
ings c a l l e d fo r a new Nat iona l Con
v e n t i o n . 

The demand from the Claremont Con
ference was speci f ica l ly for a "sov
e re ign" National Convention, in o the r 
words for a law-making body. This i s 
a completely s e n s i b l e aim. How e l s e 
are c o n f l i c t i n g i n t e r e s t s i n South 
Africa t o r e s o l v e t h e i r d i f f e rences 
in peace in the'long run i f i t i s not 
by s i t t i n g down, N a t i o n a l i s t s and 
a l l , a t a nex̂ r Nat ional Convention? 

Never the less there i s a l a r g e body 
of a n t i - N a t i o n a l i s t opinion which 
would recognize a nextf Nat ional Con
v e n t i o n as a wonderful ideal , but -which 
would not, a t t h i s moment, be prepared 
t o a t t end something x^rhich c o u l d b e 
regarded as a revolutionary chal lenge 
t o the Government. 

SOUTH WEST AFRICA 

Liberal Opinion has criticized the United 
Nat ions Committee on South West Africa 
be fo re , and i t does so a g a i n , t h i s 
time f o r the exaggerated p i c t u r e of 
cond i t i ons in the t e r r i to ry conta ined 
in i t s report t o the Trusteeship Com
m i t t e e of the General Assembly. 

I t s exaggeration gave Mr. Louw j u s t 
the chance he needed to put up some 
defence aga ins t the Committee's i n 
dictment and to appear as the in ju red 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of a badly-done-by Go
vernment. Why did the Committee have 
to do t h i s ? Conditions i n South West 
a re bad enough not to need exagger
a t i o n . All one need do i s quote f a c t s , 
and apartheid i s shown up for what i t i s . 

We wish the South African Govern
ment's overseas c r i t i c s would s t i c k 
s t r i c t l y to the f a c t s . I t x^ould make 
our job in Sou th Africa j u s t t h a t 
much e a s i e r . 

The Claremont Conference went some 
way to meet t h i s view by proposing 
a p re l imina ry n a t i o n a l c o n f e r e n c e 
of a l l those in teres ted in t he Con
ven t ion movement. This, su r e ly , i s 
the f i r s t practical, and urgen t , step 
t o be taken? To be e f f e c t i v e t h i s 
conference must be w i a e l y r e p r e s 
e n t a t i v e . To ensure t h i s i t s terms 
of r e f e rence must not be such as t o 
f r i gh t en off p o t e n t i a l suppor t . 

From i t may then come the beg in
nings of a p r e s s u r e g r o u p and a 
movement xfhose demands for a new 
dea l , thrashed out a t a new Nat ion
a l Convention, the a u t h o r i t i e s w i l l 
even tua l ly have to meet. Such a mo
vement would be something behind which 
every n o n - r a c i a l i s t could throx^ h i s 
f u l l weight* 

DR. VERWOERD AND THE JEWS 

South Africa nas few f r i ends i n the 
wor ld . Israel is no longer one of them. 
F i r s t apa r the id forced h e r to tu rn 
her back on S.A. a t UNO, ncm Dr. Ver-
woerd has done h i s b e s t to see t h a t 
she does not t u r n back a g a i n . 

In a l e t t e r to a Mr. Eas t in Cape 
Town, Dr.V. dropped a fextf dark h i n t s 
•about the Jews. Perhaps Mr. East should 
not have revealed the c o n t e n t s , but 
he has and i t s threatening undertones are 
now known. We object to them s t r o n g l y . 

Since then the Prime Min i s t e r has 
t r i e d t o reassure locaL Jews. We hqoe 
t h a t he means what he says . His r e 
ac t i on to I s r a e l ' s UM) vo te was r e 
miniscent of Mr. Louxtf's pe tu lance i n 
the face of c r i t i c i s m . I s t h i s not 
a s ign t h a t he too i s beginning t o 
f e e l the s t r a i n under x^hich the«apos-
t l e s of apa r the id labour on their im
pos s ib l e attempt to se l l an inde fens 
i b l e p o l i c y to a h o s t i l e xrorld? 
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