
LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 

Communists never influenced policy 

I N THE May/June issue of 
Reality, Randolph Vigne, in the 

course of a review, writes: "By the 
early 1960s the SACP had taken over, 
with breathtaking skill and speed, the 
two main British institutions con
cerned with the struggle in South 
Africa, the Anti-Apartheid Move
ment and the International Defence 
and Aid Fund." This allegation is 
completely untrue. 

In 1960 my husband, Canon Collins 
of St Paul's Cathedral, founded and 
continued to direct the British 
Defence and Aid Fund from South 
Africa. In 1964 this became the Inter
national Defence and Aid Fund with 
similar aims. Policy was in the hands 
of my husband as chairman, and a 
presidential committee — a Swedish 
missionary who had been expelled 
from South Africa for his stand 
against apartheid, a Swiss academic, 
and a law lecturer at Trinity College, 
Dublin. These were elected by and 
from the national committee. Later a 
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Dutch academic was added. 
John Collins was sympathetic to 

the plight of South African exiles, and 
over the years the organization em
ployed considerable numbers. Among 
these were from time to time, three 
members of the South African Liberal 
Party, and three members of the 
SACP. The Communists were never 
in any position to influence the policy 
of I.D.A.F., nor did they ever attempt 
or wish to do so. They were dedicated 
to the organization's humanitarian 
work of legal defence and family 
welfare. South African exiles from 
other parts of the political spectrum 
also did valuable work for I.D.A.F. 
All respected our insistence that aid 
was to be given without discrimina
tion on grounds of race, religion or 
political affiliation; this policy was 
strictly adhered to* 

At one time another South African 
Liberal, the lawyer Ruth Hayman, 
served on a small grants advisory 
committee. 

BENJAMIN HASWELL (Reality, 
August 1992), urges liberals to 

rise from their chairs and keep up the 
good fight to capture the middle 
ground. History has taught us that 
there is no middle ground in politics. 

Where in the world has liberal 
government succeeded? For that 
matter has any other ideology suc
ceeded or united the world? Judging 
from the state it is now in, the answer 
is an emphatic "No." 

In a very perceptive editorial Le 
Monde (July 26/27) headed "Doubts 
over a medal" the writer looks at the 
state of the world in the year of the 

I was personally fully involved in 
the work of B.D.A.F. and of I.D.A.F. 
From 1983-1991, when the organiza
tion was disbanded, I was one of the 
International Board of Trustees, 
chaired by Archbishop Trevor 
Huddleston, that directed the policy 
and affairs of I.D.A.F. During those 
years we must have employed around 
50 people. 

At one stage a book "The 
Puppeteers" by Harold Soeff 
appeared. It contained allegations 
about I.D.A.F. similar to that made 
by Mr Vigne. I.D.A.F. took successful 
legal action against the author and 
publishers. The offending statements 
had to be deleted and a public apology 
made in open court. 

I am sorry that Mr Vigne should 
have made such a false and mis
chievous allegation, and that Reality 
should have published it. 

DIANA COLLINS Suffolk 
England 

Olympics and poses the question, 
"what medal will our century 
deserve?" 

Commenting on the failure of dif
ferent ideologies the editorial says, 
"Liberalism has still not managed to 
resolve the scandal of inequalities and 
will perhaps wake up one day and 
discover it has been fostering future 
revolts in its bosom." Here obviously 
the word liberalism is used for capital
ism whose child is liberalism without 
its parents fangs. 

In the light of the failure of the 
various ideologies the Le Monde 

RANDOLPH VIGNE REPLIES: 
RANDOLPH VIGNE writes: When I wrote in your May/June issue that the South 
African Communist Party had "taken over" the Defence and Aid Fund after 
Rivonia, I did not mean to include the late Canon John Collins, the founder and 
director of the Fund, or his close associates in Christian Action. Neither he, nor 
they, were communists, what were then called fellow travellers, or sympathizers of 
any kind. 

I would not like what I wrote to diminish appreciation of Canon Collins' 
contribution to the work of the Fund in paying for the legal defence of so many 
activists against white racial supremacy in southern Africa, and in supporting their 
dependants and other victims of the struggle. 

No middle ground 
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GERALD SHAW, associate editor of 
the Cape times, examines De Klerk's 
failure to empower a full investigation 
into suspected clandestine activities 

in the security forces. 

DANGER POINT 

editorial comments that there is a 
disturbing feeling in the final decade of 
this century that one's expectations will 
"strew the ground like statues of antique 
deities." 

In terms of sheer destruction and 
human suffering this century may have 
no parallel. The barbarity of humans 
inflicted on his own kind will probably 
exceed the total of all the preceding 
centuries that mankind inhabited this 
earth. 

Liberty after all is the right or power 
to do as one pleases and if its price is 
eternal vigilance, whose rights is one to 
respect and whose to criticise? Tradition
ally the liberals have been cast in the role 
of critics of the excesses of the govern
ment of the day, if allowed to do so. In 
the future what role will it profess to play 
taking into consideration the failure of 
others ideologies to bring peace and 
justice in our world? 

Will our future expectations also end 
on barren soil, lifeless? 
HASSIM SEEDAT Qualbert, 

Natal 

No that simple 

A N N C O L V I N a n d C h r i s 
Mhlongo claim that true liberals 

should join the ANC. It is not that 
simple. 

Certainly the ANC has, for many 
years, stood for ideals with which liberals 
fully identify. However, having consis
tently opposed the evils of the govern
ment, we must continue to speak out 
against injustice and, if necessary, 
against malpractices committed in the 
name of liberation. 

We cannot give unquestioning allegi
ance or uncritical acceptance to a 
political line and it takes courage to 
stand firm in spite of the need to be seen 
as "politically correct." 

Now, more than ever, the liberal must 
entrench his/her unequivocal indepen
dence by endorsing universally accepted 
values and principles which promote 
dignity, respect and tolerance for all 
human beings. To call a non-supporter 
of the ANC who will not abrogate 
his/her moral responsibility, an "op
ponent of democracy" is very unliberal! 

In any case, the ideologies of both left 
and right would seem, at present, to be 
destructive to liberty and prosperity, 
exchanging one form of collectivism for 
another and showing little regard for 
individual autonomy. 

ANN GRAYSON Pietermaritzburg 

PRESIDENT DE KLERK'S stand
ing at home and abroad is in ques

tion as never before in his three remark
able years in office. 

There are renewed doubts about his 
control of the security forces as further 
evidence comes to light suggesting that 
clandestine operations to destabilise the 
ANC have continued throughout his 
presidency, in spite of many assurances 
to the contrary since March 1990 when 
he first promised that all secret projects 
would be placed under strict Cabinet 
control. 

Much is not yet clear, but for many of 
his critics President De Klerk already 
stands exposed as a leader with a double 
agenda, negotiating with the ANC on 
apparently equal terms while his security 
chiefs were running a campaign of anti-
ANC disinformation by Military Intelli
gence. He is accused of failing to control 
the clandestine arm of the security forces, 
effectively condoning assorted dirty 
tricks even assassination. He is accused 
of allowing the resources of state to be 
used to weaken the ANC and so improve 
the chances of the NP at the polls. 

There is also widespread suspicion, 
particularly in ANC circles, that the 
Nationalist government has maintained 
or condoned some kind of clandestine 
Third Force, stirring up hostilities 
between the ANC and Inkatha and 
generally keeping the pot of violence on 
the boil. 

THE CRISIS of confidence came to 
a head when the Goldstone Com

mission raided a Military Intelligence 
establishment in the Transvaal recently 
and uncovered documents indicating 
that MI had re-employed the notorious 
CCB agent, Ferdi Barnard, a convicted 
murderer, after the CCB had been 
partially exposed in the media and 
officially disbanded. There have been 
other disclosures indicating that Military 
Intelligence has been running a dis
information campaign to damage the 
ANC and an admission by an SADF 

general that he had lied to the Harms 
Commission about CCB plans to assassi
nate anti-apartheid activists. 

The Goldstone disclosures, it seemed, 
would be Mr De Klerk's great opportu
nity to smash what could possibly be an 
illegal conspiracy in the security estab
lishment. It appeared probable that the 
hundreds of files presumably dealing 
with clandestine operations which 
Goldstone had discovered at the secret 
headquarters of the so-called Directorate 
of Covert Collection would be placed in 
the custody of the commission, enabling 
its investigators to get to the truth of the 
matter once and for all. 

Mr De Klerk did not seize this oppor
tunity, but instead appointed an SADF 
general to take over supervision of 
Military Intelligence and conduct an 
investigation of its operations. The DCC 
files, it appeared, would remain in the 
custody of the SADF. After a two-hour 
meeting between Mr De Klerk and Judge 
Goldstone, it was announced that the 
Goldstone Commission would investi
gate all security forces and private armies 
and it was said that the SADF investiga
tion of Military Intelligence would be 
carried out in collaboration with the 
Goldstone Commission. 

Yet many remain sceptical. Once 
again it would be a case of the SADF 
investigating the SADF. It was not clear 
how far the Goldstone Commission 
would be allowed to go in its independent 
investigation. 

No one questions the integrity of the 
SADF general who has been landed with 
the invidious task of investigating his 
own colleagues. Yet the record of recent 
years suggests that there is scant prospect 
of getting at the truth by such means. 
This time it would be different, we may 
hope, but much depends on whether the 
Goldstone Commission is given un
fettered access to the files of the DCC. 
Without such access its investigation will 
not command much credibility. 
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