Chere [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 09:47 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Modiehi Chere Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Modiehi Chere 

Email modiehichere@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0717407636 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:modiehichere@gmail.com


From: Monica Davies [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 03:28 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Monica Davies Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Monica Davies 

Email monxdavies@gmail.com 

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:monxdavies@gmail.com
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        580 Block UU, Manklodi Str 

        Soshanguve 

        Pretoria 

        0152 

 

        02 May 2016 

 

        motseperems@gmail.com 

 

Commission of inquiry 

Chairperson: Judge Jonathan Heher 

Department of Higher Education 

Pretoria Office 

123 Francis Baard Street 

Pretoria  

0001  

 

RE: PUBLIC COMMENT ON #FEESMUSTFALL FEASIBILITY OF REE EDUCATION 

 

“African is not poor, it is just poorly managed, pound for pound we are the richest continent in the 

world, yet poor of the poorest reside here” – Unknown Author  

 

My name is Motsepe Moremi, a 26 year student at the University of Fort Hare, currently completing 

my third year in LLB. 

 

This issue affects not only students who are dependent heavily on government funding but also tax 

payers and other business entrepreneurs benefiting from varsity and college activities. It is a socio-

economic debate in the sense that not only are citizen entitled to the right to basic education as 

envisage in the Constitution which obligates the state to take steps to actualise rights in the bill of 

rights but the society must be reasonable to the expectation that the state itself cannot provide above it 

means and resources. In my comment I will argue that I do believe that it is feasible and the state 

ought to take action in realisation of this basic right. 

  

Factual background 

 

Perhaps it is important before we move to my argument to reflect where RSA come from and status 

quo. The dark cloud of apartheid keeps haunting government policies and its objectives in terms of the 

constitution, it is an open secret that the pre-1994 government had developed policies that oppressed 

other races over the other. Education was one of the deprivation that was suffered by mostly black 

community and to this day we strive to redress the imbalance manufactured. 

 

The population of the country is 52 million as last calculated by census, amongst other important 

statistics are increasing household led by woman and children,  Our country is well blessed with 

natural resources, minerals in particular which if well managed one can argue they can alleviate the 

problem at hand. The state and its official are struggling to contain and manage crime, create 

employment and mostly affected is the youth. 

 

The Constitution of 1996 is the soul of the issue that drives the call for free education, section 29 

precisely stipulates this right to basic education, section 7 binds the state to protect, fulfil and promote 

this right. 
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My proposition 

  

Today we live in a South Africa that has increasingly proved to be high with unemployment, mostly 

affected the youth, crime is rife and basic grade 12 is becoming worthless. A lot of matric graduates 

have an interest in tertiary education and universities are year after year rejecting application due to 

their capacities for most part. 

 

The practical side of life is that tuition is expensive, most learners without the NSFAS funding survive 

on one meal a day, same student is expected to make presentation, prepare for tests and still produce 

excellent performance. The need for study material is of a serious nature, lecturers keep referring us to 

textbooks and chapters that we do not have, not to blame lecturers but the university has a program 

and timeline to prepare students for exams. It is therefore a necessity to equip the student with the 

required tools to enable him to perform at his best. 

 

To my knowledge developed countries like Germany, Slovenia and Norway are amongst other 

countries that provide free education, in Africa only Libya had ever reached such a point. Am well 

aware of the differences in terms of economy, governance and policies adopted in the above 

mentioned countries when put in contrast to South Africa. That being said we could look at the 

underlying principles to achieve free education, I do not believe that we must reach a point of 

economic independence to actualise the right to free tertiary education, otherwise we might as well 

accept it is improbable and close the chapter.  

 

I have extensively consulted with students who study economics and enquire as to the feasibility of 

this ideology of free education in RSA, they all have indicated that with the current GDP the state 

would not be in the position to provide. It is my argument that the state can develop policies to 

improve the GDP. I still fail to understand how the private sector is at free will to conduct business 

and benefit from the state without imposing a duty to improve our socio-economic state. 

 

From where am standing, the government is so corrupt that we have lost faith in their administration 

even when the reasons are legitimate citizens will remain in doubt. The state lacks transparency and 

accountability; it must just tell this big corporations and mining moguls that RSA is preferred 

destination for billion over a millions bribe and less stringent rules of business. 

 

   



From: Mxolisi Msibi [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 03:20 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Mxolisi Msibi Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Mxolisi Msibi 

Email mxo.msibi@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0829741004 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:mxo.msibi@gmail.com


From: Nathaniel Joselson Joselson [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 03:36 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Nathaniel Joselson Joselson Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Nathaniel Joselson Joselson 

Email nathaniel.joselson@facebook.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:nathaniel.joselson@facebook.com
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During the 2015 #FeesMustFall debates in the South 

African media most of the participants – vice-chancellors, 

students, political commentators, tweeters and bloggers – 

displayed a disconcerting lack of knowledge about 

international higher education funding and tuition fee 

systems.  

 

The students and vice-chancellors used countries such as 

Norway and Germany as examples of free higher 

education: the students to argue for free tuition, the vice-

chancellors to argue that South Africa cannot afford it 

(Cloete 2016). 

 

There is little reason to believe that South Africa is unique 

in the world regarding the public debate about fees in 

higher education.  

 

Two key questions 

 

When discussing policy options about fees there are two 

important questions: „Who benefits?‟ and „Who pays what 

when?‟ 

 

„Who pays what when‟ sets up a very complicated policy 

dilemma for government because the effect of government 

investment in higher education depends on the distribution 

of private and public benefits, which means trade-offs 

must be made. 

 

Ansell (2008) and Busemeyer (2015) argue that all fee 

regimes are a „Trilemma of Trade-offs: public 

(government) investment – enrolment – private costs. And 

the trade-offs are influenced by a combination of what 

different political groupings think the role of higher 

education is in that society and which constituencies 

interests are dominant.  

 

To illustrate this, a few examples are given.  

 

Case of the United Kingdom 

 

In the United Kingdom the 1988 Education Act tried to end 

the binary system and double enrolments. Conservatives 

were split between the rich (high fees and elite system) 

and the emerging middle class, which wanted a mass 

http://www.universityworldnews.com/article.php?story=20160510095751190
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system with low fees. This paralysed Conservative Party 

reform. 

 

The decision to massify was driven by prime minister 

Margaret Thatcher‟s fears of British un-competitiveness in 

the coming open European labour market – and she came 

from the conservative middle-class. 

 

But the system was unaffordable so, contradictorily, 

Labour with a working-class base introduced fees to 

accommodate expansion. The Liberal Democrats 

campaigned for revoking fees, with an increase in public 

spending. 

 

But in the 2010 Conservative-Liberal Democratic coalition 

government, the Tories refused to increase public 

spending. Breaking their election promise was the 

beginning of the end for Liberal Democrats. 

 

Thatcher, David Cameron and the Liberal Democrat leader 

Nick Clegg all studied at Oxford or Cambridge. The 

differences in their approach to university fees did not 

come from their elite education, but the interests of their 

different constituencies. 

 

Currently the UK system can be characterised as medium 

government spending – mass (50%) enrolment – and high 

private costs (£9,000 or US$13,000). But with a very good 

deferred payments scheme, it is almost „free‟ for UK 

students and very expensive for foreigners (Ansell 2008). 

 

Case of China 

 

China has a very different system. After Tiananmen 

Square, Chinese leaders knew they had to respond to the 

youth protest. 

 

The argument provided to the Communist Party Congress 

by economist Tang Min was that higher education 

enrolment expansion would turn out to be a measure that 

entails less state investment, stimulates domestic 

consumption greatly and satisfies urgent demand from the 

masses. 

 

The three main principles were: high tuition fees to 

increase investment in higher education and to spur 

consumption; large-scale loan systems to help poor 

students; and increased scale of scholarship – the initial 

30 world-class universities. 

 

China managed a unique combination of high government 



investment (3% of gross domestic product), medium but 

fast-growing participation (30%) and high private costs, 

with high loans availability provided by regional credit 

cooperatives (the middle class invests at higher interest 

rates and the poor borrow for 10 to 15 years), supported 

by the China Development Bank which is not a commercial 

but an economic development bank (Jingyi 2004). 

 

With this, China has driven the fastest expansion of higher 

education in human history, and has six of the 12 top 

universities in the BRICS bloc – Brazil, Russia, India, China 

and South Africa – and developing countries. 

 

Along with the last decade‟s highest economic growth rate 

in the world, China has driven higher education expansion 

with clearly selected excellence – which was the origin of 

the Shanghai ranking system – and the building of a 

middle-class, but an increase in inequality.  

 

After Tiananmen Square China linked universities and 

students tightly into economic liberalisation and the 

development agenda, with tight social controls.  

 

Case of Sub-Saharan Africa 

 

Sub-Saharan Africa has an entirely different story. 

 

Makerere University in Uganda could be regarded as a 

typical flagship African university with free higher 

education. The purpose of the post-colonial flagship 

university was to train an elite on full scholarships which 

included tuition, board, health insurance, transport and 

personal needs. 

 

But by the early 2000s Makerere was described as a 

“devaluation of higher education into a form of low-level 

training with no research” (Mamdani 2008). 

 

This development across Africa is explained by Langa et al 

(2016) as follows: for government, free higher education 

is a highly visible and populist policy which encourages the 

perception that the state is providing something people 

want. 

 

But free higher education in Africa was built on inequitable 

social structures and it reproduced these inequalities. Free 

higher education in highly unequal societies mainly 

benefits the already-privileged – the new political and 

business elite – who have the social, cultural and economic 

capital required to access, participate and succeed in 

education. 



 

The trade-off in Africa has been low government spending 

with elite (10%) enrolment which is the lowest in the 

world, and low private spending for those who gain entry. 

 

To compensate for the lack of access a dual system 

developed: a highly selective, free elite public system and, 

parallel to it, a private university (college) system where 

middle-class youngsters who do not get places at publicly 

funded, flagship universities pay considerable fees for low 

quality education. 

 

Many Latin American countries, and particularly Brazil, 

follow this model but with slightly higher enrolments.  

 

Case of South Africa 

 

The current South African funding regime could be 

characterised as low government investment, low 

participation and high private cost. It was the latter that 

sparked the 2015 national #FeesMustFall crisis, which is a 

symptom of a bigger problem (Cloete 2016).  

 

According to economist Johan Fourie (2015), only the top 

4% of South Africa‟s income group could afford higher 

education without some form of financial aid or bank 

loans. 

 

The financial backdrop was that the proportion of 

government funding to university budgets decreased from 

49% in 2000 to 40% – and in some cases 30% – by 2013. 

Third-stream income almost doubled in the local Rands 

currency, but remained constant as a percentage of 

budgets. 

 

The shortfall was made up by student fees which increased 

by 42% from 2010 to 2014 (9% per annum in contrast to 

a 5% to 6% national inflation rate). Added to this was that 

uncollected recoveries of the National Student Financial Aid 

Scheme ballooned to R3.7 billion (US$244 million) 

between 2010 and 2014. 

 

Something had to give and it is rather shocking that it was 

students, not university leaders or government officials, 

who recognised this. 

 

The student protest was characterised by a strategy of a 

non-party-aligned, no-formal-leadership mobilisation 

through social media and is remarkably similar to how 

Manuel Castells (2012), in Networks of Outrage and Hope: 

Social movements in the internet age, describes new 



forms of social movements – from the Arab Spring to the 

Indignadas movement in Spain and the Occupy Wall Street 

movement in the United States. 

 

Currently in South Africa there are at least four policy 

investigations going on, and students are gearing up for 

decolonisation, gender equality and the local elections. The 

immediate future is difficult to predict – except that in no 

African country has a government managed to „reverse‟ a 

0% fees concession.  

 

The ‘Who benefits?’ question 

 

Regarding the question of who benefits, there is broad 

agreement among economists of higher education funding 

that government subsidies are „regressive‟, meaning 

subsidies favour the rich (Garritzmann 2016). 

 

In OECD countries, public universities consistently argue 

that low or no tuition fees provide greater equality of 

educational opportunity by providing greater access. But 

the overwhelming subsidy in public universities accrues to 

students from middle- and high-income families (Barr 

2004). 

 

In unequal developing countries the effects are 

exacerbated, Servaas Van der Berg (2014) concludes: 

“Our findings for South Africa are not unique, since World 

Bank research shows much of tertiary education spending 

in Armenia, Bolivia and Brazil benefits higher income 

groups” (Van der Berg 2014). 

 

So in debating policy trade-offs it is very important to be 

wary of the middle class wanting free higher education for 

the poor, because it benefits them more for the simple 

reason that with high accumulated cultural capital they 

gain access to university at a much higher rate than the 

poor. 

 

In South Africa only a tiny minority of students from 

deciles one to seven ever qualify for higher education 

while in the United States in 1970, 10% of students from 

the lowest income quintile went to university in contrast to 

40% to 50% from quintiles four and five. 

 

Forty years later (2010) still only 10% of quintile one went 

to university – but for quintiles four and five the 

percentage had increased to 80% to 90%. Higher 

education in the US has thus become part of the „iron cage 

of privilege‟ (Piketty 2014) 

 



Higher education is seen by many as a ladder out of 

poverty for the poor and an instrument to reduce 

inequality. Higher education does provide considerable 

income gains to the few poor students who gain access, 

but as the Hamilton Project in the US shows, it does little 

to reduce inequality because affluent groups gain even 

more from higher education. 

 

To illustrate this, China and Cuba are contrasting 

examples. The latter saw higher education as part of an 

equalising strategy, made very high government 

investments – over 4% of gross domestic product – but by 

2000 the participation rate in Cuba was still only 25%. In 

contrast, in Fidel Castro‟s arch enemy the US, participation 

is around 80% with significant inequalities. 

 

In developing countries it is difficult to argue that there 

has been a more successful strategy than China's, with 

high government investment, huge enrolment expansion 

and high private costs – but with financial assistance. 

 

In the area of doctoral production, China increased from 

18,000 PhDs in 1978 to 50,000 in 2008 – with 40% in 

science, technology, engineering and mathematics – which 

threatens to distort the global high-skills labour market. 

But China also shows that higher education has to be tied 

into a bigger development project. 

 

There is broad agreement that to maintain a competitive 

edge in a rapidly transforming knowledge economy, 

countries need to invest more in higher education. 

 

The vexing question is what proportion of budgets the 

government, business and different income groups in 

society should contribute, because nowhere in the world is 

there „free‟ higher education.  

 

Professor Nico Cloete is director of the Centre for Higher 

Education Trust, coordinator of the Higher Education 

Research and Advocacy Network in Africa or HERANA, and 

extraordinary professor at the universities of Oslo, 

Western Cape and Stellenbosch. 
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From: Nomfundo Kakaza [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 08:11 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Nomfundo Kakaza Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Nomfundo Kakaza 

Email warara2003@yahoo.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:warara2003@yahoo.com


From: Nonkosazana Nkosi [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 08:12 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Nonkosazana Nkosi Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Nonkosazana Nkosi 

Email missnpz.nkosi@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0724375495 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:missnpz.nkosi@gmail.com


From: Nqaba Mpofu [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 02:37 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Nqaba Mpofu Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Nqaba Mpofu  

Email nqabampofu@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:nqabampofu@gmail.com


From: Ntokozo Mahlangu [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 04:47 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Ntokozo Mahlangu Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Ntokozo Mahlangu 

Email pnmmahlangu@live.co.za 

Cell number (optional) 0832515304 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

Henry Ford is popularly quoted as saying, "If I had asked 

people what they want, they would have said free horses". The 

lesson in this is often, people frame the problems they know 

with solutions based only on what they understand. It's 

important to engage more of the public to seek solutions for 

problems as the diversity of our nation affords us the benefit 

of many people who may have many more ideas and views on 

how we can close the gap between our youth's thirst for 

education, and an ever-tightening fiscal budget. 

 

Technology is a well-known catalyst for growth and 

efficiency. Khan University, and other online universities, 

show the possibility of a future where education can be given 

without the need to lay a single brick. 

 

We can put a budget into growing people's access to internet, 

limit free access to online universities we create with content 

that we develop, with courses that cater to many domestic 

needs, and then use that as an alternative to further our 

people's ambition for free or cheaper education. 

 

Technology can be used in other ways too, to implement 

standardized tests down in primary and secondary technology 

for example. With this approach we may even then have the 

information necessary to understand which schools may need 

intervention well before matriculation. We can then ensure 

that more of our kids are equipped and ready for a tertiary 

education by ensuring that a more equitable quality of 

education is given to all; we still have a legacy where the 

poor, and often black, have to make do with substandard 

education. 

 

This, amongst many other ideas, along with the idea of online 

universities may help us to improve the quality of our 

education, to teach our people to empower themselves (as it 

isn't fair to rely on government for everything) through more 

entrepreneurially-charged education as well as to close the gap 

mailto:pnmmahlangu@live.co.za


between those with the tenacity, the drive and ability to get 

good education and those without the financial means of 

attaining something that, if well-implemented, would have 

immense benefits for us as a country. More businesses, more 

skills, more jobs, more tax revenue to feed the fiscus and to 

allow the government more flexiblity in the tireless mission of 

growing South Africa into an immensely capable and 

competitive country. 

 

As a long shot, I would be honoured to have the opportunity 

to engage the commission on ways forward with regard to 

educating our nation. Lack of education and opportunity are 

the struggle of the new generation. Let us endeavour to a 

working solution before the new generation loses hope in us. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

Ntokozo waGembe Mahlangu 

 



From: Odwa Notununu [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 08:55 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Odwa Notununu Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Odwa Notununu 

Email sasapfet@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0715049261 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

Odwa 

 

mailto:sasapfet@gmail.com


From: Olwethu Maphumulo [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 01 June 2016 12:24 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Olwethu Maphumulo Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Olwethu Maphumulo 

Email ospmaphumulo@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:ospmaphumulo@gmail.com


From: Onalerona Leballo [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 04:06 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Onalerona Leballo Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Onalerona Leballo 

Email Onaleronaleballo5@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0731101095 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:Onaleronaleballo5@gmail.com


From: Ongama Gcwabe [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 02 June 2016 05:57 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Ongama Gcwabe Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Ongama Gcwabe 

Email 0g0748732575@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

Ongama Gcwabe 

 

mailto:0g0748732575@gmail.com


From: orville khangale [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 09:58 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: orville khangale Fees Commission submission 

 

Name orville khangale 

Email khangale.o@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:khangale.o@gmail.com


From: Patrick Cairns [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 05:31 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Patrick Cairns Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Patrick Cairns 

Email patrick.cairns@journalist.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:patrick.cairns@journalist.com


From: Patrick Jonathan [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 06:29 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Patrick Jonathan Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Patrick Jonathan  

Email pjfunctional@optusnet.com.au 

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:pjfunctional@optusnet.com.au


From: noreply@123contactform.com [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 03:14 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Fees Commission submission 

 

Name  

Email petersgelderbloem@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 

mailto:petersgelderbloem@gmail.com


From: Pheladi Sethusa [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 01 June 2016 12:56 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Pheladi Sethusa Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Pheladi Sethusa 

Email pheladisethusa@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0614403559 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

Pheladi Sethusa 

 

mailto:pheladisethusa@gmail.com


From: Phikolomzi Habe Habe [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 02 June 2016 05:29 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Phikolomzi Habe Habe Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Phikolomzi Habe Habe 

Email qunuyouthdev.foundation1@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0788110818 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:qunuyouthdev.foundation1@gmail.com


From: Pieter Mostert [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 09:30 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Pieter Mostert Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Pieter Mostert 

Email pi.mostert@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

I ask that you immediately implement the recommendations of 

the 2012 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned by Minister 

Nzimande. There is no need drag this out any further. 

 

By failing to implement the report, you are denying thousands 

of students a tertiary education, and/or burdening them and 

their families with a huge amount of debt.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

Pieter Mostert 

 

mailto:pi.mostert@gmail.com


From: Poonitha Naidoo [mailto:poonitha@gmail.com]  

Sent: 01 June 2016 12:43 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Fees Commission 

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 
 
I am a senior lecturer at a higher education institution. I have a good understanding 
of health professional training in South Africa as I am in the field since 1981. Medical 
schools and other health professional training institutions have unfortunately lost 
their focus. Instead of training health professionals that will be able to care for our 
public's health, we have creating a culture where teachers at a university spend 
more time chasing PhD's, NRF rating and research, leaving students to be mentored 
and taught by incompetent and unskilled junior or part-time persons. 
 
Not only are academics living in a world where they are seldom at the university 
teaching, but academics themselves spend years away from clinical practice that 
they are also not in touch with updated medical trends. This leads to poor curriculum 
development, overload of information, poor assessments and feedback systems for 
students, and high failure rates among previously disadvantaged students.  
 
This has a direct effect on the patient safety and the public health system in general. 
To be a specialist doctor in medicine, several years are spent in training at Master's 
level before the degree is conferred. Why does one need to get a PhD and post PhD 
to heal our sick public health system? This has also lead to several unethical 
research on our already burdened people. Research will show that the people 
working to heal our people are seldom PhD graduates. At the end of the day, 
students pay for a lower quality of higher education.  
 
Should I be given a few more days, I will be able to elaborate on the facts above. 
 
Yours truly, 
Poonitha Naidoo 
0825616620 
 



From: Rebecca Pointer [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 10:05 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Rebecca Pointer Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Rebecca Pointer 

Email reb@webbedfeet.co.za  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:reb@webbedfeet.co.za


From: Robert Kriger [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 10:45 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Robert Kriger Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Robert Kriger 

Email rskriger@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

Robert Kriger 

 

mailto:rskriger@gmail.com


From: Shaun Munonoka [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 03:26 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Shaun Munonoka Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Shaun Munonoka 

Email ShaunMunonoka@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0794640535 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:ShaunMunonoka@gmail.com


From: 2016 Budget Submission [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 08:41 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: [%Add your message to Finance Minister Gordhan(17128246)%] 2016 Budget Submission 

 

Name Sihle Mkhize 

Email sihlegcwabe@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Add your own message to 

the Fee Free Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Free Commission because experts have 

already had this discussion and made recommendations for 

free higher education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for 

eight months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:sihlegcwabe@gmail.com


  

 

 FEASIBILITY OF MAKING 

HIGHER EDUCATION FEE 

FREE 
S29(1)(b) of the Constitution of the RSA states that, ‘Everyone has the 

right- to further education, which the state, through reasonable 

measures, must make progressively available and accessible’. 

  

 SIPHOSENKOSI. G. NZUZA  UKZN Second Year Law Student  6/27/2016 

   

 

 

   

Siphosenkosi Gift Nzuza (also the Secretary General of the Caring Society 365)  

Contact details: 072 982 6155 (cell) or siphonzuza67@gmail.com (email address) 

I submits the following submission on my personal capacity.  

The following is the list of documents used in writing this submission: 

 The Constitution of the Republic of South Africa, 1996. 

 Cases- 

Economic Freedom Fighters v The Speaker of the National Assembly case no: 21471/2014 

Prinsloo v Van der Linde 1997 (6) BCLR 759 

Bato star fishing Pty (Ltd) 

 

 

 Prof Ntlama’s Human Rights law notes semester 1, 2016 UKZN School of Law. 

 Mark Mathabeni, Miriam’s Song, (New York, Simon & Schuster :2000). 

 http:// murraymcgregor.wordpress.com/2008/08/31/what-was-bantu-education-a-man-in-

jackboots-walking-all-over-the-garden.  

I am willing to present the oral submission to the Commission should there be a need.  

I prefer both English and IsiZulu to present with the oral submission. 

My availability time to present this submission orally will depend upon school 

timetable, the place to present must be in the Durban area.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:siphonzuza67@gmail.com
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FEASIBILITY OF 
MAKING 
HIGHER 
EDUCATION 
FEE FREE 
S29(1)(b) of the Constitution of the 
RSA states that, ‘Everyone has the 

right- to further education, which 
the state, through reasonable 
measures, must make progressively 

available and accessible’. 

 

As a law student this submission is 
devoted and based on legal 

principles, particularly on Equality 
both as a right and also as a value 

attached as foundation to our 
Constitution. 

In order to give unblemished and 

unambiguous thoughtful of this 
submission, it worth start by 
recalling on the history of this 

country, particularly on higher 
education.  

HISTORY PART 

Our nowadays anew, magnificent 
and attractive country is recovering 

from a history of life-threatening 
inequalities and discrimination. The 

area of education which is of greatest 
essential in every society as it where 
individuals, particularly the youth 

are taught and prepared to better 
themselves, their societies and the 

world at large. However in our 
history this vivacious area was where 
the extremist of inequality and 

discrimination was at most 
demonstrated at the benefit of the 

minority groups. To scour the wound 
with salt these extreme inequalities 
and discrimination were marked and 

marked again at the shortcoming of 
the country’s majority groups, as 
these unjust actions were made to be 

legally tolerable and well sheltered. 

In evincing the latter, the basic 

education of the majority of the 
people of this country was not of 
comparable or even alike to that of 

the minority of the people, this was 
formally protected at the 

disadvantage of the majority groups 
of this country. The court in the case 
of Prinsloo v Van der Linder, 

confirmed that our country in the 
past was characterized by the system 
of inequality in every corner of the 

country. The court held that: 

“Until recently, very many areas 

of public and private life were 
invaded by systematical legal 
separateness coupled with legally 

enforced advantage and 
disadvantage. The impact of 

structured and vast inequalities 
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is still with us despite the arrival 

of the new constitutional order. It 
is the majority, and not the 

minority, which has suffered from 
this legal separateness and 
disadvantage”. (at para 20)   

The above is a prima facie evidence 
that the majority of the people of this 
country indeed have suffered from 

the inequalities of apartheid, more 
especially in the field of education. 

But as the court acknowledged in 
Prinsloo, “the impact of structured 
and vast inequality is still with 

us despite the arrival of the new 
constitutional order”. The fees (not 

just fees, higher fees) in the higher 
education is a continuation of 
allowing inequality even in this new 

constitutional order, the majority of 
the people of this country are the 
ones who ached at most by the 

wrongs of apartheid. It is no 
bombshell then when their annual 

earnings of the majority of the people 
of the country is less or just slightly 
above the tertiary tuition fee for the 

year, thus that confirms that they 
won’t afford and manage higher 
education fees. Notwithstanding 

NSFAS and other Bursary schemes 
efforts which unfortunately comes at 

a shortfall. 

At this point I would also like to take 
note of some of the strategies which 

have added to the weakening of our 
education and consequently led to 

the impossibility of the majority of 

the people of this country to affor0d 

the higher education. 

 

The former President of this country 
who is also branded as being the 
architecture of apartheid Hendrik 

Verwoerd is on record asserting the 
above, avowing that: “there is no 

place for (Bantu) in the European 
community above the level of 
certain forms of labor …what is 

the use of teaching a black child 
mathematics when it cannot use 
it in practice?”. These words and 

two policies to be revealed later, 
undoubtedly displays that before the 

commencement of the Interim 
Constitution, the education in South 
Africa was designed to be in the level 

of inequity between the majority and 
the minority groups, but notably 

favoring the minorities.    

The education for the majority of the 
people was administered by the 
government using the, Bantu 
Education Act of 1953 which later 
renamed the Black Education Act 

of 1953. The Act in question 

endorsed numerous features of 

apartheid system in the republic. It 
looks like the main purpose of the 
Act was to preserve the majority of 

the people in the republic, docile to 
the minority groups and eventually 
to afford them with the mediocre 

education. The Bantu Education Act, 
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1953 was extended in the year 1959 
to ‘non-white’ universities and 
colleges with the Extension of 
University Act. Thus the latter 

meant that the universities were 

then to be considered also as part of 
Bantu Education System. 

The mentioned policies still troubles 
our country even today despite being 
in the new dispensation of 

democracy. It can be argued that 
they are the birthplace of the country 

social ills problems, as South African 
writer Mark Mathabeni ask in his 
book Miriam’s Song, “if Verwoerd 

had not taken over blacks 
education as he did, if black 
children had had the same 

education opportunities as white 
children, would there be lesser 

social ills, and more academics 
and skilled laborers?”. Indeed this 

question is almost impossible to 

answer, but as Mc Gregory answers 
this question, yes, the social ills that 

wrack our society might well have 
been more manageable.    

Ultimately from this history 

discussion, it is without trite that the 
above unreasonable policies which 
imposed inequality and 

discrimination into the field of 
education yield to the impairment 

which is incalculable and thus 
continue to hangout South Africa 
even today.  

The majority of the people (Blacks) of 
this country who were fortunate to 

obtain education finished on the 
career fields of which was not of their 
choices, but settings of oppression 

led them there. It therefore follows 
after considering the historical 

background of this country that, 
probing a person who was privileged 
by apartheid system and the person 

who was deprived by apartheid to 
pay for his child tuition fees seems to 

be unfair and unconstitutionally, 
having considered the right to 
equality as protected in our 

Constitution. 

Equality as a Right and also as a 
Value underpinning the 

Constitution of the Republic of 
South Africa, 1996: 

As detailed in the inaugural 
introduction of this submission, our 
county is mending from the history 

of extreme inequalities and 
discrimination. Even the Preamble of 

our Constitution identifies and 
affirms that, stating “We the people 
of South Africa, Recognize the 

injustices of our past,…”. In 

revising these injustices revealed 
above the Constitution in it preamble 

further states that, in this new 
dispensation of democracy 
“Government is based on the will 
of the people…, improve the 
quality of life of all citizens and 

free the potential of each person”. 
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 In beholding the question at hand 

(feasibility of making higher 
education fee free), having regard the 

above parts of the Preamble. The 
bygone laws which were of unfair, 
deprived the majority of the people of 

this country chance of getting the 
equal and quality education as that 
of the minority groups, this unjust 

exercise seems to hangout even now 
in this new dispensation of 

democracy in the newly modernized 
way. As one cannot receive higher 
education, because he or she is from 

the under privileged family which at 
most is as a outcome of this 

country’s past.  

Thus, it must follow then that having 
regard and acknowledged the 

injustices of our past that denying 
the people of this country higher 
education which is constitutionally 

sheltered, deny them because they 
have no money is no moral pace. It 

appears as succeeding with hovering 
flags in the classification of 
unconstitutional acts. 

The preamble of the Constitution as 
mentioned before, orders that, the 
government must be centered on the 

will of the people. The people of this 
country mainly the majority of them 

have requested the government 
unceasingly to nationalize the 
education. Even the statistics over 

the years have shown that there is a 
huge gap in this country between the 

rich and the poor, the amount of the 
poor is larger than that of the rich. 

Therefore not agreeing with the will 

of the people which is authenticated 
even more by these mentioned 

statistics, is the serious violation of 
the Constitution declaratory 
Preamble. 

The constant making of higher 
education to be a fee zone, while the 
gap of income and wealth within the 

community is broadening, mean that 
only the well-off people are certified 

to further their education, since they 
are the only ones who can afford it. 
The final is by all means in conflict 

with section 1(a) of the Constitution, 
which commands that, “The RSA is 

one, sovereign, democratic state 
founded on the following values: 
Human dignity, the achievement 

of equality and the advancement 
of human rights and freedoms”.   

Thus flowing from s1(a) of the 

Constitution and having considered 
the history of this country, the fee 

free higher education in the country 
will mean the working towards 
values as enshrined in the 

Constitution. The achievement of 
equality and the advancement of 
human rights and freedoms. 

The last would also mean that higher 
education is equally available to all, 

it will also mean that the right 
enshrined on s29(1)(b) of the 
Constitution is completely fulfilled by 

the state as provided by the 
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Constitution, eventually the creation 
of freedom to the students and 

community at large will be created. 
As Liebenberg suggested “the 
application of the bill of rights 

under the new democratic 
government in South African can 

only be understood and 
appreciated against the historical 
background of colonialism and 

apartheid” (2000:5). Thus having 

understood the history of this 

country, s29(1)(b) of the 
Constitution seems to mean that 
indeed to remedy the imbalances of 

the past in the higher education 
field, the state must make this level 
of education to be easily accessible 

to all, deprived or privileged. 

In the case of the Economic 

Freedom Fighters v The Speaker 
of the National Assembly, the court 
in giving the effect to section 1 of 
the Constitution held that, “section 
1 is the majestic proclamation of 

that which we hold to be best in 
our society. …these are not values 
upon which we should give up 

lightly. These are values for 
which generations of South 
Africans fought and died for. As a 

nation they are our 
autobiography. They must be 

taken with utmost seriousness by 
all South Africans, no matter 
their political persuasions. They 

call on all who live in this country 
to see these values as trumps over 

any and all political affiliations” 
(at page 27).   

It therefore follows that the making 
of the higher education to be fee free, 

will result to the serious obedience of 
the achievement of equality as a 
value esteemed in the Constitution. 

As the court held in the EFF case, 
achievement of equality is a value 

that generations of South Africans 
fought and died for. Thus there is a 
blameless need for this value to be 

taken with maximum seriousness, in 
the advancement of human rights 

and freedoms for all. 

Upon finishing this submission, I 
stalwartly submits that the higher 

education shall be fee free to those 
who cannot afford to pay the tuition 
fees. Section 9(2) of the Constitution 
states that, “Equality includes the 
full and equal enjoyment of all 

rights and freedoms. To promote 
the achievement of equality, 
legislative and other measures 

designed to protect and advance 
persons, or categories of persons, 

disadvantaged by unfair 
discrimination may be taken”. 

Thus flowing from the section above, 

making higher education fee free by 
the government is an initiative at 
which will be upholding the 

achievement of equality in the 
republic. Further it can also be seen 

as a measure taken by the 
government to protect and advance 
those who are disadvantaged by the 

tuition fees at the institutions of 
higher learning.  
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In the Bato star case, Ngcobo J is on 
record saying that, “our 
constitutional order is committed 

to the transformation of our 
society from a grossly unequal 
society to one in which there is 

equality between the men and 
women and people of all 
races….the effects of 

discrimination may continue 
indefinitely unless there is a 

commitment to end it.” (at para 
74) 

From the view of the honorable 

Justice Ngcobo, it looks like he is 
decorously signifying that as in 

section 9(2) of our constitution, the 
constitution is sincerely dedicated in 
varying and amending the injustices 

and inequalities of the past. Thus 
from that stand point of view, the 
making of the higher education to be 

free will mean that, everybody 
including the state is committed as 

required by the constitution in 
hammering the last required nail to 
the coffin of inequality. Allow new 

constitutional order which requires 
equality to all.  

Ultimately, having considered the 

history of this country and also the 
new constitutional order brought 

upon by the Constitution of the 
Republic of South Africa, 1996. I 
have no doubt that the catastrophe 

of the majority of the people of this 
country not affording the higher 

education was caused by the 
inequalities of the past. I therefore 

submits before this commission that 

the only comprehensive solution here 
will be that engaged by section 9(2) 

of the constitution. 

The free higher education must only 
be available to those who are 

succeeding as per section 9(2) of the 
constitution, so that the government 
will be able to encounter the 

demand, further that would be a 
reasonable measure on the side of 

the state, as required by section 
29(1)(b) of the constitution. 

Undeniably, those who don’t qualify 

to section 9(2) of the constitution 
might shout out loud, directing a 

foul play. Nevertheless to me that 
cannot be just, as mentioned before, 
section 9(2) of the constitution has a 

transformative assignment in this 
country. The formation of equal 
society is heavily grounded on it 

shamelessly.  

As correctly barbed by the court in 
the Bato star case, that, “… we 
must not underestimate them. 
The measures that bring about 

transformation will inevitably 
affect some members of the 
society adversely, particularly 

those coming from the previously 
advantaged communities. It may 

well be that considerations m ay 
have to yield in favor of achieving 
the goal we fashioned for 

ourselves in the constitution. 
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What is required, though, is that 
the process of transformation 

must be carried out in accordance 
with the constitution.” (at para 
78) 

Unbroken from that paragraph of the 
judgment, it goes without saying that 

to those who can afford paying the 
tuition fees of their children’s must 
pay. The fact that those who are 

underprivileged are not to pay, 
doesn’t mean that those who are to 

be paying are being discriminated in 
any of the grounds, but simply the 
only way at which can make the 

state to be able to afford the fee free 
higher education. 

I therefore submits that fee free 

higher education must be available 
to those who are financially 

depressed, further fee free higher 
education will mean the compliance 
with the transformative mission 

brought upon by the new 
constitutional order in our country, 

as per section 2 of the constitution, 
all law or conducts in conflicts with 
the constitution are null and void, 

furthermore obligations imposed by 
the constitution must be fulfilled. 

Therefore the duty imposed to the 

state by section 29(1)(b) of the 
constitution, which is the duty of 

making the furthering of the 
education accessible and available 
must be fulfilled and failure to do 

that is unconstitutional.  

Free Education is a 
Transformative Action, Free 

Education is the Solution to 
Equality. 

The doors of learning shall be open 

and accessible to all (underprivileged 
or privileged). 

SUBMISSION BY: Mr. SG Nzuza, Second 

Year LLB student in the UKZN. 

 

 

 



From: Sisipho Ndyalaza [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 03 June 2016 04:09 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Sisipho Ndyalaza Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Sisipho Ndyalaza 

Email s.ndyalaza@gmail.coom  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

Sisipho Ndyalaza 

 

mailto:s.ndyalaza@gmail.coom


From: noreply@123contactform.com [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 03 June 2016 03:45 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Fees Commission submission 

 

Name  

Email SpheJames01@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:SpheJames01@gmail.com


From: SRC President [mailto:srcpres@bccollege.co.za]  

Sent: 23 June 2016 11:36 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: FEE FREE 

 

ATTENTION: The Fees Commission  

  

Through the research that we have conducted the main objective of the students is free 

education. 

The free education is also accompanied by free accommodation and food allowance. 

They also raised that NSFAS is a slice of bread and they want the whole bakery which is free 

education. 

  

We further suggest that the money must be sourced from privet sector. 

International Companies tax should be increased due to the fact that they  

Benefit from the resources of South Africa. 

  

Nelson Mandela once said education is the key to success. 

  

So the student stands for free education for all  

  

We are very clearer as the TVET sector that as a sector we know we are developing but the 

attention should also be given to this sector to improve the thinking and decision making 

bodies like the Council, Management and the Student Representative body.  

  

Further to that we promote even a decision or broadcasted debate about this issue patenting 

TVET sector. 

  

Regards  

SRC President (Buffalo City TVET College) 

S.NGQUTHWANA 

 



From: Stephanie Girie [mailto:stephaniegirie@outlook.com]  

Sent: 28 May 2016 01:58 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: FEES comment from a CCE Student 

 

Thank you for opening this to the public. By making Higher Education free or more 
affordable will result in more opportunities for those who cannot afford. This ties in 
with “equal rights for all”. Race, gender, religion, disabilities and financial status are 
categories which people fall under and we are judge or offered opportunities according to 
this. Education should appeal to all no matter the categories. More educated people means 
more support in economic growth which essentially improves the standards of the country.  
 
I am a student with friends who tell me I am lucky to have the opportunity to study, not 
knowing that I have to work night shift, unable to hand in my assignments on time due to 
stress, overworked and being tired, all to cover the fees of my college. My parents are also 
under financial stress which stems from student loans. So yes I am lucky to have the 
opportunity I just wish luck would be easier and I wish one day that my friends can also say 
they got the opportunity to study as well.  
 
As for independent tertiary institutions, such as the college I attend, I feel that equal 
financial support should be awarded to them. Whether private or government, both parties 
are working together for the greater good. I attend an independent college which has a 
teacher training B.Ed qualification which is registered with the department of education. 
More than 80% of our students will end up teaching in National Curriculum schools, just like 
those who studied at public institutions. The way I see it the independent colleges are 
assisting the government to help train and qualify students to essentially end up working for 
government or contributing towards government, so why not help the private and 
independent higher education institutions as well.  
 
Free fees or more affordable fees means a more educated country  
 
 
Sent from Windows Mail 
 
 



From: thechefsfriend [mailto:thechefsfriend@gmail.com] 
Sent: 02 May 2016 10:52 AM
To: FeesHET
Subject: Free Higher Education

All big business must come to the party so that we can start to improve the lives of all the citizens of 
South Africa.  

Big business must invest a huge portion of their cash into a high interest bearing scheme with our 
banks. 

Big business will get their money back, but only after a couple of years. They will however not get 
their interest, as this be be used to fund education. There must be so much money in the pool that 
the interest will assist people. This will grow all the time.

Banks must also contribute by putting their money in the pool and by giving an exceptionally high 
rate of interest on the capital. This will benefit the country and the banks in the long run.
Steven



From: sue fry [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 08:39 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: sue fry Fees Commission submission 

 

Name sue fry 

Email suefry72@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while students struggle to get an 

education. If Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-

fee Varsity Report in 2012, and implemented it's 

recommendations, millions wouldn't have been denied an 

education or forced into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after the people campaigned for no fee 

increases, the release of the report and action, did our elected 

leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. Students are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

Sue Fry 

 

mailto:suefry72@gmail.com


From: Susan Tyfield [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 10:22 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Susan Tyfield Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Susan Tyfield 

Email sue.tyfield@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:sue.tyfield@gmail.com


From: Tamarin Van der Sandt [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 05:21 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Tamarin Van der Sandt Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Tamarin Van der Sandt  

Email tamarin.vds@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0746075800 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:tamarin.vds@gmail.com


From: Tankiso Motloung [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 08:48 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Tankiso Motloung Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Tankiso Motloung 

Email atmotloung@yahoo.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:atmotloung@yahoo.com


From: Taylor [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 10:32 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Taylor Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Taylor  

Email 18954731@sun.ac.za  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:18954731@sun.ac.za
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COMMISION OF INQUIRY INTO HIGHER EDUCATION AND TRAINING 

MY SUBMISSION: 

 

INTRODUCTION 

[1]      South Africa comes from a past in which the education system was riddled 

with inequalities. It was characterized mainly by a disproportionate distribution of 

resources and discriminatory entrance requirements. However, when the post-

apartheid government came into power in 1994 hopes for a better tomorrow were 

finally rekindled and previously disadvantaged citizens looked to the future with 

optimism that the new democratic government would provide free tertiary education 

for all citizens regardless of their financial standing or racial status. However, we are 

22 years into this democracy and surprisingly tertiary education is not yet free and a 

majority of students (of all races) continue to face academic exclusion due to a lack 

of funds. Were South Africans sold a false idea from the beginning or is this due to 

the current government’s inability to adequately allocate resources? The principal 

issue I intend to address in this paper is whether the idea of a fees free higher 

education is in fact one that is physically possible or merely a utopian ideal, I shall 

thereafter provide my own solutions to the matter as well as disclose how I think the 

government should go about addressing this issue.     

 

APPLICABLE LAWS AND PRINCIPLES 

[2]      The Constitution of 1996 is the supreme law of the land, Section 29 of this 

Constitution states that “…everyone has the right to –  

a) basic education, and; 

My name is Thabo Mkhize and I am a 2nd year Law (LL.B) student at the 

University of Kwa-Zulu Natal (Howard College Campus). This paper consists of 

my submissions on the feasibility of fees free education. I am willing and able to 

make oral submissions to the Commissions and if called upon to do so I am 

willing to present them in English. The convenient venue for me to do this would 

be at the Pinetown Magistrates Court since it is closest to my home. Below are 

my contact details: 

Cell phone: 062 722 5246                         Email: 215005610@stu.ukzn.ac.za                            

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:215005610@stu.ukzn.ac.za
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b) to further education, which the state, through reasonable 

measures, must make progressively available and 

accessible.1 (the underlining is my own) 

I draw your attention to the word “accessible”. Accessibility means that the state 

should remove barriers to higher education and where reasonably possible must 

ensure that everyone receives this very fundamental right in a language of their own 

choice.2 S 29(b) of the Constitution imposes a duty on the state to remove 

discrimination on the basis of race, physical disability and financial status, among 

others. The first question that presents itself therefore is whether the state has in fact 

fulfilled this obligation or not. 

[3]      I submit that it has not. It is 22 years into this so called democracy and yet 

there are still students who are being turned away from tertiary institutions purely 

because they do not have the funds to pay their tuition. Which brings me to another 

issue of relative importance, the #fees_must_fall movement: - a student led protest 

movement triggered mainly by the announcement that University fees were set to 

increase by 10.5% in the following fiscal year (2016). Although I did not personally 

take part in this movement, it was impossible not to learn that although the President 

(after a lengthy protest action) called a meeting with the student leaders, fees were 

not in fact going to fall but the 10,5% increase was scrapped of the table.3 This was 

a partial victory on the part of protesters. The President himself then further 

announced that the budget allocation to the NSFAS was going to be reviewed and 

increased (an issue to which I shall return in due time). 

[4]      I now address the crisp issue at hand. It is necessary then to point out at this 

stage that I personally think that tertiary education in South Africa should not be free. 

There is not much evidence that free education actually increases its’ availability and 

I doubt that making it free will make it more accessible, there’s a saying the English 

folks use: “you win some, you lose some”. My point is that if education were to be 

made free then the government would probably find a way to make entrance into 

Universities harder like perhaps increasing the entrance requirements or delaying 

application processes so that less students would be admitted and thereby the 

burden of paying by the state is reduced: - of course this is a mere prediction flowing 

from my educated guesswork. Sure, free education reduces costs for the less 

financially privileged but there are more progressive ways to do this than to simply 

provide free education to all, regardless of their ability of inability to pay. Minister 

Blade Nzimande said so himself that the idea of free education for all is impossible, 

he was supported by Vice Chancellor of Witwatersrand University, Sir Adam Habib. 

[5]      My argument for the charging of fees for university tuition is fivefold: Firstly, as 

a general rule of life and Economics, a person who gains a personal advantage from 

                                                           
1
 The Constitution of 1996, S 29. 

2
 3

rd
 Economic and social Rights Report, “The Right to Free Education”, p1. 

3
 SABC News Channel 404 
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using a service must, as a matter of principle, contribute towards its’ upkeep. This 

argument does not rest on my belief in free market economics but purely on fairness. 

I propose that the government rather increase its’ budget allocation to NSFAS, the 

mere increase from R9.5 Billion to R10 Billion as announced by Minister Blade 

Nzimande will not suffice. In fact, the way the scheme operates presently is correct 

and makes financial sense: - a student receives a study loan for the duration of their 

degree/diploma; then when they are working they have to pay that money back to 

the state so that it can be used to fund the next student in need of financial aid. In 

this way, people get access to education while our country remains financially stable.   

[6]      Secondly, the current private returns to education are not excellent, but they 

are good enough. There are many people who are willing and capable of paying for 

higher education. In an economy as fragile as ours, why would anyone want to 

disrupt this? As a matter of fact, everyone that is for free education provides only one 

argument in support of themselves: - that it is the duty of the state to provide free 

education and that black South Africans are poor. Well I feel their hardship and 

though terrible their circumstances may be, their financial status cannot be used as 

the main mechanism with which to determine whether the national tuition fee should 

be zero or not. If so, we would run the risk of compromising our countries entire 

economic standing.  

[7]      Over and above that; I have heard, in passing, the suggestion that students 

from financially well off backgrounds must still be made to pay tuition while the poor 

students must be absolved of this duty.4 I respectfully disagree with this suggestion 

and my reasoning for this rests on two legs:  

a) It is my legal conviction that the imposition of such a system must inevitably 

amount to a contravention of the equality clause of our Constitution5.  

b) Why should certain groups of students be forced to pay fees while the other 

groups are absolved of this duty? There is apparently no constitutional 

justification for this. I hold that this suggestion amounts to unfair discrimination 

on the basis of financial status and is therefore invalid.6 

I submit that if we are actually going to push a fees-free college agenda then it 

should not be under a restrictive banner but instead under a general welfare banner. 

It’s either free education for all or no free education at all, and since I have already 

stated that free education for all is impossible I guess the conclusion is inescapable 

that fees must in fact be charged in tertiary institutions. 

[8]      Furthermore, the argument has arisen that “if a country such as Zimbabwe can 

afford to have free education then surely South Africa can too.” In my opinion, this 

                                                           
4
 This was a suggestion made by an EFF Student Command Leader while being interviewed by an E.NCA 

reporter.   
5
 Section 9(1) of the Constitution of RSA 

6
 Section 9(3) of the Constitution of RSA 
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premise is unwarranted and in showing that my criticism of it is not unfair I shall 

advance two reasons: 

a) South Africa and Zimbabwe are two different countries with different 

economic systems and hence employ different monetary and fiscal policy. 

It follows therefore that the consequences of free education on both these 

economies cannot be reasonably expected to be the same. 

b) Lest we forget, Zimbabwe did suffer a massive hyper – inflation during 

2008. Now I am no expert in Zimbabwean Economics but I am pretty 

certain that it was partially because of the implementation of fees free 

education without any refunds from students. 

[9]      Moreover, the demands by the people who are “for” free education are 

contradictory. They say they want fees free higher education and yet in the very 

same sentence they demand that they be taught by lecturers with “Ph.D.’s and 

nothing less”. It is probably helpful to state that South African Labour Law dictates 

that the higher ones qualifications are, the higher the salary they demand. How then 

can a University that does not derive any income from students’ fees be expected to 

pay these highly qualified lecturers? It is an unfortunate fact of life that we cannot 

have both a fees free higher education as well as a quality education system; one 

must surely be chosen at the expense of the other. Economists call this opportunity 

cost. Clearly, these demands by zero tuition folks are absurd and represent a lack of 

understanding of Labour Economics. 

[10]      There is another issue to be considered: - the idea that the private sector and 

wealthy individuals must be subject to a wealth tax so as cover the shortfall of the 

implementation of fees free education. I vehemently disagree with this idea. I think 

that a wealth tax would be counterproductive. At first blush it may seem like a good 

idea but in my view, it would only drive qualified labour and high net worth individuals 

away from the country. Also, in Macroeconomics there is a model called the Laffer 

curve7; basically this curve shows the relationship between the tax rate and 

government revenue. According to this Laffer rule, an increase in the tax rate does in 

fact lead to an increase in government revenue but there comes a point where 

increasing the tax rate actually decreases state revenue rather than increase it. Now 

it is not necessary to go into the mathematics of the matter but in essence, I warn 

that we must not too readily proceed to the idea that a wealth tax surely remedy our 

predicament. 

CONCLUSION 

[11]      Suffice it to say, the best method of increasing accessibility to higher 

education would be to allocate more funds to the NSFAS. Income inequality is 

plaguing our country and students are facing academic exclusion due to no funds, I 

am not turning a blind eye to these hardships and I am a firm believer that everyone 

                                                           
7
 Parkin. Economics 3

ed
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has a right to education as much as the next person. Needless to say though, the 

implementation of a fees free education is not an economically sustainable solution. 

Perhaps if someone could be willing to show me a way of implementing it without 

simultaneously bankrupting our country I might be willing to change my view. It is my 

submission that fees free education is not feasible and I urge the commission to 

recommend my proposed solutions.               

 

 

 



From: Thuleleni Ngubane [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 03:21 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Thuleleni Ngubane Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Thuleleni Ngubane 

Email thuleleni@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0792404255 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:thuleleni@gmail.com


From: Timo Nkwana [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 03:28 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Timo Nkwana Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Timo Nkwana 

Email google9310@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 08268202221 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:google9310@gmail.com


From: Ngoveni, Tinyiku [mailto:Ngovetd@unisa.ac.za]  

Sent: 04 May 2016 09:29 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Free education 

 

Good morning 
 
Thanks for the opportunity given. My comments in relation to free education are as 
follows: 
 

 Free education can be achieved as the government is succeeding on child grant 
but it will be a serious burden to the state.  
 

 Free education will keep on create more gap between the ‘’rich and the poor’’ as 
the rich will be more favoured as compared to the poor, particularly the previously 
disadvantage. 

 

 I suggest we (Government) ‘’exempt’’ those tax payers whom their children are 
at University from paying tax. This can be done following this process: The parent 
can submit proof of student registration to SARS, indicating their monthly cost, for 
example paying bond, a car, and other house hold activities to justify why they 
should be exempted from paying tax to afford University fees. The exemption will 
take place only for the study period, meaning after completion or drop-out such 
parent will start paying tax as normal. The Exemption can also apply to those tax 
payers who can decide to adopt certain student(s) in their studies. I still 
emphasise, the amount earned and the total cost must be used to determine if 
such person can be exempted from paying tax or not in order to find the studies. 
Although exempting workers whom their children are at University cannot fully 
cover the total University cost,  it can relieve the burden parents are 
experiencing. In a situation where the student complete but fees still outstanding 
the method will continue until the balance is settled. 

 
I emphasise more on tax exemption taking into consideration the amount which we 
(Government) lose every financial year. 
 
 
Kind regards 
 
Mr Tinyiko David Ngoveni 
Lecturer: Criminology & Security Science 
School of Criminal Justice, College of Law 
Programme in Security Management 
Office number 1-38 
Tel: 012 433-9510 
337 Veale Street 
Brooklyn House 
0187 
Email:  Ngovetd@unisa.ac.za 

 

mailto:Ngovetd@unisa.ac.za


 

 

 

 



From: Tony Voss [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 01 June 2016 12:29 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Tony Voss Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Tony Voss 

Email tony@thehoopoe.com  

Cell number (optional) 0434964473 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, Tony Voss 

 

mailto:tony@thehoopoe.com


From: Tricks Gaddafi [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 07:40 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Tricks Gaddafi Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Tricks Gaddafi 

Email Onthatilemmodys@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

 

Enklek just implement the policy or we will hit the streets 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:Onthatilemmodys@gmail.com


From: Timo Nkwana [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 03:28 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Timo Nkwana Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Timo Nkwana 

Email google9310@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 08268202221 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:google9310@gmail.com


From: Verna Oliphant [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 03:29 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Verna Oliphant Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Verna Oliphant 

Email verna@telkomsa.net 

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:verna@telkomsa.net


From: Viwe Mashicila [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 10:22 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Viwe Mashicila Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Viwe Mashicila 

Email viwemashicila@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0719783136 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:viwemashicila@gmail.com


From: Walter Pike [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 03:59 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Walter Pike Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Walter Pike 

Email walterpike@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:walterpike@gmail.com


From: Wenzile Madonsela [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 12:38 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Wenzile Madonsela Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Wenzile Madonsela 

Email wenzimadonsela@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional)  

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the 

recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report commissioned 

by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees 

Must Fall movement is yet another long drawn out expensive 

bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. If 

Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity 

Report in 2012, and implemented it's recommendations, 

millions wouldn't have been denied an education or forced 

into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report 

and failed to act. Only after we, the people, campaigned for no 

fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have 

rejected the Fee Commission because experts have already 

had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight 

months for you to act. We are struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' 

process of this Commission has been more interested in PR 

and complaining that no one is making submissions, than 

actually providing an easy way to make these submissions. 

Many of us have spent hours on the phone to the Presidency 

and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

mailto:wenzimadonsela@gmail.com


From: Willem Van der Velden [mailto:willem7684@gmail.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 07:24 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Comment free education 

 

Good day. It would be unfair to make public education free without supporting private 

institutions. They play an important role in ensuring high standards and diversity that public 

institutions should learn from. No free education please if it means a mediocre lack of 

inspiration. Thank you. W. Manatha, lecturer. 

 



From: Zenzi Pahla [mailto:zenzi.pahla@gmail.com]  

Sent: 30 June 2016 08:24 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Submission for the inquiry into fee-free higher education 

 

Good day, 

 

My name is Zenzele Mwansa Pahla and I am a registered Masters student at the university of 

Johannesburg. I received an e-mail from the Post-graduate center at the university of 

Johannesburg regarding a call for submissions into the inquiry into fee-free higher education. 

I am currently pursuing my masters in Development Economics and jumped at the 

opportunity to submit a short paper on the matter. 

 

Attached is my submission, accompanying Turnitin plagiarism report and Anti-plagiarism 

declaration. I would also like to provide the relevant information required for the submission: 

(a)The full names and contact details of the person/s or entity making the submission 

Zenzele Mwansa Pahla 

084 495 8007 

zenzi.pahla@gmail.com 

 

(b)An indication of the person and/ or entity on whose behalf the submission is being made 

The University of Johannesburg 

 

(c) A full list of source documents referred to in the submissions 

Please see attached document 

 

(d)An indication of the willingness of such person or institution to present oral submission to 

the Commission, if called upon to do so 

Yes I am very willing to present an oral submission of my paper to the Commission if asked 

to do so 

 

(e) The language in which such person or institution shall prefer to make oral submission 

English 

 

(f) The convenient time frame and venue on which such person or institution shall be 

available to present oral evidence.  

I can present Monday to Friday from 08:00am to 17:00pm anywhere in Gauteng (preferably 

Johannesburg or Pretoria) 

 

Kind regards, 

 

 

--  

Miss Z.M. Pahla 

BCom Investment Management (University of Pretoria) 

BCom Honours Economics (University of Johannesburg) 

 

tel:084%20495%208007
mailto:zenzi.pahla@gmail.com
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Introduction 
 

At the end of 2015, South African students across all universities rose up against the rising cost of 

tuition fees in the post-school education system. These student protests, likened by some to the 

June 16 protests of 1976, marked the beginning of the national movement “Fees Must Fall”. The 

“Fees Must Fall” movement has grown over the recent year into an exposition into the realities 

facing the higher education landscape in South Africa today. 

It is evident from the continuation of tensions within the higher education sector that South Africa 

still faces historical institutional challenges brought forth from the Apartheid regime (Reddy, 2004). 

More pressing challenges have emerged for the maturing democracy however, in the form of social 

policy restrictions. Due to the global shift towards international competitiveness and the 

requirement of fiscal discipline, South Africa faces policy challenges that limit its ability to provide 

social services like (but not limited to) higher education (Reddy, 2004 and Wood, 2010). 

Due to the nature of South Africa’s historical inequalities as well as the current shift in global fiscal 

and economic policy, South Africa has assigned dual roles to higher education (Reddy, 2004). 

Through the Department of Higher Education and Training, the South African government envisions 

a higher education system that contributes to both social and economic transformation (Department 

of Higher Education and Training, 2016). Though this is in line with international trends, the 

conflicting nature of these two roles makes finding a solution difficult given the prevailing social and 

economic theory. 

The aim of this paper is to contribute towards the discussion surrounding the appropriate method 

for analysing social policy decisions given the evolution of the structural world economy and 

ascertain whether employer of last resort programmes serve as viable financing models for higher 

education. In other words, how do we design social policy that serves social, political and economic 

objectives given the evolution of the structural world economy and can employer of last resort 

programmes, through the state theory of money, serve as a viable framework for the financing of 

higher education? 

 

While most economies appear to be adopting tax financing with deferred charges – in the form of 

human capital contracts – as the optimal financing solution (Belkovicsová, 2012 and Boldea, 2016), 

this paper suggests that such solutions are based on misrepresented theoretical foundations. 

Through an understanding of the state theory of money, this paper suggests that an employer of last 

resort programme is a better option for a sovereign currency government operating in the modern 

economy. 

 

This paper begins with a discussion surrounding the policy dilemma faced by the South African 

government in terms of higher education and argues against institutional autonomy in the sector. 

The next section follows with a breakdown of the theories underpinning social policy conflicts in 

general and the financing of such decisions, with a recommendation made for further research into 

employer of last resort programmes. The conclusion is then presented.   
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The realities facing higher education in South Africa 
 

The financing of higher education is of crucial importance for the South African government given 

the dynamic global economic landscape and maturing domestic social environment. Currently 

available macroeconomic policy alternatives are founded on the orthodox belief that the 

government faces a budgetary constraint (Wray, 2009). The assumption here is that governments 

are, in many ways, like households (Mankiw & Taylor, 2008:443). However, according to Wray 

(2009) and Tcherneva (2006:78), a government is in fact not a household that it should face a 

budgetary constraint. A sovereign currency government, operating in a modern monetary system 

does not require taxation or private sector borrowing to finance expenditure (Tcherneva, 2006:70). 

Sovereign currency governments do however face real, political and ideological constraints 

(Tcherneva, 2006: 81; Wray, 2009). The question therefore, is not one concerning financing, but 

rather one concerning real, political and ideological policy direction. 

 

Due to the structural uncoupling of the global secondary sector, growth in information and 

knowledge based manufacturing has exceeded growth in materials based manufacturing (Drucker, 

1986:12). This, among other structural changes, has caused international competitiveness to shift its 

focus away from traditional labour and exports to “knowledge- workers” and “-exports” (Drucker, 

1986:12). As a result, the South African government, through the Department of Higher Education 

and Training has set out dual roles for higher education (Department of Higher Education and 

Training, 2016). Currently, higher education is expected to contribute to international 

competitiveness through economic and social transformation (Department of Higher Education and 

Training, 2016). Universities are now expected to perform as viable corporate enterprises over and 

above their duty to serve the public good (Reddy, 2004:5). This vision however, appears to overlook 

the conflicting nature of socio-political and economic policies.  

 

Universities appear to face two challenges in a maturing democratic state pursuing international 

competitiveness in an uncertain global economic environment. On the one hand, if universities are 

run as corporate enterprises it will lead to the promotion of free-market system forces which are in 

turn, espoused by international competitiveness. Despite these benefits to the goal, increased 

financial autonomy and independence is likely to result in increased exclusivity of higher education 

primarily due to the class, race and gender divisions still prevalent in South Africa (Reddy, 2004:8). 

On the other hand, if universities are run as intrinsic sites of civil society (Reddy, 2004:5), it will lead 

to the promotion of enhanced societal well being which too bodes well for international 

competitiveness. Due to the shift towards a more knowledge and information based economy 

(Drucker, 1986:10), South Africa would be better off focusing on the role of higher education in 

equipping graduates to become sources of new and unbiased knowledge and information (Dees & 

Elias, 1998:169). This can be achieved through the single pursuit of higher education in producing 

well-functioning graduates within the society as well as an understanding of modern money and 

currency sovereignty. 

Approximately ¼ of South African human capital is living in poverty (World Bank, 2016) and do not 

have access to suitable financing options (Wentzel, 2013:10).  The World Bank (2016) expects little 
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progress in poverty reduction in South Africa due to high domestic unemployment and household 

indebtedness and global monetary policy uncertainty. As a consequence, the prospects for 

inequality are no better with an expected increase of 1.3% (World Bank, 2016). In addition, the 

measure of shared prosperity shows flat lining growth in consumption of the poorest 40% but 

increases at top levels of income distribution (World Bank, 2016).  With the National Student 

Financial Aid Scheme (NSFAS) unable to fill the widening gap, the opportunity for international 

competitiveness through well-functioning graduates developed in a new differentiated institutional 

landscape seems further and further away for the majority of South Africans (Higher Education 

South Africa, 2014:12). Because of financial constraints the South African government has not fully 

and adequately resolved the educational, material, financial and geographical advantage and 

disadvantage that is still prevalent in higher education today (Higher Education South Africa, 

2014:11).  

The current financial model for higher education in South Africa involves three pillars: government 

grants (constituting the largest share), student fees and private sources (South African Reserve Bank, 

2015:71). Declining government subsidies, due to fiscal consolidation measures have placed 

enormous pressure on the other two sources of income available to universities (Higher Education 

South Africa, 2014:12). While student fees have increased by as much as 9% per annum1 (South 

African Reserve Bank, 2015:72), increases in private income sources have failed to compensated for 

the declines in government spending, “leaving universities in increasingly worsening financial 

positions” (Higher Education South Africa, 2014:12). By reducing government spending and 

increasing financial institutional independence and autonomy, South Africa is not only forcing 

exclusivity of higher education but also reducing its capacity to use education to increase 

international competitiveness. 

The theories underpinning the realties 

Social policy decision dilemmas 
 

Universities as institutions belong to the economic domain known as the social sector (Dees & Elias, 

1998). It is through this classification that universities garner their overarching goal of enhancing 

societal well-being over and above any institutional specific goals that they may desire to pursue 

(Dees & Elias, 1998:166). There is however no consensus as to what role South African universities 

should, or empirically do, play in the process of social transformation (Reddy, 2004:7). This is due to 

the combination of South Africa’s transition into democracy and the evolution of its macroeconomic 

policy choices (Reddy, 2004:31) in the face of a “changed world economy” (Drucker, 1986:6). 

 

The triad of globalisation, technology growth and the structural changes of the global economy have 

directed global policy to focus primarily on the goal of international competitiveness (Drucker, 

1986). As a result, the social sector has received ever increasing fiscal pressure in the face of reduced 

government subsidies and rising operational costs (Dees & Elias, 1998:166). While increasing 

universities autonomy may reduce fiscal spending and improve the country’s international 

                                                           
1
 On average, between January 2010 and October 2015 (South African Reserve Bank, 2015 p. 72). 



Zenzele Mwansa Pahla 

University of Johannesburg 

 

6 | P a g e  
 

competitiveness position, it may also undermine the core values and mission of the establishment 

(Dees & Elias, 1998:167). 

 

Most of the available literature shows an acceptance of the new status quo, namely the market 

oriented goal nature of public policy making (Dees & Elias, 1998; Ball, 1998; Henkel, 1997 and 

Whyte, 2001). In an assessment on the higher education landscape in Australia, Whyte (2001) 

describes the potential for increased market competition for universities through the growth and 

efficiency of e-learning platforms. Whyte (2001:29) implicitly suggests that (traditional) state 

universities follow the emerging consumer-driven model of web based learning “where knowledge is 

developed and exchanged simultaneously”.  Henkel (1997:142) finds that in Britain, higher education 

institutions have become more responsive to the performance, efficiency and competition in 

emerging markets, variables once foreign to the decision making process of universities. Although it 

is noted that traditional university values are likely to be eroded, Henkel (1997:142) suggests that 

these values represent an elitist system – rather than collective responsibility – that is better done 

away with.  

 

Both Dees and Elias (1998) and Ball (1998) take the discussion further however and question this 

general policy shift. Dees and Elias (1998) identify three core academic values that threaten to be 

undermined by increased institutional autonomy of higher education: (1) knowledge sharing and 

creation for public good, (2) the priority of academic duties and public interest, and (3) the 

distribution of power and resources in the social mission.  The authors highlight the potential 

conflicts of interest presented by a shift towards increased university-business partnerships. For 

example, while universities advocate the open access and dissemination of knowledge, business 

considers it a matter of competitive strategy (Dees & Elias, 1998:168). In addition, “conflicts of 

commitment” may arise due to priorities shifting from social to investor values (Dees & Elias, 

1998:169). 

 

Ball (1998:120) brings forth the observation that this policy shift is driven by the ‘new rules’ of 

wealth creation set out by Western economies. While Drucker (1986) believes the structural changes 

to be permanent, Ball (1998:121) asserts that the accompanying policy changes are not absolute. 

Ball (1998:121) suggests that the uncertainty and congestion of ‘disorganised capitalism’ is 

transforming education back into an oligarchic good. While policy dualism in the social sector is 

prevalent in most economies today, Ball (1998:121) ascribes it to the increasing colonisation of 

education policy by economic policy imperatives. This, as Ball (1998:121) believes, leads to no real 

policy choice in the current sphere. 

 

The biggest concern to the direction of policy is however, the fear that increased institutional 

autonomy would facilitate the “creative destruction” process of capitalism in higher education (Dees 

& Elias, 1998:170). Dees and Elias (1998:170) contend that power and resources are likely to be 

skewed towards universities that are most attractive to commercial interests. Because of the threat 

to the public nature of education through its production as a private good, Dees and Elias (1998) 

argue against market forces as the primary determinant of higher education resource allocation. In 

questioning the commodification of knowledge and the accompanying role of knowledge in the 
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economy, Ball (1998:128) recommend a recontexualisation of social policy where the question, 

‘whose interests are served?’ is asked. 

 

The literature on the socio-political and economic changes occurring in social policy making from 

South Africa and the rest of Africa (Reddy, 2004; Wood, 2010 and Edu- Buandoh, 2010) is limited. In 

terms of South African literature, while Reddy (2004) provides an analysis of higher education in 

terms of social transformation, Wood (2010) analyses the situation from the perspective of “occult 

economies”. As with Dees and Elias (1998), Wood (2010) concentrates on the exacerbating nature of 

the policy shift but fails to provide any solutions. Similar to Ball (1998), Wood (2010:238) delivers 

much of the blame to the wealth generating free market “occult” economy.  

 

Considering the rest of Africa, Edu-Buandoh (2010:60) uses Fairclough’s model for Critical Discourse 

Analysis to analyse four public universities in Ghana. Edu-Buandoh’s (2010:60) analysis reveals a 

clear shift of Ghanaian universities towards a marketisation discourse in terms of visions, aims and 

missions. Despite the thorough analysis, no solutions to the problem are suggested and no economic 

analysis is applied.  

Social policy financing solutions 
 

There has been an acceptance of the fact that a shift has taken place in social sector policy making 

because of the nature of the changed world economy. This acceptance has become an assumption 

under which current educational policy is being framed worldwide. It is accepted that this leads to 

conflicts in educational policy making and most available solutions appear to favour or 

accommodate the commodification of education. Few studies offer solutions outside the paradigm 

of a trade-off between social responsibility and international competitiveness and even fewer 

question the economic foundations of these assumptions. 

 

The available literature on the financing of higher education (Belkovicsová, 2012; Boldea, 2016 and 

Demange,  Fenge & Uebelmesser, 2014) assumes that some form of tax financing is necessary for 

the funding of higher education. While Belkovicsová (2012:49) and Demange et.al (2014:343) both 

suggest a combination of taxation funding and student fee charges as the optimal financing model, 

Boldea (2016:157) believes that government subsidisation is unsustainable given the fiscal 

constraints placed on modern governments. Underlying all economic solutions is the theoretical 

assumption that all governments face a budgetary constraint (Wray, 2009).  

 

Belkovicsová (2012) compares the available theoretical models for financing higher education: pure 

tax financing, tax financing with upfront charges and tax financing with deferred charges. The 

conclusion is that a combination of tax funding and deferred charges is the most effective financing 

model to support access to universities and improve the country’s performance (Belkovicsová, 

2012:49). Tax funding and deferred charges models come in a variety of forms, namely, income-

contingent loans, graduate tax and human capital contracts. While NSFAS appears to be an attempt 

at implementing income-contingent loans in South Africa, Belkovicsová (2012:50) notes the 

disadvantage of graduate repayment avoidance. Belkovicsová (2012:50) does however suggest the 

use of withdrawal of payments as a state mechanism to prevent such behaviour. 
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While graduate tax is least popular variation of tax funding with deferred charges, it is the most 

equitable as it must be applied to all students regardless if it is required or not (Belkovicsová, 

2012:51). The idea behind this variation is that the state provides a grant to students who are then 

required to repay the debt in the form of a special taxation. The most popular variation appears to 

be human capital contracts provided by the private sector (Belkovicsová, 2012 and Boldea, 2016). 

Human capital contracts operate on the principle of graduates paying a percentage of income to 

contractually financing companies (Belkovicsová, 2012:50). Though these types of contracts are 

abundant in most advanced economies (Belkovicsová, 2012 and Boldea, 2016), they are not 

prominent in the developing world and not used in the United States (Belkovicsová, 2012:50) 

 

Although Boldea (2016:157) advocates the use of human capital contracts as an equity-like approach 

to financing higher education, Tcherneva (2006) proposes the alternative use of an employer of last 

resort programme based on the state theory of money. Developed by Hyman Minsky and Abba 

Lerner, the employer of last resort programme is a universal programme implemented without any 

means test therefore guaranteeing an infinitely elastic demand for labour (Tcherneva, 2006:82).  

 

An overview of the mechanics of such a program is presented by Kaboub (2007). The government 

exogenously sets the price of labour at a fixed socially established basic wage with the goal of full 

employment and price stability (Kaboub, 2007:11). In addition, the programme reduces skills 

depreciation from unemployment and includes a training component for private sector employment 

(Kaboub, 2007:11-12). Furthermore, private sector employment is not displaced because the 

programme offers employment to private sector markets that are under supplied or not supplied at 

all (Kaboub, 2007:12). According to Tcherneva (2007), such a program may provide the answer to 

the duality of policy objectives faced in the social sector today. Despite the growing body of 

literature surrounding employer of last resort programmes however, it has not yet been applied to 

the study of higher education. 

Conclusion 
 

The aim of this paper was to contribute towards the discussion surrounding the appropriate method 

for analysing social policy decisions given the evolution of the structural world economy and 

ascertain whether employer of last resort programmes serve as viable financing models for higher 

education. The paper began with a discussion surrounding the policy dilemma faced by the South 

African government in terms of higher education and argued against institutional autonomy in the 

sector.  

South Africa is a sovereign currency government facing real, political and ideological constraints 

rather than operational financial constraints. Due to the combination of historical inequality and the 

evolution of the global economy, South Africa has assigned two conflicting roles to higher education. 

The assumptions of orthodox economic theory and the goal of international competitiveness have 

made the government question the need for institutional independence and autonomy of higher 

education in South Africa. It was concluded that this type of policy direction would further 
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exacerbate the already prevalent social inequalities in South Africa and worsen it international 

competitiveness.  

The next section followed with a breakdown of the theories underpinning social policy conflicts in 

general and the financing of such decisions, with a recommendation made for further research into 

employer of last resort programmes. The primary role of universities as social institutions is to 

enhance societal well-being. It was found that for South Africa, this has been complicated by the 

nature of our democratic transition. The main argument against university autonomy appears to be 

the conflict of interest between market and social values.  

Policy solutions in terms of financing are limited by the theoretical orthodoxy of macroeconomics. 

Most available financing options are framed within the context of tax financing with fees. The most 

popular of these is human capital contracts between students and companies. Although portrayed 

as an equity-like approach, this paper rather suggested research into the employer of last resort 

based on the state theory of money.  

No consensus has been reached regarding the appropriate role for higher education in social 

transformation. In addition, limited literature exists on the socio-political and economic effects of 

social policy transformation in South Africa or across the continent. Further research into the 

practical application of the state theory of money is needed to open up the policy making space in 

the social sector given the challenges faced by national governments in the ever evolving modern 

economy. 
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From: Zithulele Mabanda [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 01 June 2016 12:44 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Zithulele Mabanda Fees Commission submission 

 

 

We call on you to immediately implement the recommendations of the 'No-fee Varsity' report 

commissioned by Minister Nzimande and handed to him four years ago. 

 

We are extremely disappointed that the response to the Fees Must Fall movement is yet 

another long drawn out expensive bureaucratic process while we struggle to get an education. 

If Minister Nzimande had publicly released the No-fee Varsity Report in 2012, and 

implemented it's recommendations, millions wouldn't have been denied an education or 

forced into crippling debt. 

 

Instead, Minister Nzimande and his Department hid the report and failed to act. Only after 

we, the people, campaigned for no fee increases, the release of the report and action, did our 

elected leaders decide to act. 

 

However, many of us in the Fees Must Fall movement have rejected the Fee Commission 

because experts have already had this discussion and made recommendations for free higher 

education back in 2012. We can't afford to wait for eight months for you to act. We are 

struggling now. 

 

We also wish to inform you that the the 'public consultation' process of this Commission has 

been more interested in PR and complaining that no one is making submissions, than actually 

providing an easy way to make these submissions. Many of us have spent hours on the phone 

to the Presidency and researched trying to find out how to make these public submissions. 

We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 


