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correctly, in the casecof allecged trecasonable conspiracy,
the crime is not constituted - the crime is constituted
not by virtue of the mere agrecement to bring about a
change in or a different kind of state, but to achieve
that object by means of violence. The emphasis in such
a case, he said, lay on the means to be employed rather
than the end sought to be achieved". My Lord, we would
submit that in this case, we do submit, that ;ﬁ was vital
for the Crown, if it had intended to make the case which
is now being prcsented to Your Lordships to have

pleaded it,

Now My Lord, Your Lordship will recall
that yesterday I stated that the Crown case as now
argued was not put to the Defence witnesses. In fact,
My Lord, Your Lordship will #£ind, in volume 68, in the
evidence of Mrs. Joseph, that thcre was certain ques-
tioning by Your Lordship the Presiding Judge, on lines
which somewhat obliquely if not directly, put the present
- the case as tht Crown now argues it. That is at pages
14519 to 14526. MNrs. Joseph dealt with it and denied
any such intontion or any sucn agrcement. aAnd the
sggnificant feature is, Ky Lord, that it was then not
taken up by the Crown. It had not been put by the Crown
My Lord tc th. witnesses who had given evidence prior to
Mrs. Joseph; it had not been put for instance to Dr.
Conco or Mr. Luthuli, and was certainly not My Lord put
to any witnesses who succeeded - pcople like Nkalipi,
Molaoa, Sibande, Ycngwa, Matthcws, volunteers - fio none.
And My Lord, if I may be permitted to say so, it wasn't

even taken up by the Crown. Your Lordship's trend of
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thought, as I understand it, was an exploration into the
possibility of this occurring.

MRk. JUSTIC:E BIKKEER ¢

What is that referecnce at 145197

MR. MAISSLS 3

It starts at 14519, and continues to
14526, My Lord. The gist of it is that the suggestion
is put by the learned Judge that - by His Lordship the
suggestion is put that the attitude of the Congress
movenent is put to lMrs. Joseph as a meuber of the Congrcss
of Democrats was that there would be no violence on
their part, but that their acticn might provoke violence
on the part of the government, and that the masses would
then rctaliate. She dealt with it, and denied it, My
Lord. Perhys I had better rcad the paragraph to Your
Lordship. It sbarted, MY Lord, in relation tc Kenya,
and then went on @
"Flowing from that, the condemnation of violence also
depends on the situation is that correct or not? ---
No, Ky Lord™.
"The blame is part (?) of the situaticn as the
Congress of Democrats secs it - if the government is

to blame in the ovinion of the Congress of Democrats,

would the Congruss not condemn viol:nce used against
such governaent? --- My Lord, whilc we night not have
gone so far as to actually in round terms condemn it,
I fceel that our line is ccntained in our own policy
which says, you must not use violence against the

gov.rnment, but whether we have gone so far as to condenmn
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violence in other situations of the oppresscd people

I wouldn't be preyared to sy. I know what we think
here, it.is so clcar here."

"You sce Mrs. Joseph, what I am asking you is this, that
we have a particular - or we had a particular setup in
this country. We have the fact of people called the
oppressaed people didn't have arms, YWe have a govern-
ment which was called a fascist governrment, who had the
power of the state behind it, the police. I am using
the words of thé cdocument - the Courts, and even if
nscessary the ariyy, So for ainy organisation to nake
any headway anongst the masses, it would be essential
to propagate a olicy of non-violcnce, not so? Because
it would be suicidal to propagate viole¢nce in those
circumstances. It depends on the situation whers you
are. And that is why I an asking you the question, to
test the rceal approach to the problem by yourself and
by the Congress of Denocrats, I arn putting to you the
difference betweegn the expressions of non-vislence in
this country, and the failurz on the face of the docu-
ments at lcast tnc failurce t5 condoin the violchee in
oth.r countrics where circurstanccs cxisted more or
less shall I say the same as herc, and whoere the
orpressed pople ectually were said to have used
violencc. Do you scc the conflict? --- I sce My Lord.
But that would suggest that non-violénce is purcly a
natter of ¢xpedicney in South africa. I have ncver
seen that horc, My Lorad".

"That is ny difficulty? --- Jever..."

"That is why I am putting it to you? --- I can see wherce (9?)
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Your Lordship is rcading, but My Lords I have never
szen it as a mattcr of expediencyg. I agree My Lord
that it is the correct method for South africa, but

I have never scen it in the cynical sense of expediency."
"Wow take the casc if I may go one step - of China, which
is a country which has been r:ferred tc &n a2 number of
documents, and which has been h.ld up to th. oppressed
pecorle as a country which has reached a stage of libera-
tion that ought tc be admited. Now I think we can
assumc the fact that the lib:2ration of China did not
take place in a ncn-violent manncr? --- Thet is so, My
Lord".

"Yes. Now did thc Congress »>f Democrats ever in put-
ting up China as &n example of a constitution to be
adopted - I am putting it squarely in that form - in

the interests of tho oppressad people, did they ever in
the samc breath ccndemn the violence that took place in
China? --- No, My Lords, it 1id not anyrore that we
specifically condecun the violénce in the French Revolu-~
ticn, but neverthclsss we uphold the principles that
cmerge from tht Frunch kevoluticn, the whole: world has,
My Lord".

"Yes, well, it is for th.t reason that I an r.clly
asking you tht quistionn. Did the point of view as
regards non-violcnce, was thi: not a point of view which
dercénded on the circumstances? --- Not in ny under-
standing of it, My Lord. I would rakc. one point, and
th:t is, ly Lords, in the Congruss of Dcmocrats,
generally speaking, they are only ccnec.rned with the

situation in Soutl. africa. /¢ did not I think ever have
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a foreign policy es such. In fgc? we nade i1t clear
aining
from the beginning we werc not able to be a parliamen-
tery party, for which it would be necessary to put
forward specific rolicy, an economic policy, a foreign
policy. We had a limited purpose, which was to assist
in what we saw the liberation of South africa and the
granting of universal franchise. That is why I anm
finding it difficult },, Lords to think in terms of a
specific policy in these matters (?) of the “ongress of
Democrats. From time tc time at our confoersnces where
an issue was very much in the minds of people, a
rcsolution will be passed on a spécizic issue, but
really My Lord we did not h.ve a broad policy in these
matters." Question of shall I say relative violence.
"Did the Congress of Democrats support the principle of
the African National Congress that in order to achieve
its aims it may be nccessary to engage in e Union wide
struggle? --- In a Union wids pcaceful struggle, yes,
My Lord".
"A Union wile stay at home? --- Stay at houe, yes".
"I didn't s2y « « « o . . o I szid strike? --- I an
sorry I thouzht ycu said straiggle".
"A Unicn wide strike? --- Yous, My Lord".
"Did it support that? --- Yes, My Lord, it dia".
"Did the Congress also accept the view thit the govern-
ment which it called = fascist government, would not
collapse anld instcad of g.anting rights would becone
more and more hard? --- Yes, iy Lord, we 2ccepted that,
it was a realistic view of thc situation, we¢ knew that".

"Did the¢ Congress realise thit in the case of an
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ultimate strike, which would be an indication of failure
of any negotiaticns prior to that, that therc might be
violence used by the state to break up the strike? —---

My Lords, I am having a littlec difficulty with the use

of the word strike as against a stey at home, where
pcople remain peacefully in thelir hounes on a very vast
scale",

"WWhat do you understand the difference tc be between a
strike and a stay at homne? --- 4 strike to me, My Lord, is
sorzething waich relates more to a specific industry, a
national stoppage of work to me has a wider term, when
peorle stay at hone",

"A strike, a bigger strike? --- It is again more an
sxpression of disapproval in winich people stay at honme .
It is difficult, if in fact a stay at home is carried out
in a highly discirlined manner, in w.ich people remain
in their hcomes, then it is difficult to see how armed
interference could rcally arise.s It is nnt a question

so much of picketing where there ray be clashes, but of
people staying at Lownch,.

"Well assume there are arrests on a large scale, even by
the arny, strikes being illezzl in the viow of the state..
--- Only illcegal in curtain cases with certein people.

4 stay at home in itsclf is not Iy Lords illegal wunless
it affcects the essential sorvices. It is not an
organised strike in a factory, which is illegal, it is
different, .1y Lord".

"Well, as far as I undecrstool the c¢vidence so far,

1\

it was part of the policy of the African "ational

Congrass that it would go as far as univ.rsal or a
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nation wide strike, a stay a2t home? e-- Yes, in order
to acnicve it if nece-sary". "These were envisaged as
being possible even amongst our own menbers. We are in
fact here today My Lords..."

"And in that case if there ware ever a strike on that
scale, and there were arrests on a darge scale, did the
Congress of Democrats envisazge thce possibility of
violunce occurring, resistance of arrest? --- No, My
Lords, becaus. thet has not bsen the policy of the
Congress as a whole, no, My Lori",

"It is not what the policy was, but what the Congress
would envisage would happen? --- That should be something
which we would try to prevent, My Lord".

"Was there a likelihood of it haprening? --- My Lord,

a likelihool is recally in terms of how likely it is
possible,; or how near is the possibility of a nation
wide stay at hone".

"Well, I am putting it on the basis that once therc is
a nation wide strike it must have appcared to the
Congress alliance tnyt nothing else could do anything,
could achiev: anything. It would presupposc a situation
of the government being as hard as & rock? --- Yes, Iy
Lord™.

"And the Congress alliance being as determined as
anything? --- Yaes".

"That situation must be prcesupposed before one thinks
of a nation wide strike? --- Yes".

"Now in that atmospheéere, having regard tc the fact

that the government of the day is as herd as a rock,

an. thé Congréss alliance is det.rmined to carry on,
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what would thc Congress of Democrats or you for that
matter, what would you envisage might harpen? --- 1
envisage that there might be as you say arrests, but I
saw it and I think others ton, that if that situation
could bc brought about, it would not be of very dong
duration. Our pecople might have to suffer during the
time that the prussure would be on the population as a
whole, It would not be of ver; long duration. Our
reople might have to suffer luring that tine. But the
pressure would be on the population as a whcle, because
the country wouldn't be able to continue and therefore
negotiations would be the result. That is how we saw
it, My Loris, the people mi_ht have to suffer imprison-
ment, that is true, Ny Lord",

"And blood flowing? --- Yes, We have made that clear too
to our people, that even nan-violent nethods might nog
be able to prevent violence being used against us., We
said that repeatedly, My Lori",

"And if the strike is on a nationwide scale, would you
exclude violence coizpletely by the masscs against the
authorities if there were arrests? —--- That would be the
instruction, My Lord®.

"But what do you envisage? -- To re¢sist provocation".
"What do you envisagc in that, if I may call it, final
plan? --- My Lord, I envisage it this way, that we would
nct embark upon scizething of this nature which would be
of such & vast character unless we had gnod rcason to
believe that our reople would be disciplined. We
wouldn't go intc it rashly, .Jdy Lord."

"That must be the hope? --- Yes, it wculd be".
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"But the expectation, what would be the expectation? ——-
The expectat.ion wculd have t> depend upon thé circun-
stances at the tire, I don't think I could rcally answer
that",

"Assume that thc rosition woaild be that the Congress
alliance rcached that stage, but it was determined to
carry on with the nation wide strike, knowing that the
government was ademant, and realising also the clash
wculd be short because of the organisation of the
Ccn:zress alliance, and if I may put it also, realising
that although there may be some blcod it would be small
compared to a naticn wide clash, and it would be of very
sizort duration before victory would be achieved, would
that be in line with the Congrcéss of Democrats policy?
—=-- My Lord, I don't think that at any time one can
exclude a possibility, because we have said that over
and over again, but I don't think that we will be justified
in going forward with such a plan - I don't think we would
be justified in gcing forward with such a plan, saying
tc ourselves yes, ‘¢ know that there will be sone
casualties, "ut wcedon't regard that as important in view
of the ¢nds to be achicved. That My Lord, would to me,
be a violation of our policy, it would be, because we
must always go forward wit'. the conscious determimtion
to w=void bloodshed. We have never been able to give
that guarantee, but it is fundamental to our policy,

My Lord, that we den't engage in activities waich we

are convinced arc going to l:ad to bloodshed, even if

it is small, I put it that wzy, My Lord."

"I am asking this question t2 sce hew your evidence about
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the fundamentals of your policy can be reconciled with
the hard facts of 1ife? -~ My Lord, the fundanmentals
of our policy cgirge reconciled to the hard facts of
life in India. It took a long time, they can be
reconciled, I believe it, My Lord,"

And then therse is a discussion, further
questioning by Ycur Lordship, perhzps I will just
concluie it, and then Mr. Licbenberg took it up again.

I mean he took up his cross-esxamination, he aidn't take
this up. Just tc conclude it up to the time when Mr,
Liebenberg, who weas then cross-examining, took over,
Your Lordship then procceded :

"Ixcept thiérce may be this difference in India between
India and this country, that the very idea of non-violence
was propagated by Gandhi, is an adea which according to
the cvidence as such has rnot been propagated to the same
extont in the same particular manner? --- It started
here, My Lord".

"Yes, I an now talking about the evidence beforc us. Do
you follow what I mean? --- Yes, I do, but I mean Gandhi's
first experiment was in Southdfrica",

"And sscondly the type of state that Gandhi night have
wanted might not be quite the same type of state that
the Congress allianc.. want? --- My Lord, I can't clain
of crurse to be an expert on India or on Gandhi or on
others - others arc much better gualified than I, I
have always undcrstrcod that 3andhi's aim was to seck
liberation forhis people to iccide for themselves what
kind of state they want. That My Lord is in effect

the ain of the Congress moveaent herc, sc that I sce a



236139,

great similarity, My Lord, but I must say that I don't
claim to be so well informed about Gandhi®.

and that was the end of that. Now, My
Lord, it may be, and it probably is, that because MNrs.
Joseph, if I may say so with respoct, Ky Lord, we have
te argue this matter later on a different aspect of the
case, had answercd Ysur Lordship's difficultics satisfac-
torily, that thc Crown didn't pursue it. What is most
si,nificant My Lord, is that it is put - it is not put
to a man likc Matthews,

Mh. JUSTIC.L BukKwh @

Wasn't it put to Luthuli? The idea that
if they go on with the¢ir unconstitutional, illegal action,
that was the line that was being developed, the goverament
would have to act?

MER. MAISJSLS @

But now tho idea, Vy Lord 4ee
ME.. JUSTIC.. BAKKER $

And didn't Luthuli concede tha} there
was a possibility of retaliaticn?

Mik. MAISJLS

Yes, My Lord, but in a different context.
If Y ur Lordship rleases, cn2 is dealing with tho situa-~
tion not as part cf 2 plan, not as a part of planncd
retaliations

ME. JUSTIC. EJEKWE

I don't understand when you say it
wasn't put to Luthuli. This was canvassed with Luthuli.

MF. MaIlosLS 2

as Your Lordship plcascs, not as part
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of a conspiracy, not as part of the planned ccnspiracy.
e will deal, My Ioxrd, in great detail ...
Mk. JUSTICi BaXKK.uE @

Dc you mean there is a probability?

Mh. MAIS.QL3

Yes, as something that might happen.

ME. JUSTICsS RUMPFF @

Incidentally, the same approach, I think
arpears from the questions put by me to Helen Joseph.
The expectation, not the plan. The questions put to her
wure directed to find out what were the expectations of
the Congress of Demnocratse

MR, MaIS£LS @

That is why, My Lord, I said it has been
put somewhat obliquely, becausc what Ycur Lordship was
really dealing with, was what is the sort of thing that
night happen in this plan that you have, your non-
violent plan. What are the sort of thin.s that might
heppen. Not on the quoestion, My Lord -« Your Lordship

will apprcciatC..,

MER. JUSTICS 3.aIl .k

Wecll, I want t ask you about Luthuli
againe This cross-examination turns, - I am not quite
satisficd that it was just as a matter of probability,
because it aros¢ cut of the Programme of action. That
was their method of canpaigng That Prograrme of Action
envisaged what the Crown saild was unconstitutional
action, and it then gave rise - why do you say it is
divorced of a plan if tais cross-c¢xonmination flows

from an analysis c¢f the Irogranme of action?



23641,

ME. MAISSLS @

May I put it this way, My Lord. The
case is a conspiracy which had taken into account all
these things, this is something that ycu h d planned
in advance. You had planned this progression, this
centingent retaliation, as we have called it. Now that
has n ver been put. What has been put, My Lord, is
that if the police or the aray or the government under
certain circumstances does tais, uses force, do you
cxpect that the nasses will rcotaliate, Purely, as a
matter of expectation, purely as scrmething that might
harpen, which Iy Lord, with respect is not the case.
My Lord, may I put it this way. Y-ur Lordship will
recall how Professor Matthews was led. He was led most
carcfully. Notwithstanding ay lecarned friend Mr.
Hoexter's somewhat 4 , 4 ¢ ¢+ ¢« « ¢ o in regard to
Professor lugshaews, when he said he knew enough about
the policy to be a co-conspirator but not enough about
the policy to be & reliable witnuss, notwithsetanding that,
My Lord, anl that will be dealt with in i$s proper place,
herc is a man who has been associated with the African
National Congress for many y2ars, and who in fact, My
Lord was the chairnan of the drafting conmittee of
the Frogramiie of Action - he must have been in any plot,
nobody can argue that. Ve certainly would have led hin
cn this plot idea, but it ncver occurred to us, My Lord.
It ncver occurrcd to us that this was the case. And
certainly, ¥y Lord, it was n:ver put in so many words,
this is what you &arce planning, this is the plotl

Indeed, My Lord, so far - Your Lordship put to me the
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Programme of Acticn as being theé methed, and I agree.
Your Lordship will appreciate that the Prograrumie of
Adction isn't ¢ven in the violence particulars.

MR. JUoTIC.S BuEKIL @

Leave that aside for the noment,

MR. MaISaLS :

Whici shows, My Lorc, how far it is
renoved from ...

ME. JUSTIC . BiKK&hL @

Just tell me this, Mr. Maisels, It is
common cause, I think, that the African National
Congress rclied on the Programme of Action as its m.ans
towards achicving its ends,

MR, MAISLLS @

I go furthar, My Lords, it is not merely
common cause, that is our case.

MR, JUSTICs BuKKER ¢

Righte 11, as the Crown developed the
cross—~exanination, based on the means to be employed,
why shouldn't that be rigardad, as far as the African
National Congress is ¢ ncerned, as the plan?

ME. MAISwLS

Ny Lord, wita rcspect, the Irogramme of
Action is the neansof implemantation of the either
innocent or eévil jlot. Now, when onc deals with it
as a plot, thtén cnc uts to the person whose evidence
is being attacked, the terms of that plot. The terms
of that plot béing the following - not mercly that
socrething might haypen, but that this is what you

are working towards, what you have agreed to work towards.
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The fundamental distinction ily Lord between having
~greed to do something, - we agree to hold a meeting.
It is possible thrt when we hold = meeting somebody
may come 2nd brenk it up e

Mh.. JUSTIC.; BIKKSE ¢

Yes, but on that line of thought, if
as & notter of proability - ind this is what th: Crown
puts up - if as o martter of probability on the neans
which you arce gecing to émploy certain results might
follow, could it not be suggaested that those results,
being probablc, should have becen foresecn?

MR, MaISsLS ¢

Nc, My Lord, with respect, we will
de~l with that in a scparate chapter of the argument,
whether it should be forusecn or note

ML, JUSTIC.o BuKKokh ¢

I an on the question of whether this
was cross—examination on the plan,

MR, MAISSLS

I suy he has aot been cross-examined on
the plan, because, My Lord, Your Lordship will zppre-
ciate - because the retaliation is planned, it is
intended, it is not a quéstion My Lord of something
th-t nay or may nct flow, it is an intended thing.

MR, JUSTICE B.KK&E ¢

Ire Crown has suggested, they may have
said well, wc never intended that particular result,
but if in law or if in fact it is quite clear that the
natural probable consequences is this rasult, you

can't be herd to say it wasn't intended.
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MR, MaISHLS :

My Lord, that is not, if Y :ur Lordshi
pleascs - if the matter is put on the basis that you had
a non-violent plan to overthrow, but incidentally this
werks in as a probable consegquence, that is a different
nmatter entirely.

Mh, JUSTICs BJKKik

Isn*t th.t what the Crown tried to do in
its cross-examination, and put that to Luthuli?

MR. MaIS.LS :

Ycs, My Lord, but with respect that is
not the plan which is aow relied on as the case, That
was why, My Lord, I was at pains to refer Your Lordship
to the way this originally arose from the Crown argunent,
why I was at pains to draw Your Lordship's attention
that this plag, as now plannad, was never pleaded. My
Lord, I didn®*t intend at this stage of the argument to
go into the gquestion of the probabilities, and I don't
intend to, because that is a differcnt wetter entirelye.
I am merely saying that it is not specifically put as
part of a plan to any a4.N,C, witness, My Lord, Your
Lordship will appreciate that that is not essential,
even if it had been put, it docsn't destroy the
validity of <this yecint, because it is still not pleaded.
It is not pleaded at all. Now My Lord, a case which
was referrcd to, eagain many y.ars ago, My Lord but
which is relcvant ~n this as) ct of the ratter, is
the wellknown casc of Rex vcrsus alexander, reported
in 1936, a.D. p. 445. That was a case, My Lord, in

which certain directors of 2 company had been charged



1 23645.

with fraud, and the Indictment set out the particular
fraud, company fraud, and thay were found guilty of a
species of fraud, bribery, waich it was contended in
the Court below, was not covered by the indictment.
Your Ladship may remember thit casc. It was what was
known =2s thoe Doornhock case, the Doornhoek fraud., That
case, - the casec came bcefore the late Mr., Justice Solomon,
and he complimented Counsel who appeared for the Crown,
the late Mr. Justice Milne, on the brilliant manner in
wiich he had adapted himself to the changing aspects of
the case, Now My Lord, thers is no doubt that my
learned friend has adaptad himself to the new situation
in the light of the fact that the evidence completely
fails to establish what is set out in the indictment,
but the question is whether the indictment covers it.
At page 457 of the Judgment, tho Chief Justice, when
the appeal was allowed on the simple basis that the
indictment didn®*t cover what was the charge of which
the Aocused were found guilty, His Lordship says this :
"What is the object of an Inlictment? Its real purpose
is to inform the ifccused in clecar and unmistakable
language what thc charge is or what the charges arc
which he has to m¢c¢t. It rnustn't be framed in such a
way that an Accuscd person has to guess or puzzle out
by piecing sections of the indictment or portions of
sections together what the r2al charge is with - which
the Crown intends t» lay agsinst him." And than at
page 464 His Lordship Mr. Justicc Curlewis, in a
concurring Judgment said this : "Hzad the indictment

intended to charge a fraud of this nature, that is by
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brivery, it would haive been so simple and easy to have
alleged it". Now My Lord, if the Indictment in this
case had intended to charge a case of vicloent overthrow
in the way now suggested, wouldn't it have been casy

My Lord to have said so? VWhat would have been the
difficulty? +4nd we subnit, Jy Lord, that this is a case
where initially the Crown has not attempted, not even
attempted to make the case which is set out in the
Indictment. What the crown has sought to do is to make
a casc which is not sc¢t out in thc Indictment at all,
and we subnmit, My Lord, that initially Your Lordships
should find that the charge does nct cover the case

as now presented to Your Lords..ip, .The Crown has in
effect admitted its failure to prove the case which we
had to meet. We submit, My Lord, that by putting up
this case, it has really admiticd its failure to prove
the only case which we have at any time been called
upon to meet. and that was the case that we plotted
violently to overthrow the state. That was the only
case, My Lord, and that mcant by dircct action, not by
contingent reteliation. and this isn't a case, My Lord,
where the Crown hes proved part of which is alleged

and argucd that such part is sufficient to sustzin

a conviction. In our subnmission, Ky Lord, it is a

case of introlucing entircly new allegations at this
stage of thoe argument. Your Lordships would recall
this too, I think, that if there had been any question
of a cenviction based on the overthrow of the state

by means of a passive resistance or economic pressure,

the wholce casce would have been conducted on & different
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basis, and Your Lordship will recall that in the abscnce
of the Accused ccrtain evidence was sought to be
introduced which was thought to bc relevant to this
issue, - I an sorry, iy Lord, in the absence of Counsel.
At volume 70, My Lord, page 14947, at line 12, the
Accused Kathrada was lcading the witness Cac.uaalia, and
he put this question :

"There has becen scme suggestion that where a disen-
franchiscd pceople struggle in an extra-parliamentary

and unlawful manner it shows an intention tc overthrow
the government by violence',

By Your Lordship ¢ "I don't think that is the suggesgion
by the Crown that merely by cextra-parliamentary struggle.
By accusecd Kathraca : "I didn't say 'merely' My Lord".
By Your Lordship :¢ "That is what you implie¢d in your
question, that that shows an intention to overthrow

the governnent by force and violence, Nobody suggests
that",

B Accused Kathrada: "My impression was that the Crown
does suggest that when the Congress have used extra-
parliamentary and unlawful n:thods, they wer.in a
canmpaign to overthrow the governuent by ferce and
violence".

"By Your Lordship: "No, you ire mixing up two things.
The usc of extra-rarliamentary nethods mey b: for sone
purposc, it may be to incrcase wages or it may be to
achi.ve a new state, in which case, depending on the
circunstances, it might be argucd that the use of
extra-parlianmentary metheds, if these methods are

intended to be used with violence, and for the purpose
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of overthrowing the state, that those¢ methods are said
to havcé been used to overthrow the state. It has not
been suggested thet the use of unconstitutional, illegal
and extra-parlianentary methods indicates the intention
to overthrow the state, it depends on the purpose for
which those methods ars used,"

and one final reference on that point,
My Lord, page 14958, Your Lordship Mr. Justice Bekker
made it quite cleer, and Your Lordship said t.ils :
"Mr. Szthrada, there is scmething I would like you to
ccnsider, I come back to admissions made by Mr. Maisels
on behalf of the Lefence right at the outset, that the
organisations mentioned by hinm worked together to over-
throw the governnent or to change the government, Well,
tc work together to get a new government, I'll put it
that way, Now the gquesticn between theDefence and the
Crown is whother that was with or without violenceq and
whether the state was being aimed at. To what extent,
and bearing in mind the cross-cxamination of Mr. Maisels
ccnducted against Irofessor Murray, I would like you to
consider the quustion to what ¢xtent it is relevant in
vicw of the admissioh and in view cof the issuc betwoeen
the Crown and the Defence, to trace in this close detail
the history of the Asiatic Bills in South Africa and the
various forms of passive resistancc. I don't know
whether I have made myself clezar, but I would like you
to consider that. If you think it is relevant, then you
must carry on. The issue really between you and the
Crown is violcnce".

That was the way the case was ccnducted.
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The issue was viclence. Are you going to try to
achicve your aims by violence or not, and tlat was
the only case.

ME. JU-TIC. BiiKER

Arising out of that, lir. Maisels, I
want to put this difficulty to you, that I have.
Leave aside for the moment whether the Crown has
provaed the facts or not. The question is whether the
Indictment is wide enough to cover this particular
issue, Now look at paze 5 of the Indictment, "advocating
andpropagating unconstitutional and illegzal action,
including the useé of violence, as a neans of achieving
the aforesaid objects of the conspiracy". Now
assuming these to be the facts, whether theyv are proved
or not can be dealt with lateron, assuming thr.e people
say we arc going bo overthrow this state, and what we
are going to do, we are going to embark on unconstitu-
tional means, The state will probably use violence.
If the state uses violence, #e use violence. Assunming
that is the agrocerenty Would not this allegation be
wide enough to cover that setup?

ME. MAIS.JLS

"ith respect not, My Lord. Your Lord-
ship will rccall yesterday 1 suggested that if that
was c¢nvisaged, the a’legaticn should be unccnsetifutional

(1lcading ?)

action,s7 ¢ . to violence,

MR. JUSTICS BaKKsR

Why? On the plain wording, if we
agree, 1if the state uses violence, wc use¢ violence.

And the indictnent says, advocating unconstitutional
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action, including the use of violence..

MR, MaISELS :

My Lord, may I jwt take it halfway.
Why don't the Crown say that?
MR, JUSTIC. BusiKLR

The question is whether the Crown has

said so,

ME. MaISELS :

I say they haven't.
MR. JUSTICEZ BJIKKEK :

Because you say the use of violence does
not include action leading to violence, Now on the
example I have put to you, if the state uses violence,
we use violence,

Mh. MAaISILS

My Lord, wmay I put it this way, That is,
as I have put it originally, that is contingent violence.
That is not incitement to violence, on the ccntrary, That
is not incitenent to viclence,

ME. JUSTIC. RUMEFF s

Ycu nean it is not a conspiracy?

MR, MaISJLS

Yes, it is not a conspiracy to incite by
- to violence} This is conspiracy, My Lord, we are
dealing with, this is the plan, This is the agreemeat.
It isn't things that might or might not happen.
MR. JUSTICL RUMPEFF 3

May I put it perhaps this way. Your
violence is obviously the cerncrstcne in the case,

because it says so in Part B, It says that the charge
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is that they consyired with 2ach other tc overthrow the
state by violcence. That is the charge. New in regard

tc the method of violence to be cmployed, the indictment
then go.s on and says the object to cverthrow by violence
renains constant, The means to do this, that is the
neans to acquire the overthrow by violence, the means to
be employed, are sc¢t out then, it is the Congress of

the Feople, to reccruiting for violence - that was a
positive allegation which mizht support the charge by

the Crown, the basic charge; and then (iii) is advocating
and propagating unconstitutional and illegal action,
including the use of violence, as a nmecans of achicving
the aforesaid object, the conspiracy, How it is

arrived at for the moment I am not concerned with, I
mersely say it mcans apparently that the agreement was

to propagate uncenstitutional and illegal action, thereby
to overthrow by violence - exactly how that follows I

ari not concerncd with 2t the momentyg but that scems to

be the meaning of this, And then organising and
participating in varicus campaigns against existing

laws, inciting to illegal and violent resistance against,
the adwministration - that shows a type of violunce which
is allcged as was contemplatad in the conspiracy, a

t-pe of violence,; a violent resistance .ee

M. MaISLLS @

In particular circuunstances.

MR. JUSTICX RUMPFF

Yes, the Native Risettlement Act and so

on. I am asking you this b.causec of Western arcas herec.
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Mh, MNaISELS

Yes, My Lord, that is (a).
MR. JUSTICE RULEFF

The allegation herc¢ then being that
there was a conspiracy tc overthrow by violence, one
of the nmceans of viclence tc be used was - to overthrow
the state was to organise a campaign in which there
should be violcnce.

MR. MAIS.SLS 3

In other words, My Lords, as I recad it,-
perhaps I am wrong, - take Wastern Arceas « when the polic
come to move you, you attack,

(R} JUSTICSE RUMPFF

Promoting discontent, that is all part
and parcel of the whole, to get somebody to be violent,
Advocating Marxisr, And then (vii) Preparing and con-
ditioning the population of the Union of South Africa,
more particularly the non-~uripean sdcticn thereof,
for the overthrow by violence. Now this certainly does
not indicete violence by the association, by the
organisationg.s

MR. MAIS&LS @

Nc, My Lord, violcnce - what I'mean is,
My Lord, I hopc I haven't beon misunderstood - I
accept that this r.cans violence by the¢ nmasses, I accept
that, but that is not my point,
ME. JUSTICs RUMPFF

No, I am putting this to you because

of the refercnce to direct violence and not oblique
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viclence or contingent violence. This is as far as
the pleading is concerned, this indicates the manner
by which the Accused through the associations or
organisations as will appear later, conspired inter
alia, that violence would be uscd through the masses
tc overthrow,..,

Mhk. MAISZLS @
/o

Qearly, My Lord,.
Mk. JUSTIC.. RUMPFF

New apart from the particulars and
apart from anything e¢lse, apart from the facts of this
case, on a charge like this, if it were rroved that
three conspirators came togefher and said look, we must
cducate the masses - or three hundred for that natter -
but a numbcer of peopls got together and sz2id we nust
educate the masscs to use violence to overthrow the
state, that might or might not be high treason.,,

ME. MAISsLS

My Lord, that would certainly be covered.
MR, JUSTICE RUKPFF :

Covered by tais Indictment, yes.

MR. MAISELS

Trat would be under {(vii).

Mhk. JUSTICs RUMEFI &

Th.t is the acme of the Crown case then,
apart from direect vioclonce by nembers of the organisation
or volunteers, that the masses were to be used to
do (?) violénce tc overthrow the state. Now the
rcfercences to violunce to which you have referred us in

the Particulars, arc references rcally that have the
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the following background - I am rutting this to you -
the sumnmary of facts was given to indicate, tc form the
basis to indicatc to the accused on what the Crown
relics for its allegaticn that therc was a conspiracy
of the nature alleged and the adhercnce thereto.

M . MAISSLS

No, My Lord, that it was the¢ policy ...

M. JUSTICE RUMPFF @

No, the Summary of Facts.

MR. MAISELS :

I an sorry, Iy Lord
M. JU3STICZ RUMPFF

Iam coming to that, It says that the
- the Sumnary of Fagts says that the Crown intends to
prove the existence of the conspiracy from ths facts
alleged hore;, and it is set out. Now that is the
conspiracy alleged. Now then the Crown rcefers to the
organisations, inter alia, and policy, 4nd it says
herz at page 57, (8)(a), in relatinn to the conspiracy
that it was part c¢f the policy of ¢ach of the organisae
tions mentioned in paragraph 5 and 7, above, to achieve
any one or more of the fcecllowing obj.cts, to subvert and
overthrow thc state, to make active preparation for a
violent revolution against tha state, to disturb,
impair ¢r endangc¢r the security and authority of the
state - cnd so it goes on, Violent revolution is
referred to, z2nd to subvert and overthrow the state,
that n-:ans by viclence. Now then there was the argument
after tiis document was handed in, about how the

Accused are going tc know really what the case is against
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them, how must they prepare their case, in view of the
mass of docuiients and specches relied on.

ME. MAISSLS

My Lord, if Your Lordship would just
turn to page 59, sub-paragraph (iii) - save for saying
e« ¢ o o o s o o o o « o from the facts set forth in the
sunmary of facts, the prosecator is unable to state,.es

MR, JUSTIC: RUMPFF

Yes, particularly con the question of
violence. Then, having regard to the violence alleged
by the Crown, the overthrew by violenes, and having rcgard
now to the organisational policy as alleged in the
Sunmary of Facts, the argument was addressed to the
Court along the lines that the accused should know,
where to look in this vast mass of evidence, Then the
Court ordered, as follows ¢ The Crown howeveris or.ered
to inform cach iaccused upon which facts, speechss and
docunents it relies in support of its inference that it
was the policy or part of the policy of each of the
organis~tions nenti ned, in the sumuary, to use wviolence
against the state, Then the Crown deals with what it
says is the violence on which it reliesgq and you have
the use of the words - yes, the next is the liberation
novenent - then we come to paze 156, 3(a)(i) - that is
dealing with the a4.N.C. - the a.N.C. accepted and
propzxgated the view that the new fernm of state desired
by then was to be achieved by extra-parliamentary,
unccnstitutional and illegal actin, including the
use of violence, and that th: population of the

Union of South ifrica, more particularly the
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non-Buropean sacticn thereof, had to be prepared and
conditioned for the overthrow of the s tate by violence.
That is a reference back in more or less the same terms.
And then it goos on, and it deals with the other featurcs.
Now at this stage the case of the Crown was violence,

w ich on these particulars to which I h.ve now referred,
seen to indicate that the Crown alleged that it was

the policy of the organisution, and thercfore the

accused, to prepare the masses for violence.

VR, MiIS_LS @

To prepare tiem for the overthrow of
the state by violence.

MR. JUSTICS RUMPFF 3

Now in regard to the nature of this
violent allegation or the nature of the violence here,
the Crown sets out the documants on which it relies
and the speechés, That is a description by way of
reference to the documents of the violence to bs used
by the population, by the masses - that is how I take
it, if you read theplcadings.

MR. MAISELS :

They say we are going to infer this
from these documcnts.

MR, JU>TICJ RUNEPFF

They are going tc infer that the A.N.C.
wanted the masscs to commit viol nce at some stage, and
we are goin- tc infer that from these documents and
these specches.

MR. MAISLLS

May I just intcerrupt for a nmoment, My Lord,
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that nmcans to train them to use violcnce at the
proper time.

MR. JUSTICs RUILFF

Yes, educate them. Now was there any
further request in regard to the nature of the violeénce
to be used by the masses, on which the Crown relies?

MR. MAISLLS @

I think in the original rcquest we asked
then that, and they said violcence against the state.

MR. JUSTI ¢ RUMEFF

What I am thinking of -~ in regard to the
nature of the violence, not at which 1t is to be
directed, but ...

Mhk., MAIS&LS

Your Lordship mc¢ans did we ask the
gquestion is this violence

M., JULTIC. RUMPFF :

Not necessarily by giving the Crown an
cxanple of what it is to be, but was there a question
in re¢gard to what the Crown suggested its case was in
regard to the viol.nc. to be used by the masses?

Mh. MATISZIS @

The kind of viole¢nce?

M. JUSTICS RULIPFF ¢

The kind of wviolence.

MR, MaISsLS

oo

Nc, other than in the original request
to
I think Ky Lord, which led up/this order, but not again

2fter this, because ...
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MR. JUSTIC. RUMPFF s

Then presumably one expected the kind
of violence - if you deal with the preparation for
viclence, then onc expected the kind of violence to
be disciiosed from the documents and speeches
referred to,

ME. MaIS_LS :

That is, My Lord, now - yes, My Lord.
Ycur Lordship ncans that one would have to loocknat all
the specches ...

ME. JUSTICs RUMPFF ¢

Under this heading,
MR. MAIS&SLS ¢

My Lord, whay{ was that‘..
MR. JUSTICZ RUMPFF 1

I don't know what the result of all
this is, but I am merely following up the sequence. I
am trying to find out exactly what the Crown case is
on the pleadingsy in regard to the kind of violence.

MR. MAIS.LLS ¢

As Your Lordship plcascse This is how
the Crown is going to prove its case, by referring to
these documents and speeches, that is how it is going
to prove ite, Thcse aren't the particulars, these
specches are not the particulars of thce method of
violence, That is obviously so, otherwise it
becones fantastic. This is making confusion more
confounded than ever if that is going to be suggested,

with respect, My ILord.
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MR. JUSTIC. RUMPFFE

I 2n not thinking it is going to be
suggested, I am trying to find out what the Crown's
case on the plcadings is in regard to the nature of
the violence, that we arc concerned with, bicause your
attack is at the moment that the Crown rclied on a
violence, a dircet violeénce by the masscsS...

ME. MAISZLS

Corrcct. Or by themselves, or by them-
selves and the¢ nasses.

MR. JUSTICs RUMPFF :

and that is has now turned out to be,
after the evidcnce has been heard, that the case is
a sort of retaliatory violence only,

ME. MAISZELS @

That is so, iy Lord.

MR. JUSTICE RUMPEHE 1

New, if the Crown's case is this on the
rleadings, that ycu, the Accussd, agreed to educate and
organisc the nasses to use violene in future against
the state, - that is the gist of thc case - 4

M. MAISZLS ¢

There is one thing that it do.sn't say.
It doesn't say that you prepared the people, you
preparcd th. people to provoke the state to use viclonce
against the masses, so that the masses would retallate.

M. JU>TICus RUMPFF

I am coming to that. Does it matter
what the internediate processes arc until you reach the

stage that thc nasses use violcnce?
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MR. MAISLLS @

Ye¢s, My Lord it does, They have plcaded,
Iy Lord, with resyeet - this (b)(iv) are the intermediate
stages, those are the nmeans. That is exactly what they
have pleaded, They have chosen that way. They can't,
My Lord, now by a twist of words say well we only
pleaded half or a quarfjer or athira, We pleaded the un-
important scections, we ncver pleadcd what we intended.,
We pleaded something clse. My Lord, may I put it this
way, and I take ny stand on this really, My Lord,
could anybody rcading this indictment - and afterall My
Lord, =2nd indictment is supposcd to be able to be read
and understood by the Accusel - that anybody had thought
that this involved the sort of casc of pravoking the
state to use violince against the masses and the
massas would rctaliate? My Lord, could anybody road
this in thet way? Could anybody really do that?
That is r¢ally the test,
MR. JUSTICS KaNITEDY ¢

I don't think we rcad it in that way.
ME. M.ISLLS

Xs Your Lordship pleases.

ME. JUSTICs KusiINEDY

Because I think my Brother Bekker in
his Judgment clearly indicated that it was violence
by the Accused against the state.

Mk, MaIS..Lo ¢

M; Lord, with respcct, that is exuatly
what we say, that is all it ncans. My Lord, that is

why I quoted to Your Lordship an cxample in this case,
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What are indictments coming to if an accused pcrson
is supposed to cxtract some esoteric meaning fronm
words that aren't used? What is happening, My Lord?
If this was the Crown case, and Heaven knows they
have had long cnough time to prepare it, why didn't
they say it in any one of these sub-paragraphs?

MR. JUSTICi RUMPFF

Mr., Maisels, if thc case of the Crown
on the pleadings is inter alia - I am again coming to
population, the preparation of the podulation, that
the ~ccuscd wanted to organis: or agreed to organise,
to educate and organise the masses to use violence
against the state, and they then set out the documents
cnd speeches, if there are, on which the Crown reli:s,
that particular ccnspiracy, to educate the masses to
use violencey I get from this document and this speech
or this bundle, That is my case, And then it appears -
assume for a noment, assume that it appears from the
docunents. ..

MR. JEIS.SLS .

Fronmn those documents..

ME. JUSTICx RUMPFF

From those documents, yes, that the
particulars of the system leading up to the violenc. to
be used by the masses would be, cducate them to hate

armed?
the state, cducate them - well, not to get on, but
eventually provcke tne government into action, and

then you go into action.

MR, MuoISsLS ¢

My Lords, assuming there was one
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document and that stated it in plain terns...

MR. JUSTICS RUM FF :

Or it could be inferrdd from the document.

Mh. MAISLS 3

My Lord, really I must say I don't like
the use of the word "infer" in indictment. Youdn'y
infer anything in indlctments, you may infcr things
from cvidence, but you don't infer from indictments,
with rvspect, My Lord. Indictments speak, and tell
you what the case is. My Lord, if Your Lordship
will remember, I mentioned yesterday that in opening -
the purpose of an Opening, Ny Lord, is to explain

an Indictnent, it says so, in the Statute, Your
Lordship rencémbers thet one of the points I made
y.sterday was that this case wasn't even explained

in the Indictment.

MR, JUSTICZ RU.PFF

Tell me, what did Mr. Trengove say in
his argument, 2t the beglinning of the argument for
the Crown.

MRe MLISJILS ¢

l\i:‘:; LG T‘d. PR

M. JUSTIC. RUMPFF 3

Did he deal with it =2t all®
MR. MAISLLS @

I gave Your Lordship the reference
yesterday and I will give it again. This arose for
the first time, My Lord, with respect, as a result

of questioning from Your Lordship in volume 92.
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Mk. JUSTICs RUMPFF

I have looked at that.

¥MR. MaIS LS :

It never arose at the beginning...

MR. JUSTIC. RUMPFF :

When tiis matter was argucd, when the
law was argucd, at the end of the cvidence, when the
Crown started its argument.

ME. MAISELS :

When the Crown began its argument? I
never suggested that, My Lord, ...
MR, JUSTICS RUMEFF :

What was the suggestion then?

MR, liaISsLS

as far as I understood, my lcarned
friend ...

MR. JUSTICE BELKuR @

I think it turnad on this, Mr. Trengove
said he needn't prove violence at all. High treason
can be conmnmitted withecut violence.

MR, MaISoSIs @

But, he said, hé is going to prove
violence. He addressced to Your Lordship a2 long argu-
ment on coercing the state, and thct you could have a
case of high trcason without nccessarily having any
violence at all. DBut then I think he was int.rrupted
by I think His Lordship Mr. Justicc Bekker, who said
tut that is not thc case on this indictmcnt, and he
said no.

MR. JUSTIC.s BehKuk @

He was wedded to viclence.
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MR. MoISLLS @

That is absolutcly clear, My Lord.
MR. JUSTICr SshKik 3

May I take you beck to 7, Mr. Maisels,
the Indictment, 4(b)(vii). The words, "or the overthrow
of the state by viclence therzin appearing". The ques-
tion is, must that be construzd tec mean direct violence
¢ither against thc state;, or is it wide enough to
cover indircct violence in tne form of rctaliation?

You are educating the nassces for the commission of
viclencc., Docs it matter whather it is direct or
indirect in thc scnse that it is retaliation®?

MR. MAISLLS @

My Lo:zd, may I put it to Your Lordship
this way. Vhat is the plain and ordinary meaning of
these wards? That is the only real test to be applied.
It is the only tcst that can be applied in an indict-
nent.

MR. JUSTICa BAKKEhR

Direcet violencoe?

ME. MaISzLS s

Ycs, that is all it muans. Ny Lord,
if the retaliation cas: was over rcall s what the Crown
had in mind when it droew tais Indictment, here was
the place par cxeccllence to put it in, an inciting it
te cerry out by mcans of provoking the state tsc violsncoe
or by rctaliation for acts of violunce by the state cn
it. Inciting it to retailiatc against state violunce.
Therc arc, My Lord, innumerablc pl:ces where it could

be put in. .nd I do submit with ruspect, My Lord, that
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in thc words of Sir John Wessecls - they are so apposite,
you are not therc to puzzle out picces. My Lord, we
submnit, as I said, that c¢n this aspcect of the case

the Crewn has gimply failed to prove what - simply
fa:led to allege what it now claims to have proved.

M. JUSTICs BilKs&he

ind sub-paragraph (iv) on page 5, with
reference to Western Areas, violent resistance. Assuming
that is proved - we will invastigate whether it is
proved or not later - assuming that it is proved that
there was incitement to violont resistance

MR. BLISSLS ¢

Then that is not, My Lord, a guestion
of provoking violcme and .resisting violently to that,
My Lord, may I draw Your Lordship's attention to this,
that is not thce general conspiracy. That is a means
confinad...

ME. JULTICw B.KKIZE 3

{nc ~f the neans?

Mhk. M.ISJLS 3

ilot only that, iy Lord, but cne of the
neans confined te three particuler umatters.

MR. JUSTIC.S RUMPFI

But it is a aeans alleged t3> have been
considered in the conspiracy.

MLh. MaISZSLS @

Oh yes, as part of I suppose the ever
increasing crisis.

inR. JUSTICE RUMFFF 3

The point is r.ally this, which I think
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my Brotl.er Bekker has in mind - assume you are correct
on your violence in regard to the masses, how does

that affect the indictment, and assume that you are
correct that the Creown has now stated that its case

is a retaliatory violence, and that is not covered

by the indictment - assume that - how does that affect
the position of the Western arcas under this indictment?

MR, JUSTIC: BisKhush @

Fleaded as it is in sub-section (iv).
Assuming with hostile intent and all the other ingre-
dients that go to makeé up high treason. The allegatign
is that the people were incited to illegal and violent
resistance.,

Mk, MAISZLS

Yes, ggainst the state...

MR. JUSTIC. BEKR.ER ¢

Against the Resettlement Act in order
to bring the state to its knees.,.

MR. MaISLLS @

w#gainst the state, Thzt is the violeuce
that was to be cmpicyced by the .iccused, by the masses
against the statc. That is a0t, Ky Lord, a ¢ase that
the campaigns wére to be non-violent and in the event
of certain contingencies, were intended to lecad to
violence. That is not the case, My Lord.

MR. JBTICS BIiKKEX ¢

I @iz not on - I an not on retaliatory
violence....

M. JUSTICE RUMIFF

Ycur conténtion is that the whole
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case is that, and that this must be made subject
to ..

M. MaISBELS @

My Lord, may I put it this way. The
Crown is no longer ccntending for instance the freedon
volunteers were incited to commit acts of violence.
The Crown is nc longer contending that when we said
non-violence, wc cidn't mean non-viclence, exceptihg
that we mceant non-violence now and in the future
violence. My Lord, Your Lordship will rermember changing
facets of the Crown case. Let me just remind Your
Lordships. In the Cpening, violence was always meant
non-viclence. It was said in the opening specch that
it was a golden thread that ran through the whole of
the cvidence, of violence, in all our sp.eches., That
was the case. The other was ineitcment to viaqlence,
Resha for ¢xample, Ndimba, 3ejake and someother,
inciting to violcnce., That was the case, My Lord,
So that when the Accused msant violente o« « o o v o o o o
that they mcant violsnce. Now the case is, when we
say non-viol .nce we m.an non-violence; we mean non-
violence now, weC mean non-violence for as long as
it suits us to be nea-viol.nt, with the eventual
plan that at a certain stage we will provoke this
government to do somothing, which will cause the
masses to retaliate, beécause by that time the masscs
will have boen sufficizntly educated. That is the
gase now.

ME., JUSTICE RUMPEF @

You rely on that solecly for what was said
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by Mr. Trengove at page ...

MR, MAISSLS 3

Nc, not only that, My Lord. It was
repeated many timcs by Counsel when arguing the
individual cases. My lcarned friend Mr. Hoexter
repeated it in thc coursc of deding with - I think
it was Matthcws.

MR. JUSTICL RUMPTF

Will you just read again what I put to
Mr. Trengove, volume 9C, I think.., You quote - there
I think the Western ireas is also dealt with,

MR. MAISELS :

It starts this way, My Lord, at page
19300, volune 92,
" r, Trengove, as far as I have b.en able tc follow you
up tc now in regard to the A.N.C. goenerally, is it
correct that you submitted the A.NiCe wanted to organise
the masses against the state”...

MR. JUSTIC. RUMPFF

That is dealing with thg masses, yese

MR. MaIS LS ¢

"I think you subrnitted that by a process of campaigns,
strikes, stay &t homcs, the L.N.C, would through

the masscs wmake its demands, and finally if those
demands werc not met, and if the circunstances are
favourable in the scnse that the messes are sufficiently
politically conscious, that they wauuld organise a

nation wide strikc which would be a finsl clash"?

MR. Trengove ¢ Yes, My Lord.

By Your Lordship : A final clash betwecen the people and
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