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Where;sbyfiur stadio? ---At ny home, 

Where? =—-- Af 11 Plantation Road, Gar&ens. 

Whexe is thot? Is that in the northern suburbs? -—-- 

The northern\suburbs, ycs. . 

Now, why had you to go and nmecet Enmily in Berea to 

discuss the’ question of drafting a letter? ---Well, I found 

it ificreasingly nore necessary to cover ny tracks fron 

police observatidh; I wasn't allowed to mect %eople any nore, 

I was undcr a ban, : 

Well, wouldn't it have been easier just at your house? 

---No, ( 

Why not? ---My house is under observatioq}%{ 

She could have come there as o visitor to a servant or 

something? ---Well, perhaps she could have, but she didn't, 

Did you have an employee at home? ---Yes, 

And-it would have been the easiest nmatter to meet her 

there?. Without arising any suspicion? --- Well, I don't know, 

I think this person is also known to the police, 

Well, I'm suggesting to you again, you could have 

picked your time, But why nake it so inconverienc, to go 

to the eighith floor of a building in Berea? ---I'm telling 

you why I nade it, Because the police werc, I was under 

police observation, I was restrictcd from attending gatheringsg, 

and I didn't want the police to know that I was doing this, 

Yes, but 2ll you really net this woman for was to, her 

supply the information so that you.could draft the letter? 

-—-Yes, but I was not allowed to do any of these things. 

What was so inportant about that? - you say you were 

not allowed to neet pcecople? ---Yes, 

So now what was so inmportant about drafting a letter? 

---Well, it must have been important to her., She wanted nme 

/%0.,.. 
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Yes, but why did you have to go to the trouble, - < 

where was Mr, Meyerson,by the way? ---I don't know, 

Where did you have to ®o and borrow the key? ---Yes, 

I nade an appointment and I went and borrowed the key., 

Where did you mect‘Meysrson? Where did you get the 

key fron hin? ---I think I went t his house, 

Where? ---His house, 

Where? —--- 19 Isipingo Streeé. 

Which suburb? -—--Obscrvatory, [ 

That nakes it even nore complicated? ---Not at all, 

it's on ny way, 

You had to go to Observatory to get the key to a flat 

in Berea? ---Yecs, 

Then you had to go and neet the girl somewhere and take 

her to the flat? ---No, she came there, I asked her to cone 

there, 

Very well, she came on her own to the flat? ---Yes, 

Where did you nake the appointment with her? ---Sh 

gent a message to me that she wanted to sce me and I sent _ 

a message back with a nessenger, 

Yes, but now, you didn't know that you would be 

able to get the key? P—--Pardoné ’ o 

_ How did you know that,,? ---I had arranged that I 

could get‘the key, 

Yes? Now tell us exactly what did .you arrange? --- 

I beg your pardon? 

What did you arrange? On what day of the week did you 

neet her? -—-I can't rericriber what day of the week it was. 

During the day or during the night? ---It was during 

the afterncon, I think, 

/And... 
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And you werc a person who were being followecd by the 

2 | 

police? ---Yes, 

You would nake it more obvious if you went into a - 

building in Berca, if ghe police had been following you?--- 
o 3 

Oh, I took precautions t0 sec whether I was being followed 

or not, 

But running all ¥hat risk? ---Well, I didn't know how 

important that letter was, I had 2 message that she wanted 

me to draft something for her and I agreed ‘to draft.it for " ‘ 

her and I sent a message back to say 'would she come there!' 

- I can't remcnber what time it was, it was in!the afternoon, | 

I know that, 2nd bring it along with her and I will sit 

down and draft it. 

You can't tell/us what nonth it was, what day of the 

week it was? ---Well, I think it was either April or May, 

but I'm not very sure of that, , 

What was so inportant about  this letter, that's also | 

what I can't understand? ---I very frequently was asked to 

do- things, I couldn't know in advance what I was doing., I 

was asked to translate,to drafthhings, to draft documecnts, 

to draft letters, replies to correspondence, because the 

officials of S,A.C.T.U, nany of the officials of S.A.C.T.F., 

were banned; some of then could not attend at the office , 

were unable to go there and so that I frequently had to dk‘*\fiq 

things like that, 

But can you give us sone infornmation about the - 

contents of this letter that you drafted? ---I think it 

e
 

T 

related to representations which had been nade on & previous f 

A 
e
 

occasion, in connection with some wagc representations, I 

oy 

think it was wagcs, 
{ 

Wages for whon? ---It was a general diflcnasiha’ 

Therc was a new campaign going on at the time about inc 

‘lm E e v e R
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wages for workers and to intensify the pressure for R2 a. 

day, because some employers had agreed - that's right, it 

comes back to ne now - it was , after several gréups of 

employers had agrced to it,- to increase wages to R2 a day, 

the S,A.C.T,U, decided to meke further representations to 

such employers who had not done this, And then they wrote 

.~ to*various bodies, They wrote to the Federate Chanmber 

of Industries, to the Associated Chambers of Commerc:, there 

was a whole lot of correspondence about that, That was 

roughly at the beginning of last year, Yes, I think at the 

beginning of last year, And then there werc replies to some 

of these representations, some very curt replies, some more 

detailed and one had to follow that up gnd I was agked quite 

often to draft replies to these things, +to follow these 

things up, 

Was this woman an office bearer of S,A.C.T,U? ~---I 

don't think so, I think she was working in the office, that's 

alil, 

And thce letter was drafted on behalf of S,A.C.T.U?——— 

Yes, 

And who was supposed to sign it? ---I don't know that, 

But who were the office bearers? ---Well, I don't know, 

The position a2t the time was that ‘many peoble had been banned, 

I think possibly this young lady was signing the letters, 

No, but S5.4.C.T.U, as such was not banned? —--- 

S5.A.CT,U, was not bahned. 

And you can't tell us who the office bearers were? 

--=I think practically the whole of the management committee 

of S.A.C,T,U, were banned 2t that stage with the exception 

of perhaps one or two people., I'm not: sure, But nearly all 

of them*were banned, All that was left, I think, was sone 

/kind, ., 
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kind of office staff, 

Was this a lengthy letter? ---No, it wasn't a lengthy 

letter., 
N 

Did you see it agaifl}\-—-l don't think so, 

I'm asking you again now, why did you have to gé to 

thosé lengths of meeting this girl at Berea, when you could 

have done it rmch more in a2 simple way? ---I'm explaining that 

I was banned from attending any kind of gathering., I.Was - 

banned fronm writing eanything for publication. I had all kinds 

of banns., And I was taking precautions not to be Eaught. 

I'n suggesting to you, that by making an appointment 

with this non-White girl, in = flat in Berea, you were ruhning 

a mch more , a greater fisk of clashing with thc law? —~-- 

I don't think so, 

What do you think would have happened if you had ‘been 

caught there? ---Well, I took precautions not to be caught, 

But do you appreciafie the risk that you ran? --- 

What risk? | 

The risk of being caught there with a non-White woman? 

~—-And what risk is that? 

Idon't know, I'm asking you? ---Neither do I know? 

You don't regard that as a risk? ---I don't regard 

that as a risk? Of course not? 

You donft think that many people would h3Ve.been 

suspicious if they had found you there? ---Suspicious of what? 

0f your conduct? Suspicious of the purposes of your 

intentions? ---0f ny conduct? I think people know me well 

enough to know about my conduct,. 

| I'm talking of people now that were following you? -—-—- 

I made quite sure that people were not following me, 

You say you were banned at the time? There was a 

real possibility or probability of your being followed? Then 

/youooo 
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you run the risk of being caught thefe with a non-whzte woman 

in a flat?---I nade éuite surg that I was not being followed. 

Incidentally, in thc course of ny trade union work I very 

often had to neet non-Europcans, : 

That may be so,\fiut I suggest that you could have o 

easily have met them 2t your house? And not in a’flat where 

you didn't even stay? #-- Well, I gave you ny reasons why, 

Yes. All right., Then, let's get to the next one, 

You say two persons that yourdidn't want to disclose, whoge 

names you didn't want to reveal., When did &ou neet them? —--- 

Sometime in September, ! 

And what business did you discuss with them? ---The 

fature of SiA.CiT U, 

And did you évolve gorie sort of policy there? ---Well, 

we didn't come to any definite conclusion, 

What was the object of - you say you just cane 

together to discuss the future of S$,A.C,T,U? ---Well, because 

the organization qulgctting into severe difficulty because 

of the banns inposed ofi a2ll officials, There was no 

management committee lefit any more.‘ Every member of the 

management committee had been banned, And we got together 

to discuss what could be done about that., What steps could 

be taken, 

Were they also non-Whites? ---Yes, 

And did you also have to go through this laborious 

procedure of getting the key from Meyerson's house? ---I 

asked hin for the key, yes. I nade an appointment, I asked 

him for the key and I got the key. l 

And then, where did you meet these two gentlemen to 

tell them that you would have a nmeeting? ---I picked them up 

in my car and we drove down to that place, 

Where did you pick them up? --- I think it was -~ 

/really... 
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really, I don't rémember now, 

No, please? ---It was on a street corner, I cah#t 

remember. They came up fronm town and I picked them up 
N 

o, N 

somewhere in the bottom of near Twist and Bree Streets, 
- 

Yes, then you had to travel up to Berea? --- That is 

correct. / 

With these two. non-Whites in the car? --- That is 

eorrect. 

Again running the risk of being seen by the police? 

~—-Well, they didn't see ne, [ 

But I'm telling you, you were running the risk? Then 

going up to - what street? Abel Road? ---Yes, no, I didn't 

go to Abel Road, 

Which road? ---I parked in a street at the back, | 

Olivia Road. 

But then the three of you had to get out of the car? --- 

The two got out.first-and they walked away; I told then in 

which direction to waik and I then got out of the car and 

I asked them to follow me and go where I was going., And 

I had given them the number of this flat, 

And again they had to go up into the building , 

openly? ---Yes, they went in through the garage. There's 

an underground garage., 

But again there was the risk of your being seen with 

these two non-Whites in that block, on that eighth floor? 

——-Well, I suppose there's always a risk, I don't know, But 

you have to teke precautions against risks, for there was 

a risk, I have no doubt about it, 

Yes, but there again I suggest.to you that‘ a much 

safe place would have been your own garage at home?---No, 

that would not have been a safe place, because my house in 

.
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ny opinion was under constant surveyance. 

And what prevented you fron having a liftle neeting 

in your car as you were driving alongé | Why aia you have to 

get out and go to a block of flats? ---No, we were going to 

have a fairly lenéhthy discussion~and sitting in a car might 

have been risky.,. . 

A lengthy discussion which didn't even produce 

anything? ---Yes, it was a very d;fficult situation, 

So what did you decide on? ---Well, we arrived at 

a decision to try and enroll nore peoplé-from the exiéting 

unions, from the affiliated unions, to serve on the 

nanagement committee, 

Of S.4A.C,T,U? ——-Yeg, Weal also decided to write to 

the Unions Affiliated with S.A:C.T.U. in other parts of 

thc country, in Cape Town, and there was a local committee in 

Kimberley, Port Elizabeth, Durban and so on, We decided to 

write to all of these and ask them what suggestions they had 

and suggested that a conference should be called to elect 

a new management, A new national “executive committee, 

Did you decide on the holding‘of such a ‘conference? 

~—-I think that was the decision - no, we decided to 

consult them about thz advisability of holding such a 

conference, or whether they could .suggest other methods 

for getting a new managefient commiftee together, 

Yes, How far did you get with that decision? --:Well, 

I don't know, After that I didn't see those men again 

and I was arrested, 

Yes, UNow, insofar as you interested yourself in the 

activities of S.,A.C.T,U., I suggest you were indirectly 

furthering the objects of your own, viz,, the objects of 

Communism? ---The only objects I was furthering was the 

- objects of the South African Congress of Trade Unions, 

/Yes,..
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Yes, but insofar as you were working towérds the 

-mobilization of - organization of the non-White workers, 

you were also furthering the cause of Cofimunisfi? ---I was 

furthering the objects of the South African Congress of 

Trade Unions which Were very dear ¥e me. 

Yes? ~--Irrespective of whether it lead to Communisn 

or not, It might , in the dim and %istant future achieve 

Communism, but that has got nothing to do with it. 

Yes, but the organization of the non7White workerg, 

was --- Of the Trade Unions.. y 

Yes, of the Trade Unions, was a very important part | 

of the Communist activity? --- So it was of a number of 

Trade Unionists who were not nembers of the Communist Party. 

Yes, but you told us yesterday that whatever you did 

in the field of trade union activity, was always directed 

towards the achievement of the ultimate objective? ---It 

was directed towards the achievement of higher wages and 

better conditions for the African Workers, organizing then 

in trade unions so that they should b€ able to make 

representations for themselves and so thfit they should be 

able to advance, That was the purpose of Trade Unions, 

That is the purpose of Trade -Unions, 

Yes, Indirectly, or directly, perhaps, succeeding 

in organizing the workers and as a speafhea& in the liberatory 

struggle? --- Well, I believe that ultimately the Trade 

Unions will certainly play a part in liberatory struggle, 

yes. : 

But they, all along, I mean, in the terms of the 

. theory, all along it was enjoincd and workers to play a 

prominent part in the struggle for libceration? ---Yes, 

The whole object is to organize the workers and to 

get then to take the leading role, play the leading role?--- 

/Well,...
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Yes, but insofar as you were working towérds the 

-mobilization of - organization of the non-White workers, 

you were also furthering the cause of Cofimunisfi? ---I was 

furthering the objects of the South African Congress of 

Trade Unions which Were very dear ¥e me. 

Yes? ~--Irrespective of whether it lead to Communisn 

or not, It might , in the dim and %istant future achieve 

Communism, but that has got nothing to do with it. 

Yes, but the organization of the non7White workerg, 

was --- Of the Trade Unions.. y 

Yes, of the Trade Unions, was a very important part | 

of the Communist activity? --- So it was of a number of 

Trade Unionists who were not nembers of the Communist Party. 

Yes, but you told us yesterday that whatever you did 

in the field of trade union activity, was always directed 

towards the achievement of the ultimate objective? ---It 

was directed towards the achievement of higher wages and 

better conditions for the African Workers, organizing then 

in trade unions so that they should b€ able to make 

representations for themselves and so thfit they should be 

able to advance, That was the purpose of Trade Unions, 

That is the purpose of Trade -Unions, 

Yes, Indirectly, or directly, perhaps, succeeding 

in organizing the workers and as a speafhea& in the liberatory 

struggle? --- Well, I believe that ultimately the Trade 

Unions will certainly play a part in liberatory struggle, 

yes. : 

But they, all along, I mean, in the terms of the 

. theory, all along it was enjoincd and workers to play a 

prominent part in the struggle for libceration? ---Yes, 

The whole object is to organize the workers and to 

get then to take the leading role, play the leading role?--- 

/Well,...



91. 2330, . Weinberg., 

---Well, therc too, it's a question of certain immediate 

objectives and certain others which may follow mich, much 

later on? The immediate objectives, as far as I’fi concerned,i 

the programme of the South African Congress of Trade Unions 

mis sinple enouéfi§~ It's to advance the progress of the 

workers, improve their conditions and to build up their 

trade union orgapgizations, 

Yes, But if we look at the organization of the 

Congress Movement as a whole, if you Bucceeded in organizing 

the workers, in the organization of the Fongress of Trade 

unions , you succeeded in naking then sufficiently politically 

conscious, and you succeed in getting then to a.stage where 

they would be ready for action, then you've contributed you 

share in the ultinate struggle for ,..? ---Yes, I agree with 

that, that is so, 

Yes, your Trade Union work and the organization of 

the workers, is a2 very vital link in the whole , striving 

towards ..., —-—- Téwards socialism, towards the ultimate 

objective, sure, 

Yes, Every 1ittle bit of activity , no matter how 

insignificant, in that field would serve towards furthering 

the cause of socialisn, really? ---Yes, 

And ;fi can't be otherwise? ---That is so, 

: Yes, Now, I'm asking you whether you didn't appreciate 

that what you were doing there, was really to further the 

‘achievenent of the ultinate goal? ---Yes, I have said all 

along, that Ibelieve in Conmunism and I , whatever work I'd 

do, whatever political work I do, I have that in mind, I 

- think of that, 

Yes, And then, insofar as you were succeeding in 

naking these people aware of their conditions; organizing 

/then, ..
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then, preparing then mentally, politically, &ou would be 

assisting the Communist Party? —-—I'dbn't agree with that, 

Why not?---I can't make the Trade Unions assist the 

Conmunist Party? o 
i \ 

No, I'm speaking now in geheral terns? That 1f the - 

Communist Party were to aim at the organization of the masses, 

of non-Whites in South Africa, 5£d you in your capacity as, 

say, an aavisor of the Congrcss of Trade Unions, succeecCed . 

in playing your part in organizing ther workers theré‘ P e 

I would like to get this clear., TIs it suggested that chause 

I was engaged in organizing Trade Unions, I was assisting in 

the aims and objectives of the Comrmnist Party? Is that what 

you are suggesting? 

No, I say firstly that you were assisting in the 

achievenent of ,.. ---I was assisting in wage negotiations, 

in drafting memoranda for industrial councils, for wage boards, 

correspondence, various representations, drafting lines of 

campaigns for R2 a day camnpaign, that is what I was 

assisting in. Those are not Communist objectives, those were 

objectives of the Trade Unions, 

Yes, I know, but you have already conceded that those,. 

——— What I had in ny mind, my own yiew is that ultimately 

every advance of the workeérs comes and brings everything 

nearer to socialism, That is what I believe in, yes, But 

I can't say that becguse-I negotiated an Industrial Council 

Agreement, for the Laundry Industry,, and got the workers 

sone slightly higher wages, that therefore I am furthering 

Comrunism, Thgt is not so? I'm furthering an extra fow 

pence in the pockets of these workers, 

Yes, but I'm speaking of the broad organization of 

the workers. That every bit of assistance that you can 

render, would ultimately serve the cause of Comrmnisn? --- 

frou, . . 
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You see, you are asking me the sort of gquestion which it is 

difficult +to answer bécause if T said 'because I believe 

in Communisn, therefore then it would be assumed that anybégy 

who helped the Trade Unions in the future, therefore furthefs 

the objec% of Corrmnism'?>\ 

No, don't let's gct confused. I've not suggested that, 

I'm speaking of you, in your capacity as a Communist, holding 

distinct Communist views. Now, I'm suggesting to you that 

you have a certain objective in m;nd which you wish to see . 
v 

achieved in South Africa? -—---My objective in helping'the 

Trade Unions was to advance the rights of the woykers, If, in 

the process, in sone distant future that would help tc build 

up Trade Unions which would ultimately nmay become socialist 

in outlook, well and gobd, But it doesn't follow that that 

is so, And I can't say that I would by the nmers fact that 

I'm negotiating a wage agrecement of workers, further the aims 

of Communism, It might be the reverse? If T get increases 

of wagss for the workers, they would be so contented with the 

systen that they would not'go towards Communism? I don't know? 

Ne, let's take the ono.aspect. The political 

consciousness which is a very important regquirenent? ---Yes, 

If you wer¢ to succeed in raising the level of the 

workers politicnl consciences then you would be making a 

valueable contribuéion towarés the ultimnte-achievenent? ——— 

Well, that is the work of a political party. 

~ Yes, but now, you , didn't you also see to that in 

the course of your work? —--In Tréde Union work? 

Yes? ---No, I did not. I told you what I did in 

trade union work, 

You did not give the political activity a thought?- 

The politicéi education? ---No, I did not conduct any 

/political,.. 
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political education, . 

Didn't you give lectures or talk to peoble? —-—=I 

talked to pedple on trade union problems. In the trade union 

field, C 

Yes, yidn't you always link the problems to the 

political aspirations? ---Yes, sometimes, to the inmediate 

political requiremenfis as they were associated with trade 

union work, For inétance, the reiationéhip between the 

South African Trade Unions and the ILL.O, 

Yes, but if we take - let's take an individual for 

instance, A perscon who is a worker, he has. no knowledge but 

you succeeéd in teaching hin, in educating him in the views 

of trade unionism and you also succeed in putting across a 

few Comnmunist ideas to him, to raise the level of his 

political consciences ? ---Yes, I suppose so. 

Yes, gradually you prepare him for a situation where 

he willibe willing and rcady to fight for a change to a new 

systemn? —---You cah't nake a man fight purcly by ideas, 

You can only make a man fight when he wants to fight. 

No, but you prepare hinm mentally? ---Of course, when I, 

I said all thc-tine, I've always, I've never made any secret 

of myoviews. Wfien people met with me and when we discussed 

things, I put forward my views, 

Yes? --- Sometimes they were acceptable, more likely 

than not, they may not have been acceptable.. 

Yes, but wherever you‘succeeded in putting over your 

views successfully, there you would have succeeded in doing 

something towards the achievement of the ultimate object?--- 

Well, it's a very, very long way of thinkihg.' 

And insofar as bther political bodiecs also aimed at' i 

the achievement of the same objectives, you would be , really 

T, 
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be co-operating with tfiem? ---Well, I'n not a political body. ~ 

No, buf és an individual you fiould hg_aiding then? 

That's simple arithmetic? =~--I don't admit?that at all. 

I don't afigit that, I don't admit that there is any 

connotation\there at all, My purpose in working in the 

Trade Union Mévefient was to help build the Trade Union 

Movement. # That was my purpose, And I couldn't go any further 

than that, ; 

No, but lbf me put it éimply,'this is about ny last 

question, You in your field of TFade Unionism, were working- 

towards socialism? ---I was working to secure higher wages 

and better conditions, If you say that that means working 

towards .socialism, I don't agree with that, I don't think 

that that is working towards socialism at all, That is a 

temporary alleviation of the condtions of the workers, 

No, I'm thinking of, there's a short term, there's a 

long term objective? ---Yes, 

Now, - let's confine ourselves with the long term 

objective? You, in your field, were working towards that 

long term objective of socialism? —---I deny that, I'm 

telling you what I was working for, I was limited in what 

was required of me to work. People asked me to draft 

memoranda, to draft wage board legislation, to draft wages \ 

board representations, industrial -council agreements, that 

sort of thing., That is what I was working fér. Nobody came 

to me and said 'will you please draft a programme of 

Communism for the South Africanléongress of Trade Unions', 

I never had anything to do with that sort of thing, ‘Such 

a thing never arcse, 

Yes, but insofar as you succeeded in educating pebfile, 

converting people in to the ideas of Communism, In thot / 

~ /respect...
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a man might be disgusted with me, - 
r 

accept my view, 

~ No, but that's not the point, It's what yop have in 
mind by expressing your views? ---You mean that ny t!m;kiag ? 

- Yes? ---Is it dangerous now to think? Is it n}e@l 

to think? 3 

I'n asking you if that is what you have in nind? ‘.ro}a 

are not talking to people just for the i@v& of talking? --- 

What I had in mind was to express ny opinions, 

And the wish to express your opinion is to get the 

other man to agree with yow, accept your views? --<Yes, 

sometimes they agreed and amfifinea they don't agree? 

That is neither here nor there, The idea is, you talk 

to them with o definite purpose: -=-- Well, ig' that a um 

offence? : el | : 

"I'm not amuu.n. m.. -«: 

it, sir, because lt h 

Omm‘?
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 Yes, to propagate views which will furfhér the ainms 

of Communism, you know yourself is an offence, isn't it? 

To advocate thc achievements of the objeo{g\of Conrmnisn? - 

is an offence, you know that? --nYes; to advocate that, of 

course it is an offence, 

And by talking to people , discussifig the merits of 

Cotrmunisn, you are in effect, advocating the achievenents, 

aren't you? ---Well, it depends on the subject of discussion? 

I don't always immediately advocate the achicvenent of 

Conrmnism, There are all kinds of discussions about 

Cornmunisn, I might have a discussion on the concept of 

dia%fctical materialisn, 

If youtell people 'socialism is a good systen'? ---Yes, 

And 'capitalisn is a2 bad systen'? ---Yes, 

Are you furthering the objects of Communisn? ---If I 

tell people that? 

Yes? ---Well, I don't know, I-.don't really know 

because there are so nany people who say these things who are 

not Gomrmunists, They are not furthering the objects of 

Comrunisn? 

( Your Worship, I'nm not finished with this witness, 

but I sec therc are a nurnber of cases here that have to be 

renanded?) 

MR. BERRANGE: Before your Worship adjourns, it does occur 

to ne in regard to ny application that I made - to your 

Worship, immediately after the luncheon interval, that there 

may be some nis-understanding on the part of one or other 

nembers of the Security Branch people, And I say that for 

this reason sir, yesterday, as your Worship knows, we asked 

for permission to consult with thc Accused in the afternoon. 

Mr., Weinberg was brought along together with the rest of the 

/body. .. 
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body of the accused and there was a. menber of the Security 

Branch present, And I told this nenber of the Security 

Branch that Mr.AWeinberg should nct be present at our 

consultation beééuse he is a wizhess under cross—examinatiop 

and as such it is not ethically correct for Counsel to 

consult with a witness under thoge circumstances, 

This nenber of the Special Branch thanked me for 

having drawn his attention to that fac?tand took Mri~Weinbefg 

away sir, so he wasn't present during this consultation, 

Noy, it may well be of course, sir, that a smiilér 

gsituation happened during the luncheon interval today and 

that the same or some other nember of the Special Branch 

night have thought that it was incorrect for Mr, Weinberg 

to be together with the co-accused even when Counsel is not 

present, And if your Worship could make it clear that 

there is nothing wrong about that, or nothing ethically 

incorrect about that, then that fiight solve the situation, 

COURT: # You don't have any consultations during the luncheon 

interval? 

MR, BERRANGE: Sometincs we do, But if we wecre to have 

a consultation, we would do what we did yesterday, duriné the 

lunch interval and that isg ask Mr, Weinberg not to be present, 

And I think that pcrhaps it's conceivable sir, that a 

nisunderstanding has arisen in that regard, 

COURT: It seems a very possible solution, I wonder if the 

State could find out what the position is and perhaps we 

could bring up the nmatter again tomorrow, 

CASE REMANDED: 12/2/65. 

Ek sertifiseer hiernee dat die voorafgaande 'n ware oorskrif 

is van die oorsprinklike getuienis meganies opgeneen in die 

saak van: Dic Staat teen A, Fischer en ander, 

(Blazie van bande 209 - 216 ingesluit)., Oorskryfgter: : 

----------- NatSins Y Pessens 
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G.375/64. 2320, 12th February,’ 1965. 

APPEARANCES AS BEFORE. ; 

COURT TO PROSECUTOR: Mr. Prosecutor, that question raised 

by Mr. Berrange regarding the accused being together at 

intervals, did you go into that question at all ? 

MR. LIEBENBERG: Your Worship, I understand that some mis- 

understanding arose because my leafiyed friend had indicated 

something to the police and they acted on that, but I will 

certainly see to it that something is done_about this your 

Worship. 

MR. BERRANGE: As long as it doesn't occur again. 

ACCUSED NO. 3 (Still under affirmation): 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY PROSECUTOR (MR. LIEBENBERG) : 

Mr. Weinberg, this person, Julius Meyerson whose 

flat you used, is a good friend of yours ? --- I think so 

yes. 

For how many years ? --- I think about 16 or 18 

years. Something like that. He was in the National 

Union of of Commercial Travellers when I was Secretary 

and that was quite a while ago. 

Yes, he also has certain Leftist views has he ? --- 

Mr. Meyerson ? 

Yes. --- Well, I think he is sympathetic to the Left 
- I am not sure. I know him as a good Trade Unionist. 

Wasn't he also in the old Communist Party ? --- I 

don't think so. No, I didn't know him as a communist. 

And was he in the South African Congress of Trade 

Unions ? --- No. 

To which union did he belong ? --- The National Union 

of Commercial Travellers. 

Is that sort of a sub-committee or sub-branch of the
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Congress of Trade Unions ? --- No sir. 

It is not o trade uniom ? --- It is a trade union 

yes. A registered trade union. v 

It ishaffiliated or was it affiliated to the South 

African (ngress of Trade Unions ? --- No, it was not. 

Why ngt ? === 1 don't know why not. The South African 

Congress of Trade Unions came into being long after I had 

left the National Union of Commercial Traveller§. 

Now, what wéé the nature.éf the banning order that 

was served upon you ? --- Which onefsir ? There were 

several - there were three. 

Yes, -can you give us details of all of them ? --- 

Well, the first one in 1953 banned me from attending 

gatherings and ordered me to resign from the National Union 

of Commercial Travellers and from the South African Tradeg & 

Labour Council. I think the second 6ne was a reference to 

attending gatherings as far as I remember. 

COURT: ~The sécond one, when was that ? --- Well, I think 

1955 or 1956, 

From attending gatherings ? --- Banned me from 

attending gatherings yes. 

PROSECUTOR: . Did it enumerate the gatherings that you 

could not attend 2 --- I'm afraid I can't rcmember, but 

it was one of those stereotype type.of notices. 

Yes, what I have in mind is, they gave you a list 

of organizations whose meetings you could not attend ? 

--=- No sir. 

Not ? --- No. 

What did it say then ? --- It said that I was pro- 

~ hibited from attending gatherings. It may have detailed 

some gatherings but it did not ban me from any - I was s 

only banned from two organizations; the South African Trade
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and ILabour Council and the National Union of Cbmmefcial 

Travellers. 

Ana the second banning order'prohibified you from 

attending gatherings ? --- Yes. 

| Any gathering 9 —-= I think so. 

Political gatherings ? --- I thbuk that is what it 

was meant yes. 4 

Social gatherings ? --- No, I q?n't think it refer- 

red to social gatherings. 

Becapse I think you had numerous partigs at your 

house to which you invited your friends ? . 4 I had parties 

at my house yes. 

I can almost say once a month or a few parties a 

year ? --- Well, I don'tknow whether there were so many. 

I had at the time teenage children and they were having 

parties, it's quite true. 

No, T am not quarrelling, all I am saying is theat 

I think right up to about '62/'63 ? --- No sir, I don't 

think so because after 1960, after the state of emergency 

I found it rather difficult to have any kind of parties at 

the house. | 

No, but take the position of no. 9 accused (Dr. 

Gazides), wasn't he at a party at your house in 1962 or 

1963 ? --- I have no recollection of that sir. The only 

time I met Gazides was when he came to mé to take his 

graduation photographs. That was ahout 1962 I took his 

photographs. 

Yed, and waén't there a party at your house where 

both he and no. 8 (Miss Nicholson) were present ? ——- I 

don't remember that sir. I frankly don't think so but it 

is not impossible. 

It is fair to say that you had numerous parties at
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your house ? --- Yes: 

Mixed parties ? --- Yes. 

The point ie that those kinds bfichtherinss were 

not prohibited ? --- No, they were not prohibited. 

You were not restricted>\\1f you wanted to meet your 

friends say of the South African\Congress of Trade Unions . 

at your house, you could have done so ? --- I did in fact. 

They used to come to the house., 

It wasn't necessary to go and get a flat in Berea 

to have a little meeting ? --- It be céme necessary after 

the 1st of November 1963 when I received a new banning 

order which was far more extensive. | 

What did that one provide ? What did that order 

provide ? --- That banned me from attending social gatherings' 

- any kind of gatherings. It detailed a whole series of them. 

Yes, you say that you d2dn't attend any gatherings 

after that ? --- I don't say that. 

And where was your studio ? --- At 11 Plantation 

Road, Gardens. 

Your studio ? --- Yes, at my house. 

At your house ? --- Yes. . 

Now, couldn't you meet your friends - your political 

friends at your studio ? --- When ?  After November '63 ? 

Yes. =-- No sir, 'T didn't want to take the risk. 

For instance if Emily came there for the purpose of 

having her photograph taken, you could have had a nice 

little discussion ? --- If who came ? 

Emily. --- I think Emily was known as a Trade 

Unionist and I didn't want to take the risk of having her 

at the house. 

If she had come there for the purpose of her 

photograph there would have been nothing irregular about it ?
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--- I didn't want her at the house. I didn't want to take 

2324. o 

any risks. I didn't want % havq‘her at the house. 

I suggest you took a bigger risk by meeting her in 

Berea than at your house ? --- lo sir, I think I did not. 
N 

N\ 

I think it was a place that was not known and therefore I 

considered it safer. 

You were entitled to”conduct your business ? === T 

suppose so yes. 

You did conduct your business ? --- Yes. ° 

You had people supnerting you from all races ? --- 

Yes. [ 

Whites and non-Whites ? --- Yes, largely Whites. 

It wouldn't have been an unusual occurrence for a 

non-White person to arrivé there and ask for a photograph 

to be taken ? --- It wouldn't have been an unusual occurrence 

but it was a person who was known to the police and who was 

a Trade Unionist and I prefgrred not to have her at the house. 

Now, did you tell Mr. Meyerson that you had given 

the key to Mrs. Bernstein ? --- I did not tell him that. 

Would he have had any objections ? --- I don't know. 

Would he have had objections if he knew that you 

were taking non-Europeans to his flat ? --- I don't really 

know. I didn't tell him and I didn't ask him. I told him 

I wanted the place to meet some people. I didn't tell him 

what kind of people. 

But didn't you think it might involve him in some 

risk or other if you took non-Whites to his flat ? --- i 

don't th;nk S0. 

If there had been some inguiry, if the police had 

followed you there, don't you think he would have been 

involved in some charge ? --- Well yes, he might have 

been involved but he would not have known anything about
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it. He could have cleared himself very easily. 4 

Yes, that's what you say, but supposing the police 

had held other views and he’w#é supporting you ? e Well, 

that is one of the reasons why I didn't give him details 

of what I was doing. " 

But that is also ohe of the reasons why I suggest to 

you that you did not take these non-Whites there, but you 

went there on your own. X No g1e, 

And that by taking non-"hites to his flat you were 

not only involving yourself but him as well, who was an 

innocent person ? --- Well, I don't think he would have 

been involved. I mean he could say what I toldlhim and 

that was all. 

"hat do you think would have happened if the poiice 

1ad caught you and Tmily in his flat ? The police had 

maae enquiries and discovered that this flat was rented by 

Meyerson ? --- Yes. I don't know what would have happened 

or what could have habpenede 

The police woula have establishea that you and 

Meyerson were friendly - were. friends ? ,~-- Yes. Well, I 

might have been in trouble but Meyerson would not be in 

trouble surely. 

If it was proved that you - or established that you 

were meeting there, for the.purpose of Trade Union affairs ? 

-—= Well, I meah there was nothing wrong with that in itself. 

I am concerned abgut Mr. Meyerson ? --- But he didn't 

know about it. I didn't tel. him, 

lir, Meyerson assisting you to have iliegal gatherings ? 

--- He did not know about it. 

That is a convenient way of stating it Mr. Weinberg. 

--- That is the way it is sir. 

I suggest to you that you could have met your people
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elsewhere more unobtrusi§ely ? --- Well, I had very great 

difficulty in arranging meetings: In facfi, as time went on 

the meetings became less and less for thét reason. Those 

were the arrangemunts I tried to make in order to protect 

myself and it was the best I could\hb 

The meetings of the Trade Union or meetings to dis- 

cuss Trade Union affairs weren't iljegal really ? --- lo, 

but I wasn't allowed to attend any gatherings. 

And you were tfiking serious risks EQ have those., 

meetings ? --- I realised that. 

Yes, I>suggest you would have taken these risks for! 

the purpose of the Central Committee of the Communist Party ? 

--- 1 was not a member of the Central Committee of the 

Communist Party sir. 

And for those lesser meetings you would have met 

them in the street, you could have met them in the street ? 

--- Well, this is thie way I arranged it and this is the 

way 1 did it.sir. 

You could have discusséd yofir‘affairs in a car with 

them ? --- I did discuss sometimes affairs in a caf s G o 

considered they wouldn't take long, if I didn't have to do 

any writing, if it was easy to dispose of it in a few minutes, 

but I considered that meetings in'avcar Were risky. 

And you coula have di;cussed the little problem 

with Tmily on the telephone ? --- I didn't know what probler 

she wanted to discuss with me. She brought it to me there 

and then. She sent a message that she wanted to see me 

and I made arrangements to see her and then she brdught 

that. 

She obviously phoned you, didn't she ? --- No, she 

didn't phone me. 

How did she contact you ? --- She sent a message
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with a person. 

COURT: To your house ? --- Yes sir. 

PROSECUTOR: Eut she coula haye phoned you at the house 

if she wantedhfo ? === 1 suppgge she could have yes. * 

It would have been no trouble for her to phone you 

and discuss the question on thé phcne ? --- Yes well, T 

asked most people with whom I was connected not to phone me. 

Now you get a message at Gardems, you have to proceed 

to Observatory then ybu nave to get the key, then you‘have 

to get in touch with her and tell her now meet me at 82 

Twickenham ? --- No sir, that wasn't the way it happened. 

When the messenger came to me, I sent back a message to 

say that - to ask her to meef me at a certain place and 

then that evening I went and arranged to fetch the key. 

I left a message to fetch the key the following day. 

COURT: The following day ? --- Yes. 

PROSECUTOR: Yes, now you fitilljhad to communicate with . 

her to tell her where to mcet you ? --- I sent ,a message 

back with the messenger. 

To say that you would meet her at 82 Twickenham ? 

--- T asked her to go to 82 Twickenham. 

And supposing Meyerson Lad needeu the flat that day ? 

--- Well, then I would have gone to 82 Twickenham to stop 

her and to make some other arrangements. 

Really Mr. Weinberg, why go to all that trouble ? 

--- Well, those were difficult things. I had to protect 

myself because I was committing obviously an offence. 

I suggest you are lying, that's why you ... --= No 

sir, I am not lying. 

You are having great difficulty with this problem 

Mr. Weinberg ? --- No sir, I am having no difficulty 
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whatsoever. This is the way it happenéd Sir. 

And as a matter of facf &ou haven't even told us 

abqut the third time that you had the use of this flat 

and the use of the key ?\‘:— I beg your pardon ? 

The third time that\you used this key of Meyerson's 

flat, that you had the use of the flat, what was that for ? 

--- I met two Trade Union{sts 

That was the second time ? --- The second - yes, 

$hose were the only two occasiods I used . 

Only two times ? --- Yes. 

Not a third time ? --- llo sir. 

T am under the impression you spoke of three times. 

--- No, I borrowed the key ‘three times. 

And Meyerson spoke of about three, four times. --- 

I borrowed the key three times. If Meyerson says three, 

four times then he is not right. 

When did you borrow the key the third time ? You 

have now mentioned two. -—-- The first time was when I met 

that woman, the second time I borrowed the key for Mrs. 

Bernstein and then the third time I met those two Trade 

Unionists. 

For Mr. Bernstein ? --- Mrs. Bernstein. 

When was that ? --- I' think it was in June or there- 

abouts. Possibly the end of May, the beginning of June, 

something like that. 

" Now where did Mrs. Bernstein meet you when she 

asked you for the use of this flat ? --- Mrs ©Sernstein 

~ came to my house and she asked me whether I could help 

her to find a place where she could have a meeting. 

Where she could have meetings ? --- She said one 

meeting, she didn't say meetings. 

Yes ? ~-- Then I went to - and then I saia to her



G.375/64. - 2329. . . WEINBERG. 

well, I would try and get the key pf this place for her, 

and I made some arrangements to gé% the key for her. I got 

it for her immediately. : 

Where “did you hand hePthe key ? --- I think I went 

to her house. I went to Meyerson, I got the key and I took 

it to her house because it islnot far. 

Again running a risk ? --- What kind of risk sir ? 

Of being seen in conversation with a banned~persofi; 

--= T don't think Mrs. Bernstein waé banned. 

Wasn't she ? --- I don't think so sir. A 

Why would she want a secret place for meetings ? 

--- She told me she wanted to meet some members of the 

Women's Federation. 

They were not banned, were they ? --- She said they 

were banned. 

Did she say who they were ? --- No, she didn't tell 

me who they were, 

So, she told you that she wanted a place to hold 

a meeting with banned nersons ? -——'Yes. : 

Did she say how many banned persons -there were ? 

--- No, she didn't. 

Why woula she come to you Mr.lfieinberg to ask you 

for assistance of that nature ? s Well, people were 

running around all over the place, looking for places té 

meet. She hapoened to ask me and I had‘a place. 

She must have thought you were a very willing 

person or agreeable person ? --- Yes, she must fiave. 

That you would assist her whenever you could ? --- 

Well, yes. My wife was a uember of the Women's Federation. 

She might have thought that I would be prepared to help. 

Oh, but she doesn't ask your wife, she asks you ? 

--- Yes, because I was there and my wife wésn't there, and 

~ 
|
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she spoke to me about that. 

And then'y¢h incGrred the risk of getting Meyerson 

involved as far as Mrs. Bernstein was concerned with her 

hanned frieqfis ? --- Yes, but Neyerson didn't know about 

that. I didn’ tell him tkat. . 

Yes, but lr, Weinberg, from what you have been 

telliing his ‘/ors‘nip9 you were certainly very anxious to 

assist these banned persons with all these activities of 

theirs ? --- I begryour pardon sir ? 3 

I say you were certainly anxious to assist these 

banned persons in their activities 4 --- Yes. 

And it would have been an easy matter for you to 

have meeting there with srs. bernstein youfself ? -1 

didn't have a meeting there with Mrs. Bernstein. 

It would have been easy ? --- It might have been 

easy but I didn't have a meeting with her. 

It would have been iess obtrusive ? --- But I didn't 

have to_have a meeting with her. 

(Question by Prosecutor inaudible.) --- I didn't 

have to have a meeting with her and therefore I didn't 

have a meeting with her. 

Did Mrs. Bernstein tell you that she was 

also meeting non-White banned persons ? --- She didn't tell 

me whom she was meeting. Sfi% said cqrtain people of.the 

Women's Federation who were banned and whom she had diffi- 

culty in meeting othecrwise. 

I didn't ... --- I said, she said she wanted to meet 

representatives of the Women's Federation who were banned 

and whom she had difficulty in meeting openly somewhere. 

She wanted a quiet place, a safe place. 

Did she say of what race they were ? --- She didn't - 

mention the race. I didn't ask. 

§ 

'
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How far did she stay from you ? --- About 6 or 7 

23ake WEINBERG. 

minutes ride by car. Perhaps 10 minutes ride by car - 

‘something like that. 

Then you say, Gid she return the key to you ? --- 

Yes, shéireturned the key. : 

Did she say if they had their meeting ? --- I didn't 

ask her. ; 

What day of the week did they have the meeting °? 

~== T don't know sir. 1 

Now, did she also know Mr. Meyergon ? --- I Gon't 

know. 

Is it possible ? ---_T don't think so. 

Possible ? --- I don't know, T don't think so. 

I don't think she knew (?) at all. 

Yes, but from what you knew about Mr. Meyerson, he 

was a fairly reliable person ? --- He was a friend of mine. 

Yes, he-wouldn't have given you away if he had 

known that you weré having illegal meatings in his flat, 

would he ? --- But he didn't know, I didn't tell him. 

Why should I tell him ? I owed a responsibility to him 

and T didn't want to do that. 

I am asking you whether you think he would have 

given you away if he had known the true position ? === I 

don't know. He might have. 

Why didn't you put Mrs. Bernstein in touch with 

him ? --- I didn't want to. 

Why not ? --- Well, I didn't want to trouble 

Meyerson with any more people. I had an arrangement with 

him and I took advantage oi that arrangement. 

Why involve yourself in a matter that you could have 

stayed out of ? --- I was preparad to help YMrs. Bernstein 

to that extent and I did that.
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Yes, and the possibility was thererthat Mr. Meyerson 

would also be prepared to assist Vrs. Bernste;n ? —— E 

Well, he.might have been or he might,nqt have been, I don't 

know, but I didn't take that line. 

But couldn't you have investigated, explored it ? 

——= T d18R'% try sir. T B%an't Want to do EhaW. T heh & 

arrangement with Meyerson and as far as I was concerned g 

I didn't want other people to beyinvolved with him. 

You see, I suggest that story doesn't ring true 

becuase you arc prepared to take non-Whiteés to Mr. Meyerson's 

flat. WMrs. Bernstein was going there ;ith white peréons. 

Why wouldn't it be easy for you to tell Meyerson that I 

these people were using the flat then ? --- Well, I didn't 

look at it that way. I h2d my arrangements with Meyerson, 

T didn't want other people to be involved in this. I 

didn't want Meyerson to be involved with other people. I 

just made my own arrangements with him and not with anybody 

else. 

Yes, but do you appreciate that if Mr. Meyerson had 

gone to his flat for some‘reasbn’or other, and he found 

Mrs. Bernstein and other people thére, that there would have 

been some sort of trouble if he were against this idea ? 

--- Well, there might have been but I think it was clearly 

understood between M:yerson ana mysélf that when I was there 

he would not go to the flat. : 

Supposing he knew that you would only have the use 

of the flat for an hour or half an hour ? --- Well, I didn't 

give him specific times. I think he would assume that as 

long as I had the key he would not go there. 

Unless of course Mr. Meyerson wouldn't have had any 

objections to Mrs. Bernstein being in his flat ? --- I can't 

tell you that sir. I don't know. He may have had objections,
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he may not. I did not ask_him. 

These non-White persons that you took to the flat 

there, were they perhaps the persons that you were sup- 

posed to take to a meeting on one occasion which was 

referred to by Mr. Beyleveld Vi ¥ sir, I don't know 

anything‘about that. 

I still aon't understlnd where and why Mr. Beyleveld 

should introduce that bit of evidence that you were sup- 

posed to bring non-White members teo  the meeting qn one 

occasion and you did not arrive. --- I don't know why fie 

should introduce that ¢ vidence. ! 

If Mr. Beyleveld - where could he have heard about 

it ? --- I'm sorry. Where could ‘e have lheard about what. 

site? 

That you had taken two non-Whites to Meyerson's 

flat ? --- I don't think he heard about it, Evdon't think 

he knew about it. 

MR. BERRANGE: I dont think he said it either. 

PROSECUTOR: No, I am not saying that Beyleveld said you 

took or you were supposed to take two non-Whites to that 

flat, I am talking of one of the Central Committee meetings. 

--- 1 am denying that I took any people to Central Committee 

meetings or anybody because'l didn't went anywhere near 

those meetings. 

Yes, that is why I am asking you, where would 

Beyle&eld get the idea from that you were supposed to bring 

two non-White members to a meeting ? --- I ddn't know 

where he gets his ideas from. 

Unless he was sucking it out of his thumb ? --- Maybe. 

What sort of business Has Meyerson ? --- I think he 

runs a driving school,. . 

He is always on the run ? --- Well, he is in and out



G.375/64. : “I0 ' EINBERG. 
of the house. He makes appointments &t the house, go€s 

out and comes back and.so on. 

It would havelbeen difficult to contact him too ? 

--- Well, he usually gets home at about 6 o'clock and I 

had an arrangement with hip that that was when I would see 

him, \ t 

Did you always meet him or contact him at 6 o'clock ? 

--- Usually yes. 4 

In the evening ? --- Yes, usually. 

MR. BERRANGE: I wonder whether I might be allowed to 

interrupt sir. According to my note Mr. Beyleveld did 

not say that Mr. Weinberg was to bring non-Whitefmembers 

to this particular flat. 

PROSECUTOR: Please, I did not say it. I did not suggeét 

it. I say he was supposed on one occasion to bring two 

non-White members and he didn't arrive at the meeting. 

COURT: That is the position quite clearly. 

MR. BERRANGE: And not to this flat ? 

PROSECUTOR: No. 

MR. BERRANGE: No, because it was to this empty house at 

the water tower that Mr. Beyleveld ... 

COURT: Quite right. 

PROSECUTOR: - Yes, I am merely speaking of the idea of 

Beyleveld bringing two non-Whites to a meeting on one occa- 

sion. That was what I was asking. 

Did you understand me wrongly ? 

COURT: I think actually you put the question wrongly 

Mr. Prosecutor, as I understood it. 

WITNESS: Well I mean Beyleveld had nothing to do with my 

arrangements with these two people. I don't know anything 

about it. 

PROSECUTOR: Yes, I am putting a general question to you:
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where Beyleveld would have got the idea from ? --- I don't 

know sir, I can{t tell. you. 

Now, you have told his Worship, I think on Wedenesday, 

that you had no hesitation in propagating your views whenever 

Belt.218. you had the opport&hity.and any possibility that came your 

way, you used for that purpose ? --- Well, I didn' go out - 

of my way, but if geople wantea to discuss my views with 

me, I would discuss them. 

Yes, and your actiyities in the Trade Ufiion were 

also directed in that direction as it were'? --- Well, you 

put that to me yesterday. I can't deny that I am always 

thinking along communist lines. 

I just wanted to make sure that you weren'® trying 

yesterday to retract from your evidence on Wednésday. _— 

I was a bit worried that you might try to incriminate me 

sir and I am not sure of the legal position. I think I 

have incriminated myself, but that is just too bad. 

S0, you were afraid yesterday afternoon that you 

might get youfself ifi trouble and that's why you ... =-- 

Well, I was worried that you were'trying to do that yes. 

Is that why you then suddenly decided to water down 

your evidence of Wednesday a bit ? --- I didn't water down 

anything. . 

Yes, &ou did. You tried to say to me fhat the bit 

of activity that you took part in in the Trade Unions con~- 

.cerned wages and concerned a letter here and there. --- I 

still say that as far as Trade Union work was concerned, 

that was Trade Union work and it héd nothing to do with 

communist activity, that I can't deny that my mind is 

usually directed along communist lines. 

Did you read these extracts of the SACTU Lectures 

I gave you yesterday ? --- Yes, I read those.
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I just want to put a few passages to you just to 

see that you aré in agreement-about their policy or about 

your views so far as they compare with the Congress‘of 

Trade Unions. : 

MR. BERRANGE: I must interrupt. That these are SACTU 

lectures has not been established although my learned 

friend refers to them as SACTU lectures. If my learned friend 

wants to cross-examine upon what is contained in any of 

these documents of course -he is perfectly at iiberty %o 

do so and he is entitled to do so, but unless he establishes 

either through the witness or somebody elée that these in 

fact were SACTU lectures, a statement from the bar to the 

efiect that they were SACTU lectures is not in fij submission 

admissible. ' 

PROSECUTOR: I am entitled to cross-examine on any source 

and my learned friend should know that your Worship. 

MR. BERRANGE: Yes, I know that. 

PROSECUTOR: Yes, fhen there is no need for you to interrupt 

me. I am entitled t5 cross-examine you and I want to know 

from you how you understood the SACTU policy Mr. Weinberg. 

That is all I am going to ask you. 

Please sit down Mr. 

(To witness): As you understand ... 

MR. BERRANGE: Sir, I am .. (Mr. Berrange and the Prosecutor 

speaking at the same time.) When I am on 5& feet I am 

_aadressing your Worship, and I think I am entitled to 

address your Worship. ' 

I have made only one submission to your Worship 

and that is that my learned friend is entitled to cross- 

examine but he is not entitled to attach a label to a 

document unless the witness says that this iis -2 -dodument as 

specified by my learned friend.
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That is alle[am saying sir. T think it is p.rfoét- 

1y illegitimate that I should be told to sit dov;h_. I am 

- not prepared to toleéate that type of language from my 

~ learned friemd., 

COURT: Will you put the question again ¥, Prossciter. 

I am afraid I d%dn't hear the original question.very 

cleafly. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY PROSECUTOR CONQINUED:  7 

I want to know'from you Mr. Weinberg, you were 

associated in one form or another with lthe South African 

Congress of Trade Unions for the last 10 - 11 years ? 

--- For about 9 years. 

Yes, and I take it that ‘in the course of those 9 

years to had ample discussions with leaders of the Congress 

of Trade Unions ? --- Yes. 

Like Beyleveld, like Leon Levy ? --- That's right. 

Like Aron-Mhlangu ? --- I don't know Aron Mhlangu. 

Who were the members of the Congréss of Trade Unions? 

--~ There was Leslie Masina, Mrs. Altman and John Radebe. 

Those were the people. 

Yes, now I want to know whether you reckon that 

after 9 years of association with prominent members of 

the Congress of Trade Unions, you were in a position to 

gauge the policy of that orginization ? --- I think I am 

in a position to do so yes. 

And am I unfair %o yu would I suggest that the 

Congress of Trade Unions in its pblicy endorsed the 

Freedom Charter ? --- That is correct. 

Am I unfair to say that in endorsing the Freedom 

Charter the Congress of Trade Unions aimed at tho establish~ 

ment of a people's democracy in South Africa ? --- I think
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they supported the establishment of‘that. They sfipported 

it in so far as it coincidéd/with their own objectives of 

freeaom of Trade Union Association, freedom to strike, | 

freedom to negotiate di{ectly with the employers and so on ] 

and so forth. 1In so far‘as the Freedom Charter laid these 

down, the Congress of Trade Unions supported the Freedom 

Charter. ’ 

Yes, and in the general political analyéis the 

Congress of Trade Unions was Tbllowing the’Marxist—Léninist 

doctrine ? --- I don't agree with that sir. ; 

Now I want to put these lectures to you on the basis 

that they were issued by the Congress of Trade Unions. --- 

Well, you showed me those lectures. I read them and it 

brings back a memory. I remember that they were brought 

up in one of the trials. I can't remember, I think it 

was the Treason Trial, when I saw them. In fact it was the 

first time_i"saw them then. 

Yes ? --- Well, that is what I know of these lectures. 

Yes, now my question relates to the Marxist-Leninist 

doctrine. --- Yes well, as I read through them they are, I 

would say working class, socialist lectures. The sort of 

lectures that are given for instance at the Trade Union 

School of the Trade Union ‘Congress. \ 

Yes, but it is following the Marxist-Leninist line ? 

--~- Maybe. Well, I don't think so. Not altogether. They 

may have differences with the Marxist-Leninist line. 

As you understood them, they were referring to 

- giving the whole history of the Marxism;Leninism, 

starting with the inaugural address and constitution which 

 were drafted by Karl Marx at one of the earliest - I think 

the first or second International ? --- That is a portion 

of the lecture, I think, on the history of Trade Unionism.
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That's it yes. Then it deals with the Second 

Internationél which ceme into being in 1889, which was 

mainly a political movement of the workers with‘g pro- 

- gramme of ach%eving a socialist form of society in g}ace 
b 

of the privately owned capitalist form of society ? --- 

Yes, they were socialist lectures. 

Yes, wh#t I want to - I don't know why you should 

have difficulty suddenly this morning Mr. Weinberg. --- 

My point is, they weren't all socialist lectures.- Some 

lectures there are purely on the question of how to organize 

trade unions. ! 

I know. --- And some - one of them is on the history 

of the Trade Union movement, one is on the structure of 

society. 

Yes, but when they say for instance: "The organized 

Labour Movement has to enter the political field to counter- 

act anti~-labour legislation and ultimately to aim at the 

social ownersfiip of the means of production. Socialism 

which is the oniy way in the end to destroy the strangle 

hold of the capitalist class.over the state machine'" ? 

--- Well, that isn't necessarily a Marxist view only. 

Social Democrats hold that view. Trade Unionists in 

Britain and America hold that view too. 

Yes, but we seem to be getting involved in all 

sorts of arguments again. If we start wifh our modern 

society and how it arose, clearly setting out the role 

of the working class and how it should - the workers should 

find that they cannot secure iasting improvements and secu- 

rity on the capitalist conditions of the doctrine, then 

they must themselves take over control of the means of 

production ? --- That is a view that is cloée to the 

Marxist view but it is also a view that is held by many
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‘other people. 

Yes, but when they have these peculiarities of 

saying thaf: "It is cleer from the above charter, the 

working claés £ (inaudibig)‘ Its closest ally in this 

struggle is the peasantry." That, you will agree with me, 

is a typical Marxist-Leninigt concept ? --- It is a Marxist 

concept yes. Many other people hold that concept too, but 

it is a Marxist concept. § : 

Yes, that is all I am asking. I don't know why 

you are having difficulty. I am suggesting to youithat 

this is ... === My difficulty sir, is that I can't accept 

that all these lectures were Marxist-Leninist lectures. 

Some portions of it were in a direct way of Marxist- 

Leninist, but some portions of it were not and even:;¥hose 

portions that are Marxist-Leninist, those views are held by 

many other people. 

Yes, but these passages that I have put to you here 

from certain of these iectureé, certainly follow the 

Marxist-Leninist line ? --- They seem to bé close to the 

Marxist-Leninist line. 

It's a question of argument Mr. Weinberg, but if 

one looks at the propagation of_the Freedom Charter and 

the establishment of ;he People's Democracy in the light 

of these lectures, wouldn't you agree with me that tfie 

view that was propagated was the establishment of a People's 

Democracy along the lines of the Eastern European countries ° 

along communist lines ? =--- I don't think thése lectures 

did intend to do that but if you feel that is what they 

say, well it is your view of it. I can't quite agree 

with that. 

No, no, I am not trying to éxpféssfiany View, === 

I don't want to quibble over that. It doesn't mean a thing 
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to me. I don't think that thet is a Marxist-Leninist 

document. That is my view. I doq‘t think so. I think 

it is a sort of view that is held by many other people. 

I think Marxist-Leninists algo hold that view. That is 
N\ 

as far as I can go sir. : . 

“  Yes, but what I want to find out from you is, from 

your discussions with leaderd of the Trade Union Movement, 

you did not come to any definite conclusion as to what 

precisely they had in mind ? --- Wedl, they had in mind- 

the usual objects of Trade Unionism. These objects were 

set out in the constitution of the South African Con;ress 

of Trade Unions. They also had in mind sir, political 

objectives. They wanted franchise and they wanted certain 

rights which they regarded as necessary in order to further 

the objects of Trade Unionism, and that was their programme. 

The best way of establishing their programme would be to 

take the constitution of the South African Congress of Trade 

Unions. It is all set out here, the objectives are clear. 

Did you attend meetings at .Jack Unterhalter's house ? 

--=- 1 beg your pardon ? 

Did you attend mectings at Jack Unterhalter's house ? 

--- No sir. 

Now, come back to Beylevéld‘s evidence, you will 

agree with me that he attributed to you a very minor role 

in the activities of the Central Committee ? --- I don't 

know. 

For inétance he did not say that you were a member 

of the secretariate ? --- No, he did not say that. 

Of that you were a member of the District or the 

Area Committees ? --- Lo, he did not say that. 

Or that you had any specific code name ? --- He 

did not say that. 
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Things he could have invented if he had wanted to ? 

--- 1 suppose he could have yes. 

Now, do you agree’with me that the following 5ons 

are_useful to study the basic Marxist-Leninist doctrine: 
o, 

The works of ienin ? —-—- Yes. 

O0f Marx and Engels ? --- Yes. 

"Fundamental€ of Marxism" ? --- That is the book 

you held in your hand, yes. 

(?) books on dialegtical materialism ?~;—— Yes.” 

Burns' "Introduction to Marxism" ? --- Yes. 

What do you think of the "Essential’Lift" ¢ TRTES 

booklet that was produced here as evidence, containing 

®"The State and Revolution" and extracts from "Lenin" and 

"Communist Manifésto". --— It's a publication that was 

printed in the United States. It contains works of Marx, 

Engels and ... 

Yes., ---Yes well, Left books. Left publications. 

Yes, and %Tfie State and Revolution" I think, forms 

one portion of it ? --- I think 80, I can't remember. I 

haven't read that book. 

"State and Revolution" is one of those books - 

works of Lenin which advocates the need for a violent over- 

throw in rather strong language ? --- Yes, I suppose soO. 

It does. 

For how long have you known Mr; Schérmbrucker 

- (accused no. 2) ? --- I think for about 12 or 13 years. 

I think abcut 12 years. 

Was he then associated with the "Advance", "The 

Guardian"? --- With "The Guardian" yes. 

Did you maintain your friendship with him all the 

years ? --- Well, yes. I did work for the same firm and 

we met quite often.
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And accused no. 1 ? Well, Mr. Fischer ? --- Mr. 
Fischer is an o0ld friend of mine. 

For how many years have you known him ? --- Round 

about 20 years. [ 
v, <1 < 

And Mrs. Barsel (accused 4) ? =-- I kpow her but I 

don't know her very well. 
ra : 

For how many years aave you known her ? --- I think 

about 10 or 12 years. Something like that._ 

And Mr. Barsel ¥ -—- Yes, both of them. 

I think at that time }Mr. Barsel was connected with the 

Society for Peace and Friendship with tée Soviet Union ? 

--- Yes, I think he held some position in that organization. 

And was Mrs. Barsel connected with the Peace Council ? 

--— 1 don't know. I know her from the association with her 

husband. 

And accused 5 (Norman Levy) ? ---'I knew his brother 

very well and got to know him too, but I don't know him 

very well. 

When did you get to know him ? --- Largely through 

my association with his brother. 

His brother was a prominent Trade Unionist ? --- Yes. 

Because ‘at one stage he was Chairman of the South 

African¢Congress of Trade Unions ? --- President, yes. 

Then he was Secretary ? --- Yes, I think that is 

correct. 

Did accused 5 hold any office in the Congress of 

Trade Unions ? --- I don't think so. 

And accused 6 (Mr. Baker) ? --- Yes, I know Mr. 

Baker. 

For how many years ? --- Well, I used to know him 

in the 01d Communist Party way back in the fifties or 

forties.



G.375/64. 2345. WEINBERG . 

I take it my learned friend was referring. to Advocate 

w 

Unterhalter. --- Yes, I understood/ that. 

Do you know him at all ? --- T do. I know him well. 

You never attended any meetings there ? --- No sir, 
N 
N 

1 dianttu, b 

He is a prominent executive member of the Liberal 

Party ? =-- That is correcu.gz 

There are a few small points that I want to deal with 

in oroer to put it inte its right perspective. W 

It has been suggested to you ... (impossible to 

transcribe.) [ 

COURT: Could you speak a little bit louder ? 

MR. BERRANGE: I beg your Worship's pardon. 

(To- witness): You know that section in the Freedom Charter 

Mr. Weinberg, dealing with the restriction on land ownership 

on a racial basis being abolished and the land being re- 

divided, and it was suggested to you that this meant 

expropriation. ~-- In some.cases it might mean that. 

What does expropriatién mean to you ? --- Well, it 

can take variocus forms. It can take a fofm of by compensation. 

Yes, quite a lot of expropriation is taking place in 

this country by the Nationalist Government, of land from 

white farmers ° ---“Yes, afid‘;n South West Africa on a 

large scale at the moment. 

For which they get paid ? --- Yes. 

.Now, the two persens - the two non-Whites whom you 

met at Mr. Meyerson's flat, were all the persons that you met 

at Mr. Meyerson's flat. Were they Trade Unionists or 

working in Trade Unions ? : -- Yes. 

Do you know whether they knew Mr. Beyleveld ? -=-- 

I can't tell you sir, I don't know. 

Mr. Beyleveld had held a prominent position in the 

South African Congress of Trade Tnions ? --- Oh yes, he did.
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And you were asked whether you addressed public 2 

meetings when you were 2 member of the Communist Party 

vefore it dissolved in 1950, and yéu told his Worship 
P 

that you addéessed a number of meetings ? --- Yes. 

You also told his Wo;ghip that you were a ...(inaudible) 

member of the Communist Party ? --- Yes. 5 

That you may have attgnded (you can't remember) a 

District Committee meeting ? --- Your Worship, I may have 

attended more than one but I can't ;emember, and I can't 

remember whether I was an officialt Bk i I wéé, 3 

wouldn't deny it sir. It's possible. I don't thinF I was. 

And this matter of audressing public meetings, 

and which you said you agudressed many, was this a duty 

which the Communist Party usually envisaged upon all its 

members irrespective of the position that they held in 

the Party ? --- Oh yes. Yes, the Party could call on a 

member to carry out any kind of duty. 

Was this part of their training ? --- Yes. 

And perhaps underlifiifig it, my learned friend suggested 

to you that after 1960 all the Communist organizations had 

been banned. I just want to make it quite clear the 

South African Council of Trade Unions had not been banned. 

—-- No, the South African dongress of Trade Unions, no. 

It is still not banned as far as T know. 

Yes, but what has happened is that they have been 

- the Government attempts to emasculate it by banning most 

of its exeéutive members ? --- That is correct. ( 

And that is the difficulty that you found yourself ! 

up against ? --- That's ri:ht. 

And you say that all your life you have - or nearly 

all your political life your speciality has been work . 

amongst Trade Unionists ? --- Yes. 
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' Was that before the Communist Party was banned and 

thereafter ? --- That is so. . 

As a matter of fact these were your words ;h answer 

to my learned friend: "My purpose in working with Trade 

Unions was to help to build-Trade Unions" 2 --- Yes. 

Was this work always regarded as being of the greatest 

importance to persons who held Marxist-Leninist or Communist 

views ? --- Yes, it was regarded as very imflbrtant, 

Of great importance ? --- Very important yes. 

And in so far as SACTU was concerned, SouthlAfrican 

Congress of Trade Unions Mr. Weinberg, did you as a Communist 

- which you admitted that you are, regard it of the greatest 

importance to build up and to assist SACTU ? --- Yes. 

And to keep it funotioning? --- Ygs“ 

Despi%e or because of the banning of its membership ? 

--- Yes. 

And were you doing that sort of work right up to the 

time of your arrest ? --- Yes, I tried to. It became very 

dxfficult-gir. 

When did the first real onslaught or the attack on, 

SACTU commence in so far as the policy of banning its 

executive membership is concerned ? --- I think it has 

been operating very intensively over the last two or three 

years. ’ 

Over the last two or three years ? --- Yes. 

Did you regard this with equanimity or did it con- 

cern you ? --- It concérned me a great deal. I was very 

worried about that. 

Now, you have told anis Worship that nearly the whole 

of your political life hau been devoted to Traae Union work. 

That's both when you were = memher of the Communist Party 

and thereafter ? --- Yes. 
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That you have never abandonéd your ideas-about 

Communism ? --- Yes. : 

And you have also told his Worshig‘that'had you joined 

the illegal Communist Pérty when asked to do so, you do not 

envisage that you would have beén\gS?uired to do any other 

work than the work that you weré doing amonst Trade Unionists 2 

--- 1 am sorry sir, I didn't quite follow your question. 

When ycu were asked by Vr. Wélpe, you have told his 

Worship ... (impossible to transcribe)... that when you 

were asked to join the Communist Party, yafi had a discus> 

sion with him ? --- Yes. 

You argued it out ? --- Yes. 

And that you did not envisage that you would be 

required to do any other wo€k than the work which you had 

been «doing for the last 20 or moré years, namely wcrk 

amongst Tradc Unionists ? --- Yes, that is the work I had 

always been aoing. 

I take it you didn't think that they wanted you to 

come and audress envelopes or to file mail or .something 

of that sort ? --- No, I didn't think that. 

No, you would have done Trade Union work and Trade 

Union work which is what you were doing at that time ? 

--- Yes, 

And you have also t2ld_ his Worship that in the dis- 

cussion which you had with Mr. Wolpe, you indicated to him 

that in doing the same sort of work by joining an underground 

organization you would have endangered not only yourself 

but the Trade Unions with whom you were in contact ? --- 

That is correct. 

And it would have put 2 stop to the work which you 

were doing, which you thought was of great importance ? --- 

That is right.
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And did Mr. Wolwe ulcimately see your point of view 

after you had discussed this/matte; ? --- Well, I can't 

really say. He left it at that and went away, but I think 

I persuaded - I think I convinced him of the correctness 
N 
N 

\\ of my attitude. 

O0f your attitude ? --- Yes. % 

0f course, incidentelly to that you were also a 

married man and you were trying to build up a business or 

a profession as you said, atrthat time ? i Correct. & 

And that of course would also have been (?) o L PR 

——-- Yes, I had a famiiy to support. I 

Talking about the question of risk by the way, there 

was no risk in your joining an illegal organization .such 

as the Communist Pafty. That you could have joined the 

Communist Party .... (see Next page.)
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the Communist Party - my learned friend had éuggesfied to 

you, and that you could have gone oh fiith ybur Trade 

Union work. Do you agree that there” would have been no 

risk in joining an illegal organgzation ? === I consider that 

there would have been a very gra&e risk\ - 

With the consequenc:s that you have already indicated 

to his Worship ? --- Yes. o ‘ 

Tell me lMr. Weinberg, if there had been anything or 

something to be gained by taking such’a'risk, would you 

have done so ? =-- I think so. : 

In your view, was there anything to be gained ? 

--- I don't think so. I would have continued doing Trade 

Union work and I was doing Trade Union work. 

And it was suggested to you, or you were questioned 

in terms of some disbelief as to the fact that no one tolad 

you about the secret or illegal Communist Party after you 

had been approached by Mr. Wolpe, and you told us your 

reasons for not joining. ¥r. Veinberg, if in fact you 

had joined or had been a member of a secret and iliegal 

organization such as the Communist Party, would you have 

told your closest friend about it ? --- No, certainly not. 

And you were asked the question Mr. Weinberg, how 

it came about that Mr. Beyleveld came to the flat of which 

you had given Mrs. Hilda Bernstein the key. Do you remember ? 

--- Yes, I was asked that. 

Do you remember the evidence of Mr. Beyleveld to 

the effect that Mrs. Berstein usually arranged the meetings 

of the Central Committee ? --- Yes, I do vemember that. 

You of course are in no position to say whether she 

used the flat for the purpose that she indicated that she 

wanted it for, namely for a meeting of the Federation of 

Women, or whether she used it for any other purpose ? ---
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Well, I don't know. I took her on trust, 

She may have used it for both é o Poésibly. 2> 

don't know. ' 

Here is one smell point Mr\Weinberg. You were 

asked in regérd to nublications like "The African Communist" 

and other publications which you candidly have admitted 

were received through the post by ;ou, and you were asked 

in regard to it, how would people.get your address. =-- 

Well, I was a fairly well-known person. v ' 

Is your telephone-number in the telephone-book ? | 

--— Sure yes. 

And the address ? --- Yes. 

Now, you were referred yesterday by my learned friend 

to this document called "The Revolutionary way out". Do 

you remember ? --- Yes, 

And you were asked and you admitted that "The 

Revolutionary way out" is theoretically in line with 

Communist thinking ? --- Yes. 

In line with Communist theory ? --- Yes. 

When did you for the first time in your life see 

this document ? --- I saw it here. Yesterday as a matter 

of fact. I hadn't read it before. 

You have also said tHat this doctrine did not in 

fact agree with some of the ideas expressed in this 

document or with some of the contents of this document. 

Do you remember saying that ? ~-- Yes. What I feel is that 

it goes a little further than my own thinking. Theére 

seems to be a new trend. 

I am more concerned ¥Mr. Weinberg about the way in 

which you regard the situation in South Africa in regard 

to which you gave evidence and on being questioned. All 

I want to know from you is this and I would like you to
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tell his Worship whethér in your view the authors have 

corréctly'and factually assessed the poéitién/énd'situation 

in South Africa as it presently exists ? --- I think so. 

Anéd in so far as .the need for mog\\mer1ted(°) 

methods are concerned, you have said to his Worship that 

you don't go as far as that and you don't regard that as 

being an immediate necessity at all ? --£ That is correct. 

You have given evidence, indicating in some detail 

of the external and internal pressures which yofi think 

may well bring zbout @ need - bring about a change in 

‘South Africa ? --- Yes. 

Do you think that those, or that point of view in 

your view has been sufficiently stressed in this document, 

"The Revolutionary way out" ? ~-- I think it is referred to, 

but in my opinion perhaps more emphasis should be laid on 

that. 

More emphasis should have been put on it ? --- Yes. 

If you had had anything to do with the authorship 

of this document, would you have done that ? --- Yes, I, 

would have stressed that portion more. 

Wouid you have expressed the point of view that you 

have expressed to his Worship ? —;- That is correct sir. 

And so far as your bans were concerned - I am 

dealing with the gquestions that were directed fowards you 

this morning Mr. Weinberg, you have told his Worship that 

you were not allowed to attend gatherings, but it is a fact 

is it not that not only were you not aliowed to attend 

gatherings (correct me if I am wrong about this), but 

that you were also not all.wed to participate in any 

Trade Union work ? --- No, that is not correct sir. I 

was allowed to. There was no restriction on my taking 

part in Trade Union work.
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I see. I didn't know. I was trying to find out 

what the position was. --- No, there was no restriction 

on that at all. | 

You were not allowed to attend gatherings ? --- Yes, 

and the only organizations from which i‘was banned, were 

the National Union of Commercial Travellers and the South 

African Trades and Labour Council. Tfigre were no other 

organizations from which I was banned. 

And in your latest banning order you were banned 

from attending any gatherings whatsoever ? --- Any kind é 

of gathering. 

So that effectively created the situation in which 

you really couldn't do Trade Union work effectively unless 

you did meet secretly ? --- Yes, it became very, very 

difficult after that. 

And T think I put this to you in chief but I am 

not sure so I hope his Worship will bear with me if I 

repeat myself. 1In sc far as trying to qobtain secret 

meeting places is concerned, was that something that was 

common right throughout the whole of the Progressive 

Movement ? --- Oh yes, everybody was hunting around for 

places where to meet. Everybody was consulting everybody 

else about that sort of problem. ' 

What was that due to ? --- Due to bans, due to 

very strict police surveillance. 

—~  Well, the police surveillance would be as a result 

of the banning orders that had been issued on people ? 

--- Yes. TIargely due to the bans that were inposed on 

peorle. 

Which prohibited people from meeting ? --- That's 

correct. 

Now, lastly in regard to these what my learned
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friend has referred to as being lettures put out by the 

South African Congress of Trade Un{ons - SACTU lectures 

2s he has called them. I dgn't khow whether you know 

whether they are or are nct lectures that were put out 

by SACTU. Do you knoy or don't you ? --- I don't know sir... 
\ : 

NO_FURTHER QUESTIONS BY MR. BTRRANGE. 

COURT: ‘This is two questions that I have on my list. 

I can't quite fihderstand why you didn't ask Emily 

to send you these documents through the post for your 

perusal and for your reply % =—- Your Worthip, I. didn't 

know what she wanted to consult me about. She sent a 

message and said that she wanted to see me. : 

You didn't think of giving ber a ring and-asking 

her ? ~-- T did not sir. I scnt 2 message back and made 

arrangements. 

If so many people were running around looking for 

places to hold meetings, how is it that you only used 

Mr. Meyerson's flat thréee times in six months ? =--- Well 

sir, during that _period contact with people became in- 

creasingly more difficult, and as a matter of fact I lost 

contact with many people and I just couldn't have meetings { 

as often as I wantcd to. Most of the people that I had 

been associated with were banned and some left Johannesburg 

and I just lost contact-with a lot of people. 

I understand you, your help and advice in these  \ 

matters was given free of charge 7 --- Yes your Worship. 

And mostly to non-Puropean Trade Unionists ? --- 

Yes your Worship: 

I have a little difficulty in your evidence that 

you asked Mr. Meyerson whether you could use his home as 

a place for these interviews if your interviews were 

mostly with non-Turopeans. --- I don't think he would have
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objected sir. i 

Oh, you-don't'fhink he. would have objected ? --- I 

don't think he would have objected;. ' 

But in fact he did objeet ? --- I beg your pardon 

sir ? < e 

He did object though ? ---.No, he said his wife 

might object to me having meetings at the house and he 

didn't think it was advisable. . 

Yes thank you, that is all. 

FURTHER RE-EXAMINATION BY MR. BERRAINGE:' 

In so far as Mr. Meyerson is concerned Mr. Weinbeprg, 

is he - let me put it quite bluntly; is he, so far as you 

know a multi-racialist ? --- I think so. Yes, he is sym- 

pathetic to non-Europeans. 

NO "FURTHER QUESTIONS BY MR. BERRANGE. 

COURT ADJOURNS. 

ON RESUMPTION : 

ESTER BARSEL Sworn states: 

Mfi._BERRANGE TO COURT: Sir, Mrs. Barsel is suffering from 

a cardiac complaint and I have indicated to her that your 

Worship will have no objecticn I'm sure, to her sitting 

down if and when she wants to do so. 

COURT TO WITNESS: Yes, sit+down whenever you feel like it 

and as long as you feel like it. --- Thank you your Worship. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. BERRANGE: Mrs. Barsel, I believe you were 

born in 1924 in Lithuania, and your father came to South 

Africa, bringing you with him when you were about sixz 

months of age ? --- No sir my father came to South Afrieca 

when I was six months old. 

Oh, I see. --- My mother and I followed him when 

I was about 3. That was in 1927. 
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joinnd various Zionist aocicti;\\§ --- That tt 00!!‘1’; 

s And one of them boing - forgive me 13 I ‘don't !l°~ 

nounce it correctly, the "Hushermere Houtsair", is ihlt 

right ? --- That's right. 

Which was in fact a Left-wing organization in’these . 

Zionist societios ? === Yes. 

And you matriculated at the Athlone High School fn 

1841 ? --- Yes. w 

b 

And then you spent a year at a business college'? 
. 

--= Yes, 

And in 1943 you started work but you continued part- 

time studies at the college called C.I.S. ? = - Yes, for ’ 

one year only. 

You didn't complete your §ourse there ? --- No. ; 

Now, at Athlone diad ;;u,moeé many young people who 

had what is known as Progressive ideas ? Leftist or 

Progressive ideas ? -=-- Yes, I did. . 

And thereafter & think you found your first intro- 

duction to Leftist or Pbogressivo politics or ideas by 

joining the Teft Book Club ? --- No. 1% wan AcHIREESY 'uixm 
the Left Club. 

The Left Club ? --- Yes. 

I am being a bit out of date. 
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You came into contact with non-Whites I take.it; at 

the Left Club ? --- Yes. ‘ 

And - 1eothnes Heed to Bh giren At Wb Tah Club /in 

"those days ? --- That is right. / 

And the lectures, from wégt ranks or organizations 

were they drawn ? --- They were drawn from varf;hs organi- 

zations. 

PROSECUTOR: May I interrupt your Worship ? I uyanderstand 

the operator says nothing that the witness says is being 

recorded. 

COURT: 1Is the record ... 

MR. BERRANGE: Is it up to date ? 

COURT: It is though. It is up to date but it is soft. 

MR, BERRANGE TO WITNESS: Just try and speak a bit more 

loudly., --- I'1ll 4ry. As far as I can remember there were 

people who lectured from the Labour Party, the South African 

Trades and Labour Council, the Friends of the Soviet Union. 

I am trying to think what ¢ther organizations. They were 

drawn from various | 

Various organizations ? --- Organizations &es, 

I take it, also from the Communist Party ? --- I 

believe so yes. 

Did you get interested in any dramatic society ? --- 

Yes, I was interested in a dramatic’socigfiy. ; 

Was that part of the Left Club activities ? --- Yes. 

There was also a musical society in which I was interested. 

Now, I understand that you became at some stage un- 

happy in your employment and round about 1944 did you have 

a discussion with a certain Mr. Chris Meyer ? --- That is 

correct. 

Who was he ? --- He was the Secretary of the Friends 

of tie Soviet Union.
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" And he, I believe, had heard that you were 1 

for a job ? --- Yes, that's right, . / : 

And what did he ask you to do ? s He asked me 

whether I would be interested in joining the‘staff of the 

Friends of the So;iet'Union. He\;éid that it was the inten- 

tion of thérorganization to open branches of the Friends of 

the Soviet Union along the East Rgpd. That they had an 

East Rand organizer and he would need some assistance. 

The East Rand organizer would neegflsome as-istance ? 

—--- Would need assistance. I asked Mr. Meyer what type of 

assistance was required and he said it would be in the ‘ 

field of fund raising. I explained to Mr. Meyer that I had 

had absolutely no experience in this field at all and felt 

thafi I couldn't really cope with' such a position. He 

then went on to say to me that perhaps I could spend a 

month in the Johannesburg office of the Friends of the 

Soviet Union to get an idea of the sort of activities.. 

Yes, anyway to get some experience ? --- To get 

some experience in the Johannééburg office. 

At that time I believe the Friends of the éoviet 

Union was a very large organization which had a suite of 

offices in Shakespeare House, is it not ? --- That's right. 

Are you in a position to teli-usv— can you still 

remember who some of the spo;sors were of this organization, 

F.S.U., or don't you remember any more ? --- Yes, I remembe} 

some of them. I think the late Mr. Jan Hofmeyr who was 

the Minister of.Finance in the Smuts Cabinet. 

Yes ? --- I think he was a patron. Colonel Steyn. 

Who ? --- Colonel Steyn. ' 

Colin Steyn ? === Colin Steyn, I am sorry. 

He was the Minister of Justice was he not ? --- That's 
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right. : : ' 

Yes ? --- Archbishop or Avchdeacon (I can't refiember)  

Erkard. 

Archdeacon Erkard ?.--- Yes. 
N\ 

Yes ? --- Bishop Lavis. - . 

Yes ? --- The Reverend Eatonw 

Usually known as Tubfl& Eaton ? --- Usually known as 

Tubby Eaton, that is correct. 

Yes ? --- T think Mrs. Jessy McPherson. 

Mrs. Jessy McPherson who was a City CouncillPr, was 

she not ? --- Yes. 

A Labour City Councillor ? --- A Labour City Councillor. 

Possible Mr. Alex Hepple,‘I am not sure. 

You are not sure about Mr. Alex Hepple ? --- I am not 

sure, but I do know that he gave extensive support. 

I'm afraid I can't hear you. --- He gave extensive 

support. 

COURT: May I suggest that when you give your evidence, 

imagine to yourself that you are -acaressing: the people at 

the back of the Court ana then the people nearer will be 

able to hear you. If you could just try something like that. 

MR. BERRANGE: I don't know whether you have ever addressed 

any public meetings, hut would-yqu try and imagine that you 

are addressing ... --- I am afraid I haven't sir. 

Try and imagine that you.are addressing a publicb 

meeting today for the first time. 

What about Mr. Walter Madeley, do you remember ? —--- 

Yes, Mr. Walter Madeley was also a patron of the organization. 

He was a Cabinet Minister too, was he not ? --- Correct. 

And was it whilst you were in the Johannesburg office 

gaining this experience, that you met your present husband, 

Mr. Barsel ? --- That's right. 

He was in fact the East Rand organizer ? --- Yes.
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~ And he dealt on the Zast Rand as you have told us, 

with fund raising ? --- Correct. - 

And later on in the year, in '44, the Behoni offiee 

was opened and later offices were opened all over the Tast 
8.5 

Rand; in Springs and Germiston ? --- In Springs and Germis- 

ton yes. 

And do you remember there was an owganization at that 

time called The Medical Aid for Russia ? --- Oh yes, very 

well. I remember that. 
v 

That was a very large orgaenization ? --- Yes. 

And that, I believe, had offices in the building 

opposite Shakespeare House, is it not ? --- I think they 

had offices in His Majesty's Building. 

In His Majesty's Building ? --- Yes. 

And did your organization, The Friends of the Soviet 

Union, and Medical Aid for Russia organize their fund 

raising functions together ? --- Well, as a matter of fact 

dauring the time that I was employed‘at thé F.S5.U. most of 

the functions were run jointly with Medicai Aid and we 

sharcd the proceeds. 

You shared the proceeds ? --- Yes. 

Well, we know at that time it was still during the 

war, The Soviet Union was very popplar. Concerts and 

functions and all sorts of things were arranged, artists 

were brought in and as a result of all your activities 

there, did you ultimately become somewhat expert or adept 

at fund raising ? --- I suppose you could put it that way 

gir. : 

You got married to your husband, Mr. Hymie Barsel, 

at the end of 1945 ? --- That's right. 

Now, this time the war was over ? --- Yes. 

Medical Aid for Russia was obviously winding up
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its affairs, correct ? --- Correct. ' 

But The Friends‘of the Soviet Union still éonsisted 

to function ? --- Yes, that's right. 

But I understand that it reduced its staff and you 
N 
\ 

left to go end work for a ‘commercial firm ? --- Yes. I 

actually left when the Zast Rand Branches wound up its 

affairs. I left for a very short time to work for 

Immaculate Dry Cleaners I was then asked to go back to 

The Friends of the Soviet Unioq,_ That was thg time when Mr3 

Burkett was secretary of the F.S.U. And I continued working 

until some time in 1947. I was then pregnant amd left 

the F.5.U, 

That was when you had your first child ? --- I had 

my first child in Jandary 1948, so I left some time in 1947. 

You have a cardiac condition and I believe that with 

all your children you have had to take a long time off 

from work whenever you had your children ? --- I have taken 

approximately six months off. 

COURT ADJOURNS FOR TEA. 

ON_RESUMPTION : ' 

ESTER BARSEL (Still under oath) states: 

COURT: As far as the cardiac condition 

EXAMINATION BY MR. BERRANGE CONTINUED: I think that that 

was as a result of rheumatic fever which you had when you 

were about 10 years of age ? --- Yes 

And you have had fhis condition ever since, have 

you not ? --- That's right. . 

You have three chiidren and they were born in 1948, 

1951 and then again in 19%5 ? --- Yes. 

Now, during the course of the years, I understand 

Mrs. Barsel, you concerned yoursclf a great deal with 

fund raising on behalf of various organizations ? --- Yes.
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And various bodies which had as their main purpose 

the eradication of racialism in South Africa % --- Yes. 

Belt 220, How o0ld were you Mrs. Barsel Qhén yod first began : 

to be aware of racial attitudes ? --- I would say between 

about 17 - 18, something like thag. ; 

But even earlier did you live on a farm near Middel- -~ 

burg ?.-—- Ch, yes sipsy 1T did. 

And did you find any formlgf anti-Semitism there ? 

--- Yes sir, I am afraid I did. There were many people 

living around us. My father had ownedré country stdré 

and I must say that as Jews we weren't very well acceptqd 

by the community there. As a matter of fact I can really 

only remember one family who were particularly friendly 

towards us and this particular.family owned the shop that 

my father managed. He was Mr. George Robertson, the 

United Party Member of Parliament for that district and 

I must say that he showed us great kindness and he was 

very nice to us, but apart from that we found that we 

were never invited to any social function or anything like 

that. And as an only child I felt very, very lonely indeed. 

‘ Very lonely ? --- Yes. 

Well, one knows how cruel children ban be to children. 

--- Yes. 

Were any anti-Semitic remarks customarily addressed 

towards you ? --- 1 am afraid they were sir. 

And during the war Mrs. Barsel, what happened to 

your mother's family ? --- Well, my mother's family were .... 

They are all Jews of course ? --- Yes. My mother's 

family were in Lithuania. 

COURT: I'm sorry ? --- My mother comes from Lithuania and 

her whole family remained in Lithuania when she came to 

South Africa. She corresponded with them regularly and
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during the war years she hadn't heard from them at all 

E. BARSEL. 

until one day I remember coming home from work and my 

mo ther had received a letter from somebody in Lithuania 

to say‘that her whole family had been killed by the Nazis._ 

My fatfier came origingily from the Ukraine. He had three 

brothers and two sisters. Four members of the fafiily were 

married and had famiiigs of their own, and he also corres- 

ponded regularly with them prior to the outbreak of war. 

And after the war my father tried repeatedly to establish- 

some sort of contact with them. He tried through‘various 

channels. He tried through the Red Cross who made re- 

peated efforts on his behalf and he has never heard from 

them since. e 

So, I take it lirs. Barsel, you became filled with 

hatred towards Naziism ? --- Yes sir, I did. 

And was that an expression of a racial attitude so 

far as you were concerned ? --- Well, I tried to understand 

apart from the personal implications and the personal loss. 

Apart from the‘?‘-—— Personal loss that'my family 

had sustained. I tried to‘understand'what Naziism was, 

what it stood for - the Herrnfolk ideology. 

The ? --- Herrnvolk. I am sorry, that is not really 

Hernnvolk, it is racial policy of Naziism. The superiority 

of one race ove; another. That there are such things as 

inferior races and superior races. And I could not accept 

this. To my mind there wes something radically wrong w%th 

that sort of thing. 

Did your work in The Friends oflthe Soviet Union 

help you to understand at :11 the whole question of this 

Nazi ideology ? In other words race superiority. --- Yes, 

it did. 

And did you become to feel that the same type of 
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ideology was being adopted in this country ? --- I would 

say that it was along similar lines.s The race hatred was 

there. . 

Yes ? --- The policy of the Nationalist Government 

to me would be in 2 similar vein to that practised iq 

Nazi Germany. \ : 

In other words, you came to a conclusion that it 

is morally incorrect and completely wrong that there should 

be any form of racial superiority of one race over another ? ° 

--- That is right. g 

And you were originally of course a Zionist ? --- 

Actually I joined various Zionist organizations. The last } 

one was the one you mentioned. 

Did Zionism continue to have an appeal to you as 

a result of your development and growth ? --- No, it didn't. 

I felt that as a South Africah I should be interested in 

what was happening in my own country. I therefore took more 

and more of an interest in the local political scene. 

And how did you react to. the .accepted policy in this 

country of Apartheid ? --- I hated it sir.  To me one form 

of racialism or another is exactly the same whether it is 

practised or not in Germany or whether it is practised in 

South Africa or anywhere c¢lse in the , world. 

Now, you have told us that you did a iot of work 

and you came to do a lot of work in the sphere of fund 

raising. Haa you yourself ever taken any particularly 

active part in pblitics other than the raising of funds 

for a Leftist or Frogressive organization ? =--- Yes, I 

became interested in Congress of Democrats. 

And when was it that you joined The Congress of 

Democrats, can you rememfier ? === 1 think it was in 1954, 

I am not sure.
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Were you a particularly active membe;;there or not ?@ 

--- I am afraid not. 

You have of course and you did of c&urse read the 

Freedom Charter ? --- Yes, I have. 

After it had been adopted. at the Congress of the 

People ? --- Yes. 

What impression did that,document make on you ? 

--- T felt that it expressed very well the aspirations of 

the non-White people in this country. I felt it was some-. 

thing very laudable and something towards which oné\should 

work for its achievement. [ 

And in so far as you yourself were concerned, what 

did you think ? What did you feel you should do in regard 

to the implementation of the ‘Freedom Charter ? --- I was 

interested in getting as many people as possible fo read 

the Freedom Charter to understand what was contained in it. 

As a matter of fact, prior to the adoption of the Freedom 

Charter we had fhe Declaration of Human Rights adopted at 

the United Nations General Assembly. 

Yes, can you remember when the Declaration of Human 

Rights was adopted at the United Nations ? --- Yes, I do. 

It was the 10th of December 1948. As a matter of fact the 

10th of December is commemorated or celebrated in this 

country annually eitherrby a meétingvor a demonstration 

or something of that nature. 

And did you feel that the Freedom Charter was very 

largely baéed upon this Declaration of Human Rights ? =--- 

Very largely based on it. As a matter of faet, if I 

remember correctly, the Fieedom Charter was actually based 

on the Declaration of Humén Rights and I found many, many 

similarities between the two documents. In some respects 

in fact the Declaration I think goes further than the
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Freedom Charter. " 3¢ 

It seems to me that.that which appealed to you 

mainly as a result of your own eipa&iencés and your family'sA 

experiences in the Freedom Charter was the desire to 

eliminate all forms of racialifm ? --- That is correct. 

In fact the Declaration, if I femember correctly, ‘said. 

that no people or no person should be subject to arbitrary » 

arrest for instance. No persgn should be ... 

Well, I don't think we need go through it. I just 

want to lay the foundation Mrs. Barsel for your views in 

regard to the manner in which you saw the situation in 

this country and the manner in which you yourself haLe 

tried to assist organizations which were against any form 

of racialism. --- I see. 

By the way, while we are dealing with this aspect, 

are you a Marxist . ? ---- No sir, I am.not. 

Do you know anything about Marxism ? --- Very little 

indeed. 

Have you maue any study.of Marxism or Marxist- 

ILeninism ? --- No sir, I have not. 

Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party ? 

--- No sir, definitely not. Neither the legal Communist 

Party nor the illegal Communist Party. 

Now, you told his Worship that-as time went on you 

devoted quite a lot of your time towards fund raising which 

became a speciality of yours in the work that you were 

doing on behalf of these organizations ? --- Yes, I felt 

that that was my sphere and in that way T could make my 

best contributions. 

You had had a great deal of experience-as a result 

of your association with the Friends of the Soviet Union 

where you were first introduced to the necessity to raise 
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funds ? --- yes. L . 

T woRd# whekhdr you would give his Worship some 

idea of the sort of activities in whicH you involved 

yourself in the éphere of fund raising over the years. 

Let's take for instarce first of\a;l the newspaper "The 

Guardian" or "New Age". Did you assist this newspaper 

with the raising of funds ? ~--- :The Guardian" - I think 

it was "The Guardian" which held an annual function. It 

was a very large function - one very large function which 

they organized annually. I assisted ih-the selling of tickéts 

and I assistea as far as the catering is concerned. 

And I believe that "New Age" also used to have ; 

--- They used to have a bazaar later on and jumble sales. 

And did you assist in that ? --- I did. 

I vtake it, by collecting jumble and disposing of 

jumble and holding jumble sales and that sort of thing ? 

--- That's right. 

And what about the Congress of Democrats, did you 

assist them with raising funds ? --- Yes, I did. In a 

similar way by holding jumble sales, by holding dinners, 

by selling tickets for it and so on. 

And what about the Jewish Workers' Club ? --- Yes, 

I was associated with the Jewish Workers' Club. I actually 

first got to know peopie in the Jewish Workers' Club while 

I was working for Friends of the Soviet Union. They were 

naturally interested in the work of the Friends of the 

Soviet Union, and ... 

Well, just shortly Mrs. Barsel. Did you also 

assist in raising funds an? in selling tickets and jumble 

and that sort of thing ? --- Yes, I did 

Just generally ? --- Yes. 

That became your speciality ? --- Yes.
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Now I'd like you to deal with the accused. First _ 

of all, do you know Mr. Fischer ? o Yea - giv, £ a0, 

You have known him for several yearé, have you ? 

-—— 1 have known him for several years. 

Have you visited him at his h?use ? -=-- Yes, I havg 

And there were often m&ltl—r301al nar;\bs there, 

were there not ? --- That's right. 

Which you attended ? --- I did. / 

And how did you get to know Mr. Scherfibrucker 

(no. 2 accused) and in what capacity did you know h%m ? 

~-- T got to know lr. Schermbrucker through the paper. 

Throught "The Guardian® énd "New Age". 

In regard to which you have already told his 

Worship you used to assist in reising funds ? --- Thet is 

right. 

At jumble sales and bazaars and things of that sort ? 

--- That is right. 

Mr. Weinberg, do you know him ? --- I know Mr, 

Weinberg. I have seen him at parties, but I have never 

had any political association with him af alllahd I don't 

know him very well. | 

You don't know him very well ? --- No sir. 

But you have seen him at some multi-racial parties ? 

--- Yes, I have. ‘ 

What about Mr. ILevy (no. 5 accuéed) ? =T &as 

associated with Mr. Levy during the time that I was a 

member of Congress of Democrats. 

And did you and he often, or did you and he ever co- 

operate in the collection uf funds for Congress of Democrats é 7 

--- Yes, we did; s 

Now, what about Mr. Baker (no. 5 accused) ? About 

him end his whole family ? --- I have been associated with
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the Baker family socially for & very long time. I would 

say sofiething like possibly 20 -years. And Mr. Lewis 

Baker is a peréonal friend of. mine, as is his whole family. 

I am going to deél with this aspect with mofq par- 

técularity later, but your husband was banfied in Juiy 

1963 ? --- That i;\correct. : 

And at that time you were travelling for a firm, 

selling jewellerw'flnh fancy gbod, which took you all over 

the country including the East Rand ? --- Yes. 

And when you did on the occasions of yéur business 

visits to various firms, have to come through the East Rand 

Eall on Mr. and through Benoni, was it your ha“it to 

Baker or on hisgs family ? --- I used to have lunch with the 

Bakers. 

What about Miss. Middleton (no. 7 accused) ? —-- 

I don't know Miss. lMiddleton very well. I have met her 

socially, I have met her in the Congress of Democrats. 

She has visited me a few times. 

And Miss. fiicholson, do you know her at all well ? 

--- 1 think i may héve'seen Miss. Nicholsdn once or twice 

at Congress of Democrat meetings; 

Can you recall ever Laving spoken to her ? I mean 

of course prior to you being co-accused. --- I don't. 

And Pr. Gazides, have you ever met him before your 

arrest in this trial ? --- No sir, the first time I met 

Dr. Gazides was when we were in this trial.together. 

And Yr. Trewhela ? --- The same as Dr. Gazides. 

I have not met him prior to this trial. 

You haven't met him prior fo this trial. 

And Miss. Neame ? --- Miss Neame, as far as I can 

recall, T had met on one occasion only. 

On one occasion ? --- Only. 
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Prior to your detention ? --- Prior to myféeteniion. 

And Miss Duncan ? --- Miss. Duncan I have met 

socially. ; 

Were you ever a close friend of her;\?--- She used 

to visit us. I used to go to her occasionally. I wouldn't ° 

say that she was ever a close friend of ming. . 

And Mrs. Doyle ? She is related to Mr. Fischer, is 

she not ? --- Yes. ( 

Yes ? ~-- I met Mrs. Doyle once only. After Mrs. 

Fischer was killed in 2 motor accident, I went over to Mr. 

Fischer's house and I met Mrs. Doyle there. 

Now, you have told his Worshio that you were not 

particularly.active politically other than in the sense of 

trying to raise funds and financially help organizations 

of the nature which you have named ? --- That is correct. 

Has your house ever been raided ? --- Yes sir, it has. 
. 

When ? --- On several occasions. The first occasion 

I think may have been 1954 or 1955, I am not‘sure. 

Yes ? --- It was raided in my husband's name. 

I don't quite know what that means. I think I know 

what that means. --- Well, they weren't looking for anything 

from me. They specifically, you know, were‘inperested in 

what sort of - in my husband's possessions. And as far as 

I can recall they were looking for F.S.U. (atuff. 

For ? --- F.S.U. material. 

F.S.U. material ? --- Yes. 

And what else can you tell his Worship about raids ? 

--- I think we had two or three other raids. The last 

time we were raided apart from the time when both my husband 

‘and I were detained for 90 days. 

That's on the 3rd of July ? --- July. 

Yes ? --- Was at the end of 1961. I think that was
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the time that the first sabotage outbreakéioccurred. 

Shortly after that we were -raided. 

And so far as you are concérfied, héve you ever beén 

arrested ? --- No sir, the first time I was arrested was 

on the 3rd of July last year.~ ; 

I believe. at that time a typewriter was taken from’ 

your home but it had alfeady been returned ? --- That is 

correct yes. ; 

Now, woulud you be so good as to tell his Worship 

what your husband's occupation had béén during the\last 

few years ? --- He is a clerk and he works for a building 

firm, s 

Where ? --- In Jeppe. 

Was your husband active in the Friends of the Soviet 

Union ? --- Yes sir, he was. 

* What was his position there ? --- He was secretary 

of the organization for some time. 

Now, the Friends of the-Soviet Union became less 

and less popular as the war years receded into the distance 

- into the past ? --- That is correct. 

And so far as you were aware or are aware, did your 

husband continue with any political activities after 1962 ? 

-=-= No sir, 

That is if you cah call being a secretary of the 

F.5.U. a politiccl activity --- As far as I know the 

F.S.U. really aied a natural desth some time in 1962, 

and since then my husband has not taken part in any 

political activities. 

But despite that fact you are aware that in July 

of 1963 your husband was served with a banning order, 

was he not ? --- That is correct 

Which, amongst other things restricted him to the
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magisterial district of Johannésburg, ? --- Yes sir. 

Did this_occgsion any sufprise ? --- Very much so. 

I don't mean geheially; but T mean so far as. you 

and your husband were concerned ? - - Yes sir, we were 

very surprised indged. 

Yes, because\you have told us that your. husband's 

real activities and probably the only activities that you 

know of, was his wdrk as e secretary in the Friends of 

the Soviet Union ? --- Yes sir. 

And that of course-rwas a2 completély legal orgafii— 

zation ? --- Correct. 

And highly respectable ? --- Yes. 

Now, prior to his banning did your husbznd, in order 

torsupplement your income, have any other occupation other 

than that of being a clerk in this building firm ? --- Yes, 

he was offered a job - a part-time job as a bookmaker's 

clerk in Roodepoort. This mean that he went to Roodepoort 

on Saturdays and on public holidays, and this in fact 

helped us tremendously financially. It brought us in 

something like £20 to £25 extra per month. 

It brought you in an extra £20 or £25 per month ? 

--=- Yes. 

I take it that your husband's salary as a clerk 

with-this building firm was not very much ? --- He got £90 

- he gets £90 a month. 

Now, you uo know of course - we'll nrove this later 

.on possibly through your husband, that in view of the 

restrictions placed upon your hushand by the banning order 

that he made several representations to the Chief Magistrate 

of Johannesburg ? --- lMr. Dekenah yes. : 

For permission to work in Roodepoort on Saturdays 

and public holidays so that your income could be supple-
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mented ? --- Yes sir. ‘ : ; . 

This permission was refused dnfa number of occasions ? 

~--- Correct. 

And did another gentleman by the name of Mr. Price 
N 

N\ 

also go and make representations to Nr. Dekenah ? --- Yes, 

he did. 

Who is he ? --- He is my ¥rother-in-law sir. 

And did he seek an interview with Mr. Dekenah ? 

--- Yes, he did. 

But nothing came of that in so far as relaxation of 

the ban was concerned ? --- I don't know whether it wasias 

a result of Mr. Price going to see Mr. Dekenah or whether 

it was as a result of my husband going to see Mr. Dekenah, 

but he was granted vpermission fo go to Roodepoort on one 

occasion only. 

On one occasion only ? --- Yes., He had to on that 

occasion report before he ieft Johannesburg. 

\ I don't think it is very important_ He hau to 

report ? --- Yes. 

And in October 1963, did your husband apply again 

to Mr. Dekenah for some form of relaxation of this banning 

order ? --- Yes sir, I think it was about October. 

Now, had you planned $o go on holiday at the end of 

1963 Mrs. Barsel ? --- Yes, we had 

And did you, or did your husband endeavour to get- 

permission to go away ? --- Yes. When my husband went to 

see Mr. Dekenah, he went to see him to find out whether he 

could continue his job in Roodepoort - to get permission to 

go and also to gef permission for us to go on holiday. 

Was that permission gfanted ? ==- I'm afraid not sir. 

Both were refused. Bbth requests were refused. 

I gsee. 8o, you cou;dn't go away for your holiday ?
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--- No sir. : ' 

I take it you &nd your husbend discussed this matter 

on a number of occasions ? You must/obviously have been 

very worried about the situation. --- Yes, we did. 

And I take it your husfi\hd reportea to you what 

Mr. Dekenah hed said to him or told him ? --- Yes, he did. 

And in view of the fact ghat your husband had not 

participated, as you say, in any form of political activity 

since 1962, did you and he come to ce;tain conclusions ? 

--- Yes, we discussea it at length. 

Did you come to any conclusion ? --- Yes, the con- 

clusion we came to sir, was thet possibly the Security Branch 

had an idea that banned and named people were in fact 

visiting my husband. 

Speak to his Worship. --- I'm sorry. 

COURT: The Security Branch had an idea that ? --- Banned 

end - let me put it differently your Worship. Banned and 

named people did actually come to our house. 

MR. BERRANGE: You say that is a fact ? --- That is a féct. 

They came to sce me and it seems to me that thé Security 

Branch had believed that they were in fact seeing my hus- 

band; : 

And that was the conclusion you came to after you 

had discussed this matte; ? --=- Yes. ‘ 

Now, this was the end of 1963 that we are talking 
Belt 221. 

about. Werg you still interesting yourself in raising 

funds and in doingAthe type of work that you had been 

doing for so long ? --- Yes, I did. ; 

And did that necessitate your meeting_and coming 

into contact on occasions with banned and nafied.people 2 

--- Yes sir, it did. 

And as a result of this discussion which you and 
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your husband had in regard to what you thought were the 

possible reasons for these severe banning o:ders béing 

imposed upon your husband, what did you and/he decide 

that you should do ifl future ? --- Well, both my husband and 

I were keen that he siould get his fi&h\back in Robdepoort, 

and we discussed it quite extensively. My husband then 

suggested that I should no longer mei} banned and named 

people at our housef 

In other words that they should not come %o youf 

house ? --- That is correct yes. And that "if I wanted to° 

see them for any reason, I should try and make some other 

arrangements to see them elsewhere. | 

Did you explain to him the difficulties that that 

would*occasion to you if you wanted to continue with the 

fund raising ? --- Yes, certainly I did sir. 

Wow, in 1963 had a situation arisen in this country 

in which the raising of funds was becoming more and more 

imperative ? --- Yes, I would say that the fact that the 

90-day clause had been implemented, the fact that many 

families of people.who had been detained were severely 

handicapped ags far as finances was concerned, and needed 

assistance very badly. 

And needed assistance you say ? --- Very badly. 

Yes ? -=-= Irreepecti%e of what the political views 

held by these people's families in my opinion needed 

assistance and needed to be looked after. 

And did you feel that you were doing - you were 

contributing - that you were doing a useful job of work 

yourself ? --- Certainly. 

In doing what you could to raise funds ? --- Most 

certainly. 

And you tad this difficulty then Mrs. Barsel, that
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if these people who were some banned and listed people'or % 

named people came to your house, it would reflect upon 

your husband in so far as in the eye;’of the Special Branch ? 

--- Yes. 4 

Now, at-that time - this is in December, had your 
. o 

husband made any report to you in regard to Mr. Meyerson ? 

--- Yes sir, he had. 

That was the gentleman, %ou remember, who gave 

evidence here ? --- Mr. Harry Meyerson. 

Yes, he lives in Cyrildefie ? ~-= That is correct. 

And did he indicate to you that he had become,, 

friendly with him ? --- Yes, he had. 0, 

And when.did you have your leave ? --- Towards the 

end of December and part of January. ‘ ‘ 

Of 1964 2 --- 1963/64‘ Yes. 

And as a result of a discussion which you and your 

husband had, did you decide to do anything so far as Mr. 

Meyerson was concerned, who m you heard had now become 

friendly with your husband ? --- Yes, I suggested to my 

husbana that perhaps Mr. lMeyerson would be kind enougfi to 

let me use his lounge. 

For what purpose ? --- For the purpose of meeting 

banned people who could not come to my house. Or rather, 

who we had decided should not come to our house. 

Who you had decided should not come to your hofise '’ 

-—-- Yes, : 

And in the result did you - whilst your husband was 

on leave during your holiday, did you go along with your 

husband one day to Mr. Meycrson's shop ? --- Yes, I did. 

I believe your husband made some purchases there 

on that occasion ? --- Yes sir, ke did. He bought some 

shirts I think.
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And whilst he was making thesg}purchases'did !?u 

take Mr. Meyerson aside ? --- Yes sir, I -did. 

I take it your-husband had introduced you to him ? 

--- Correct. ‘ 

And you put your problem to him ? --- Yes, I did. 

And what uid you\ésk him ? --- I told him that - 

he already knew I think, that my husband was a bannéd person. 

Yes ? --- 1 told sim that I had many friends who 

were named and banned, that I wanted from time to time to < 

meet them and I wondered whet?gr he would al}ow me to see 

them at his place from time to time. 

If the need arose ? --- If the need aroge. 

How did Mr. Meyerson react to this request ? --- 

He was rather surprised sir, but he said that he would 

think about it ana that he would ask his wife. 

He would what ? --- He would consult with his wife, 

he would ask her. 

He would consult his wife ? --- Yes. 

Did he make any-suggestion to you as to what you 

should do ? --- Yes, hé éuggcsted that I should come round 

and speak to his wife, 

About this request ? --- And discuss the matter with 

ner. 

Now, you say this‘was early January ? --- This was 

early January yes. 

Was the matter left in abeyance for some time or 

did you act im-ediately in regard to the matter ? --- No, 

I didn't -act immediately. There was really no need to go 

immeaiately first of all. Secondly, I had started work 

again and I had quite a lot to do. 

Now, I don't know how well you are afile to remember 

dates, but as much as you are able to do so please indicate
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to his Worship the dates upon which theseyyarious events i 

took place, --- I'll try. _ 

Do jou know & Mrs. Alt?an -‘Phyllis Altman ? --- 

Yes, I did. 

Who is shé ? --- She fiag associated with the South 

African Congress of Trade Unions. : 

Yes ? --- She became benned. A very severe ban was 

served on her. She was no longer able to communicate with 

banned and listed people. She lost Qer job in the South - 

African Congress of Trade Unions. 

Amongst other things she is also an authoress |is 

she not ? --- That is correct. 

She has written a book ? --- Yes. 

Or more than one book ? --- Yes, something about 

vultures(?). 

And did she come and see you one day ? --- Yes sir, 

she did. 

Can you remember more or less when this was ? --- 

I think sir it was in Mareh 196%. 

About March '64 ? --- I think so. 

Did she come to your house ? --- She came to my house 

yes. 

Well, now here you had the classic example of a 

banned, named, listed person - I don't know what it was - 

coming to your house ? --- Yes. 

Was your husband at home ? ---- Yes, he was. 

How did he react to her presence ? --- He was very 

upset and in fact I caught his glance. 

You caught what ? --- I caught his glance sir. 

You caught his glance ? S Yes. 

Yes ? --- And I explained the position to Mrs. 

Altman when she ceme into the house.
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That you didn't want banned people coming to &ofir 

house ? --- That is correct. , ; 

And did she leave ? --- Well, she suggested that 

she had something to discuss with me and asked me if I - 

woulg walk with herk;b«her CaTs ; 

I see. 5So, she left the house and you walked to the 

car with her ? --- That is correct. 

And did she tell you what it was that she wanted to 

discuss with you ? --- Yes,rshe told me that - I.don't 

know whether she had actually seen lNrs. Nokwe, I think 

that is what she said. : 

COURT: Whether she had actually seen who ? --- Mrs. Nokwe . 

And that she - I think that is what she said, that She 

and Mrs. Nokwe were very concerned about the plight of the 

families of some people, particularly two families whose 

husbands had been detained. The two people in question 

were officials of SACTU I think. 

Officials of SACTU yes. --- I think so. I am not 

quite sure but T thifik'so, » 

Now, did she say what she wanfad you to do ? --=- 

Yes, she saia that she would like me to come to a meeting 

of a few people to discuss what could be done in regard 

to the plight of these‘families 

of just“these two families or families generally ? 

--- 1 remember these two specifically sir, bué it is possible 

that she meant others as well. I think that we discussed 

the problem in general. 

In general terms ? --- That's fight., 

Well, did you agree to come to such a meeting ? 

--- Yes, I did. 

Then I suppose the problem arose as to where you 

were to meet ? --- I'm afraid it did sir, yes.
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Mrs. Altman yet. ' s 5 

So, what did you say you would do about the date ? 

--- As a matter of fact it was not ~ it was Mré; Meyerson 

herself who said, would you let me know a few days before ? 

A few-days before ? --- Before, when you want the 

house. Or aAaay or two befof@\ -I_can't'remember exactly 

but she did want some notice. : : 

Yes, she wanted a 1itt})s notice ? --- Yes. 

And thereafter did you see Mrs. Altman again ? --- 

Yes, I saw Mrs. Altman again. 
v 

And did you arrange upon a date ? --- Yes. 

Or I should say agree upon a date ? --- Yes. | 

Arrange for a date ? --- Yes. 

And what did you ask your husband to do ? --- Once 

we agreed to the date I asked my husband whether he could 

on his way to work stop at lir. Meyerson's shop and ask 

him whether this date would be convenient. 

Whether the date would be convenient ? --- Yes. 

Mr. Meyerson's shop is on the way to work ? On 

the way to the place in Which ybur husband works ? --- Yes. 

My husband normally used to walk fo work and'I believe he 

walked right past his shop, so it was reaily on his way 

to work. 

And later on aid your husband make a report to you ? 

-=-- Yes, he had seen Mf. Meyerson and Mr. Meyerson had agreed 

to the date. 

Anq where did you arrange to meet Mrs. Altman and 

whoever else was to attend this meeting ? wma Wolly I.had 

to go back to Mrs. Altman of course to confirfi the date, 

which I did, and I arranged to meet her on that night.. 

I think it was about quarter past 8 that we arranged to 

meet. It was quite near my house, just round the corner.l
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And did you discuss a date or make a tentati;g 

arrangement as to date ? --- No, we didn't. Mrs. Altman 

asked me if I had a place where we could meet, and I said 

briefly that I had spoken to somzbody. I wasn't sure 

whether I could get this particular plave or not. 

Who did you have in mind ? --- I had the Meyersons 

in mind. 7 

You had the Meyersons in mind, yes ? --- I didn't 

know of any other place where we could go to aqd Mrs. 

Altman herself had no suggestion to make. So I told her 

« that I would go to these people and find out whether they 

had agreed to me bringing a few friends to their home. 

Did you thereafter go and see Mrs. Meyerson at her 

house ? --- Yes, I did. 

That was in Cyrildcne ? --- That was in Cyrildene. 

And did you have a discussion with her ? --- It 

was a very brief discussion. It seemed to me - well, Mrs. 

Meyerson said that they were in the midst of organizing 

some social function, and obviously-I arrived at a very 

inopportune moment. 

Did she apnear to know what you had mentioned to 2 

her husband on the earlier occasion in January ? --- Yes, 

she did. It seemed to me that he had discussed it with 

her. 

They haa discussed it ? --- Yes. 

And you told her what you wanted, namely, you 

wanted to know whether she would allow you to use their 

lounge ? --- Yes. 

What did she say in regard thereto ? --- She said that 

we could have the house - that I could have it. 

Did you arrange a date with her on that occasion 2 

"=-= No, I didn't because I hadn't arranged a date with
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Mrs. Altman yet. : i ; % 

So, what did you say you would do about the date ? 

--- As a matter of fact it was not = ;t was.Mrs. Meyerson 

herself who said, would you let me know a few days before ? 

A few days before ? --- Before, when you want the 
N 

house. Or a day or two before. I can't remember exactly 

but she did want some notice. 

Yes, she wanted a little hotice ? --- Yes. 

And thereafter did you see Mrs. Altman again B 

Yes, I saw Mrs. Altman again. 

And did you arrange upon a date ? --- Yes. 

Or I should say agree upon a date ? --- Yes. : 

Arrange for a date ? --- Yes, 

And what did you ask your husband to do ? --- Once 

we agreed to the date I asked my husband whether he could 

on his way to wofk stop at Iir., Meyerson's shop and ask 

him whether this date would be convenient. 

Whether the date would be convenient ? --- Yes. 

Mr. Meyerson's shop is Qfi the way to work ? On 

the way to the place in which your husband works ? --- Yes. 

My husband normally used to walk to work and I believe he 

walked right past his shop, so it was reaily on his way 

to work. 

And later on aid your husband make a report to you ? 

--- Yes, he had seen Mr. Meyerson and Mr. Meyerson had agreed 

to the date. 7y 

And where did you arrange to meet Mrs. Altman sand 

whoever else was to attend this meeting ? --- Well, I had 

to go back to Mrs. Altman of course to confirm the date, 

which I did, and I arranged to meet her on that night. 

I think it Qas about quarter past 8 that we arranged to 

meet. It was quite near my hbuse; just round the corner.l
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I think at Kenmere and Dunbar Streets. -~ = 

Yes ? ~--- She said'that I would be picked up there. 

And did you keep your appo;fifmentr?.--— Yes, 1 did. 

And when you arrived at the meeting place, who did 
E% 

you find waiting there ? --= When I arrived at the meeting 

place, Mrs. Fischer was driv;fig a Volkswagen and Mrs. 

Altman and Mrs. Nokwe were in the car. 

Mrs. Altman and Mrs. Wokwe were in the car ? --- 

Correct. 

And did you go to the licyerson's at Cyrildene ? 

--- Yes sir, we did. 

Now, we understand that you used the lounge #hich 

had been left for you ? --- Yes. 

And did Mrs. Altman then explain what it was in 

more detail what she had ih mind ? --- Yes, she again 

reised the guestion of the plight of the families. She 

also said that in view of her ban which was pretty vicious, 

she had made repeatea efforts to find employment and those 

efforts had failed. She decided that she could no longer 
remain in South Africa. 

And where was she intending to go ? --- She told me 

that she was going to Israel. Apparently both Mrs. Fischer 

and Mrs. Nokwe had known of this before. I must say it 

came as quite a shock to me and.I was very upset to hear 

that she was leaving the country. 

Did she indicate to you whether she intended éo do 

anything in Israel in regard to conditions in this country ? 

--- Yes, she did. She said that she would try and hold 

public meetings, she said she would try and raise money, 

she would try, if possible, to organize something along 

the lines of Defence and Aid in this country. In other 

words a branch. 

P
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A branch of Defence and Aid in fhis‘country & i 

- a 

Yes. : 

She would try and establish ip Israel ? --- That is 

right. And for that she required qdite a'lot of material. 

COURT: Quite a lot of material ? --- Material. Specific 

cases of hardéfiip, people whd\\\you know, families which 

were left destitute and so on. And if she had this 

material of course she would p%t it forward at the meetings 

which she attended. Mrs. Fischer and Mrs. Nokwe agreed 

that of course tnis would be a very gqod thing and agreed - 

that they would try and collect thisrsort of material fdr 

her. I said that unfortunately I was not in a positign to 

do this sort of work. I had been out of touch with non- 

White organizations for a long time, but I would try and 

raise some funds for specifie cases which she mentioned. 

MR. BERRANGE: She mentioned some specific cases in re- 

gard to which there was an urgent need ? --- An urgent 

need yes. 

Did you people remain long there Mrs. Barsel ? --- 

No sir, we didn't remain long. 

About how long ? --- I don't think we were there - 
for longer than an hour. 

And then you left ? --- Then we left. 

All of you left ? ~--- Yes. 

Did she drive you home ? --- Yes. I may say sir 

that we did have refreshments at they Meyersons. They - 

had provided us with tea and... 

Yes well, I don't think that is important Mrs. 
Barsel. 

Now Mrs. Fischer, I think you had known her for 

quite a long time ? --- Yes sir, I have. 

Had you done any work together ? --- Very frequently. .
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What sort of work had-the two of you been jointl& 

concerned in ? --- Only in so far 55/%und raising was 

concerned. We often worked together, we often went out 

to collect moné} and we often‘wQ;ked together on jumble 

sales, bazaars, dinners and so. on. 

I understand the position that she very often had 

jumble sales in her house which,were very widely advertised 

and attended by many peofiie ? --- Yes, not only jumblé 

sales, she had held bazzars at her nduse as well. ° 

And you had been closely associated with her ip 

the raising of funds ? --- Yes sir, I had. J 

Now, did you meet Mrs. Fischer shortly before the 

Rivonia Trial came to its end ? --- Yes, I did. 

That would then have been in what month - which 

month ? --- June last year. 

And did she have a discussion with you ? ~--- Yes. 

What did she discuss with you ? --- Well, she said 

that she had spoken to Mr. Beyleveld. That the two of them 

had decided that there was again an urgent need to set up 

some sort of committee to deal with various matters. 

PROSECUTOR OBJECTS: Is this not hearsay your Worship ? 

MR. BERRANGE: Well, we'll let you bring it out. It is 

'hearsay of course sir.” I just wanted to - I didn't think 

my learned friend would object to this. I take it hg will 

have to ask the question. 

(To witnéss): Anyway, she had a discussion with you ? =---. 

Yes. 

In regard to the plight of dependants at that time ? 

--- Yes. : : 

And was she intending to go anywhere ? --- Yes, she 

told me that ... 

No, you don't tell us what she told you. Was she 
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intending to go anywhere ? --- Yesg, to CapéiTown. 

And did she make a request of you ? --- Yes, she 

did. ; 

And as a result of that request did you go and see 

- did you meet Mr. Beyleveld ?“c-- Yes sir, I did. 

And was anything decided upon between you and Mr. - 

Beyleveld ? --- Well, we discussed several matters. The 

Rivonia judgment was given on ;Lat day. 

Well, now let's get this clear. Rivonia judgment 

was given on that day, that would be "the Thursday‘the 

11th of June ? --- That is correct yes. That's when g saw 

Mr. Beyleveld, 

This was as a result of the discussion that you had 

had with Mrs. Fischer ? --- Yes sir, 

And did Mr. Beyleveld make any suggestions to you 

or make a request ? --- Yes, he again told me what Mrs. 

Figcher had in fact said. 

S0, he confirmed in fact what it was that you had 

discussed with Mrs. PFischer ? --=- Yes sir. 

Now that you can tell us. What was it' that he con- 

firmed and what was it that he and you discussed ? --- 

Mr. Beyleveld confirmed that he wished to have such a 

meeting in the very near future. 

Concerning what ? --- Concerning several matters, 

one of which was the plight of families of 90-day detainees. 

The other matter he said, concerned education of the chil- 

dren of thése families. 

Now, was that education of the children only of the 

families of detainees or other people as well ? --- I think 

he had in mind those particular families. He also said 

that the people who had been cofivicted in political cases, 

had had some difficulty with study. Many of them apparently 
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wanted to study when they were convicted, and that' possibly 

we could do something in that direction. He sa}d that he 

had spoken to Miss Middleton about the question of publi- 

cising 90-day detention.. 4 

Making propaganda-about it ? --- That is correct. 

Yes ? --- And he would be very - he would very much 

like Miss Middleton to come on to such a committee for 

that reason. And according to Nr. Bey1e¢%1d she readily 

agreed. He suggested thaf as far ag education is concerned 

and the problem of study for political prisoners;er. 

Norman Levy would be ... 

Who is an educationalist ? --- That is correct. 

Yes ? --- Would be a good person. 

Was Mr. Baker discussed at all ? --- What happened 

was this; Mr. Beyleveld said that Defence and Aid were so 

hampered by the fact that they were so short of people who 

could take political trials, who could defend political 

prisoners, and he wondereu whether I could think of some- 

body who would be able to assist in.this direction. It 

was in this context sir that I mentioned that Mr. Baker may 

be a good person. 

I see, you suggested it ? --- I suggested that yes. 

Because you knew him very well ? --- Yes, and as 

far as I knew Mr. Baker had only concerned himedlf with 

cases on the East Rand and possibly in Pretoria. I don't 

think that he had done anything as far as Johannesburg is 

concerned. 

At that time Mrs. Barsel, was the tempo, the 

incidence of political prosecution becoming greater and 

greater ? --- That is correct. The incidence of political 

trials were increasing and the panel of lawyers which 

De{ence and Aid could call on, were becbming smaller and
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smaller. ! : 

Was there any discussion betweeh you and Mr. Beyle- 

veld in regard to the ability of DefenEe and Aid to cope 

with the situation ? --- Well, Vr. Beyleveld said that 

he found that Defence and‘h{d were really struggling and 

finding it extremely difficult to supply defence. # 

Now, you have indicated that in this discussion he 

confirmed a lot of what hag been discussed between you 

and Mrs. Fischer ? --- Yes. 

Was it apparent tiBrETope "that ke had épbken to 

Mrs. Fischer or Mrs. Fischer had spoken to him abqut 

these topics ? --- Yes. 

Was there any discussion then between you and Mr. 

Beyleveld in regard to the venue of such a meeting ? --- 

Yes, apparently again VMrs. Fischer had told him that she 

had been to a previous meeting with me, and suggested that 

he should ask me whether I could get the same venue. 

The same place ? ---~ The same place for such a 

meeting. 

By the way, was it intended that Mrs. PFischer 

should come to this meeting ? --- Yes sir, apparently it 

was. 

And when Mrs. Fischer spoke to you, was it still 

after she had spoken to you, that is before you spoke to 

Mr. Beyleveld, was it still - I'm sorry I've got .to put 

these questions in this round about way, but objection 

has beén made about hearsay evidence. 

Was it still intended that Mrs. Fischer should 

attend this meeting ? --~ As I understood it sir, Mrs. 

'Fischer was to go %o this meeting originally, but in view 

of the fact that she was going to Cape Town shortly, she 

asked me whether I would stand in for her.
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Anyway, it was arrangec that you should stand in 

for her ? --- That is right. And tHat when she came back 

from Cape Town, she would give me every assistance. 

She would assist you ? Mc- Yes. In fact it would 

probably have been the other way around. 

Now, was any date arran§ed for this meeting ? --- 

Mr. Beyleveld said that it was urgent that we meet soon, 

and he suggested early the following week. He suggested 

that we meet either on the Tuesday of the Wednesday\of the 

following week. | 

And what arrangements did you make about letting 

him know as to whether the dates would be suitable so far 

as the Meyersons were concerned ? --- I saw him on the 

Thursday. I told him that I would know probably on Friday 

or Saturday, having in mind that my husband would again 

pass Mr. Meyerson's shop and ask him whether either 

Tuesday or Wednesday would be suitable. I told Mr. Beyle- 

veld that if it was the Tuesday he must take it that, 

you know, all arrangements are in drder. 

That if arrangements could be made for the Tuesday 

yes ? --- That I wouldn't contact him again. That he 

would then advise Miss Middleton. who he said, could advise 

Mr. Levy. And I would .make arranéements with Mr. Baker 

if he could come. If the Tuesday was not in order I said 

I would contact Mr. Beyleveld and let him know. So that, 

if he didn{t hear from me over that week-end he would know 

that the Tuesday was allright. 

Did you thereafter ask your husband to do something 

for you ? --- Yes, I did. I asked him if he could find out 

from Mr. Meyerson whether we céuld useé his lounge on 

Tuesday. If Tuesday was not suitable then Wednesday would 

do.



G.375/64. 2389, 7. BARSEL. 

And as a result of that did you receive‘a report 

from your husband thereafter ?’--- Yes sir, my husband - 

said hé had seen Mr. Meyerson. : 

No, you can't tell us what he said. Youlreceived 

a report from your husbanu thereafter ? --- Yes. 

And as a result of that it became \\hecessary for 

you to contact Mr. Beyleveld ? --- Correct. 

So, the date of the meeting then was for the 1l6th, 

was it ? --- Yes. 

Now, you Lave told his Worship that you d}d a lot 

of travelling on the Tast Rand ? --- Yes sir. 

Were you intending at the time that you were ap- 

proached to go to the Tast Rand in any event on your: 

business during the following week - the succeeding week ? 

--= Yes sir. 

On what day was it your intention originally to go 

there ? --- I had hoped to go on Monday. 

That would have been the 15th ? --- That would have 

been the 15th. . 

Were you able to go there ? --- lio sir,AI only went 

on the 16th, on the Tuesday. | 

You are looking very tired Mrs. Barsel. Don't you 

want to sit down ? --- No, it's allright sir. 

And did you see Mr., Baker on the 16fh_? --= Yes, I 

daid. 

Did you have a discussion with him ? --- Yes. 

And, you can't tell us everything that was dis- 

cussed between the two of you but as a result 6f this 

discussion did he agree to do anything ? --- He said that' 

of course ... 

No, you can't tell us what he said, but did you 

come to an agreement ? That is quite enough. --- Yes sir.
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Did you make an arrangement to meet ? --- Well é;r, 

Mr. Baker wasn't sure whether he would be able to come. 

Yes ? --- I had made an arrangement to meet if he 

could come. 

'COURT: You had made an arrangement ? --- To meet him if 

he could come. T said we eould\qfit for him for five 

minutes or so at a particular plaée. 

MR. BERRANGE: At a particular spot which you had arranged ? 

-—- That's right. 4 

Yes ? --- If he wasn't there we would assume that 

he couldn't come. v 

The notice you had given him was somewhat short 

| 
wasn't it ? --- Very short I am afraid. 

He has.a brother, has he not Mrs. Barsel ? --- Yes 

SAT. 

By the name of Julius ? --- Correct 

Who used to be a businessman in Johannesburg and 

ié now living in Londaon ? --- Yes. 

And was any mention made when you.saw Mr. Baker, 

about his brother Julius ? .--- Well, I always'used to ask 

Mr. Lewis Baker how his brother was, -how the family was 

and so on. 

And did he make a_report to you on this occasion, 

on the 16th, in regard to his brother ? --- Yes, he said 

that he had recently .... 

You cen't tell us'what he said unfortunately. --- 

g dear, I'm sOoPry. 

He made a report to ybu about his brother ? --- 

Yes sir, he did. 

ind in conscequence of that did he undertéke to 

bring anything along with h}m:to this meeting'if he could 

come ? --- Yes sir, he did.
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And what was it that he said he would bring alongr? 

fon Well, hb N receiyed a letter from his brother. 

And in fact did‘you ultimately get to know éhe 

contents of this letter at a later stage ? --- Yes, I did. 
™ 

And what did the letter deal with ? -=- The letter 

A 

dealt with a danctions donference which was held in London, 

at which various $rominent people were present. 

A sanctions conference, does that meaq a conference 

that was held in London for the purpcse of discuséiné the 

advisability and the possibility of other countries im- 

posing sanctions against South Afrieca inlterms of the 

United Nation resolution ? --- That is correct. 

Now, on the evening of the 16th of June, Cid you 

and Mr. Beyleveid, YMiss Middleton and Mr. Levy duly come 

together and meet ? --- Yes sir, we aid. 

And did you proceed towards Cyrildene ? --- Yes, that 

is correct. 

Did you go’fo the meeting place that had been 

arranged between yofi and Mr. Baker in the event of his 

being able to attend this meeting ? --- Yes, we did. 

Did you find Mr. Baker there or not ? --- He was 

waiting. 

And thereafter you went to no. 20 Bayne Avenue ? 

-=-- Yes sir. 

That is the Meyerson's house ? --- Yes sir. 

Now of course Mr. Beyleveld was a banned verson, 

was he not ? --- Yes sir, he was, 

And that wes generally known ? --- Yes. 

And of course it was a very risky thing to meet under 

those circumstances ? --- ¥¢s sir. 

Where aid you vark your car ? --- Mr, Beyleveld 

parked his car a few houses away'from no. 20,
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I see. Was that done with any particular object ? 

--- Presumably that people should not know where we were. 

When you arrived at the Meyerson's house, did &pu 

find the door open as has be¢en stated ? --- Yes sir, we 

did. "3 

And you walked into the lounge ? --- Yes. 

And there you’had your discussions ? --- Yes sir. 

COURT ADJOURNS FOR IUNCH. 

COURT RESUMES AT 2.15 P.M. - : ; S 

LSTER _BARSEL (Stiil under oath) statess 

EXAMINATION BY MR. BIRRANGT CONTINUED: Now I think Mrs. 

Parsel we got to the stage in which your party of people 

met one another at the Meyersons. Did you find the- door 

open as before ? -—-- Yes. 

And T might ask you this: As before, did you park 

or was the car parked some little distance away from the 

house ? --- Yes. 

For the same reason that it was done on the first 

occasion ? --- Yos. 

And when you got ifisioe, did Mr. Beyleveld indicate 

why you peonle had been asked to come together ? --- Yes 

gir, he did. 

He had already inuicated to you earlier as you have 

told us, what .the purposé and the necessity for meeting 

appeared to be ? --- Yes. 

What did he tell - as far as you can remember. I 

take it you can't remember everything that was said on 

this occasion ? --- No sir, I can't I'm afraid, but mdre or 

less what I said this morning is what Mr. Beylev21ld said 

at that meeting. 

I'm afraid I can't hear you. --- What I have told 

his Worship this morning had been discussed between Mr.
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Beyleveld and myself, he outlined to thse people present 

at that meeting. He mefitioned~the plight of the 90-day 

detainees. The Rivohia Trial hafi ended at that stage. 

Yes ? --- There were very many families who were 

finding themselves in fin;;éial difficulties. He indficated 

the necessity of educating children of these families.. 

Thet is of politicely prisoners ? --- The families 

of political prisoners yes. 

And detainees ? --- And dqfiainees‘ ¢ 

Yes ? --- He also mentioned af this meeting, if I 

remember correctly, that there was a possibility of further 

M -day arrests and that more and more families would be 

requiring assistance. He also mentioned the question of 

study for political priséners, 

You mean whilst they were in gaol ? —=~ Y © S. 

Yes ? --- And the cther matter which I mentioned- this 

morning in connection with legal defence. 

Now, I take it that'thereafter there was a general 

Giscussion betwcen all of yofi ?'=-= Y08, thas Is COryect. 

Now I don't suppose you can remembér what each and 

every individual contributed to this discussion ? --- No, 

I am afraid not. 

But in so far as finance and collection of finance 

was concerned, was anything proposed in regard thereto ? 

~=-=- Yes gir, there was. ¥ 

.You have told his Worship that you had originally 

been asked to stand in for Mrs. Fischer because she was 

going away ? --- Yes. | 

Do you know where s..e was going to and why she was 

going away at the time that she spoke to you ? --- Well, 

she told me that she was going to Cape Town. 

Alone or with somebody ? --- Well, she said that if
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the Rivonia Trial wsuld znd by that week-end, she and her 

husband would be going to Cspe Town fo celebrafe her 

daughter's 21st birthday. 

That is Ilse ? --- Ilse Fischer. 

Ilse Fischer was stu@ygaé in Cape Town, was she 

not ? --- Yes, I believe so. # e 

Yes ? --- On the other Wwand she said I think that 

if the Rivonia Trial had not yet ended, she would go on 

her own. ® 

Now, as you have said you were standing in for her. 

Unfortunately as you know she was killed in a motor ‘ 

accident on the 12th of June - that was on a Saturday ? 

~-- Saturdeay. . 

The 13th was it ? --- The 12th or 13th, I am not sure. 

Oh yes, I beg your pardon. It was the 13th on the 

Saturday. 

I take it that all of you were terribly upset about 

this ? --- Yes sir, as a mattef of fact we did discuss 

Molly Fischer's death before we sommenced with our meeting. 

And had she not been so tragically killed and had 

she come back, what would you have done in relation to 

the matters that were discussed, because you said you 

were standing in for her ? --- I ‘woula naturally have 

discussed this with Mrs. Fischer and in fact sir, I 

presume that Mrs. Fischer would have continued on this. 

committee and that I would no longer have been required 

to serve on it. 

You at that time were travelling, were you not ¢ 

-=-- Yes sir. 

And your travels tock you out of town nearly every 

day ? === Quite a lot at the time. 

Did you yourself really have any time at that parti- 

cular time toc attend to any of the matters that Mrs. Fischer 

[ 

P
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would have attended to had she lived ? --- I am afr;id not 

sir, because this was a full-time job and a pxetty trying 

job at that. Also my car was not available fiurlng the 

weék. It was loaded with samples and I didn't unload at 

night. S 

Now, what was suggested should be done in regard to 

the financial aspect ? That was raising money for the 

purposes that you have told us about. :i- As far as I 

remember I was required to try and form a finance committee 

consisting of five or six people, specificalf&.to raise } 

funds for the families of 90-day detainees and families 

of people who were convicted in the Rivonia Trial. I was 

also asked to approach firms who may be sympathetic, for 

groceries and clothing for these families. Various fund 

raising suggestions were made such as holding jumble sales, 

going to people for direct donations and so on. 

Now, as you say that when you went to this meeting 

you were standing in for Mrs. Fischer and this is the sort 

of work that you would have reported, I understand you to 

say, to Mrs. Fischer ? --- Yes sir. 

At this meeting aid you indicate whether or not you 

would be able to carry out the.tasks immeaiately which had 

now fallen onto your shoulders as the result of Mrs. 

Fischer's death ? --- I explained to the people present 

that it would be very aifficult for me to do this sort of 

work. I certainly wasn't prepared to carry out all those 

tasks. As I have éaid before, I was pretty busy with my 

job. I couldn't see people during the day, nor could I 

do any work in the evenings during the week. 1In fact, the 

only time I had to do anything was over week-ends when my 

samples were offloaded. 

Now, from the point of view of -~ you also said that
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the question of study and educatien was one of the thinga 

that Mr. Beyleveld had indicatéd/was sbmething that urgently; 

needed to be dealt with ? --- Yes sir. ' ' 
Or needed co be deadt with urgently. Who were the 

obvious people to deal with this aspect ? --- As I said 

previously, Mr. Ievy and Miss Miaaleton were invited to 

this meeting and it seemed zbvious to a.l of us that they 

would be the people capable of tdealing with this aspect. 

You knew Mr. Levy was pricibal at a pri&éte school, 

did you not ? --- Yes, I did. | 

Ana what were Miss Miadleton's qualifications for 

this sort of thing ? --- Miss Miudleton indicated to the : 

meeting that she was rather busy and felt that she couldn'% 

serve as a permanent member of the committee. But she said 

she was fully preparea to give Mr. Levy every assistance. 

And can you still remember some of the things that 

it was suggested that Mr. Levy assisted by Miss Middleton 

should do ? --- I think the question of publicity arose. 

I don't know whether Miss Middleton was to have worked with 

Mr. Levy on this or with Mr. Beyleveld. It was one or the 

other. I think also Mr. Levy undertook to see several 

teachers and parents. 

For what purpose ? --- TFor the purpose of trying to 

collect books and material to hand to the children.. 

School books ? --- School books for their education. 

I think he also undertook to see organizations like Nusas 

in an endeavour to get some sort of assistance as far as 

study was concerned for political prisoners. I think he 

also underctook to see various other bodies, but I can't 

remember who they were. 

You can't remember ? --- No. 

What about the - you mentioned earlier in your 
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evidence this morning about propaganda being_mad;;in re- . 

gard to the plight of‘9oeday detainees ? ~w=- YO8, 

Can you rcmember who undertook to d;al with that 

~aspect ? --- I think I answered that question. It was 

either Miss Miadleton and Mr, Levyxar\Miss Middleton and 

Mr. Beyleveld. 

You don't remember ? --- T dog't remember sir. 

What was the position about }Mr. Baker ? Was his 

position discussed at this meeting at 2ll ? --- Yes sir, 

it was. The way lir. Beyleveld outlined it to me... 

Well, I want you to tell us what he outlined at the 

meeting actually. --- T see. Well, he explained to the 

meeting that the political trials were increasing, that 

the panel of lawyers on which Defence and Aid could call 

on, were diminishing. 

Who explained this ? --- Mr. Beyleveld. 

Mr. Beyleveld, yes ? --- And that they would very 

much - he said, Mr. Beyleveld said that Defence and Aid 

would be very pleased if they could get someone like Mr. 

Baker to assist Defence and Aid. I think Mr. Baker was 

also asked whether he could think of any other lawyers 

who would be able to assist. 

You mean to put them on Defence and Aid panel ? --- 

That's right yes. 

And did Mr. Baker offer his services in any respect ?- 

--- Yes, Mr. Baker said that he has a one-man practice in 

Benoni, that it fook up a great deal of his time. I think 

he also said that he had to do his own books and that he 

had in fact very little time to devote to this sort of 

thing, but he was fully in agreement that it was necessary 

and wherever possible he would be prepared to give his assis- 

tance. 

Was anything spoken about approaching legal practi- 
-
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tioners on the East Rand ? --- Yes sir, that was discussed. 

Mr. Baker said that he would try apd coqtact some of his 

colleagues on the East Rand, but doubted whetherAhe would 

have much sficcess. 

I see. Did he feel that they weren't very sympathe- 

tic ? -~-- No, apparenicly not. : 

Now, you aid mention }n an oblique manner - it had 

to be oblique because of the rules of hearsay, a certain 

letter that had been received by Mr; Lewis Baker\from his 

brother, Mr. Julius Baker ? --- That is correct. ' 

Was there any discussion in regard to this letter ? 

—--—- There wasn'?t very much discussion. Mr. Baker read 

out the letter to all of us. We did discuss it and we 

were very pleased to hear “that Mr. Baker was doing this tyve 

of work. Some people expressed opinions for, some people 

expressed opinions against the advisability of sanctions. 

Now, when you say some people expressed opinions 

for and against, ao you mean people at the Meyersons' house 

or do you mean the letteér reférreu to this ? --- No, I mean 

that they people at the Meyersoné' house. I don't know 

whether that was their own personal opinions. I think 

that it was opinions expressed generally outside of our 

particular meeting. There had been various opinions. 

What did the etter itsélf deal with ? That is 

what I am trying to find out. --- The letter itself ‘only 

dealt with the London Conference. 

With the ? --- Londen Conference. 

It reported a London conference ? --- That's right. 

On sanctions ? --- Yes. 

Which had taken place ? --- That is correct. 

Did it report who haa attended this sanctions 

conference, or can't you remember ? --- I think it did 
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éir, but I cannot remember who. 

And before you broke up, was any agreement reached 

as to whether, and if so, when yol would meet again ? —-- 

We decided that we would meet again in approximately a 

month's time. 5 
\ 

Now, some general queétions Mrs. Barsel. ' You re~ 

member Mr. Beyleveld said that you were a member not only 

of the Communist Party, but’that you were also on the 

Area Commitfee and in contact with a certain group of the 

Commfinist Party ? --- That is compIetély untrue .’ 

You have already told his Worship earlier that you 

are not a Marxist ? --- Correct. | 

Or a Leninist, that you have never made any study 

of Marxism or Leninism orlSocialism ? --- That is correct 

i 

And that you were never in the Communist Party; 

either the old party or the illegal‘party ? -=-- That is 

correct. : 

Do you know this place that was mentioned, I think 

by lir. Beyleveld, namely Herholdt House ? =-- No sir, I am 

afraid not. 

Have you ever been there ? --- No. 

Have you had anything to do with hiring a room 

there ? --- No sir. ' 

And in regard-to literature, have you from t;me to 

time receive literature through the post ? --- Yes, I have. 

What sort of literature have you received from time 

to time ? --- We used to receive a lot of literature in 

connection with :%e F.S.U. Those were mainly pamphlets 

and things like that. I used to receive things like 

"Jewish Opinion'. 

Like ? --- "Jewish Opinion" which is a local
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publication. I have received "Freedom Fightzr". 2 

Is that a _legal publication. ? --- I am afraid sir, 

I know nothing about it. - 

Yes well, I think we have already established that 

it wég. Yes, go on. You don't know whether it was or not. 

~-- "Freedom Fighter;\?,. 

Yes. --~ I know nothing about it. Mr. Beéleveld 3 

believe, in his evidegce said that Mrs. Bernstein edited 

the publication. 

Yes. --- I have no igea about it at all..' 

Anything else ? "Focus" ? --- Yes, I received 

"Focus". I received "Forward" through the pést. 

Yes, did you receive anything in regard to Section 

17 - 90 days' detention ? --- Yes, I think I did. 

During that time there was a general - there was 

a great degrece of publicity in regard to 90-days, was 

there not ? --- Yes, that is correct. 

NO FURTHER QUESTIONS BY MR. BERRANGE. 

NO QUESTIONS BY MESSRso MOHAMED AND KUNY. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY PROSECUTOR (MR, LIEBEQBERG): 

You believe in telling the trfith ? === I certainly 

vdo sir. 

Is telling the truth one of your priciples ? --- 

That certainly is. ' 

Are you prepared to practise a bit of deception 

when it suits you ? --- It has never suited me to do so. 

In all your activities with various people, aid 

you always speak the truth ? --- I believe I have. 

And when people say that you éaid anything diffe- 

rent t0‘what you say today, what will you say about it ? 

--- If you are referring to Mr. Beyleveld's evidence sir, 

that his evidence is completely untrue with regard to me.
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Yes, I am concerned about your principles. -—= T f 

have principles and I am prepared to tell the tr;th about 

my principles. : 

Yes, and when you severed your confiectiofis with the 

Zionist Society did you also sever your connections with 

the principles of truth ? --- Not ab.all. 

Oh, what are your principles Mrs. Barsel ? --- In 

regard to what ? p 

In regard to telling the truth. --- Simply that I 

had sworn to tell the truth and I am telling the truth. 

And do you attend church ? --- Chufbh ¥4 

Do you believe in religion ? --- No, I am not [ 

religious. 

And T mean an oath means absolutely nothing to you ? 

--= 1%t was required of me to take-an oath when standing here. 

Whether I take the oath or not sir, I am telling the truth. 

Well, I am saying to you that by taking the oath 

here and you don't believe in religion, you are practising 

another fraud on the Court. --- I don't believe in that sir. 

(Inaudible remark by Mr. Berrange). 

PROSECUTOR TO MR. BERRANGE: Please keep quiet. 

MR. BERRANGE: I am objecting and do not tell me to keep 

quiet when I make an objection to you. 

PROSECUTOR: My learned friend has no.right to interfere 

when I am cross-examining. ' 

MR. BERRANGE: I have the right to address his Worship. 

Sir, could I be allowed to adaress you ? 

COURT: Yes. 

MR. BERRANGE ADDRESSES COURT: I submit sir that that ques- 

tion put by my learned friend is not a legitimate question 

to put to the'witness. 

COURT: What have you got against the question 2
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MR. BERRANGE: It is not a fair question. > 

COURT: 1In what way ? : : 

MR. BERRANGE: It is not a fair'question in the sense sir 

that this witness has told your Worship over and over 

again thafnshe is telling “the truth. This witness is . 

required to take the oath - she took the oath. She has 

told your Worship in answ%; to my learned friend wHén my 

learned friend put the question to her, that although she 

does not believe in religion but as she is required to 

take the oath, she took the oatfii For my learned friend 

therzafter to suggest that this was a fraud on t?e Court, 

in my submission sir is uncalled for and objectionable 

and should not be allowed by your Worship. 

COURT: I allow the question. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY PROSECUTOR CONTINUED: I put it to 

you again that religion means nothing to you ? --- I am 

not a religious person. 

So, religious principles mean nothing to you ? —-=-- 

I wouldn't say that., I have come into contact with a lot 

of religious people who have'principleSu 

I am speaking of your own principles. --- 1 am not 

a religious person sir, I have said it. 

Yes, now why do you take the oath then ? --- Your 

Worship, I am sure that there are many, many people who 

appear in the Courts of our country, who are not religious 

and who take the.oath. It was required of me in this 

Court to take the oath. 

Who told you that it was required of you ? --- I 

understand that that is the general procedure. 

Who gave you :to understand that ? --- I understand 

it like anybody who is fairly well-informed about Court 

procedure, that it is required of me to take the oath.
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Therefore I did. * 5 

Did you know what Mr., Weinberg did ? --- Yes, I do 

know what Mr. Weinberg did. iy 

What did he do ? --- He affirmed that he was going 

to tell the tru%h. . 
N\ 

Now, did anybody tell him'that it was required of 

him to take the oath ? --- I didn't ask fiim. 

I am asking you. ==~ I d;dn't ask him sir. 

I am asking you, why do you say that it was required 

of you to take the oath ? --- Mr. Weinberg chose not to 

take the oath. I am not so violently anti-religious. 

The truth of the matter is that you didn't®t wan% to 

reveal your religious or your non-belief in religion ? --- 

I am quite prepared to state my views on religion sir if 

you wish me to do so. 

Yes, but by taking the oath you are giving the im- 

pression that you are not really a Marxist, you don't 

adhere to the atheistic doctrine of Marxism ? --- Your 

Worship, I fully expected that.the State would ask me whether 

I am religious or not, in spite of the fact that I ha#e 

taken the oath. 

What ? You fully expect ? --- I fully expected to 

be asked whether I am religious or not. 

Yes, I am pleased you anticipate my questions, =--- 

No, I don' anticipate all your questions, not by any means, 

but this.is certainly a question which I did expect Eo be 

asked. 

Yes, and then in spite of expecting to be asked 

the question you persisted in taking the oath ? --- Yes. 

Simply beéause you wanted to deceive somebody ? 

Try to deceive somebody ? --- I beg your pardon &our 

Worship. I had not intended deceiving anybody.
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I want to suggest to you Mrs. Barsel that your 

evidence is a concoction from start to finish. --- I deny 

that sir. : 

And I want to suggest to you that this defence of 

yours was kept fluid delibe;étely up to a very late stage 

in this trial ? --- I beg your pardon sir, I don't under- 

stand that. / 

That this defence of yours was kept in a state of 

fluidity to a very late stage in this trial ? --- What ére 

you suggesting ? 

I am suggesting that this story that you are{making 

up about Mrs. Fischer, about the various people at that 

Area Committee meeting is a2 concocted story. --- I have 

been consulted by my counsél early on in this trial. They 

have asked me what my political views are., The evidence 

was given by Mr. Beyleveld, evidence was given by Mr. and 

Mrs. Meyerson. The defence asked me what happened in these 

cases and I have written outvexactly what happened and that 

is the evidence that I have given to this Cpurt. 

And a few days ago in this very Court Capt. Schutte 

was being made out to be a liar because of his observations 

at the Meyersons' house and about the position of the car ? 

MR. BERRANGE OBJECTS: That is not so. And again at the 

risk of my being told to sit down by my learned friend, I 

am objecting sir. ; 

Your Worship will recollect that when I cross- 

examined Capt. Schutte, I said, I made it cqmpletely 

clear and I said categorically that I am not cross- 

;=examining Capt. Schutte for the purpose of indicating that 

Mr. Baker was not presént at this meeting. Your Worship 

will recollect I said that before I started cross -
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examining him and I told your Worship that I would indicate 

in argument at a later stage the reason for my putting 

the questions which I did put to dépt. Schutte. 

COURT: I tnink that is the position Mr. Prosecutor. 

MR. BERRANGE: And I said notonly was I doing this on the 

basis that I would not deny that Mr. Baker was present, 

but that anybody who is alleged to have been present, was 

there. 

COURT: I think that is the position as I remember it. 

PROSECUTOR: As your Worship pleasés. . 

(To witness): Was it ever put to Mr. Beyleveld that 

no. 5 (Levy) who attended that meeting at Meyerson's house 

for the purpose of discussing educational problems ? --- 

I believe it was sir. 

It was ? --- 1 believe it was. 

Were you in this Court ? You say it was put ? 

--=- Mr. Berrange cross-examined ... 

Then I suggest to you that you didn't hear properly. 

--- As far as I can remember,'something to that effect was 

put to Beyleveld. . 

Was it put to Mr. Beyleveld that Mrs. Fischer and 

he had agreed to hold a meeting to discuss the plight of 

0-day detainees ? Was Mrs. Fischer's name ever mentioned 

in this Court ? --- It was menfioned in this Court. I 

can't remember in what relation. 

In thaf sense was it ever mentioned ? --- I can't 

remember sir. 

You can't remember, or is that a convenient loss 

of memory now ? --- Sir, I can't remember. It probably 

wasn't. : 

It probably was not ? --- In that connection it 

may not have been.
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Yes, and was it mentioned éé Beyleveld that fiise 

Middleton attended this meeping f9r the purpose of dis- 

cussing the propaganda aspeét of the 90-day detention ? 

--=- I think so. 

~ You think so ? <-- Yes. 

And if we checked the record ? --- I would be very 

pleased if you did. 

You'll find that that was not so ? --- I would be 

pleased if you would check thg record. 

And was it ever mentibngd that Mr. Baker Was being 

brought in for the purpose of discussing the Defence and 

Aid ? --- Yes, I think it was. 

You think it was, and again I put it to you that 

you are wrong. --- Well, I would like to hear the record 

Siy. 

Those are the things that were never put to Mr. 

Beyleveld. --- Well, if I see the record or hear it played 

back then I would know. 

Now, you dealt with the - your relation with the 

Friends of the Soviet Union and you were emphasising your 

fund raising activity all the time ? --- Yes sir. 

Yes, and you were raising funds. I take it you 

were not raising funds for the Soviet Union ? --- No, I 

was raising funds for the'organization and for medical 

aid. 

And what did the Union need that money for ? --- 

The Friends of the Soviet Union ? 

Yes., --- The Friends of the Soviet Union was a. 

cultural organization established specifically for the 

purpose of establishing friendly relations between South 

Africa and the Séviet Union. The sort of organization 

like the Friends of the Soviet Union sir, exists all over
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the world. In London the organization is called The British - 

Soviet Society and its members are drawn from all walks 

of life. ; 

Yes, and how much do you understand of conditions 

in Russia ? --- During the war I, likg\many others, admired 

the Soviet Union for its stand against Fascism. 

Yes ? --- The pamphlets and publications put out by 

The Friends of the Soviet Union at thd time when I was 

associated with it, were popular pamphlets dealing with 

life in the Soviet Union. 

Yes ? --- That is all. 

What sort of idea have you of conditions in Russia ? 

-=-- I'm afraid not as clear as I would like them to be. 

I would personally one day like to visit the Soviet Union 

to see for myself what conditions are like. 

Did you ever bother to find out ? --- I read some 

of these pamphlets yes. I read about agriculture in the 

Soviet Union. 

What do you understand of the economic situation 

in Russia ? --- I'm not clear on exactly how it does, work, 

but one thing I am clear on is that there is full employ- 

ment and full employment in the Soviet Union. 

What sort of system operates in Russia ? --- It's 

a Communist system as I understand it. 

What do you think are the merits of the Communist 

system ? --- I don't know sir. I don't know anything 

about Communism. 

Then I am afraid I don't understand why you could 

support an organization when you don't know what you were 

supporting ? --- Yes, I was supporting an organization 

which was supported by many people of many political and 

non-political views. It stated quite clearly on the letter-
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head of the Friends of the Soviet-Union that it was a non- 

party political organization. I mentioned thié morning 

some of the patrons of the organization. 

Yes, but what did you want to achieve by promoting 

friendship with Russia ? --- I wanted to achieve under- 
o~ 

N\ \ 

standing. 3 

For what purpose ? --- For the purpose of under- 

standing what is happéning in the Soviet Union. 

To achieve what ? --- Merely understanding sir. 

Just to understand ?,--- Yes, there was a great deal 

of propaganda in the local Press. 

Yes, and what did you want to achievelby getting 

people to understand Russia ? --- Sir, it was a friendly 

organization, it was not a political organization. ‘I 

was not concerned with the politics or the political'side. 

Why wouldn't you be concerned with the politics ? 

--- During the time that I worked for The Friends of the 

Soviet Union, it had the mass support of people all over, 

not only in this countny. 

Yes, don't side-step the issue. --- What do you 

want to know °? 

Wasn't the idea - the whole idea of the propaganda 

of The Friends of the Soviet Union to give a complete 

picture of Russia ? All. its conditions, living conditions, 

political conditions, political situation, evefything g 

All the merits, even the climate. It was giving descriptions 

of what the weather was like in Russia ? --- I don't think 

that the F.S.U. concerned itself with the political or 

economic system in the Soviet Union. 

Why wouldn't it eoncern itself with that ? That's 

what I can't understand. --- I didn't sir. 

Do you remember the literature that was issued by
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this society from time to time ? --- 1 remember only the f 

literature that was issued during the time that f;was 

associated with it. ; | 

And do you know that this organizétion waé turning 

somersaults to justify all the activities of Russia in 

International spheres ? --- Which, Thg Friends of the 

Soviet Union ? 

Yes, --- No sir. 

Justifying the invasion of Hufléary in 1956 by 

Russia ? --- in 1956, I must say sir, I was working in 

Congress of Democrats. I of course knew abéfit what was 

happening in Russia very vaguely. I also knew about the 

Stalin era and I am afraid that that shook my ideas very 

much about the Soviet Union. 

Why did it shake your ideas ? --- Because I didn't 

like the idea of what they called the cult of the individual. 

I didn't like the idea. 

What was wrong with that cult of the individual ? 

= Tidon't like it:igkr. 

What are your reasons ? -=- It smacks of dictatorship 

and I don't like dictatorship. 

Who acted as a dictator in Russia ? --- Well, I 

understand that pecople like Stalin and people like Beria 

and people who worked with him, acted as dictators. 

As dictators ? --- Yes. 

And how were they able to act as dictators ? =--- 

They eliminated large numbers of people and I under- 

stand large numbers of innocent people. At the time, I 

must say that I was very confused about what was happéning 

in the Soviet Union, and I have recently read books 

written by Mr. Elia Ehrenberg where he describes in fairly 

great detail of what has been happening and what has
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happened during the Stalin era. And I mugt say that I 

wasn't very happy about it. It didn't make me feel that 

it was the sort of system that I would support. 

So you have an objection against the Communisi 

system by reason of the one error in regard to the cult 

ofhthe individual\§\-—- I think it was a very big error sir. : 

Any other errors ? --- I hear mentioned here .in 

this Court a great ,deal about the dictatorship of. the 

proletariate. 

What is your objection to that.? --- I don't like 

the word dictatorship sir, in any form. 

Why not ? --- I don't like it. It !meand government 

by one or a few people. I believe in universal franchise. 

I believe that all thé people should have a say in the 

government of their country. 

Yes ? --- And as far as the proletariate is concerned 

I presume that means the workers. 

Yes ? ==~ 1 am not in agreement. I think that 

everybody, irrespective of whether they are workers, 

businessmen of profeésional men, should ha?e a say in the 

government of their coufitry. I 

Wasn't there a dictatorship over the proletariate in 

Russia ? --= It is possible that there was. 

From 1917 onwards ? --- It is possible, and perhaps 

there were reasons for it, I don't know sir. I don't know 

the history of the Communist Party. 

The only objection you could have to that was that g 

because one individual, Stalin, had allocated to himself 

certain rights ? --- Sir, I don't like the word dictatorship, 

I said before, I don't 1like it. - 

Yes, but I want to know what else you object to, 

apart from the dictatorship ? --- Apart from the dictatorship
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I am not well versed in Communist theory at all sir. I 

have never ever made a scientific study of Communism, and 

I fiave never considered myself an academic person. i find 

areet. Aifficulty. in inlerstanding Marxiet Tseace. I, 

on one occasion picked up a book by Lenin - I can't even 

remember what it wgs, and I (?f myself reading a paragraph 

over and over and over again. 

I am not concerned with that, I am concerned with 

this organization that you were supporting. This Friends 

of the Soviet Union. --- We did not deal with Marxism sir. 

You did not deal with ? --- With Marxism or Communism 

or the systemn. 

But, now how eculd you support an organization which 

ostensibly was promoting good relations with a country 

whose policy and whose system you didn't even understand ? 

--- How could a person like Jan Hofmeyr support such an 

organization ? 

That Was during the war Mrs. Barsel. --- That was 

the time when I was ..; 

That was a matter of convenience during the war. 

--- That was the time when I was associated ... 

I don't know why you keep on roping those people's 

names here., That was the time when Russia and South Africa 

and all of them were fighting together in “the war, wasn't 

it ? =-- Sir, that was the time during which I was associated 

with The Friends of the Soviet Union - from 1944 to 1947. 

But I don't think you suggést that after the war 

those people were supporting the Friends of the Soviet 

Union still ? --- I am afraid I don't know very much about 

what happened. I do know that public opinion waneé, I do 

know that the Friends of the Soviet Union lost a great deal
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of support. v > 

Yes ? -;- I did not participate in its activities. 

But you carried on with your fund raising acpivities 

up to 1962 ? --- Yes, but then I joined other organizations. 

No, but I am concerned with this organization. 1In 

1950 the Communist\farty was banned ? --- That is correct. 

And from 1950 onwards everything that sayvouwred of 

Communism was bein#€ prosecuted in this country, or shall 

we say opposed ? --- Yes, 

Yes, and you continu=d with this~organization which 

seemed to promote good feelings, good relations with the 

very source of crigin of Communism ? --- ff I may say so sir, 

I never at any time was 2 member of the committee of the 

Priends of the Soviet Union, either as far as the financial 

aspect is concerhed, or any other of its sub-committees. 

The only time that I was engaeged in fund raising for the 

Friends of the Soviet Union was during the time that I 

worked full-time on the East Rand and for a portion of the 

time in the Johannésburg of¥ice 

I understood you to say that you collected funds for 

them until 1962 ? ---,0h no sir, I certainly did not say 

that. 

That did you say ? --- I said that I assisted in 

fund raising activities of other things and other organi- 

zations. 

Well, now please don't misunderstané me. I was 

. dealing with the fund raising on behalf of the Friends 

of the Soviet Union. --- Yes. I was not on the committee 

or the fund raising committee. 

Over what period did you assist with fund raising 

for the Friends of the Soviet Union ? --- I would say at 

the time that I left the organization. In 1948 my first
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child was born and for several years - my second child 

was born in 1951 - in fact I took hardly any ... 

(Court intervéng%): I wonder if you would mind replying 

to the question. 

Up.3ill what time did you carry on collecting funds 

for the Fri;nds of the Soviet Union ? .--- I would say at 

the time that I left the organization. 

. And’when was that ? --- 1947. 

PROSECUTOR: And your husband continued to be an office~ 

bearer of this organization until 1962 ? --=- That is correct. 

I take it you weren't really in the dark as to what 

was happening to this organizatioé ? === It is true that 

I was not completely in tke dark, but I would like to ex- 

plain tnat my husband, while continuing His work in the 

Friends of the Soviet Union, I participated in other things. 

Yes ? === I think perhaps I should explain to his 

Worship that when one has children it is awfully difficult 

to be associated in the same organization. One has problems 

of baby sitting and all sorts of things, and I joined the 

Congress of Democrats. I helped them, I helped "The Guardian", 

I helped "New Age". I think, on occasions I helped 

"Fighting Talk". Those were the sort of fund raising 

activities,in which I was engaged. As far as Friends of 

the Soviet finion is concerned I may have helped my husband 

hefe and there, but I was not on any finance committee and 

what I do remember very clearly is on occasion helping 

with typing. And that was the sole extent of my activities 

in the Friends of the Soviet Union. 

I understood you tr say this morning that after 

your children were born you continued with your fund 

raising activities for this Friends of the Soviet finion ? 

-=-- 1 did not say that sir.
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Or is that what you say now ? So, have you said 

it this morning ? --- No, I did not say that in the 

morning. Mr. Berrange put to me a queétfion that I was 

engaged in fund raising activities. He did not say speci- 

ficélly Friends of the Soviet Uniog, and I replied to clarify. 

Then you came back later to ;he question of’the ; . 

fund raising of the Friends of the Soviet Union and then 

you proceeded to enumerate certain’other bodies for which 

you collected funds ? ~--- That is correct. 

It certainly gavée the impression that you were 

concerned with the fund raising for the Friends of the 

Soviet Union until 1962 when it sort of died a natural 

death. --- Your Worship, if I gave that impression I am 

gsorry. It is not the correct- pcsition. 

But then I suggest to you that you knew very well 

by reason of your husband's association what was happening 

in regard to this organization ? --- Your Worship, I had 

been a very busy person. L had a full-time job in addition 

to which my health has never-been very good. I find it 

terribly difficult to be interested in' a hundred ,and one 

different organizations. I know that my husband himself 

has battled very hard with the Friends of the Soviet Union. 

My activity was directed in other spheres. I became active 

in other things. My activ}ty was ifi'Congress of Democrats, 

my activity was in assisting papers like "Guardian', "New_ 

Age" . 

You had plenty of time to assist those todies ? --- 

I did not have plenty of time sir, but the time that I had 

available I devoted to tho.e activities. 

And the crganization with which your own husband was 

concerned, you neglected ? --- I didn't have the time sir. 

I couldn't cut myself in half. There was a limit to the
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amount of work that I could do. 

Why didn't yo’u- assist your husband with the F.S.U. 

activities ? --- Because sir, I felt that the South African 

politicé} situafion merited my support more than the 

Friends of the Soviet UnIBn. o 

Or is it because you1 today want to try and get away 

as much as you possibly @an from anything that savours of 

Communism ? --- If I may make a point sir, you keep referring 

baek to Communism and Communism 21l the time.® I realize : 

that this is the subject of this trial. I would like to say 

here and now that during the time when I was assgciated 

with the friends of the Soviet Union, the Communist Pérty 

was not interested in the organization. It came to its. 

functions true enough.’ Its office-bearers were not Com- 

munists, members of the committee were not Communists and 

I must say quite frankly that I was quite surprised to | 

find that the Communist Party and its members were not 

interested in the organizétion, Friends of the Soviet 

Union. : 

I see you were always at these annual events ? —--- 

Not all of them, but many of them. 

You were there in '55, in '56, in '58 ? --- I was 

not there in '55. 

In '55 you were at the meeting of this society on 

the 13th of September. --- 13th Of September ? 

Of September 1955. -~-- Could you refresh'my memory 

what sort of meeting it was ? 

I can give you the papers if you want to see them. 

--- Yes, I would like to. _ 

You were at such a meeting according to my infdrmation, 

and the one of the 7th of November 1956 was obviously one 
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where the October Revolution was celebrated ? -=-— The 7th 

of November 1956. Could you tell me Wh?re this function 

took place ? 

In Johannesburg. --- Could you tell me where ? 
N 

\\ 

In the Gandhi Hall. --- In the Gandhi Hall °? 

Yes. --- A Saturday afternocon ? Was it a Saturday 

/ afternoon ? 

I don't know. It was' the 7th of November. --- It 

is possible that I was there. It's possible. 

What is your recollection of what speakefs said at 

those functions ? --- I'm sorry sir, it's 8 or 9 years i 

ago, I cannot even recollect who the speakers were. 

Can you remember that they adopted an entirely non- 

committal attitude ? --- I am sorry sir, I don't remember 

it at all. 

Are you suggesting that you can't remember or that 

you don't want to say it or what Tt LY, A0S 8 years 

ago. I cannot remember the contents or what was said. 

Did speakers there condemn Russia and Russjia's 

system ? --- If they were speaking on 'behalf of the Friends 

of the Soviet Union, I should imagine they wouldn't have 

condemned. 

If I suggest to you that on all these occasions 

they hever condemned Russiaubut spoke favourably all the 

time ? --- I would agree with you. 

And in 1956 on the 7th of November, that‘was about 

the time when Hungary was invaued, speakers were doing 

their best to try and justify Russia's action, to show 

how the remnants of Impericlism and Capitalism in Hungary 

‘were really causing the trouble and that Russia had to 

intervene there in order to ensure the continued existence 

of the Socialist achievements ? --- Now that you mention 

a 
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Hungary, this meeting comes back to my ;ind very clearly. 

Yes ? --- In fact- there were a lot of Hungarians 

at this meeting and it was a Sat&rday afternoon. 

Yes ? --- And the Hungarians at that meeting 

started a fight. I remembéx\it very clearly. 

Yes ? ~-- And a lot of people were hurt.' That wés 

certainly not - there was no provocation on the part of 

the people who attended. ! 

No, I am saying that the speakers were trxing to 

justify Russia's conauct there and that is why these . 

Hungarians reacted so violently. | 

COURT: Would you mind repeating that last question Mr. 

Prosecutor ? 

PROSECUTOR: I say it's because the speakers spoke in 

favour of Russia - speakers were justifying Russia's conduct 

in invading Hungary, that there Hungarian immigrants reacted 

so violently ? --- It is possible that you may be correct, 

but my recollection cf this meeting quite frankly and the 

only clear picture I have in my mind of this meeting is 

this terrific fiasco when the Hungarians started throwing 

bottles and things at people in the audience, and I really 

cannot remember what the speakers said. You may be right, 

I am not denying it. It's podsible. 

But your husbend continued as secretary of this 

organization although it became obvious to you that the 

reactions to this movement were rather strong ? --- Yes, 

my husband continued and in fact got very little support 

I might say. : 

And he continued in spite.of the numerous police 

raids ? --- Tkat is correct, but as I have said before, 

societies like the Friends of the Soviet Union exist all 

over the world. Why shouldn't it exist in South Africa ?
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Belonging to a certain organization, you havég§ot to 

decide for yourself oh those quéstions ? --- Well, I sfisuld 

imagine that the same thing applies to gimilar seeietzes 

all over the world. What does the brltish Sovie% Soci\% 

gain by it. , 

What did you and your husband hope\tquain from his 

continued assocciation with this body ? --- Friendship sir. 

Cultural relation and understending betweeertwo countries. 

Yes ? --- That is all. 

Although it meant persecution and trouble to you 

all the time ? --- Well, eventually it petered out and my 

husband gave un the struggile. 

Your husband was the person who received all the 

propaganda, all the literature from Russia ? He had td 

distribute the stuff ? --- Yes, I think so. 

And it mean clashing with the police all the time ? 

--=- Yes, it did. 

Now, what was it worth to you ? That's what I 

can't understand. --- To me it was worth nothing. I had 

lots of arguments with my husband over-it. I don't know 

why he devoted so much attention to it. He gotAvery little 

assistance from people. 

It was suggested this morning that there was some 

measure of victimisation of him ? --- Yes, that is correct. 

I couldn't understand what you were sa&ing about 

certain Security Branch people having got the wrong im- 

pression about him. What did you say about some incident ? 

——- What incident was this ? 

Yes, you were talking about your brother-in-law who 

had made certain representations to the Chief Magistrate 

and had asked for an interview, and then you say that the 

- Security Branch had the idea that banned people were coming
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to your house. --- Yes. : p 

~ Now, that is what I can't understand. --~ I w?uld 

like to explain that if I may. ’ 

Yes ? --- I don't know if this is hearsay or not, 

but I would like to repo;f what my husb;fifl\told me what 

transpired between him and Mr. Dekenah. 

Yes. --- Mr. Dekenah gave him to %pderstand that 

the police had information that he was engaged in subversive 

activities, that he was meeting with named and banned people. 

My husband absolutely denied it. He told Mr. Deksenah that 

'he had ceased his political activities which were in any 

cagse of a legal nature. He asked Mr. Dekenah to give him 

information which Mr. Dekenah of course did not do. It 

is on that basis sir that I had a2 discussion with my husband. 

It is true that nameu and banned people had come to our house. 

I have said that this morning. But they had come to see me, 

they had not come to see my husband. 

Are you suggesting that you drew conclusions that 

the ‘police had the idea that banned peoplé were coming to 

see your husband and not you, or what ? --- it would appear 

to me sir that from time to time our house must have been 

under police observation. That's the only thing I could 

think of. ' 

Yes, now we come back to this questibn. Is your 

husband very much in favour of Communism ? --- Not as far 

as I know, certainly not. 

Can you underétand his conduct ? --- Yes, I can sir. 

I can. I have explained time ana time again that all sorts 

of people are interested in such an organization. The facf 

that very little interest was shown in this country I find 

hard to bel!gve. And as I say, éventually he gave up the 

uneven struggle.
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Yes, but let's try afid/gssesé your poaition'iflfiifiéé 

whole political set-up in South Africa. You know what is - 
always referred to as a\\gngress Alliance ? --- I do. S 

Consisting of the Congress of Democrats, the A.N. c. 

and the other bodies ? --- Yes sir, I do. 

And I think you whu.d place yourself in that camp, 

wouldn't you ? --- As part - as supporting the Congress 

Movement ? v ey 3 

Yes. --- Certainly. 

And so would your husband ? --- I think go. 

And broadly speaking your objectives run along the 

Freedom Charter and it¥s achievements ? --- Mine do, ceftainly. 

Yes, and the propaganda of the F.0.35.U. certainly 

aided the ultimate achievement of Socialism ? --- How sir ? 

In what way ? 

To show people how in a practical way Socialism was 

achieved in Russia and how in the same way people in 

South Africa could achieve a change of K system ? --- As 

far as I can recollect that was not the function of the 

F.S.U. It might have been the function of the Communist 

Party, I don't know, but it was not the funetion of the 

F.S5.U. to spread Marxism 6r Communism in South Africa. 

It was never evé} the function of the F.S.U. to do that. 

The sort of publications that the F.S.U. brough; out 

were of a popular nature. It did not at any time as far as 

I know - my husband may have other information, I don't 

know, to the best of my knowledge it never ever supported 

Marxism or Communism, 

No, but I am speaking of the support fér Russia 

Mrs. Barsel. --- Yes, I am also... 

The propaganda that was put out by this society, 

always praised Russia, justified Russia in the internhfional 
o~
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field, didn't it ? --- T believe so yes. Not alwayé. % 

think ... S ' 
. And condemned the Western powers ? --- Condemned 

the Western powers where it was necessary\xg?. 

In regard to the encirclement of Russia by establish- 

ment of military bases in regerd to colonial countries, 

struggles in colonial countries and so on ?’-—— On the 

other hand, as far as I cen see sir, the Soviet Union's 

foreign policy has changed quite a lot. You yourgélf read 

out a document dealing with Khrushchev's speech of people... 

: Oh, that was just a convenient change Mrs. Barsel. 

--- 1 don't know sir. I am not prepared to quarrel with you 

about that. As far as I am concerned it is something that 

is a fact. TIt's the sort of propaganda that the F.S.U. 

brought out. 

Yes, but the point that - it was always underlined 

that propaganda. For instance if you take that Khrushchev's 

speech you will find that it is always. directed at the 

achievement of Socialism. --- It's possible. 

And he was merely dealing with the possibility of 

a peaceful transition in certain given circumstances ? 

--- That is possible. 

Yes. But I mean the object of putting out, (?) 

that type of propaganda certainly se;ved the cause of 

Communism ? --- No sir, I wouldn't say that. I wouldn't 

say that any of the societies that I have mentioned through- 

out the world furthered the aims of Communism. 

Well then, let me try and come a bit down to the 

earth. Do you say that in South Africa the workers suffer 

under all sorts of inequalities, hardships, suppression, 

éxploitation ? === I would say sir that the non-White 

people suffer from discrimination.
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Yes, and is it also your view that some sort of 

system should be evolved whicfi will do away with that typgv 

of inequality ? --- Yes, along the lines of the Freedom ' 

Charter, certainly. < 
>~ 

And do you agree that by achieving a measure of 

Socialism the exploitation will be possible to be elimi- 

nated ? --- I don't know’ sir. That is for the people to 

decide when the aims of the Freedom Charter have been 

achieved. v | 

Yes, they may decide it but I am asking ypu about 

your own views. --- I haven't any decided views about 

Communism. I have told his Worship that. 

Yes well, leave (he word Communism then out. Let's 

not discuss the word Communism. Let's confine ourselves 

to the idea of a change of system. --- Yes. 

A type of system where all forms of inequalities 

will be rooted out --- Yes. 

A type of system where exploitation of man by man 

will be a thing of the past. --- Where universal franchise 

in other words is given to a2ll people ? 

Yes. --- That is what I would consider a primary 

consideration. 

Yes, and that if you fhen put across propaganda to 

people in which yofi‘hold up the achievements of in-Russia 

and it said thet there the people have succeeded in doing 

away with inequalities and exploitation, aren't you then 

furthering that cesuse ? --- I woader if you would repeat 

the question please sir. 

If you put out propaganda in which you say that 

there is a country in the world where exploitation has 

been ended ? --- What organization are you referring to ? 

Aren't you furthering the cause of Communism ? --- 
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I don't say that. ' 

Speaking of the orgenization. If the organization 

puts out propaganda of that kind ? --- Which'organization » 

The F.0.S.U. --- The F.S.U. hagn't put out such pro- 

paganda. 

The P.0.8.0. constantly*sgld the booklets, the 

publications, the speeches of the\Soviet leaders Mrs. . 

Barsel. --- Mr. Licbenberg, perhaps my husband would be 

in a better position to tell yoJ'to what extent the Soviet 

literaturs was distributed amongst the non-White people. 

Unfortunately I am not in a position tb'give any fig&res 

like that, but I do know one thing, that the number wai 

very, very small, 

Number of what ? --- The number of non-White people 

who received F.S.U. publications. In other words, what I 

am trying to say is that if your argument is true, and I 

don't concede that it is, then the F.S5.U. should have 

bombarded the non-White people with propaganda. It never 

did. It never had the organization to do it and it was 

not its function to do thads. 

No, but it certainly distributed these pamphlets 

and booklets. --- On a very, very small scale. 

When you say on 2 small scale ? --- That's what I 

say. 

How many hundredg‘? --= T am afraid I am not in a 

position 

How many thousands ? --- I certainly don't think 

it ran to thousands. I wonder if it even ran to hundreds. 

How frequently did sour husband get this literature ? 

-—-’f am sorry, I really don't know. 

To what address was t'e stuff sent to him ? --- I 

think that the F.S.U. had a box. I think they had a box.
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But didn't you ever visit the offices ? --- Yes, 

when they had offices in Shakespéag@ Houge, certainly. 

Didn't you see that they got large guantities, 

parcels ? ---Yes, during 1944-'47 they certainly were 
\\ 

large quantities. 

When dié you last visit that office ? --- I think the 

offices closed round about '48 or so, I am not absolutely 

sure. 

And after that how did your husband get the litere;ture'? ‘ 

~-- I really don't know sir. I think that the box was con- 

tinued, : 

Did he have to go and collect the parcels at the 

post office ? --- Very oftgn at the post office and very 

often from the collector of customs which is just behind 

where he works. He used to tell me that he got slips of 

paper - I think it is the collector of customs, I am not 

absolutely sure. 

Yes, you are quite right. I happened to see parcels 

in 1956 - big parcels of these. -~- And a great many of 

them were released by the customs. 

Yes, the point is thot those big parcels came and 

they were taken charge of by the customs for some reason 

that I don't know. --- I have never seen such fantastic 

quantities though. ; : 

How did your husband set about getting rid of- this 

literature ? --- I think they had a committee with whom he 

worked. I really don't know. I didn't handle any of it. 

(To Court): Your Worship, I understand that there are a 

number of cases that have t> be remanded. It would perhaps 

be convenient then to adjourn this case . 

WITNESS STANDS DOWN. 

REMANDED TO 15/2/1965. 

TRANSCRIBER: __ Muw.i 
(P.M. FOURIE.)
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‘ON 15/2/65 - CASE RESUMED. 

LPPEARANCES A4S BEFORE. 

' ESTH:R BARSEL, Sworn, states: 

CROSS-EELMINED BY THE ST.LTE PROSECUTOR: 

48 I understand the position, the Congress 

Movement became united in the course of the years?--- Yes, 

there was a Congress Alliance. 2 

Consisting of the A.N.C., the Indian Congress, 

the Congress of Democrats, the Congress of Trade Unions?--- 

That is correct. , 

And I take it in the course of the years thatl 

as the Government opposition became more intensé, their 

unity also increased? -- I don't quite understand what 

you mean by their unity increased. 

There was a greater sense of solidarity, and 

a greater sense of oneness than ever before? --- It was al- 

ways understood that the Congress Alliance was that one, 

yes. 

And for instance when a person in the Congress 

of Trade Unions became banned, it was a matter of vital 

interest toaall the othe:r bodies?--- Yes, I would say... 

Yes, because they were all linked together 

in this struggle for liberation?--- Yes, for democratic 

rights. 

And I take it that there was really no dif- 

ference ofvfibwé or policy between the Congress illiance 

and the Communist Party? --- I don't know. The Communist 

Party... 

In the nature of the campaign or struggle 

against the Government policies, there was really no need 

0.5, 
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to worry about differences?--- I can only speak about the 

Congress Alliance, I cannot speak about the Communist Party. 

It is an ®llegal organization, has been for sonme time, and 

THE COURT INTERVENLS: 

Aire you talking sbout the abngress Party or the 

Communist Party? =--- No, I am talking about the Communist 

Party. / 

Yes? --- I understand from evidence given here 

that the Communist Party did support to a limited extent 

the aims of the Congress Muoement. I am not in a position 

‘ to either agree or disagree with that. I don't know. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY THE STATE PROSECUTO: (CONTD.): 

Yes, butwhzt I find strange is that here was 

a body which scemed, not scemed, which actually supported 

the Congress Movement, and you seem to be unaware of its 

existence, the nature of its activities and s: on?=-- 1 

was unaware cf the nature of its activities. 

In spite of the fact that pfobably many members 

of the Congress Alliance belonged té the Cfimmunist Party? —_— 

There were some who belonged to the lcgal Communist Party. 

When did you first become aware of the eéxistence 

of the present Communist Party? --- I saw a press statement. 

Yes, but in what year? --- I am not quite sure 

what year. It was some where in the sixties. I think it may 

have been 1961, I am not sure. 

In which press did you see it?--- I saw it in one 

of the daily papers, it was either The Star or the Mail, I am 

not sure which. 

What was the gist of the report that you saw?--- 

It is quite some time ago, I can't remsmber the gist of it, 

but I can remember that it said that the Communist Party 

/had...
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had emerged as an organization. Up till then I knew nothing 

of its existence. 

Did. you proceed to make qhquirfes? --- 1 wasn't 

terribly interested in making enquiries. | 

Why not?-—- Because\l did not consider thaf 

Communism was relevant to the straggle in South Africa. . 

That Communism was?--- Not relevant to the 

struggle in South ifrica. ' 

No, but in so far as the Communist Party would 

probably support the strugglc for liberation conducted by 

the Congress Alliance, I take it you would have been inte- 

rested? --- How do you mean? 

I think so far as the Communist Party would 

be prepared to assist the struggle for liberation as con- 

ducted by the Congress Alliance, wouldn't you be interested? 

--- The Congress .illiance hae always thought allied to its 

cause. It has asked various bodies for support and, in fact, 

has welcomed all organizations, all ind;viduals, to support 

its policy, and if the Communist Party supported its policy, 

I am sure that it too would have welcomed its assistance. 

Yes. 4nd in so far as the Congress illiance 

would have welcomed the support of the Communist Party, 

didn't you think it was your business to find out what sort 

of assistance you could expect from' the Communist Party? --- 

No, the Communist Party was an illecgal organization. It _was 

not a part of the .illiance as far as I am concerned, 

" Yes, but the fact that it was illegal didn't 

mean that it couldn't function, that it couldn't contribute 

its share?--- If I remember correctly, there were consultative 

bodies at the time, and only the legal organizations were 

represanted on these consultative bodies. So I cannot sce 

how the Communist Party, being an illegal organization, 

/could...
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could have been formally represented at these consultative - 

on these consultative bodies. ‘ 

The Communist Party couid issue literaturee 

for instance?--~ I am sure it could, yes. 

Afia in that way i;\could support? --- I don't 

know anything about that. I never saw any literature issugd 

by the Communist Party. / 

Who were the people that you knew to be memberg 

of the present party, Communist Party?—;- Of the present Party? 

Yes?=-- I am afraid I know nobody in the present 

party. : I 

But you said a whnileggo that some of the members of 

the Congress Alliance belonged to the Communist Party?-- I was‘ 

talking of the legal Communist Party, prior to its banning in 

1950. 

But then there was no talk yct of a Congress Al- 

liance?=--- Well, that is what I meant when I said that. 

S0 you can't mentiofi a single person who belonged 

to the present Communist Party that.you knew?--- No, I am afraid 

not. 

Have you read the Communist Party programme? --- 

I haven't seen it until it became an exhibit in the Court. 

I take it you have read it here? -- I have tried 

to read it, but I have found that one requires quite a lot 

of background knowledge to understand such a document. 

That may be, but I take it you have no difficul- 

ty in understanding the policy of the Communist Party in support- 

ing the Congress .Llliance? --- I saw the part that said it 

supported the Freedom Charter. 

Yes?--- And. to that extent it meant support, 

it said in the programme. 

Now, has the struggle developed throughout 

fhe...
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the years restrictions became-more severe on £he leaders of 

the Congress Alliance?-- Yes, that iSffrue.. 

Lnd various bodi:s were outlawed, or declared 

unlawful?--- Correct. G 

4nd I take it it became largely a question of ° 

opposing the Government and the Government's policies?--- Yes, 

that is true. 2 

4nd to that extent you weuldn't go and ask 

what any organizations pclicies were aé.long as it éuiported 

the general liberation struggle?--- I have indicated befiore 

that the Congress .illiance has tried to broaden its activities, 

and to broaden it in such a way as to include various other 

anti-, partheid bodies., In fact, it has made repeated appeals 

to several organizations, to church bodies and so on, to join 

it in its fight against the present Government, against its 

apartheid laws. 

Yes, but am I saf. to say that the Congress 

Alliance has committed to eXtra parliamentary struggle for 

instance?--- Yes, it necessarily has to do so, the African 

National Congress when it was a lcgal organization for many 

years had no repremtation at all in parliament and the only 

source of activities that it coull engage in would necessarily 

be extra parliamentary. ' 

Yes, I think that applizs for all these - - 

the Congress of Demccrats?--- Well, the Congress of Democrats 

was a Euxpeafi organization. #e:iall had the franchise. 

Yes, but except that the Congress of Democrats 

declared these policy statefients from time to time that it 

was committéd to an cxtra parliamentary struggle?--- Yes, 

I would agree with that. 

That is from the very, from 1953?--- That is 

/right...
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right. 

Now,did you hold office in the Congress of Demo- 

crats?--- No.. & 

i What was your position?-—— I was an ordinar& 

member.of the Congrcss of Democrats. 

But were you faigly active in the Congress of 

Democrats? --- With limitations. There were times When iy 

was more ative. There wcre times when I was completely 

inactive. | 

And I think you were - were you a member of 

the Peace Council? --- .s far as I remember the Peace Council- 

never really nad a membersaip. I can't ever remember paying 

subscription to the Peace Council. 

How did it work then? —--- I think it had a 

mailing list, and it sent out a bulletin from time to time. 

It also helped functions to raise funds in order to pay for 

the issuing of this bulletin. 

Yes, but wasn't your husband secfetary of the 

Peace Council? --- No. 

The South .frican Peace Council?--- No, he wasn't. 

He was secretary oftthe Frienids of the Sovict Union. 

Yes, but Rev. Thompson was Chairman of both 

these organizations?--— But that doesn't make my husband - 

secretary of both. 

‘'No, I am trying to refresh my own memory about 

these persons. Your husband worked very closely With Rev. 

Thompson in the F.0.S.U.? --- Yes, Rev. Thompson was the 

chairman and my husband was the secretary. 

But you will agree with me that in many of 

these organizgtions you found that members who belonged to 

the one also belonged to the other?--- Jel., could you give 

/me... 
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me exariples, I don't know what you mean. : 

Good cxamples would be Leon Levy, Pief,éeyleieldt, 

belonging to the Congress of Demucrats and also belonging to the 

Congress of Trade Uniocns?--- That makes him a mnger of two 

organizationé, that is correct. : 

Yes., 4nd then people like Mandela, Sisulu, members 

of the.N.C. alsc belonging to the F.U.S.U.? ---,I really don't 

know w he ther they were members of the F.S.U. 

ind supporting the Peace Council?-—-- It'is possible, 

I don't know. » 

Did you attend mainy meetings of these organizations 

throughout the yecars?--- Of which organizations? 

Say of the Congress of Democrats? --- I attended 

a fair number of mectings, yes. 

Lind the Congress of Trade Unions when ever they 

had meetings?--- No, I didn't. I was not at all active in that 

organization, 

Yes, but I don't think I am putting it too highly 

v.u, that there was quite an inter v if T say that,or sug.est to 

relation, or mutual support by members of cne organization for the 

other organization? --- To a certain cxteat, yes. You mentioned 

some cases. 1 have zgreed with you as far as I know that lir. 

Beyleveldt, for instance, yocu saidwas a.mecmber of}ggngress of 

Democrets, and also of the South ifrican Congress of Trade 

Unions. That is two organizati.ns out of four in the Congress 

Llliance. ' 

Yes, and then all thcse peoplc really came together 

to support the Congressof the People and the adoption of the 

Freedom Charter?--- Yes, fhere were four orzanizations that 

sponsored the Congress of the People. 

Aind those organizations formed cuansultative 

/committees. ..
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committees in order to co-ordinate their activit}ea..?--- Yes, 

‘that is correct. : 

In regard to the Freedom CHArteré—-- Correct. 

The idea being to make sure that all their policies, 

all their activitics were...)? --- Uo-ordinated. 

Co-ordinated. 4And that unity was achieved when ~ 

the Freedom Charter was adopted in %955? --- Yes. 

Lfter that, I take it, you iknow of no rift of 

‘difference of opinion or difference in policies between these 

various bodies?--- I was never on consuhaéive level. -.s far 

as I know they did agree. There was no difference. | 

Yes, but I am not spcaking now of the break 

away; of the P...C. from the .L.N.C. I am speaking of the 

4L.N.C and the other organizations. They supported one another 

in all major activities - pass laws, pass campaigns and other 

campaigns that were organized throughout the yea:s?--- les, 

that is correct. 

4ind they were all working together in an endeavour 

to achieve victory by cxtra pérliamefltary action?--- Not only 

extra parliamentary action. I would sa& that quité a lot of 

ites activities was done through rarliamentary activities. 

For instance, it was common policy to advise members of 

parliament of thc various activities that the Congress 

Movement were planning. It 'was common kunowledge. There was 

nothing secret about this sort of activities that they 

were claiming. 

Yes, but what I am driving at is that they 

had no real represcentation in parliament?--- They héd no 

representation in parliament for many ye=ars. 

So where,the type of work that could be done 

through parliamentary means was negligible?--- Yes, it was 

negligible. ' ' : 

/NoWaeeo.
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Now you sé.y b primary concern of all these 

organizations was to achieve a form of-G¢96rnment based on 

the Freedom Charter?--- Yes. ( 

and in so far as tdg\dommunist Party was pre- 

pared to co-operate witt the Congrgés Movement in achieving 

the Frecdom Cherter's objectiv. s, you would have hafno ob=- 

jection to working with the Communiskst Party? --- Excefit that 

it was an illegal organization and the Congress Alliance 

was composed of lczal orzanizations. o i 

Yes, but the time camec when tahe A.N.C. for 

indance was declared unlawful?--- That is correct. 

In 19?2 =~- I think it was thc time of the erer- 

gency that they were deglared illegal. 

1960?--- I think sé. 

And when was the Congress of Democrats declared 

unlawful? --- I think it was some wherc towards the end of 

196@. 

wnd tie Congress of Trade Unions?--- The Con- 

zress of Trade Unions is still a legal organization today. 

4and so is the Ind.an Congress?—--- 4nd so is the 

Indian Congress. 

But what restfictions,werc imposed on those 

two bodies? --~ That they were to cease their activities. 

No, but I mea;,do you know of zny restrictions 

that were imposed on them, or on their o:riice bearers? --- How 

do you mean? 

Legal restrictions, banning?-- Yes, several 

people wer: banned.from participating in any sort of ac- 

tivities, soeial or otherwise. 

4nd did you think that the Congress of 

Trade Unions was able to function properly still after all 

/theioo
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the banning?--- I should imagine that they would find it ex- 

Belt 225/Jv§, 

tremely difficult tofunction properly. 

So I take it the ..... of all these measures . 

was to acfiieve quite a substantial amount of unity in the 

ranks of tfiose bodies wnigfixopposed the Government?--- Yes. 

4nd am I ov.rstating it if I say their feelings 

of resentment and hatred a)so ran high as a result of tall 

the actions? --- I could well imagine that that would happen., 

4nd from time to time they expressed themselyes- 

in rather strong language,condemning the Government and the 

policies of the Governm:®m and the police activities, es- 

pecially the Security Branch activities?--- Yes. 

I think they even went soc far as tc comdemn 

political trials?--- Political trials? 

Yes, these trials of political offenders? --- 

I don't know. You may be right. 

And even condemned or criticigcd the officials? 

- 0f? 

Statfe Officiais connected with these political 

trials?--- I don't know what you mean by State Officials 

connected with these trials. 

Prosccutors in general terms?--- I am sorry, 

I don't understand your question. 

I say the general feeling was one of resentment ? 

--— Yes, I agree. 

4fter all the restrictions, all the banning? 

--= Yes. 

All the prosecutions?--- Yes, 

The endless long trials wcre cohstantly con- 

demned? --- I should imagine so, ycs. 

Police were criticized? --- I suppose so, yes.v 

And I say even the State represcntatives were 

/criticized... 

R
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criticized?--- What sp:cifically do you msan by State re- 

presentatives? : // 

People repres:nting the State in these political 

trials?--- Do you mezn like yoursclf? %, 

Yes?--- I don't know. I havc never heard it 

expressed like that. 

They went so far as to crificize the Courts? 

--- Yes, that is possible. 

Criticise the degree or measure of‘justice 

that was being meted out in these politi.al trials? —-- 

But one of the aépects of the Freedom Charter is that all 

shall be equal before the law. It is possible that people 

felt that in some political trials they may not have got 

a fair hearing. I don't know. . 

Yes, but from your own views, I am morc¢ con- 

cerncd about your own attitude in these matters. Do you 

think that these pecoplc were gatting fair trials?--- Well, 

therc have becn variovus laws passed. in tiis country, legal 

laws to do with the laws - to do with potritical activities 

and s0 on. In my opinion a legal act do2sn't neccessarily 

make it a moral act. 

Yes?--~ /ind I do feel that there are many 

laws that have been enacted by this Governfient which is 2 

complete (?) of democracy. : 

les, but that is one aspect. But once the 

Law is on the Statutc book and the zadministration of 

it-is passed, how do you feel, was it applied justly, 

fairly?--- I wouldn't care to comment on that. 

flow, do you know who was Sandy?--- No. 

ind later Juny®?--- I am afraid not. 

Fraser ? --- No. 

s /Bently. .. 
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Bentley? el No. 

Jan?=--- No. 

Smitihy?--- No. 

Don'fi you krow th.se\code names? --- No, these 

names are absolutcly mcaningless £ e 

Did you ever h-ve occasion to make use of code 

names?--- No. ¢ / 

You 4id have to rcsort to secretiave measures 

in meeting people and arranging mcetings?75~ Yes, in meeting 

banned people. 

You had to take all sorts of precautionary 

measures to avoid wvolice detectionf--- That is so. 

Why wouldn't you make use of code names in 

orden. to conceal the identify of fhese people? —--- What was 

the point in it% 

You might be spcaking to somebody over the 

'phone. You might be spesking to_somebody else abcut some- 

50dy?=--- I never found it necossary,inor did the people I 

worked with find it necessary to use code names. 

Do you suggest the introduction of the use 

of code names is something - it is a {®)zof the imagination 

of these witnesses, or what?é-— Not at all. It is quire 

likely that organizations did ucse code nemes. I only know 

that in ¥he organizations in which I.worked, the people 

with whom I worked - I have naver used code names. 

But you sci, the astounding thing to me is 

that you found yourself for instance in a meeting with 

a number of people who have been described herc as having 

the code names of Bcntley, Jan, Smitthy, Clara ?-- I have 

heard that evidence. 

4And you were the only person out?--- I can 

only speak for myself. 

/Youo .o
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You were the only odd person out?--- How’do vou 

mean odd person out?’ 

Who didn't seem to be one of that inner circle? 

--= 1 had no code name.at any tige; ’ 

Why does Mr. Beyleveldt attiribute to you these 

two names, Sandy‘and later Jun&$>x~ I really couldn't say. _ 

I take it you never had any trouble with him? 

--= How do you mean trouble? / 

iny pcrsonal clashes, differences of opinion? 

-=-= Well, in generzl - generslly speaki?g I don't thank that. 

one can cvirysay that in any orgesnizatiun onc never has clashes, 

one very often does. : 

Yes, but can I put it this way that on thc whole 

you worked satisfactorily with Mr. Beyleveldt?=--- Yes, I worked 

with him in the Congress of Dembcrasts. I think he was the national 

president. I didn't come into very great contact with h;m. He 

was a national exccutive member, and he didn't often attend cur 

branch meetings, but I did from time to time work with him. 

He assisted in the raising of finance and so on. He occzssional- 

ly atiended C.0.D. meetings,.and ga&c us a talk apd SO on, 

4nd did you find him 2n, able organisor? --- To 

the extent that I came into contzct with him. I would say so, 

yes. 

What was the reason for'his election as national 

president of the Congress of Democrzts?--- I really don't know, 

I didn't join the Congress of Democrats when it was first formed. 

Was a¢ so outstanding? --- I couldn't say. I real- 

ly don't know. 

Was it more a quzstion o§ his having had more time 

for this type of work?--- I am sorry, I can't anzwer that question. 

I don't know, 

Now, you were telling His Worship sbout your 

/activities...
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activities in regafd to fund raising?--:,Yes. 

Now, when last hzd youfboen'engaged in fund 

raisiné?-—- Well, at our meeting of the 16th of June I was 3 

asked to collect some money. I was ask=d to do certain fhihgs. 

I explained to the meeting a£\¥hé time that I was rather busy, 

and for several wecks I wouldn't be able-to do Yery much.. 

In fact, all I could dosafter phat m-eting was to.sell a little 

bit of jumble. 

No, I am concerned with the occasion when you lgst- 

actually had collected funds?--- How do yofi mean collectéd 

funds? This was coll:cting. I 

This last mzeting that you sre referring to was 2 

meeting where you had a discussion about the raising of ffinds? 

-- Yes. 

Now I em concerncd with the actual phyeical 

collection of funds? --- . fter the meeting I had with Mrs. 

41ltman i collected a little bit of money. It was very little, 

but I had collccted some. : : 

What was your=~a§ of gcollacfing funds?r—-m I went 

to people I knew, 

You were, of course, an agent or represcntative? 

-=-= 1 don't like the WOrd agent. 

Representative, what do you c311 yourself, a 

travélling..?--- Oh, I sce, my employment. Yes, I was a travel- 

ler, i 

S0 did you have to go round to businesses and 

collect orders?--- Yes. My area was within a 50 mile radiuse 

of Johannesburg. I worked in Johanncsburg and I worked out 

of Johannesburg as well. | : 

So you had gquite a wide rangc to cover?--- 

Yes, I did. 

And I take it 'in the course of yéur travelaing 

— 
~ 
'
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it would have been an eaéy matter for you to me;; peofile 

that you felt like meeting?--- fixcept .bgfi i was out of 

Johannesburg most of the tinpe. 

Yes,&put if you had to meet somebody, say in . 

Krugersdorp, it wouldn't have bee;\nifficult?-- It wouldn't 

have been difficult, but I didn't krnow anybody in Krugersdom, - 

or Springs. / 

No, I am not concerned now with whether you 

knew anybody, I am concerned with your ab;lity, your oppor- 

tunity of meeting people?--- Yes, cxceptrthat I had a.éfeat 

deal of work to do, and very often I didn't managc to fin}sh 

my rounis by the end of the month. W 

Is that the reason why you we:. assigned the duty 

of arranging neetings? --- .issigned the duty of arranging meetings? 

Yes? =-- s what? 

Mcetings that had to be held?--- I arranged two 

meetings. I ar angcd one with Mrs. Liltman, and the other one 

on the 16th of June. Therc wasn't a great ceal of organization 

required for such meetings.~ ‘ 

o, but you had to ccnvéy messages to various 

people that had to attend those mecetings?--- No, I didn't. 

I had to onky contact one person. On the first occasion all 

I bad to do was contact HKrs. ;1tianr ‘ 

Yes?--- ind on the secund occasion the arrange- 

ment wWas... 

No, you had to meet two people. You had to com- 

municate with the Misygmons and then with Krs. Altman? - Yes, 

on the first occasion I went to see Mrs. ¥ey.rson, that is ' 

perfectly correct. 

On the sccond occasion you had to meet the 

Meyersons, get their permission to use their house, and then? 

--- That is not correct. If i may just teil you what happened. 

‘ /.. .. 
“ 3 | 

|
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My husband passcd Mr. Meyersons house reguiarl{Jon his wa& to 

work, and I merely asked my husband to confirm whether the 

- date would suit the Meycrsons. e : ' ‘ 

Yos. Nevertheless, it was your responsibility? 

--=- But it didn't &ntail any work on my part. 

I am not concerncd éB&pt that now. You had to 

arrange the use of the house, whether you could do it by 'phoné, 

or by asking your husband to make a,rcquest docsn't matter? --- 

It is a very simple matter. 

Yes, and I think we have got somc evidence here 

that in - you once had to arrange a mecti;g at Wolpe's house?. 

--= 4% Wolpe's house? I 

Harold Wolpe's house?--- No, not that I know of. 

Piet Beyleveldt 's cvidence?--- Piet Beyleveldt's 

evidence that I had to.arrange a mccting at Wolpe's house? 

e Yee, that you did arrange? --- That I did ar- 

rangc a mecting at Wolde's house? 

Yes? --- Completely untrue. 

Do you know Harold Wolpe? =-- I have met him 

pcr-onally. 

Do you know that he was a fiember of fhe Communist 

Party?--- I heard Mr. Weinberg say that he was a member of the 

Communist Party. 

Did you belong to any organization . of which 

he was a member? --- I tanink~he was at.one stage connected 

with Congress of Democrats, but I have ncver worked with 

him politically. 

I fhink he was also ve:y active in the Peace 

Council% ~-= That may be so. I lLave never worked wifh him. 

, I think he was the secretsry at one time of 

the Peace Counfiil?-- You may be right. I really don 't know. 

He and Mrs. Bernstein? --- You may be right. 

P SR
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I don't know. e & 

Yes, but did you ever attcnd mcetings with Harold 

Wolpe?--- No, I didn% . : ik ' 
/ < 

Of course, thc evidence that you were a member of 

v 

the area commiftee witn Harold Wolpe is untrue? --- That I was 
.~ N 

a member of the area committee\with Larold Welpe? 

Yeg?~~~ I know nothing about that. 

4nd that you were,the contact of the ares on the 

district committee also is untrue?--- Certainly. 

ind that you served on Efie arca committee with 4 

Vivian IDsra ?--- I certainly did not. 

Did you have meetings with Vivian Bsra?-4- No. 

Did you know him?--- Yes, I know him. 

Did he belong to any orgsnization of which you 

were g member?--- I originally mzt Mr. Esra through ais wife. 

I went to school with her, and I later mct Mr. Bsra at the 

Jewish Workers Club, of which he was a member, 

Did he livec far away from you? --- I have been 

to his house cnce or twice, I éan't remember the suburb he 

lived in. I think it is Sydenham, I am nct sure, | 

Did you live in Obsepvatory? --- No, we lived in 

Yeoville., We live in ¥goville. 

Do you know anybody who lived in Observatory? =--- 

The Bernsteins. 

In Regenfs”Street?-—- We also lived in Regents 

Street, yes, but we apevihi¥eoville. ; 

Matthews?--- Yes, I know lMr. Matthews. 

He aleo lived in Regent Street? - - Mr. Matthews? 

Yes?==~ No. 

Wher: did he live? --- He lived in Observatory 

round the curve some wherc. : 

But who lived at 39 Regents Streect Observatory? --- 

[ohet, ., :
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Tzst is my address. 

- thought y@u said yéu lived in..?--- I said 1‘; 

lived in Yeoville in Regent~ Street. Regent Street goes through 

to Observ:tory as well. It\Passes thmigh Bellevue and throug 
0 . 2 

to Observztory. % 

I take it you know nothing ébout the need that 

arose for reorganizamgothe vhrious races as a. result of all 

the dislccations and disruptions in the organization?--- At 

what period are you talking about?, - - 

Is the lsst two, threeyears? --- No. 

The nsed to regmpganize the Europeans,fthe Indians, 

the Africans, purpose of the format.on of the area committee, 

you know nothing about that? --- No. 

Now, how mafiy years have you ‘nown Mrs. Hilda 

Bernstein? --- I have known her for a long time. I would say 

for the last 20 years. . 

For?=——- About.zo years probably; perhaps a little 

less, 

ind - yes, you were associated with her in the 

Friends of the Soviet Union?-~- No, I wasn't. 

Not?--- No,. 

Wasn't she an office bearer of the F.0.5.U.? === 

Mrs. Bernstein? | 

Yes? —:- Not to my knowldge. ; 

Well, now what political associations did you 

have with her? --- The only time I worked with Mrs. Bernstein 

was in the Peace Councils, not on a committee basis. 

Is that the time when she was secretary, or what? 

--- I can't remember whether she Was secrctary, but I know 

that she hed been associated with the Peace Council for many‘ 

years. 

Yes, I don't want to go into too many details, 

/butno.. 

~ 
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but the PeaceVCOuncil consisted of local bodies, Car: Town Peace 

Council, and Durban Peéce Counqil, Tranvaal Peace Council? --- 

) ¢ should.imagine S0, | 

JH 53 the{e was a zeneral reorganization when 

all these bodies became af}iliated tc the South Lfriqgn Peace 

Council?=--- It is possible, I don't know, 

«nd Mrs. Be¥nstein was one of the sponsors, or 

organizors of that conference?--- I really don't know the in- 

ternal workings of the Peace Council. I was~never‘ofi any ‘com- 

mittee with Peace Council members, 

Didn't you see those documents thaé they issued, 

Problems of Organization, and "One Peace Movement,” and the 

"Liberation Movement"? --- I don't remenber seeing anytiing 

like that. | 

The Peace Council also supported the Freedom 

Charter? --- The Peace Council as far as I know was not s member 

of the .Llliance. 

No, but I am ga,ing the Peace Council supported 

the Freedom Charter?--- I really don't know. It is possible. 

The Peace Council was reprcsented at the Congress 

of the People?--- Yes, I think likelytne F.S.U., they sent 

paternal delegates. 

I think there is some clause in the Freedom 

Charter dealing wi%h peade? --- There is something about peace, 

yes. 

But thereis no class in the Charter dealing with 

Friendship with the Soviet Un;on?--- No. 

Now, this cvidence of Beyleveldt that Mrs. 

Bernstein at one time replaced you as the contact on the 

district committee, is that not true?--- I was never a member 

of the Communi;f Party or of any of its committees. I know 

/absolutely...
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absolutely nothing about that. 

Do you know .ccused No. 2, Mr. Schcrmbrucker? 

--- Yes, I do. o ¢ 

Where was he, under what circumstances did you 

meet him? --- I-know Mr. Schermbfucker as manager of Guardian 

and New Age. : s 

48 a member of any organization? =--- He said that 

he was a member of the Ffriends gf the Soviet Union. I don't 

Aremember, he is probably correct. 

Mr. Weinberg? --- I hardl& know Mr, Weinberg; 

Mr. Norman Levy? --- Yes, I was associatfid with 

Mr. Norman Levy in tne Congress of Democrats, 

Was he an office bearer?--- I really couldn't say . 

I can't remember, 

4nd you have told His Worship about your friend- 

ship with Mr. Baker, .ccused No. 67--- Yes, that is correct. 

I think you said you have known him for the last 

20 years?-- Ycs, that's right. 

And he was g great friend of yours?--- Yes. . 

Did he ever tell you that he was'serving on the ares 

committee of the Communist Party?--- No, he didn't. 

Did-he never tell you he was a member of the Com- 

munist Party?--- No. 

Or that the whole party was revived, and that he 

was now g member?--- No, he didn't. 

Why wouldn't he tell you?if he had belonged to 

this Party? --- I don't know that he did belong to this party. 

rie personally didn't tell me anything. 

But by reason of your long friendship would it 

have been an easy matter for him to t=1l1l you that they had 

now decided to resuscitate the whole party? -- You may be right, 

he naver told me. 

/Did...
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Did you bring him to the mecting that night?--- 

No, the arrangefient was that we should.mélfi;him/in Cyrildene. 

if he wac aple to come. s 

You have no idea why he is called Smitthy? --- No, 

I am afraid not. 8 SN 

Why Beyleveldt refers to h;m\as Smitthy? --- No, 

I don't. - : > : 

ind Lccused No. 7, Miss Middelton?--- I have -met 

Miss Middelton socially several times. I have been associated with 

her in the Congress of Democrats. £ 

Did you see her frequently? =--- No, not gvery 

often. 

Did you ever go to her flat? --- Yes, I have bcen 

to her flat once. 

What is the name of the flat? --- I know it is 

opposite the heepital. It has been mentimned frequently 

enough. Santa Barbara. 

For whzat reason did you go- to her flat? =-- I 

attend Cardiac Clinic fairly regularly, about every three months 

or so, and it was after attending Gardiac Clinic when I' had 

come out, it was pretty late, I was very tired, and‘I just 

decided to go up and have a cup of coffee with lMiss Middelton. 

But how many times have yoh bcen to her flat? 

--- That is the ohly time. 

But then she also visited you a few times?--- 

Yes, she had lunch with us a few times. I have often invited 

Miss Middelton. She.some times came over to have a meal with 

us, but not very often. I would say possibly twicé altogether. 

4nd did you ever nceet Mr. Beyleveldt socially? 

--- Yeg, certainly; 

Did he ever come to your house?—-; Yes, he some- 

times did come to my house. 

/Did- .o 

e
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Did you go to his? --- I have been to his, ;?8. 

I : And Mr. Fischer? --- Yes, I know Mr. ?ischey; 

Did you know him to be a member of the old Party? 

——— YC8, 

Did he ever make a sacret of hid.views? --- During 

wewthe time that he was in the old party? 

, During the time that you have kq?wn him? === Of 

his #%iews on Communism? -- 

Yes? --- I have never really discussed it with 

him, but I should imagine that he ibothc sort of per;on who would 

not make a secret of his views. 

Did he strike you as a leading member of the Congress 

Llliance? --- In the Congress Llliance, no., I wouldn't say that. 

Why not? --- I don't know. I think that he was 

a member of the Congress of Democrats for a short while. I think 

he may possibly hav gzfined shortly after that. I don't know 

what happened, but I cannot remenber him taking a leading part in 

it. 
ind do you share his views that he expressed 

that there was a risk of bloodshed in this country?‘—-- Share‘his 

: views that there was a risk of bloodshed? 

Rt He wrote a letter, the letter was written out - 

: I haven't got the exact text now?=--- Well, I wofild éay that 

u ; there is always a risk, but I am gquite confident that it can 

¥ be avoided. 

g ~Yes, but how do you feel about the risk. .ire 

| You are confident that it cén be avoided, but if it can't 

be avoided, what is going to be your feeling about it? --- 

I find it very difficult to express my feelings about it 

because i am certainly not p°rsonally involved in this 

sort of thing. 

X Vo TP 
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No, but let's be realistic aboafi the position if 

one reads all the literature that was put before the Court, 

one gets the impression that the people are saying that there 

seems to be a hérdening of the Government in regérd to the 

whole'liberatiofirmmovement?--— Dhardening? 

Yes, it becomes more implacable and less inclined 

to yield, to make confessions?-—; Yes, well, many organizaticns 

are banned, people get bannéd and so on, and it is perfectly true, 

it becomes more and more difficult to work. 

Do you detect any sign o% weakering?--- Any éign 

of weakening on the part of? | 

Of the Govemment, the application of its policies? 

--= 1 would say that it is not as comfident as it was when .... 

In what respect do you see any weakening?--- I 

think that if there is more prcssure put on it, on the Government, 

both internally and externally... 

No, that is not what I am after. I am - have you 

seen any relenting in its policies in so far as it has decided 

torepeal laws, or to downbfeak the freedom? =--- I would say that 

as far as job reservation is concerned, the Go&ernment is finding 

itself in quite a great deal of difficulty. 

That may be. But has it expressed a definite 

change in its policies?--- is far'gs I know it has allowed 

certain non-White people to enter some semi skilled industries, 

and I am hoping that it will completely repeal this law. 

Yes, but job rescrvation is not the answer to gll 

the problems?--- No, I am not suggesting that it is. 

Now, you say in its attitude in régard‘toljob 

reservation you detect that they have changed in policy?--- 

I think so. I don't know how definite it is, or to what 

extent they will be prepared to go. My own feeling is that 

if job reservation were removed, the boom th:=t everybody is 

/talking. .. 
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talking about would be tremendous. ; » 

Yes, but I am concerned about the policy of the 

Government as a whole. Cgn you s:criously say that there has 
n 

A\ 

been a change - has been a retraction from its line? --- No, 

as far as that is concerned I would say there has been a harden- 
= 

\\ 

ing. 

I want to take this document,"The Révolutionary 

way out,” Ixhibit 6 before the Court. NoWw forget for a moment 

that this was issued by the Communist Party, by. the central 

committee of the Communist Rarty?--- Do you perhaps have a 

Ccopy available? 

Yes, I can let you have G.L. 10, and in the 

meantime I can start reading certain passages to you until 

the original - I will starf_in the begining on the general 

lines. "Things are coming to é nead in South Africa. We 

are very fast coming to a big crisis in our history." --- 

I would say that is debatable. 

"The Nationalist Government is tightening the 

screws and driving Jpartheid and oppression to the limits of 

the people's endurance?" --- I wouldn't have .put it as strong- 

ly as that, but that may be correct. 

"People anafightingback as onc after anoth.r the 

Government stops legal and peaceful channels of protest and 

resistance. The oppressed masses are turning to methods thaf 

are illegal and non-peaceful?" --L I don't know if it is cor- 

rect to say that the masses are turning to those sort of mecthods. 

are they being directed in that direction?e=-- I 

don't know. 

But,surely, you alco know of the outbreagks of 

sabotagc that we heve had over the last few ycars?--- Yes, 

certainly. 

And you were also r<ferr.ng to those outbreaks 

P ANk
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violence - well, I teke it, the peoble-responsib;e weren't 

Government supporters?--- The pcople regpopsiblq for? 

For sabotage?=-- I shouldn'% imagine so. 

So I fake it we can take it that the o _.pressed 

masses nust have beéfi responsible ?\3»- I don't know. .re 

you referring to Umkonto We Siswe? 

Yeg?- - I don't know whether it is a mass 

movement or not, 

No, bdt in general language , wouldn't you 

describe the outbreaks of sabotage as the acts of the genecral 

masses? --- I don't know that it is the general masses. | 

Would you w=gree then that it must have been 

members of the general masses?--- I don't know where Umkonto 

drew 4ts members from. I do remember that at the Rivonia trial 

Mr. Mandela said that although he himself was engaged in 
sabotage, it was not a movement that was supported by the 

A.N.C. as such.,. 

i Court here another 
Yes, no, I know that, but another/Judge found 

diffeently?-- That is possible, I don't know, I knew what 

was said at the Rivonia trial. : 

It was only last month, or ratner in December 

a Judge of the Supreme Court found that there was relatimnsh.p 

between the Umkonto and the Communisf'?arty?—-— I don't know 

about that. 

But I am - I don't know why you are having 

difficulty with this that the oppressed masses are turning to 

methods that are illegal and non-peaceful?--- Because I am 

not convinced that the masses of people are turning to these 

methods. 

Very well. Let's read on. "Theyare looking to 

illegal organizations like the .African National Congress and 

the Communist Party for leadership and libergtion?“ Would’ 

‘ ~ /that...
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that not be correct? --- I would say that they are looking- to 

the .frican National Congress for leaderehip;.yes. I have’ 

known and worked with people during the time that thfi African 

National Congress was a legal organization. I know many:of the 

views held by people in the African Naiional qugress. I have 

certainly never heard them exprcss views on violence. 

No, let's deal purely with this question of 

leadership. "The are looking to illegal organifgtions like 

the A.N.C. and the Communist Party for leadership?"=-- I don't 

know about the Co:munist Party, nor do I know about the A.NC. 

now since it has become illegal. 

Yes, but now if the Communist Party was supporting 

the liberation struggle, why wouldn't the masses feel inclined 

to support it?--- Because I don't know whe ther it is a mass 

movement. 

If it has a wlicy which is in favour of the 

liberation of the masses, in favour of universal franchise, 

whywouldn't the masses support it? --- Ls I said,I don't know 

what sort of following it has got, nor do-I know what sort of 

following the A.N.C. has got now since it has been unierground. 

The following is irrelevant. It is the policy 

which the organization propagates which is of importance?-- 

I would still say that the masses of people in Sputh Africa 

should find peaceful methods of struggle, and that is quite 

possible to do so through legal channels. 

Yes. That is not whzt I am asking you. I am 

asking you zbout the generél leadership. Would you think 

that it would be a good thing for the non-White masses to 

look to the A.N.C. for leadership?=-- I don't know, I am 

not in a podtion to express an opinion on that. 

Would you wich them tolook to the A.N.C. for 

leadership?--- Well, since the banning of the A.N.C., I don't 

/know. . 
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know what its policy is. If its policy is the same as it was- 

prior to its banning, in other words,Aiie policy then was peaceful 

means of struggle, then I would say definitely yes. 

: And if there was a risk of the non-Whites being 

split into two camps by reason gf the existence of the A.N.C. ~ 

and the P.A.d, which would you favour? —— Well, I again can ‘ 

only speak of rhen both these organizations were legal. LAt 

the time when they were both legél I certainly supported 4LA.N.C. 

in preferance to P....C. Nevertheless, I think that cven people 

in P...C. , if they were prepared to assist in the winning .of 

democratic righ#ts, should be welcomed as part of the Copgress 

Alliance, as part of a gensrel movensnt for liberationfl 

Surely, you know that the A.N.C. is really the 

only body which favours co-operation with the Whites? P.A.C. 

stands purely Nationalistic?--- That is correct. But when you 

are working towards an objective and your objective is one of 

winning democratic rights &hdn ihere are certain organizations 

that are prepared to work with you,you accept them, but on a 

limited programme only, and that limited programme is the 

achievment of democratic rights. At the time of Congress 

of the People I remember that lettefs were written to all 

sorts of organizations. L letter w:s writien to the Liberal 

Party, a letter was written to religious bodies. A letter was 

even written to the Unitgd Party fo come to the Congress of the 

People and to try and formulate some sort of policy where by 

all these bodies could work together for a common purpose, and 

that COmmon'purpoge was the achievment of democratic rights for 

the non-White people of tais country. 

The non-Whites in this country form the biggest 

proportion of the population?--- That is so, yes. 

ind it would be vital to the Congeess illiance 

/thate..
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that the leadership of the non-Whites whalsa the right hands? _ 

—-- Was in the right hands? 

'Yes,~people who had the same - sfiarod the same . . 

views as the_Congress 4lliance, surely? --- But, surel;, in 

any organization its members havéfia say as to who their leaders 

i 

What would you wish them to have, would you prefer 

should be. 

them to have the L.N.C. as the leader?--- Would Iswish them to 

have the A.N.C. as their leader? - 

leg?--- Yes, ; . 

Because - and she wvas one of the Congress Alliance? 

O 

if 
Now I came back to my point that/this statement 

is made here that the masses are looking to the A.N.C. for 

lzadership, they might be quite correct - the sfatement might 

be quite correct?--- Yes, except that I don't know what support 

the illegal A.N.C. has got. I should inagine that it would be 

quite different to the support it had while it was legal. As 

you have said yourself, Government pressures_have.bgcome more: 

and more aggravated, more and more intensified. 

Yes, but I don't understend in the times when the 

4N.C. was still functioning openly, it was common cause that it 

was enjoying ailarge measure of support frbm t he non-Whites?--- 

Yes, that is so. : 

ind it was really the main bgdy,as far as member- 

ship went , it was the main body in the whole liberaticns move- 

ment?--- Yes, that is correct.. 

ind you as a member or supporter of the Congr:zss 

illiance would welcome the A.N.C. to retain its leadership? ==- 

I wouldwelcome the A4.N.C. to be again a legal organization and 

to continue with the policg.s it had before. 

/ And...
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And if the Communist Party identified itself 

with the objects of the A.N.C., you wohl&?g:ve'any qualms 

about supporting the Communist Party?--- You yourself have 

pointed out that the Communist Party in its programme says 

it supports the Freedom Charter, whfdh means that to that . 

extent it supports the Congress Movement. 

_ Yes, and I mezn to the extent that the 

L.N.C. supported the Congr:ss .Alliance and the Freedom 

Charter and the i.N.C. was supported by the Communist Party, 

you would have no objections to sujporting the Communist : 

Party?--- I don't support the Communist Party. I accept 

what you have said... 

No, I am speaking now of your mental state, 

your mental attitude in regard to these bodies which work 

for the liberation of the non-Whites in this country?c--- 

If you say that they support the Congress lAlliance I see no 

objection why apart of that illiance, the Communist Party 

should also not participate if it agrees with its objective. 

Yes, but you see...? --- Unfortunately both 

the A,N.C. and the Communist Party are illegal and I just 

don't see how they could possibly participate in an a 

Alliance. 

You see, you are creatihg the imprecssion, 

I hope I don't misunderstand you, that you are dismally 

ignorant about the Communist Party, and it's existence 

and it's policies? -- You are correct. I know nothing 

about the Communist Party. ; ¥ 

That is the part that I can't understand? 

-== Why not? 

I can't understand that you should know such 

a lot about the various sectors of the Congress LAlliance 

/and...
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and yet you should be so hopelessly misinformed about a 

body, which according to the evidence, was very muqh in 

favour of the liberation of the non-Whites? ---'Thé Congress 

hliiance was open and legal, and at thet time I supported 

it as did many others. I worked closely in\tgis organiza- 

tion. I haven't worked in the Communist Partj. I don't 

know about the Comiunist Party. Evidence has been led in 

this Court that it is a highly secret organiggfion. I 

presume that that is correct, and if , in feact, that is so, 

I don't see why on earth I should have heard about it. 

And if your husband weas a member of the party, 

I take it he would hsve told you about it? --- If my husband 

were a member I can't possibly sce how it could happen, be- 

cause neither of us arc Communists, but if, and you are put- 

ting a hypothetical case to me, again, I have heard evidence 

in this Court of it being a highly secret organization where 

one member is not to tell anybody else of its associatioh 

with this organization. It is possible that -if my husband 

were a Communist he would not tell me, but I happen to know 

that ne is not a Communist. 

Llso from what he told you?--- From what he told 

me, from discussions we have had, certainly, and he knows the 

same about me. 

You are not suggesting that you were perhaps a 

¢+?+. in the hands of the Communists?--- Not that I know of, 

I can't see how I could have been. 

That you were merely being used as a convenience 

in regard to the meeting of the 16th of June?--- How could I 

have been? I was at the meeting of the 16th of June. 

No, but I suggest that you are sufficiently 

intelligent, sufficiently assertive in order not to be 

bamboozled into a situation-that you didn't realize implicaticns 

P I
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of? --- I have never participated in the activiti£§ of an 

iilegal organization,nor to the béét of my knowledge have 

I given it any .sort ' of ags®istance eithef diréctly or 

indirectly. ; 

No, but I am suggestin§\$hat you have a good 

measure of intelligence. I don't think I am wrong there? 

=== 1 don't know, / 

4ind T am suggesting inat you are an asser- 

tive person, that you have an assertive personality. 

You are not gbing to be directed and bullicé around - 

shunted around, to use¢ a colliquisl phrase, by other ! 

people?-=-- I don't think anybcdy likes to be bullied around. 

I suggest to you that you would be the very 

first“one to take serious objection?--- I don't think that 

I would be the first one, I would bec one of many who would 

object. 

Tes, but you definitely would object?--- To 

be bullied, yes, I would. o 

Now to come back to thié statement, it says 

that violent outbreaks of one sort or znother are Becoming 

more and more common. That is just an objcctive statement? 

--- Yes, ‘ 

That I don't suppose you deny ? --- There have 

been violent outbreaks. That is correct. 

Then it goes on to say‘that some times és the ~ 

case of the operations. of Umkonto We Siswe these outbreaks 

are purposeful, c¢ffective and carefully planned on a naticn 

wide level?--=- Yes. 

» Do you agree with that statecment?--- I don't 

know how Umkomnto goes about organizing its activities. I 

can't comment. 

"But very often as (?) persecution and police 

/terror...
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terror drive one section of .the people htter another to despe- 

ratlon, we find unplanned spontaneouB acts of resistance and 

retaliation taking place on a local level, and the development 

of bodies like Poqc with its 0u§100k of blind revenge oh Whites?" 

--= That I take it refers to acté of terrorism? X 

Yes?--- Yes. 

And describing th’e ects of violence committéed 

by the Pogqo as one of blind revengeon the Whites ?--- That- 

may be so, yes, it is an opinion exprbésed. o 

Then it goes on "Former leadecrs of the bFeak— 

away Pan (fricanist Congress are now living in exile such as 

Leballo and in his recent notorius Maseru ... have attempted 

to claim the Poqo movement as a part of their organization : 

Well that is just narration. "This claim is made for the 

purpose of boosting the fallen prestige of P...C. which 

nos longer exists as an orgarized force in South Africa it- 

self?" --- Well, that is a statm~nt which.... 

Yes, it does not bear serious examination. 

Then it goes on "P.A.C. may well have given rise to Pogo by 

sbreading the concept that spontanious outburst of people, 

violence, are a suitable means of struzcle 2nd by whipping up 

anti-Whites ,'showinism' ‘.among /ifrican patriots." Do you 

have that? --- I don't quite understand it. 

What does the word mean .inti-White 'showinism?' 

--- I don't know. I am just trying to figure it out myself. 

" An 01d Communist phraée?uuu Is 1it7? 

'Showinism,' yes? --- Jhat does it mean? 

& wanf assistance from you. "But having pro- 

duced the atmosphere in which Poéo has grown, neither P...C. 

nor anyone !else can claim to control or to lead it, for 

Poqo is in essence an uncontrolled violent reaction to oppression, 
e 

/not...
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not an organized political movement with an idiology and long 

term policy accepted by all its adhevence.” Do you accept that : 

view? --- It may possibly be correct. I don't know. 

"Outbreaks ascribed to Pogo such as those at 

Paarl and the Bashi River were‘kbt planned by P..L.C. or any 

other national organization. They were semi-spontaneous 

reactions of men oppressed beyofid endurance, inspired to 

action by rudimentily political aims of the Pogqo movement?" 

--- Yes, well, obviously thcse people_had more sinformatiqfi_ 

than I had on the subject. 

I am sure this word must be'rudimentary %olitical 

aims?" --- Yes, it is difficult to read. The tops are cut.o:if, 

Do you agree with that view?---It is possibly 

corrects I don't know, 

Then I think we can skip the neit paragraph 

which deals with Leballo's wild claims, and describing it as 

irresponsible P..L.C. talk?=-- Yes, that's right. 

ind then it _goes on "The reaction of the National- 

ist Government is two-fold. On the one hand it steps up and 

makes harsher its innumeral acts of {‘a m?'and oppression. On 

the other, it is openly preparing to crush by force the re- 

sistance and the rebellions which thesec acts must inevitably 

oo force." That is the reactioh-of the Government in rela- 

tion to the Leballo or ;he P.L.C. activities? --- I see. 

' Well, let us go a stage further. I think on 

page 2 you will find the 'following:"Verwoerd and Vorster 

are steadily turning the country into an armed camp ruled 

By decree and Marshall law. They are heading for . civil 

war." In capital letters? --- Yes, I see that. 

Would you agree with that statement? --- It 

is a dew expressed which I suppose many people hold. .gain 

I say that with the provocatinn that the non-White people 

/have. ..
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have had over these years I find it very difficult to say that 

they are right or they are wrong in feeling the way they do. . 

I personally, as I have stated before; éincerély hoped, and 

have always worked for, a pecaceful solution to our problems. 

Yes, but do you agrec with this view that the 

Government is turning the country ifito an armed camp, and S 

that it is heading for civil war?--- No, I wouldn't go as 

far as that. ‘ 

What do you find wrong in that statement? --- 

I don't think things have really reachedrfhat stage in‘this 

country. It may one day do so, I don't know. I sincerelp 

nope that we never ever reach that stage. 

No, but this is 'Cowdsten's' - the continuous 

tense as it were. "They are steadily turning the country 

into an armed camp, and they are heading for civil war?" 

--- Well, I don't think that they are heading for civil 

war. 

They scem to be describing a process that is 

evolving, the country is stecadily developing o£ turned into 

an armed camp and hezding for civil war? --- Yes, it is a view 

expressed in this document. I don't hold this view. 

But you sce, you are in a better position by 

reason of your active association in the Congress Alliance 

to tell us of the reactions of peoplé of the direction of the 

processes of thought, the attitudes in regard to Government 

policies?--- Yes, I am. 

.Now why do you find fault with this?--- Because, 

as I have said before, during the time that I was associated 

with the Congress Movement, its poliéy, its statement, its 

leaders, I have always hcard people speak of a peaceful set- 

tlement to: our solution. I have personally met people like 

/chief. .
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Chief Lethuli who was up till the time of his bgnning'its 

National President.. I was most impressed with/fihiéf'Lethuli. 

He is a very wise and intelligent man. He has time and time 

again stated that the non-Whites in this\iountny must not 

resort to violence; thzt for as long as it is possible and 

until the eleventh hours the non;White people must struggle 

peacefully in whatever way is possible, d%d in whatéver way 

is open to them. At the time when I met people like Nelson 

Mandela and Walter Sisulu, they held the same view, and that ° 

is the time I am speaking of when the .ifrican National Congress 

was a legal organization. I might add that I myself had been 

surprized at the restraint and the continuous stress of peace- 

ful mians of struggle by people who have been tremendously 

oprressed. 

That may be, but what I don't understand is that 

those very people were convicted of preparation for sabotage and 

Gorilla warfare in the Rivonia trial? --- Yes,that is true, and 

Tt 

So they couldn't have be:n so peaceful in 'their 

activities?--- I would like to say that during the time that I 

knew them this is the line that they adopted all the>time. 

Yes, up to a stage?--- 4And I would also like to 

add, if I may finish, that I very deeply regret that people 

like Mandela and Sisulu have turned to sabotage as a solution 

to our problems. These people have got life imprisonment. 

They have been convicted and "-sent to Robin Island for life 

imprisonment. I feel that if people of the calibre of 

Walter Sisulu,Nelson Mandela and the others had turned fheir 

attention to peaceful means of struggle, they would still 

have been with us today, and they would have been able to 

lead the pcople in peaceful struggle. 

/Yes..
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Yes, well now let's analyse thgf statement. 

What forms of peaceful struggle were left for Mandela and 

Sisulu to endulge in? --- .Jell, I don' w know much about 

undergrouhd work. 1In fact, I know nothing about it. I 

have not been associated in any“sq;t of underground ac- 

tivity, but I should imagine that like banned people, like 

named people, they could mcet with present lcaders of the 

African National Congress. They zould guide the sort of 

activities into peaceful channels. 

Just to be talking all the time? ——- 

Demonstration. 

How could they organize demonstrations? --- 

They could do it _eacefully. They could send petitions both 

to local bodies in South .ifricas 

Do you reckon that would make an impact? --- 

I think that there are many White South /.Africans who are 

changing their views on race policies and on race discri- 

mination just generally. I think that the fact that we 

have today a Progressive Party is a very importafit step 

forward in the thinking of White South Africans. 

So you think it is surprizing or it is inad- 

visable of people to resort to preparation for sabotage ? 

-—-— No, I am not sgying that it is surprizing, I said earlier 

that I have wondered at the patience.of people who uncder 

extreme provocation have always advocated peaceful means of 

struggle. I have also said that I am sorry that people 

have turned to.sabotage as a means of struggle. 

Yes, but up to a stage people were sfill al- 

lowed to operate openly?--- Yes. 

When those rights were denied them, I suggest 

there was only onc way, and that was the strong arm methods ? 

--- 1 can't agree with you. I can't agree with you at all. 

/ind...
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ALnd whilst remaining a mere-talkin-~ shop?.-f- No, 

not a talking shop. I have already indicated that I think that 

the opinions of White Soutfi Africaqs are changng towards the 

Government's race policy, that is one aspect. There is also 

pressuré from:outside. 7 

Yes, but I want g your judgment?---My.judgment 

may be completely wrong. It is my opinion which I am expressing. 

But let us look &t it further."Without doubt these 

ruthl . =s measuresof the rdliné class born of panic and desperatio? 

have taken a heavy toll of all who in ‘the past have had the 

courage to stand up publically for the people's rights. They 

have greatly narrowed any hope of a peaceful change t; a free 

South Africa. They have succeeded in intimidating some opponents 

of the Nationalists and causing them to waiver in their faith 

in the victory of the people(over the oppressors." Don't you 

agree that the ruthless measures have succedded in narrowing 

the hope of a peaceful change in South Aifrica? =--- It would 

appear that some people think SO. 

The majority of the Congress ..lliance? --- The 

Congress alliance is no longer legal, the whole Congress A4l- 

liance as I knew it. 

The L.N.C. leaders certainly thought s0?--- 

The .L.N.C. leaders at the time when the i.N.C. was legal? 

At the time when thé-preparations for the 

Rivonia acts or sabotageuwere made?--- That apparently was 

their judgment of the situation, I think, yes. 

4nd if we take this document,as having been 

published in the early parts of '63?--- Is that when it 

was published? 

Yes, April - June '63, March/April? --- I 

teke your word for it, I don't know,. 

Did you ever receive the .ifrican Communist?--- No, 

fXess
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I didn't. 

Why not?--- I don't know why not. ! ‘ 

I am surprised that - weren't you infindatedi 

with all sorts of literature; Communist or non-Communist? 

-- No, I didn't get any Comm&hist literaturét\\ 

Do you share this view: "That the great mass 

of our people, particularly the African workeys and peasants 

are not intimicet .~ They are determined to win their free- 

dom whatever it may cost, and they know what freedom will 

be - that freedom will be won. The Whitc minority éictator- 

ship’ cannot last, whether it is looked at in relation to 

the rest of Africa and the outside world, or in relation to 

the balance of long term forces in South Africa itself. 

The position of the Verwoerd Government is hopeless." Do 

you share that view?--- I share part of that view. I do 

say I agree that the policy of this Government or the Govern- 

ment as it is now cannot last. hat I agree with, but I dif- 

fer on how it is going to change. I differ véry strongly 

about how'it is going to change. | : 

Yes, but would you be averse to the A.N.C. 

and the non-Whites adopting violent methods?--- At this stage, 

yes. Quite definitely. 

Well, say at a later stagc?—-- I cannot speak 

for at a later stage. It is an academic question. 

No, but it is a question of approval or 

disapproval of methods of struggle?--- At this stage I 

most certainly disapyrove of such methods, 

Because you say at this stage there is still 

a chance of a peaceful change? --- liost certainly. I firmly 

believe that. 

' 4And you sincerely hope that the change can 

/come. ..
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come about by peaceful means?--- Yes. 

But when the positionflbecomeg more ;ggraVated, 

then there might be no possibility of a‘pdécefui change?--- 

You are asking me to comment on a hypothetical casé, and I 

find it extremely diIficult to say teday what my views might 

be in say a years time or five ycar's time or whatever it is. 

At this particular stage I am opposed to viclence and I say 

as I have said hefore that I think t;;re are still ways open 

to gall of us to struggle peacefully for demoeratic rights. 

I think you spoke about morai—brinciples ; 

earlier this morning?--- Yes, I spoke of moragl prirciples. | 

Now from, -8ay ycur moral point of view, do 

you think that the oppression of the non-Whites has not yet 

become.very.bzd, that therc is still breatiing space for them? 

--- On the contrary, it has been bad for z very long tire. 

Do you think that from a moral pont of view - 

again I say from your point of view, the non-Whites are justi- 

fied in taking action to end the oppression? --- I find that 

very difficult to answer. I have statéd my point of view 

very clearly. It is the non-ihites in this country who are 

being oppressed, and it is the non-Whiteswho must take such 

decision. I have cxpressed my: pcrsonal point of view, but I 

certainly would never impose‘my view on. 2 pason who is being 

aoppressed. I am expressing a personal viéw. I feel that at 

this stage... 

Yes, thzt is fair enough, but would you sympathise 

with them if they.do resort to violent action?--- I would try 

to unierétand why they have resorted to violent actioh, and I 

may say that I am certainly not alone in thinking this way. 

I have heard Mrs. Helen Suzman express a similar point of 

view, and I have heard many White South Africéns. I have 

/seen...
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seen newspaper articles in the daily papers'§here people 

have said and where articles -have stated thaé they can under- 

stand how it is possible for people.uéder these circumstances 

to turn to violent forms of struggle. 

Isn't it also a éaqe of fanning the flames a 

bit?--- No, I h:ve stated quite clearly that I myself am 

opposed to it, and I‘Eave also explained that I am not the 

one who is oppressed, I am not é; African, I don't suffer 

the indignaty which an African suffers in this country. 

I will give you an idea,ri think durifié the 

- about 1955/56, some delegates of the A.N.C. and the Cpngress 

of Democrats or the Federati¢n of South LAfrican Women were 

going around the country addressing gatherings on the questicn. 

of the pass:s for women?--- Yes, I remember that. 

There was quite a country wide campaign?--- That 

is correct. 

Afid that had substantial success?--- Yes. 

4nd the success was largely due to the efforts 

of the leaders of the Federation of South /African Women?--- 

I would say the Federaticn took a lead in that, yes. The 

Federation as such. 

Yes, Mrs. Joseph Robert Geshe?--- Yes. 

Leon Levy, Bertha Moshabo, they were quite 

'‘percifious!?--- I think so, yes. 

ind as I say, they achieved substantial re- 

sults with the non-White women?--- Yes,. 

‘ That is why I am suggesting to you that it is 

one thing to stand entirely fascist in regard to these struggles 

and it is another thing to try and take the hand, to try and 

guide the struggle in a certain direction?--- But I don't quite 

see the relevance of th:t question. Do you mean that I should 

/take..
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take a lead in a movement composed of .fricanslike the A.N.C. : 

Is that what you.. 4 ' 

; No, you can't really beceme a memfiér of the 

4eN.C.y, can you?--- No, I canit. : 

| No, but by &our support of the Congress .illiance, 

by your support of all thé activities of\;he Congress Alliance™ - A 

you are supporting the ultimate objectives?--- Yes, but I can- 

not say today that I will agree with theiy policy in the future. 

You referred a iittle earli-r to the anti-pass campaign organized 

by the Federation. A Z 

Yes? --- It was a perfectly ligitimate thing. 

I fully supported the struggle against passes for African women. 

Yes, and then the outbreaks of violence that 

followed?--- Wherc were there outbreaks of violence? 

4Lt Lichtenburg and other filaces?--— I deeply 

regret such things. I do remember them happening. I do not 

think that it inevite'ly  follows that if onc organiges an 

anti-pass campaign that there necd be bloodshed, and I am 

quite sure that the people who led the strfiggle didn't 

anticipate violence or bloodshed. - 

Yes, but now take the defiance campaign in 1952%? 

--=- Yes, I remember it vaguely. 

The basic idea was one of non-collaboration? 

--- It was the defiance of unjust laws. 4 

Yes. But the basic mode of struggle was non- 

collaboration? --- Non-collaboration? 

Yes, just not to carry out the - disobedience, 

¢ivil disobeiience? --- You may be right. I am not quite sure. 

That is a long time ago. 

But that was a country wide campaign also?--- 

It was a big campaign, yes. Several people were.... 

ind various anti-Apartheid laws were s:lected 

/a8, ..
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as focal points? —-—- Yes, could you mention a few, I am afraid 

L. have forgotten all about them? : / 

Like the - going into the s&ation and sitting 

on the benches, plaées set apart for Whites? --- Oh, in other 

words, they went into places that were reserved for Europeans? 

Yes, that sort of thing?--- Yes, it is coming back 

to me, that's right. / 

Now throuchout the country this large scale 

campaign was in progress?--- L very peaceful campaign if I 

remember correctly. 

Except for the incedents in Port Elizabeth 

and East London where the nuns were burnt to Jeath in a car, 

do you remember?--- Where a nun was burnt to death in a car? 

In a car in Zast Lonaon in the Location?--- Was 

that during the defiance campaign? 

Yes?--- I do remember such an incident, but I can- 

not remember what led up to it. 

In '52 when the bioscope was burnt down in Port 

Elizabeth?--- I am just trying to think of this incident 

with the nun that you mentioned. 

Where an ..N.C. me.ting was banned, that particular 

day?=-- But what did it have to do with the defiance campaign? 

That is the time the defiance campaign was being 

conducted throughout the coun%ry?--- I just don't see the relevance. 

| I am trying to make it clear to you that in the 

course of organising the defiance campaign ..?--- There was some 

form of violence somewhere, yes. 

Yes. L strong measure of solidasity was developing 

amongst the non-Whites. I am not sugzesting now that the lead:ors 

actually told them to go and burn the nun, or to stone the car. 

I am not suggesting that. I am saying that because of this 

‘ /terrific...
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terrific degree of politicél cohsciousness that was-daveloping? 

-—= TeS,. 

This strong anii-Government of anti-White feeling 

that was going?--  Yes. 

This typ; of violent oufs}eak was inevitable?-- 

It did happen from time to time, yes./ Regretably so. 

Yes. Now my question is ghis: That in organizing 

the non-White masses you must necessarily contemplate the pos- 

sibility of their acting rashly and unpremediyatedly at cersain 

times? --- It could happen, yes, I don't leny that.e I am just 

saying that I am not... i 

You might find that you started prairie fire that 

you can't control?--- Yes, and I would say that that is one of 

the strong ' reasons that I would put forward for still trying 

to find peaceful ways of struggle. It is perfectly true what 

you say that sometning can start in a smaliway and flare up 

and... 

Yes, in this same article some where it mentions 

the fact - perhaps I should get it now. Yés,_on page 7. ALbout 

in the middle there is a paragraph in bold letters?--- Yes. 

It reads as follows: "This does not, of course, 

mean that the workers and their trade union lesader should not 

und crtake strikes and other actions, whether legal or illegal 

in a single industry or even in a single factor  where the need 

ari;es and the workers understand and ar: prepared for the 

consequences, they will take industrial action, and they will 

be correct to do so for a siugle victory, cven a small one in 

a single strike may bc¢ enough to spark off and inspire a whole 

series of similar actions among other workers, a process which 

the authorities may be unable to sub@ue.“ Do you agree with 

that statement? --- I agree that workers are certainly enti tled 

/80,



¥ 
N 

Belt 228/JvS. 2468, LCCUSED 4. 

to take industrial gction. 

".ind if they do.start with a s1ng1e act, it may spark 

off such a chein rcaction which w1ll breate a situation which thbf 

autnorities will be uzable to subduve?’ == I .am sorry that such 

a statement is made herc. iou*pgt it to me¢ and I agreed that 

it could happen, and possibly this is what this paragraph ié aim=- 

ing at, that it is possible that it could hzppen. 

This parzgraph secgs to suggest - well, it doesn't 

seem, it actually in my reading advocates this type of action? 

-=- No, I would not sdvocate it. Not in this way, certainly 

not. | 

No, but do you agrece with me this passage advocates 

it when it says “4Lnd thoy will be correct to do so for a single” 

victory may be enough to spark off our series of actions?" —--- 

I 2m nct so sure that I do agree with that interpretation. I 

think that it could psrhaps have anothcr interpretation. 

Well, the Court will interpret it., I 'don't want 

to worry you about interpreting it for us. .41l I am saying 

is that where it says herc “ind they will be correct to dd 8oy 

they seem to advocate some sort of actio in that‘direction? 

-—-- Some sort of strike action?: 

Yes, single strike at the right time?---~ I am not 

against strike action.: It is a normal trade union principle 

throughout the world. : 

Yes, but do you agree that in a given set-of- 

circumstances, a single act may be sufficiently inflammable 

to cause a spread?--- Yes, it could happen I suppose. 

Yes,now my diificulty with the Congreés'Alliance 

is this: 'That it never did anything possitively and construc- 

tively to preveat toue outbreak of violence?--- In what respect. 

Throughout the years. I am talking now of the 

Fingt. 3
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last, say from 1955 on?--- I think that if you look at 

pictures made by it's leaders, if you take those, and I am 

sure that you must have plenty of them on hand, you will find. 

that time and time again during the time that the African 

National Congress was legal, it continually stressed non 

violent, non violent, noh violent. This was it's policy 

all the time. / 

Yes, but many..?--- It was dictated by its 

leaders, it was made in public statements. The leaflcts whiqh 

it issued stressed this point all the time, and I am sure 

you could produce many such leaflets. ! 

Yes. But that is not what I am complaining 

about. I am complaining about the other amount of violent 

speeches. For instance a man like Robert Geshe I remember 

very well made very strong violent speeches in all the 

years, and never was any action taken against him. Never 

was he condemned?--- ihat did he say? 

He advocated clear violent action?--- During 

the tiite that the 4.N.C. whb laial? ' 

Yes? =-- Well, it is purcly and sufely t he 

opinion of one man. 

No, but that is not the point?--- But it wasn't 

the policy of the organization. 

Geshe was a Pprominent membe: in the L.N.Ce? === 

Yes, but nevertheless... ; 

;nd his violent speceches were never condemned 

by fellow members?--- I personally haven't heard him make... 

LeN.C. never took action against him?-- Well, 

as I say, I have'never personally heard him maske violent 

speecches. I remember Robert Geshe once addressing the 

Congress of Democrats, and he certainly didn't make a spcech 

p o A
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of that nature. 

But therc it might have becn, out of place?=—- 

I don't know. That is just what I am saying that I have never 

heard him make such a speech.s I am not denying that he did 

. 
\. S0 

/ You don't suggest that he would have told a 

group of White people that they,must now resort to violent 

action?--- Well, he came to the Congress of Democrats' meeting, 

and I am telling His Worship that I can certainly not remefiber : 

him making any such a statefient. 

But never as far as you know was any diséiplinary 

action taken against members for making violent speeches? =-- No, 

That elemecnt of hot headedness,impulsiveness,waé 

never restrained? --- I think'perhaps, was this not a time when 

the 4.N.C. and the P....C. people were having their fight, and 

when the P.L.C. members brokeaway from L.N.C. I am not suggesting 

that Robert Geshe is a member of P...C. I don't think he is. I 

think he is still a member of the LeN.C., but I doknow that at 

the time when these elements were.in‘— you know, altogether in 

the one organization that such speechcs were made, and perhaps 

this is what you are referring to. Perhéps this was the time that 

the break came between the A.N.C. andthe P...C. 

But I think we can cut a long argument short. 

You are concerned, or you were concerned with the Congregs 

illiance?=--- Yes, I was. 

_ Woich had committed itself to extra parliamentary 

forms of struggle?--- Yes. 

4nd in that process violence was bound to happen 

from time to time?--- Yes, violence did. 

4nd..?--- This doesn't mean that we approved of it. 

Yes, but you were dealing with an inflammable 

/situation..
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situation really?--- No, I wouldn't say that that isfreally 

inflammable. 

But don't you agree that as Yok i 6 peniRnLte 

masses are concerned, they might be suffering from very strong 

feelings of hatred, resentment against thp system in this country? 

-=-= No doubt they do. » | . 

You can always compare them to dry wood, the - 

country being littered with dry wood?-—-’Dry wood? 

Yes, dry grass for that matter. Wouldn't you 

agree?--- I don't know whzt reference . Do yofi-mean..? 

The pass laws?--- In other words, if'a match 

was put to the dry wood or the dry grass it could... 

Yeg?=-= I don't know that the analogy is really 

there. What I would like to tell His Worship is that strike 

action for instance, industrial action as it is called,here, 

is the sort of action that is taken the world over. Workers 

are entitled to strike for higher wages, for better condi- 

tions, and very of ten when this sort of -action is taken, and 

I am now not talking about South .ifrica, I am now talking 

about other countries. Take England for instance, theré have 

ben clashes with the police. In that form, yes, they have 

been violent. DPeople have been hurt, Nevertheless, in the 

process workers have won higher wages and better conditions. 

That is what I woudd call a normal part of a struggle, a normal 

Trade Union activity. 

That may be, but..?--- That is the sort of thing 

that has ‘happened hére too. % 

- Yes, but are you in favour of a type of strugglew 

which achieves a measure of success on this limited issue. . 

snother bit of success on another issue, and another bit of 

success on another issue,or are you in favour of the type of 

/action...
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action which this author envisages may start with strike -action 

in one factory but gradwlly develops into a country wide thing 

which the authoritics can't subdue?--- I don't knqfi One type 

of action, he may be talking here for instance of Trade Union 

action. That it may start in one factory, 1t\may go to another 

factory. 

Yes, but remember now ,our view is that the 

whole liberatory struggle must aim at the ul{imate achievementsb 

of full democracy in South .frica?--- Yes. 

and that full democracy can only be aéhieved in 

South Jifrica by the overthrow of the present system?--- By the 

replacement of the system, by a more diplomatic form of government,f 

that is correct. 

Yes, and limited confessions that you ®obtain here 

and there of ... rize and wages won't solve the problem?--- No, 

I agree with you, I agree that it is necessary either for the 

present Government to change it's race policy or for the presen% 

Government to be replaced by a Government which would be a 

democratic type of Government, which would -give the franchise 

to all the people in the country, that is what I‘strugglé for. 

Yes, but the Congress of Democrats used to put : 

out this type of policy statement,if I can refresh your memory. 

They used to say that you must not concentrate only on one 

issue. You must always link that issue with the ultimate ob- 

jective?=---~ The ultimate objective béing the achievement of 

the Freedom Charter. 

Yes. In other words, you must always try - aim 

at the achievement of the full democracy?--- Yes, that is cor- 

rect, full democracy. 

If you aggitate against Bantu(fdggggggg{, you 

mustn't regard that as a means of - as an aimin itself. You 

/must. ..
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must..?--- Yes, Bantu education is only one aspect of - 

legislation passed in this country, #Eat is perfectly cor- 

rect. : 

So that eve{y biQ\?f activity must always be 

joined with the ultimate goal, namely full democracy?--- Ygs. 

Lnd in that respect I suggest that what this 

author said here was something % ich fitted the polic,; of 

the Congress of Democrats, and which also express or reflect 

your views?--- But again it is a qu stion of how you interpret 

it. I have not interpreted it that way. 

THE COURT ..DJOURNS. 

THE COURT RESUM:S - .PPEAR/NCES AS BEFORE. 

ESTHCR BARSEL,(.till under her formcr oath): 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY THE ST.TS PROSECUTOR (CONTD.): 

What I was putting to you before the adjournment 

was that there was a grave risk in dealing with this inflam- 

majgle mass, or with the inflammable masses in this country?--- 

I don't know,... 

Let me give you a few more ecxamples. Do you re- 

member the time when the Bantu education campaign was launched? 

When people were saying that the Bantu education ... aimed at 

keeping the non-Whites in a state of pcrpesual slavery and so on? 

--- Yes, 

4And there was a general aggitation throughout the 

country that the Bantu schools should be boycotted?--- Yes. 

~ And the upshot vas that pumercus Bantu schobls 

were burnt down? --- Bantu schools were burnt down? 

Yes?- I don't remember that. It is possible. 

People were going too far?--- I don't remember that. 

No, butwhat I mean is did you hear of the schools 

that were burnt down? --- No, I can 't say that I remember it. 

P L VO
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Yes, but you can take it from me thzt schools were 

burnt down, and I take it that was not in agcqfdancg with the 

policy of the Congress Movement, was it, that/schools should 

be destroyed. Public bulldlngs should be damaged?--- I remember 

the time “that Bantu educaticn became & 1 \éw I remember personal- 

ly opposing it. I would like to say that education to me is 

education. I don't see... / 

No, I am not concerned with the merits of the 

edu - that system now, I am concerned with the action of the‘ 

non-Whites?--- Wecll 2gain, if that was done, and I take it 

‘as you say it was, it was something that the A.N.C. had decided! 

to do. 

Yes, but was it the ..N.C. who told these people 

to burn down sehools?--- I have no idea. I have no idea at all. 

Because I am suggesting to you that once you start 

aggitating amongst the masses, once you start getting them moving 

in a certain dircction, you are running a serious risk of their 

overstepping the mark, and doing much moie than you require of 

them?--- I should imagine one always would run that risk, yes. 
The same with the pass laws, when you staft tel- 

ling them fo burn the passes, they might go to the other extreme 

znd start to>run riots?--- Ixcept that I have explained that 

in movements thioughout the world, I am not taking South Afrca 

as a specific example, when there is any sort of objection or 

cempaign run against certain laws, or against certain ections, 

by a particualr Government, orif one takes Trade Unicn .activity 

I think I mage it perfectly clear that in a country like : - 

Britain for instance,where the workers drive all the time, where 

the Trade Unions irive for higher wages, for better working 

conditions, it is always possible that a clash.with the police 

can take place and has taken place, and that is the only 

/explanation...
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explanation I ¢can give. 

Yez but now if you support a campéigfi against 

passes in South Lfrica, you tell the non-Whites that thcy must 

not carry passes, then don't you feel morallx\responsible forl 

outbreaks of vioclence and ...? === I_cbfltéiniy didn't tell 

the non-White people, I am sorry. 

No, I am spcaking now of the Mgvement as a whole, 

would you think that the Movement as a whole shoul@ accept the 

measure of moral reponsibility for the results of CQmpaigns 

whith they have supported? --- That is difficult to say. I 

should imagine that before a campaign is embarked upon it 

is thoroughly discussed, its merits, its demeérits, and so on, 

and as far as I am concerned +that any czmpaign the L.N.C. 

nas embarked upon during the time that it was a legal organi- 

zation was.certainly not with the intention of causing any 

sort of flarc up. I agree with you that it has happened that 

there have been flare ups. 

Yes, but now all I am cohcerned with is that 

you wouldn't feel morally that you were responsible in some 

measure for flaro ups?--- Well, then tke altcrnative would be 

to do nothing. 

Yes, you are right?--- Which ¥ don't agree. 

Yes, so therefore you.are in favour of the flare 

ups?=-- I am not in favour of the flar. ups. I think that 

it is a te:rible thing when it does happen. 

But you —.do you agree with me that the organi- 

zation which launches campaigns which rcsult in flarc ups 

must take the blame for those results?--- Wegll again, I can 

only put forward the cxample that I have put forward before. 

"If Trade Union actions for instance or an anti-pass campaign 

for instance is embarked upon, it is sincerely embarked upon 

/no%, ..



Belt 228/JvS. 2478 LCCUSED 4. 

not with the idea of causing flare ups, but it does yappeq 

in a struggle, in any sort of struggle for any sort/of rights, 

that the possibility does exist, but one hopes that it can 

be avoided. i b 

On page 4 the second paragraph I want to 

.put to you - still that"RayoluMionary way out,z,Exhibit 6. 

The sccond paragraph?--- The one we dealt with earlier? 

Yes?--- The onc in heavy type? 

I don't think we hzve dealt with thzt ohe. 

Actually I want to take you to page 37 -- Yes. 

The heavily typed paragraph which reads "The 

minoxnty hbwever he:vily armed cannot prevail over the great 

majority of the people when the majority i- organized, 

determined and clear in its purpose. Every new act of 

tyranpy and oppression by the Government calls forth acts 

of revolutionary protest and resistance by the masses. 

Offen such acts may be unplanned, desperate and unsuccess- 

ful. They may be answered by hesvy and coétly reprizes, 

but in the process the forces of liberation are beifig forged. 

They are becoming more steeled in their determination, they 

are building effective and indestructable organizations. 

They are achieving ever greater clarity of purpoée and 

direction." I take it you don't object to that paragraph? 

-—- 1 don't know, 

Where it says that a minority although 

heavily armed cannot *prevaii over the great majority of 

people when the majority is organized? --- Yes. 

And that every new act of tyranny an oppression 

calls forth acts of revolufiunary protest and resistance by 

the masses?--- Well, I wander what revolutiponary protest 

and rcsistance by the ma sses means here. 

/HOW.. .
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How do you understand it?--- I am hot sure. I am 

not at all sure. Revolutimnary protest can mean a peaceful 

protest, I think. 

4And the resistance by the masses?--- Resistance 

by the masses.can be by  peaceful meagf. 

How do you resist by peaceful means?--- By non 

colleboration for instance. By condemning various acts of 

the Government, by saying that pass faws is bad for instance, 

that Bantu education is bad, and so on. That I would callra re- . 

sistance to laws'in this country. 4 

Yes. Then we go on to the ncxt paragraph,"Th% 

violent clashcs which have occurred in tic Cape and elsewhere 

are signs of the growing revolutinnary upheavel in our country?" 

--- I don't know what they refer to here. 

Well, I think the meaning of the word "revolution" 

will become clear to you later on, but in the meantime..?--- 

Is thzt the Pogo operation? It goes on to say the so-called 

Pogo operations? 

Yeses So that one-can take the Poqgo operations 

as an indication of the growing revolutionary upheavel in the 

country? --- Is that what t.is says? 

I am asking you? It says "The violent clashes 

which have occurred in the Cape are sigps of the grewing revolu- 

tionary upheavel." Equating Y;olent clashes with the growing 

revolutivnary upheavel? --- Except that I'havc never - I take. 

it that Pogo is part of P.4:C% 

Yes?--- I have nev r considered the Pan Africanist 

Congress... 

No, don't let's get confused. I am merely con- 

cerned here with the violent clashes, the violent cutbreaks 

in the Cape?--- Yes, there have been such outbreaks. 

Yes, and the paper says here that they are 

/signs...
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signs of a growing revolutionary upheavel?--- No, I wouifln't 

agree with that. : 

It is the first paragraph, the firdt sentence?--- 

Yes, I don't agree with it. 

You say you don't agree that they are the first 

signs or they are signs...?--- I do zgree that there have bcen 

variocus aets of terrorism. S 

Yes, but -don't you agree that they are signs of a 

revolutionary spirit in the country?--- No, not ngcessarily. 

If you look at the next paragraph "from these 

defeats the people are drawing the conclusion not that resis- 

tance is futile, but that it should be planned purposeful and 

pdncipled?" --- I agree that it should be planned purposeful 

and principled, yes. 

iAnd it goes on: "The leaders of the ifrican 

Liberation Movement have not merely taken 2z negative or critical 

attitude towards the Poqo type outbreaks. They have dckaaadugt ;i d 

that exclusively non-violcent methods are no longer of use?" —-- 

Yes, that is the Pan .fricanist Congréss have acknowledged. 

That is how I understand it. ‘ 

Yes? --- Yes, I agree with that. 

But the next paragraph "Such stafements and the 

increasing activities of Umkonto itself show that the .frican 

people and the leaders are rapidly absorbing}ggssons of the 

abortive Poqo outbreaks. That they understand the duty of 

experienced and responsible leaders; that they do not in 

any way seek to dampen or discourage}gzvolutionary spirit 

abroad among the youth, the workcrs and the peasants and tfie 

oppressed people zenerally, Instead, they aim to harness that 

spirit not to reckless adventure, but to effective planned 

‘action. Only such a dynamie and militant policy can avoid 

/repctition..
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repetition of fruitless acts of violence instigated by 

desperate organizations of the Pogo type." Now in this 

lparagraph he also suggests that the revoluticnary sfiir&t 

amongst the masseq_should not be cdampencd, but it should 

be controlled, it should be ltempesed for more é{gective 

planned action?" --- For more effective panned acfion, yeSs. 

I see in this paragraph here that it;eondémns the terrorism 

of acts performed by the Pan Africanist . - in f;ct, the 

State by Poqgo. 

Yes, we go on to page 4. The top:.of the'pége, 

which is also in thick type. "Another important lesson which 

the oppressed people are fast learning from the present is 

the present crucial phase of our history is that every at- 

tempt to redress or rectify a local or partial.grievance 

is necessarily connected with and can only?ion by the 

defeat of the Nationalist Government itself, and the ending 

of white minority rules. Where every pprotest and every demand 

is 1it merely by bloody suppressicn by the State;it - 

becomes clear to one section of the people after another 

that the State itself is tihe obstmcle to any sort of advance 

and that no sort of happy or tolerable future is possible 

without removal of this tyrannical State and its replficement 

by one which embodies the will of the majority of the people." 

Do you agree with that?--- I agree with it to the extent where 

it says that its replacement by one - it talks of the State 

beng replaced by one which embodies the will of the majority 

of the people. . 

Yes?--- I ccrtainly agree with that. 

The whole object being the removal of the State 

and it's replacement'by one‘embodying the majority will of the 

people?--- . replacement or a change of heart, I would say. 

Yes. Now in the next paragraph it analyses this 

/Very.... 
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what they mean by strike back . 3 

.Well, any sort of resistance, any kind of;resistanoq? 

i Resistance, you mean demonstrationgy you mean petitflzns, that 

sort of thing? 

Yes?—-- Yes, I agrae. \\\ 

This publication.of pamphlets does n.t condemn the 

outbreaks of violence. What it does condemn is the issolated 

outbreaks of violence?--- Yes, it would appear sg. 

The type of unorganized rioting or terrorism 

of the Pogu type ..?--- They condemn herc. v 

: Yes, which enables the authorities to clamp down 

and root them out as it were?--- Yes. 

But this document seems to say is you must not 

dampen the revolutionary spirit, you must harness it and 

you must work for that nation wide uprize? --- But I would 

take that as a normal part of organization. 

Yes, but you sce, I think you will agree with 

me that the real difference which this author draws between 

the Pogqo type of activity and the Umkonto type is that 

the Poqo is a sort of unorganized wild act which s®&rves no 

purpose?--- Yes, I think so. 

But the type of activity which should be en- 

gaged in, that should be prepared for is that organized nation 

wide purposeful type of activity?--- I have no quarrel with 

you there. I think that it should be organized on a nation 

wide ¢« 

ond then it goes on to say that the best 

guarantee of the speedy victory of the South African revo- 

lution is that the seasoned and devoted leaders of the most 

representative and influential liberation organization, 

the Lfrican National Congress, have grasped the essentials 

£ags i's
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of this situation and courageously'advanceQ‘a correct policy?" 

- -- Yes, a correct policy of organization.f It does not.. 

‘ Yes. Ahd then it ends\gp by saying that in 

this hard task the .L.N.C. can count on i unqualified support . 

of our party and all its members?--- Yes, it says that. 

Now, on page 5 the passaige in thick type says: 

"Events are forcing the people into strugzle against the 

pass laws. They cannot do other than resist,-but unless 

the people see this resistance as a whole, as an inseperable 

part of the general struggle of the opprossed people for i 

freedom,serious mistskes may be made." The very point that 

I was putting to you?--- In other words, that the struggle 

as awhole should be taken into accofint? 

Yes?--- That no oae section should be taken in 

issolation without the general picture? 

Yes?--- Yes, I agree with that. 

"Gven though conditicns are‘desperate responsible 

leaders cannot merely follow the policies of desperate and 

impatient men who grow recless and clamber for any sort of 

action regardless of the consequences. Serious revolutionariecs 

cannot engage in desperate advehtures without thought to the 

future." === I would say not only seriods revolutionaries, 

but anybody who is engaged in tfie fight for democratic rights 

cannot engage in desperate adventures, or should not engage 

in desperate. adventures. 

I don't want to go through this lengthy docu- 

ment, but at the bottom of page 5 it says "Revolutionaries 

fight against and oppose such ideas and tactis,not because 

they are violent, but because they are wrong." That is again 

the Poqo type of activity of riots and %ggrqmpi?zigk can only 

lead to massive State retaliation." I ought to put to you 

that second half of the previous paragraph which says: 

: /Riots...
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"Riots and Pogroms." Just about 4 lines from the bot-tom 

of the second last paragraph?--- Where i# gpys "BiOts and 

Pogroms can only lead to massive State retaliation?" 

"And serious political set back for our cause 

and its prestige at home and abroad, apd the crushing defeat 

of the people." -- In other words, L would say that this 

means that whoever drew‘up'this docum%Pt had -n mind the 

condemnation of acts of terrorism? 

‘es, but merely the type of act which they . 

authorities can control?--- How do you mean?r 

Which they can stanp out?--- I think the authoritics 

to date have been able tv stamp out any form of violence that 

has arizen. I don't think that there has been any difficulty. 

Except that this pamphlet secms to envisage a 

situatién wner: the struggle develops on such a country wide 

level that the authoritics will be powerless? --- I can't see 

that myself. 

fell, anyhow,let's go on then. It says - at the 

bottom of page 5 it says: "Revolutionaric¢s fijht against and 

oppose such ideas and tactics not becausc tfiey are vioient, but 

because they are wrong, because they aren't principled, because 

they aim only to produce terror for thc sake of terror. People 

of this country will not roused to struggle by such actions 

which hold out no prospects of the averthréw of the state of 

oppression but only prospects of wide scalcd blood.... Instead. 

of, people will be driven into inactivity. The answer to 

Government terror is.ndt wild rioting, but organized and 

planned mass self-defence and resistance?" --- I don't quite 

know what is meant by this, "Mass self-defenrcc and resistance," 

Yes, but perhaps I should stop here for a while 

and - you will agree with me that in the time of the passes 

for women campaign?--- The anti-pass campaign? 

pa( T
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Yes. That very idea was also propagated, thdt you 

must not resort to issolated acts of resistancédwhich can easil; 

. be suppressed by the authorities?--- ch, but all thatm ans to 

me is that one looks at the picture as a/whole, that one doecsn't.. 

No, I don't know whether you follow my qucstion? 

--- No, perhaps I don't. 0N 

What the suggestion was is that you shouldn't 

resort to res{stance, say, in Lichtfnburg, which will 

enable the authoritis there and then to clamp down, arrest 

all the people who participated in the movement, arrest them, 

lock them up, and so put the whole resisténce campaign out of 

action then?--- I don't know. I think that if the women in 

Lictenburg felt very strongly sbout passes, which obviously 

they did, they took some action about it, and théy didn't 

consult with what was happening in the rest of the country, 

I think they are pcrfectly entitled tc do so. 

No, I don't think you under stand me. My question 

is this plainly and simply: The Federaticn of the S... Women 

used tc say to the people "Don% resort to resistance, acts of 

resistance in one ptacc at one time, but wait for a country 

wide organization when you can resist in'hundred and two- 

hunded different places at the same time, which will put the 

authorities in g dilemma?" --- I don't know that I agree with 

that theory at all. 

You A6R't%9=< I domte think fo. 

I sugzest to you that is just what this paragraph 

7 means?--- It may well mecan thzt, yes. 

Thét you start off, you must nog - well, I sug- 

gest the whole document up to page 7 ...7--- Well, I haven t 

read the whole document. I mean you are just taking out 

bits and pieces. 

Would you like t0 read it? --- Not particularly. 

/Becausel . 
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Because I will give you an opportunity if you 

wens $0? --- I find it extremely difficult. There are passages 

here that I really find difficult to understand. : 

' Yes, but what ...? --- To interpret. 

No, but in the light of our experence in the 

Congress Alliance?--- Yes. : < 

I suggest this is the iype of fund améntal principle 

in the tactics and methods of struggle which was constantly 

discussed ?--- You mean that there shouldn't be issolated acts? 

Yes, you musn't have issolated aéts, you nust 

have organized acts - at least organized efforts throughdut 

the country. You musn't just have ai%%i%‘qf outbreak shall 

we say, or an uprize in this location or in that one. Those 

are useless acts. They only produce State retalliation?--- 

But,in fact, it has happen:zd so often. I can quite understand 

that the Congress Movement wished to org:nize on a national basis. 

I don't find any fault with that. 

Yes, but now, you appoint leaders, don't you? --- 

They are appointed by the members, yes. 

Yes, now the idea is to organize the people in the 

various centres?--- Yes. 

4And then the idea is thst at a given time - at a 

given moment where the organization has become effective through- 

out the country instructions for resistance will be»given?--- 

You may be right, I wouldn't quarrel with you on that, but I 

would like to... 

No, but isn't that your understanding of the 

let say the western areas removal campaign?--- I would say 

that there is quite a differcnce between what one would like 

to see theoretically and -what actually happens practically. 

Practically we see issolated outbreaks here and there. 

No, but take the western areas removal scheme? 

— Yes. 

£20 «
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3 In 1954, There was country wile aggitation in - 

sup;orting the resistance against the western areas removal? . 

=== Yes ,was that the campaign that Rev.‘Huddleston WBSae. e 

Yeé, and the "D" date if I can callfiit, was / 

the’dafie of removal? --- "D" date? ’ 

4 Yes, when all the people, all the masses whoever 

they may be who were supporting the western areas r;Ebval, will 

do some or commit some positive action?--- I can't rcmember that 

any positive action was planned for that. / 

You don't know?--- Not that I know of, no, but 

,ou may be right. I don't know. 

Well, I don't undertand. If you werc in the 

Congress of‘Democrats, in the Congress illiance, that you 

would not have been told how the struggle was to develop, 

‘hat precisely, what fori it would takec precisely ? --- 1f 

I may say, I was an ordinary membér of the J‘ngresé of Demo=- 

crats. I never served on any of its comuittees apart from 

finance. I was never on any consultative level as far as 

the other congress:s are concerned,and I really must say 

that I don't know all thcse details. You may be quité cor- 

rect, I don't know, : 

You see, on page 8 - the fourth paragraph 

seems to support my view, and I am asking you whether you 

understand this parazgraph as representing thé outlook 

of the Congress illiance. "The struggles of rural peopie 

azainst local oppression and on a local basisucannot by 

itself bring about the collapse of the Bantu authoritics 

system. For this what is needed is a united nation wide 

fight by the people of the country and the towns together 

to overthrow ......but these local struggles are a starting 

point waich danfignite the S... revolution. They inspire 

the country and s:ow that the powcrful joint of apartheid 

can be rcsisted and checked where men are ready organized 

/and..
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and united, and where ther ins fight back. Today the Nationalist 

Government has a zreat advantage in arms, and the organized State 

machlne, but the poonle are stronger in numbcrs,end eonviction 

in the rightness of their czause, 1n*h=course of struggle they 

will gain also the organizaticn that is necsssary for victory." 

There the same view is expressed that local struggles can be - 

come the startlnb point for the ignition of the S..i. RevoifitlonO 

--=- Yes, but this is a Communlst.Party document I understand. , 

Yecs, I know. But I was tring to suggest to you 

all morning that you have reachel the stagc in the struggle 

in this country where therc is practically no deviding line 

between the Congress slliance and the Communist Party? --- 1 

certainly reject %bat suggestion. 

Well, now, will you then tecll me where =what is 

the difference 'between the Congress Alliance =nd the Communist 

Party? --- I can only say what the Congress Movement stood for. 

It stood for the achievarmawmtof the Freedom Charter. And in standing 

for'thg achievement of the Freedom Charter it had as its objective 

the enfranchisement of 211 South ;fricafis. That was its primary 

aim, plus all the other agspcects of the Frezdom Charter. ‘ 

But doesn't the prozramme of the Communist Iafty also 

csay that?--- Yes, it does. You have said so h.re, and somcbody 

else has confirmed, and I'have seen it in the programme. To that 

extent it is correct that the Communist Party and the C5ngress 

~lliance had the same object. The Communist Party as far as I 

can understand gocs a 1ot further, but I know so little about it, 

th>t Iwould hessitatc to give you an opinion. .s far as the 

Congress 4lliance is concerned, of waich I certainly have knowlec.ige, 

I would like to say thet it is made up of all sorts of people. 

It is not concerned with workers only. It's leaders, the leadcrs 

of the Aifrican Yational Congress, were composed of Chief Lethuli, 

/profcssional... 
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professional men, intellectuals and business men. Those were. 

the lcaders of the .frican National Congress. I am .ngt denying 

that in its ranks it had workers, but as far as the wérkers 

'were concerned their organizaticn was the South African Congress 

;f Trade Unions, with which I was necver really\gésaiated. 

No, but how do you bring thisinto the difference 

vzoween the Communist Party and the Gngress Lll%ance? —-—= le 

.Galt on Friday with the dictatorship of thc proletariate, and 

I s2id I didn't agree with it., Thec Congrcss Movcment has_ no 

fucn purpose or no such lines. The Congrcss Movement is a fairly 

loocc organization, as I say, composcd of all 1ifferent scciions 

population, and in dcaling :ith thz frican National Con- 

grees, 1 am saying ,that it's leaders, and I don't think that 

we dis~agree on this, tiat it's lecadcrs wer: people who were 

profcssional men, who were intellectuals, and traders. I am 

20t against private enterprize when the franchise has been won. 

No, bugéfitam suggesti..g to you is this: That in 

so far as both the Communist Party and the Congr.ss Alliance 

+im at the achievcement of full democracy, tbérr ié no differencc? 

~-- It would .appear to be... ' 

In so far as they both support the Freedom Charter? 

~-—-— Lpparently there is no... 

In so far as both bodies support the extra parliamen- 

tarv type of action to achicve s changc of‘éng?ngiE%}--- 3 

¢iculd imagine that the Communist Party would co-operatc. 

In so far as they both support the liberation 

movo*cnf;w¥§fffid1¢ually both integral parts of the liberation 

novement?--- But I have unierstood from the cvidence in this 

Jourt that the Communist Party wants to go very much furthor 

than thate 

But that is aftcr the first revolution, yes? —-- 

/Well...
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Well, I am concerned with thebbjectives of the Congréss Movement. : 

Yes. You say therc is.a differsnce befween'me 

Communist Party and the Congress Alliance 6nyg in so far as the 

objectives after the Freedom Charter..? --- I don't know. I have 

heard evidence in this-Court, and 1 havg seen it in the programme, 

that the Communist Rrty sup_ortsthe Fréedom Charter. s 

Yes} -- VWell, if it says so, I suppose i% does., 

Yes, now the vital thing:goncern of the whole 

Congress alliance and the Communist Party today is the over- 

throw of the prescent system and the obtainmen%-of p s 3 il K uni—\ 

versal franchise? --- You arc putting it very stongly.. I | 

don't know whether it necces:arily nceds to be overthrown 

change, yes. 

Let's stick tc the word. changce. Now both - 

I say it is a matter of vital concern to both bodies that 

the present sgtem should be changed?--- It would seem sO 

from the evidence I have heard, ycs. 

4nd the -:al difference between the two will 

arize %figlpresent change has been gchieved?--- You may be 

right, yes. 

In regard to the road which will be followed 

after that?--- it seems SO0, yes. 

The Communist  Party might be strong enough , 

might be persuasive enough to induce the whole Congress 

Llliance to follow suit?--- To follow suit? 

To follow in the direction of socialism, why 

not?--- The whole Congress .Llliance? 

Yeg?--- That is’'not for me to say. That qfiestiwn 

can only, surely, bec answered when there is full democracy in 

South .frican. 

That question is really academic at this stage? 

-—- It is academic, I would say sO, yes. 

o § TS
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Lt the present staze the main concern is a change? 

--- The achievement of the Freedom Charter. 

Yes, and in so far as this change must be effected 

there is really no deviding line betwecn the Congress Alliance 

and the Communist Party?--- Well, as I said, it would appear 

from the evidencémgiven here tha;\there isn't. On the other . 

kand, I wonder if there isn't pcrhaps a difference of method .. 

Of method ?--- Yes, pof how to achieve. 

Ls fa} as mcthod is concerned I suggest there is 

no difference either?--- I don't know. 

Because both bodies have committed themselves to 

extra parliamentary forms of actioi?=--- Extrz parliamenta;y, yese 

Yes, I mcan you don't suggest that the Communist 

Party was trying to get representation in Parliament? --- I 

suppose if it could it would. 

It s out of the questicn. So that all of them 

are united in so far as they have to confine themselves to 

extra parliamentary action?--- Yas,. 

So then when I take if even the Congriss lLlliance 

in saying, or would have said that it wasin favour,of peaceful 

chang-over?--- That it is what? 

In favour of a peaceful change-over?--- The Congress 

illiance? 

Yes? --- If it said it was in favour? 

Yes?--- Which, in fact, it did. 

It did say so? -=-- Ycs. 

But if conditions forced other solutions and 

other methods of struggle onto it, it wouldn't have had any 

alternatiye but to rescrt to them?--- I would say again 

it is an academic question. If has in my mind not yet arizen. 

We are concerned now purely with the type of 

method which theory really thesc bodies accepted?--- Which 

method of change? 

/Yes. .
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Yos? si- MSON Bathos A achieving the objects 

of -the Freedom Charter? & ‘ 

Yes? --- I don't know what the A.N.C.'s policy 

today is in that relation. v 

‘What happened in the Rivondia trial?--- Yes, but 
people who stood trial in the Rivonia trial were not convic- 

ted because they were members of the Lf;ican National Congress. 

No, but weren't they non-Whites, people who were 

members of the L.N.C.? ==~ Yes, when the _.frican National Copgress  
r 

was legal, they were members of the L.N.C. 

ind weren't they committing those acts in their j 

capacity as office bearers or officials of the L.N:G.? ~—— That 

is not how I undcrstood it., 

How did you understand it?--- Well, I understood 

from what happencd at the Rivonia Trial - you are now talking 

about Umkonto, I presume? 

Yes? -=- That Umkonto had nothing to do with 

L.N.C. as such. : 

Do you mean that Umkdnto Waé a.separate body? 

--- That is how I understood -t, yes. 

Scparate from the L.N.C.? --- Separde from the 

AJN.C. 

But thec A.N.C. leaders were connected with it? 

--- Nelson Mandela and walter Sisulu were leaders of the 

African National Congress while it was legal. 

4nd the others too, I think all the others, 

all the non-Whites?--- I don't know the others. I have met 

Walter Sisulu and I have met Nelson Mandelé. 

Yes, but as far as method, if one accepts that 

the 4.N.C. leaders had cxpressed themselves in favour of sabo- 

tage?--- But you see again we are perhaps talking at cross 

/purpescs. ..
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purposes, they didn't. Chief Sithuli is also a leader of the 

African National Coagress: o ; : 

Yos, let's talk about Mandela, what did he say 

in 19612 -=-- Was that the time when he celled for a national 

convention? = B 

Yes? --- I can't remember all the things hé said, 

but I certainly support a nafi}onal convention. 

But didn't he say then that the Government was 

forcing the usc of violent methode, violent forms of strfiggl& 

onto the people?--- I don't rememb;r that. You may be right. 

Yes, but I want tc suggest to you, to ¢ut a long 

argument shoft, that both the Congress .liliance and the Com- 

munist Party favour the same -type of method? --- I can only" 

talk of my cxperence when I‘worked in the Congress of 

Democrats, and at the timc that I worked in the Congrecss 

of Democrats emphasis was always placed on pecaceful means. 

You see on page 9 on this same docviacnt, 

the second last paragraph the document: says the following: 

"Gertainly therc is a large area of agreement betwe.n 

the Communist Party and the A.N.C.‘on policy énd strategy." 

--- Ycs, the Cormunist Party is sayingit. 

"Phis is certainly not because either organiza- 

tion controls the other, it is’because like the A.N.C. we are 

the S.AL.C.P. As stated-in our programme regard as our im- 

mediate and formost task a united front of national lifleration 

to destroy White domination and achieve a nzational democratic 

revolution,.whose main content will be & national liberation 

of the .frican people. It is not remarkabie that the policy 

of our party shoul’l coincide with the aims and aspirations 

of the majority of the people anl their organizations. 

Indeed, this is a tributc to the correctnecss of Marxist/Leninist. 

/theory...
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- theory and its application by our Party to the realities of 

the South .frican situation?" --- Yes. ' : 

. You see, that is why I sa& fihere is n6 difference 

~really on questions of policy, strategy between the Communist 

Party and the whole.liberation movemsnt, Congress Alliance? --- 

I say again with the immediate objective of attaining the ob- ° 

ject of the Frecdom Charter. That is all I can say. To that 

extent,as I have heard in Court,the 6ommunist Party supports 

the Congress Movement, and as I said earlicr the Congress 

Movement called for support from all sectidfis of the pobuia- 

tion, the Nationel Convention which Mr. lMandela called for, 

Can I put a hypothetical qfiustion to you? 

If 211 these Congress Movements or bodies, sections of the 

Congress Movement were banned, but the only body today, the 

present set-up in South Africa were allowed to function openly? 

-—-= Which organizstion is that? 

The Communist Party wera to be allowed today to 

function openly, but all the other bodies werc sypressed, 

obanned by the Government, and om the basis of your being in 

favour of the Freedom Chart:sr, would you have any objections 

to supporting the Communist Party?--- With respect, it is such 

a hypothetical question, and highly unlikely tc¢ arize. 

: Yes, but why wouldn't you - purcly on the remote 

possibility, why wouldn't you support the Communist Party if 

it were allowed to function openly and as you know it to have ° 

endorsed the Freedom Cherter?-—-- .s I said before, it is such 

a hypothetical question. It is highly unlikely that the Com- 

munist Party, which from the cvidence I have heard here, is 

an extreme organization. 

Yes, that is not the question?--- May T finish 

my answer please? 

That is not the question?--- May I just finish it? 

/That... 
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That the Communist Party would be legal and the African Nation?l 

Congress with a far broader policy should be illegal. I mjust' 

can't see that happening, but I am qgite prepared to-answer : 

your question. It is, as I sgy, sométhing fifiat 5 find 80 

hypothetical and so Lunlikely that if that were the case, I 

still would not join the Communist Par&{. 

Why not?--- Because I don't agree with the 

Communist Party. 

But in so far as the Comm#nist Party was in 

favour of the Freedom Charter, in favour of a full democracy, 

why wouldn't you support it? --- Because it gqes too far for: 

_ me. 

Then after the full democracy...?--- My views 

g0 up to the Freedom Charter, the achievement: of it . I don't 

support'the other policies of the Communist Party. 

But why wouldn't you be prepared to support 

the Communist Party up to the stage when the Freedom Charter 

is +..?=--- No, beczuse it would in?oive me agreeing with all 

the other things thet the Communist Party standsfor. I can 

understand the situation where the Communist Party becomes 

a part of Congress /[lliance, assuming thatall the organizations 

are legal. I can unde:stand that, but I cannot possibly 3 ee 

the reverse happening. 

"I think we can round off our discussion of 

this document where it says that the only-way out of the 

misery and bloodshed of Nationaiist rule and White domina- 

tion is the rcvolutio:ary way out." On the last page, 

practically the sccénd last paragraph, page 117 --- Would 

you read it again, please? 

That last chapter "Forward to victory," 

this document sets out numbers of action, struggle, getting 

mor< bitter and bloody and fresh outbreaks of sabotage 

and violence will develop into full scale civil war beginning 

/with...


