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THE EFF CONDEMNS RAMAPHOSA RETURNING THE PERFORMER’S PROTECTION 
AMENDMENT BILL BACK TO THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY AFTER UNNECESSARY 
DELAY 
 

 

Tuesday, 22 June 2020 

 

 

The EFF strongly condemns Ramaphosa’s returning of the Performer’s Protection 

Amendment Bill and the Copyrights Amendment Bill back to the Trade and Industry Portfolio 

Committee, this clearly in response to the EFF making noise about his senseless delay in 

signing the bills into law. 

 

On the 10/06/2020, 17/06/2020 and in our letter of condolence to the family of the late Vinolia 

Mashego, the EFF expressed grave concern at the President’s delay in signing the two bills 

into law after they had been sitting on his desk for over a year. This is resulting in the 

exploitation of artists by the likes of MultiChoice, SAMRO and others. On Monday 22/06, the 

Presidency tweeted:  

 

President @CyrilRamaphosa has referred the Copyright Amendment Bill and the 

Performer’s Protection Amendment Bill to the National Assembly, based on 

reservations the President has about the constitutionality of the legislation passed by 

Parliament. 

 

The Performer’s Protection Amendment Bill is an important piece of legislation that would 

restore the performers’ rights over their own work back in their hands. This Bill, together with 

the Copyrights Amendment Bill, was approved by Parliament’s committees in the National 

Assembly and the NCOP in March last year. It has taken this President until yesterday to 

respond, and his response is to send it back to Parliament. This means the process of 

signing this important piece of legislation has been prolonged unnecessarily. 
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The fact that Ramapostponer has postponed this process after being pushed can only mean 

two things. 

 

1. He had no intention of signing the legislation into law 

2. That he was pressured to sign, he then found a quick way to delay and frustrate the 

process 

 

The President is well within his rights to return the documents back to the legislative arm, 

but why did it take him this long to do so when it is clear he could have done it much earlier. 

It is clear from his response that the arguments he makes could have been observed by his 

legal team within less than a month. What seems to be his greatest concern though, is that 

the Bill could be open to legal challenge. If that is so, all the more reason why he should 

have responded much earlier so that those concerns can be dispensed of a lot sooner given 

the importance of the bills.  

 

This clearly demonstrates the President’s lack of empathy for the Creative Economy and its 

workers. It can only mean he is taking instructions from powerful captains of industry who 

do not want to see these bills passed into law. This President on his campaign trail which 

was funded by captains of industry has claimed that his government will champion the rights 

of artists, but this delay has clearly demonstrated to the contrary.  

 

The EFF will study the President’s response closely in the next few weeks; we will also probe 

these ‘respondents’ he refers to in his letter to the Speaker. We will not leave this matter 

until it is carried to its logical conclusion.  
 


