
South Afr ican Liberalism (cont.) 

Protection against oppression 

I myself support universal franchise for none 
of Professor Le May's reasons, but mainly because 
I believe t ha t in a highly organized society the 
possession of a vote is the best — sometimes the 
only — protection an individual can have against 
oppression and exploitation. I think it is realis
tic t o assume that administrators and legislators 
will be careful of the r ights and interests of those 
who can vote them out of office, and will nefflect 
those who cannot. I believe that poor and ignor
ant people need this protection quite as much as 
rich and well-educated ones. I believe too that a 
recognition of the right of all people to have an 
equal say in the ordering of their own society im
plies the 'first regard for the individual, and (the) 
a t tempt to widen his effective choices' of Pro 
fessor Le May's own account of liberalism. 

Professor Le May is in my opinion also unhelp
ful on the difficult question of liberals' a t t i tudes 
to acts of violence. For instance, he described the 
assassination of President Kennedy as an action 
'essentially the same kind' as the attempted assas
sination of Dr. Verwoerd t and declares tha t 'by 
an objective standard of judgement ' it should 
have called forth the same kind of reaction. But 
his s tandards of objectivity must be very high 
indeed if his reaction to President Kennedy's 
death was unaffected, say, by Kennedy's unique 

Freedom is an ingredient o/, not an 
alternative to- national security. 

M R S . J KAN S I N C L A I R has done everybody 
a service by r e m i n d i n g W h i t e S o u t h Af

ricans tha t they , loo, h a v e lost freedoms in the 
cause of apar the id and secur i ty . 

The process for White* — as distinct from non-
Whites — has been sufficiently oblique for a great 
many people not to notice what was happening. 
It has been obscured, too, by a world-wide shift 
of values. 

Everywhere this is a generation of onlookers. 
We watch games ra ther than play them. We 
listen to piped music: we do not make it. We 
even — as in America recently — watch atrocious 
crimes being committed without thinking of inter
fering. 

So who cares if a man is detained for 180 days 
without t r i a l and then denied access t o the courts 
to test his detention? It is happening to some* 
body else. It will not happen to us so long as 
we comply with State policy, which we mean to 
do anyway. In any case it is better to be secure 
than free, is it not? 

This is the central fallacy to which the whole 

international prestige, power and influence, 
which made the assassination the front page 
headline in probably every newspaper in the 
world; Kennedy's popularity in America and the 
political stability there a t the time which made 
the e\*ent incredibly unexpected; and even the 
fact tha t he was a young man and the father of 
a young family. These factors were simply not 
present when Di\ Verwoerd was a t tacked; many 
other ones were; and to lump all the complicated 
emotions evoked by each occasion together as 
'horror', measure them on an 'index', and read off 
one's nearness to ' totali tarian morality ' seems to 
me a sterile and unrealistic procedure. 

A Good Thing 

A large and valuable par t of Professor Le 
May's article is devoted to a discussion of the 
difficulties of liberalism in the twentieth century. 
I think it is perhaps a little churlish of him still 
to refuse the designation 'liberal' to people who 
have tried to contend with these difficulties, and 
have worked hard and made great sacrifices to 
t rans la te liberal ideas into the unreceptive here* 
and-now of South African life. 

Perhaps any at tempt to create practical poli
cies out of liberal principles leads to some form 
of 'neo-liberalism'; and if this is the case I am 
unrepentant in my belief t ha t Neo-Liberalism in 
South Africa is a Good Thing. 

(Mrs.) MARIE DYER, Pietermaritzburg. 

jelly-bellied argument leads. The known his
tory of every country on ear th teaches two t ru ths . 
One is t ha t the people cannot be free unless the 
State is safe. The other is tha t the State is not 
safe if the people a re not free. The two go 
together. They are par t of the same thing. 

Reflect on the history of England, France, Ger
many, the United States and any uhuru s ta te one 
cares to name in Africa, and these t ru ths will be 
apparent . Are we to suppose that South Africa 
is somehow exempt from them? 

What, then, is the individual to do when his 
Government is hell*bent on restr ict ing liberties? 

First , he should ask himself how much is aim
ed at real subversion and how much a t legitimate 
political opponents. Then he should exercise his 
right of peaceful protest, It is gtill legal to pro
test — though a lot of people seem to think it is 
not — and it still serves a purpose. 

It may not stop evils a t once. But it makes 
them into sources of shame and guil t instead of 
complacency or pride, and it helps individuals to 
retain their sense of values of what is r ight and 
wrong and their faith in civilized standards. And 
that is half-way to driving evils out of the life 
of the nation. 

(From "The S t a r " October 10, 1965) 

FREE AND SAFE 
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