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Ladies and Gentlemen,

We meet, as you all know, at a critical
time in the life of the Liberal Party and
Liberalism. And we meet at a critical time in
the history of White South Afr ica, and these
two crises cannot be separated.

Liberalism is in crisis, but it is only in cris is
because white South Afr ica is in cri sis. This
is a tremendous subject, but it is the subject I
have chosen to deal with tonight. I have n ot
come a ll the way to Johannesburg to a void the
most crucial issues. I have not come all th is
way to pretend that the bannings of Peter
Brown and others are the only cruel blows
that have fallen on us. I a m g oing to discuss
these other matters in so far as it is proper to
do so. I have always recognised in the past
that a member of a Party, even if it is a Party
tha t champions lib erty and in di vidualism , is
not free to do or say anythin g in a purely
in d ivid ua l capacity. Still less is a President.
But a President also ha s other duties. He is
not merely a mouthpiece of his Party, he is
a lso out there in front, whether he likes it or
not, whether he merits it or not. So on this



occasion I am going to speak openly and
freely. Some of you may not like everything
I am going to say. But whatever I say is said
as a Party President whose first responsibility
isfo his Party.

VIOLENCE
Any person who while a member of the

Party plans to use violence against things or
persons is not only guilty of ClI). offence against
the law, he is also guilty of grave disloyalty to
the Party . .. Above all, any person who calls
himself a Liberal and who plans violence
against persons is not really a Liberal at all.
He may burn against injustices to others, and
burn to set them right. He may be a zealot.
He may be dedicated to his cause. But he is
not a Liberal. And what is more, if he persists
in his plans, he is likely to do grave damage
to the whole cause of Liberalism; how great
such damage might be is at the moment im
possible to predict . . .

If I stopped there, if I said no more, I
should be failing in my duty as a Liberal and
a President of a Liberal Part'Y'. It may comfort
shallow and fearful people if they place the
whole blame for violence on those who com
mit it. It is comforting to belie'Ve that apart
heid would have been a glorious success if
only people had not opposed it. And it is
doubly comforting when those people aM be
lieved to be wicked persons, whereas
oneself is almost without sin. One is able to
see oneself as the great defender of good
agcrinst evil. And this is the,comfort that many
a White South African lays to his soul. Yet it
is utterly false. It bears no relation to the
facts at all. The primary cause of sabotage is
not the saboteur. The primary cause of
sabotage in South Africa is the, policy of
apartheid, ~he1he!It is~called by its old name
of baasskap, or its new name of separate
development. When persons who would nor
mally have led law-abiding lives are tempted
to resort to violence, especially when they
themselves are temperamentally unsuited to
use violence, and when they risk the destruc
tion of their careers, the end or the virtual end
of their lives as husbands and wives and
parents, then one realises the depth and
strength of the compulsions that are at work.
A good g,overnment does not force its citizens
to such extremes.

I do not presume to speak about the inner
stresses and strains that go on in the minds of
saboteurs. But I can speak with authority
about the external causes. What self-respect
ing Afrikaner Nationalist would have con-

sented to a Job Reservation law that debarred
Afrikaners from certain occupations? What
self-respecting Transvaal or Free State Afri
kaner would have consented to a law which
controlled his movements into Natal and the
Cape Province? What would Afrikaner Nation
alists have done if the Nationalist Party had
been banned? What would they have done if
they had suffered the detentions, the banish
ments, the bannings, which they have inflicted
on others? There have been many trials in
this country of people who have carried on
the work of banned organisations, but the Afri
kaner Nationalist would have done the same.
There is no essential difference between a
Sobukwe and a Melon, except that one suc
ceeded and one did not. While I condemn
the use of violence in this country, I under
stand why some people are under a compul
sion to commit it. And I ask myself, what
would I have done if I had been 30 years
younger. Would I have been a Leibbrandt or
a van Blerk? I do not know. And because I
do not know, I can but guess at what lies
behind the terrible decision to risk the destruc
tion of one's life, one's career, one's home;
one's happiness and the happiness of one's
wife and children. And I can but say, thank
God it didn't happen to me.

CAUSE FOR PRIDE
There is one thing of which the Liberal

Party can be proud, that in these recent years
of bannings and intimidations, and in these
recent anxious months of detentions and
arrests and charges, there have been no de
fections. I recall with pride tonight the actions
of the Liberals who showed such concern for
those who were in desperate need, not for
getting the wives and children of those who
were detained and arrested. I shan't go into
detail about this, but you will know what I am
talking about. And I am proud of those
African members who are here tonight, in
spite of all the bannings.

There is another point I want to make
quite clear tonight. Sabotage may still be
used to discredit Liberalism. Yet the fear and
hatred of Liberalism must be distinguished
from the fear of sabotage. Peter Brown was
not banned because he encouraged and coun
tenanced sabotage. He was banned because
he believed in and propagated an idea which
is dangerous to baasskap, the idea that South
Africa has only one destiny, the idea that
South Africa is one society, and the idea that
every South African should participate in the
government of his country, and that so long as
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he does not, he will continue to suffer the
cruelties of job reservation, of race classifica
tion, of influx control. Why does Liberalism
arouse such hatred in the Nationalist heart?
Is it because it threatens civilisation, or be
cause it threatens baasskap? Why are such
savage steps taken against a relatively power
less organisation? It is because it holds a
powerful idea, a powerful idea that will in the
end bring crashing down the whole' structure
of baasskap, with its gross inequalities of
wealth and privilege. And it ought to be
brought down too. It is no doubt true that the
standard of living has risen for all in South
Africa, but the shocking, disparity between
white and non-white income remains. There
can be no lasting peace for this country until
an active programmeris launched to distribute
more equitably the wealth of our country.

It may be true that many of our African
citizens enjoy a higher standard of living than
is enjoyed by many citizens of other African
countries. The aim of the Liberal Party is not
to keep ahead of other African countries; its
aim is to ensure the more equitable distribu
tion of wealth and privilege here at home. And
we think it can be done. We believe that the
rate of economic expansion in South Africa,
spectacular as it is, could be made even more
spectacular if the racial and economic barriers
were removed, that we could have an indus
trial revolution here that would, w ithout total
itaria n control and interference in the lives of
cit izens, strike a death b low at poverty. We
shall consider this further tomorrow.

This present crisis, of which Liberals are
most intensely aware, is in fact a crisis of us
all, a crisis of freedom. It is not only Liberalism
that faces a crisis, but every kind of non
conformity, whether of politics, religion, or
literature. Every kind of opposition is facing
the crisis . Take the most recent example. The
Nationalists, disliking the idea of being on the
same electoral roll as Coloured people,
ordered them to be put on a separate roll; but
the Nationalists, disliking equally the idea of
sitting in the same Parliament as Coloured
people, ordered them to be represented by
white persons. Now comes along the Progres
sive Party, prepared to use this form of repre
sentation created by the Nationalists. But Dr.
Verwoerd is outraged; he warns the Progres
sive Party not to "in terfere" in non-white
politics. How then maya white person solicit
the support of Coloured voters? There is only
one answer. He must be a Nationalist.

I give the reply of the Liberal Party to Dr.

Verwoerd's warning. We have' no intention
whatever of heedinq it. We are not a "white"
Party, and we do not recognise "non-white"
politics. We recognise only one politics, and
that is the politics of South Africa, and that
means how to create a society out of our
diversity of peoples. We intend to pursue this
course as long as we are able.

"THIS SMILING MAN"
It is time white South Africans awakened

to the direction in which Dr. Verwoerd, this
benevolent and smiling man, is leading them.
He is promising them security at the expense
of everything that makes life worth liv ing. He
tells us that the race question is disappearing
from the scene, and th is in a country where
Sobukwe is jailed in definitely , where Mandela
is jailed for life, where Luthuli is confined,
where hundreds are in prison for continuing
political activities, where Mantanzima is feted
on the very Reef where not one of his own
people has any real liberty, where Indian bar
men are thrown out of their jobs because
their occupation has been reserved, where a
white person who is classified as Coloured has
no grounds of appeal unless he does it in 30
days.

Where are we going? We have recently
witnessed the unedifying spectacle of leading
Rotarians assuring the Prime Min is ter that they
stand four-square behind the Government.
What business is it of Rotary to support any
Government? These leaders have degraded
the id ea l of Rotary, and their motto should be
"sub servience before self". In any case Rotary
itself suffers from a lie in the soul, because it
is a colour-bar society in an international
organisation, like the International Arts League
of Youth, which is a colour-bar society with an
international name.

I not only ask where we are going. I ask
where Dr. Verwoerd is going. Is he losing his
grip on himself? Is it not a fantastic thing that
Dr. Verwoerd, when he is so anxious to unite
white people, should write to the Methodist
Church in such insulting language? And why
does he do it? Because he is beside himself
to think that after 16 years of Nationalist rule,
the Methodist Church of South Africa should
dare to elect an African as its President. But
the Methodist Church is in crisis itself, as
indeed a ll Christ ian churches are in South
Africa. Congratulations to the Diocese of Pre
tor ia on its decision to do away w ith racial
d iscrimination in stipends. But the other d io
ceses, and the other churches, including the

LIBERAL OPINION October, 1964 3



Methodist Church, have a long way to go.
When people stand aside and pity or execrate
the Liberal Party, let them remember that their
own crisis is no less grave. What could be
graver than the crisis of the Dutch Reformed
Church, which, though a Christian Church
affinns the colour bar, not merely within
society but with in the church. The Prime
Minister levels the charge of hypocrisy against
the Methodists. The truth is that the charge
can be levelled against a ll humanity, and not
least against the Prime Minister himself. The
important thing is not whether people and
organisations are hypocritical, but whether
they know they are and try to be less so. The
Liberal cnsis is merely the white spot that indi
cates the presence of a monstrous suppuration
throughout the whole body politic. This is not
primarily a crisis of law and order caused by
saboteurs, it is primarily a cr isis of freedom
caused by apartheid.

A CHALLENGE

I quote from the Christian Recorder of to
day. " If th is noble spirit of liberal th inking
and liberal living passes from the South
African scene we have harmed the future
a lmost beyond repair. We will have educated
and shaped a generation, perhaps two, w ithout
any knowledge of the liberal spirit in their
education and growth. That means that in 10
or 15 years' time, we will have a crop of
adults who have no knowledg e of the proper
relation between freed om and responsibility,
so important for the happiness of a nation and
its people." These are imp ortant words. The
editorial goes on, "we look to the churches to
maintain that high religion which causes the
liberal spirit to flower." Well, that is a chal
lenge, because sometimes churches try to
maintain the high religion, but they don't want
the liberal spirit to flower." I am reminded of
the saying of Samuel Butler who said it was
the greatest wish of English' parents that their
children would learn Christian principles and
their greatest fear that they would live by
them. We don't need lip service to the liberal
spirit ; we need people who will live by it.

Th~'s what we need, men and women
who WIll live by the liberal spirit. The days
('ITe dark, and I think Dr. Verwoerd and Mr.
Vorster will make them 'Y'et darker. But I think
it is a good sign that the Prime Min!ster is
provo'''en into insolence by the presence of
nonconformity. It shows--whatever the omens

may appear to be-that liberalism is a power
ful force, much more powerful than its pro
ponents. Never forget that. The, ideas don't
die, and they live in you. And while they live
in you, there's hope for our people' and our
country.

REPUBLICA
.CORRUPTISSIMA
THE STRANGLEHOLD OF
THE LAW

BY A LAWYER
The increasing regulation of life by law is

a phenomenon which all Western countries
have experienced this century. The "laissez
faire" policy of government has been ex
changed for one which demands a higher
d9g1ee of State intervention and regulation in
the interest of general welfare.

In South Africa the increased regulation of
life, especially in its economic aspects, is re
flected in laws dealing with wages, work con
ditions, financial institu tions and fac tor ies to
take only a few random examples. What dis
tinguishes our country from the many other
Western countries with which it shares these
developments is that legislative intervention in
this country is not restricted to the economic
sector of life but has encroached into other
spheres.

A SINISTER DEVELOPMENT
In the economic sphere an increa sed

measure of State control is obviously desirable,
but in other departments of life legal regulation
is a sinister development. The extent of the
invasion of law into non-economic areas of life
in South Africa is alarming, and the following
matters are subj ect, in a varying degree, to
leg a l regulation:
1. What people may read, write or say. The

control goes far beyond suppression of
pornographic material.

2. Marriage and sexual relations--between
whom these may take place.

3. What people may and may not be neigh
bours.

4. With whom people may associate-both
socially and politically.
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5. What work people may do and what work
they may not do.

6. With whom we may be educated-at
primary, secondary and university levels,

7. When people may live with their families
and when not.

8. What areas and places people may visit
and in which areas people may work or
live.

9. What people may not own land.
Thus to a greater or lesser extent, and cer

tainly to an extent unknown in Western demo
cracies, the law ,regula tes the mind and the
expression of its thoughts in words, family re
lations, matters of conscience, the use of skills
and abilities, and movement and association.
In the economic sector, also, regulation goes
much further than it does in Western demo
cracies. Th:s kind of situation was described
by Tacitus in the following terms: Corrupt
issima republica, plurimae leges--when the
State is most corrupt, the laws are most
numerous.

"CHOP OFF IDS HEAD"
It does seem that the legisla ture has de

veloped the habit of meeting nearly all situa
tions b y passing a law just a s the Queen, in
Alice in Wonderland , me t a ll situa tions by th e
injunction "Chop off hi s head". The Q ueen's
subj ects were, of course, always in a state of
fear, a nd th is is one of the dangers of over
burdening the subjects w ith laws. The la rg er
section of our people today fear the law and
its autho rity rests upon fear. The "Barrets of
Wimpole Street" may not b e a great play, b ut
it ha s a t le a st one grea t lesson: The authority
which induces respect is much greater than the
a uthority which induces fea r. May this lesso n
not be "writ larg e" and apply to the State?

The legal regulation described above
takes no account of the so-called security laws
of the Republic . Of these one of the most per
vasive is the mis-named Suppression of Com
munism Act , 1950. Under th is law the punish
ments of banning or house arrest (to mention
only some) are imp osed upon people without
a hearing and without the opportunity to
cha llenge the order in any way.

EVEN GOD HIMSELF .
In the early eighteenth century an English

judge said: "Even God Himself d id not pass
sentence upon Adam before he was called
upon to ma ke his defence. 'Ada m,' says God,
'where are thou? Hast thou not eaten of the
tree that thou shouldst not eat?' "

'rnus a nght assumed to be baSIC in
eighteenth century England is denied' in
twentieth century South Africa-not, it should
be noted, by a "security" law but by a law
permanently on the statute book. The Suppres
sion of Communism Act has been followed by
many other "security" laws too numerous to
describe here. The worst is, of course, the
90-day clause of the General Law Amendment
Act, 1963. According to the Supreme Court, a
detainee under this law is in the "protection"
of the Minister of Justice and the Department
of Prisons and the courts have no jurisdiction
in respect of him. Thus the detainee is in the
protection of the very person against whom he
has a complaint. It would be hard to find a
better instance of one person being constituted
accuser, prosecutor, judge and executioner.
The power vested in the Minister and his offi
cials b y la w is absolute and represents a total
denial of the principles of the Rule of Law.
The Rule of Law demands that the powers of
officials and the rights of the subject defined
by clear precise rules administered by the
ordinary courts. The 90-day clause is the very
definition of arbitrary power.

NECESSARY

It has often been cla imed that laws of the
kind just described are necessary for our
security. Everyone a grees that these are
times w hen, in the int erests of pea ce and order,
fundamen ta l freedoms have to be limited; b u t
on the circumstances in which limitation is
permissible and the extent to w hich freedoms
may be curbed, there is much less a greement.
It does seem to be recognised that in times of
war it is often necessary to curb the freedom
of the individual drastically. However, even in
war there must b e som e limitations on what
the executive may do. It is worth noting that
during the last war, although many people
were put into internment camps, it was not
found necessary or desirable to detain any of
them in solitary confinement. Internees enjoyed
the company of each other, were allowed
visits, recreation, reading and writing material
a nd other amenities.

In peace-time, "prima-facie", the suspen
sion or destruction of the rights of individuals
is not justified. Every Government which has
departed from the rule of law will claim of
course, tha t circumstances justify the suspen
sion of lib erties. This question cannot be de
cided by simply a ccepting or rejecting that
claim. The whole q uestion must be rationalised
by the formulation of rule s and principles.
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These rules or principles should deal with the
following important questions:

(a) The meaning of an emergency or
crisis which will justify the restriction
of our freedoms.

(b) What measures are justified in an
emergency or crisis.

(c) How the exercise of emergency
powers should be regulated or con
trolled.

A FEW GUIDING RULES

It is not possible to deal with such difficult
questions exhaustively, but a few guiding
rules suggested by experience in South Africa
and elsewhere may be offered.

1. A Government which produces unrest
by the enforcement of unreasonable or
inhuman policies is not entitled to de
scribe a situation of disorder resulting
from that enforcement as an emer
gency.

2. Generally, an emergency means open
disorder or lawlessness. When
peaceful conditions prevail, emergency
powers are not justified.

3. Emergency powers should not be in
troduced unless the ordinary laws
have proved inadequate. Moreover,
the inadequacy should not be due to
the enforcement of inhuman policies.
Very often, it is the Government which
makes ordinary laws inadequate, not
the people. It is apartheid which has
put such an enormous strain on ordi
nary laws.

4. The word emergency normally denotes
some temporary crisis. Weare bound
to be suspicious of emergencies which
go on for years. The Emergency Pro
clamation in the Transkei is now 3t
years old. "There is nothing as per
manent as the temporary".

5. Emergency measures must not be in
corporated into the permanent legisla
tion of the country-their duration
must be limited ab initio. They should
be emergency laws in form as well
as content. The Suppression of
Communism Act is a permanent law
which makes possible the permanent
subjection of the right of democratic
opposition.

6. Emergency measures should never be
barbaric or inhuman. There is some
thing radically wrong with a Govern
ment which cannot enforce peace and
order except by inhuman and barbaric
measures.

DISORDER - AN ANALOGY

A deeper question must now be discussed.
In discussing emergency powers we are apt to
assume that they prevent disorder. This is
true only in a very limited sense. They are
really designed to meet disorder when it has
arisen. Much confusion has been caused in
this country by the belief that drastic security
laws can prevent disorder. An analogy may
explain the point: Some years ago, a law was
introduced making armed robbery punishable
by death. The purpose of this law was 18
"prevent" armed hold-ups, which were becom
ing alarmingly frequent. A person may now
be hanged for demanding money from some
one at pistol point. There are no reliable
statistics, but it is very obvious from the news
papers that armed robbery has increased, not
diminished, since the law was passed.

The main reason for this is that the prob
lem has been conceived only in terms of
policing. Social deviation cannot be con
trolled purely by police measures. Attention
must be directed to, the underlying social evils.
The moral of this analogy is that wei expect
our emergency laws (pure, police measures) to
achieve what the law against armed robbery
has conspicuously failed to achieve. The error
is exactly the same-inattention to the under
lying; social situation.

LAW, ORDER AND JUSTICE

How can the State prevent disorder and
preserve its own security? This question may
be answered in broad terms. The reason why
our liberties have to be permanently restricted
in the interests of security is that the Govern
ment has recognised only the first two of the
three parts of the trinity-law, order and
justice. There is much emphasis upon law and
order but little upon justice. The trinity-law,
order and justice-is as old as civilisation, and
it is just because it is a trinity that it is fatal to
ignore one of its parts. To be more specific, it
is important to secure order through the law
and without order there can be no justice; but
it is equally important to secure justice through
the law because without justice there can be
no order. Here is a simple but fundqmental
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truth-the inter-relation of order and justice.
It is a truth that was recognised many hun
dreds of years ago by the Greek historian
Thucydides. In the Pelopponesian War he
makes Diodetus speak these/ words : "And we
should recognise that the proper basis of our
security is in good administration rather than
in fear of legal penalties."

Order and justice are like two sides of a
triangle connected by a third called law.
Remove any side and the stability of the others
is removed also. It is the lack of attention to
justice in South Africa which has made it
necessary to reduce drastically individual free
dom.

What do we mean by justice? This is too
big a subject to discuss here, but it may be
said briefly that attention to justice would
imply the elimination of the enormous in
equality between different classes of people in
the Republic. Gross and artificial political and
economic inequality is not compatible with
justice, and it is in this inequality that disorder
has it roots.

So far as justice is concerned apartheid is
a great Sahara. The "security" laws of this
country have been enacted to save apartheid
from inevitable failure. Apartheicli is a hydra
headed monster and one of its faces represents
oppressive laws. To g,et rid of these laws we
must get rid of the, whole growth.

HARD TIMES, GETTING
HARDER - PARTY
REPORT

In the three months since the last Liberal
Opinion appeared Liberals and liberty have
taken some hard knocks in South Africa. More
threaten.

The campaign of intimidation and arbit
rary action directed against Liberal Party mem
bers has gained great impetus since the be
ginning of July. On July 4th Republic-wide
Security Police raids were directed at a great
many South Africans, a great many of them
Liberals. During July and early August be
tween 20 and 30 Party members disappeared
into the silent terrors which lie behind the 90
day detention clause. Some of them after
being held for weeks, have been released
without there being any suggestion that they
had ever committed any offence. Others now

face charges under the Sabotage Act. These
matters are before the Courts, and this is not
the time to comment on them. It is the time to
comment on some other aspects of recent Gov
ernment activity, especially, but not only, as
they have affected and still threaten Liberals
and the Liberal Party very closely .

SAME OLD GRIND ...

Apart from members who have been de
tained, many have been interrogated by the
police. Four leading Party members have
been banned and confined, each of them for
five years. They are Peter Brown, National
Chairman; Walter Hain, Pretoria Chairman
and National Committee member; Dem psey
Noel, Pietermaritzburg member of the National
Committee, and Ann Tobias, Cape Vice
Chairman, and latest in a long series of
courageous CONTACT editors to be banned.
The banning of Peter Brown was followed by
a systematic police attempt to wreck the Party
in Natal. One part-time Party worker was
raided 12 times in a month, many members
have been threatened w ith detention, banning
or banishment. Every effort has been made
to terrorise the families of active members.
Police have visited ordinary members, one at
a time, and told them that, now that Peter
Brown has been banned, they needn't expect
to hold any more meetings in their areas and,
if they do hold them, they can expect trouble.

The response of Party members at alI
levels to these assaults has been quite mag
nificent. No doubt the Government hoped to
deliver a knock-out blow. It used the prevcdl
ing white South African mood of July to ban
Peter B~~, 'and it then set out to try to
frighten the Party into inactivity and colIapse.
It could hardly have, failed more dismalIy.

Protest meetings against the Brown ban in
Pietermaritzburg and the Natal country areas
have been very well supported and the
National Conference of October 10/11 was
attended by almost twice as many delegates
and observers as the 1963 Conference. The
public meeting which preceded the Conference
was packed ou t.

... SAME OLD STORY

These direct Government attacks on the
Party and its members are serious enough, but
there are other things threatened, or already
happening, which should be frighteningly
familiar to anyone even remotely aware of the
story of Hitler's Germany. During September
a strange coincidence took place. Chief
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Kaizer Mantanzima complained about white
interference in Transkei politics. What he
meant was that his opponents should stop
talking to people from outside the Transkei
whose general a ims they share. What he d id
not mean was that white officials of the Pre
tor ia Government should stop putting pressur e
on Transkei chiefs to make sure tha t they went
on supporting him, Mantanzima. In a ny event,
Nationalist Ca b inet Min ist ers immediately
took up the refrain, complaining pi ously of the
wrong which wa s d one to Non- White people
b y White p eople who meddled in their politics,
w hil e they are not a llowed to meddle in
"w hite" politics. Alan Paton gave the answer
to th is spurious a rgument in his addres s at the
National Conference . As he said then, the
imm ediate pre text for these Nationa list threats
a nd protests is the Progress ive Party 's partici
pation in the Cape Provincial Council Coloured
elections. But that is only the immediate
pretext.

"NO FURTHER NEED"
No doubt the Nationalists will b e glad to

get the Progressives out of the wa y in these
elections, but th ey a re probably more con
cerned ever the role Lib erals of all ra ces and
members of the Congresses have played for
ma ny years in spreading non-racial ideas in
their Bantustans, pres ent and prospective . They
are concerned over the b u ild -up of non-racial
opposi tion in what they would like to regard
as Na tiona list preserves, as well as in the
Natal Blackspots and other sectors where
Nationalist ideological mea sures have not ha d
the smooth, easy a nd silent passage they
would have liked th em to have. The National
ist a ssault on its opponents has moved from the
Communist Party, through the Congress Move
ment, on to the P.A.C. and the Liberal Party
until it has now reached the Progressives.
Hitler followed the same course at a faster
ra te than Verwoerd, but that the g oa l is essen
tially the same was made clear by Verwoerd
a t Bloemfontein on September 16th , when he
sa id he foresaw the time when the colour
prob lem would disappear from South Africa's
political life and went on, w ith a sinister
casualness, to remark : "When this g,oes there
will be no further need for the opposition
parties to remain in existence."

NEXT YEAR'S LAWS

The day after the Prime Minister dropped
th is hint , Mr. Vorster a nnounced that next year
laws would b e pa ssed to prevent Communists
fro m pract ising a s lawyers or from tea ching a t
schools or univers ities . At a stro ke of the pen
the work a nd livelihood of some of So uth
Africa 's most illustrious legal a nd academic
figures will b e destroyed. The authoritarian's
th irst for power is insa tia ble , a nd it is not con
fine d to Mr. Vors ter. Lesse r lights like power

. too. But power corrupts, and thi s corruption
seems to be seep ing through the ranks of the
Security Police, who are in the process of pro
d ucing a Gestapo system in which they appear
to be able to do pretty w ell a nything th ey like
and get away with it.

During September a young Indian: detainee
threw himself to his death from the "interroga
tion rooms" of the Security Police on the 7th
fleer of Johannesburg's police headquarters.
Within the last three months allegations of
treatment amounting to torture have been
smug,gled out o·f gaol by' more than one de
tainee. Others who have emerged from de
tention to be cha rged ha ve sworn a ffida vits
alleging that they have made sta temen ts to
the police a fter prolonged periods of ill-treat
ment. Faced with earlier a llega tions of police
b ruta lity, during the last Parliamentary session ,
Mr. Vors ter refused demands for a judicia l in
q uiry . His response to the allegations of the
last weeks was tha t "it was interesting to notice
tha t every person who was freed after a peri od
of de tention had told how decently they were
treated, but that those who appeared in Court
afterwards told how they were ill-treated. "
What coul d b e more sinister or cynical?

WE'LL TAKE THE LOW ROAD

This is the kind of remark the French
authorities used to make in Algeria. What
happened in Algeria left a scar on the soul of
the French people which has not healed yet.
White South African indifference to what is
happening in their country is leading, them
along the same road as that which, so recently,
brought the French people face to face, with
total moral bankruptcy.
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