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FROM THE SIDELINES

JOHN PLAYER |

Rﬁ:ent]:.r it has been a commonplace to

open the dally newspaper and find
some argument for or against the inclu-
glon of Maoris in the New Zealand Team
which is to visit South Africa in 1960.
Thiz is a revealing pointer to the extent
to which people both here and else-
where have become conscious of the
problem of the colour-bar in sport, the
one sphere where up to now the colour
bar has been generally accepted as part
of the natural order of things.

Round Table Conference

ference of MNATIDOEL SPUILLE  LA@Gs
which was held in East London on the
Sth October.

This Conference, which was reported
to represent the voices of 65,000 sports-
men, was supported by a number of
national sporting bodies such as Ath-
letics, Cycling, Boxing, Netball, Table
Tennis, Soccer and Weightlifting (the
Convenors of the Conference).

The sequel to this Conference is to
be another, probably in the first week
of January at Durban, when many more
national sporting bodies are likely to
participate,

The net result of this i= likely to be
the formation of a sporting body com-
posed of & number of national bodies,
and with a total representation of some-
thing in the region of 100,000 sportsmen
and women, The bargaining force of
this body cannot be underestimated and
it iz bound to demand A hearing in the
counclls of the international bodies —
and get if.

Federalism

One significant development of the
fight for international recognition has
been the realisation by Non-Whites and
their sports administrators, that it is
illogical to demand the abolition of ra-
clal barriers when they preserve them
in their own ranks. It is possible that
no factor has had a stronger impact on
the internal situation in sport than the
attempt to secure recognition interna-
tionally. One by one the national bodies
are making haste to delete any racial
bars which exist whether in fact or in
their constitutions. And there has been
increasing re-examination of two Issues.
First, the work of philanthropists who
donated trophies for one racial group
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writes on

SPORT

exclusively and who spoke 20 eloguently
of taking care of our "Own" group in
the past. It iz being seen that these peo-
ple did uz a disservice—even if with the
best intentions. The second issue being
re-examined iz the diseaze of “'Federal=
ism". It is being realised that a Federal
structure, with inter-racial matches has
done nothing to promote good feeling be-
tween different groups, even If this
was the original intention, Instead it has
been the cause of much animosity and
prejudice. And =0 the federal struc-
ture is being rapidly scrapped.

framework of Apartheid.” ‘Whether
they will succeed will depend om the
stand taken by the administrators of
the open "non-racial” bodies and by the
world bodies controlling the coder of
gport. In some instances, attéempts have
been made to persuade non-white bo-
dies to accept a second-class status with
control by the officials of the white
bodies. There will be more attempts
of this nature and the open bodies will
have to guard against it. On the other
hand, there are attempts to make the
world bodies believe that the administra-
tors of “Whites only'" sport are making
a serious effort to give the Non-Whites
a fair deal. This kind of duplicity must
be expozed at every turn. Any conces-
sions made will have to be wrung from
the bodies which at present enjoy Inter-
national recognition without being en-
titled to it. The issue of the Maoris is
only one of many straws in the wind.
The lesson it holds i1s that the rest of
the world is determined to glve us a
fair deal. We must not be content with
less,

What can be done to bring the sports
izzue to & head ? It is up to the ordinary
sportsman, the man in the street, to get
the matter raised in the club. Gradu-
ally through the union, it will filter
through to the national body. The de-
mand for recognition for the Non-White
bodies must come from all, From the
white sportsman who is a true sports-
man who recognises only merit as the
criterion, and from the Non-White
sportsman who does not dare yet to
aspire to the highest things.

If there is a concerted and sustained
demand, then a solution will have to be
found. A just and lasting one. And
a sporting one.
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OUR COVYER PICTURE:

Close on 2,000 African women
ware arrested during demonstra-
tions against pass books for wo-
men. The largest batch arrested
was composed of 925 women from
Alexandra Township some of
whom are sean in a police truck

on the way to prison.
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Passes Lead
To Prisons

Even as men waiting for their buses and trains home milled about
those who had newspapers to read over one another's shoulders of
the arrests of the women after protesting against passes the news
had girdled all the townships in Johannesburg.

“These passes —" the men were saying. “It's going to be you, your
son and now your wife who will carry a pass! And what if you are
all arrested?!”
~ The women for the most part had little time to talk. Some brushed
. up their shawls and announced their readiness to go to jail. “We
want to see this place where our sisters were arrested.” .,

Whereas it had in past days taken several weeks to organise depu-
tations to the Native Commissioner this time the women came for-
ward spontaneously, Those who were not coming forward to join the stream of protesters told you that
their daughters or sisters or aunts were already in Number Four (The Fort).

You met no women opposed to what was being done. And no man held the floor in the busges or trains. “You
who harbour passes in your jacket pockets had better shut up,” they were told by the women.

The men were humbled. “But as for the government, it's in for trouble, interfering with our wives",
they consoled themselves. '

As batch after batch of women poured out of the toewnships and was arrested it was as if they were leav-
ing prison and not going there. The police announcement “Now we are arresting you" was greeted with
cheers and shouting of anti-pass slogans. Young and old, mothers with babies on their backs sang as they
climbed into police trucks. .

In a short time the sceptics who were saying “What's the use of protesting?"” were silenced.

The charge by the Commissioner of Police that “agitators” were behind the women spluttered like a damp
squib in the townships.

It was again a case of the Police Chief flipping up that well-worn police glossary to check under the entry

Problem: “UNREST — GRIEVANCES — PROTEST DEMONSTRATIONS".
Answer: LEAN ON THE OLD SCARE OF REDS (WHITES AND NON-WHITES TO00).

For three years African women have taken mass demonstrations to the authorities to protest against
passes. Always they were given the glib, pat assurances: “The reference books are the same as the identity
cards carried by White women”, (Which White woman will be liable for arrest or endorsement out of the city
if she cannot produce her card on the demand of a policeman?) *“The books will help with identification in
case of accidents.” (Must millions of women be persecuted all their lives to help in the few odd cases where
accident vietims cannot be identified?) “The reference books will help you. Already passes have been abolish-
ed for men.” (No doubt this explains how 1,740,392 men were detained under the pass laws in 1957).

Passes lead to prisons and the women know that only too well

It sounds innocent enough for the authorities to plead — tongue in cheek — the advantages of a “national
system of identity’’. But when pass books bring with them the roving pick-up van, the police knuckles ham-
mering on house doors at midnight, families pulled from their beds and parents arrested in front of their
children, nights spent in cold cells, summary trials and then imprisonment not for a crime but for not having
the right entry in the pass book then this is no longer an identity system but the bitterest grievance the Afri-
can people know. “We are merely carrying out the law” the official defenders of the pass system say. True,
but the law is blindly harsh and punitive and has led to the break-up of family life, women deported from
their homes, babies wrenched from their mothers.

The African National Congreas has never made any secret of its opposition to the pass laws. Those who
say the large scale women’s protests against the passes are the result of ‘agitation’ and trouble-making by the
Congress put the cart before the horse. The Congress movement reflects the bitter hatred of passes by the
African people and speaks thus with their true voice.
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THE NEED FOR UNITY AMONG ANTI-NATIONALIST ORGANISATIONS is a question being debated

in the Liberal and Federal parties, the Black Sash and Congress movements and other democratic organi-

sations. Discussion sparked off in the columns of the Rand Daily Mail dealt with the need for unity and

some of the obstacles to it. In the belief that this problem is one of the most pressing of these times,
FIGHTING TALK opens its columns to this discussion.

Three Levels of Co-Operation

ou aszk me to comment on the sug-
gestions by "Owen Vine' in the
Rand Daily Mail for a united front of
the different sections of the “*White
Opposition' in this country. I gladly
offer my thoughtz on the matter, for
what they are worth.

It seems self-evident that some such
unity must be achieved if there is to be
any effective opposition at all. Ewen if
all sections, Liberals, Labour Party,
Black Sash, Federal Party, C.0.D., ete.)
were added together the result would
gtill be numerically negligible (though
impressive in quality); separated and
competing with each other, they remain
merely absurd. But how is such unity
to be reached?

3 Levels of Co-operation

In a recent speech to the annual eon-
ference of the Congress of Democrals
{which was not reported in full, and
therefore I make bold to repeat what I
said there), I suggested that co-opera-
tion between groups which may be pro-
foundly divided in principles and ultl-
mate alms, could be suggested on three
levels,

Firatly, the ‘ambulance’ level, Le.,
gheer rellef work. No one iz likely to
dispute the urgency of, for examiple,
combating malnutrition especially in Af-
rican children. And the strict politically-
pragmatic attitude (‘let them starve, as
it will hasten the revolution') iz likely to
remain highly theoretical and academic
in thiz country at present. It is not &
question of ‘let them starve'; it is rather
‘there are plenty of White humanitari-
ans to do this sort of thing; we must
concentrate our energies elsewhere,’

By MARTIN JARRETT-KERR, C.R.

More Important than ambulance
(picking up the bodies) is prevention.
This indicates the second level: co-
operation to achieve better sociclogical
conditions.

Here there can still be a wide area
of agreement and co-operation: the
maintenance of family life, against
ethnic grouping, migratory labour,
race classification, minimum guaran-
teed wages; freedom from passes; ete,
etc. Here perhaps we have the wid-
est arena in which joint action is pos-
sible.

Political Action

But to achieve anything at the second
level will require political action. So
hera too, those who are agreed at levels
1 and 2 will have to consider whether
their agreement is not merely academic
unless it can move to level three, that
of political co-oparation. Here we must
face the fact that there iz likely to be
the greatest divergence among those
who are in considerable agreement at
the earlier levels,

Obstacle — Lack of Trust

For, let us be frank: you ask me "What
are the obstacles to unity up to the pre-
sent?' And the reply must obviously be:
‘Lack of trust.' Can those who disagree
profoundly, not only on (e.g.) foreigm
policy (let us =ay, on the interpretation
of recent events im Hungary), but on
basic moral and ethico-political prino-
ciples, really trust each other?

Can, say, & 'liberal democrat' hawve
confidence in anm adherent of, say, dia-
lectical materialism, when the former
believes (whether rightly or wrongly I

won't discuss) that the latter may be his
ally until the revolution comes and then
will at once become his executioner?

Can a believer in personal values make
any kind of genuine and lasting alliance
with one who seems (whether justifi-
ably or not) to believe that ‘the end
justifies the means’ and therefore any
methods of injustice, torture, or decep-
tion are permitted if they achlevé:the
*historical goal of soclety'? The answer
to this question must obviously come
from those who are thus under suspicion
and it will be an answer in deeds, rather
than in words,

White Unity and the Congresses

You ask, finally, for suggestions about
the form such co-operation should take,
I do not know the answer; but I think
that the answer must come from the
Non-White organizationz. For these,
clearly, are more important than any of
the White organizations we might wish
to link together. There Iz evidently a
need for unity ameng the Mon-White
organisations; but that unity musrt be
achieved from within, by them: it must
not be dictated by us.

S0 that in effect what | envisage Is
an immediate federation, on agreed and
clearly defined (and at the moment
limited) terms, between as many of the
White organisations as are ready for it:
and that this federation should then go
to the 3 Congresses and say "Here we
are: use us as you wish, We are dedi-
cated to the achievement of justice and
true democracy; but we are a minority
— you, the majority, must decide how
we can best serve.”

UNITY IN ACTION

The Congress of Democrats View, by BEN TUROK, M.P.C.

wen Vine, of the Rand Daily
Mail, recently wrote a number

of articles on the need for unity
among “liberal” minded groups in
South Africa. His articles shocked
all of us out of our complacency
and have stimulated a considerable

Page Four

amount of discussion both within
the organisations concerned and in
the columns of the Mail itself. This
discussion has centred around a
possible unity among the various
European liberal and democratic
organisations. This move should

be considered first, apart from the
wider unity we want to develop

around the Congress movement.
The Congresses have for a long time

been calling for the broadest possible
front against the Nationalists, Although
the unity of the liberal European groups,
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as proposed by Owen Vine, is a long
way Ifrom achleving this, such a consoli-

dation should be welcomed as a poten-
tially powerful force against rampant
Nationalism. United action by thess
groups is of importance to us since it is
clear that only opposition from the wid-
ast saction of the people can stop Ma-
tionalist inroads on our liberties. But
in addition, at a time when Verwoerd's
propaganda machine is going into top
gear, there is an urgent need for the
liberal and democratic European org-
anisationg to countérpose to Huropeans
the feasibility of a democratic multi-
racial soclety as the alternative to apart-
heid.

A great many thinking Europeans
understand and accept this reasoning
and many others who have been anta-
gonised by the Government in one way
or another are waiting for a lead. If
this common opposition to the Nation-
alists, which is felt by large sections
of the Europeans, could be co-ordin-
ated in some way the Congress move-
ment would have a powerful ally in
the struggle for a democratic society.
The successful campaigns of the Torch
Commando serve as a reminder of
Just how powerful this section of the
people could be.

Reservations about Unity

Unfortunately there are indications
that Owen Vine's suggestions are not
being taken up as willingly as they de-
serve to be. Many leaders of the org-
anisations concerned appear to lack the
broadmindedness and vision that will
be needed to establish ties across party
loyalties. Some leaders of the Liberal
Party, for example, are staking their
hopes of bullding thelr party on the col-
lapse of the United Party.

They feel that if the Liberal Party
remains untainted by “extremism" (a
condition which joint mass action with
the Congresses might engender), or if
they can retain their identity and with-
stand a merger with other liberal org-
anisations, the U.P. moderates will
sponer or later drift into the Liberal
Party.

Such reasoning is clearly false, Surely
the best chances of a major Liberal
Party advance lies in the creation of a
liberal front which would be sufficiently
imposing in strength and numbers to
have a marked impact on the political
scéne.

If such a froot were to take up the
struggles of the Johannesburg Munici-
pality against Government interfer-

Fighting Talk - November, 1958

ence, or the threatened ban on meet-
ings on the City Hall steps, it would
#00n win many new adherents. Our
primary concern should not be whe-
ther the U.P. moderates leave thelr
organisation and join another but the
mobilisation of these and many other
people into active protest agaipst the
Government. Neither the Liberal
Party nor any other organisation of
liberal Europeans is strong or ef-
fective enough to attract these people
at present, but by acting together
they might well alter the position.

Unfortunately still other obstacles to
unity among these groupz have been
raised. There i3 the desire on the part
of some to be thought of as "middle-of-
the-road” organisations — the Liberal
FParty recently referred to itself as be-
ing between Elack and 'White national-
ism. To achieve such a reputation one
has to attack both those on the left and
the right. This has led to frequent at-
tacks on the Congress of Democrats —
admittedly the most “extreme"” REuro-
pean organisation—by the other groups,
to attacks by U.P. moderatezs on the
Federal Party, to attacka on the Liberal
Party by Federalists and =0 on. All this
iz in an effort by the one group to white-
wash itself so as not to offend potential
recruits to the right of it

Mame-calling Tactics

Nothing could please the Government
more than to see its opponents adopt its
name-calling tactics against one another.
Buch a practice simplifies its task of per-
secuting its most militant opponents and
laying them open to being banned. It
also does not in fact protect the moder-
ate organisations for if the Government
should ban the Congress of Democrats
there can be no doubt that the Liberal

Party would be next on the list and so
on down the line. The answer to Gov-
srnment parsscution doss not lie In say-
ing ‘I am not as extreme as so and so’,
but in presenting a solid front to its at-
tacks and fighting jointly for the right
to exist and advocate our points of view.

The Need for Joint Action

VWhen considering the various liberal
organisations — the Liberal Party, the
Labour Party, the Federal Party, the
Black 8ash, C.0.D. etc, one must admit
that each of them arose at a different
time and for different reasoms. Yet,
in spite of this, all these organizations
have something in common. Their pub-
lic activities prove this,

But no attempt has been made to
co-ordinate these activities and thereby
make them more effective. Consider
for example the ban on meatinga on the
City Hall steps by the Johannesburg
City Council. The Black Sash, to their
credit, were the first to take up the
issue. They were followed by the
U.N.EB.8.A. applylng for permission
te hold & meeting. The Congress of
Democrats sent a deputation to the
Chairman of the General Purposes Com-
mittee. The Liberal Party sent a letter
of protest. The combination of these
protests had the desired effect and the
ban was lifted, but who can deny that
if they had been co-ordinated they would
have been even more effective? One
must remember that the way each org-
anisation leapt into actlon In this case
was exceptional. Usually when an issue
arises only ome of these organisations
takes it up and no rupport is forthcom-
ing from the others. The recent in-
creases in tram and bus fares in Jo-
hannesburg i8 an example of such an
issue.

First Steps to Unity

By calling for joint planned action we
are not suggesting that these organisa-
tions should amalgamate. That would
amount to trying to achieve too great a
degree of unity at the first step. In
any case it may be desirable to main-
tain separate organisations in order to
give expression to particular polmts of
view. C.0.D. members, for example,
would not lightly jettison the right to
advocate the Freedom Charter in an
organised way, nor would they sacrifice
their close alllance with the African
MNational Congress and the other mem-
bers of the Congress movement,

For these reasons co-operation on a
consultative basis would be preferable.
it may also ba advisable to work for
united action on issues which, whila thay
affect all people, do not raise differences
which tend to divide us. An issue such
as the defence of free speech would not
involve the contentlous question of fran-
chise rights. Another feature of this
proposed unity which should be con-
sidered is the advisability of a positive
platform, such as that of the multi-
racial confercnce, being adopted a= a
basis for our joint work. If this could
be achleved, the allgnment of opposition
forces would have a powerful positive
appeal and would win support from

(Continued on page 10)
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DROP THAT TREASON TRIAL'!

By L. BERNSTEIN

A Case of Scandal

day after Mr. Pirow's sudden withdrawal of
" his massive three-volume, 406 page indictment
in the treason trial, a Johannesburg daily paper re-
ported an interview with the Attorney General. The
report ended with the startling remark : ‘The Crown
will now undertake an exhaustive study of the case
against the accused.” At any other time, or in re-
spect of any other case, the remark could be glossed
over as a careless slip of the editorial typewriter.
But on the very day of the withdrawal of the indict-
ment, there had been another remark of the same
nature. “It seems” said Presiding Judge Rumpff
after following every word of the two months argu-
ment on the indictment intently, “that the Attoney
General, when drawing up the indictment, did not
give full consideration to the implication of allega-
tiong of treason in pecce time.” Mr. Pirow, natur-
ally, protested hotly that the very fullest considera-
tion had been given, and the Judge naturally accept-
ed that assurance.

But the strong impression remains; however many man-
hours have been spent on it, the prosecution produced an
illconceived, deformed and misbegotten charge, and know-
ingly foisted the monster on the accused and the courts.
I do not speak here of the facts of the case against
the accused, of the question of whether the evidence
can or will establish the guilt of any or all of them.
That is a question for the courts alone to decide, and
any comment on that issue would be both unlawful
and undesirable. But of the conduct of what is
politely termed ‘The Crown, of the manner of be-
haviour of the prosecution and of the Minister of
Justice who is the real head of the prosecution team,
it is necessary to speak before a scandalous injus-
tice is allowed to continue in the name of justice.

Genesis

at are the facts? Almost two years ago, 156 people

were arrested in the most abrupt and dramatic fashion.
They were released on ball in the face of strenuous opposition
from the police after some two weeks in the Johannesburg
Fort. At the preparatory examination, they were told by
the senior prosecutor that the crown case would be over in
gix weeks. With some ghort periods of defence cross-
examination of witnesses it lasted thirteen months — the
longest in the country's history. After almost a year of he
Drill Hall hearings, charges against 61 of the accused were
suddenly withdrawn without a single word of explanation,
and without a penny of compensation for their lost year.
Heven weslz later, another four were similarly released.
Only 91—three out of every five of those originally arrested
— stayed to the bitter end. All 81 were committed for trial.

The course of the preparatory examination itself was as
remarkable, Though the warrants of arrest alleged 'High
Treason' between 1953 and 1956, the crown presentation of
evidence proved elastic. Evidence went back to 1852, to
include the Defiance Campalgn — and forwards to 1857 to
include riots outside the Drill Hall while the accused were
still imprisoned, as well as campaigns for their release.
Matters which had not besn mentioned in the prosecutor's
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two-day opening address were conjured up suddenly in the
middle of the hesarings — evidence of mysterious school
burnings, evidence of Mau-Mau atrocities in Kenya, evidence
of ‘brainwashing’ in Korean prisoner-of-war camps, evidence
of plots to smuggle in arms from China and a mysterious
‘gas powder’ from Russia.

Test of Faith

It was said — properly — by Magistrate Wessels, that it
was legitimate for the prosecution to lead such evidence pro-
vided they undertook to link it up with the accused at a
later stage. Repeatedly, over defence objections, the under-
taking was given that it would be so linked. But there is a
difference between what is legitimate, and what is fair to
an accused person. The test of the crown's fairness is that
there was not, at any stage, any such link or any atterhpt
to prove any such link. It was from this that there arose
the first real gquestioning of the prosecution’s conduct, Had
the crown made any attempt to sort the evidence dumped
into itg files by Special Branch policemen? Had any at-
tempt been made to test the reliability and credibility of the
gangster and convicted murderer, witness Ralakeke, who
testified to events during the Kliptown bus boycott? Or of
the life-long jail-bird and fraudulent B.A., witness Mgubasi,
brought from & prison cell to testify about arms plots? Had
there been any serlous effort to sort from the police archives
those decuments and speeches which were relevant and to dis-
card those irrelevant ?

Perhaps, to thizs, there is only one answer. That is in the
indictment, laboriously prepared over six months after the
commital of the accuzed for trial. In it there iz not & single
word or reference to the Ellptown bus boycott, sald by the
prosecutor at the start of the preparatory examination to
be “the prelude to the revolution.” Im it there is not a zsingle
word or reference (o Kenya or its Mau-Mau, to the Korean
war and '‘brainwashing’, to arms plotz or gas powders. There
iz mot a single allegation of school-burnings or assaults con-
nected with school boycotts. Once again the dates have re-
verted to “the period Ist October 1952 to 13th December
1856, There is, accordingly, no poasible reference to the
Defiance Campalgn, to riotz in Port Elizabeth, Kimberley and
East London, to riots outside the Drill Hall during the pre-
paratory examination. Countless weeks of the Drill Hall
prosacution have, mysteriously, melted away to nothing. Le-
gitimate perhaps. But merally indefensible.

Retreat in Disorder

In Pretoria, stage two, the crown conduct of the trial has
not got beyond the indictment. In the original indictment
itself there was only one specific allegation of any practical
and criminal result of the actions of the accused — that their
speeches and writings “. . . did in fact create feelings of dis-
vontent or unrest and/or hostility between the various sec-
tionz and races of the population in the Union of Bouth Af-
rica.” The defence asked, simply, on, what facts the crown
would rely to prove that such discontent was created. And
by way of answer the crown, simply, withdrew the whole
allegation. Can the original allagation have been made on
the basis of evidence and in the interests of justice? There
was also an allegation of . . . organising and participating
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In various campaigns against existing laws . . ."; the defenee
asked for a list of the laws referred to; the crown replied
simply “all laws." Could such a reply be the result of serious
consideration, or merely wild talk? The indictment al-
leged — as the second alternative charge — a breach of the
Suppression of Communism Act by means of “. ., . acts cal-
culated to further the achlevement of one or more” of the
objects of Communisgm. The court, after argument, directed
the crown [o state precizely which speech or document would
be used as evidence of furthering which object of Commun-
lsm. The erown, again, simply withdrew the whole allega-
tion and the charge. Legitimate, perhaps. But fair?

Perhaps frivolous is the best description of the casualness
with which the Crown mutilated the indictment — frivolous
of the responsibilities of a prosecution, whose duty (2 not to
peraccute at the whim of the state, but to uphold justice and
=afeguard the interests of the accused.

Equally frivelous seemingly, was Mr. Pirow's sudden an-
nouncement in Court on September 2Mth — after lengthy,
involved and seripus argument on the meaning of the indict-
ment — that “ff the Crown fails to prove a eonspiracy

then all the accused fo free.” Mr. Maisels had argued
that the indictment was clearly drawn in such a way that,

whether there was conspiracy or not, each accused stood
charged with high treason in respect of each of hiz own
speeches and writings. Mr, Justice Rumpff felt the same
way. “Asz T understood it, the Crown claimed that it was
entitled to find any accused gullty, conspiracy or no conspir-
acy.” The defence had previously asked the crown to state,
simply, whether the accused faced one charge or many
charges. The crown had replied, simply, ‘Read the indiet-
ment.' In the confusion caused by Mr. Pirow's statement,
Mr. Maisels specifically challenged the erown, in open court,
to amend that answer to put the matter bevond all doubt.
The erown, simply, declined. Fair? The just way to set
out ¢learly to the accused the case which they must answer?
Perhaps the best summing up was made by Mr. Justice
Rumpff. “What sort of cese iz thiz?”’ he asked. The
question is still pertinent, as pertinent as its corollary: what
sort of a prosecution is this?

Erroneous

But the real sensation was yet to come. On October 13th,
after two months of argument, Mr. Firow applied for leave
to amend the indictment for the fifth time! This amendment,
if granted, would have removed from the indictment all the
extracts from 700 documents (which together make up 204
pages of Schedule D of the indictment) and all save eighteen
of seme 700 extracts from speeches (which make up 178 pages
of Bchedule C). What sort of a case is this? If eighteen
extracts from speeches are sufficlent on October 13th to ac-
quaint the accused clearly and precizely with the case they
have to meet, why were they not sufficient on August 1st
when the trial opened? Were the 406 pages of Indictment
originally served necessary? ‘Were they included to con-
fuge? Or were they merely the “Drill Hall process” of stir-
ring up indigested all the facts the police archives can spew
forth, in the hope that somewhere, at some time they will
fall into the shape of a comprehensible charge?

There have, doubtless, been other cases in our history
where gquestions such as these have been made by preju-
diced and partisan opponents of the crown. But the ques-
tions in this case are now being seriopusly asked not by the
partisans but by all sober, impartial and judicial observers,
The treasen trial has proved to be something special.

Among its specialities are the lsting in the indictment of
152 “co-conspirators.” These people are not charged. At
its best, this is an easy device to enable the prosecution to
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use their acts and speeches as evidence against those who are
accused, without the necessity of proving a case against
each and every one of them. At its worst it iz a device for
making criminal allegations against them, and preventing
them from answering those allegations what is known
across the Atlantie as "the smear technigue.'

Two months ago, in England, a similar listing of ‘‘co-
conspirators” came before Mr. Justice Salmon, who deliver-
ed such a blistering attack upon the prosecutor for this way
of conducting the case that the case was withdrawn: the
prosecutor himself resigned from his post. Such scrupulous
regard for the rights of persons to defend themselves in a
fair trial does not apply in the prosecution team in the
treason trial. For them the standard of conduct has been
et by the leader of the team, the man who In terms of the
law is the real controller of the prosecution, Mr, C. R. Swart,
Minister of Justice,

Deus ex Machina

Mr. Swart's conduct hag set a new standard of irrespon-
sibility and Immorality in South African legal history, Six
months before any arrests were made, he told Parliament
that some two hundred people were to be arrested and
charged with treason. If the crown evidence then available
were sufficient to justify the threat, why were no arrests
made and no prosecution started? Is it perhaps possible

that the decision to arrest was taken first and the evidenca

accumulated and put together afterwards? Such suspicion

iz strengthened by the Minister's systematie course of con-
duct towards the treaszon accused. Four times, since the
preparatory examination started, he has amended the law
specially to assist the treason prosecution. There was an
amendent to permit mass trials to continue even in the ab-
sence of the accused for ilness or other reasons, There was
an amendment to provide that documents such as those in
this case shall be proof of the truth of their contents unless
dizproved by the accused. There was an amendment to allow
himself to appoint a Special Court to try cases under the
Suppression of Communism Act. And finally there was the
indecent amendment by which he validated his illegal ap-
pointment of a ‘Special Court’ after the accused had elected
to be tried by a judge without jury.

There comes a time when scandal blows wp inte an al-
mighty stink. The fourth and final amendment to the law
was such a time. Mr, Justice Rumpff in court openly con-
tradicted Mr. Swart's statement, made behind the shicld
of Parliamentary immunity, that the members of the Special
Court had been decided upon after consultation with Judge
Rumpff. A leading national newspaper, in its editorial col-
umng, openly accused Mr, Swart of Iying about the whole
matter, and challenged him to sue for libel. Elsewhere,
anywhere else in the world, a Cabinet Minister so challeng-
ed, would elther sue or resign. Mr. Swart did neither. He
stayed in office; despite the stink, around his name, he has
been reappointed by the new Prime Minlster to control the
country's “justice.”

Time to Talk

For two wyears as these facts have multiplied, there has
been zllence about them. The country has rested confident
that, in the end, justice would be done by the courts. But
there comes a time when — as Mr. Maizelz told the court —
justice deferred iz justice denied. Even now, two vears
after their arrest, when the prosecution indictment has col-
lapsed like a pack of cards deapite the new laws speclially
designed by chief of the prosecution Mr. Bwart — even now
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the attorney general iz working on a new indictment. I8 it
not now time to ask whether Mr. Swart is pursuing justice
or a private vendetta? There comes & time when continued
progsecution — especially when conducted in the frivelous
unfair and scandalous fashion of this trial — changes into
persecution. That time i3 now at hand in South Afriea's
treason trial.

I have been told by one of the foreign observers at the
trial that the crown in Britain also has the right to indiet a
second time after a first indictment has failed or been gquash-

the treasom trial resumed
at the end of September,
there seemed to be am air of
confidence in the Crown camp.
The court's judgement in Aug-
ust had been in their favour on
a number of importants points.
They had supplied further parti-
culars at great length in res-
ponse to the Court's order. Their
reaction to the news that the
defence intended to renew its
attack on the indictment was an
impatient “Let's not go into all
these quibbles again.”

It did not take very long for the
atmosphere to change., Mr, H.
. Nicholaz opened the attack
on behalf of the accused, and
everyone in court soon realised
that this was to be am even
more fundamental attack on the
Crown case than that which had
been launched in August,

The first part of the defence argu-
ment dealt with the basic gques-
tion “What is treason?" The
indictment charged as acts of
treason & large npumber of
speeches and writings which, on
any interpretation, amounted to
. nothing more than statements of
political ideas and beliefs. The
defence contended that such
things could never be acts of
treason. Treason meant at-
tempting the wviolent overthrow
of the state, or making direct
preparation for such an attempt.
Thus treaszon could mot be com-
mitted by words, unleszs the
words amounted to an agree-
ment or incitement to use vio-

the back of his mind, an inten-
tion to overthrow the state, that
did not mean that his every ac-
tion became treason. - Omly such
acts as bore a direct relation to
the achievement of violent reso-
lution were treasonable.

lence, Ewen if a person had, at-

ed. But in all the history of the British courts, there has
never besn an occasion whan it has, in fact, done so.

It iz time now for decent men and women everywhers to
speak out against any further Indictment of the treason
trial accuzed. They have suffered enough — more than
enough, and for too long. The Minister of Justice has had

his chance of proving that there is a charge for them to ans-

Wer.

He has failed. He must not be permitted to try again,
and so0 add another chapter to the most scandalous abusze of
our legal system ever recorded.

The second main division of the
argument related to the allega-
tiona in the indictment which
charged the accused with pos-
session of documents. Here the
defence argued that possession
is not a positive act at all, but
merely a static relationship be-
tween & person and a thing, It
cannot, therefore, be an act of
treason,

Thirdly, the defence renmewed its
argument on misjoinder. Per-
sons cannot be brought together
a3 accused in a joint trial unless
they are charged with joint
participation in the same of-
fence. Mow, although the Crown
alleged that all the accused had
copspired together, it said that
they had joined the conspiracy
at different times. There were
numerous acts charged, for
which not all the accused were
to be held liable. In some cases,
acts were Included in the joint
indictment for which only one
accused was alleged to be re-
sponsible,. ‘These charges, ac-
cording to the argument, had
no place in & joint trial.

Lastly, the defence argued that
the Crown had still not supplied
sufficient particulars of itz al-
legations. There were hundreds
of pages of particulars, but these
did not enable the accused to
know what the case against
them really was. The particu-
lars referred to thousands of
gpeeches and documents which
were alleged to show the exist-
ence of & conspiracy, but no ex-
planation of their relevance was
glven. In many cases, the de-
fence was unable to see that
they, had any relevance at all.

When the Crown asked for an ad-
journment of a week, it was as-
sumed that there would be a
lengthy reply to all these argu-

When the defence would not bite,

Thus the case approaches its see-

WHAT IS TREASON?
By A LEGAL CORRESPONDENT

ments. The Crown must surely
have considered these points in
preparing its case, and must be
ready with an answer?

That was not how It turned out.

The Crown used its adjournment
to prepare, not & reply, but a
fifth amendment to the indict-
ment., By cutting out some 9855
of the acts of treason which had
originally been alleged, the
Crown sought to concede and
evade the first two sections of
the defence argument. As for
the other two sections, the atti-
tude was “let's all co-operate to
save time — we give in on half
and vou forget the other half.”

the Crown still would not face
the task of replying to the argu-
ments. MNow it was “agree to
our amendment, or else , . , "
Mr. Pirow announced that if his
amendment was pot granted,
he would withdraw the charge
and frame a new one. In the
event, he did not even walt for
& decision on that. The mere
fact that his amendment was op-
posed proved sufficient to bring
hiz threat into operation.

ond anniverzary with nothing
decided and the charge still
awaiting final formulation. The
Crown Iz now free to frame a
new indictment, which may
either be the old one as it would
have been amended, had the fifth
amendment been allowed, or an
entirely mew one. The alterna-
tive charges can be brought
back, the number of accused
can be changed, the number and
nature of the treason charges
can be changed. There I8 no
time limit for this process, and
the accused simply have to wait
for the Attorney General to
make up his mind.

e ——
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Johannesburg City Council
Surrenders to the Nationalisis

Thu United Party controlled City Council of Jo-
hannesburg undertook last month to act as
Verwoerd’s agent to carry out Nationalist policy in
Johannesburg, Not a single City Councillor record-
ed his Council vote against the surrender, and only
one questioned i1ts wisdom, Yet, at last vear's Mu-
nicipal Elections, U.P. City Councillors, opposed by
the Liberal Party or Congress of Democrats candi-
dates, vied with one another in their boasting that
they would resist Verwoerdism in Johannesburg.

Humilizted by a group of questioning citizenz, U P, Leader
Mr, Charles Patmore took his excuse out of Verwoerd's
mouth, The Act of Union, he claimed, compels municipali-
ties Lo carry out Government policy. This 1953 conztitutional
discovery of the “arm’s-length” partners Patmore and Ver-
woerd has come too late for at least one purpose — the
removal o Meadowlands of citizens living in the Western
Area freehold townships.,  The new-found constitutional duty
was unknown in 1954 to Patmore and Verwoerd alike, with
the result that the Johannesburg City Council refused to do
the job and Dr. Verwoerd had to create his Resettlement
Board to carry out his policy. Doez Mr. Fatmore now con-
tend that the U.P. breached the Constitution in 1954;
albeit through his party ignoranee of its terms!

Confused U.P. Chairman of the Non-Eurcpean Affairs
Committee, Mr. Patrick Lewis, contradieted his leader. He
explained that without abject surrender the Minister would
stop housing loans. Hiz reason was housing loans not con-
stitutional compulsion. Yet Mr., Lewls, former executive
member of the Institute of Race Relations, and one time suc-
cesaful opponent in Council Elections against Mrs. Jean Sin-
plair, National Chairman of the Black Sash, took his deei-
gion to administer Nationalist policy in order to get housing
loans without consulting African opinion. By implieation, he
is saying, the need for African housing oultweighs the danger
of ethnic grouping (including ethnic regrouping of old town-
ship=). stricter influx control, municipal assistance in passes
for women — in faet the whole gamut of disrupting apart-
heid loaws,

Perhaps he believes this, perhaps he is even right, but if
he was confident enough to take the decision for a city of a
million people why was he not confident enough to consult
with the Advisory Boards, who represent the section that will
suffer if he should be wrong? Ewen his Party promises con-
sultution with Non-Europeans, but this he ignores too. Is
he perhaps in the wrong Party, or is he playing at “slim™
politics:- believing that the best way to get rid of the Na-
tionalists is to stifle opposition, co-operate with them and
thus roll them on to the inevitahle disaster of their policies.
If the latter is his plan, let us warn him that every act of
collauboration or eoncord between Government and Opposition
in enforcing apartheid laws is likely to be regarded by Non-
Whites a= an ominous sign of White solidarity against legiti-
mate Non-"White interests,

A few questions arise;
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Is there anything in the Constitutional argument that a

Local Authority has no option but to act as an agent of the

Central Government to carry out the Government's native

policy 7

The answer is emphatically “No.” Nowhere in the South
Africa Act, including Section 147, iz such an obligation cre-
ated. The Section merely enables the Government to admin-
ister itz native policies throughout the Union, MNWo Constitu-
tional compulsion can be brought against any City Council
or other body to become the agent of the Central Govern-
ment to carry out Government policiés.

On the contrary, by inference, a City Council is constitu-
tionally entitled to decline to carry out the Central Govern-
ment's policy and iz thus constitutionally free to ignore de-
partmental or Ministerial demands, even when accompanied
by shameful threats, This does not mean that a City Council
cannot be compelled to adminizter a law which providez that
the Local Authority shall administer £, The obligation to
administer the law I3 not, however, a Constitutional obliga-
tion but merely a statutory obligation that derives directly
from the provisions of the particular Statute. Such a law is
called "compulsive”. But not all laws are compulsive; many
are permissive, eg. if a law merely provides that the power
to administer the law may be delegated to Local Auth-
ority (eg. the Locations in the Eky amendment), the Local
Authority is not obliged to seek delegated power and is free-
Iy entitled to decline to administer the law. Save where there
iz a specific obligation under a “compulsive” =statute, it is
wrong to say that a City Council is obliged to administer any
law or Government policy, So far from there being any obli-
gaion it is, in fact, the democratic duty of a City Council to
refuse to carry out policies or permissive laws that it has
carefully and properly considered and found unjust or danger-
ous. Its duty, in such a case, is Lo throw down the gauntlet to
the Central Government by bringing the issue before the pub-
lic, encouraging open debate (including public meetings) and
thus demonstrating to Black and White alike that under our
Constitution human rights can triumph over colour affinities,

Within the limits of what we are discussing, the above
statement accurately presents the duties of a Local Auth-
ority under the SBouth Africa Act and other laws, and we in-
vite Town Clerk Brian FPorter to contravert any of our
statements or conclusions. Moreover, we would ask him
whether he has told Councillor Patmere that his (Cllr. Pat-
more’s) interpretation of the South Africa Act as compelling
the Local Authority to earry out all Non-European laws and
policies is incorrect. Finally, we would ask Mr. Porter why
he has not taken sleps to contravert the wrong impression
of Council duties that i# being propagated in the Council's
name by Mr, Patmore's statement.

Does the City Council want ethnic grouping?

Thiz ig a question we cannot answer. Nationalizt Coun-
clllors would say “ves", but the vast majority of Councillors
are U.P. In the light of contradictory incidentz in the Coun-
cil, the only truthful answer that 1UI.P. Councillors could give
is “ja—mnee”, Only thiz year, and at great expense to the
citizena of Johannesburg, a three-judge commission, after
hearing evidence, commented on the dangers of ethnic group-
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ing in the townships. No U.P. Councillor has publicly repu-
diated the findings of the judges, and we must, prima facie,
assume therefore that they do not disagree with them. How-
ever, they have now agreed, in the face of the findings of
the commission, to carry out the Government's ethnic group-
policy instead of refusing to do so0 as they are constitution-
ally entitled to do. One should remind our readers that the
undertaking given to the Minister goes very much further
than the provision of mew homes and hostels on an ethnie
basis. The Minister has called not merely for ethnic group-
ing of new townships and hostels, but ethnic regrouping of
the old townships as part of the policy of the Government.
He will in due course ask the Johannesburg City Council to
implement their promise and unseramble the ethnic eggs:-
to remove Tombele from his long-established home in Orlando
because hiz father or grandfather, who came from Zululand,
accepted a house next door to S8imbulo’s grandfather from
Easutoland.

Does tha United Party practise its policy of consultation
with Non-Whites?

Here the apswer is “no"”. It does not — not even when
Advisory Boards are established by law for the purpose of
consultation. The Non-European Affairs Commitiee did not
consult with any African opinion and ignored the Advisory
Board in taking thelr decislon to surrender to the threats
of Verweerd, In admitting this, Mr. Patmore lamely ex-
plained that they could not comsult about actz they were
legally obliged to perform. This was the fallacious constitu-
tional argument all over again, and reveals, moreover, that
Patmore neither distinguishes between compulsive laws and
permissive laws, nor between laws and policy. He merely
assumes that what Verwoerd commands the City Council
must do.

is a City Councililor an elected representative of White

gitizens or is hea a Civil Sarvant?

In theory and, until recently, in practice, he was an elected
representative of the White citizenz. But in Non-European
affairs the United Party, confronted by MNationalist threats,

has allowed him to become a Civil Servant. The City Coun-
ell have undertaken to act as the executive agents of the
Central Government to carry out laws they are not obliged
to carry out (i.e. permissive laws) as well a8 mere items of
policy that issue from the Minister's office without having
been subjected to the democratic scrutiny of debate ([(save
perhaps behind the closed doors of the Natlonalist Party
Caucus). To undertake to carry out these laws and policy
directives makes the City Council agents of the Government,
but the Johannesbug City Council have pone further; — they
have given another undertaking that puts them in the cate-
gory of Civil S8ervants. They have agreed to shut their
mouths — hold tHelr tongues — and never to criticise Ma-
tionalist Party laws or policles in the presence of the Afri-
can people who have to suffer them. In short, they have
become the humble, obedient and submizsive servanis of the
Minister.

Are Advisory Boards to be abolished? If so, by whom?

For some time the Nationalist spokesmen have referred
to the Advisory Boards, created under the provisions of the
Mative Urban Areas Consolidation Act, as redundant or un-
desirable. One infers from such statements that it was only
& matter of time before the Advisory Boards were abolighed
by the Nationalist Government. The recent decizsion by the
TUnited Party controlled City Couneil to undertake the ad-
ministration of the laws and policies of the Government,
without ascertaining the Advisory Boards' views, is an indi-
catlon of the United Party's contemptuous attitude to the
Advisory Boards. But by undertaking further not to criti-
clze in the presence of Africans Nationalist laws or policies
of which they may disapprove, the U.P. City Councillors have
effectively broken down the statutory channel of communi-
cation established for the benefit of Local Authorities. Mem-
bers of Advisory Boards cannot be expected to discuss with
Councillors laws and policies which, notwithstanding the
views of the African people, the City Council has undertaken
to carry out in silence. Advice from the Boards iz useless
unless the free capacity to heed that advice exists. In our
view the United Party, by thelr recent act, have treated the
Advisory Boards as defunct even before they are abolished
by the MNationalist Government.

UNITY IN ACTION (Cont. from page 5)
most intellectuals, the churches and de-

ba broken on the battlefield of civil
libarties in South Africa. Certainly

cent-minded people throughout the
country.

The Mon-White Congresses

One cannot leave & discussion of this
sort of ‘entente’ without dealing with its
possible relationship with the Non-White

Congresses,

Perhaps it is only C.0.D. members at
the moment who realise it, but none of
the Liberal organisations can achieve
their aims without Non-White assist-
ance. The truth of this will become
clearer to them as the effects of Na-
tionallst gerrymandering with the elee-
toral system make representation In
Parliament more and more of a sham,
and anti-Nationalists are forced to re-
sort to extra-Parliamentary methods of
protest. At that stage co-operation
with the Non-White Congress will be
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the obvious development. United action
together with the Non-White Congresses
— whose only means of redress has all
along been in this fisld — could make a
great impact both on the Government
and on the alignmant of political forces
in tha country. It would create a polari-
gation of ideas, with those supporting a
fascist dictatorship and apartheid on the
one hand and those who rally for demo-
cracy and multi-racialism on the other.

At present the Natlonalists have to
a certaln extent dissuaded IHberal
Europeans from co-operating with the
organired Non-Whites by making it
clear that to act thus is to betray the
Europeans. The personal sacrifice
such a step entalls is often too great.
MNeverthelesa events are moving to a
stage where co-operation with. the
MNon-White Congreases will ba the only
cholce and where the colour bar will

the emergence of a united European
demoeratic opposition force would

facilitate this process, for the more
Europeans thrown into juxtaposition
with the Non-White Congresses, the
more obvious such joint action he-
comes, and the more difficult it is
for the Government to isolate such

Europeans.

While it may =eem remarkable that
the call for unity among liberal and de-
mocratic organisations of Europeansa
comes from outside their ranlks, it would
appear that others see us more ohjec-
tively than we see ourselves,
event let us all now tackle this prob-
lem serlously. For such unity
cause & new surge of hope to
country and rouse to their feet those
people who up to now have been con-
tent to sit back and grumble under the
Natlonalist yoke.
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THE AFRICANISTS

3rd Article by DAN TLOOME

The Freedom Charter and the
1949 Programme of Action

“Africanists” hate the Freedom

=

ThChn.rter as much as the National-
ist Government does. The great major-
ity of Congresz members, who support
the Charter, they refer to contemptu-
ously as “Charterists”., They describe
thiz noble document, which has won
world-wide admiration for the clarity of
its language and presentation, and which
sums up the demands and aspirations of
countless thousands of South Africans,
az a “catalogue" of “ill-digested ideas
and ill-defined statements,'

Yet, apart from their objection to
the statement that “South Africa be-
longs to all who live in it" — an objec-
tion which merely, as I have shown,
exposes their own naked chauvinism
— what is it that they really object
to in the Charter? We may look for
the answer in an article in “The Afri-
canist” which claims, not very mod-
estly, to be a “'penetrative study and
critical analysls."

As usual the article starts off with the
sort of ranting and non=ensical abuse
which is the trade mark of the African-
ists. Pretending to describe who was
at the Congress of the People, it says:
“The Whites who were at Kliptown,
from the Special Branch, were mainly
members of the Congress of Democrats."’
Can you believe it? These people, who
are persecuted day and night by the
Special Branch, who have their homes
raided, their telephonez tapped, their
letters opened, who are banned, arrest-
ed, vilified, victimized by the Special
Branch — the "Africanists" tell us
they were “from the Special Eranch."
Who will believe them? Only political
simpletons and people who are as crazy
as themselves. And what was their
purpose at Kliptown — where they voted
for the most radical manifesto in the
history of our country? "They are in
reality concerned with the maintenance
of the status quo,” says "The African-
ist.” Rather a strange way, Isn't it, to
“maintain the status gquo!™

The members of the 5.A. Indian Con-
gress who were at the Congress of the
People are described as “the Merchant
Class,” as "an exploiting alien group."
The African leaders present, we are told,
“were mainly elements recelving econo-
mic benefits from the ‘Marshall Aild
FPlan' of the C.0.D. and the 5.AILC."

Fighting Talk - November, 1058

The previous two articles in this
series dealt with African National
Congress co-operation with other
bodies, the slander of so-called
Congress of Democrats domination
of the ANC, the 'inverted racial-
ism' of the Africanists, and the
Madzunya-Leballe expulsions.

Thiz month the writer discusses the

Freedom Charter and the 1949
Programme of Action,

Mone of the allegations or imputa-
tions is evenly remotely true. All of
them have the same purpose — to pre-
judice the mind of the reader againgt
the text of the Charter. For when it
comes down to the actual text the cri-
tics have surprisingly littla to say that
is either intelligibla or worth saying.

Looking for Points

They do mot like the formulation:
"“That no government can justly claim
authority unless it is based on the will
of all the people.,” Why? It should
have said “the will of the majority.”
But, as g matter of historical fact, all
the pgreat democratic documents, in-
cluding the French and American de-
clarations of the rights of man, say that
government should be derived from the
will of the people. 'Why, in SBouth Afri-
ca, should we specify *all the people T
Precisely because the concept “will of
the people"” (or volkswil) has been nar-
rowed down to imply a privileged min-
ority which has a monopoly of democra-
tic rights. Either the Africanists just
don't understand this, or — more likely,
they are just "looking for points.”

They say they do not agree that the
people “have been robbed of their birth-
right to land, liberty and peace by a
form of government founded on injustice
and inequality.” What, you may won-
der, could anyone who pretends to be an
African patriot and a democrat find to
object to in this formulation? Do they
think South Africans have no birthright
to land or liberty or peace? Do they
think our govermment is founded on
justice and equality? No, the gentle-
men ralse mo such objections. They
say the Charter should have said, rather,
“The African people have been robbed
by the European people.” They think

(what a petty quibble!) the word “free-
dom' should have been used instead of
the synonym “liberty.”! Well, in the
first place, let me say that the Charter
should pot hawve =aid anything of the
gort. The “European people” &3 &
whole have not been the robbers, but
the minority of imperialists, land-grab-
bers and exploiters among them: most
of them do not themselves possess land,
liberty or peace, and never will until
the New South Africa envizsaged in the
Charter has been won.,

The merit of the Charter is that it ex-
poses this great central truth of owr
country and enables us to see the strug-
gle as it really is, under its outward
forms, as one of the great majority of
the people, White as well as Black,
against a wicked form of government—
not, as the Mationalists, whether of the
Verwoerd or Leballo variety would like
us to see it, as a clash between White
and Black.

A Common Programme

Let me add to that, that persons with
any pretence to intellectual integrity
cannot take a document like the Free-
dom Charter, a broad common pro-
gramme meant to unite all the demo-
cratie forces in the country, and attack
it not for what it says but for what it
does not =ay. The Charter is not and
is not meant to be & programme for the
African National Congress alone, or for
the Congress of Democrats, or the trade
unions. It is not meant to be a pro-
gramme for the right, or the left, or the
centre, for workers or peasants or bu-
ginesamen or intellectuals alone. It is,
and is meant to bs, a common pro-
gramme for all these elements, omitting
those questions which we disagree about,
which divide us, and outlining those mi-
nimum demands which we can all agree
are ESSENTIAL for the building of a
democratic South Africa.

An African nationalist, for example,
might feel that In certain directions
the Charter does not go far enough,
that as a programme for African na-
tionalism it iz inadequate. Neverthe-
less, if he iz a genuine African pa-
triot, he will recognise that its reali-
sation will carry our people a long
stride forward; he will gladly and un-
reservedly accept the Charter, there-
fore, as a basiz of co-operation with
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other groups who do not accept his
philosophy. If he does not do this
he merely exposes himself, as do our
"Africanists" as not a patriot, but a
disTuptive and mischievous person
who In fact harms African freedom
instead of advancing it.

Again, to take another example, a
Boclalist might also find the Charter
quite inadequate as a statement of his
alms and outlook. He might feel that
as it does not call for socialism it can-
not solve the long-term problems of the
country. Nevertheless, he should re-
cognise that the abolition of diserimina-
tion and national oppression, as demand-
ed by the Charter, will mean an immea-
surable step forward for our country,
and will liberate the energies and
minds of the people from their grim
precccupation with “racial' problems,
to: tackle the great social problems
ahead,

Wide of the Mark

It is precisely because they do not
éven begin to grasp this concept of the
Charter as a broad uwnifying basis for
the alliance of all the progressive and
healthy elementz in South Africa that
the so-called “Africanists” ecriticiams
are so wide of the mark.

In fact, when it comes to the demands
of the Charter itself they are unable to
find a single one which they are able
openly to object to; for if they did so
they would finally expose themselves as
obvious reactionaries and upholders of
White supremacy. In a five-page “ana-
Ilysis" of the Charter (supposed to be
Ypanetrativa™) there are four direct
{out-of-context) gquotations from the
Charter itsslf. The rest consists of
abuse., When the Charter says “The
People Shall Govern' they do not ray
"We disagree with this"; they say that
the Congress movement does mot really
mean it, it really means that the people
must carry out “directives” from *“‘the
top leaders and their lackeys and flun-
keys." With this sort of swindling ar-
gument one cannot really carry out &
reasoned debate at all. Here iz the
Charter, gentlemen, it speaks for itself;
tell us what you think is wrong with it.
But they do not really tell us what they
think iz wrong with it; they merely
gwear at us and tell us we do not mean
what we say!

The Myth of the 1949 Programme

The “Africanists™ keep on saying that
they stand by the “"Programme of Ac-
tion" adopted by the AN.C. Conference
in 10498, They suggest that this docu-
ment is somehow in conflict with the
Charter and the Alliance, and moreover
that the A.N.C. leadership has failed,
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deliberately, to Iimplement the Pro-
gramme.
Both suggestions are false,

The 1849 Programme is not, like the
Freedom Charter, a comprehensive list
of concrete demands,; but a plan of work
for Congress. Thus the twoe documents
are quite different in character.

The 1948 Programme, however, does
start out by announcing certain prin-
ciples and demands, such as the rejec-
tion of White domination, the right to
direct representation in all governing
bodies, abolition of differential political
institutions, higher wages, education etc.
Every single one of these demands and
principles is fully coversd by relevant
sactions of the Fredom Charter.

Considered as a plan of work —
and it was a very ambitlous one —
most of the important tasks proposed
in the FProgramme of Action have
been carried out by the Copngress lea-
dership during the intervening years
in & manner which many of those
present at that Conference tem years
ago would hardly have dreamed pos-
sible. Congress was then, after all, a
comparatively s=mall organisation,
without much mass influence. When
it declded upon “boycotts, strikes, ci-
vil disobedience,"” and “preparations'
for a one-day national stoppage of
work, many people must have thought
that this was just “big talk."

Yet, when we look back at the past
decade of struggle, at the Transvaal and
National strikes of 1850, at the historic
Deflance Campaign, at all the boycotts,
campalgns and forms of action which
Congress has initiated and carried out
in the Intervening period, which have
built up the A.N.C. to a position of pres-
tige, strength and influence previously
unknown, and placed it at the head of a
great multi-racial movement fighting
for democracy in the teeth of the most
terrible persecution and tyranny this
country has ever known — we shall re-
alise that the leadership has carried out
the 1948 Programme with honour and
credit. These have not been, as the
Africanists maintain, years of failure.
They have been years of great and
proud achievement: the greatest, thus
far, in the history of Congress, and the
prélude to a yet greater decade ahead.

The 1940 Programme is of great
historic Interest and Importance, as
marking a turning point from former,
uscless methods, to a new period of
militancy and mass action. Yet, like
all plang of work and programmes of
action, It was right In those elreum-
stances and at that time, but it was
not and could not be meant for all eir-
cumstances and all time. The Natives'
Representative Council, which it sat

out to boycott, has now been abolish-
ed by the Government, and similar
institutions are fast being replaced by
the even more undemocratic “‘Bantu
Authorities" in country and in town.
It proved impossible to set up educa-
tional centres, as envisaged in the
programme, ten years ago; it is even
more impossible today, under Bantu
Education, when even Catholic mis-
slon schools are being closed.

MNew Era — New MNeeds

We are approaching 1850, It iz a new
eri. Under the Prime Ministership of
Dr, Verwoerd, a time of increased taxes,
of passes for women, of ever new trials
and persecutions, bans and threats of
more bans, the outlawing of Congress
in certain areas, and the threat of fur-
ther illegalization, we face a future of
new, bitter and relentless struggles,
with new problems, new conditions, new
tasks., The 1849 Plan iz no longér ade-
quate for our needs; though we must
preserve and extend its uncompromising
and militant spirit in the new pro-
grammes of action that the present
times call for

In thesa bitter struggles we cannot
afford, within our own ranks, to har-
bour a malicious Fifth Column, which
is ever anxious to magnify and inflama
any disagresment or misunderstanding
which arises among us; whose weapons
are lies and poisoned slanders; which
absorbe our energies in barren and
fruitless disputes and quarrels; which
brings techniques of gangsterism and
rowdylem into our own meetings and
conferences, which the Government is
making it more and more difficult to
hold at all; which disregards every rule
of Congress discipline and fair debate.

We can deal with the Govern-
ment's attempts to smash Congress.
We know why they make these at-
tempts, and how to defeat them. It is
far more difficult to deal with those
who seek to smash Congress from
within, using the name and adopting
the outward colours of Congressmen.
How are we to deal with these people ?

‘Why are they receiving the support of
certain Liberals and Chamber of Minea
newspapers like the “World'? Can we
really tolerate them within Congress, or
regard them as part of Congress any
longer? These are the questions I pro-
pose to answer in the next, and final,
article in this series. :

_
Should 'Fighting Talk' reprint this
series of article on The Africanists
in booklet form?

See letter on page 16.
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On 'The Kimberley Train' and ‘No-Good Friday"

PLAYS of PROTEST

‘rhe function of the artist is to dis-
turb. His duty is to arouse the
sleeper, to shake the complacent pillars
of the world . .. He is at once the pro-
duct and preceptor of his time. After
his passage we are troubled and made
unsure of our too-sasily accepted reali-
ties.” Bo wrote Dr. MNorman Bethune
from Spain of the Civil War of 1838,

And this month, Johannesburg theatre
goers could not but be disturbed, arous-
ed and troubled. Tweo South African
plays, by South African playwrights, on
South African themes — our “theatre”
hasz arrived and we have two rich addi-
tions to our literature of protest. The
Library Theatre was packed out for a
month for performances of “The Kim-
berley Train'" by Lewis Sowden, produe-
ed by Cecil Williams, and there have
been two performances (with additional
performances to come) of “MNo-Good
Friday", written and produced by Athol
Fugard with an all-African cast.

Simplicity of Theme

In both these plays there is an abso-
lute simplicity of theme and in this lies
their greatest wvirtue. “The Kimbarley
Train" is the story of a Coloured girl
who plays white; "MNo-Good Friday™ that
of an African who choozes to die rather
than live despising himself as the abject
prey of petty Township gangsters.

It requires courage to make ome of
the ugly realities of our society the
theme of a play. It requires talent and
artistry to put this across in the theatre,
the most difficult of all mediums. The
unprecedented booking for “The Kimber-
ley Train" reveals that Lewls Sowden is
endowed with all three gualities. His
play is excellent theatre. Act IT is al-
most unbearable in itz tension and
poignancy. Most of the dialogue Is
extremely effective, without wordiness
or proseletyzing — it makes the char-
acters three-dimensional and alive,

The plot is simple. Elaine Miller, a
Coloured girl, is born “fair' by a genetie
chance and her parents use thizs as her
passport to the 'good' things of life; a
good =chool; a good job where she falls
in love with John Powers, the son of
her employer. He introduces her to his
parentz; she is received by his mother
with ey dizdain, hiz father with dismay.
To show them that he is gerious he takes
his parentzs to her home in Malvern,
where her mother and father masguer-
ade as her servanis and her Aunt (who
i= 80c: White) pretends to be her mo-
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ther. Unnerved by the visit of the rich
Whites from Killarney, Aunt Paula, in
a tremendous scene, gives her away.

The story is unfolded to the accom-
paniment of violence from the "Kimber-
ley Train" — a gang who protect “play-
whites" and beat up Coloureds who give
them away.

Colour Mix-Up

One of the eriticisms of the play is
that the violence zhould not have been
s0 open — it should have beeén a sinis-
ter undertone. I feel that this is valid
for Act II, where the entry of Philllps,
the leader of the Kimberley Train, seem-
ed a forced device to forward the pro-
greas of the play. But im Act ITI, where
a policeman erupts into the home of the
Powers, it was very effective. He has
found Elaine's father trylng to get her
into a taxi and arrests and assaults him
for molesting a White girl. In despera-
tion they go to the Powers to explain
the situation and when the policeman
discovers that Elaine iz ‘coloured’ he re-
veals the face of authority known to all
Non-Whites; not the chivalrous protec-
tor of womankind, but the Insulting,
sneering brute. He slaps Elaine's face,
calls her a prostitute and humiliates her
by looking behind her ears to confirm
that she iz Coloured {(one of the many
'race tests' designed by our Clvil ser-
vants). The Powers learn dramatically
that once you are mixed up with “col-
our'" thiz is how the law behaves,

The play ends on a note of frustration
and there has been a great deal of cri-
ticiam of thig too, but it could not have
ended otherwize for it is a frustrating,
bitter problem. Elaine iz pregnant; she
and her White lover cannot marry.. She
decides to bring up her baby as White,
but to make no secret of her Coloured
blood; her lover is confused, bewlldered
and lost. Her mother iz delighted that
she will have another White baby to
cherish; her father hopes now to give up
his life of deceit and to live in & Town-
ship. And the Powerg — their com-
placency is shattered and they can no
longer live the secure, comfortable, gra-
cious, unseeing life they had built up.
The lid of a sewer has been lifted and
they have been confronted by the “ecol-
our-problem' in terms of the human
beings whom it affects.

Mo Solution

There were other possible endings to
the play. Elaine could have killed her-
gelf; she and John could have fled over-
geas, but these too are not solutions.
Implicit in the play is the fact that
there i= mo solution, other than the dess
truction of all barriers.

One of the weaknesses of the play is
the dialogue of Elaine and John. There
is nothing to indicate in their early
sceneg that they are lovers and that she
iz pregnant and possibly for this reason
their confusion and unhappiness in Act
IIT does not come over with the force
and effectiveness It might otherwise
have had.

Cecll Williams" production — acting,
decor, grouping, pace — had a harmoni-
ous unity. There were outstanding per-
formances from Bruce Meredith Smith
and Valerie Fhillips ag the White par-
ents, Kita Redlinghuys as the Coloured
mother; Jennifer Gray as Aunt Paula;
Ann Aldred as Elaine. But it is diffi-
cult to give these credits — the acting
was consistently high.

"le;nu:l Friday" has many faults.

Act I dragged interminably with
forced dialogue to introduce the theme.
The production needed an experienced
hand; often the players had their backs
to the audience; thelr veoices were in-
audible, there was an Irritating extrava-
gance of gesture, But despite all this it
“eame across' most effectively.

Willy (8tephen Molol) a scholar, a
thinker, groping for a larger life, finds
himself a silent spectator while the loeal
Township gangster kills Tobias (Ken
Gampu) newly arrived from the coun-
try, who refuses with a natural dignity
to pay the tribute demanded of him. The
rest of the play is Willy's conflict. He
cannot live with himself unless he stands
up to the gangster., He makes a futile
gesture by going to the police, to the
dismay of his fellow wvletims and the
contempt of the gangsters. The police,
to the Non-Whites, are never protectors,
but always oppressors,

Waiﬁng_l for Death

When the next weekly payment is due,
Willy has decided to stand firm. His
girl friend has walked out on him; his
friends have fled. The gangster (play-
ed with aplomb and verve by Rloke Mo-
disane) reasons with him and gives him

“two hours to change his mind.

The play ends with Willy standing
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against the wall of his home awalting
death. An old blind neighbour is with
him te comfort him. The footsteps of
the gangster and his henchmen are
heard off stage, the lights fade. There
were faults in production here too and
something just missed in this final
seene, but the audience was stunned and
moved.

Buch iz one man's life. Already frus-
trated by a soclety that does not give
him the right to releaze his potentiali-
ties, he electz to die. He iz the vietim
of that society which manufactures cri-
minals and exposes the people to bratal-
ity and endless violence. There seems to
be no justice, no appeal. Willy's prob-
lem is presented as a highly individual
one, but all problems are solved on the
personal level. Inm this play too, It is

implicit that the society portrayed car-
ries within it the seeds of its own des-
truction. Willy is trapped, unable to
look at himself for he did not lift his
hand to help Tobias, and he says. “I
am a man. I will no longer submit. If
I die for this — let me die.”

Strong Conflict

It iz a great tribute to the conception
of the play that despite all its weak-
nesses and crudities, Willy's conflict
came across 50 strongly. It is not easy
for an inexperienced actor to convey
such inner torment — to internalise and
not externalise it. But it was very well
done. "When Willy's girl friend states
that she is leaving and then hesitates,
walting for one word from him, regret,

a plea, he neither sees nor hears her.
He is deaf to hiz friends. He is looking
at his own soul.

Daniel Poho was excellent comic re-
lief — the comedy that is near to tears,
for he has the choice of swallowing a
gratuitous insult offered him because he
iz Black and keeping his job, or stand-
ing up for himself and losing it. He
capitulates — 50 humanly, with so much
rationalisation. Tobias, in his brief ap-
pearance, brought dignity and simplicity
to his part and the poetry of his lines
Was very moving.

And I think that with these two
plays we need not only be aroused and
troubled but exultant as well. Let Gov-
ernments decree and stifle, separate and
suppress, men find the way to speak to
men.

hen the Athenian mechanio,
Quince, appointed himself
producer of ‘The tedious brief
scene of young Pyramus and his
love Thisbe' to be played before
the Duke on his wedding day, it
was easy for him to stroll into
the forest, find & clearlng and
execlaim, ‘Here's a marvellous
convenient place for our rehear-
sal . . . this green plot shall be
our stage, this hawthorn-brake
our  tiring-house {dressing
room)’. These are not the casy
words that spring to the lips of
a theatre-manager in South Af-
rica when he sets about finding
a theatre which, on purchasing
their tickets at the box-office,
Non-White patrons may enter.
Take my experiences with THE
KIMEERLEY TRAIN, a play I
was more than usually keen for
the Non-European public to see,
enjoy and criticise.

Weeaks before I started rehearsals

I wrote to the Johannesburg Lib-
rary Theatre Committee and
asked them to permit Non-
Whites to come to the play at
thiz municipally-owned and con-
trolled theatre. I pointed out
that the Committee could auth-
orize entry In one of three ways:
Admiszion to all seats at all
performances

admizsion to segregated seating
at all performances
admis=ion to all seats on even-
Ings when Whites would not be
admitted.

The Commlittee replied that it was
their polley to reserve the use
of the theatre to Whites only. I

Place...

then asked on what considera-
tions such a policy was based,
when it was arrived at, and
might they not think the time
was ripe to revise their policy.
They replied I couldn't admit
Non-Europeans. I wrote repeat-
ing my questions and requesting
that my proposal be passed to
higher committees, if necessary.
They replied I couldn't admit
Mon-Europeans. I wrote asking
for replies to my questions, I
walt.

An application waz made to the

Witwatersrand University for
use of the Great Hall. Came the
reply professional companics are
not permitted to hire the Great
Hall. I would perform for char-
ity, I said. Outside organisa-
tions are not permitied to use
the Great Hall during term-time,
too distracting for all those
T‘tﬂng students, came the re-
Ply.

I invited the principal and certain

committee members of the Col-
oured Teachers' Training Col-
lege at Coronationville to see
THE EIMEERLEY TRATIN with
a view to their allowing perfor-
mances at the fine theatre-hall
at the College, proceeds to go to
College funds. Next day they
were enthusiastic about the play,
it had been a most enjovable
evening, I had donme a splendld
job ete., ete, but . . ..

The charming-voleed official of the
Nep-European Affalrs Depart-

Here's a Marvellous, Convenient

ment of the City Council gladly
informed me that the Munici-
pal Hall in Coropationville was
indeed wacant on the 3th and
21st but only Coloureds were to
be allowed in, no Africans, no
Indlan=z and there must be no
fraternizsation whatsoever be-
tween the company and the au-
dience and did I think it a suit-
able play to present to Colour-
eds, not that it had anything to
do with her, but I must admit
that the Coloured girls were ex-
tremely attractive!

A date wag available at the Bantu

Men's Soclal Centre but the
stage is not designed for straight
plays: our play, so carefully

mounted and meticulously dresa-
ed =0 palnstakingly lit, was to be
flung on, like & slut in desha-
bille. We were to offer to our
MNon-White patrons something
inferior — and expect them to
be enthusiastic about ‘theatre’
« « » damn silly.

‘Well, then, what about the special
marquee made and erected for
the old boys of 8t. John's Col-
lege for their fund-raising din-
ners? What about Wilkie's
Circus tent? Either would
have necessitated the construc-
tion of a stage, & proscenium,
hiring a portable lighting board,
hiring chairs — and where, in
any case, could we find a site
for the marquee? Best sugges-
tion was Red Bquare iIn Forda-
burg — but would the munici-
pality lay on power for lighting?
and what about lavatories?

At the Zoo Lake there is an arti-
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Nadine Gordimer’s Worlds Again

There are more things in heaven
and earth, Horatio,

Than are dreamt of in your philo-
sophy.

The sheer insensitivity of Mr, Stanley

Uys's remarks on Nadine Gordimer's
latest novel® does not, in itself, deserve
the anger it provoked in me. But 1
feel bound to reply; partly because of

#“Blanley Uys on Nadine Gordimer's
Worlds" —— Fighting Talk, Seplember,

fieially made island which serv-
e a8z a stage for Margot Fon-
teyn and for the Children's
Theatre company when they pre-
gented “The Merchant of Venice',
But the City Council decided last
year that Non-Europeans are
not to see shows at that con-
venient outdoor theatre site.

My blood pressure went up by
thousands of inch-pounds: my
temperature was so high 1 could
boil an egg in two minutes and
my duodenal uleers were burst-
ing into ‘Nearer my God to
Thee' in four-voiced harmony
when sympathetie friends said,
"What about the Selborne Hall 7
—— have they never seen the
matchbox stage?: ‘What about
the Great Hall?' — a  sickly
grin of horrible forebearanee:
"What wsbout the Temple Bha-
lom 7" — their licence iz for club

memberg only, I patiently point
out with a kind of corrogive acid
dripping from my lips: ‘What
about the BMSC7?" — something
between a laugh and a snort
comes right down my left nos-
irll: *Ah! the Lyric blo!" — a
shriek as I sharpen my knife,

Anyway, I'm still hoping that be-
fore THE KIMBEERLEY TRAIN
returns to the Reps Theatre in
December, theres will be multi-
racial performances at the Great
Hall OTUIT OF TEREM TIME.

In February or March I hope to
do the play in Cape Town. The
quest for the right theatre will
start all over again, with the
added complexity of the Colour-
ed boycotiers.

Why didn't I stick fo selling but-
tong at the O.K, Bazaars?

CECIL WILLIAMS,
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the injustice done to the most serious
work Miss Gordimer has yet attempted,
but mainly because the guestions raised
in the novel and in Mr. Uys's article are
vitally important to our understanding
of ourselves,

This is not a great novel; its faults
have been fairly well dealt with by some
reviewers. They include, what is rele-
vant to this discussion an unsatisfac-
tory drawing of a key character—Anna
Louw. Like Mr. Uys, I cannot see the
purposc of giving Toby Hood a gratui-
tous affair with Annu; 1 am left utterly
unconvinced by il. This iz unfortunate
for the reason that she is a key charac-
ter and because the persons whom she
represents in character and background
hold a key to the whole problem of hu-
mun relationships in South Africa. Mr,
Uys has no understanding at all, how-
ever, on the aspect of that problem with
which Miss Gordimer i85 most intimately
concerned. His lack of understanding is
profoundly disturbing, for it is sympto-
matic of the diseases that altack so
many of us who consider ourzelves li-
heral.

Crossing the Colour Line

The question revolves around a self-
consciousness of Toby Hood'zs relation-
ships across the colour bar, Mr. Uys
finds himself holier in this respect than
any of the characters in the nowvel, in-
deed, holier than most of my friends
and acquaintances. How iz it possible,
given the clreumstance of South Afri-
can society, to have an unselfconscious
friendship across the colour line? How,
in other words, can you erozs the colour
line wnlezz you acknowledge its exist-
enge? If we indulge in ordinary social
pleasures like eating and drinking to-
gether, the very laws of the land exer-
clae a severe constraint upon us, There
is the conscigpusness of breaking these
laws — that glow of defiant pride which
makes our very being together as men
and women into a political aect.

There iz the conscicusness that our
host i committing a eriminal offense
e¢ither in having, or in supplying to
Afdricans, a bottle of some wine which
the country proudly exports. There is
the consciousness that one may be ar-
rested at any moment and charged un-
der any number of acts containing the
words ., . , if, in the opinion of the
police . . )" And finally, there iz the
consciousness of simple economic in-
equality among perzons of the same cul-
tural class, which our surroundings
must remind us of, whether we are in

Orlando or Obscrvatory; the necessity
to translate zome of our values — I3
this meal sumptuous “for an African™
or “for a White man 7" Mr. Uyz2 sneers
at self-consciousness. He does not ac-
cept it enough to be able to ignore it
and get on with the job.

Self-Conscious Slip

This hrings us straight back to Steven
Sitole and Toby Hood. Miss Gordimer
iz presenting a relationship in which
self-consciousness is recognized and for-
given by both parties. Their relation-
ship iz far too deep for them to be con-
cerned whether or not they are being
of use to themselves or to thelr people.
In suggesting that this s neceszarily
wicked Mr. Uys Is denyving an essential
humanity to relationships between Black
and White. Must they only associate if
and when they are of uge Lo ohe another?
This Iz the ethic of apartheid. Mr, Uws
seems to have been caught showing a
very self-conscious slip.

So Steven and Toby drink together.
Does Mr. Uys not know the sheer ani-
mal pleagsure of being drunk with an-
other person? Doeg he not grant that
drinking is a means of escaping for a few
hours the horrors of our politics and
even of that self-consciousness which he
so deprecates? An inadequate means
perhaps, & means upon which there
operates a law of diminishing returns;
but it does work in the beginning at
least, And has Mr. Uys no compassion
with those who feel the necessity to
make such an escape? It is neurotic
certalnly — but then who i3 not neuro-
tic who cares for human beings in South
Africa? Neurgsis seems to me g prime
condition for any honest thinking by
South Africans about South Africa. The
tragedy of Steven Bitole is the tragedy
of great energles and talents being mis-
directed; the tragedy, if you like, of
selfishness. But Steven's selfishness is
far too close to a social reality in South
Africa to be loftily dismissed as “merely
pathetic”. 1If one is to follow Mr. Uys's
example by calling another suffering
human being “unstable, neurotic, frus-
trated and unreliable,” and then ignor-
ing him, one {8 going to ignore all the
images of human suffering that art can
offer us.

Pclitical Paranoia
Mr. Uys is not a racialist; he has as

much contempt for any =igns of commaon
humanity among Whites as among
Blacks, He dislikes Toby Hood's rich
acquaintances in the mining world be-
cause he cannot see them as anything
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more tnan ciphers. He cannot under-
stand Toby Hood's liking for any of
them; he canmot even see Toby Hood's
fascinated comfempt for many of them.
This is political parancia: if you are a
capitalist you are an ogre, if a worker
you are a god. Of course it is easy and
expedient to stigmatise your enemies in
this way — and who shall deny that the
mining magnates are our enemies —
but it is downright dishonest. Mr. Uys
objects to Miss Gordimer's detall in por-
traying the set that gathers at the home
of a mining magnate; he complains
that ""Miss Gordimer does not satirise
her characters for what they represent,
but for their individual idiosyncracies.”
Apparently Miss Gordimer's zin is to
try to see her characters as human be-
ingz. It ought to be reasonably obvious
that what & man representz is only re-
Vealed by his Individual idiocsyneracies.
If Mr. Uys cannot learn thiz from Nad
ine Gordimer let him go to Jan Austen,
George Ellot, and Henry James,

Mr. Uys concludes his article by quot-
ing with approval a passage from the
novel in which Miss Gordimer expresses
her “disgusted pity . . . by one of these
old bulls of finance”. He decides that
“Anyone who can write like that is ade-
quately equipped to deal with Johannes-
burg’s northern suburbas and all they
represent.” So it seems that Miss Gor-
dimer has failed to impress Mr. Uys
more consistently because she does not
echo his own prejudices. If there were
more persons in South Africa today who
exercised the Imagination to shift their
point of view occasionally, we would
not be in the mess that we are,

(Footnote: Mr. Uys was asked by
Fighting Talk whether he would
like to answer Mr. Hutchings, but
he replied: “"No. I have had my say;
now let Mr. Huichings have his,
The more opinions the better!™).

Readers’ Views

The Editor,
Fighting Talk.
Dear friend,

Allow me the hospitality of your col-
umnsg to thank Mr. Dan Tloome for his
clear, forthright articles; alsp for the
way in which he manages to be firm but
always charitable — when the series
are finished I venture to hope they will
be available in the form of a pamphlet
which can be easily distributed.

While I am writing may I mention an-
other matter. I refer to the most un-
happy, childish dispute in Parliament
over terminology. How otherwise intelli-
gent people can make themselves the
laughing stock of the world is more than
I ean understand. The fact that the
translation of African in the second offl-
clal language is Afrikaner iz just too
bad: I am sure the great majority of
Africans in this part of the continent are
prepared to recognise that Afrikaners
are now as much indigenous to the con-
tinent as themselves. During the All
Africa Church Conference, held in Iba-
dan, Nigeria, early this year, I heard
one speaker (I think he was from Nor-
thern Rhodesia) =ay “coming to this
conference has taught me one thing —
there are white Africans, brown Adfri-
cang and black Africans”, =0 why should
we not develop an habit of describing
ourselves as Wit-Afrikaners, Bruin-
Afrikaners, Swart-Afrikaners, if that

makes it enﬂnrwhenwemtﬂklng_

Afrilkcaans.
Perhaps when the day comes (of
which I dream) that the AN.C. will
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open its membership to all who claim
citizenship in our land — or if a new
organization Iz born with such open
membership — then no doubt the prob-
lem of nomenclature will solve itself,
and we will all work together for the
development of the whole country for
the use of all who call it Home.
Mayibuye!
Yours sincerely,
Arthur W. Blaxall.
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