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JT IS A PRIVILEGE TONIGHT to be speaking on the same platform as Dr. Birlev. The 

Black Sash has reason to be grateful for all that Dr. Birlev has done for us, and indeed for 
South Africa, during his three years here. He has never been too busy, or too tired or unwill
ing to speak at our meetings or to give us his advice and help on the many occasions on which 
we have approached him. He has been a real friend to us all.

In Johannesburg we have got to know Mrs. Birlev well and have had the opportunity to ap
preciate her remarkable qualities. We have all a great admiration and a great affection for her 
and we are very sad that we have to say au revoir to them both when they leave South Africa at 
the end of the year.

We want to give them both our very sincere thanks for all they have done for us, not least 
for their friendship which we greatly value. We wish them both every happiness and success in 
the work which thev are undertaking on their return to Great Britain.

It is difficult for  me to find something new to 
sav year in this annual address to the Black 
Sash. The fact is that the only change which 
occurs in South Africa is one of degree and not 
of substance.

We go on our way treading the same path, 
always travelling up hill, with no end in sight, 
and never being able to overcome the obstacles 
which confront us. Nevertheless, we continue to 
sow our seeds and we hope that one day they will 
bear fruit.

A few months ago Dr. Birley spoke to the 
Black Sash on the Value of Protest. In describ
ing the resistance of many Germans to the Nazis, 
Dr. Birley quoted Father Alfred Delp, a Jesuit 
priest, who was eventually executed in a concen
tration camp. In his last letter from prison 
Father Delp wrote:

“ This is a time of sowing, not the time of 
harvest” .

This fine statement has made a deep impression 
upon me and it has given a purpose to everything 
which the Black Sash is seeking to do. Those of 
us who are sometimes discouraged because there 
is no evidence of achievement, should remember 
that “this is the time of sowing” . .We hope our 
children will reap a rich harvest.
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Let us now look at South Africa, her policies 
and the attitudes of her people, as they are, to
wards the end of 1966.

South Africa is a country of abnormality. It 
calls itself a democracy. Perhaps it could be 
called a democracy within an autocracy. For 
the white electorate there is a semblance of demo
cratic government, but a country where four- 
fifths of the population has no say in who gov
erns them or how they are governed can hard
ly be said to be ruled by the people or for the 
people.

South Africa is abnormal in that it divides its 
own citizens into .racial groups and legislates for 
each group separately. It is abnormal because 
it purports to provide justice for all, but it abro
gates the rule of law. It is abnormal because it 
boasts that the country is peaceful and that race 
relations are harmonious, but it has banned over 
a thousand people and banished and detained in 
prison many others, without charge or trial. It 
is a country almost without friends in the w’orld 
community and entertains in its prisons 1,310 
political prisoners convicted between 1960 and 
1965. (Hansard Col. 2435, No. 8, 1966.)

South Africa is abnormal too, because on ideo
logical grounds, it declines to make use of its
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labour force to alleviate a chronic shortage of 
skilled artisans, thus prejudicing the economy on 
which the ideology must rely.

South Africa is abnormal because its legisla
tion is designed to maintain the power o f one 
racial group over all others, and to this end it is 
prepared to abrogate its own declared Christian 
principles in the imposition of the grossest injus
tices on its subject peoples. It is abnormal be
cause it professes to be Christian, but in legisla
tion. attitudes and behaviour it denies all the 
basic tenets of that religion.

It equates patriotism with loyalty to a politi
cal party. It indulges in witch hunts and smear 
campaigns to discredit those who disagree with 
the policy of the party in power. It relies on 
coercion and not on consent to rule the country;' 
and it insists on swimming against the tide of 
history to force on an unrepresented and unwill
ing majority, a doctrine of separate development, 
separate freedoms or apartheid, whatever one 
wishes to call it, which is never intended to be 
exposed to the danger of rejection by vote by 
those whom it most affects.

We have come a long way in eighteen years. 
While before we were a country, if not demo
cratic, with at least a comparatively normal, 
healthy social and political interchange, albeit 
with grave problems. We are now an autocracy 
governed by fear and dissension, suspicion and 
mistrust.

A state which claims that it is peaceful, order
ly and just, should have no need to spend R256 
mill on on defence in one year, or need a mass of 
legislation which effectively curtails speech, 
thought and action for the whole population.

AH this we are told, is necessary for two 
reasons.

First, to maintain Christian values on the A fri
can Continent, and second, to maintain our separ
ate identity as a White nation in a God-given 
homeland.

This evening I should like to examine in detail 
both these claims, and let us consider to what 
extent these two objectives are, in fact, being 
realised.

The Government’s policy has two prongs. The 
first is the policy of apartheid within the White 
areas o f the Republic, and the second is separate 
development and separate freedoms within the 
“Bantu”  homelands.

Let us examine firstly the policy of separate 
development and separate freedoms within the 
“Bantu” homelands.

The “ Bantu”  homelands are, in the main, the 
1 areas o f land formerly known as the Reserves. 

They comprise approximately 13 per cent of the 
land surface of South Africa. They are intend
ed to accommodate the whole African population 
which presently is estimated at abolit 12 millions.

All South Africans welcome the rehabilitation 
of the iand and the economic develoDment of
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( these areas. This government has done much in 
the Transkei to modernise agriculture, to reha
bilitate the iand, to correct the overstocking of 
grazing areas and to train farmers in modern 
methods of agriculture. There can be no doubt 
that the basis of a viable economy is a sound agri
cultural policy. The afforestation development, 
cattle and sheep farming and the establishment 
o f  some light industry has done much for the 
Transkei and for the Xhosa people who live there. 
It is to be hoped that in the near future the same 
development will take place in the other African 
territories.

Dr. Verwoerd visualised that the Transkei 
and other homelands would become self-governing 
and independent states.. This vision which Dr. 
Verwoerd had, of the White race and the African 
races, each governing their own countries was 
the ideal which gave respectability and moral 
justification to apartheid. The idea of separate 
development and separate freedoms for each 
racial group in his own land might be thought 
to be a feasible solution to the race problem. 
There are. however, many South Africans, among 
them the women of the Black Sash, who have 
grave misgivings about the concept of forcing 
all Black South Africans to become citizens of 
one or other of the homelands.

Our misgivings are not concerned with the 
balkanisation of South Africa, or with the fear 
o f being surrounded by a number of Black 
States or of the need to expropriate more land 
from the White areas for inclusion in the home
lands. The reasons for our misgivings are more 
fundamental.

Firstly, the whole philosophy of separate de
velopment was decided upon by the government 
without consultation with the African people.
X here was no thought of holding a referendum 
to give the Africans the opportunity to express 
..heir views on a matter which so vitally affects 
them. The people were confronted with a fait 
accompli, despite all the opposition, over the 
years, to the Tribal Authorities system.

Now a Xhosa must regard his home as the 
Transkei, regardless of the fact that are thous- 
ands of them who have never been to the Trans
kei and have no desire to go there. In the future 
the Zulus must live in Zululand and the Vendas 
and others in their tribal areas in the Transvaal. 
This dictum leaves out of account the many 
thousands of Africans who are now completely 
detribalised and whose homes are in the White 
urban areas.

Dividing the African people into their ethnic 
groups will foster Black nationalism and will 
accentuate tribal differences. The experience of 
the tribal colleges is proof of that, and the dan
gers have been amply demonstrated only recently 
in Nigeria.

\ ^  *s strange that we set so much store by the
1 unity of the White races in the Republic, but
\ insist on separating the ethnic groups among the
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Black races. We* encourage disunity among the 
Black groups and unity among the Whites. Sure
ly the whole trend of modern philosophical, reli
gious and political thinking is towards the unity 
of all men everywhere.

The second reason for our misgivings about 
the “ Bantu”  homelands is that they cannot pos
sibly accommodate or support twelve million A f
ricans without the expenditure by White South 
Africa, of development capital on a scale which 
we could certainlv not afford and have, in fact, 
already re jected .^

Thirdly the Ttmlinson Report indicated that 
there would always be millions o f Africans need
ed in the White areas. At present about one- 
third of the whole African population is in the 
urban areas, a third on the White farms and a 
third in the homelands. In the future, if the 
trend continues as it is today, the proportion of 
Africans in the white areas must increase des
pite ail the efforts which are being made to re
verse the flow. Today the African areas cannot 
support their population of about four millions. 
If the flow of labour is to be reversed develop
ment expenditure in the tribal areas must, in 
fact, succeed in outstripping such expenditure in 
the white towns. Can any of us see that hap
pening?

Recent legislation and recent policy indicates 
the government’s determination to ensure that 
this state of affairs must cease. They are in
creasing- the number of migrant workers and 
reducing the numbers of Africans who have ac
quired rights, or who will acquire rights, in the 
urban areas. The intention seems to be that in 
the future the whole labour force will be mig
rant. This means that the African worker will 
have no security in the white areas, and it is 
difficult to see how he will either have security 
or stability in his homeland. We must not for
get the part which insecurity o f tenure and of 
employment has played in revolutions throughout 
history.

Is it envisaged that an African migrant will 
serve one term only, as a contract worker in the 
Republic, or will he be repeatedly recruited and 
become a kind of professional migrant, having 
to live apart from his wife and familv for half 
o f his working life?

Can the Republic afford the luxury of an 
inefficient and inadequate labour force? Is there 
to be a perpetual shortage of skilled and trained 
workmen? Can one, in all honesty, call this 
separate development?

The logic is difficult to follow. I f  the White 
Republic will depend on the labour of six to 
eight million Africans will it be possible to move 
backwards and forwards, from town to homeland, 
these huge numbers of people, at regular inter
vals?

Now we have the question of separate free
doms. This presumably means that in his own

homeland an African will be free; but when he 
comes to work in the white areas he» will not. 
Assuming that he does not have the franchise 
in the White Republic, is he to be restricted by 
the pass laws forever, or by the-Group Areas 
Act, or separate amenities, and is he to live in 
“ bachelor" hostels all his working life? -These 
questions have never been answered.

For these reasons we cannot accept that the 
policy of separate development is realistic or 
feasible. For as long as the policy is to be ap
plied without consent, we cannot support it.

We now turn to the second prong of govern
ment policy — apartheid in the Republic. We 
shall take the facts as they are and see how they 
measure up to civilised standards of Christian 
teaching.

Firstly, let us examine the position as far as 
the Coloured people and the Indians are con
cerned. For them there are not even to be 
homelands. Their homes are to be in Group 
Areas, in ghettos; their work in the White towns 
and on White farms. They are each to have 
their own brand of education, each a Council to 
control their affairs. This Council is not even 
wholly elected, but partially nominated, with a 
White Minister as chairman.

The Coloureds will mix with the Coloureds and 
the Indians with Indians. All their amenities 
are to be separate, separate transport, separate 
entertainment, separate beaches, separate sea, 
separate everything, which as the American 
judge found, might be separate, but cannot be 
equal.

We have seen over the last 18 years, and we are 
still seeing today, the injustices and the gradual 
whittling away o f rights from the Coloured peo
ple. Their franchise rights, entrenched in the Act 
of Union, were removed by a political, but legal 
trick, and replaced by an inferior method of rep
resentation. Again today, their representation is 
to be further diminished and their right to elect 
representatives of which the government does not 
approve, will be impossible. Whether they like 
it or not the Coloureds will be represented by 
those who profess to believe in separate develop
ment.

Thousands of Coloureds and Indians have been 
uprooted from the homes which they have lived in 
for generations and have been moved to group 
areas of the government’s choosing. Many have 
lost their livelihoods particularly the Indian trad
ers. The traders have been moved to areas 
where profitable trade is not possible.

The Coloured people who have always been 
accepted as part of our society are now consider
ed as a species apart. Thousands o f them went 
to war in the defence of South Africa. Now 
they may not sit beside a White taan in a bus, 
a train, or at a concert. Their labour is wel
come anywhere, and at all times, but not their 
persons in society.
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The Coloured* and the Asian population has 

had a raw deal. They have been humiliated, they 
have been moved to out of the way places, they 
have lost their homes, their businesses and 
their happiness. The future for them is without 
hope of ever being recognised as people, or as 
South African citizens.

Then we have the Africans who live and work 
— or would like to live and work in the urban 
areas. And we have those whose labour is 
needed on the White farms.

We have seen the effects o f the migratory lab
our system on the lives of the African people. 
Are they to endure the rigours of the pass laws 
and influx control in perpetuity? Will the same 
conditions exist in the Republic when the "Ban
tu” homelands are independent?

Migratory labour may be unavoidable in cer
tain circumstances, such as for labour needed to 
harvest seasonal crops; but to base the entire 
labour for the economy on migrant labour is 
neither efficient, economically sound, just, or 
morally defensible.

With the rapid development and expansion of 
the industrial economy since the end of the Sec
ond World War, more and more Africans have 
come into the white areas where their labour is 
needed. Today there are more Africans in every 
urban area than there are whites. The govern
ment is disturbed by this fact, and it has de
creed that the flow of Africans to the towns 
must be stopped. 1978 is the magic year; it is 
said that, in that year, the flow of Africans will 
go into reverse and they will all be going back to 
the homelands. A  determined effort is being 
made to ensure that this process takes place, and 
harsher restrictions and controls are being ap
plied to enforce influx control and the pass laws. 
Today no African woman may enter an urban 
area from the country; a man who by virtue of 
his birth or long residence in an urban area, is 
entitled to have his wife to live with him, can
not achieve this if his wife was born in the 
country and has lived there all her life. A  wife 
has to prove that she entered the area lawfully 
and that she ordinarily resides with that man in 
that area. This, a country woman cannot do. 
Thousands of women, already living in the urban 
areas but who have no written proof of the length 
of their domicile there, are being parted from 
their husbands and endorsed out to the country. 
Children are being separated from their parents 
if they have broken their domicile by living for a 
time in childhood with their grandparents. No 
African may come to an urban area to seek work 
without permission. He can only come if  re
cruited by a person with a recruiting licence or 
by an individual employer who applies for per
mission to bring him to town for the purposes of 
employment, and if that permission is granted. 
When he comes he is tied to the one employer; he 
may not change his job, and when his service

contract is terminated he must leave the area and 
go home. He thus has no protection whatever 
against exploitation. He may not choose what 
category of work he would like to undertake, but 
must accept employment in the category of work 
in which there are vacancies.

The happiness and security of every African is 
dependent on the correct stamp in his reference 
book. If he does not have it he spends his life 
in fear o f losing his job. or of being endorsed out, 
or of being arrested. He lives in a state of hope
lessness and frustration. If he has the right 
stamp in his book, he is in constant fear of losing 
it, of his wife being endorsed out, or of his child
ren being endorsed out, or o f having to live in a 
“bachelor”  hostel; or of coming up against au
thority.

Wherever an African is, and whatever he does 
he is in constant fear of arbitrary arrest. Mass 
police raids on the Witwatersrand alone, over 
the last eleven months have resulted in thousands 
of arrests. From 1st January to 30th June this 
year, 38,391 people were arrested for not being 
in possession of identity documents, or of being 
in a prescribed area for more than 72 hours with
out permission- 30,663 of them were convicted. 
Last year in the nine largest towns in the Repub
lic 86,186 people were endorsed out of these areas.

Mass police raids were undertaken, it was 
said, with the object of catching criminals. After 
one large raid in Johannesburg when over 1,000 
people were arrested, a police officer stated that 
the raid was necessary as there were five or six 
people suspected of serious crime, arrested in 
that raid.

No system which causes so much suffering 
can be justified, nor can it be called Christian. 
It is brutal.

This is what apartheid means to people who 
are affected by discriminatory laws. I think the 
review of the facts and policy of separate devel
opment is proof that Christian values are not 
being maintained in South Africa.

These are the facts which cause such antagon
ism abroad towards South Africa. These are the 
reasons why the United Nations devotes so much 
time to attacking South Africa. These are the 
reasons why no exposition on the material bene
fits bestowed on the African people can ever 
change South Africa’s unfortunate image abroad*

However, destructive criticism only will not 
achieve anything and the time has come for those 
who support government policy and those who 
do not, to get together, at least, to talk. Dia
logue seems to be the most difficult thing to ac
complish in South Africa today.

What is happening to South Africans? Why 
is there no trust between people o f different 
political beliefs?

Even the assassination of Dr. Verwoerd 
brought unpleasant accusations from people in
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high places. All South Africans were horrified 
by the brutal murdlr of Dr. Verrroerd, and every 
right thinking person condemns absolutely, vio
lence in all its forms. It -was evident that the 
political opponents of the government were equal
ly saddened and appalled by the horrible crime 
which took place in the House o f  Assembly in 
September. It was therefore, a shock to hear 
a Minister of State placing the responsibility for 
what happened on groups and individuals who 
have always opposed, politically, the policies of 
the government. This kind o f talk is dangerous, 
libellous, and it would appear to be an act of 
incitement.

Why is it that there has been such a change in 
atttitude among South Africans to civilised 
values? There are many questions which require 
investigation.

Every night the newspapers are full o f reports 
of acts of violence, armed robberies, attacks on 
innocent people, murder. Every second house 
has a burglar alarm; hundreds o f  people carry 
fire arms and use them on the least possible pro
vocation. Why do we no longer rely on the 
maintenance of law and order? Is it partly the 
result of the official disregard fo r  the rule of 
law, or is it partly a disregard for the rights 
of others? Why do we need laws such as the 180 
day detention law, the banning o f unlawful org
anisations law, the banning and banishment laws, 
and all the other laws which abrogate the rule of 
law. Not only do we live by physical violence, 
but also by mental violence. Violent speeches, 
violent attacks on individuals, smear campaigns, 
witch hunts — all are assaults on human beings. 
How is it possible that what was called an Inter
national Symposium on Communism could be held 
in Pretoria last month when liberals, the 
Churches, intellectuals, the press, students, wo
men's organisations, capitalists and critics were 
branded as communists, or dupes o f communists. 
There the violence of the language used and the 
sentiments expressed are not worthy o f a coun
try which claims to be both Christian and demo
cratic. Words seem to have lost their meaning 
and one is confronted with such continual and 
dangerous propaganda that it has become diffi
cult to maintain a sense of proportion and to 
keep events in perspective. One has to be on 
one’s guard to distinguish truth from  half-truth 
and fact from propaganda.

Why is there such an explosive atmosphere af
ter a railway accident, when people in their fear 
and misery turn to violence? Why have we be
come indifferent to human suffering? Why do 
we no longer react to unjust legislation such as 
the Prohibition of Improper Interference Bill, 
introduced into Parliament last month? We re
member the public anger when the Senate Bill 
was introduced. There were public protests -all 
over the country. That is not the case today. 
Public opinion seems to be in a coma.

Why is there no reaction when the Christian 
Churches are attacked, or when the Press is at
tacked? Why have South Africans surrendered 
their individuality in a desire to conform to offi
cial thought? All these changes in our national 
personality do not strengthen our position in 
the world, nor at home, nor are they conducive to 
the proper functioning of democracy. Our submis
siveness is driving us into a state of personal, 
national and international isolation. “ No man 
is an island entire o f itself; every man is a piece 
of the Continent, a part of the main” , said John 
Donne.

We cannot continue indefinitely with no con
tact and no discussion between people of different 
political beliefs. As a result of enforced separa
tion of English-speaking and Afrikaans-speaking 
children in the schools, the two groups have 
grown up without having had the opportunity of 
getting to know each other. There is no con
tact and therefore no understanding, and now 
there is no common ground on which the two 
white groups can meet. There cannot be real 
unity under these conditions.

When the government boasts that there is 
more unity among the two White groups than 
ever before, it would be well r.ot to confuse unity 
with support for the strong arm policy of apart
heid. W'hat most White people have in common 
is the desire to keep the Black man in his place, 
to maintain their position of privilege and to 
guard the status quo; but this must not be equat
ed with unity with Afrikaner nationalism. Each 
group is being kept in a state of isolation, Black 
from White, Black from Asian, from Coloured, 
Afrikaner from English, liberal from conserva
tive — all of us in separate compartments, and 
all of us, as a whole, isolated from the world.

South Africa, no more than any other country, 
cannot live in isolation and cannot succeed if its 
policies conflict with modern civilised thinking. 
In the second half o f the twentieth century the 
world is passing through a revolution in thought 
and ideas. The discovery o f the hydrogen bomb 
and improvement in communications have made 
the reappraisal of old attitudes and ideas an 
urgent necessity. The old world is dead. We 
who are living through this period of world 
history are faced with the greatest challenge 
of all time; the challenge o f racial co-existence, 
of international co-existence, of the recognition 
of the interdependence o f mankind.

No one expects it to be easy and there will be 
troubles and problems everywhere. Everv coun
try must make a constructive contribution to 
ensure that future generations throughout the 
world, will be able to live in peace and security.

We cannot find areas of agreement as long as 
the plethora of discriminatory legislation remains 
on the Statute Book. The country must return 
to the rule of law, Parliament and the Executive 
must not usurp the powers which rightly belong
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to the judiciary. The government must stop rul
ing by force and must rely on persuasion and 
not on coercion, to govern. The acid test of good 
*^«nunent is the degree o f individual freedom 
society1S m3de av,llable each member of the

It is almost blasphemous tb assume that the 
Whites have been placed here by God to rule 
Southern A fnca. Mankind is universal, mankind 
is the sum total o f men and women throughout 
the world, and as such, all men are equal in the 
sight of God. Therefore no section of a popula
tion is justified in us.ng its power to maintain its 
privileges at the expense o f  others. The over
riding power which our government now has will 
surely prove to be its greatest weakness. The 
corrupting influence o f power grows like a can. 
ker m the body politic and will eventually des
troy those who use that power autocratically 
without regard to the rights of others.

Those South Africans who feel deeply about 
o f tlus country, should stand united 

to halt the trend towards authoritarian rule. It 
is distressing to find disunity among like minded 
people and organisations. Too often groups and 
organisations .vill not associate in taking a stand 
together on a matter o f moral principle. There 
is a need for leadership and a need for political 
education among the membership of groups and 
organisations, and in the membership of the 
Churches of every religion and denomination. 
P e” .ls ,a need to clarify the values and beliefs 
for which we all stand, and a need for every 
individual to accept his responsibility to sub- 
scnoe, in a practical way, towards the achieve- 
ment of those values.

th itRifod!iSlreSf in? When an organisation such as 
£  3m  t  1S re^ rded ^ t h  suspicion, when its aim is t.o expose and oppose social injustice 
mnerent in South A frica ’s massive burden of dTS! 
criminatory legislation which is based on the 
sole criterion o f race. We came into being and 

becaasf  oar individual members 
y  JaW3re ° f  their responsibility for wnat is being done in their names. This respon

s i b l y  we believe, should extend to every citi-
f nd ,m° re Particularly to those who are bet

ter Placed through education or calling, to under
b i d  ofer t r ions/ or South Africa and the’ of the Policies o f our government.

? as ilf come fashionable these days, to hold 
the -view that it is not the function of the Church 

f-re 111 Politics. It is a comforting belief 
S sr!! ‘ ev!*  the individual member of practis-
w L ^ u n S  “  thC P° UtiCal llfe °f  the

Christians have to decide whether the actions 
of a government which violates moral law and 

P™ 7 leS °n whicfc Christianity is built, arei£$ri&£ze£ r a- For these reasons -
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We sincerely believe that South, Africa is pass
ing throuzr. a phase of moral crisis. In these 
circumstances we feel strongly the need for lea
dership and guidance from our Churches, which 
are* ffter  all, or should be, the final arbiters of 
our Christian faith. It ig not, we submit, suffi
cient for a few  courageous individuals to speak 
their minds. The Churches themselves most con
sider the situation and take a firm, official stand
point. It is surely their place and not that of 
organisations such as the Black Sash to be at the 
forefront in a situation such as this. We can 
only hope that some such action will soon be 
forthcoming;

,, Jt * sad reflection on White South Africans 
that they no longer seem to realise the extent 
of this moral crisis. They have been lulled into 
a state o f apathy and a false sense of security 
by the oft repeated cliches such as, “our tradi
tional way o f life” ; “ South Africans are united as 
never before ; ‘liberals are more dangerous than 
communists” ; “ the security of the state is more 
important than the rule of law” ; '‘our Bantu are 
better paid and better off than those in any part 
of Africa. ’ I f  South Africans would contemplate 
the meaning o f these phrases they would realise 
now fictitious they are.

South Africans are out of touch with modem 
thinking and new ideas which are being accepted 
throughout the world. There is a strange belief 
that the whole world is wrong and that South 
Africa only, is right. This attitude is unlikelv 
to impress any country, and the prospects of 
any other state adopting South Africa's policies 
verges on the absurd. The world is changing and 
South Africa will have to accept change too. 
Nothing m life is static and South Africa has 
to aecide wnether to go forward to peaceful 
change or backward to violent change.

No amount^ o f money spent on publicity and 
propaganda aoroad will ever change South Afri
ca s image so long as our whole philosophy is 
built on racia. discrimination. Discrimination on

8I ° unas. can never ^  just- it can never be Christian, it will never be accepted by the 
world community, and it can never succeed

li j l *  t0°  late let' aI1 Sonth R ic a n s  realise that they must renounce the present policy
and seek to find a solution to which all South 
Africans can subscribe. Until that day comes, 
we in the Black Sash will go on exposing and 
opposing social injustice and working in a con
structive way for  a better South Africa. In the
Courage J’ M‘ Barrie in his famous address on

“ My last words must be of the lovelv virtue 
Courage, my children, and ‘greet the unseen 
with a cheer.’
‘Fight on. c y  men’ said Sir Andrew Barton. 
Fight on . . . till the whistle blows.”

D ie Swart Serp, Aug./Okt., 196G



Collection Number: AK2117 
  
DELMAS TREASON TRIAL 1985 - 1989
  
PUBLISHER: 
Publisher:-Historical Papers, University of the Witwatersrand 
Location:-Johannesburg 
©2012 

LEGAL NOTICES: 

Copyright Notice: All materials on the Historical Papers website are protected by South 
African copyright law and may not be reproduced, distributed, transmitted, displayed, or 
otherwise published in any format, without the prior written permission of the copyright 
owner. 

Disclaimer and Terms of Use: Provided that you maintain all copyright and other notices 
contained therein, you may download material (one machine readable copy and one print 
copy per page) for your personal and/or educational non-commercial use only. 

People using these records relating to the archives of Historical Papers, The Library, 
University of the Witwatersrand, Johannesburg, are reminded that such records sometimes 
contain material which is uncorroborated, inaccurate, distorted or untrue. While these 
digital records are true facsimiles of the collection records and the information contained 
herein is obtained from sources believed to be accurate and reliable, Historical Papers, 
University of the Witwatersrand has not independently verified their content. Consequently, 
the University is not responsible for any errors or omissions and excludes any and all 
liability for any errors in or omissions from the information on the website or any related 
information on third party websites accessible from this website.  

This document is part of a private collection deposited with Historical Papers at The 
University of the Witwatersrand.
 


