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3 Of 21l those of us who have come here to protest agsinst
the imposition of a second 5-yesr ban on Mr. Peter Brown,
not one knows the reasons why he has beeh banned agsin. I
myself do not know, yet I was‘more intimately associated with
him in politics than anyone c¢lse. I was the first Natiomal
Chairmen of the Liberal Part,, but I received what is knowm
as upstairs promotion, and wss succecded by Petcr Brown. I
think it fair to say that I Knew every political thought, every
political plan, that he ever hsd in his mind. He never com-
ceagled any action from me. He riever lied. He never intrigued.
Any kind of underground desling was foreign - and s:till is
foreign - and slwsys will be foreign - to his nagure. Does
the Ministe. of Justice possess informstion that is mot known
to those of us who know him so intimetely? I do not believe it.
Why wes he banned? Helwas banned because in the opiniocn
of the Minister, he was a danger to the security of the State.
If thet means that he would, if he wer: fre d, have made plans
to overthrow the government by violence, or:?&citeiothers to de
S0, or:%éhaVeiviolently, orhé%indnr racial hatred, then it is
an absurd and nonsensical aliegation that cannot be sub-
stentiated by eny proof. It is monstrous, is it not, that a
Minister of Stote con ban @ man for five years on the basis
of an allegation that cannot be substantiated? It is
monstrous is it not, that the Minister of Justice should ban
Peter Brown on the grounds that he is furthering the aims

of Communism?2
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I should like to sy something sbout Peter Brown and
his attitude towards Communism. No one was more earnest
than he in his desire to bring an end to poverty and
deprivation, and to give to every men a just share of the
results of his labour, and to abolish gross inequalities
of opportunity and wealth, snd to aboclish that cruel
social system which makes & man's future and destiny
dependent on the accident of his birth and the colour of
his skin. But if these noble ends could only be achieved
by cruel means, by the sbrogation of the rule of law, by
the silencing of 21l opposition, then Peter Brown would
have fought such @ doctrine with &1l the strength of his
stubborn snd independent soul. These particular aims of
Communism are not furthered in Souﬁh Aérica by people like
Peter Brown, they esre furthered by the Government that
hates Communism with a dezdly hatred.

The South Africen Government is not the oniy anti-
Communist Governmehit that uses the devices of Stalin and
Franco asnd Salazar (quote CHristienity & Crisis, P.188).
(quote cable sent by he U.S. Study tesem to President Nixon).
(cuote the absurd position of Mr. and Mrs. Jean Hill). The
Suppression of Chmmunism Act is a semantic atrocity. It
enables the Minister to deal with Pan-Africsnists, Africen
Nationalists, Indisn anti-Apartheiders, protcsters agsinst
the destruction of District 6, Liberals. One may derive a

secret pleasure from the fect that the arch-anti-Communists,
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the Verkramptes, are howling with rage over the BOSS Act,
which they fesr might be used agasinst them. Would they not
love to get hold of the Suppression of Communism Act? They
would, under the leadership of thet smiling anachronism
Albert Hertzog, use it agoinst mini-skirts and editors and
noﬁ-Calvinists and protesting students, snd some university
principals, ¢nd anyone who grumbles because he couldn't see
the Moon landing on TV. And we cen confidently predict,
ladies and gentlemen, that if he used the Act against snyone
who grumbles because he cen't have IV, then lots of people
would stop grumbling about not having TV. And insteasd of
grumbling, they would begin saying "the Government must know
something after 41", end "there's no smoke without fire',
and all those other wise things that people say when they've
lost their minds and their guts.

Another five yesrs of @ kind of imprisonment hes been
imposed on Peter Brown. Yet his offence is unknown. fie
hos not been brought before any court and proved to be
guilty of eny offence. Yet a sentence of great severity
has been imposed upon him. One of the most inhumen re-
quirements of this sentence is that he shall not attend
any gathering, and this hes been interpretffed by the comris
to mesn that he shall virtually abstsin from social life.
One of the consequences of this is that the friends of X
banncd persons begin fto avocid them lest they cause trouble

for them. It so happens that Mr. Peter Brown likes people
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and their company, though I must admit that he likes some
people and some compeny better than he likes others, a
characteristic that he shares with most of us. Therefore
when I heard that the ban had been renewed, I experienced -
as many of you did too - a feeling of grief as well as of
enger. One feels grief, not only because the whole

pattern of a man's life, and his wife's life, end his
children's lives has been changed, but because the power
that does it is a cruel power, seemingly inflexible, august
in its majesty because it is the power of the State. Yet
one fcels anger also, because this power is puerile as well,
in that it connot abide oprosition, it cannot sbide those
who criticise its policies, it reacts, not with grovity and
dignity, but with a viciousness that ill befits so?august
an suthority. lhe trouble is that the august power

of the State is in the custody of a human government, whose
representatitives ere not gods, but humans. Cne of then
has described the wives and families of Africen men as
appendages. Ancther hes threatened the representatives of
the South African Council of Churches that their cloth

will not save them from his wrath. Another described

a retired Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of South
Africs as & mischief-maker. Every free men is required to
respect the lawfully constituted authority. Every free

man recognises thet there can be no freedom without order.
Fut no free man gives a slavish obedience to authority,

nor can he respect an order that does not respect the
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claims of justice. It is because Mr. Peter Brown does
not give a slavish obedience to suthority, and because he
does not respect an order thet permits injustice, that he
has agein been silenced and restricted. We are not allowed
by law to tell you what he has said, or to repeat or
publish his words. DBut luckily we do not need to. What we
are saying here tonight are the things he would have said.
And he would say here unequivocally that he helped to found
the Liberal Party because to him Apartheid was a cruel and
repressive policy, becsuse Separate Development was to him
only a new name for an old suthoritarianism, becsuse the
existing ordey was unjust, becausc husbends working in
our towns and cities (where their work was indispensgble.,
were sepsrated by law from their wives and children, because
profitskounted more than persons, becsuse the working people
of South Alrica were denied a fair share of the wealth
they helped to create. Mr. Brovn sees clearly that the
essence of separste development is not that it provides
separste freedoms - that is the dresm. In essence it is
something done by pecple who heve power to people who have
none - thet is the reslity.  (Some climb onto the bsndwagon
so that they too can enjoy this power).

It is not easy to criticise the lawfully constituted
authority, nmor to reject its policies (Archbishop Cleyton).
It is even less easy if one is law-abiding, if onébas Been

brought up to be obedient, and to heve respect for suthority.
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And especially is it not easy, if for the first
time in one's life one is kept under surveillance,
and one's telephone is tapped, and one's mail is opened,
andflone's name is taken. One is accused (or one's party
is accused, which is safer, but is really the scme thing)
of furthering the aims of Communism. And then perhaps
‘here is the lhreat of a day of reckoning, and perhaps
one cen see thel dsy coming, snd one hss to decide whether
to stop protesting end criticising, and to stop making
common cause with those of one's fellow-countrymen who are
of different rece and colour from oneself, and to be good
and be guiet and be nothing st all, so that the coming of
8he day may be staved off - but perhaps one decides that one
must not stop protesting and critiéisng, perhaps one decides
it would be better to lie down and die than to yield one's
meaning as a man, perhaps one decides that to be good and
be guiet and be nothing is to betray those of one's fellow-
countrymen who had made coumon cause, very often in the
face of thrests and loss ond igtimidation, perhaps cone
decides thaet that is what life is, not a time in which to be
good and be quiet and be nothing, but @ time in which To be
true to the things one believes and to be true to those
who a2lso believe in them, even though it is going to change
one's life, and the life of one's wife and children.

S0 if we grieve for Peter Brown and his wife and
children, let us not grieve inordinately. There is no

other way in which he could hsve lived his life. We may
/grieve
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grieve for him, but would we have had him be something else?
If he hod been something else, then we would ©11 have been
impoverished. There are those who ask, what gocd has it
done? It hss done a lot of good. It enables us to say
South Aprice is a land of fear, but it's & land of courage
also. Yet nevertheless, whatever evil, whatever good, has
come of this, we are here to make our protest agsinst this
act of Uyranny and inhumanity. Why can't the Government
say to @ person xhmxkmx whose ban is about to expire, your
ban is not to be renewed, but we can impose a new one on
the day we believe that your words and ections are a denger
to the security of the State? Why can't they say that? Is
there any reason, cen their be any reeson, for them not to
say that? It at lesst allows scme measure of freedém to
the person whosc ban is sbout to expire, to decide how
he will live his life in the future. Who is the danger to
racisl peace, Mr. Browun or Dr. Ras Beyers? And which one
walks free?

I said earler that Peter Brown's offémce is unknown.
By that I meant that he hes committed no known offence against
the law. But he has committed sn offence all the same,
and that is that he wdnit go down on his belly and lick the
boots or the august posterior of the Government.  He won'f®
say "Yes, Boss,' and he won't let anyone say "Yes, Boss" to
him. He knows that the officisl policy of the Gove.nment is
racial seperation, and sepsrate devclopment, end separete
freedoms, and separace bludgeons for all those who don't

/believe




believe in it. DBut he doesn't sce¢ why he has to

believe in it, or why he shoulgfgﬁg; saying he doesn't
believe in it. He doesn't see why he should refrasin from
meking common cause with any South African who believes

in the same things that he beliewes in. There are some
people who think that if he would only sign sn affidavit
saying that he wos ageinst Communism and violence, that the
Minister would let him go free, but #@nfortunately he
doesn't sign that kind of affidavit, not beczuse he isn't
against Communism and viclence, but because he has an odd
belief that freec men don't sign that kind of affidavit.
While we may grieve over .he conscquences of his -beliefs,
we can also be grateful that he his them, and we éan be
graceful that quite a lot of other people have them too,
though not enough to change the course of events. One thing
wEExxmx one hos to lesrn in South A rica, snd that is that
there are some things that one must do and some consequencces
that one must suffer, even if they don't seem Lo change the
course of events. One does these things and suffers the
consequences because thal is what it meens to be oneselfl,
snd there is a much worse fote than banning, snd that is

to cease to be onesclf, end to have to lie and prewaricate
ond deceive, oneself as well &s others, and to have
tremendous principles and also tremendous reacsons why one

shouldn'. stick to them, so that in the end one's children,
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some of them, become alienmated by 2ll this hypocrisy, and
go oul and get themselves intc trouble (Say something
about young people if enough are there).

Robert Birley, quoting from some classical source
thet I cannot remember, snd wanting to encouresge his South
Africen audiences, would say there is a time for sowing and
a time for resping, and one must not be disheartened when
there is nothing to reap, because obvicusly that is a time
for sowing. Well this is a time for sowing, and fthere are
even signs that the seed is sprouting, and this is encouraging
even though we know that the tender shoots will have to
survive drought and locusts and big Boss himself, who
may plough them a2ll under in the belief that they‘ére weeds.
A book is going tc be published this month in Cape Town,
called "Beweging Uitwaarts" which is "Movement Outwards'.
And in this book Dr. J.J. Degenaar, professor of political
philosophy at the University of Stellenbosth, questions the
need for nationalism "in @ world which is becoming §smaller
and in which a larger form of solidarity has now become
necessary'". Dr. Degenaar says "personslly I think man
should start endeavouring individually and collectively to
think snd to act in terms of loyalty to the race™. He
seys that the new age demands new values, "humanity rather
than nationeality, reasonablencss rather than emotionality,
truth rather than ideology,e....justice rather than self-
preservation, civilisaticn rather than purity of race,

/co~responsibility
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co-respepsibility rather than maintenance of one’s own
at al] sosts". Dr. Degenaar goes one step further, and
distipguishes between the open and the closed society.
In tiie open society the freedom of the indevidualiis
respected, and in the clesed society, order in maintained
with an iron hand. And this, ladies and gentlemen is
from the professor of political philesophy at
Stellenbesch. It's worth while sewing seed after all,
even if one gows by holding protest meetings.

Let me say in conclusion that the respensibility
for making South Africa a Land of hepe andcourage does
not rest on Peter Brewn alene. It rests on all of us-
who leve Seuth Africa,and want"te see her right net wrong,
just not cruel, so confident in her cause that she dees
not need té# deprive one of her best citizens of his
freedom to try to make her cause better still.
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