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Dear Dr Leftwich 

13 Pillans Road 
Rosebank 
77CO 
31 October 1987 

f, 

Thank you very much for your reply to my letter, and your 
thoughts about my thesis . 

I appreciate your problems in giving me names and addresses 
of people with out asking them first . At the moment I have 
already formed some ~dea of who I want to get into contact 
with , and am at t~e address-finding stage of things. 

Your :deas on possible sources I f i nd useful. I have 
already gone throu9h most o: the newspaper cuttings, as well 
as the Cape Town court records . I hope to be able qet hold 
of the trial recorcs in the other centres as well -- if I 
can get funding to trHvel around through South Africa . I 
will certainly follow up your advice about the minutes of 
the Liberal Party and ot~er organisations . 

Of course you are right about the moralism and the low level 
of theoretical argument in Liberal thought during this 
period. I am , however, of the opinion that very specific 
theoretical assumptions are presupposed in Liberals ' 
moralistic arguments . I think that analysis of those 
presuppositions - - of, for example , the concepts of unity 
and rationality would contribute to an understanding of 
~~beral dilemmas at the time . 

There is, as you SnY, a danger of my thesis becoming 
unmanageably broad. At the moment I am l~m~ting myself to 
the study of liberal ~deology . I ~ope that a detailed 
analysis of l:beral d~scourse m~ght show how the political 
P!Ocesses of the period presented L~beral:sm w:th R series 
of problems wh:ch :n terms of :ts own log:c it could not 
solve, nnd that the format~on of t~e ARM could be shown to 
:low from th~s fa~lure. 

As regards my guest1ons 
questions that cover the 
Th:s month I am writing 
would like to send you 
completed: The sources 

on ARM: I have prepared a list of 
specif:c areas I am :nterested in . 

~n account of my research so far; I 
the section on ARM when it is 

I have unearthed so far tend to 
contradict each o 
usefu l if you could 

points o~ detail, an~-tb~e-----
look at it and point out gaps and 

omissions, if you ~ave time. 

My guest:ons on ARM follow . I realise that you might feel 
constrained in giving in:ormation on some of these topics 
for fear of embarrassing some people. 

-· T~e formRt~on of the NCL/ARM: 

It is clear that the formation of the organisation 
'prececed by & perioc of debate on the des~rab:l:ty 

otherwise of sabotage or other forms of illegal action. 

was 
or 
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(b) Did the question of sabotage etc. arise any any 
specific contexts, or was it simply the result of a 
generalised frustration? In other words, were there any 
speci_fic events that led to the formation of the NCL? 

(c) More specifically: Who was involved in the founding 
of the NCL? Do you know anything about early plans 
to set up a clandestine radio station, or why these plans 
were Hbandoned in favour of sabotage? 

(d) According to one of my sources, the original NCL soon 
merged with rt number of other organisations. Do you have 
information on the African Freedom. Movement, the 
Socialist League, or a group known as "John Lang's 
group"? 

2. Structure and funct~on~ng: 

(a) There a number of empirical matters that are 
probably not so essentuial, but which I would like 
have information about. For one I would like to 

'

know just how large ARM Wrts, what resources it had 
its disposal, and where those resources came from. 

Various sources mention the following committees as 

to 

at 

being part of the NCL/ARM structure, but they are vague 
as to the functions of these committees. Could yo~ set 
out the various functions of the Political Committee, the 
Action Committee, the Re~ional Committee and the Planning 
Committee? 

I would also like information on the size, composition 
and functioning of the Executive, and the way in which it 
commun~cated with the cells. 

(b) Another question concerned with the nuts and bolts of 
the organisation is that of its contacts overseas. How 
extensive were these contacts and what was their purpose? 

(c) Much more crucially: What was the nature of the 
NCL/ARM's relationship with other resistance 
organisations? It seems clear that there was no formal 
contact; but did it act in complete iso-
lation from them? How did NCL/ARM members 
conceptualise their role vis a vis these organisations? 

3. The ideological nature of the NCL/ARM: 

(a) From the sources it is clear thHt the NCL/ARM was an 
ideologically diverse group, and one should therefore 
take care -of making generalisations about its ideological 
nature. I still think that questions can be aske~ about 
its broad ideologicnl nature. Did it include, for 
example, a commitment to soc~al~sm? 

Was there ever ariy document, for example a constitution, 
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in which the aims of the organisation were set out? 

(b) To what extent did the ideoloqical diversity within 
the group cause tensions? Were there any specific 
ideological or political debates or arguments among 
members? 

(c) Was the organisation ever influenced by the thought 
of other querilla organisations? (I think, that Che 
Guevara's writings were already available at that time . ) 
How did members see the relation between themselves and 
the oppressed people whose rights they fought for? 

(d) To what extent did the issue of the justi=ication or 
the political effectiveness of violence ever become a 
subject of debate within the NCL/ARM? Was sabotage 
as evidence at the trial would have it, merely a symbolic 
gesture? Or was it cnceived partly as the beqinning of an 
attack on the physical might o= the state? 

(e) This question might overlap somewhat with the 
prev:ous one: How did members the NCL/ARM see 
the future? Did they envisage indefinitely operating on 
their own, or did they hope to make contact with other 
guerilla organisations at some stage? I would 
particularly 1 ike to know more about ,·tn abortive scheme 
Eddie Daniels has mentioned, in which pamphlets 
containing information about insurrectionary techniques 
were to have ~een distributed. 

More generally, I am interested in any context in the late 
1950's and early 1960's where liberals started questioning 
the more paternalist elements of South African liberal 
thought. Do you think the Radical Students' Society or the 
Modern World Society here at UCT are worth investigating? 
Do you know where -- other than in the newspaper Varsity 
one can find information about these organisations? 

I have given you a lot of questions. I appreciate that you 
have very little time; if other projects are more urgent 
then feel no compunction about letting me wait for a while . 

Yours s~ncerely , 

Andries du Tait 
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