
is greater than it has eve r been. It is there tore
no time lor those 01 us who have a real sense
of patriotic duty to withdr aw from our position.

COURAGE AND HOPE

The Liberal Pmty is therefore not going to
be d issolved. We are g oing to continu e with
coura ge and hope. Our mai n task is obviously
educatic n, but we are not going to close the
door to contesting Parlia me ntary elections the
minute we are in a position to do so. We
know deep in our hearts that we are not using
or desirous 01 using subversive methods or
sabotage, as we a lso kno w that ou r colleagues
who have been banned s tood lour-square for
constitu tiona l and peaceful me thods. If we
a re banned , let it b e , as it will be, a tyrannica l
act of governm ent. Le t it not be due to a ny
thing in our own conduct which could con
ceiva bly render banning jus tified.

We must meet and discuss ne w techniques.
They w ill obviously have to d o with methods
01 ed uca ting public opinion. It may be that
we sholl have to concentrate on liberal doc
trines and principles and less on the Liberal
Party as such. We have a real obligation laid
upon us 10 g et across to our fellow cit izens the
principles for which we stand. We believe
the m to be jus t, we also believe them to be in
the best political int erests of South Africa from
the long term poi n t of view. Let us tak e hecrt
of g race, determined to keep our subscriptions
paid up and our activitie s greater than ever
belore. Let us also be flexible enough to seek
new methods and new ways of making our
influence felt.

This is ou r position in the year 1956, a t
the lowest eb b of our fortun es. It mig ht help
us 10 rem ember the words 01 Ma rsh a l foch in
a simila r time of darkness : "My cen tre is
cru mbling , my left wing is begi nning to re 
treat, my right wing is ou t-flank ed. I advance .'

EDGAR BROOKES.
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0.0.1.
Since Mr. Smith declared his illegal ind e

pendence on November 11th the Rhodesian
situation has changed a lmost daily, and it may
be q uite different on the day when th is article
is read to what it was on the day it wcs
written.

As the New Year started there was a feel
ing in the air that what had g one belore wc s
no more tha n preliminary skirmishing, backed
up b y a slow and largely invis ible b uild -up 0:
Mr. Wilson 's economic weapons. Sanctions
had not yet ha d an opportunity to make them
selves rea lly felt and Mr. Smith 's supporters
were able 10 ignore the futur e, drown the ir
unea sy leers a bou t it in the Christmas spiri t
a nd put all un til tomorrow thoughts which did
not bear thinking today.

1966 is that tomorrow and, wha tever other
uncertainties it may hold, th ere is one thing
about it which is quite certain. Before the year
is oul Mr. Smith will either be toppled or be
very near to doi ng so, or he will have survived
and Western influence in Africa will ha ve suf
fered a set-back from wh ich it may never
recover. And not only the West. Ncn-rcciclism
in Africa, too , will have been driven des
perately on the defensive. The LagOS Prime
Min isters' conference had wisely given Mr.
Wilson time in which to make his sanctions
policy work, but if it has not wor ked by July,
any thing can happen.

SOUTH AnDCAN REACTIONS

South African politica l reoctions to UDJ
have been mor e than interesting . Dr. Verwoerd
con tinues 10 be extremely cautious and prob
a bly delibera tely confusing . Sir de Vil1iers
Graaff is all for Smith. No doubt he hopes
tha t wh ite South Africa 's obvious emotional
involvement w ith its Rhod esia n "kith and kin",
a nd the fact that only he has com e out in open
support of them, will b ring him votes a nd seats
in the General Election. We think he will be
disappointed. The Prcqreesivea have adopted
a line that " this is no a ffair of ours and we
must keep out of it or we may g et caught up
in the backwash". It is rumoured that they are
g ravely spli t over UDf, many of the ir sup
porters wa n ting all..out support of Mr. Sm ith
as, clearly, d o many 01 Dr. Verwcerd'e.
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The Libera l Party ha s n o prob lem a bout
Mr. Smith. The sooner he collapses the better.
As Alar, Paton said in his pub lic sta tement
w hen UDr wa s a nn ounced, one of the inevit
a b le consequences of Mr. Sm ith 's illegal
seizure of power would be a steady drift to
wards an authoritarian state on the South
African model. White Rhodesia would daily
become more like white South Africa. And so
it has been. Mr. Smith had enough arb itrary
powers to frighten most people long before
November l lt h. He added to them b y d eclar
ing a state of emergency and proceeding to
unprison some of his more outspo ken
opponents without trial. He ha s set ou t to
keep Rhod esians as ignorant as possible of
what is building up a gainst them b y imposing
a censorship Icr more rigid than a nything
Sou th Africa has yet experienced. None of
this wa s unexpected . What ha s been interest 
ing is the ease with which the Smith Gove rn 
men t has slipped in to the a tti tud es and cl iches
of every o ther d icta torship . It has put on th e
mantle of injur ed innocence e nd set about
blaming everyone else lor al l that its own
actions ha ve preci pita ted . One is reminded of
Hitler and the Czechs and the Poles, who stood
ou t so provocatively against German aspira
tions, that he ha d no cour se left but to a ttack
them. Mr. Sm ith is no Hitler, b u t he ha s cer
tainly learnt som e lessons from him, and it is
worth remind ing ourselves tha t it was Mr.
Sm ith and n obody else who declared inde 
pend ence a nd that he d id so with full know
led ge of the consequences. It is a lso worth
remind ing ourselves that he had no need at all
to do so. Looked a t Irom the most cynical
point of view he could probably ha ve stall ed
on the ext ension of African rig hts in Rhodesia
for years without a nyone be ing sufficiently
provoked to do a nything effective a bou t it.

RESENTMENT

However, Smith chose UDI, and he must
now fa ce the consequences. If he d id not
kno w that b y UDI he would affront every single
th inking Africa n on the continen t, and bu ild
up a resentment that would not be s tilled
until he wa s b rought d ow n, the n he wa s very
badly info rmed. The truth of the matter is
that, since UDI, Mr. Smith ha s no long term
future in AfrICO at a ll. If he survives sanct ions
he may last awhile , but at wh a t cost ? He
need not think that Ma o Tse Tung will leave
him in peace. Sooner or la te r, if sanctions
fail, Rhodesia's border with Zambia wi ll be-
llBERAl OPINION MARCH, 1966

come a guerilla fron tier . . . a n d the g uerillas
will have Chinese train ing, they will have
Chinese weapons , and they will have Chinese
ideas. And Mr. Sm ith will be able to do very
little a bout the m, for if he dares try to ta ke
coun ter-measures a cross the Zambian border
he will ha ve the whole world about his ears.

The prospect, if sanct ions fa il, is that the
whole of Bla ck Africa will have been driven
right ou t of the Western orbit and into the
Ch inese and hopes for the deve lopmen t of
fully n on-racia l communities in Africa wi ll
have suffe red gravely. For China does no t
hes itate to p unt the ra cia l line, a nd why should
sh e hesitate to do so when Mr. Smith wi ll have
p repared such fru itful ground for her ? On the
other hand, if sanct ions work, the West wi ll
have won a consi de rable victory and its
pres tig e in the uncommitted world will rise
dramatically . For it will have shown that it
is p repared to act with vigour a nd determina 
tion a gainst it own "kith and kin" when they
a ttemp t to consolidate white racia l suprema cy
over an unwill ing majority.

NON·RACIAL RHODESIA

The Libera l Party hopes that the sanctions
campaign works and works soo n . For if Mr.
Smith is b rought down withou t serious b lood
shed in Rhodesia it ma y well be that his cra zy
seizure of po wer will have done e xactly the
opposite 01 wha t he hoped for and have laid a
b roader and mo re solid basis for a future n on
racial Rhodesia than seemed possible be fore
UDI. For UDr ha s succeeded in a ligning a
large part of the u pper echelons of the Rho
d esian "Estcbliehment" against the Govern
men t. The Govern or's d ignified stand, the clear
identification of the Chief lu stice with him, the
known fact that a ll the other Judg es oppose
Sm ith a nd the reported unh appiness of busi
ness and professiona l leaders-all thes e ho ld
out hope for the fu ture. For rrl tho uqh these
people may not be in line with the African
Na tiona lis ts, they are at least a good deal
closer to them tha n they used to be, a nd the
Na tiona lists themselves ma y well have I:een
impressed b y the re fus al of the leod ing white
citizens to str ike a ny bcrqc.na with Smit h .

The Lagos Conference ha s heen followed
by plans for increased sanctions against Rho
desia and b y TUmours tha t these will be
a ccompanied b y peace proposa.ls £rem Mr.
Wilson. Is it too much to hope that cu t of
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these will be buil t a political bridge which
will lead peace fully from the pres ent white 
su premacis t ru le to a fully representative, non
recto! government?

REPLY BY PETER ROYLE TO DR. BROOKES'

LETTERS IN "U BERAL OPINION"", MAY, 1965,

AND AUGUST, 1965

In a healthy democracy ther e must be
vigorous debate . In the course of the following
article I shall therefore put my ccse as sharp~y

a s I con. But I wish it to be understood th a t
I intend no rancour, and thct my respect for
Dr. Brookes withs tands the d isagreement I
shall express with his views.

Dr. Brookes seems to th ink thct my crticl..
on na tiona lism might be a plea for support
for the African counterpart of Afrikaner
nationa lism. How he con believe this, in the
liqh t of wha t I wro te, I find it d ifficult to under
stand; and the criticism implied in h is request
tha t I define my terms I cannot a ccept. By
"African nationa lis ts" I mean t those who are
commonly known, both by themselves a nd by
others, as African nationali sts. It is c a if I
were to say : "Christianity is responsible for
the Inquisition ", and so meone were to retort :
"But that wa s not Chris tianity : Christianity is
a relig ion of brc tharhcod a nd love. Yo:.;. must
define your terms."

LEAST BAD PO UCY

However, this d iscussion is not a mere
war of w ords. Dr. Brookes seems to believe
that if African na tiona lis ts are likely to do
things which a re str ictly incompatible with
the principles of the Libera l Party, then tney
should not be supported. by Liberals . Now, I
do not deny that they are likely to do su ch
things. It is q uite conceivable, for example,
tha t in this coun try as in Tanzania , the group
that attains power may want to set up a one
party State. But before thr cwinq up our hands
in horror, let us concede that in certain ctr
cumstcmces this may be the least bad policy
that could be pursued, and that cbsclute
liberalism is often simply impracticable. If, for
example, there were strong g rounds for be
lieving that cne -mcn-cne -vote would lecd to
the elec tion of a Hitler, it would be stupid
and immoral to objec t to the estubl.shment of a
benevolent d icte tcrs hip, even t,1;ough such a
regime could not be said to fulfil all the
requirements of liberalism. But because
liberalism may be imprccticcble, even im
moral, this does not mean that liberals sh ould
cease to be liberals, or thct they should cease
to ta ke part in a ny ferm of poli ticctl a ct ivit] :
it means simply tha t i~ is their duty to collabo
rate with the party tha t .e the Iecst likelv 10
abuse its power when in office and 'that
offers the best prospect of the ultimate triumph
of liberalism. The q uestion we must a sk,
therefore, is not : Does African na tionalism
conflict at any point with liberalism ? It is :
Granted that it will conflict with liberali sm,
should we not nevertheless colla bora te with it
on the grounds that failure to do so will lead
to the perpetua tion of someth ing werse and
the certain re jection of all liberal idea ls on
th e part of African nationa lists ?

NATIONALISMAFRICAN
DEBATE

Fu rthermore, te sla te that my US'9 of the
term "Africa n na tionalism" is incorrect is
beside the point. It is no doub t incorrec t (it is
certainly undiploma tic) to use the term "West
ern b loc " to cover nations such as Japan end
Malaysia , but the point is that it is done. And
nobody, to my i:nowled.ge, a llows himself to
be confused by it , or sees in it any proof of
confusion on the par t of those who use the
term in th is way. In any case, it was partly
to clear up the confusion caused by the use of
the term "nationalist" to describe African free
dom movements that I wrote the crrticle to
which Dr. Brookes to kes exception.

•

ABSTRACT MORAU SM

Dr. Brookes's a pproach to this q uestion
seems to me to be one of a bs tract mora lism.
It is not en oug h to preach virtue in the hope
that one day it will triumph. History is made
by men, and to be politica lly effective one must
make a n effort to understand them, especially
when one disa grees with them.

His attitude to the party's fran ch ise policy
is odd. "II [African domination] is what we
or e asked. to approve, what answer have we to
the critics 01 'one man, one vote' who argue
that our policy means th e domination of
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