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

Sent: 31 May 2016 09:29 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Hadlay Mclean Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Hadlay Mclean 

Email hadlay_mclean@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, 
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Mondli Hlatshwayo (University of Johannesburg), Rasigan Maharajh (Tshwane University of 

Technology), Zolisa Marawu (Nelson Mandela Metropolitan University), Enver Motala (University of 

Fort Hare), Leigh-Ann Naidoo (University of the Witwatersrand) and Salim Vally (University of 

Johannesburg). 

26 May 2016. 

In this submission we argue in favour of a policy of ‘fee-free higher education for all’. In other words, 

we support a policy in which free tertiary education is provided to all those who are able to enter 

higher education institutions. We believe that free public higher education for all is possible, 

achievable and necessary. 

We have examined the following documents: 

 The Constitution of the Republic of South Africa1 

 The Higher Education Act of 19972 

 Education White Paper 3: A Programme for Higher Education Transformation, 19973  

 The Report of the Ministerial Committee for the Review of the Funding of Universities, 

October 20134 

 The Report of the Ministerial Committee on the Review of the National Student Financial Aid 

Scheme, 20105 

 Green Paper for Post-School Education and Training,20126 

 Report of the Working Group On Fee Free University Education For The Poor In South Africa, 

October 20127 

 Other relevant policies, reports and guidelines, and especially the ‘CHE Booklet on Student 

Funding’8 following its conference on the subject held in December 2015 

 

The Legislation 

We have examined the relevant legislation and refer hereunder to the sections that are pertinent to 

our approach. Section 29 (1) (b) of the South African Constitution provides that everyone has the 

right -   

                                                           
1
 The Constitution of the Republic of South Africa, 1996, Pretoria: Government Printers 

2
 The Higher Education Act of 1997 (as amended), Pretoria: Government Printers  

3
 Education White Paper 3, 15 August 1997, No. 18207, Pretoria: Government Gazette 

4
http://www.dhet.gov.za/SiteAssets/Latest%20News/Report%20of%20the%20Ministerial%20Committee%20f

or%20the%20Review%20of%20the%20Funding%20of%20Universities.pdf,  
5
http://www.dhet.gov.za/Reports%20Doc%20Library/Report%20of%20the%20Ministerial%20Committee%20o

n%20the%20review%20of%20the%20National%20Student%20Financial%20Aid%20Scheme.pdf  
6
http://www.che.ac.za/sites/default/files/publications/DHET_green_paper_post_school_education_training.p

df  
7
http://www.dhet.gov.za/SiteAssets/Fees%20Must%20Fall/287700266-Final-Draft-Report-of-the-Working-

Group-on-Fee-Free.pdf  
8
 Kagisano Number 10 (2016), Student Funding, CHE, South Africa 

http://www.dhet.gov.za/SiteAssets/Latest%20News/Report%20of%20the%20Ministerial%20Committee%20for%20the%20Review%20of%20the%20Funding%20of%20Universities.pdf
http://www.dhet.gov.za/SiteAssets/Latest%20News/Report%20of%20the%20Ministerial%20Committee%20for%20the%20Review%20of%20the%20Funding%20of%20Universities.pdf
http://www.dhet.gov.za/Reports%20Doc%20Library/Report%20of%20the%20Ministerial%20Committee%20on%20the%20review%20of%20the%20National%20Student%20Financial%20Aid%20Scheme.pdf
http://www.dhet.gov.za/Reports%20Doc%20Library/Report%20of%20the%20Ministerial%20Committee%20on%20the%20review%20of%20the%20National%20Student%20Financial%20Aid%20Scheme.pdf
http://www.dhet.gov.za/SiteAssets/Fees%20Must%20Fall/287700266-Final-Draft-Report-of-the-Working-Group-on-Fee-Free.pdf
http://www.dhet.gov.za/SiteAssets/Fees%20Must%20Fall/287700266-Final-Draft-Report-of-the-Working-Group-on-Fee-Free.pdf
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(b) to further education, which the state, through reasonable measures, must make 

progressively available and accessible.   

In its Preamble the Higher Education Act of 1997 speaks of the desirability, inter alia, of the need to  

 Restructure and reform programmes and institutions to respond better to the human 

resource, economic and development needs of the Republic;   

 Redress past discrimination and ensure representivity and equal access;    

 Provide optimal opportunities for learning and the creation of knowledge;    

 Promote the values which underlie an open and democratic society based on human dignity, 

equality and freedom;   

 Respect freedom of religion, belief and opinion;    

 Respect and encourage democracy, academic freedom, freedom of speech and expression, 

creativity, scholarship and research.    

Education White Paper 3 spells out several related purposes of Higher education. The White Paper 

explains that “In the context of present-day South Africa, [they] must contribute to and support the 

process of societal transformation outlined in the Reconstruction and Development Programme 

(RDP), with its compelling vision of people-driven development leading to the building of a better 

quality of life for all.” 

The body of legislative interventions by the government and the relevant Ministry sets out in broad 

terms the aims, purposes and mandates of the higher education system and refers to the multiplicity 

of functions that must be assumed by it. In essence the higher education system is charged with the 

responsibility to meet the needs of society by being ‘progressively available and accessible’; to meet 

the diverse requirements of the ‘human resource, economic and development needs of the 

Republic,’ redress ‘past discrimination’ through ‘representivity and equal access,’ provide ‘optimal 

opportunities for learning and the creation of knowledge’, promote ‘values which underlie an open 

and democratic society based on human dignity, equality and freedom,’ and which respected 

‘democracy, academic freedom, freedom of speech and expression, creativity, scholarship and 

research’.     

The defining White Paper 3 which sets out the purposes of higher education enunciates the critical 

role of higher education in society by reference to its ‘several related purposes’. These include 

development in support of a ‘better quality of life’ for the citizens of South Africa through meeting 

the  ‘learning needs and aspirations’ of citizens, building intellectual capabilities, access to 

opportunities for individuals by improving their life chances and ‘achieving equity in the distribution 

of opportunity and achievement,’ while addressing ‘development needs’  and building competencies 

for  the ‘growth and prosperity of a modern economy,’ as necessary to ‘contribute to the 

socialisation of enlightened, responsible and constructively critical citizens’.  

Other relevant documents 

In addition, the state established a number of working groups and task teams to examine the issue 

of higher education fees. Their reports have examined the question of availability of resources and 

their recommendations are pertinent to the work of this Commission. For instance, the Report of 

the Ministerial Committee for the Review of the Funding of Universities, October 2013, found that 
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‘although South Africa spends a considerable amount on education, its expenditure on higher 

education is much lower than desirable’. The Report reveals that in 2011, the state budget for 

universities as a percentage of gross domestic product (GDP) was 0.75% compared to 0.78% for 

Africa as a whole, and 1.21% for the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development 

(OECD) countries. By any of the comparisons referred to, South African higher education 

expenditure could be considerably higher in real terms. Importantly the report noted that  

The average growth rates show that, in real terms, government funding per full-time 

equivalent (FTE) enrolled student fell by 1.1% annually between 2000 and 2010, while 

student tuition fees per FTE increased by 2.5% per year. Based on the differential increases 

in fee income and government grants, it can be concluded that the amount of government 

funding is not sufficient to meet the needs of the public university system. 9 

The Report of the Ministerial Committee on the Review of the National Student Financial Aid 

Scheme, 2010 too showed that the growth of expenditure has not ‘kept pace with the ever-

increasing demand. Even a five-fold increase in 10 years leaves NSFAS with a massive funding 

shortfall. It would probably need to triple its budget to meet even current demand’. Nor indeed does 

it provide for the ‘estimated 2.8 million (41,6 percent) young people between the ages of 18 and 24 

who are not in employment, education or training (NEET)’. The percentage, moreover, rises to 50% 

for those in the age range between 23- and 24 - year-old. Even by its relatively modest estimates  

considerably  more funding should have been allocated to meet national demand. Section 3.1.2 of 

the Report which refers to ‘Identifying the poor’ states as follows 

In addition the Review Committee strongly recommends that all eligible students should be 

fully funded at the institution of their choice. 

The recommendations of the Ministerial Review (2010), mindful of the many challenges identified10 

are summed up in the Green Paper for Post-School Education and Training (2012), as follows: 

[Expand] access to the [NSFAS] fund; [change] the institutional allocation formula to one that is 

class-based and not race-based; [implement] an allocation formula that is student-centred rather 

than institution-centred; and [change] the composition of the institutional allocation to cover the full 

cost of study.  

The Report of the Working Group On Fee Free University Education for The Poor in South Africa, 

October 2012 marks a significant change in the thinking on this issue. Unfortunately and 

unconscionably, this report was only released for public scrutiny three years after its submission.  

                                                           
9 Report of the Ministerial Committee for the Review of the Funding of Universities, October 2013, p 19 – 20.  
10

 The first of these challenges is the use of ‘race’ as a proxy for socio-economic need, which, in terms of the 
current formula, results in unequal institutional allocations, with historically advantaged institutions with 
affluent black students receiving the same allocation as historically disadvantaged institutions with many poor 
black students. Second, the NSFAS means test is not always used by universities, and those which do use it 
often exercise institutional discretion in how they apply it. The way the means test is currently structured also 
excludes upper working class and lower middle class families: the so-called 'missing middle', or children from 
families earning more than the current R122 000 per annum threshold. Third, the university practice of ‘top  
slicing’, where the means test results are disregarded and the available NSFAS funds are shared out and spread 
thinly, between all eligible students, has major negative consequences for students and institutions, in the 
form of both increased debt and limited academic success (page vii, Report of the Working Group On Fee Free 
University Education for The Poor in South Africa, October 2012). 
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The Working Group talks about ‘Fees’ to be considered ’free’ are taken to include not only tuition 

fees but the full cost of study necessary for success at university, including: ”registration and tuition 

fees; meals and accommodation; books and travel”.  The Report refers to the impact of poverty and 

unemployment especially amongst youth and its effects on both ‘financial and epistemic access to 

university education’. It points to the need not only of student funding but also of the need to fund 

the appropriate staffing and other infrastructure for effective learning to take place. 

To sum up, free university education for the poor has the potential to improve both access 

to and the quality of outcomes in higher education, but it will require a significant outlay by 

the state. It is thus important that further and wider discussion takes place around the 

assumptions, estimates and findings of this report.11  

Its recommendations include making available free university education ‘for the poor’ using a 

combination of NSFAS and a ”proportion of the Sector Education and Training Authorities (SETAs) 

funds set aside by both the private and the public sectors for skills development, … (together with ) 

new sources of funding, not discounting the national budget, large financial institutions and 

international donors”. Very importantly it recommends that the model it uses should be used to 

develop a costing model for “comprehensive student financial aid and academic support system 

which takes into account adequate housing, proper nutrition, cultural inclusion, and enhanced 

awareness through career and vocational guidance at school level”. 12 

In recommendation ten it refers to the additional funds necessary to make learning a success 

through funding for those elements of the higher education system that are the necessary 

accoutrements of good quality education including appropriate class sizes and support for teaching 

staff. 

Our argument 

Following from the legislation and reports above and a variety of other literature (including 

academic and other articles in the public media), our main arguments are that: 

1. It is generally agreed that the higher education system in South Africa is chronically 

underfunded. Even the Minister of Higher Education has accepted the need to access 

additional resources for higher education. 

 

2. Student funding is precarious because it is dependent on a variety of sources which are 

based on the contributions of parents, bank loans, the goodwill of business and charitable 

institutions, the contributions of universities who are themselves underfunded and other 

bursaries and scholarships from the public (outside education) and private sector. These 

sources of funding are precarious and unsustainable because they carry no legal obligation 

to fund students in the first place - not even in the case of parents, the majority of whom are 

most likely to be dependent on bank loans for such funding. 

3. The production of knowledge is inseparable from and indispensable to the sustainability and 

development of all societies in a complex and challenging world.  Such knowledge has been 

                                                           
11

 Ibid, Pages xii-xiv. 
12

 Ibid, recommendation nine of the Report 
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essential to the development of human beings, social systems and their relationship with the 

global environment since the dawn of human civilization. Without it human society as we 

know it today would not exist. The preservation, continuity and development of knowledge 

are inseparable from the survival of the species especially as part of the natural environment 

in which it exists.  

 

4. Universities are now the key public institutions of knowledge development through their 

role in research, teaching and post graduate supervision. The production and dissemination 

of knowledge is inextricably linked to their mandate as institutions of social, economic, 

cultural and intellectual development for democratic societies and the global environment. 

The costs of education are not easily reconcilable with narrow economic goals alone or to 

the rates of return to individuals since the remit of education is simultaneously individual, 

social and global and has qualitative attributes which are not measurable in conventional 

ways. Higher education therefore is a public good. Knowledge systems in South Africa must 

examine and conceptualise their roles as part of the larger global systems of knowledge 

production for a humane social order globally. The provision of free education for all its 

citizens has inestimable value and limitless possibilities. 

 

5. Universities are crucial to development in democratic societies where they are mandated to 

advance the system of knowledge that can be useful for the multiplicity of related roles for 

achieving the values and goals of a democratic society. Especially in societies that are in 

transition from a traumatic past – as in the case of South Africa - this role has to be 

discharged through a dedicated response. This mandate requires universities to respond to 

the many and pronounced challenges faced by the state and society in its transformation, 

including those emanating from a raft of social, economic political, environmental and other 

challenges amongst which are the intractable issues of inequality, poverty and 

unemployment. In other words, the challenges faced by universities are fundamental to the 

reconstruction of post-apartheid society. For that reason, universities should be funded as 

comprehensively as possible to discharge their important socio-economic, political and 

cultural mandates to the best of their capabilities. 

 

6. Also critical to their mandate is the ability of students to enter into universities, to be able to 

study in an atmosphere of calmness, to apply themselves properly to the difficulty of the   

environments present and to succeed in the process of achieving their goals. Universities 

must simultaneously provide the enabling environment for students to do so through the 

necessary financial, infrastructural and intellectual resources necessary to discharge its 

mandates of teaching, research and community engagement. Few students who don’t 

come from private or well-resourced urban schools make the grade for admission 

into university courses and even fewer for some highly prized courses. It is ultimately 

a proportionately small percentage of ‘poor’ students who gain entry to study at 

universities. Given the high correlation between push-out rates and costs, 

meaningful funding has to be provided to enable students to continue their studies. 

Such funding should cover not only tuition fees but the full cost of study necessary for 
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success at university, including: registration and tuition fees; meals and accommodation; 

books and travel. 

 

7. Some of the factors limiting poor student success should be addressed by increasing the 

quantity and quality of contact time between lecturers and students. Lecturer-student ratios 

need to be adjusted so as to make it possible for lecturers to provide the necessary support 

especially to underprepared students and specifically in first-year classes. This in turn 

requires increased numbers of sufficiently qualified and appropriately remunerated staff 

(both academic and administrative). Renewed efforts must be made to provide, and 

properly fund academic and language support13. Official university output targets and 

indicators need to be cautiously managed, to ensure that too narrow a focus on outcomes 

does not negatively affect teaching quality. Wasteful expenditure including the perverse 

pursuit of rankings, unnecessary and glitzy public relations, exorbitant salaries paid to top 

managers and disproportionate security measures should be curtailed. Non-academic staff 

should be ‘insourced’ and paid a living wage. 

 

8. The funding of education is not an end in itself but is essential for the achievement 

of the socio-political, cultural and transformative goals against the background of 

society characterised by the cleavages of racist oppression and exploitative social 

relations. Policies that are designed to provide for the full cost of study are essential 

to an overarching social objective in which the goals are to develop a democratic and 

socially just society. 

 

9. Although individuals will not be equal when education is made free, the spirit of such 

a policy must also have as its priority the goal of ending the culture of individualism, 

corporatisation and unnecessary managerialism that is pervasive in the University 

system. This is important because of the role that higher education can play in a 

society with high levels of unemployment and chronic inequality where education 

has been about elite transition within the framework of an ethic defined by the 

present market-driven capitalist system. This has engendered both uncritical 

thinking and an isolation from the key issues facing the vast majority of society – in 

particular the black working classes and marginalised communities, ideas re-

enforced by the very structure and form of learning, the alienating curriculum and 

pedagogies that characterise so much of university life. A properly funded university 

system is therefore necessary to engender and encourage cooperation, collegiality, 

collaboration and a new social compact based on a set of values in which knowledge 

is not commodified and is socially relevant. 

 

                                                           
13

 See for example the extensive writings of the late Neville Alexander on the importance of language 
development and mother-tongue instruction in education institutions. Alexander, 2013, ‘Language in the new 
South African university’, Thoughts on the New South Africa, Sunnyside: Jacana.  



7 
 

We therefore submit that 

1. Free public higher education for all is possible, realistic and necessary. 

 

2. The government needs to increase the funding by at least an aggregate amount 

equal to the ratio achieved in OECD countries to address the issue of the chronic 

underfunding of the higher education system. In 2011, South Africa’s state budget 

for universities as a percentage of GDP was 0.75%, which is more or less in line with 

Africa as a whole (0.78%). When compared to OECD countries (1.21%) and the rest 

of the world (0.84%), South Africa lags behind in this regard14. 

 

3. No student who meets the requirements for admission to a university course should 

be excluded for financial reasons. Students should be funded for the ‘full cost of 

study’ including registration and other fees, accommodation, costs of meals, 

accommodation, travel and books. In addition, universities should receive a subsidy 

per student from public funds which is sufficient for its recurrent operations – i.e. to 

ensure what has been called both ‘financial and epistemic access to university 

education’. 

 

4. A determined state should examine the structure of personal taxation which could 

be levied for the top 10% of income earners in the country. This income bracket 

together with those High Net Worth Individuals (HNWI) who have thus far evaded 

taxation could generate a substantial increase in available public revenue to fund 

higher education15. This approach which concentrates on the structural aspects of 

inequality and uses tax revenues for the purpose is preferable to the idea of a 

differentiated approach to the ‘rich’ and ‘poor’ and supports the idea that those 

identified with the top ‘net-worth’ pay for their children’s education through 

taxation, and the distribution of public funds, rather than through an individually-

                                                           
14

 Report of the Ministerial Committee for the Review of the Funding of Universities, October 2013, pages 7-8. 
15

 We do not here set out the more detailed and compelling arguments around approaches to taxation but 
would refer in this regard to the ideas set out by Dick Forslund and Jeff Rudin in the following articles: (M&G, 
Nov 27

th
, 2015, ‘No Fees: Breathe fire into Ubuntu’) and http://www.dailymaverick.co.za/opinionista/2015-11-

04-the-political-budget-crisis-and-alternatives-to-austerity-part-one/#.V0LhkjV96M8 and 
http://www.dailymaverick.co.za/opinionista/2015-11-05-the-political-budget-crisis-and-alternatives-to-
austerity-part-two/#.V0LkWzV96M in which they state: 
 “To further increase revenue the Treasury could reintroduce the 45% tax bracket for incomes above R1 
million. It would yield R5-6 billion (based on the 2014 Tax Statistics). An important point must however be 
made about our millionaires. In 2013, there were about 4,200 individuals registered for an income of R5 
million or more. Their average income (3,337 tax forms assessed) was R9.5 million, and the tax they paid was 
R3.7 million per person. Cap Gemeni’s “New World Wealth” 2014 report estimates that there are about 48, 
800 High Net Worth Individuals (HNWI) in South Africa. A HNWI has an income of more than R7 million, or R70 
million in accumulated wealth. If only 10, 000 of these HNWIs paid income tax like the 3,337 income 
millionaires did in 2013, instead of hiding outside the tax system, this would yield additional R37 billion in tax 
revenue.” 
 
 

http://www.dailymaverick.co.za/opinionista/2015-11-04-the-political-budget-crisis-and-alternatives-to-austerity-part-one/#.V0LhkjV96M8
http://www.dailymaverick.co.za/opinionista/2015-11-04-the-political-budget-crisis-and-alternatives-to-austerity-part-one/#.V0LhkjV96M8
http://www.dailymaverick.co.za/opinionista/2015-11-05-the-political-budget-crisis-and-alternatives-to-austerity-part-two/#.V0LkWzV96M
http://www.dailymaverick.co.za/opinionista/2015-11-05-the-political-budget-crisis-and-alternatives-to-austerity-part-two/#.V0LkWzV96M
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based ‘wealthy user pays’ model16. This is a more democratic model of public 

interest and public funding than individual philanthropy or subsidy which is not 

sustainable.  

 

5. In order to place the right to free education ‘for all’ in its proper social context 

serious consideration might be given to the idea of responsible ‘public service and 

citizen work’ by the recipients of its benefits. This could, if applied consistently and 

especially across the present social divides, engender greater social consciousness 

about the important relationship between knowledge and society - especially its role 

in resolving, through engaged practices, the relationship between education and the 

intractable social and environmental issues facing all societies. Such a ‘fellowship’ 

would not only engender forms of social solidarity in those participating in such 

activities but develop a new consciousness beyond the narrow and largely self-

interested limits imposed by the requirements of the formal job market.  

 

6. The further implication of this approach is that all students are regarded as 

beneficiaries of public funding, and participants in a system prioritising the public 

good. As such, students should be expected to contribute to society when leaving 

university through community service and by working in public institutions after 

graduation.  In effect equal participation in the benefits of public funding by virtue of 

citizenship would support the creation of socially cohesive attitudes amongst 

students. It can be argued that such an alternative approach to that seeking to 

differentiate between ‘rich’ and ‘poor’ students is necessary for more far reaching 

structural and systemic change. 

 

7. Much more attention needs to be paid to the question of what amount of the 

national fiscus should be allocated to higher education from the government’s 

overall budget. In other words, the government needs to seriously consider 

reprioritizing educational expenditure relative to other expenditure because of its 

critical role in underpinning social and economic development more generally and 

because of its role in advancing the democratic transformation of society. 

 

8. Consideration must be given to the difference between a ‘progressive realisation’ of 

the goal of free education ‘for all’, relative to ‘gradualist’ approaches. In the first 

case, as we have seen from the number of legal cases on this issue, too much 

reliance is placed on the untrammeled judgements of political decision-makers 

alone. As opposed to this (in what might be called a more deliberate, even if 

                                                           
16

 Contrary to the dominant view, user-pays mechanisms are consistent with market-led approaches to the 
commodification of education. They do not equalise the costs of education between rich and poor and are in 
fact punitive for the poor. The view that the rich can afford to pay fees obfuscates the larger issue of 
transforming social relations. 
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gradualist) approach a determination is made about the exact time frame for the 

achievement of fee-free education for all together with the relevant milestones to 

be achieved for that purpose. In other words, such an approach will ensure a set of 

binding covenants about the achievement of fee-free education ‘for all’, the effective 

mechanisms by which this would be achieved and the process for its monitoring. 

Here the approach adopted in Article 13 International Covenant on Economic, Social 

and Cultural Rights17 is instructive. Article 13.2  recognises not only the availability of 

free education in the primary education and that:  

 Secondary education in its different forms, including technical and vocational 

secondary education, shall be made generally available and accessible to all 

by every appropriate means, and in particular by the progressive introduction 

of free education; (c) Higher education shall be made equally accessible to all, 

on the basis of capacity, by every appropriate means, and in particular by the 

progressive introduction of free education.18 

Although the relevant section too refers to ‘progressive introduction’ it speaks of a 

free education that is ‘accessible to all’. In any event, as we have pointed out the 

idea of ‘progressive’ should be interpreted more meaningfully as we have suggested 

and not left to the caprice of individual policy decision-makers without reference to 

a wider social engagement. 

  

9. Dedicated research must be undertaken about costs of quality public education and 

especially about opening up the fiscal debate to show what democratic choices could 

be made informing fiscal and other policy decisions about the provision of education 

and other public goods and the potential sources of such funding. In addition, a more 

detailed examination of the sources of income across the system and the major costs drivers 

of expenditure in the different types of institutions is also necessary as this together with 

some of the expenditure patterns also need to be part of the debate about the choices that 

need to be made. Very importantly, how institutional choices are made can also be the 

subject of research regarding such expenditure. 

 

10. Given the context in which these issues have arisen and remembering that many 

students themselves had and continue to express the demand for ‘fee-free 

education for all’, they should be widely consulted before any final decision is made 

on this issue. Such consultation should be meaningful, open and frank and should be 

premised on seeking a long term and stable solution to this issue and to engender a 

long term commitment to stability in the higher education system. We believe that 
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10 
 

this is only possible through such a process of respectful and collegial consultation 

about the policy choices related to higher education as a public good.  Especially 

important would be the avoidance of choices left to ‘experts,’ ‘advisors’ ‘consultants’ 

and the agents of institutions that represent a narrow fiscal driven approach to the 

provision of public goods like higher education. 

 

 

 

 

 



To whom it may concern, 

 

I want to make my contribution to the presidential commission which sets out to determine new models 

for the funding of South African academic institutions, in response to the Fees must Fall campaign of 

2015. In the media and among the student activists, the issue of increasing access to learners is 

emphasized as the main goal of transformation, which is without a doubt an important priority. 

However, I would like to add to this by drawing attention to the aspect of improvement of academic 

quality. During the apartheid era there was a two-tiered higher education system and relatively little has 

been done to equalize the playing field between the two types of universities. Yet, the former black 

universities still produce a substantial part of all black graduates that are turned out by the higher 

education system each year. Of course there is no desire to compromise the quality of South Africa’s top 

academic institutions but at the same time, efforts need to be made to ensure that the gap in quality 

between former black universities and former white universities is closed and this requires specific 

investment in the former black universities. This is particularly evident in a situation where a former 

black university has been merged as a satellite campus with a former white university, as in the case of 

the University of the Free State. I have been working on the Qwaqwa Campus of the University of the 

Free State for ten years and my experiences there are for me reason to believe that the potential for 

transformation is hampered by the institutional framework of that university. 

The main obstacle is the fact that the transformation agenda for the Qwaqwa Campus is very different 

to the transformation agenda for the Bloemfontein Campus of the same university. There has been 

tremendous progress towards addressing student access on the Bloemfontein Campus and a start 

towards addressing employment equity there (which will accelerate now that the language policy of the 

university has shifted towards an English only policy), but at the same time, the challenges facing the 

Qwaqwa Campus have been neglected by a management that is based on the Bloemfontein campus and 

that is also mainly interested in issues relevant to the Bloemfontein Campus. It is impossible for the 

Qwaqwa Campus to make decisions regarding its own situation because it does not have the authority 

to do so and therefore it cannot create its own budget. As a result, the campus is seriously underfunded 

and any requests to address the infrastructural or staff issues on the campus are not given any serious 

attention. Many of the staff on the campus have voiced their opinions about these matters but they can 

be easily marginalized since the staff on the Qwaqwa Campus is generally more junior and they are 

therefore underrepresented in the main decision-making bodies of the university. The management of 

the university maintains a very parochial attitude towards its more impoverished satellite campus, but 

to us as staff it is clear that they do not have the best interests of the campus at heart. When it comes to 

reporting on the equity profile of the university as a whole, the Qwaqwa Campus is a presented as a part 

of the larger university community, but when it comes to the expenses to be made to improve the 

infrastructure for academic development, the campus is expected to stand on its own. The result is quite 

clear: a quick visit to both campuses and one cannot avoid the impression that inequality in higher 

education is alive and well, even within the same institution. 

It may have been a logical decision to merge the Qwaqwa Campus with the University of the Free State 

in 2003, but this should have been followed up by intensive government monitoring and the granting of 

a certain level of autonomy to the satellite campus. The distance between the two campuses is too great 

for an effective day-to-day management on the Qwaqwa Campus so the main decisions regarding the 



development of the campus should be made by an empowered management structure on the campus 

itself. This could be done either by making the Qwaqwa Campus a new independent university or by 

redrafting the institutional framework of the university as a whole such that each of the campuses has 

its own management structure that works together as equal partners within the overall institution. Even 

though the Qwaqwa campus is quite small, it is certainly growing and a growing Qwaqwa Campus could 

play an important role in the economic empowerment of underprivileged communities, as it lies in the 

center of a largely underserviced rural area in the heart of the country and it can help many among the 

rural poor to obtain their qualifications. As the Eastern Free State is designated to become a ‘hub’ for 

economic development by attracting businesses to the area, I think it is also time to reconsider the role 

of the University in such a developing hub as well. 

I am not sure to what extent the experiences of the Qwaqwa Campus can be extended to other former 

black university campuses in the country, but I think a level of autonomy goes a long way as it helps in 

effectively dealing with the challenges specific to each university campus. I think it is particularly 

important to attract good leadership to the universities in the rural areas and maybe it is worth thinking 

about the incentives that can be created to attract good managers to these places.  

 

Kind regards, 

 

Erwin Sieben 

 

 



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

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

Subject: Isasiphinkosi Mdingi Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Isasiphinkosi Mdingi 

Email endinakokulingile@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0781042285 

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:endinakokulingile@gmail.com


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

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

Subject: Jabu Buthelezi Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Jabu Buthelezi 

Email jabu130671@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:jabu130671@gmail.com


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

Sent: 31 May 2016 11:58 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Jackson Priso Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Jackson Priso 

Email jacksonpriso@hotmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0812341606 

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:jacksonpriso@hotmail.com


From: Jacob Malosi Ramoyadi [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 08:43 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Jacob Malosi Ramoyadi Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Jacob Malosi Ramoyadi  

Email jacobramoyadi@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0765587592 

Send your message to the 

Fee Commission  

Dear Ms Khumalo, Mr Heher, Mr Gregory, Minister 

Nzimande and President Zuma, 

 

We can not go on like we owe this country about education I 

have a right to education unfortunately I droped out because 

of not getting fees money. 

The youth of this country can't access education as the fees are 

high. I demand free education studies to all varieties please. I 

have a right to access education for free to play a part in our 

economy sector as an educated young person with the chance 

I have please. 

 

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 

mailto:jacobramoyadi@gmail.com


and researched trying to find out how to make these public 

submissions. We could also not find any information online.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 



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

Sent: 30 May 2016 04:48 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Janneke Weidema Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Janneke Weidema 

Email janneke@icon.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:janneke@icon.co.za


From: Jeremy de Tolly [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 30 May 2016 06:41 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Jeremy de Tolly Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Jeremy de Tolly 

Email jeremy@jeremydetolly.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:jeremy@jeremydetolly.com


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

Sent: 31 May 2016 08:37 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Jessica Reekie Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Jessica Reekie 

Email jessica@charteredwealth.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:jessica@charteredwealth.co.za


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

Sent: 30 May 2016 10:40 AM 
To: FeesHET 

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

 

Name Joel Quirk 

Email joel.quirk@yahoo.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:joel.quirk@yahoo.com


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

Sent: 31 May 2016 02:01 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Joy Masemola Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Joy Masemola 

Email jbmasemza@yhaoo.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:jbmasemza@yhaoo.com


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

Sent: 31 May 2016 11:28 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Kamogelo Masupha Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Kamogelo Masupha 

Email kmasupha@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:kmasupha@gmail.com


From: Katlego Kolanyane-Kesupile [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

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

Subject: Katlego Kolanyane-Kesupile Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Katlego Kolanyane-Kesupile 

Email kkolkes@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:kkolkes@gmail.com


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

Sent: 30 May 2016 07:18 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Kevin Davy Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Kevin Davy 

Email davykj@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0845630130 

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:davykj@gmail.com
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1. Introduction 

Free education may to some extent seem impossible; however, South Africa has to this day 

conducts and regulations which may be able to assist the country in providing education at a 

minimum cost or an entirely free higher education system. The underlying question to this 

research is can South Africa afford free education? 

Providing education at a minimum cost or entirely free 

Regulated institutions such as the National student financial aid scheme (NSFAS) and study 

loans provided students with the opportunity to study at higher institutions. These financial 

institutions require payment after the completion of the qualification in which the student 

has enrolled for, provided that the student is able to find employment which is related to 

their field of study.  Although this might bring about questions as to what happens if and 

when the graduate is not employed within their respective field of study? Does the graduate 

still need to pay back the loan amount? How long does the graduate have before penalties 

are imposed? Is there a possibility to even find a job offer related to the graduate’s field of 

study in relevant industries bearing in mind our country’s depreciating economy?. 

2. Literature Review (brief) 

Waste  

(Prof Domingo., n.d.) Defines waste as “something the customer will not pay for”. A customer 

in this context is related to local and foreign organizations who may demand the supply of 

the skills force that South Africa has produced through higher education.   

Knowledge 

“In the words of Francis Bacon, “Knowledge is Power” Power to live a decent life, Power to 

earn a decent income, Power that brings you respect and dignity. When knowledge can 

bestow the power for so many things, why should it be restricted to a few who have the 

advantage of wealth? Knowledge needs to be free for all those who deserve it, and what a 

person deserves should be decided by an individual’s capability and intelligence and not by 

wealth” (Anon., 2016). 

The writer of the above article (anonymous) continues to emphasize that there are hidden 
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talents and intelligent minds out there which the world has not discovered and may not 

discover due to wealth being their barrier to accessing education that can assure them a 

better future.  “Free education would be beneficial to all who deserve it” and ultimately the 

rest of the country.  

Producing a higher skills force 

A logical case study to consider is to look at it from a manufacturing perspective whereby 

production of a particular product is performed and the demand happens to decrease 

immediately causing some of the products (stock) to remain in the warehouse until their 

time of purchase by the end customer. Many organizations may classify this as a loss, 

however, losses are incurred through wastage, rework, product returns, and defective 

products, therefore products safely stored in the warehouse cannot and should not be seen 

as a loss, but an asset of the organization as the minute there is demand again for the 

product it will result in more income generated. According to the author the very same 

perspective may be used by government to start realising that education is the process of 

producing assets which at a later stage will be demanded by other countries (customers) 

who would need the skills force the country has to offer. 

3. Something to consider  

1. Countries with less educated or less skills force may be subject to cheap labour for 

other countries. No parent would allow their child to provide cheap labour due to 

lack of access education and skills training? 

2. South Africa as a whole should be run as an organization that aims to produce high 

quality products (intellectuals) which other countries (customers) will seek for. 

3. Productive employees produce better results due to their passion for the job they do, 

but studying towards a specific career due to financial limitations on other career 

paths that one is more likely to have passion in creates a need for survival financially 

but may have a negative significant impact on productivity and quality of work 

produced by the individual. 

4. Education brings civilization (culturally ingrained ideologies of progress), better thinking, 

and more analytical as well as better decision making skills. 
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4. Brief feedback from professionals and university students 

Note: views expressed are the personal opinion of the interviewee and not of the 

organization or institution of that particular person. The participants agreed on anonymity 

prior to commenting. 

Note: Please refer to annexure A for interview questions 

Anonymous 1 (learning and development manager), believes that bursaries and other 

financial assistance towards certain career paths limited her to study towards her ideal 

career. 

Anonymous 1 (Head of regulatory and quality affairs) 

“Free education is possible, but the government should create a model that will sustain that 

system. The country has enough funds that can educate the coming generation, however 

funds are being misused and accounted for, an undisclosed amount of capital that could be 

redirected towards education is misused by municipalities. Another aspect to consider is 

uplifting skills on the production of our country’s resources, so as to acquire a higher income 

as opposed to only producing mineral resources and thereafter exporting them to other 

countries that can turn our resources into more valuable goods before being imported back 

to South Africa again at a higher price. The model aimed at sustaining free education should 

be structured well enough so as to stay consistent and not fail a few years down the line. Our 

generation paid for higher education and the coming generation may not pay for higher 

education, continuing with this model should ensure that the country does not go back to 

charging for education again once a free education system has been implement”. 

Anonymous 2 (regulatory affairs officer) 

“I not believe in free education, I support the need to emphasize on more regulatory laws 

that will allow financial aid schemes to be effective and support a wider spectrum of students 

who show potential interest in receiving education at higher institutions. Most things which 

are free are often taken advantage of and not highly appreciated, which therefore becomes a 

waste. 
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Anonymous 3 (quality assurance manager)  

“Education gives an individual the ability to have confidence in what they present.it allows 

one to gain knowledge on a particular topic and be able to present or defend it with 

confidence to colleagues, management, and other people. Education adds value in terms of 

knowledge not necessarily in financial impact it can have on the life on an individual. 

Personally I have travelled the world and have been exposed to the operation or of countries 

abroad as a result of education and the position I hold. Come to think about it, from where I 

originally come from most young people in the community I grew up in do not have access 

to finance that allows them to receive the kind of education I was privileged to receive. 

Imagine if I was also one of the unfortunate ones? Education is important because it creates 

a gap, so to allow only a few to be educated because they have funds to study while others 

may not have those funds creates a gap between the educated and uneducated.an example 

of the one of the gaps I’m referring to is decision making due to being less informed. 

Obviously there will be disadvantages to a free education system, but organizations such as 

NSFAS must be strengthen their criteria, selection and reliability processes for identifying 

those that are really financial needy. Free education should be implemented in stages, 

whereby the government starts at reducing the current tuition rates to 50% and testing if it is 

feasible enough to be reduced further, and thereafter eliminating issues such as corruption 

which puts money into the pockets of the individual rather than the community. The amount 

of money lost due to corruption is argued to be enough to education some of the needy 

people”. 

Khotso Emmanuel Seema (Masters Student in faculty of engineering and built environment) 

The cost of my education will be above half a million (approximately R 520,000.00) by the 

end of 2017. I honestly know that without the opportunity of receiving financial assistance 

from organizations and institutions that believed in me many of my knowledge and 

intellectual capacity would not have been possible to acquire. The transition from completing 

high school and gaining exposure to university or higher education allowed me as an 

individual to market myself more to organizations that seek excellence. Education allowed 

me to understand how the world operates and it also gave me access to the opinions and 

facts that shape my career and eventually the organization which I am employed in. 
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Understanding how the world operates through books (formal education) prior to corporate 

exposure allows one to not only be competitive locally but globally competitive even before 

they enter the corporate environment. It allows me and the Europeans, Americans, Asians 

etc. to have a common understanding in the language we speak (corporate language), which 

really is the work we perform daily because of our related career fields and level of education 

we both acquired. We can both relate to the topic under discussion and exchange 

information that in most cases is vital to the transformation of our organizations and 

subsequently this has a positive effect on the economy of our country. If in the instance my 

case was totally opposite and I had not received any formal education, it becomes 

questionable as to whether currently I would be an asset to the organization which sees the 

potential in me and ultimately the country which now benefits from my employment through 

taxation and many other methods. It is also questionable as to whether I would be writing 

this letter to the commission of higher education and training emphasizing the need to 

consider the possibility of free higher education or at least minimum tuition fees. I worked 

for the national student financial aid scheme as a student assistant providing financial advice 

to students who were applying for financial assistance. I realised that the regulations are 

weak and to some extent promote unethical behaviour. Students had to lie about their 

parent’s whereabouts in order to receive funding. Those that knew a way around the system 

were able to provide evidence that is acceptable enough but not entirely convincing to 

receive assistance, while those who really were in need of financial assistance failed to 

provide evidence due to constantly having to travel back and forth to trying to collect all 

necessary documentation. In most cases travelling costs were a factor and the major reason 

that hindered some of them from submitting relevant documents in order to receive financial 

assistance. From my personal observations it was unfair to lie in order to get access to 

education or to travel many kilometres and be turned back to collect one document 

(affidavit) stating one of the parents whereabouts is unknown even when he/she lives in the 

same house and earns a salary that is hardly enough to support the family nor even take the 

child to university. The system/ procedure in my opinion encouraged unethical behaviour 

which subconsciously tells one in order to get somewhere in life certain rules have to be 

broken or not followed. Financial assistance for education must become easily accessible and 

better regulated. 
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5. Limitations 

Unfortunately due to time constraints and other commitments, an in depth research on this 

issue could not be conducted. The researcher was limited to using the available and most 

accessible resources (interviewees, journals etc.) that are closer and to him. 

6. Conclusion  

Education regulated through financial aids and more accessible study loans has to this date 

been able to produce a reasonable amount of graduates (intellectually capable candidates) 

who now play a vital role in the economy of South Africa. The very same graduates are now 

able to represent the country globally when they find employment in global or international 

organizations that seek their skills. More funds should be allocated to the current higher 

education funding schemes in order to accommodate and assist a higher number of 

prospective students seeking admission to higher education. One concern that comes to 

mind is; the more graduates a country like South Africa would produce will result to an 

increase in the status quo of unemployed youth. Although the concern brought up may be 

something to consider for risk analysis, however, it still does not stand as a substantial 

reason not to consider a more affordable, accessible or entirely free education system.  
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Interview questions (Annexure A) 

1. What position do you currently hold in your organization/ institution? 

2. Do you support the idea of free education? 

3. How has education affected your life or career? 

4. Do you think that current financial aid schemes and bursaries are regulated enough 

to ensure equal opportunity to prospective students 

5. What would you say are the advantages and disadvantages of implementing a more 

affordable or free education system? 

6. How do we ensure those without privilege has access to education? 
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From: Khomotso Mabala [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  

Sent: 31 May 2016 12:23 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Khomotso Mabala Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Khomotso Mabala 

Email kmabala@tuks.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:kmabala@tuks.co.za


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

Sent: 30 May 2016 05:17 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Kylie Thomas Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Kylie Thomas 

Email kyliethomas.south@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:kyliethomas.south@gmail.com


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

Sent: 30 May 2016 03:37 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Laurence Piper Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Laurence Piper 

Email laurencepiper@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:laurencepiper@gmail.com


 
From: 2016 Budget Submission [mailto:noreply@123contactform.com]  
Sent: 30 May 2016 07:04 AM 

To: FeesHET 

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

 

Name Lebogang Ditshwene 

Email lephutshe@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0817634186 

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:noreply@123contactform.com
mailto:lephutshe@gmail.com


Students at Tertiary Institutions      February 2016 

The cost of financing free education is about R19 billion according to what I last read on the subject. 

This enormous sum can only be funded by using funds that would otherwise have been used to 

improve the country one way or another by various Departments, and this is unfortunate.  I do not 

believe we will see the end of student unrest, for more and more students want accommodation 

and other costs to be met by Government, something that few countries can fully provide.  They will 

continue agitating and it will be a huge surprise to me if this year proves to be a good peaceful year 

for higher education. So I believe that over and above the cost of free education, consideration must 

be given to additional funding for the high cost of security at all University and Tertiary Institutions. 

I think that a possible solution to the funding could be as follows; 

All higher education students should register with SARS and receive a tax number before 

registering at any institution. This tax number would also become the college/university 

registration number. All costs incurred while receiving higher education (these costs would have to 

be defined) would be borne by Government but only for a maximum number of years per degree, 

diploma or certificate. The cost of funding each student would be recorded annually by SARS 

against the students’ tax number (that is also the university or college registration number). Once 

the student has completed the degree a notification would be sent to him/her informing of the 

total amount that the state has paid out on their behalf and an explanation of the process that 

would be followed by SARS to reclaim the amount or a portion thereof.  

The process would involve deducting from all amounts earned by graduates once employed, the 

fees reclaimable amount payable to SARS each month together with the normal PAYE. Within 

SARS the system would flag a taxpayers records immediately PAYE commences and a notification 

would be prepared that would be sent to the employer and the ex-student informing of the 

pending commencement of deductions for education cost repayments. The reclaimable amount 

would be calculated on the basis of 80% of the total amount outlaid divided by 120 being the 

monthly repayment over a 10 year term. The 20% unpaid amount would be written off by the 

state. Where students choose to continue their studies beyond one degree or diploma, a request 

for approval of any further funding would have to be submitted. Should this occur the percentage 

repayment as well as the time period for repayment would increase. The thinking behind this is 

that the additional education received enables students to earn higher incomes and so they should 

be able to sacrifice some of it in recognition for being blessed by having the additional education 

costs deferred. Also the potential higher earnings should continue way beyond the date when the 

deductions cease and that too is an added blessing.  If for some reason the student has a break in 

work e.g. pregnancy, unemployed then on return to work the deductions would continue till the 

full term of deducting has elapsed. It is clear that everyone will not pay exactly the same but all 

will pay their portion of the full cost that is applicable to them.  No interest would be taken into 

account. The percentage portion that the state would absorb is debateable and could be as much 

as 50%. This would be set at a level that is fair to all parties. I think that consideration would also 

have to be given to the level of earnings from which deductions should commence. If for example 

the graduate commences some sort of articles or apprenticeship during which pay levels would be 

low, then the commencement of deductions would be deferred. However once earnings increase, 

commensurate with a higher position following the completion of the training period, then 



deductions would commence. Should the earnings levels be high, arrangements could be made to 

repay at higher levels in order to clear the debt quicker. These possible options could be 

incorporated in whatever method is agreed upon.  

This could be a framework for consideration and obviously would have to be rigorously tested. No 

student would be prevented from having a chance to obtain higher education because of financial 

obstacles. The education received would enable them to be better positioned to obtain a higher paid 

job. A portion of the income so earned should be considered the price to be paid for being able to 

earn more, not only for the present but ongoing till retirement. What a privilege.  

Until there is a requirement that forces students to take studying seriously, they will continue to 

view the years spent as a glorious holiday. The proposed method clearly forces students to realise 

that the quicker they pass the less the loan amount and the less the repayments would be. It would 

also help students consider how to cut costs of studying i.e. choice of accommodation by living in a 

commune rather than in a hostel. Where parents pay more of the costs the amount outlaid by the 

state is reduced, so such contributions should be encouraged. 

One is also very wary of the standard of education for I and others have experienced working with 

degreed and honours graduates. How these people ever got their degrees is a mystery for despite 

not having any work ethic they were unable to apply their knowledge. My first encounter with such 

a person was to see the Chief Accountant in question writing off to bank charges any differences 

that he could not find when reconciling the bank account at month end. He was a Bcom graduate 

who could not do a bank reconciliation.   One wonders what the Universities and FET Colleges are 

doing about ensuring that competent students are set free to work in the market place.  It is all very 

well to ask for free education but if the education received does not make the students competent 

to take their place in business and build into the country then are we not wasting a lot of money?  

One hears of students whose papers are marked on a test basis and average marks given to students 

– if this is so, what sort of quality students are leaving varsity – one wonders!!  

As a taxpayer it is with concern that I hear students demanding to be given free education. With 

every amount given there must surely be an obligation from the recipients and that is to receive a 

bursary students should pass all the subjects that they are registered for. I visited a Further 

Education College and saw so many students clearly not that eager to be educated. Students arrived 

late and often disrupted classes. If what I was told is correct, pass rates achieved are around 35% 

and less. If this is so, that would mean that many students probably receive a bursary to have a good 

time for a year or longer, how can this be? 

In days gone by, in my youth, parents who could afford it sent their children to varsity often having 

to borrow money by mortgaging their property. Bursaries in those days were very scarce. Others 

whose parents could not afford it used the apprenticeship route. Many studied at night while 

working during the day. I did it that way and worked hard at night for six years. The use of 

apprentices should be encouraged so that young people can learn at night, learn practically during 

the day and receive a nominal wage. To follow this route consideration would have to be made by 

Government for assistance to firms who take on such staff. Night schools should also be encouraged. 

Many students in my day could not afford varsity or did not want to become an apprentice so they 

sought employment wherever they could. Some chose to join the armed forces and use the time 



there to receive training in skills such as engineering, nautical and aircraft related matters. Many did 

it this way and received excellent education, paid for by the military. 

In all thinking on the subject of financing students and for that matter all instances where 

Government gives out money i.e. grants etc., one should never overlook the fact that when 

population numbers increase at a higher level (say 1.8%) than the country’s output (say GDP of 

.5%), the ability of the country to meet escalating costs of education, health and higher education 

is highly doubtful. I cannot see that any country can afford to make any decisions to finance 

current generations and so entrench a methodology that will be a noose around the necks of 

future generations. So it is essential for the viability of Government finances and the wellbeing of 

future generations to have a system whereby those who benefit from the state through higher 

education contribute for the privilege in the manner proposed.   

 



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

Sent: 30 May 2016 10:28 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Lionel Simmers Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Lionel Simmers 

Email s214009696@nmmu.ac.za 

Cell number (optional) 0845654565 

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:s214009696@nmmu.ac.za


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

Sent: 31 May 2016 02:01 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Lizza Littlewort Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Lizza Littlewort 

Email lizzalittlewort@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:lizzalittlewort@gmail.com


Name Lorreta Mosito 

Email lorettamosito@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0818223494 

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:lorettamosito@gmail.com
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Statement 
 

I hold an MSc in Africa and International Development (University of Edinburgh) as my 

highest qualification. This is a submission in my individual capacity. I am currently a PhD 

intern in the Maurice Webb Race Relations Unit at the University of KwaZulu-Natal (UKZN). 

If called upon to appear before the Commission to make an oral submission to the Commission, 

I would be available to do so, at any time the Commission would deem it fit to do so. My 

preferred language of interaction with the Commission is English. 
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Introduction  
 

The Fees Must Fall student movement has prompted new energy amongst South Africans to 

discuss the issue of access to institutions of higher learning, especially public Universities. 

Multiple voices have been heard; those in support of the movement and those dissenting with 

the aspirations to achieve free higher education in the foreseeable future.  

 

In recent years, the Department of Higher Education and Training (DHET) has also been 

occupied with understanding the dynamics around access to Universities, with a strong focus 

on the question of affordability. Two reports in recent years were tabled to the Minister 

responsible for DHET, Dr. Blade Nzimande. The first was by the 2012 Working Group on Fee-

Free University Education for the Poor in South Africa chaired by Prof. Derrick Swartz. The 

second was the 2013 Report of the Ministerial Committee for the Review of the Funding of 

Universities chaired by Mr. Cyril Ramaphosa. Other reports in the previous five years have 

looked at the review of student residences and the reviewing of the National Student Financial 

Aid Scheme (NSFAS).  

 

This demonstrates the department’s commitment to finding answers and gaining deeper 

insights into the implications affordability of higher education has to the development 

imperatives of the country. However, no significant demonstrable shift in how higher education 

is funded has occurred. Instead attempts to hide some of these reports (in particular the 2012 

report) and not make them publicly available have been seen. The 2013 report ruled out the 

desirability of free higher education, noting that such education has both public and private 

benefits. Framed this way, the final conclusion was that individuals had to continue making a 

contribution towards tuition fees to ‘compensate’ for the private benefit derived from higher 

education. The Fees Must Fall movement poses a significant challenge to this interpretation 

and simply views Universities as a place that work for the public good.  

 

Many other governments across the world have framed University education as such. This has 

propelled them to avail free quality higher education to their citizens. The South African public 

seems ready to build such a case for the government to strongly consider making higher 

education free. What is lacking is a platform for the interested public (visible and non-visible) 

to submit their views and have them collated into a uniform document that maps various 

scenarios. Such a document would serve as a ‘Citizens Manifesto for Free Higher Education’. 

This proposal calls for the creation of such platform through a working group of 12 members 

that would receive, distill and represent the views of those South Africans who want to be heard 

on this issue of funding for higher education.  
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The national discourse on #FeesMustFall 
 

Presidential Commission 

 

The President of the Republic of South Africa, J.G. Zuma has appointed a commission of 

inquiry, with an eight months long lifespan, to be chaired by Judge Arthur Heher, a former 

judge of the Supreme Court of Appeal. The commission is tasked with the single issue of 

enquiring into, making findings and reporting (with recommendations) on “the feasibility of 

making higher education and training (higher education) fee-free in South Africa”, taking into 

account: 

 

“1.1. the Constitution of the Republic of South Africa, all relevant higher and basic education 

legislation, all findings and recommendations of the various Presidential and Ministerial Task 

Teams, as well as all relevant educational policies, reports and guidelines;  

1.2. the multiple facets of financial sustainability, analysing and assessing the role of 

government together with its agencies, students, institutions, business sector and employers in 

funding higher education and training; and  

1.3. the institutional independence and autonomy which should occur vis a vis the financial 

funding model.” 

 

This move will inevitably, as presidentially appointed commissions have tended to (both in the 

distant and recent past), put the issues around free higher education squarely on the national 

agenda for the duration of the commission’s life. This is no doubt one of the important results 

that have been produced by the #FeesMustFall movement and student pressure, on government, 

through various forms of protest action in Institutions of Higher Learning across the country. 

This move by the president eliminates some spurious allegations that have been made against 

the movement that they are acting under the influence of a third force that seeks to distabilise 

the country.  

 

A commission of inquiry can easily be seen as political gamesmanship by the President, to buy 

time and minimise protest action targeted at the ANC led government in a local government 

elections year. Yet, proceedings of commissions allow as much evidence – for and against a 

matter – to be tabled in the public domain and create the most transparent platform for people 

to ventilate their views on a particular topic. Inaction on the outcomes of a commission is 

viewed with serious suspicion by the public and can easily lead to court proceedings against 

the president. Secrecy on a commission’s report equally invites public and interest groups’ 

pressure on the incumbent and eventually the report is released. 
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The South African higher education funding policy discussions 

 

In the South African context, a window of opportunity to understanding some of the policy 

discussions around the funding of higher education is contained in two important Ministerial 

Committee reports and one Working Group report released in 2010, 2012 and 2013.  

 

In 2010, the Report of the Ministerial Committee on the Review of the National Student 

Financial Aid Scheme chaired by Professor Balintulo, noting the funding challenge, warned 

that “the current higher education funding model should be radically revised to substantially 

increase the funding for higher education generally, and for higher education student financial 

aid specifically” (2010:xxii). Without calling for free higher education, the committee further 

stated that “if HEIs [Higher Education Institutions] are to continue to charge tuition and 

residence fees, substantially increased state funding for student financial aid will be essential”. 

Supposedly paying heed to this call, the state injected substantially increased funding to 

NSFAS.  

 

NSFAS allocation from Treasury moved to R9.5-billion in 2015, a significant increase for a 

scheme that had a budget of about R3.2-billion in 2009. However, even with this budget and 

funding increase, NSFAS was unable to meet its demand and accumulated great shortfalls that 

led to the financial exclusion of many students that are academically performing and financially 

needy. A 2015 Presidential Task Team on the Funding Challenges at Universities quantified 

the NSFAS shortfall at R4.582-billion. It is not too clear if this was just for the year 2015 or it 

encompassed some previous years.  

 

The persistent funding challenge could be attributed to the manifestation of what the 2010 

committee had warned about – HEIs continued to charge tuition and residence fees. However, 

the 2013 Report of the Ministerial Committee for the Review of the Funding of Universities, 

chaired by Mr. Cyril Ramaphosa, provided further insights about the funding pressures facing 

University students. Ramaphosa in his executive summary of the report admits that “between 

2000 and 2010, state funding per full-time equivalent (FTE) enrolled student fell by 1.1% 

annually, in real terms” and that “tuition fees per FTE student increased by 2.5% annually, in 

real terms”. This means to an extent government owes students for having filled the gap as it 

abdicated on funding duties through these years. Thus, whilst government increased NSFAS 

funding allocation, Universities were becoming starved in other areas of the funding model, 

yet enrolments were increasing.  
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Grappling with higher education funding issues, in its Mangaung 2012 elective conference, the 

African National Congress (ANC) concluded on a resolution that was received with alarm – a 

graduate tax. This would be a tax on newly employed graduates, in an effort to raise funds for 

NSFAS to ensure greater absorption of financially needy students. In everyday discussions, 

people point to corruption and inadequate funds for NSFAS as the problem. Thus, many believe 

that if NSFAS is corrected the funding problem will go away. This is not true, given the 

phenomenon of ‘the missing middle’ – those who cannot afford fees but are not ‘needy’ enough 

to receive NSFAS funding. 

 

Trying to respond to ‘the missing middle’ question, the 2010 report stated that the R122 000 

means test income per household threshold was inadequate to address challenges of 

affordability of higher education for many poor students and those from low middle class 

households. As a result the 2010 report made recommendations that were not fulfilled. A 

funding model consisting three components was proposed: 

• Component 1 - Full state subsidisation of poor students and those from working class 

backgrounds, to be progressively realised over a specific period. 

 

• Component 2 - Income-contingent loan scheme for the children of public sector 

employees earning salaries up to a maximum of R300 000 per annum. 

 

• Component 3 - Income-contingent loan scheme funded by the state or other agency for 

students from lower middle-income families. 

 

Instead of attending to this somewhat progressive proposal, the Minister of Higher Education 

and Training went on to appoint a working group chaired by Professor Derek Swartz to 

“conduct a study to determine the actual cost of introducing fee-free university education for 

poor people in South Africa…” (2012:60) furthermore the working group was to “suggest a 

definition of the classification of poor people in South Africa” (ibid.). The Terms of Reference 

for this working group clearly stated the need to consider the “missing middle” in deliberating 

fee-free university education.  

 

The 2012 report supported the idea of fee free university education for some students. It defined 

those who should be eligible for free university education as students who “come from 

households earning less than the required SARS [South African Revenue Service] tax bracket, 

meaning that they will be required to make no household contribution” (2012:xiii). The report 

further clarified that those coming from “households earning between R54 200 and R271 000 

(in 2010 prices) should be eligible for free university education in a similar manner, but should 
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be required to make some household contribution” (ibid.). In addition to these, the 2010 report 

had also articulated poor students as those who hail from the poorest municipalities and/or 

those “who attended a Quintile 1 school and those who received fee waivers at other public 

schools” (DHET, 2010:xxii). These contextual points, beyond the household, seemed to 

introduce a thinking that extends beyond monetary income in evaluating what being poor 

means in South Africa.  Let us be reminded that this 2010 report had already highlighted the 

inadequacy of the R122 000 means test household income threshold. 

 

However, worryingly, the 2012 report (DHET, 2012:26) found that, 

Some universities and colleges apply the means test, but others do not, and even those which 

do, exercise institutional discretion in how they apply it. For example, institutions set their own 

income eligibility thresholds: what is considered ‘poor’ by one university may be considered 

well-off by another. The annual family income threshold for NSFAS students at the University 

of Cape Town is R250 000, at Rhodes University it is R180 000, while at the University of 

Limpopo and other historically disadvantaged institutions it is R122 000. 

 

The Ramaphosa led committee’s report of 2013 raised another sharp and important point about 

NSFAS, that “although the steep increases in NSFAS allocations are appreciated, the average 

amount available per NSFAS recipient remains well below the real cost of study: R15 855 in 

2010 and R19 930 in 2011” (2013:394). The 2010 NSFAS review report had estimated the 

average full cost of study (FCS) per student to be R43 358. It implored that all universities be 

allocated this amount per student and that those (five of them in 2010) whose FCS (which 

includes living expenses) were beyond the average, should be prohibited from charging 

students for “the shortfall between the average and the FCS” (DHET, 2013:390-1). Under this 

reality of underfunding for NSFAS students, the historically disadvantaged institutions are the 

hardest hit as they have between 42% and 59% of all their undergraduate contact students being 

NSFAS recipients (DHET, 2013).  

 

Despite the funding problems that face NSFAS, the institution of NSFAS is beset with 

problems and chronic challenges that have been unresolved since its existence. Instead, some 

of these have become widespread. These challenges were extensively canvassed in Prof 

Balintulo’s 2010 report. They range from a crisis in governance to inadequate human resources 

capacity to lacking academic support for NSFAS students to poor debt recovery methods and 

appalling internal financial control systems, amongst others. Thus, ideas centred on utilising 

NSFAS as a vehicle for the dispensation of fee free university education could be short-sighted 

as they seek to trust an ailing institution with responsibility of national importance.  
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There is a need for the generation of more ideas. One of the shortcomings of all the reports 

looking at funding for institutions of higher learning is that they have not paid enough attention 

(and some none at all) on the need to grow endowments for our Universities. These 

endowments would provide universities with additional financial security, income and long 

term autonomy from government due to lessened financial dependability. Government can 

never abdicate on the duty to fund universities, yet there is good evidence that the South African 

government has slowly done just that. The 2013 report made an important finding that “in 2011 

South Africa’s state budget for universities as a percentage of GDP was 0.75%, which is more 

or less in line with Africa as a whole (0.78%). When compared to OECD countries (1.21%) 

and the rest of the world (0.84%), South Africa lags behind in this regard. Within the G-20 

group of countries, South Africa has the lowest levels of higher education funding” (DHET, 

2013:150). 

 

It is this revelation that has generated public pressure for government to increase its allocation 

to universities and some have called for the apportionment of the national government budget 

to be scrutinised and reprioritised in order to realise free university education. Even the 2015 

Presidential Task Team expressly stated, through a Presidency issued media statement, that 

there is a need for reprioritisation from the fiscus in order to avail more funds to universities. 

 

The call for a progressive realisation of free higher education is not a pipedream. It can be done 

if we choose rightly, invest properly and showcase the requisite political will to deliver dignity 

and pride even to those who are rejected by the higher education system. Simply because they 

cannot afford. 
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My proposals to the commission 
 

1. Money should be sourced from the Skills Development Levy. Treasury’s budget office 

head, Michael Sachs, indicated (in October 2015) that there is currently an extra R1-

billion that was unexpected  

(http://www.bdlive.co.za/national/2015/10/21/skills-levy-could-be-used-to-fund-

students-says-treasury-official). The SETAs have been unable to spend, in full, monies 

generated by the Skills Development Levy. There is no wisdom in allowing money to 

remain in coffers, unused, whilst there is a demand elsewhere within the Training 

sector. 

 

2. Government must negotiate for Treasury to double the percentage of GDP spent on 

Higher Education from 0.75% to 1.5%. This way the entire budget for Higher Education 

will increase, assisting us to channel more money on the development of lecturers, 

tutors and adequate ratios of academics to students, further bolstering the potential for 

achievement in our institutions. Such an increase would put us on par with some of our 

brothers and sisters in the African continent in terms of what they spend as a percentage 

of GDP on higher education. Such an increase can come from reducing percentage of 

GDP spent on the SANDF – we need a military but we are not imminently under threat 

to go to war.  

 

 

3. Currently we need about R22-billion per year from government in order to cover tuition 

fees fully for each student. Government must demand that on all mega infrastructure 

built projects, such as the ±R827-billion over three years of the Presidential 

Infrastructure Coordinating Committee, 10% is directed towards the development of 

human resources for their upkeep and maximum utilisation. This project alone would 

have generated R82-billion. The mooted nuclear built project would generate R129-

billion. Both these are enough to cover at least ten years on free tuition for all. Adding 

the prospects of spending on the 2022 Commonwealth Games and other Transnet 

projects, the possibilities are endless. 

Where would the shortfall of 10% for these projects come from? The suggestion is that 

Treasury should work on a regulatory framework to cap costing on the tendering 

process. It is an open secret that most civil, earthworks and construction companies 

including surveyors and project managers are overpricing the government to extract 

exorbitant profits. A move to cap costing would significantly reduce the cost of projects. 

This would not be anti-competition; it would be in the best interests of fiscal prudence. 

In some instances now, companies charge government double the market value for 

some goods, materials and services.  

 

http://www.bdlive.co.za/national/2015/10/21/skills-levy-could-be-used-to-fund-students-says-treasury-official
http://www.bdlive.co.za/national/2015/10/21/skills-levy-could-be-used-to-fund-students-says-treasury-official
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4. The majority of our Universities have poor endowments (investments, property and 

other income generating assets) and this sets them back in their ability to raise extra 

funds on the capital markets or to even draw significant third stream funding that carries 

little obligations either than those determined by a University Council. The success of 

many institutions in Europe that offer Free Higher Education rests on high levels of 

endowments. The proposal is that: government through parliament must legislate that 

all previously successful Black Economic Empowerment (BEE) and Broad Based 

Black Economic Empowerment (B-BBEE) beneficiaries [individuals (e.g. Ramaphosa) 

or companies (e.g. Wiphold)] must give 10% of their shares as endowments to 

Universities. The Historically Disadvantaged Institutions (HDIs) should receive 

priority as they currently rely on government funding for almost 80% of their income 

with little third stream funding available to them. A grading scale to equalize incomes 

(especially the percentage contribution of endowments) of institutions should be 

implemented.  

 

5. A percentage (to be determined) of Corporate Social Investment (CSI) budgets of 

companies with an annual turnover of R50-million upwards be set aside and contributed 

towards higher education, annually. Alternatively, an increase in their percentage 

contribution to the Skills Development Levy. These companies already set up bursary 

schemes under the current funding model regime and this would fall away in the event 

of free higher education. But as beneficiaries of knowledgeable and skilled graduates 

they should contribute endlessly to higher education.  

 

6. A five yearlong 1% annual tax on wealthy individuals and corporates. This tax should 

then be collected into a central pot to be managed and invested by the Public Investment 

Corporation (PIC) on behalf of Universities. The income derived from the investments 

should be disbursed by the Minister strategically to Universities to meet the growing 

and competing demands that align with strategic community and national goals. 

 

7. Government must move speedily to revisit the implementation of a once off tax 

proposed by the Truth and Reconciliation Commission. In so doing the government 

would target companies that operated and those that still operate within its jurisdiction 

that derived their wealth from directly or indirectly aiding apartheid. This tax would be 

cordoned off for investment elsewhere to grow within a period of ten years. Whilst the 

cordoned off tax accumulates, the government should negotiate with the International 

Monetary Fund to restructure the debt of the country, taking into account that the 1994 

democratic government took onboard an odious debt inherited from the apartheid 

regime. Debt servicing alone hits over R100-billion. A reduction on it could go a long 

way in assisting South Africa afford spending in priority areas such as Higher 

Education. It is true that the debt is not all squarely owed to IMF but this institution 

remains appropriate as the first point of call.  
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8. Government must finally set up time frames and targets to get its supply chain 

management house in order. Year in year out public funds are expended in illegal, illicit 

and corrupt ways. The Auditor General of the country tends to be the bearer of bad 

news more than being one who paints a picture of a country that handles its finances 

with great care and commitment for development. A lot of money is lost to categories 

of corruption and mismanagement. Reducing on these, significantly, could lead to a 

country that is developing sustainably. 
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Name Mahfouz Raffee 

Email emfouz@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0720602276 

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:emfouz@gmail.com


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

Sent: 30 May 2016 10:58 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Marc Davies Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Marc Davies 

Email marcdanieldavies@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:marcdanieldavies@gmail.com


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

Sent: 30 May 2016 04:18 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Fees Commission submission 

 

Name  

Email marlidutoit@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:marlidutoit@gmail.com


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

Sent: 30 May 2016 03:16 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Masego Modisane Modisane Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Masego Modisane Modisane 

Email masegomodisane@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:masegomodisane@gmail.com


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

Sent: 01 June 2016 01:04 AM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Mathapelo Maganedisha Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Mathapelo Maganedisha 

Email mathapelomaganedisha@gmail.com  

Cell number (optional) 0846670956 

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:mathapelomaganedisha@gmail.com


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

Sent: 31 May 2016 07:22 PM 
To: FeesHET 

Subject: Mbali Tyolo Fees Commission submission 

 

Name Mbali Tyolo 

Email mbalityolo@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:mbalityolo@yahoo.com

