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Mr. Moulder is President of the University Christian Movement? and a Minister 

of the Methodist Church. He was a lecturer in Philosophy at Rhoden University 

when he delivered this address to students there as part of the Arts and Science 
Week program me. 

PEOPLE HAVE BEEN ASKING why there have been so many student protests in 1968. They 
want to know what students are advocating. Faced with such questions and insufficient 

information and expertise to make organised sense of all that is happening, | will make no at
tempt t o supply these questions with general answers. Fortunately, better brains than mine 
are equally baffled and are producing far f rom final answers to such questions. As one of Ox
ford's outstanding historians said when he was asked what students are after: 

" W h o the hell knows? I can't answer it, for whatever I write tonight would probably be out
dated tomorrow." 

On the other hand, Prof. D. V. Cowen, who gave the 1968 Dr. E. G . Malherbe Academic Free
dom Lecture — on "The rights and responsibilities of students in a modern University" — was 
somewhat more adventurous. He claimed that three significant elements stand out as the root causes 
of student unrest. 

T^IRSTLY, a widespread dissatisfaction and 
disenchantment witli the state of society 

itself in all its dimensions. 

Secondly, righteous indignation against 
dishonesty and inner contradiction. 

Thirdly, an almost desperate search for 
values to live by. a yearning for a sense of 
direction and for belief in the worthwhile-
ness of life. 

If Prof. Cowen was analysing student pro
test on the international scene, then all three 
of his points probably stand. If he onh had 
Mi-called 'white' South African students in 
mind, then I'm not so sure that he could sub
stantiate his first point — the one about 
widespread dissatisfaction and disenchant
ment with the state of society in all its dimen
sions. I may he open to correction, hut I 
sense very little by way of such dissatisfac
tion and disenchantment with the stale of 
our society on. for example, the Rhodes cam
pus* In fact, I am somewhat disenchanted 
and more than dissatisfied that Rhodes stu
dents seem to be more enthusiastic about 
putting out the security officer's torch than 
fanning the flame of academic freedom which 
UCT students are trying to keep alive. And 
while I appreciate the legitimate and wide
spread indignation against a disciplinary code 
which has as one of its basic principles that 
a Rhodes man and woman must at all times 
have both their feet on the ground. I wish 

that the same people would become as in
dignant about the similarly archaic and 
paternalistic restrictions on contact between. 
say, Rhodes student* and those of Fort Hare. 

But be that as it may. Having put my 
cards on the table to the question of what 
I regard as some of the really important is
sues confronting both the Rhodes students 
and the Rhodes staff at the moment, let me 
return to Professor Cowen*s second point — 
the one about righteous indignation against 
dishonesty and inner contradication. This 
is the point in which I am interested and 
which I want to pursue for the rest of the 
time at my disposal. Furthermore I want 
to confine my attention to what has become 
known as the Mafeje case*; and I want to 
attempt the question. 

"Whv are some UCT students and staff 
members protesting?" 
and answer some criticisms wh ieh have 
been directed against their sit-in. 

Why are some UCT students and staff 
members protesting? 

1 am convinced that it is their righteous 
indignation against the inner contradiction in 
their Council's decision not to appoint Mr. 
Archie Mafeje to a Senior lectureship in 
Social Anthropology which is the root cause 
of the UCT sit-in. They were tired of re
affirming academic freedom on holy days 
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and contr ibut ing to its demise on working 
days. They were tired of having their deeds* 
contradict their words. They were tired of 
being reminded [hat the purpose of the an
nual T . B . Davie Memorial Lecture i s : 

" to keep before the University a remin
der of the seriousness of its low (of aca
demic freedom), to keep alive its faith that 
the lost freedom will one day he restored, 
and to keep its members vigilant lest fur
ther inroads into its remaining freedoms 
>hould lie made . " 

And as they were tired, they sat d o w n ! 
I will return tu this point later. At this 

stage I simply want to underline Prof. 
Co wen s point about "righteous indignation 
against dishonesty and inner contradiction*. 
I am convinced that one of the most serious 
problems confronting some South African 
universities, and student organizations like 
NUSAS and the UCM. is the Government 's 
determinat ion to prevent people from at
tempting to translate the i r verbal expressions 
of thei r convictions about university educa
tion and about human relations into deeds. 

It ought to he obvious why people become 
angry when they cannot do what they want 
to do . It ought to be even more obv ious 
why people become angry when they are pre
vented from acting on what , in the Western 
world at any rate, are regarded as the normal , 
civilized principles on which a university 
ought to be based and the normal , moral ami 
Christian principles which ought to regulate 
one's relationships with and treatment of 
other people. But in case it is not obvious 
why people become angry in such circums
tances; in case it is not obvious why they 
ought to become angry in Mich circumstances* 
let mc try to explain. 

Freedom of thought —» that is. t h e free
dom : 

" to th ink candidly and intrepidly about 
the fundamental issues in the life of the 
individual and the communi ty on the 
Greek principle that an unexamined life is 
no life for a man — w .* 

is meaningless unless it is accompanied by 
the freedom to act upon the convictions and 
conclusions at which one has arrived. Being 
free to think is no freedom at all unless there 
is also freedom to lake aporooriale act ion. 
Not onlv to be free lo think* hut to follow 

(* Sir Walter Moberley 
"Crws in the University9*) 
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whi ther the thoughts lead is the essence of 
freedom of thought . 

It is this connection which ought to hold 
between freedom of thought and freedom of 
action which the Governments of the past 
20 years have been systematically eroding. It 
is because this connection between freedom 
of thought and freedom of action has been 
eroded that members of the University of 
Cape Town have put both their feet and their 
bottoms down and decided that they have had 
enough of this dishonesty and inner contra
diction between thei r words and their deed*. 
In other words : the students and staff at 
UCT have demonstrated that they are no lon
ger prepared to accept the dictum that tiicy 
may th ink as ihey please so lone as they re
main cowering on their knees. And they are 
r ight in so doing because not to match one's 
verbal expressions of one's convictions with 
the behaviour which is consistent with tho-e 
convictions, undermines one's integrity and 
lays one open to the charge of hypocrisy. 

Th i s demand for consistency was well put 
by Prof. M. W . M. Pope. Professor of Clas
sics at the University of Cape Town for the 
past I I years, who resigned 6 weeks ago when 
he lieard of the decision not lo appoint Mr. 
Archie Mafeje to the staff because of Govern
ment pressure. 

" T h e present si tuation at UCT is faintly 
absurd. On the one side you have a uni
lateral declaration of autonomy and aca
demic fieedom. On the other you have 
a Minister of Education manufactur ing a 
' t radi t ion ' for us of which we have no 
knowledge at all . It is laughable and total
ly unrea l . " 
Indeed, it is. But it is also dishonest and 

inconsistent. T h u s part of the answer to the 
question why UCT students and staff mem
bers are protesting is s imnly t h i s ; they want 
to match their pronouncements on academic 
freedom with deeds. They want U C T to be 
what they believe a universi ty ought to be 
— free to determine on academic grounds 
alone who shall leach and who may l>e 
taught . 

But the students and staff members of 
UCT are protesting for at least one other 
reason. They are protesting because they 
have recognised that segregated universities 
are inferior universities. 

Segregated universities are inferior univer
sities. T h i s was the conclusion the Appeal 

Die Swart Serpf Fehrttarie* l9fi(K 



Court of the United States came to in a 1951 
judgement on the issue of segregation in 
education. The unanimous decision of the 
Couit was tha t : 

" In the field of public education the doc
trine of 'separate but equal' has no place. 
Separate educational facilities are inherent
ly unequal.*' 
-Segregated universities are inferior for at 

least three reasons:* 
Firstly, i t is difficult — in fact, it is im

possible to provide 'separate but equal' 
l ibrary and laboratory facilities. I t is also 
impossible to duplicate equally the inter
change of overseas staff and lecturers. This 
particular lack is, of course, no great skin 
off the nose of a so-called "white" university 
like Rhodes. But students at Fort Hare and 
elsewhere are deprived in this way. And our 
own facilities could be improved if money 
was not being wasted to give visible expres
sion to the scatterbrained opinion that there 
is a divine correlation between people's pig
mentation and their grey-matter! 

Secondly, segregated students are denied 
the freedom to seek learning from the teach
ers of their choice with the special qualifica
tions they need and desire. Once again this 
is a liability which so-called 'non-white' stu
dents suffer under more obviously than so-
called 'white' ones. But as the Mafeje case 
so clearly demonstrates, the shoe can — and 
in the future will probably increasingly — 
be on the other foot. To put it more bluntly: 
if Mr. Mafcjc is not appointed to the Senior 
Lectureship in Social Anthropology at UCT 
then students who read that subject will be 
taught by some 'white' lecturer who is less 
qualified and capable than he is. And if 
that is not a good reason for protesting 
against Mr. Mafcje's non-appointment then 
I don't know what is ! 

Thirdly, receiving an education is more 
than simply acquiring enough information to 
scrape through an examination. The amount 
of text-hook information one manages to ac
quire while at a university is probably the 
least important reason for being there. Much 
more important is what one learns about life 
and about other people: not in formal con
texts, hut only half-consciously and via a pro
cess of osmosis. Segregated students how
ever suffer this kind of impoverismment 
through separation from people of other cth-

"Compare J. Hamilton Rmsell "The University 
and Politics," 

nic and cultural groups with whom they 
must learn to live together for the rest of 
their lives. 

These three reasons together amount to the 
second reason why UCT students and staff 
members are protesting at the moment. They 
do not want UCT to become more segregated 
and therefore more inferior than it already 
is. What's more, it is not only UCT's status 
as a university which has been impoverished 
in this way. Both students and staff at 
Rhodes, and at every other segregated univer
sity in the world, arc suffering a similar im
poverishment of education. 

This brings me to an end of my attempt 
to answer the question about the reasons UCT 
students and staff members are protesting. 
They have recognised that freedom of 
thought is meaningless unless it is accom-
panicd by the freedom to act upon the con
victions and conclusions at which one has 
arrived. They have recognised that segregated 
education is inferior education. 

Replies to some critics 

I now want to deal briefly with criticisms 
which have been levelled at the UCT sit-in. 

Senator de Klerk has complained that they 
have opposed Government policy. For once 
Senator de Klerk is correct. But I fail to 
sec what point, if any. he is trying to make. 
Before 1948, Senator de Klerk opposed 
Government policy. If the Nationalist 
Government were defeated at the next elec
tion. Senator de Klerk would no doubt once 

again oppose Government policy. So what's 
all the fuss about? 

.he Pi ime Minister has complained that 
students should not meddle in politics but 
get on with their studies. I have two com
ments on his complaint: 

Firstly, I want to remind him that it was 
a Nationalist Government which decided that 
18 year olds are intelligent and responsible 
enough to have the vote. It was a Nationalist 
Government therefore that decided that stu
dent and other 18 year olds ought to meddle 
in politics. Once again 1 fail to see what all 
the fuss is about. As the Prime Minister 
knows from his own experience in the 1930"» 
and early 1940's; one of the most respectable 
ways of participating in politics is to join a 
political party which is opposed to the 
government of the day. And as he also knows 
from personal experience, one of the other 
recognised ways of expressing one's political 
convictions is to protest against what you re-
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gard to be inconsistencies and injustice's in 
Government policy. Surely the Prime Minis
ter is not so naive as to imagine that every 
student in the country is one of his support
ers? 

Secondly, I fail to see how it is possible 
not to meddle in politics. Th is point has 
recently been well made by Mr. J . Hamilton 
Russel in his highly to be recommended lec
ture — The University and Politics. I quote. 

"How can anyone keep out of politics? 
Everything is politics. Everything that 
happens to man is the subject of political 
action. No-one should try to limit the 
scope of learning and enquiry. Politics, 
religion, science, apartheid, the Rule of 
Law, all must be examined and disputed, 
queried and questioned unti l the t ruth is 
found. 

To be true to themselves members of 
universities should apply the same concept 
of reason and objectivity to their examina

tion of all national issues. While main
taining an ardent spirit of protest against 
all that is unjust or politically immoral 
they should avoid emotional th ink ing or 
action. They should know, from the ex
ample of government action, that it is dan
gerous to th ink with blood.'" 
Implicit in both Senator de Klerk and the 

Pr ime Minister 's complaints, is a criticism 
which a great many editors of English news
papers have raised against the UCT si t- in; 
namely, a questioning of the method used by 
the UCT students and staff in expressing their 
dissatisfaction. The implied argument in 
such complaints and questions is the claim 
that the only valid means of expressing one's 
political convictions is via the ballot-box. 
And the reason this argument is advanced is 
that those who advocate it are, quite rightly, 
afraid of hooliganism and violence. I share 
their fears. But let's get the record straight 
and keep it that way : the UCT students have 
neither behaved violently nor with vulgarity. 
As I said near the beginning of th i s argu
ment : having become tired of not being able 
to act upon the convictions they hold, they 
simply sat down. 

T h e only violent and provocative utter
ance so far made, came from the Pr ime 
Minister at Heilbron last Friday. And the 
only acts of hooliganism and violence have 
come from students who are opposed to the 
convictions which are held by those UCT stu
dents and staff members who are engaged in 
the sit-in. In other words; the violence and 

vulgarity which is feared, is coming — not 
from the UCT students and staff — but from 
those opposed to their action. 

What 's more, the 20th century source of 
this dignified and non-violent way of protest
ing against injustice has a South African 
source. I am referring, of course, to the life 
and teaching of Mahatma Gandhi . All the de
tailed methods of civil disobedience which 
have since swept the world — from card-
burning to oath-taking to marching — were 
first improvised in such localities as the 
Mosque in Durban or (as it was popularly 
called) the Jewish Theatre in Johannesburg, 
or in such rural stations as Volksrust. 

This is not the t ime or the place to discuss 
Gandhi 's method of non-violence. I simply 
want to point out that it is the same method 
of protest which the UCT students and staff 
are employing. And I want to quote one 
sentence from Erik H. Erikson's outstanding 
1968 T. B. Davie Memorial Lecture on In
sight and Freedom. He says: 

"South Africa may have every reason to 
be as proud of this export, the Gandhian 
method, as i t is proud of its gold and its 
d iamonds; for whatever the long range 
political fate of militant non-violence may 
be the spirit of its origin has, I believe, 
added lasting insights to our search For 
t ru th ." 
I must rinse, I do so with two quotations. 

The first comes from Professor Julius Eb-
hinghaus, the Rector of Marburg University. 
This is what he said when that famous Ger
man University, closed down by Hitler, was 
eventually reopened in 1 9 4 5 : 

"One fact remains unfortunately too true. 
The German universities failed, while 
there was still l ime, to oppose publicly with 
all their power the destruction of learning 
and of the democratic state. They failed 
to keep the beacon of freedom and justice 
burning through the night of tyranny so 
that it could be seen by the entire world." 
My second quotation comes from General 

Smuts. In 1934. while addressing the mem
bers of St. Andrews University, he mourned 
the fact that other countries, unlike South 
Africa had : 

"Lost the sturdy independent-minded 
freedom-loving individual and replaced 
him bv a servile, standardised, mass ment
ali ty." 

which he called: 
" the greatest menace of our t ime." 
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Still contrasting South Africa and Europe 
to ihe latter's disadvantage, he went on to 
say : 

"Minorities are trampled down. Dissi
dent views are not tolerated and are force
fully suppressed . . . intellectual freedom 
is disappearing with political freedom, free
dom of conscience, of speech and of the 
Press, and that of teaching, is in extreme 
danger . . . ' ' 

He closed his address with an observation 
and two questions: 

*TJ« fight f ° r human freedom is the 
supreme issue of the future . . . Are we 
going to leave the field free to those who 
threaten our fundamental human ideals 
and our heritage of the past? Or are we 
{going to join in haltle for the breaking of 
our bonds and the enlargement of our 
range of free choice and free action?'" 
Mr. Chairman. Ladies and Gentleman: 

some students and staff members at UCT 
have answered these two question*. So must 
we. 


