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equally reluctant to  abandon  the U.P. p rio r to  the election. Since 
Hofmeyr had chosen to rem ain w ithin the U .P. in  the thirties, such 
liberals had continued to  debate abou t the m ost effective way of 
advancing their principles.2 C onstitutional m ethods and parliam en
tary means were no t at issue.1 R ather, it was a question o f forming 
the best kind o f  pressure group to  influence the existing O pposition 
or as a much m ore desperate m easure, o f  creating  a new party . 
Significantly, the  Torch C om m ando opted  for the m ore conservative 
of these alternatives. They hoped to  becom e a  ‘new dem ocratic spark 
in  the political life o f South A frica’ bu t a new spark, they acknowled
ged would be useless unless it was ‘harnessed to  the  proper m ach
inery’ o f the existing opposition parties in  the H ouse o f Assembly. 

i /  The form ation o f the U nited  D em ocratic F ron t was announced in 
- Cape Town on 16 April 1952.* The alliance created was one between 

the United Party, the L abour Party , and  the T orch  C om m ando. 
Their common, overriding interest was to  oust the  G overnm ent a t the 
election scheduled for a year’s time.7 The jo in t declaration w hich y

2 See above* p *15 The impact o f  Hofmeyr's decision was suggested by the 
National Chairman o f Torch, Kane-Ikrman. who s ^

J° ’ Jusrhow8deepnrooted this commitment to constitutional action was is indi
cated by a s l r y  recounted by John Lang, a member o f the Torch Commando s 
KMinnM Executive and later active in the Liberal Party. According to Lang,
S  Uacowitz^  ̂ a leading figure in the left-wing Springbok Legion another 
smaller ex-servicemen’s organization, approached the N ational Executive of the 
Torch Commando with a plan for the Torchmen to capitalize on their popular 
JuDpSr?by marching on the Houses o f Parliament and f fu m m g  control from 
the Nationalists through a show of force. One o f the older members objected 
to the scheme on the grounds that such an ‘invasion’ would involve marching 
against the traffic in a one-way street, and that svouid meM  the Torchmen would 
be breaking the law. (Author's interview, London, 14 Sept. 1965.)

4 Star 26 Feb. 1952. Quoted in Carter, The Politics o f  Inequality, p . 315.
J C ap’e Times 17 Apr. 1952. The protracted negotiations which preceded this TJ Z i L » h i e h  marled the United f , - ' .  brief life are deutled m

parser; long->i»» 5f i .“

since both the United Party and the Labour Parly wire anxious to avoid sphttmt
the anti-Nationalist vote. .  . fin„nces ,vhich

7 It is also true that the United Party was much in need o f the hnancw wnicn
Harry Oppenheimer and others had chosen to put at the disposal o f  the To ch 
Commando rather than the U .P . as they had done in the past. Hatch, The Dilemm  
o f  South Africa, p. 120.
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issued m ade clear the highest com m on factor o f their liberalism. Stress 
was laid on free institutions, the equality o f the  white races, the rule 
o f law, the ‘sacred heritage’ of the C onstitution and the im portance 
o f  restoring South Africa ‘to her rightful place as an honoured member 
o f  W estern society’.1 The one reference to  the  colour question was 
basically conservative. I t  said: ‘We shall see to  it that . .  rights as 
they extended to  the less fortunate shall be defended and that the 
w ord o f  the white m an . . .  shall be honoured.

iv

It is significant th a t it was * group such as the T orch  Com m ando, 
ra ther than  a separate Liberal P arty  which emerged in this .period. 
The political issue o f  im m ediate im portance to  all non-N ationalis 
whites was not the colour question, but tha t o f  defeating the Govern
m ent. This short-term  aim  took  precedence w ith w h i t e  liberals and 
prevented them  from  form ing a Liberal P arty  p rio r to  the 1953

election.
M eanwhile, liberals played a prom inent p a rt in  a ttem pting to com 

b a t N ationalist moves which involved infringem ent o f liberal p rin 
ciples. F o r example, p a rt o f  .E dgar Brookes’s objection to  the 
G roup Areas Bill w hen it reached the Senate (where he was a Native 
Representative) was th a t its adm inistration  depended on  excessive 
M inisterial power,3 a  po in t m ade frequently by U-P. parl.am en- 
tarians.4 In  the debate on  ttye Suppression o f  C om m unism  Bill, the 
N ative Representatives and  the Labour P arty  adopted  a stronger•line 
th an  the U.P.S M argaret Ballinger, for example, shared the Oppo- 
sh ion’s misgivings. But her line o f attack  diverged s.gmficantly from  
th a t o f  the U.P. She stressed th a t the whites had  left the field of race 
relations open to  the com m unists, and she forecast th a t the new law 
would be used against the leaders of non-w hite political organiza
tions.6 O n the m ajor issue o f the future o f  C oloured voting nghts. 
those w ith liberal views on  the non-white question had  no choice 
but to  back firmly the U.P. protests against the G overnm ents 
proposals. The Institu te o f Race Relations, for instance, made clear

1 Carter, The Politics o f  Inequality, pp. 316-17.

» S e Z te D e b ’J l s f i v , '  W June 1950, col. 5560.

• e.g6 S t W e  Representatives supported the amendments which the Labour 
Party moved unsuccessfully. (Carter, The Po"l‘“ ° f  '>'• p ' 680

6 Ass. Debates, vol. 73, 14 June, 1950, col. 8999.
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