
Dear Sir Keith, 

23 I,ynton 
KLOOF, 
Natal, South At'rica. 

8th July, 1964. 

Thank you very much tor your generous letter of 
June 28. I have made the two corrections you suggested, and 
have used the word "leadership" in respect ot the Big Three. 

I cannot find any place where I said the National
ist M.P. 's "deserted" Malan tor Pirow. I said that these 
M.P. 's followed Pirow out ot the Nationalist Party, which 
in tact they did. It is my own clear recollection that the 
gulf between Malan and Pirow was so great that a follower 
ot one could not have lla.11 ~much;o .do with the• othel'. It 1s 
true that at the beginning Pirow claimed still to be a Nation
alist in the political sense. I had a talk to Scott Haigh 
whose knowledge of Parliamentary history is very sound and 
he did not hesitate to use the word 0 deserted'1• 

I now merely state that Frederika went back, not 
that she insisted on going back. 

I now write that Smuts '1agt-eed to '' the overloading. 

In regard to the Indian story-, I have not brought 
Itajee into it. In any case I used it 1n a dramatic rather 
than historic sense. 

There is one point on which I am not clear. You 
suggest that our interpretations differ in regard to the 
••Days of diminiehment", yet in fact , I did not presume to 
discuss the physical, mental, and moral diminishment ot Smuts. 
I was only concerned with the decline of his prestige abroad. 

I thank you for your praise • . What pleased me most 
was that you think our books will complement each other. 

I have asked David Philip of OXtord University Press 
to send galleys to Dr. Jean v.d. Poel. 

You have my warmest wishes for the completion of 
your task. 

Yours sincerely, 


