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COURT R&ESUMES ON THE 5TH DECsMBAER7 1960.

MR. TREINGOVE :

My Lords, at the adjournment we werc busy
arguing the question of the me:tings, and the test to
be applied in deciding to what extent the evidence in
respect of specific meetings had to be accepted. My
Lords, I intimated that we would not proceed with that,
because the position of the meatings would have to be
dealt with when the individual cases of the accused are
being argued. My Lord, on that basis we have concluded
our general argument on the African National Congress,
subject to this My Lords, that the position of the
African National Congress Youth League - certain evidence
will emerge when the positions of Resha and Nokwe - their
individual positions are argued, and the African National
Congress Women's League, there certain argument will
emerge during the argument on the position of Lilian
Ngoyi, and subject Ny Lords further to this, that certain
A.N.C. - Accusad who are A.N.C. members gave evidence,
Dr. Conco and Resha and others, when their individual
evidence is considered, My Lords, and their position,
we will ask the Court also to tgke that in consideration
in assessing the role that the African National Congress
played. My Lords, itvas also intended at this stage
to argue the general position as far as the South
Qfrican Indian Congress is concerned, and we advised
the Defence so. Unfortunately Mr. van der Walt who
was going to argue that is indisposed and we ask the

leave of the Court to proceed with the argument on the



South African Congress of Democrats. That will be argued

by my learned friend Mr. Terblanche.

MR. TERBLANCHE :

My Lords, I will deal with the South African
Congress of Bemocrats and also with the National Action
Council for the Congress of the People, and with the
National Consultative Committee.

My Lords in dealing with the South African
Congress of Democrats, I have prepared certain schedules
if T may call them that, in which is set out firstly in
regard to every different head which I will deal with,
in which is set out the portion or reference to the
portion of the Indictment and the Policy Schedule and the
other Further Particulars supplied at the request of the
Defence. And then follows, My Lord, references to the
admissions by the Defence, and then is set out the submis-
sions which the Crown intends making on the evidence, and
then follows all the documents set out, the pages and the
lines, on which the Crown relizs on. The same procedure
has been followed with the meetings to which the Crown
refers and which the Crown re¢lies on. These I hand in to
the Court, My Lord, and also to the Defencc. I hope that
this will assist the Court in this respect that not so many
notes nced be made as to the refercnces to the documents.

My Lords, the first schedule I hand in - there
are three schedulcs, and the first one deals with the
Indictment, the sccond one with thc formation of SACOD,
that is the South African Congress of Democrats, and a
short one dealing with how the Crown submits the South

African Congrcss of Democrats disseminated its propaganda.
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Your Lordships will see that under the Indictment, there
is stated that the South African Congrsss of Democrats is
first mentioned in the Indictment in paragraph 2 of Part
B at page 3, rcad with Schedule B at page 11. So is stated
every paragraph where this is referred to My Lord, and I
do not propose reading all those references again to

Your Lordships, because all the allegations in regard to
the South African Congress of Democrats are, for all
intents and purposes the same as those for the African
National Congress to which Your Lordships have already
been referred, except My Lords that as far as the South
African Congress of Democrats is concerned, there is no
reference to the Defiance Campaign, because at that stage
the South African Congress of Democrats was not in
existence. Your Lordships will also find that in this
schedule, for example in the second paragraph there,
paragraph 7 of the Summary of Facts, at page 57, and then
in brackets 7", - Ny Lords, that "7" rcfers to the
original page of the Summary of Facts. I put that in
because I think that the Defence hasn't the numbering
that Your Lordships have, and it has been put in to
facilitate their reference to these pages.

My Lords, there is on2 thing in regard to the
Indictment which I do wish to refer Your Lordships to,
and that is at page 57 of the sSummary of Facts, it is
stated, My Lords, in paragraph 7 ° "The formation and
existence of the following associations of persons or
corporate bodies including all their local and provin-
cial branches and organisations in the Union, hereinafter

referred to as organisations, as from the date set opposite
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their respective names, namely..." and then the third one

is "The South African Congress of Democrats", and the

date given is 8th of September, 1953. That date, My Lords,

should be 10th and 11th of October, 1953. That is the

date of the inaugliral mecting of the South African Congress

of Democrats, and has - as has now emerged from the evidence.
My Lords, the seccnd schedule thcere deals with

the formation of the South African Congress of Democrats,

It was formed at the Conference I have just mentioned, My

Lords, and this Confercence was sponsored by the Springbok

Legion, the Congress of Democrats and the Democratic League.

It was also decided, My Lords and there were in fact

delegates from the African National Congress, the South

African Indian Congress and the South African Coloured

People's Organisations, as well as fraternal delegates

from some of these. My Lord, this emerges from the docu-

ment mentioned there. In this instance I haven't given

the line references or the pages, My Lord, exc=pt for the

last one, C.294. It also emsvz2z fron the ebidence of

dglen JosCph...o

MR. JUSTICs RUMPFF

What do you mean you haven:t given the pages?
The first onc is C.7, 21.571.

MR. T&RBLANCHE

My Lord, that is the page where thore is first
reference to this document, but it doesn't follow My Lord
that the portion which specially deals with the holding
of this inaugural conference and the delegates appears on

that page.
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MR. JUSTICH Ki&NNEDY

What distinction do you draw between a delegate
and a fraternal delcgatce?

MR. TiSRBLANCHE 3

My Lord, I can't draw any distinction, the docu-
ments do. I take it My Lords the fraternal delegates could
not take part in the actual proceedings. My Lord, then
I wish to refer shortly to the purpose of the formation
of the South African Congress of Democrats. I may
state My Lords shortly that C.7 was a document, a circular
letter dated the 24th September, 1953, from the Congress of
Democrats, giving notice that the Democratic League,
Springboknlegion and Congress of Democrats were convening
a Conference on that date to form a union wide organisation,
and this was signed - purported to be signed by a person
Jack Hodgson, to whom refer.nce will still be made further.
Then C.8, My Lords, that is a document giving the proposed
arrangement and composition of the Conference. These
were all issued either by onc of thnse three - either the
Democratic League, the Springbok Legion, the Congress of
Democrats or by this preparatory committece to which the
witness Helen Joseph referred, My Lord, and this C.8
statecd that the Springbok Legion, thc C.O0LB. and the
Democratic League were making arrangements for a
Conf.rence, and that delegates from the A.N.C.,

S.A.I.C. and S.A.C.F.O0. would bec invited, as also the
fraternal delegates.

Then C.292, My Lords, is a Springbok Legion
circular dated the 15th of June, 1953, and this appears to

bea . . . . . . . for the forming of another organisation,
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and is a forerunner to C.7. C.297 My Lords, is the
report of the South African Congress of Democrats on
10.11.1953. This seems to be a report in regard to the
inaugural conféerence. C€.294 My Lords is again a Springbok
Legion national conference report of 1953, and it deals
with the formation of the South African Congress of
Democrats and at page 1778, line 31, to 1779 line 4, it

recalls "with pride the vital part played by the Springbok

Legion in bringing the South African Congress of Democrats
into being, and in assisting to cement the unity of the
three Congresses as a forerunnar to unity of all democratic
South Africa.

Helen Joserh, My Lord, the witness at page 14491

stated that the SACOD was formed in October, 1953, at a
Conference that was then held. Now the purpose of the
formation of the South African Congress of Democrats, My
Lords, also appears in a document issued by these three
organisations, which form - which were instrumental in
forming the South African Congréss of Democrats. In that
respect I refer Your Lordships to the documents listed in
this Schedule after 'H', and the purpose of the formation
of SACOD as appears from all those documents, were to
fight oppression; to fight Nationalist dictatorship; to
divert (?) the trend (?) . . . . . . . . co-operation

of the A.N.C., S.A.T.C. and the S.A.C.0.D.; to mobilise
the people in active opposition to the fascists and

their programme, and to prepars the people for decisive
action to defeat the fascists; to wage a pilitant extra-
parliamentary struggle for democracy; to win support of
workers, tradc unions; to have a national or union wide

organisation; to strive for world peace and the ending
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of national oppression and discrimination. My Lord,
that appears, as I have said from these documents listed,
and also from that meeting. It is what was said by these
organisations before the formation and also said by some
of them, those who still existed afterwards, after the
formation as well as by certain members of the Scuth
African Congress of Democrats.

Now My Lord, shortly I wish to deal...
MR. JUSTICH BEKKER

The heading here 'Purpose of formation of the
S.A.C.0.D.', is that what appears ex the documents or is
it your submission?

MR. TERBLANCHE :

My Lords, thos¢ are my submissions, but that
appears from these documents that are listed there. Most
of what is said there is taken directly from those docu-
ments. In most cascs it is the ipsissima verba of the
documents, My Lords. My Lords, I will deal with this
more fully later, but it is submitted that the SACOD
réalised that the spreading of propaganda was a most
important aspect of its work, and that appcars from

C.33 as listed there, and for this reason it supported

the publication of Liberation, Fighting Talk, Advance and
New Age, and their support of thesc publications will be
dealt with more fully later, and it also encouraged
mambers to read these publications and to distribute

them. SACOD also issued an official bulletin, Counter
Attack, that appearsfrom C.32 as well as from the evidence
of Helen Joseph, and SACOD also issued lectures, pamphlets,

notes for speakers and other political matter as appears
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from the documents listed thers My Lords at the pages
listed, as well as from the evidence of Helen Joseph.
My Lord, most of these will be dealt with more fully
later.

My Lords, next I deal with the headings as
appear in the Policy Schedule, and the first I deal with
is under the heading "New &tate".

MR. JUSTIC& RUMPFF :

re these three that you handed in Schedules 1,
2 and 3%
MR. TERBLANCHE :

Yes, they can be mark:d that way, My Lord. Your
Lordship will not mark New State at this moment as Schedule
4. It is a short - there is a short matter with which I
wish to deal before I get to that, My Lord, and that is
the membership of the South African Congress of Democrats.
In that respect, My Lord, I have prepared two schedules.
The one lists thé members or the most prominent members of
the South African Congre¢ss of Democrats. It not only lists
the members as members of the Jouth African Congress of
Democrats, but it also shows their - whether they were
members of any sther organisations, and it also shows,
My Lord the witness who te¢stified and the page at which
his testimony appcars, and to go with that My Lord I
have preparcd a further schedule setting out the names
and next to the names whether they were members of SACOD,
whether that member held any position in the South
African Congress of Democrats, such as president,
secretary or a member of the National Bxecutive Committee.

That has been indicated only by N.z&.C. My Lord, and then it
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contains information as to the National Action Council
of the People, the publication of Advance, the National
Consultative Committee, the publication New Age, South
African Congress of Trade Unions, the World Teace Council,
South African Peace Council, Transvaal Peace Council, the
Federation of South African Women, the South African
Society for Peace and Friendship with the Soviet Union,
Fighting Talk, the Communist Party of South Africa and
the publication Liberation. My Lords, they have been
indicated by letters, W.P.C. for World Peace Council,
and S.A.5.P.F.U. for South African Society for Peace and
Friendship with the Soviet Union and so forth. These
will be Schedules 4 and 5 My Lords. Schedule 5 has been
preparad from the information in Schedule 4, My Lord.
The one on New State will be Schedule 6, My Lord.

My Lord, Your Lordship will see that the Schedule
on New State first refers to paragraph 1(a) of Part C of
the Policy Schedule,giving the page, then the admissions by
the Defence, My Lord, these arzs all the same as in the

case of the African Navional Congress.

MR. JUSTICE RUMPFF

“re you not dealing with 4 and 5%

MR. T.RBLANCHS 3

Not more fully, My Lord, all the information is
on it, fThe evidence wherc the information can be found
and so forth.

My Lord, then follows Paragraph 3, the submis-
sions of the Crown, but I am not going to deal with that
as 3, I'll first turn to the documents themselves, which

acan be found at page 6, My Lord, and deal with that and
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then returned to the submissions after I have dealt with
the documents.

My Lords, the first document I wish to deal with
is C.54.
MR. JUSTICE BEKKER :

Are these documents in support of the submissions
up to paragraph 8 on the top of page 6?
MR. TERBLANCHZ :

Yes, My Lord.
MR. JUSTICE RUMPFF

Why do you deal with the documents first? Why
don't you read your submissions and say that those submis-
sions are the submissions of the Crown and then you deal
with the documents?

MR. T.RBLANCHE

I can do it that way, My Lord. I thought it would
perhaps be better if I first dealt with the documents and
then give the submissions, but I'll deal with it in that
way, My Lord.

The submissions of the Crown on these documents
on which the Crown relies for the policy of the South
African Congress of Dcmocrats in recgard to its allegation
of a New State, are the following : That it describes
the present state as a fascist, policc state; a fascist
republic; and the policics of the state as fascism,
nationalist fascism, full fledged nationalist fascism,
fascist programme and fascist cancer (?). The South
African Congress of Democrats further describes it as an
unjust and deangerous system, which would bring disaster

to South Africas; as a system of oppression, cheap labour
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and semi-colonialist. It was also described as imperialist
and capitalist. It propagated the view that the fascist
laws under which the people suffer are made by the vile
fascists in parliament. This system, it said, was the
exact opposite of democracy. The South African Congress

of Democrats with the¢ other organisations wanted to rid
themselves from this state and achieve in its place

another state.

My Lord, I may state that most of these submissions
are taken from the documents as the ipsissima verba of the
documents.

2. The State which SACOD set out to achieve is
described as a democracy, and a democratic people's govern-
ment, a true democracy, a people's democratic government,
and it describes the attributes of this state in wvarious
ways. (i) As having a constitution guaranteeing to all
the rights embodied in the Frecdom Charter. (ii) As a
state in which the power of government would be entrusted
to all people in South Africa. Wh t this meant becomes
cleareyfrom the . . . . . . . . . of formal independence
achieved in India, where the form of imperialist domina-

tion has changed, but the domination still ¢xists and
the only hope there was the emcerging of the leftist
tendcencies, My Lords, may I pause there for a moment

to say that this part is taken from the document C.281(a),
That document has been dealt with by the witness Helen
Joseph, it is Liberation Struggles in Asia. My Lords,
now when decaling with that document I'll make the sub-
mission that the document as a whole is really a

criticism of the independence obtained in India, not
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directly but indirectly.

This in my submission, My Lords, makes it quite
clear that they wanted to achicve a totally different
state. As the Accused Helen Joseph admitted, they wanted
sweeping, radical and drastic changes effected. It is
submitted that the State that the South African Congress
of Democrats really wanted was a soclalist state, such
as the People's Democracics of iastern Burope, or a
Communist state such as the Soviet Union or China. This
in my submission becomes more clear when it is considered
that the South African Congress of Dcmocrats propagated
the view that the world is divided into two camps,
namely the imperialists and capitalists on theone side,
and those fighting for freedom on the other. It clearly
indicated who werc fighting for frecdom or were free,
namely the youth of the Soviet Union, and stating that
the people in the U.S5.S5.R. and China are their brothers.
It further praised the U.S.S.R. and the conditions there,
and propagated the vicw that the youth in Amcrica is
oppressed. It further propagated the view that the
days of colonialisp are waning fast, and that for
imperialism and capitalism the crisis had begun, and thet
this is also happening in South Africa, where the
capitalists will go the same way =2s Hitler. This,
togethcer with the spoeech made by Turok, member of the
South African Congress of Democrats at thc Congross of
the People, clearly shcows that the South African Congress
of Democrats wanted to achieve a state as above described,

Then, who was to achiceve these sweeping, radical

and drastic changes which the 3South African Congress of
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Democrats wanted? The South African Congress of Democrats
propagated the view that it was a stark fact that it and
the liberation movement alone could offer an alternative
to the dark, grim and primitive future of fascism for the
following rcasons:(a) All the political parliamentary
partiecs in South Africa in one way or another uphold
fascism. (b) The South African Congress of Democrats
challenged the whole basis and source of fascism directly.
For these reasons the South African Congreww of Democrats
challenged all comers, including the United Party for the
leadership of the militant White opposition, but not for
their votes at the polling booths, but for an extra-
parliamentary struggle in alliance with the non-Whites
and for this reason it was only going to use the field
of Buropean politics as a means of getting its policy for
such struggle to the White population.

As a part of this struggle the South African
Congress of Democrats took part in the Campaign for the
Congress of the Pcople, accepted the Freedom Charter
drawn at the Congress of the Pzople 2t Kliptown, znd
r¢solved to do all in its power towards the achievement
of the aims of the Freedom Charter. It considered that
this campaign had opened the way for a new surge forward
of the democratic movecment, that it had united all
democratic elements, and that it has given rise to a new
spirit and enthusiasm because it has aroused the political
onsciousness of the people. The Freedom Charter the
South African Congress of Democrats considered to be a
manifesto in which its aims and objects were clearly and

unequivocally stated. It could consolidate and extend the
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link between it and the people which had been initiated
by the Congress of the People Campaign, and for this
reason the popularisation of the Freedom Charter was

the immediate task. It further described the Frecdom
Charter as an inspiring document, the people's constitu-
tion and a new constitution that can never die. According
to the South African Congress of Democrats, it represented
the aspirations of the people of South Africa and laid
down the basis for democratic government of the people,

by the peoplec and gave a picture of the South Africa of
the future when the present is superseded. In its agi-
tation for the Freedom Charter, it also attacked the
present constitution of the Union of South Africa. It
propagated the view that the demonstrations of the Black
Sash had amounted to naught, because 1t tried, the Black
Sash, to uphold the 1910 Constitution which was a fraud
and doomed to extinction. It streswed the fact that the
1910 Constitution was not sacred, but that the principles
of the Frecdom Charter were and thot the 1910 Constitution
should be rejected because the people of South Africa
wanted @& new Constitution embodying the principles framed
in the Freedom Charter.

My Lords, then I ask whether this is consistent
with constitutional reforms through the ballot box and
through parliament, as has been indicated in evidence
before the Court, and my submission is that it is not.

Then it is also further submitted My Lord that
in order to achieve this new state, the South African
Congress of Democrats in its own words aimed at the

destruction of cverything recsponsible for the present
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system, because as it said, it was necessary to overthrow
and destroy this unjust and dangerous system if people
were to be truly free. It was further made perfectly
clear that this system to which it referred covered the
whole field of government and human re¢lations. In order
to do this it propagated the view that the people be
mobilised and prepared to unite and form an army of
millions of South Africans, who could strike a decisive
blow together to root out the fascist cancer in the
political 1life of the country, because fascism could only
be defeated by the mobilisation of all the people in

some decisive action, and held out to its followers and
others that if this happened, their aims would be achieved
within a short time, which in once ins tance was put at
five years.

The South African Congress of Democrats stated
that in this struggle the Congresses stood poised against
the government, and that no force on earth shall prevent
them from winning freedom. It considered that a turning
point had been reached, that the people werebecoming more
determined and the government and its henchmen were
trembling in their boots. The South African Congress of
Democrats however warned that the struggle would not be
easy, it foresaw an intensification of the struggle,
because South African affairs were moving to a decisive
clash between the forces of reaction and the forces of
democraty and progress. fhe South African Congress of
Democrats realised and propagated the view that the
present state would do everything in its power to maintain
itself against the ondaughts of the Congresses. It stated

that the state would use force, naked, dictatorial rule



and rigid repressgson as in time of war, and that there
would be increased police state measurcs and that power
mad rulers would resort to greater suppression and
oppression. It warned that the government would use the
police, the army, the might of the government and that
South Africa would be turned into an armed camp based on
permanent police rule and fascist policies. The govern-
ment could do this because they had the power which
consisted in South Africa of the police, the army and
the big business men. The South African of Democrats
- the South African Congreéss of Democrats also declared
that conditions in S .wuth Africa had reached an inflammable
and explosive condition, yet in spite of this and with
the knowledge of how the state would react, it still
decided to carry on a scrious uncompromising, united
extra-parliamentary mass struggle. And then SACOD
itself still poses the question, can open conflict be
averted? Its answer is that it can only be averted if
the demands of the liberatory moveuent are acceded to.
My Lord, in my submission these facts - these
are facts emerging from the documents, and these facts
prove the allegations made by the Crown in the Policy
Schedule, and thc¢ inferences to be drawn from this My
Lords, have alrcady becen dealt with when the African
National Corgress was dealt with, and I am therefore not
repeating those, My Lords, c¢xcept for saying that this
proves beyond any doubt that the SACCD was determined
to get a new state in South Africa. Yot a change in
government, My Lords, but to g2t a new state, new in

all its forms, which was eithcr a steaete based on the
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Freedom Charter, which I say My Lords, was as far as

the South African Crngress of Democrats was concerned,
only a stepping stone towards a people's democracy.

Not a people's democracy described here by Helen Joseph,
or by some of the other witnessss, My Lord, but a people's
democracy as generally understood in the world today.

The documents on which the Crown relies for
these submissions, My Lords, are firstly - My Lords,
before dealing with the documents, may I just briefly
refer Your Lordships to the evidence of Helen Joseph.

She admitted that shce was a prominent member of the South
african Congress of Democrats...

MR. JUSTICs BAEKER :

Mr. Terblanche, I am just a bit puzzled about
the Crown approach. Is it going to be the submission of
the Crown that on these documents the Crown has established
apart from anything e¢lse, that the Congress of Democrats
had its own policy of the violent overthrow of the state,
or are you going to contend that the Congress of Democrats
knew the policy of some other organisation which had in
mind the violent overthrow of the state and supported
that policy? On which basis arc you putting it? Or do
you put it on both? I don't know.
MR. TERBLANCHE :

My Lords, I am really putting it on both bases.
The Policy Schedule in recgard to the South african
Congrsss of Democrats, - Your Lordship will remember
that therc was inserted a paragraph 4 which allceged
that SACOD had a policy to use violence against the
state, and one of the facts on which the Crown will

rely....
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MR. JUSTICE BZKKER :

You needn't go into details, what I want to
know is this, you are going to contcend on these docu-
ments that irrespective of the - of any other considera-
tion, this organisation in itself had a policy to
overthrow the state by violence?

MR. TSRBLANCHE

Not necessarily, My Lord, I may go as far as
that but it is not necessary that - our allegation was
that one of the factors to be taken into consideration
was that the South African Congress of Democrats worked
in close co-operation with the African National Congress
and knew its policy.

MR. JUSTICE BiZKKLR

That I know. Are you going to contend - is the
Crown's submission that this body had - was a conspirator
to overthrow the state by violence because it knew what
the policy of the African National Congress was and
supported it, which in the Crown submission was a policy
leading towards the violeunt overthrow of the state. Is
that the basis on which you approach this body?
MR. TERBLaNCH.: 3

Not solely on that basis, My Lord. I'll also
contend that if taken - if all the facts taken in
regard to the policy of the South Airican Congress of
Democrats, without reference to the policy of the
African National Congress, then all those facts will
also prove bhat the South African Congress of Democrats
had a policy to use violence against the state.

MR. JUSTICz BzKKER @

On the first basis you are going to give us the
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facts from which you are going to ask us to infer that
the Congress of Democrats full well knew the policy of
the African National Congress?

MR. T_RBDANCHE s

My Lords, I'll deal with that at a later stage.
I must state that I'll deal with the co-operation between
all the Congresses, and in that I'll deal specifically
also with the co-operation and knowledge from certain
facts, My Lords - I won't say that I will be able to
give Your Lordships one document and say now this docu-
ment proves this, but from all the facts which I'll place
before Your Lordships, I'll ask the Court to infer that
that is so.

My Lords, now before dealing with the documents,
I wish to refer shortly to the evidence of the witness
Helen Joseph on this issue. Now My Lords, H:len Joseph
testified to the fact that she was a promincint member
of the South African Congress of Democrats, she said
that she was on the National Executive Committee, she
was on the preparatory committee which worked on - which
worked for the formation of the South African Congress of
Democrats. Now My Lord, Hclen Joseph in her evidence
denied that they wanted to overturn the state, but she
admits that they wanted to modify the state. That is
found at page 13928. Then she admits - these are very
short extracts My Lord which I say bears this meaning.
She admitted that they wanted sweeping, radical and
drastic changes to be effected, but, she says, those
were to be effected through the parliamentary system.

That is found at page 13928, and also at page 14769.
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Then she further admitted, My Lord, that the Freedom
Charter reflects the type of state they want, but says

it is not a blueprint, it is an idea of the kind of

state which - to which they secek to modify the present
state. That is found at page 13932 and 13939. Then My
Lord she defines a pcople's democracy as one in which all
adults will give their active consent to government - to
the government that is going to control them, such as
Great Britain. That is at page 13930, and also France,
Western Germany and China, page 14254. Then she admits
that she can't recall any reference to Great Britain or
any Western country as a people's democracy, at page 14251.
Then she admits, My Lords, that it may be so that the
references in the documents to people's democracy always
have an additional element to universal franchise, namely
socialism. That is found at page 14252/3. She further
admitted that the Freedom Charter state probably in many
ways would not be greatly different from the Chinese
state and would be very close to that in China, page
14258/9. She further said tgat the South African
Congress of Democrats did not stand for destruction of
the whole capitalist system in Scuth africa, page 14508.
Then she admitted that the Frecdom Charter was the ulti-
mate goal of the Congress movement, page 14015/6.

She admitted that the Freedom Charter contains democratic
changes of far recaching nature, page 14019/20. She
admitted that they stood for redistribution of land,

but had given no thought to how the land was to be re-
distributed and the details, page 14772/3.

My Lords, now in this rcspect I wish to make this
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submission to the Court, My Lords, that Helen Josgh's
evidence shows firstly that the Freedom Charter was not
the ultimate goal of the South African Congress of
Democrats. Secondly, My Lords, that her description
of a people's democracy was such that the Court will not
accept her evidence in that respect, but that the
people's democracy referred to in the documents was, as
I have said, a pecople's democracy as generally accepted
in the world today.

My Lords, the first document I wish to refer the
Court to, because¢ it has already been dealt with and will
still be dealt with further in other portions of the
case, is C.54. Now C.54 My Lords is the same as
A.84 to A.86, the three lectures. They were read in
from pages - the pages are given there, My Lords. It had
been admitted that these lectures were issued by the
National Action Council of the Congress of the People,
and the South African Congress of Democrats as a
constituent member cf the National Action Council, and
being represented on that Council by two of its members,
Beyleveld and Press, the South African Congress of
Democrats was also responsible for the preparation and
distribution of these lccturces. But My Lords, the South
African Congress of Democrats however went further,
because according to the document C.365,thich are
Minutes of a National Executive Coﬁmittée m:eting, it is
clear that they made use of these lectures for their own
purposes. The reference to this Exhibit is 14488, it was
read in during the cross-examinationof Helen Joseph.

My Lord, the reference to these lectures in this document
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falls under the heading Propaganda, and it reads as
follows, My Lords. On page 2 under the heading of
Propaganda, the following appears : "It was agreed that
in terms..." - this is on page 2 of the original exhibit,
page 14488 in the record. I am now reading as it
appcars in the record. "It wis agreed that in terms
of resolution 5(2)(a), (b) =2nd (c), regions and branches
should be urged to make full use of the five lectures,
The World We Live In, which should be issued in booklets-
in a booklet, and they be asked to make a regular feature
of study courses at branch meetings and a period in which
a study course should be concluded should be stipulated."
Now My Lords, Helen Joseph did testify that as
far as the use to be made of these lectures is concerned,
the Congresses themselves had to do it, it wasn't part of
the work of the National Action Council for the Congress
of the Pcople, and that this is an instance in which the
South African Congress of Democrats made use of these
lectures and instructed their regions and branches accor-
dingly. My Lods, in my submission it is clear that the
South African Congress of Democrats did in fact make use
of these lectures. My Lords I don't want to deal fully
with these lcctures, they have been dealt with, but I
wish to make the following submissions on them, My Lords.
These lectures show that the South African Congress of
Democrats was making propaganda for a new form of state,
namcly a people's democracy as gencrally understood and
not as witnesses tried to make the Court believe, a
democracy in which there was universal adult franchise.

The lectures also show that the South African Congress
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of Democrats was supporting the national liberation
movement in South Africa, as set out in paragraph 2 of
the Policy Schedule. They also show that the South
African Congress of Democrats accepted and propagated
extra-parliamentary, unconstitutional and illegal action
as set out in paragraph 3(a) of the Policy Schedule.
Also My Lord thcse lectures confirm the policy set out
in paragraph 8(a)(viii), (8)(a)(vi) and (8)(a)(iii) and
8(a)(iv) of the Summary of Facts. The means herein made
use of are those set out in 4(b)(iii) and 4(b)(vii) of
Part B of the Indictment.

My Lords, Helen Joseph also gave evidence,
rather lengthy evidence on these three lectures. I do not
wish to burden Your Lordships at this stage with her
evidence in that respect, I give Your Lordships the
reference to that evidence, but that will be dealt with
more fully, My Lord, when her personal position is
considered. I may just give Your Lordships the references
to her evidence. She deals with these lectures at page
13999, line 13 to page 14000 line 23. Then again My
Lords at page 14002 1line 13 to @agc 14011, line 25.

Then again at page 14479, line 27 to page 14488, line 4.
And then again My Lords at page 14851, line 30 to page
14852, line 27.

My Lords, the next document is C.2, that is the
Constitution of the South African Congress of Democrats,
My Lords. The portions I wish to refer to are listed
on the Schedule. In the preamble and in paragraph 2,
Aims and Objects, is set out what the South African

Congress of Democrats wanted to achieve. This is set out
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in terms which one could almost call vague generalities.
Those things may apply to many different forms of state,
and all I wish to say on this documcnt is that all those
aims and objects - if th.y were all achieved, then one
would have in South Africa a state differing radically
from the present statec. What they themsclves had in mind
can and should be judgaed by their acts, that is their
specches and other published documents. I may perhaps
read to Yocur Lordships this portion at page 1522 line 28
to page 1532 line 32, : "Aims and Objects. (a) The
association shall work to secure for all South africans
regardless of race, creed and colour th. rights laid down
in the universal declaration of human rights, with
particular reference to (i) equal civil liberties,
the freedom of thought, spee¢ch and press; the frecdom of
movement and assemblys; the frecdom of organisation and
religion. (ii) 4&qual political rights, the right to
vote in and stand for elections in state and local law
making bodies, on the basis of universal and equal adult
suffrage. (iii) 3qual cconomic opportunities without
discrimination based on race or colour. To qualify
for and ecngage in all trades, crafts, occupations and
professionsy to acquire and own land and property and
freely form, join and administer trade unions. (iv)
Bquality of social status, in every ficld of state
administration, public activity, c¢ducation, culture and
recreation, and tht preservation of family 1ife, and no
interference which would lead to its disintegration.
(b) The association shall work to s.cure friendly inter-

national rvlations based on the equality and independence
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of all naticns, and negotiation for settlement of inter-
national disputes in order to securc a prolonged era of
world peace. (c) The association is empowared to give
active support to and co-operatec with any individual,
group, party or movement working for or having the same
or similar aims and objects and shall take such other
action as it dceems fit to futher its aims and objects."

My Lord, the next document is C.32, which is
the Chairman's rcport to the Third annual Conference of
the South aAfrican Congress of Democrats, held on the 24th
June, 1955. I first refer to lines 10 to 21, the
Campaign for the Congress of the People. This shows,
My Lord - I do not intend reading it fully My Lords, but
it shows that the South African Congress of Democ rats
considered itsclf part of the progressive movement in
South Africa, and of the Congress mevement. It considered
the Freedom Charter as a manif:sto in which the aims and
objects arc clsarly and unequivocally stated, and urges
the Congress movement to work for and mobilise the people
for the realisation of the aims apd objccts. This
report My Loris, was submitted to the C nference the day
before the Freedom Charter was adepted at Kliptown.
It therefore in my submission shows that the south African
Congress of Democrats was pledged tec work for the
acceptance of the Frecdom Chartar, which would have meant
the crcation of a state radically different from the
present state.

Then the next portion of this document to which
I refer as listed in the Schedilc is The Task shcead. Now

this says that the South African Congress of Democrats
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had playcd an important part in the struggle of
prevventing the government from turning Scuth Africa into
a fascist policc state in the full scnsc of the word.
Again My Lords, in my submission, thesc¢c are the words
which in the¢ gencral submission I listed there, =2nd this
calling the state a fascist policc state and these other
rnes, My Lords, toguther with the approaching conflict
which they foresec shows, My Lords, in my submission
again that they desired a new form of state, nct a change
of government, My Lord. They foresaw an intensificaticn
of the struggle, the disintegration of the middle of the
road group. Then on page 1532 the document refers to the
fight for frcedom and dcmocracy, and says that inherently
there is no difference betwecn the fascism of Strijdom
and that of Hitler and Mussolini, and it furth.r says
that the days of colonialism and its accompanying oppres-
sion are waning fast. Your Lordships will again sec
that those arc the words which are - which I used in my
general submission and that they are taken dircetly from
this docunent and other documents.

My Lords, then 2 further portion to which I wish
t- rcfe? Your Lordships is a portion, Liason with other
Organisations, again listced in the schedule, My Lords,
and it states : "We must continuc tc join with the
other Congresses and the South ifrican Coloured Pcople's
Organisation in all struggles c¢ffcecting the masses of the
people. The peoplc can only be mobilised for frececdom and
democracy shrough struggle, and no issuces must be regarded
as tro small or insignificant for our organisation to

give and maintain a clear and uncquivocal lead. The
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working class must of nccessity be in the vanguard of the
people's struggle. Our organisation hesx in the past paid
too little attenticn to tais aspect. All our branches
should detail personnel whose task it should be to assist
the trade unions, and ¢specially the African trade unions
in their work. We shoulld also offer to give assistance

to the South african Congress of Trade Unicns to organise
and educate the masses' and unorganised workers. The
people can only be mobilised for freedouw and democracy
through struggle". My Lords, this is what they say, and
that all issues - no issue should be tco smell to bring in
under their struggle, that is to prepare the psople for the
struggle, for the decisive act (?) which they expect.

Here again My Lords, they call a new state a

democracy, and as I said it shows thcir method of preparing
the people fo struggle for this democracy. My Lord, in
regard to this document, I wish to draw the Court's atten-
tion to the fact that this document is the same as

H.J. 22, I think that is listcd on the Schedule too,

My Lord, R.B.59, S.B.31, N.R.M.17(a) and G.B.2. It was
therefore distributed My Lord to members and also to

newmbers of other organisations.

My Lords, the witness Helen Joseph also dealt with
this document in her evidence, the first reference is on
page 14001, linc 17 to page 14002 line 23. That - there
she admits that - shce admits the preparaticn and circula-
tion of this document. Then the mext reference is page
14571, line 28 to page 14573 line 12 and she says this,

My Lords : "We might have stated in this that the days of

colonialism were waning fast, but it is a general cxpression
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and not specifically related to South Africa. We mecan
that in South Africa we have imperielist characteristics
and colonial characteristics because oppressed voteless
people a r¢ exploited." That i1s her explanation My Lord
of the reference to colonialism waning fast. Then there
is & further reference My Lord at page 14745, lin. 8 to
pgge 14747, line 11. There she says that the South African
Congress of Democrats has never held the view that it had
to give a clear and unequivocal lead to the Congress
alliance, and she explains that what was meant was that
it was important that they give a lead to the Suropean
population, which sc¢ems to be correct, My Lords, because
these different Congresses all dealt with people of
different racial groups. The African National Crngress
with the Africans, thce Indian Jongress with Indians,

the Coloured People's Organis .tion with Coloured people,
and the South African Congress of Democrats with the
Buropean section. She says that we consider the South
african Congrcss of Democrats in th2 forefront, togother
with the other Congresses in the struggle against
Nationalist oppression. That My Lords is her cvidence on
that document, so that her evidence does not in my sub-
mission c¢ffect any of thc submissions which I made to
Your Lordships on this documnent.

The next document, My Lords, is C.41l, and this
document is Notes on the Political Situation by the
National action Committee of the South African Congress of
Democrats,= the National ixecutive Committue, My Lcrd,
of the South african Congress of Democrats. I wish 1<

refer Your Lordships first to paragraph 9. This refers to
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the C-ngress of the Pcople. It shows support for the
Ccngress of the People, and it sees it as cpening the
way for a ncew surge forward of th:u democratic movement.
My Lord; I do not propcse reading thc whole. Those are
the actual words of the document, opening the way for a
new surge forward of the democratic movemcnt, and those
are the words which I used in my subnmnission, My Lord.
and also, we speak for the overwhelming majority of
South Africans of all races. It further says that they
are prepared - they are to prepare for a bold challenge
to the whole conception of White supremacy by making
their ideas thyideas of the people through the Freedom
Charter. It also says that it can consolidate and
extend the organisational link between them and the
people which had been initiated by the Congress of the
Feople Campaign.

My Lords, I wish to refer the Court to paragraph
10. This says, "While our own Ccnference will have to
pay great attention tc the question of what policies and
programme for the futurc are to bc advocated at the
Congress of the People, it is clcar that the Congress of
the Pecple is not an end, but 2 beginning". Now My Lords,
firstly this shows that - in my submission - if a member
of the South African Congress of Democrats made 2 speech
at the Congrcss of the People, then what he would
advocate there would be the South African Congress of
Democrats' policy. I refer - I will refer ¥our Lordships
later to speeches made by members of the South African
Congress of Democrats at the Cohngress of the Psople, and
I'1ll subnit that thcse specches show definitely the kind of
state which they wanted tc achicve in South Africa.

COURT ADJOURNS.
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COURT R4SUMES.

MR. T.RBLANCHE 3

My Lords, at the adjournment I was dealing with
document C.41. My Lord, I dealt with paragraph 10 of
this document in regard to the policies which they had
to censider which should be advocated at the Congress
of the Pcople. This document further states, My Lord, in
the same paragraph that the South African Congress of
Democrats has becn a towecr of strength in the whole
preparatory work of the Congress of the People, and it
then says that the Congress of the People will not of
itself bring about radical change in South Africa. It
is a stepping stone to the changes that our programme
calls for, The time and the speed of the actual changes
will be determined by the extent of organisation of the
people, of people's committees, of volunteer groups which
we ourselves bring into being.

Then I alsc referred Your Lordships to paragraph
11, which says "There has ncver been a time when the
Zuropean populaticn have had so clearly before them the
stark fact that wc al nc offer them an alternativeto
the dark future o1r fascism which all political partics
in South Africa in cne way or another uphold." My Lords,
in my submission this shows clcarly that it was not a
change of government they wanted but a new state. The
SACOD was not fighting the Nationalist Party, although
they may have said so, but the statec as it exists at
préesent. They werc not out to win votes, because that

would not have suited them. It would only have mcant that
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another party upholding fascism would have been in
power. Again My Lords, Your Lordships will see that
these actual words have been incorporated in the submis-
sicns which I made at the start. Agein My Lords I wish
to point out that this document was also found in the
possession of cther persons as listed there, not only
members of SACOD, but also in the possession of members
of the other organisations.

My Lords, the next document is C.52. C.52 is
The Road to Liberty by L. Bernstein. This was a document
prisented to the inaugural confcerence by Bernstein and
Helen Joseph has given evidence on that document, My Lords
and her...

VMR. JUSTICE RUMPFF :

Was he a member of the South African Congress of
Democrats?

ME. TARBLANCHE :

My Lords, that was at the inaugural meeting and
he bcecame =2 member of thce Scuth African Congress of
Democrats.

MR. JUSTICs RUMPFF

It doesn't say sc in your Schedule, does it?
It says he took an active part. Does that mecan that he
was a member as well? I am sorry, I should have been
- I should have rcferred to Schedule 5.
MR. TiSRBLaNCHE

He was a National sxecutive Committee member.
My Lords, the attitude adopted by Helen Joseph in regard
to this document is that this was a paper delivercd at

this inaugural conference, that no decision was taken on
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it, except that it should be referrcd tc th ¢ branches and
regions for discussion, and that it therefore did not
répresent the policy of this newly formed organisation.

As far as she knew this document was in fact never discus-
sed, at lvast not at her branch, and being a member of the
Naticnal Zxccutive Committee, she didn't know of any other
steps taken in rc¢gard to this document. My submission is,
My Lords, that this paper was delivered at this

inaugural conference, and the perscn who delivaered this
paper was actually clected to the Natisnal dxccutive
Committee at that stage, showing at least confidence in
this person and his approach to these matters which he
dealt with. Certain parts of this dccument were actually
taken over in another publication which Helen Joseph
herself admitted was a publication - an official publica-
tion of the Scuth African Congress of Democrats. That

My Lords is the document, The Threatened People, read into
the record as F.4.22, and C.268. Helen Joseph was referred
to thesce porticns and she admitted that they werc the
same. My Lords, I further wish to pcint nut that this
docunent was not only fecund in th. posscession of the

South African Cengress of Democrats, or only in the
possessinn of nmembirs of the South african Congress of
Democrats, but it was alsy found in the possessicn for
instance of the sSouth African Peacc Council, #£.23.

MR. JUSTIC.5s B.KKER

What do you say is - is it suggested that
because only portion of this speech or article by
Bernstein found itself in the subscequent document of

SACOD that to the cxtent that th. speech is noct found
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in that document, tc that extent it should be rcjected as
policy of SACOD?
MR. TZRBLaNCHSZ:

No, My Lord, because My Lord according tc Helen
Jeseph this documcnt was only to be referred to Congress
branches, that is Scuth African Congress of Democrats
branches for discussion. But I say, My Lords, that much
more was done with this document by the Socuth african
Congress of Democrats. Not only did they publish certain
¢xtracts frecm that document in othcr official documents
which were admitted to be official documents, but they
also distributed this document, not only to members of
the South african Ccngress of Deémocrats, they for instance
distributed it to the South African Peace Council. A copy
of this document was found in the possession of the South
African Peace Council, E.Z23.

MR. JUSTIC&Z RUMPFF s

Do you say that the distribution tock place by
the South African Ccngress of democrats?

MR. TIRBLuNCHE

It could cnly h've been, My Lords, that is what
I subnit.

MR. JUSTICs RUMPFF ¢

There is no c¢vidonce that it was?

MR. T_.RBLANCHS

There is no cvidence that it was, My Lord, but
there is evidence that it was in thce possession of the
South African Congress of Democrats, and according to
Helen Joseph, the decisionn taken was that it should be

distributed to branches of the Scuth african Congress of
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Democrats for discussion, but I say My Lords that much
more was dcnce with this document, because not only did
they publish cxtracts from thet document, they distributed
it to other organisation, for instance the South African
Pcace Council, they distributed it to menmbers...

MR. JUSTICSZ RUMPFF

Do you submit that the inference is that they
did. You say there is nc evidence except that it was
found in possession of those organisations?

MR. T._.RBDANCHE s

Yes, My Lord. I ask the Court to inf.r that the
South African Congress of Democrats distributed it to
the South African Pcace Council, for instance to a member
of the Indian Congress, D.A. Seedat, D.A.47, and to a
member of the African National Congress, Dhlamini, S.D.N.86.

MR. JUSTICE BIKKLR

assuning i1t is suggested that these people were
present at this mceting and this document wad dished out
to them and they teck it home?

ME. T_RBLANCHS ¢

There 1s no evidence to that effect My Lord, that
this decument was distributed at this meeting.

MR. JUSTICs RUMPFF

Well, therc is no evilence that SACOD distribu-
ted it.
MR. TiRBLANCHZ

No, My Lord, only inference, because...

MR. JUSTICE RUMPFF

Why can't the inference be made that these pecople

were at the mecting and got a copy of this document there?
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Why is that a less stronger inference?

MR. T&RBLANCHE @

My Lord, there is no evidence on any of the
documents or anywhere that the South African Peace
Council for instance was represented at this meeting.

MR. JUSTICE RUMPFF

Why couldn't they have got it from Mr. Bernstein?
MR. T<$RBLANCHE

My Lord, thosc are possibilities, but my submis-
sion is this, My Lord...

MR. JUSTICE RUMPFF :

You have made your submission. But why couldn't
they have got it frcm Bernstein?

MR. T..RBLANCHSI @

My Lord, my submission goes further. My subnis-
sion is that this was a paper which was read at the
conference for the first time. There is nc evidence that
it was distributed at the Confercnce. It was a paper read
there. My Lord, thcosc¢ cthers arc possibilities, I adait
them, My Lords. My Lord, this document - Helen Joseph
dealt with this document at pages 14542 line 12, to
page 14553 linc 14. Her evidence amounted tc this, she
s2id "his documcnt may have been discussed at Confercnce,
but I cannct remember what form that discussion took.

We all agrced on working fer democratic government,

whe ther the phrase people's democracy was used I don't
rccalll We arc werking for a democratic people's govern-—
ment. This docunent was not a policy statement adopted
by the Conf.rence. The author was clected tc the
Brecutive. It was nct rejected by the Confercnce. 4

description of th¢ forces of reaction ahd democracy would
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agrec with the policy of the South African Congress of
Democrats...... "

MR. MAISZLS

My Lord, I don't want tc interrupt my learned
friend, but it is ncw convenient to raise a matter which
I mentioned to him in the adjournment. My learned fricnd
is summarising the effect. I pointed out to him earlier
that the summary was quite unwittingly misleading.

MR. JUSTICZ RUMPFF =

Tc which summary are you referring?

MR. MaISELS :

There was an carlier one he gave, My Lord, and
now this is another example, that is why I am interrupting.

MR. JUSTICE RUMPFF :

Yes, it wasn't clear...

MR. MAISALS @

Your Lordship will remcember one summary that hc
gave, that Mrs. Joseph said she was not in favour of the
destruction of thc whole of the caritalist system. If y-u
look at the record, you find a question is put : "I
put it to you that you are in favour of the destruction
of the whole of the capitalist system? --- No." Your

Lordship apprceciates that a differcnt scnse is given.
Here ny learned friend has just referrcd - he says there
was no question - hc says that this document was not
repudiated, this Road tc¢ Liberty. The record is
"It wasn't a question of repudiating or rejecting or
accepting, it was a question of wanting further discus-

sion", which is a ccupletely different sense.
’ y
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ME. TERBLANCHE :

My Lord, I still submit that that is the meaning
I place on the evidence. My reading of the evidence is
that...
MR. JUSTICE RUMPFF :

Well, if you deal with the evidence from now on,
I would suggest that if you make a submission on the
evidence, then you can say that I submit that the effect
of the evidence is this, that and the other. Otherwise
quote the evidence, and say this is the evidence as it is
down on record. If you want to deal with a specific
porticn of the cvidence, we think you had better quote
it.

MR. TLRBLANCHE :

As Your Lordship pleascs. I am sorry, My Lord,
if T did not indicate that this was ny submission as to
the meaning of her evidence. I intcended to do so. My
Lord, on what my lcarned friend has said, there is one
cther point which he r.fcrred ne tc, and that is that
when Helen Joseph said that hcer idea of a state which
would be the result of the acceptance of the Freedon
Chartcr, would be very much like Chinz, she also indicatcd
that her knowledgc of China was rather limited. If I nay
add that, My Lord. And then therce is the cther that my
learned frierd drew thc Court's attention to. I still
submit My Lords that that is what she said.

My Lords, her evidencc at 14542, line 12,
has been included in this extract quoted, and although it
deals with some other pamphlets, it leads up to her

evidence which she gave on C.52. She says "Now in this
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article or paper of Hodgson's he again spcaks of the
degisive action that is mentioncd in that Springbok Legion
pamphet C.292. Now wasn't this aspact of the policy
discussed at this Ccnference? --- My Lords, it may have been,
I do not really rccollect the discussion that took place,
this was seven years ago. Perhaps papers were read, and
as I remember it there was some discussion on them, but

I rcally cannot remember what form that discussion took."
"But you were all agrecd on the principle of establishing
a people's democracy in South Africa? --- We all agreed on
the principle of establishing for - for working for
democratic government. Whether the phrasgpeople's
democracy was specifically used I really don't recall.

But the principle of establishing democratic government
with all that it implies, represcntation of all the
people, was certainly accepted". "You see, in this
article of Hodgson he savs the following on page 3, that
is on the national liberation movement. 'It has to deal
with the situation which requires -hce defeat of the
government and its rcplacement with a democratic people's
government.' I put it to you that that was a factor that
was prominently discussed at this inaugural conference?
-—-- My Lords, the defeat of the Natirnalist Government is
certainly premincent in our policy, that is not in dispute
for a moment. I cannot recallwhéther this was featured in
the discussions, I rcally am quite unable to recall what
line the discussion took on these particular papers."

"and its replacement with a democratic people's government?
--- My Lords, I am sure that the Confer.nc¢gfmld agree on

that, that the present governmaent should be replaced by =«
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democratic government. To me that is so obvious. That
is what we were working for, a democratic people's gcvern-
ment." "Now you gave the impression in your evidence in

chief that you wanted to repudiate the paper presented by

Mr. Bernstein at this Conference? --- My Lord, may I ask
which paper that was?" "The Road to Liberty, Exhibit
C.52, and it appcars on page..." - and then the pages are

given, My Lord. "My Lords, I rcally want to dispute the
suggestion that I wantcd to repudiate that document. That
is not so at all. I confined uysclf to pointing out that
these were not policy statements adopted by the C:nference
because they were presented through the extracts that
appeared in the Crown's opening address. There was the
impression given that they were policy documents. I was
trying to clear it up on a factual basis, My Lords."
"Those two documents were presented by people who were
elected to the Executive? --- That is so, My Lords."

"And it was there decided that those two documents

should be circularised among thé branches for discussion?
——— For further discussion, that is correct". "And

that would be a sort of indication to the branches of
what line the new organisation was proposing to follow?
~——= I don't think it can bc strictly speaking construed
in that way. If that had been the actual line that had
been adopted, then I imagine they would have been adopted
at Conference and circulated t» btranches more for
information". "But they were not rejected at the
Conference? --- No, I have not suggested that they were
specifically rejected, but they werce not adopted as

policy statecments. They were referred to the branches for
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further discussion.™

My Lords, in my summary of Helen Joseph's evidence,
I nowhere give the impression as far as I can see, My
Lords, that there is a suggestiszn that they were ever
adopted as policy statements, but I do give the impression
that they were not rejected by the South african Congress
of Democrats, and that in my submission is what Helen
Jcseph says here. "Now the question is then because they
were approved of? -—-- I understand that they were
referred (?) because it was felt, and I do now seenm to
recall more clearly that the Conference itself did not
provide sufficient ftime for full discussion of these
docunents. My Lords, that happens very frequently at
Conferences, when the pressure of time becomes a factor.
No resolutions were passed on their contents, merely a
reésolution that they should be for agreement - I don't
even know that that was the resoluticn, that they should
be referred for further discussion and the implication
to me is that they required further discussion. It was
not a question of repudiating or rejecting or accepting,
they wanted furtheridiscussion on that." "No amendment
to either of then was suggestel at the Conference? ——-
My Lords, they wers not resoclutions that called for
amendments. I cannct really sec heow that would arise.™
and then there is a general question in rcegard to this
document and C.292, "You sce these articles, both these
articles I put tc you saw the 3cuth African scene as
outlined in the Springbok Legion pamphlet, C.2927? ——-
That may be so. I haven't studied the Road to Liberty".

"And both these papers suggested an organisation cf the
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