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The banning of Ur. David Criaghead, the deportation U 

with ten days • notice of .ir. John Blundell, and the decision of the 

Dutch Government to donate £20,000 to Defence & Aid, hae focussed 

attention on this organisation. This is the time to remind people 

what Defence & Aid 1s, and what it stands for, but before I do that 

let me thank David Craighead and John Blundel1 for their work on 

behalf of justice and political prisoners, a~cJ/:,iah the Blundelle on 

behalf of the Liberal Party, and many other people also, all good 

things for the future. 

Luc .... ily it is not my duty to attack or defend the Dutch 

Government. But one can derive a little pleasure from the t:ury or 
DIE BURGER and DIE TRANSVALER. Let them rithe. 

Is it true, as these and other papers allege , that the 

Dutch Government and Defence & Aid want to see subversive action, 

and that they encourage it by providing defence~ I consider the al

legation quite laughable. 

Do people commit sabotage, and go abroad for military 

training, and continue political activity after their or~aniaations 

have been banned, because they have a hope that they .. ill be dcfendeu 

in t he courts? I cannot believe it. They do these things for far 

deeper reasons, over hich a Defence & Aid Coz. .. tttee has no control 

at all. 

Ia Defence & Aid co , itting an offence by defending politi

cal prisoners? Legally, no. Is 1t perhaps co m1tt1ng a mor~l 
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offence? some people say, yes. These are the people who do not 

want a man defended if the offence with which he is charged is 

repugnant to the They say that if a man is charged with sabotage, , 

then simpl~ let him not be defended. One cannot pay attention to 

the views of such people. 

I have been closely c onnected with Defence & Aid for many 

years. It so happens that all Defence & Aid Committees have been 

overwhelmingly composed of people to the right of those charged ,1th 

offences. (ihis was almost 100% true until 1964, when some members 

of the Liberal Party were charged iith sabotage). This ~act is inter 

esting, and there are profound psychological reasons for it, into 

which I cannot enter now. But it caused hysterical newspapers and 

hysterical persons to call the Defence & Aid committees catspaws of 

the Con11unists, and fellow-travellers, and ''un ittingu dupes , and a 

good deal else. Therefore I ask the question why Defence & Aid does 

the work it does, and why people came forward to do it, and hat 

their attitude is towards these hysterical accusations. course 

I can only answer the question for myself. 

I went into Defence & Aid for two simple reasons. The 

first is, that whatever else has been eaten awa:, in South Africa, l 

should like to preserve the administration of justice from erosion 

as nruch as possible. I am a layman, but it appears to me that a 

prosecutor presses the charge, and that a defending counsel endeav

ours to rebut it, and that the judge is there, aided by these two 

officers of the court, to come to a just conclusion as to the guilt 

and degree of culpability of the accus·ed person. It seems to me that 
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this, what I call majestic, conception of justice 1s brought to 

nothing if the defence 1s absent or inadequate. It is to me a duty 

owing not only to the accused person, not only to the judge, but 

supremely to our society, that a a.equate defence should be secured. 

Further, it is to me doubly i mportant that~dequate defence should be 

secured 1n a society where paes1on~a:re so intense, and where many 

white South Aericans regard security as far more ~ortant than 

justice. 

My second reason for going into Defence & Aid is also 

simple. Though I myself am not temperamentally attracted to sabot

age and violence, and though I do not believe they 111 make our 

problems simpler, yet I understand why aom~eople feel it their duty 
I 

to act thus under the present circumstances. Furthermore I regard 

the Government and its la~s as the primary cause of such action. 

Therefcre there is to me a strong desire to see that such persons ar€ 

as justly - and as mercifully - dealt with ae possible. I do not 

find such a desire reprehensible. 

It ia my recurrent thought that the political struggle of 

these South Africans bears a strong resemblance to that or the Afri

kaner Nationalists. If there is more violence today, it 1s because 

Vorster 1e in charge, not Smuts. Vorster can thank his lucky stars 

that he ffas detained under Smuts, not Vorster. Now and then he 

alludes darkly to hie sufferings, but he was reever subj ected to 90-

days , or kept standing for many hors on end, or compelled to rat on 

his friends. It is to preserve the pre- Vorsteruu, kind of justice 

that Derence & Aid exists, and it will carry out that task as long 

as i t is able. 


