
TREASON TRIAUi DEFENCE FUND 

PRESS SUMMABX 

This is the twentilret issue of a regular 
bulletin giving a factual resume of the 
proceedings of the Treason Trial . 

Period Covered : 2nd - 6th november, 1959 

No . 21 

P'l'OFESSOR MURRAY'S FINAL EVIDENCE-IN- CHIEF 

When the trial resumed on November , 2nd, Adv. de Vee explained that the 
remaining documents to be put to Professor Murray for comment bad been classi­
fied into two Pc"Xts: thos e whieh were cov ered by the d oetrine alreadY expoun­
ded by Prof . Murray, and would therefore not need any further explanation; and 
those which r e~uir ed some further comment . In reply to Mr. J~stice Rumpff. 
Prof . MurraY mcde the general comments on the first group that he hed come to 
the conclusion thnt they were derived from Communist doctrine and were an 
expTession of thnt doctrine. 

THE SE,lo'j.NTICS OF FREEDOM 

Dealing >lith the second group of documents , Mv. de Vas bege.n with "­
lecture on the Internnti onal Trade Union Movement, o.sldng the wi tness whether , 
from this document, he lfould l1be able to 8DS anything as to the n..1.ture of the 
1~orld Federation of Tu.de Unions on the bas is of Communist doctrine . Adv , 
~1~ objected to this question on the basis thet the witness would be 
interpreting the document to the Court . Mr . Justice Rumpff stated that the 
Court ' s view wes that unless Professor Murray wanted to set out some now 
doctrine, it W,"S not desirable for him to r ely upon doctrine previously 
Jxpounded "which we cnn do ourselves . " 

The Freedom Charter 

Afber commenting on a. nur:bor of other documents, ['.nd assessing them 
variously ~s following the Communist line or as restntlng Communist doctrine, 
Prof . Murray wus questioned closely on the Freedom Charter . He pointed to the 
ste.tement in the proomble . "our people b.-'.vo been robbed of their birthright to 
lllnd , liberty lll1d peacen , as expressi~ 0. pnrt of COI!IJ!lUlliet doctrine (but t o be 
found also in other doctrines) , and to the criticism of the present form of 
goverlll!]ent and the desire f or a cluJ.ngc e.s indic..."t ing Communism. 

The t.fCl'.ning of Democracy 

Denling "lith the IIder:l.Ocrl'.tic changes II r eferred to in the ple~e in the 
pre=blc to the Freedom Charter, Prof. Murray explained that the word "deMo­
crntic" c ould h..:.ve two tloo.,aings, the one used in Communism a.nd the other used. 
by the ''Western CampI!. Ther e was nothing in tho clause liThe People Shall 
Governll thnt could not be interpreted in e1 ther ll. libernlistirt or a Communist 
way_ "Tho Peopl e shall shure in the Country's Wealth" cc·uld be interpreted 
1n either a Socialist or n CoDrnUIdst w~, according t o the type of c ontrols 
ellvisnged . 

Libernliso p Socialism nnd Comrnunisn 

Replying nt this point to " r equest from Mr. Justice Ruopff for his 
mev.ning of Socialist , Prof. ~Iurr"y explained tlv't he h-d meant left wing 

- ---- nil'" d sociclisD, which w~s not Co~unism, nlthough r eferences t o soc a 1sm occurre 
in Communist doctrine . Asked by ~Ju~lcLc~ Ruopff for the distinction between 
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Left ~ling Socialis,", Libera lism, u nd Co=nism, tho witness explained that 
liber~lisn wns bns od on free trade and the equality of people , the reQov~l 
of ,,11 borriers nnd as little St"te control os possible. Socinlist doctrine 
proposed different degrees of control of production by tho peopl e , "hile the 
Cooounist doctrine held th-t 0.11 production should be owned and run by the 
peoplo , nnd tht'l.t the function of gC'vernr.lent W'S nerely the ~d.I!lini8trctian of 
production o.nd. its distribution . The "left wi ngll in sccic.l isc stretched fraI!! 
the people '1h o want ed n certain o.I!!ount of control right to the extreme foro , 
1 . e . a~rchisD, Or c onplete Conrnuniso . Left wing socialisn c~nt~ined ell 
sh:'l.des of c C'ntrol cf produc ti en. The clause liThe land shell be shared amcngst 
those who work it" , could be related to the Co!'ll!1Ullist policy of expropri"tion 
of le.nd , which forDed pc.rt of tho Cooounist doctrine of tho peopl es ' deeocracy. 

Cops and Robber s 

Tho clause "All shall be equal before the law" elicited the comment that 
1iberul ist doctr i ne di~ not teuch tho.t the Courts should be r epresent"tive of 
n l1 peopl e , but thut the func tion of the Courts "ns to represent ~~d to 
ouin~~in tho le.w. Thi s c l nuse could be associatod with Cooounist doctrines , 
particularl y the section ""i ntaini ng that the pol ice force ond the aroy ought 
to be the hel per s of the peopl e ; 0 Coomunist inter pretation could be put on 
this pc.ragrc.ph . 

Of the clause "All shall enj\ly Human Rights" Prof . Murray stated that 
there w~s nothing here ,v-hich could not COr!l6 into Ccmmmi st pol i cy . "There 
shall be \fork om security" contcined nothing thrt could not be left wi1¥!: 
social ise or CO~SD. The Stnte was r ecognised as a force for the benefit 
of the peopl o. and this sect i on suggested parti a l Stat e control of trade , etc ., 
therefore could not be classified ns 1ibcr alistic . The following c l ause "The 
Doors of LOD.rni1¥!: and Culturo Shall be Opened" could be taken as expressing 
both liberal snd Coocunist policy. De~. li 1¥!: with, the seoti on "There Shull be 
Houses , S~curity and Coofort" , Prof . Murray stated that the clause oust be 
related to the i~p1icctions of the rest of the Freedoc Charter , froe which it 
npp~"rer. the. t it onght to be inter?reted ns Coccunist doctrine . The l ast 
c1,,-use "There slk~ll be Pence and Fr i endship" ccnto.ined nothi1¥!: that coul d !lot 
be e i ther liberal or Cooounistic . 

Mr . Justice RUI:1J?ff:. "Consistent with beth , inconsistent with neither?" 

Co~enting 0n the Freedoe Chcxter as ~ wh~lO t Pref . Murray declared thnt 
there were no pOints which ch0Uld n0t be interpreted according to CommunisD; 
ther e were or.ny which could also be i nterpreted eccording to l iberal doctrine , 
but ulso SODe which could not . 

The People \.'ho Spoke 

Adv. ~isels objected to the handing in of the next document which 
o r nels ted of n Gtes of speeches II\C'.de .!'..t the Congress of the People (~t which 
the Freedom Chnrtcr WL'.S .:"'..dopted) on the ground thnt those were merely notes 
on which witnesse~ giving evidence refr eshed their memory. Prof . ~rur~~ 
rern a.nd commented upon SOI!le of the pc.ssn.ges;:. and p.!lrticulcr phrases nnd words 
from speeches on the vnrious cll-.uaea ~f th e Freedom Charter, evc.lu...'\ting them 
as either in l ine with Communist doctr ine , port of Communist doctrine . or cs 
using CotlmUIlist la.ngungc , e . g . the ter m "Comrades" was commonly used in 
Comounist 10.11g'",ge . ~de Vos then ind-icnted the.t , peooi1¥!: the Court ruli1¥!: 
on tho scope af the teE tim~ny of the wi tness , the Crown was Ulll'.ble t o toke this 
section of its case any further . 

A Flood of Communism? 

Adv . van Niekerk then put to Prof . Murray sorne 400 documents , upon , ... hich 
the Crown ::relied r'..S showing possession by the a.ccused or co-conspir .:1. t ors of 
docUI:lents which wero Comnunist class ics or cont"ined Cornrnunist ma.tter or 
pr oP<.Jiic.nc" [\. . The Crown explained th .... t the relevant portions of these docucents , 
other thr-.n stt'..ndnrd text boosk, would hE'.ve to be re.:'..C. in to eee t the questi on 
whether c.ny 1:)c.rt of C'. book could be direc ted c.gnins t the accused if 1 t were 
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On the f ollowing morning , ogr e4mcnt w~s r enched be tween the Cr~wn and 
the Defenc e tha t the r enni nder of th ese documents , as scheduled on (). li st 
compiled by the Crown, should be taken os r end . When these doc~ents hr~ 0.11 
been put to Prof . Murray f or hi s comments , the Defenc e info rned the Court th~t 

these documents woul d ~ke sever e l days t o c~nsider . Soon nfter the Crown 
had 6nb"rked upon the next pnrt of Pr of . Murr~y ' s evidence , which r e l n t ed t o 
vcr i ous j ourn::t.l s end publicc.t i ons , beginning with Llberaticn, it wes suggested 
by Mr . Just ic e Runpff thl'.t , s ince the pJ.ssnges to be r end in were 0.11 c over ed 
by pr evi C'us stn.tements by Prof . J,turrn.y on dogm , these :)tl.ssages D.n~. articles 
could be rend i n a t some other t i me ; Adv . de Vas then agr eed thrt the s e 
selections mi ght be abbrevi ated . 

"Front t! Org:>.nisl'.t i ons 

The Crown then proposod to put to t he witness cert~in ~~terinl relating 
t o "front orgt'.nist:.t i ons" for evcl.unt i cn e.s to whether they cont·'"'ined Communist 
dogtltl . 

Adv. de Vos asked the Court whether in the case of fects recognised by 
Cornr:runist doc trine , it i-lOuld be neces8cry for the sources t o be divulged . 
Mr . Just ic e RUDeff gave ns the Court's opinion ('. t thrt stege (pendi ng jud;;o­
Dent) th!'.t i f th e fact were .:!.c c epte(l i n CODt:lUnist doctrine accor d ing t o t ho 
class ics , it eight be put t o the witness without the sources being first 
supplied. 

Sobol"" I.eft...Q!oi 

Adv. ae Vas informed the Court tho.t he would be ~enli ng with cert('.in 
nuthori ties on the Peopl e ' s Democracy, nnd commenced wi th f:\. P!'.rnphlet by 
Sobo l ev , to whi ch obj ec tion hrd been tnk en ecr lier by the Defence , entitled 
"People s Dccocrl:'.cY. Co neH' forc of pol l ticc. l org"'nisc.t i on (If SocJN. 1I 

Aev . MD.isels objected to the evicence on the contents of the book nn~ procep~~' 
to cross cX£\.I:l i ne the wi tness on the n.dI:\iss i bi Ii ty of the book . Replyi ng to 
questions , Prof . MurraY st~ted that he hr a obtai ned the book cbout three yenra 
fr oI:\ a police offic er of the Secutity Branch , and not fr an any scientific 
source . He hnd discussed th e book '-lith two ~;o litical scientists overse['.s end 
h ad a l so been told by Pr of . Bochensky, e. Cr own consultant , thrt he knew the 
book: the ,t! tness regC'rded Sobol ev us ['n nuthori ty on th e contenporary si tu-
n tion. Mr . J ust i ce Rumpff stnted the d i ff iculty of the Court with r cg~d 
to t he work of Scbol ev arising fr r:m the den'"' rc "lt i rn of uuthority . ~ 
Murroy c.dni tt c(' thC't he h-d not seen this book r eferred to in COI:Dunist 
lit cr c.turc , r'..nc. cou:J.d not sr-y whether or not his opinion hnd been c.cc epted 
as p~t of Comounist doc tri ne . 

Followi ng the suboiss i on by l~dv . (18 Vos that the witness w ... ·.s entitled to 
g ive h i s opini on supported by whC'.t he c r ns1derecl to be l'..u thori tative sources , 
A dv . Mai sel s protested tha t it was necessary to pr event nll sorts of papv= 
being put before the Court to sUPJort the witness I dogI<lB. : IIStrictly speaking 
it could be sai d t hat tho whole of Pr of . Murray ' s evidence i s i nadmi ss iblel 
He i s r ge.lly the librc.rion for y our l or dsh i ps ! II 

Mr . Justi ce Runpff : :IIn n crioinal case with consequenoes - poss ible 
c onsequences - the Court nay r equire <l stricter 
test than an ordinary sc i entist . " 

IIUtrtl1l1l1l rrnllllll It 1/1111 

'-!hen the Court r esUJ:led next. mor ning; ' 4th Nav. . Mr . J ustice Runpff 
g~ve the r~ine tba t the r easons advanced oy Prof . Murray for r egar di nb this 
book as an authority wer e i nsufficient . 

The Cro\·m then r ead in passages froo n book "People I s Deoccrntic Dictat ... ·· 
sh:ipll by r·1D.o Tso Tung as u furthc;r authority on People ' s Democracy, a nd a l so 
passages fro~ v arious classical sources on the Third Communi st Interna ti onnl D 
Adv . /·!aise l s objected t o the i ntroduction of the photostat copy of the Theses 
~R.esolutions of the 1928 Congress and crl)es exll.I!1i ned the witness on t'h'e --
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Authenticity of the original of the photostat copy , establishinP, that it was 
a manuscript in English of whet was assUJ:1ed to be the Theses aad Resdutions 
of the Congr ess . Replying to questions by ~p~tice Rumpff, the witness 
admitted that the contents of the docUJ:1ent had not been r epr oduced by any 
authority, but Adv . de Vas submitted that to the extent that any document 
could be vouched for scienti fically, this docucent had been so vouched for . 
The Court ruled that this document could not be admi~ted . 

DEFENCE CROSS -EXAtHNLTION BEGINS 
Curricula Vi t e 

Adv . Mnisels then began his cr oss exa~ination of Prof . Murrey , dealing 
first with hi s qualifications e.lle. his scientific studies of Marxism Leniniso. 
Prof. Murray , wh o is Professor of Fhilosophy in the University of Cape Town, 
had originally studied at the Afril~ner University of Stellenbosch, and had 
gained his higher degrees at Oxford for work unconnected with Coccuni sn. He 
cle.ioed that he Imd becn s"Gaged in systel:1Eltic and i ntensive study of teo:'" 
subject long before he hed been engaged by the Crown for this case . He had 
wri ttcn nodd crticlc s ll for the "Huisgenoot" , 0. popul ar Afrikaa.ns-langua.ge 
weekly. His ,rritings hnrl a ll been in this popular form except for one publi­
shed le:tstur c IIKou:nmisce . u He di d not r ef'.d Russian or any Eastern langtlll€e, 
and hed not visited Russia or ll~ Connunist country. He did not consider tho 
Cape Town University Library ac.equetely equipped with ~fl'.rxist Leninist books. 
His o ..... n librc.ry di d not contain cOI!lplete editions of the works ('If M.:u-x , 
Engels or Lenin; he knew about Soviet scientiib journals . He had read many 
cL..'l.ssicn.l texts on COI!l.!!IUllisIJ f'.nd sOIJe Dodern texts , and kept up to dnte '11th 
his studies by reading Keesings a~l books by people on the western .ide 
U,!estern jouxnnls ore not always prc>-westernt II He kept up with modern 
poli tical trends i n South Afric,,- by newspapers , journals ~d by ~eeting people . 
He did not O£Tee th~t nIl his sources of current infornation wer e completely 
second- lw.nel ; articles in l','est ern j ournal s could, be l!lOre r eliable th..~n those 
eI:l[l.Il£'~ting fr oe Russia. . His own writings consisted eainly of articles written 
for Die Huis,r:;e:1oot and his book on the Pnrlio.mentory systec "Die Beginsels 
van Volkr~du· . published in 1938. He had contributed nn article to "Economics 1r 

on the principles and theory of econonics ; his nain interest wne the study of 
pluro.liso in politics, the racially pmu:!. state . 

Prof. Murray stated thl'.t he lu>.d elso done some ",ork for £'I. correspondence 
colleec in the early 'JOs end hnd prepared some notes , purely scientific , on 
po l itical theory for a SUJ:1mer school of the Nationalist Party during the wnr -
it might even have beon for the J~:bond (the Nationalist Forty ' s youth organi­
sation) . It ,~ " not political indoctrination, but a survey of his tr eat~ent 
of P"r liru:Jent. 

FascisD ""~ the South African Government 

ReplyiIl{; to a question on the tero ' fasc1sm ' as applied to the Souta 
African Government , Prof. r~urrny said that he personally wes not a t all nffec­
t ed by what tho governoent was called ; the use of Communist jcrcon ",auld not 
show that nn author was COI:J.mlnist, but would sho,", thnt he was acquninted with 
Co!JlJUllist jargon; the use of the term 'fascist' indicated thnt prob.".bU the 
o.uthor lmew it \ias a Communist terl':l , .!tOO the..t he niGht v ery well be a COt!lmUnist .. 
Prof . Murray ner eed that it would be difficult for a lay~n to understand 
dialectical naterialisc without instruction ; he hed had no experience of 
translatine those ter~s into Zulu or Sesuto ; it night be c.ifficult to explain 
these teros to uneducated peopl e . 

Following the question "would it befa i r to sny you are not a. Coru::runist?lJ, 
Mr . Justice Ruopff asked whether the witness need answer , and Mr~ Justic~ 
Bekker .quoted the law "The questi on shall not be nsked, '.M if nsked shnll not 
be c.nswcred! II Prof" Murre'S explained tho. t he wo.s II II one man pnrty ~ chief Jy 
centre. !! and hnd been so f or Dos t of his l i fe . 

Questioned on such Ac ts as the Suppression of Coru:runisrn Act , the Bnntu 
Education .lLC t , the Riotous AsseI!lplies Act , Ilnd the Public Snfety and CriL1iml 
Laws Arondncnt Act , Prof . l.furr~.y sto.ted that he ucceptlld the first c.o inevit­
able with possible modifica.tions , but the others as on the ~mole unnecessary. 
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He cons i der ed ~parthe id ~ as a policy . 

Fnsc i sm cqUk~ls Cooouniso? 

Replyinc; t o questions on tho use of the tero faso i sn , Prof . Mur ray 
adni tted after hear i ng his own evi dence inc the r ecord , that he had sai d 
th~t the use of the ter n ' fasc i sn ' i npli ed that a docunent f ell i n line 
wi th the Co~muni st doctrine of fasc i sm, and the Communi s t i nterpretat i on of 
t he s itootion. He had not sai d anywher e t hat a nan I<ho used the phr ase was 
a Cocmunist , a l t h ough he n i Ght have i ndic ated t hat such a per son under stood 
Communi sm . He di d not accept that I fascis~ 1 coul d be correctly used i n a 
wi der s~nse than to ind i cate the f or m of government associated wi th Mussolini . 
but t he l eft 'Ii~ adopted a wi der inter pretat i on" He hud not used it so 
h i mse l f . Confronted with his articlo l<rit ten for Di e Huisgenoot in 1941, 
Prof. Murr a :r admitted that he hac'. then adopted the ' l eft ' way of i nter pr eting 
the phrase Ifas cri Bo! , hut woul d not acr ee to r etrac t hi s stnteoent about the 
USe of t he ter m I fnscis·Ii.1 by ordinary peop l e. ll.t the c l ose of the dey l s 
pr oc,edi ncs , Prof . Mur~ay stated that the gener a l popular concept i on of a 
Cocmunist ,,,ns one ,.,ho be l iever'. c.nC. understood a cer tai n nUI!lber of the princ i pl es 
of Marxi sm Lenini s~ nnd had to nct accordi nc17. 

~ II It II II 111111 II 

On the follrn-li ng morni nt; , November 5 th , 1~G.v . Mai sc l s ec.ve Prof . Murray 
t en o i nut es to study the second i nstal oent of h i s art i cle for Di e HUisscnoot , 
and then nsked u\'lhen you referr ed. to the existence of I fasc i st forces in all 
big i ndust r ic. l stntes ' did you moan Mussolini ' s agellts ? 1J The witness 
r ep l i ed that he had r eferred to the t endency t o copy Mussolini anO to contr ol 
the Tr ade Uni ons. After further c l ose questioni ng, Prof . Murr a y agreed t hnt 
i n thc.t ~ti c l e , whi ch r epresented h i s own v i ews a t tha t t i mer he had h i mse l f 
u s ed t he Conmuni st i nter pr e t at i on of fnsc i sc, and had adoptee the Comcruni s t 
anal ys i s of the s i tuat i on.. II For the ooment , I gave th i s annl ysis but I 
cr i t i c i zed it later o" He coul d not Bay when he had ch'lnged h i s nind about 
the Cor:u:ru.nist v i e \V'S he had expr essed i n the a.rtic l e : "Inoight and o.r~upellt 
der e l op as one grO\<s oBer." He Mcepted that many peopl e i n r'es t er n Europe 
who wer e not Cornmunists had described South Ilfr i can polic i es as f£lscis t

o 
"I 

accuse no one of Communism. I merely ll.na l yse the mec.ning of ~he ter m fasc i sm. II 

Conmunist J~reon Not QUi t e , Not Yet 

fl.dv . lJ.ll i se l s Questioned Prof r Murrey on the use of t he ter m fo.sc i s~ , as 
applied to South Afri ca.n polic i es , quoting f roe a speech in Pnrlir.eent by 
Mr . J . S . N. Strauss, forI:ler l ender of the Unit e(:' fur ty: g i v i ng what Pr of . 
1-furroy clescribed as "a Communtst i nter pret['.t i on of fnsc i so nltlost i n COl!Jl!lUl1i s t 
wor ds . II The "fitness r epl i ed the.t thi s ana. l ys i s of fasc i sm coul d be token os 
a cor ol lary of Cocnunist doctrine , a l though not the Perli omentarY mot i on 
it se l f . ReferriI¥; to tt l7.u.9 CUi.de to Cor:u:ru.ni st Jargon" by Cnrew Hunt , Prof .. 
Murra y <!greed that Hunt I,oS " d i st i ncui shed scholer , but s!l i d thot he d i d not 
know t hD.t t he wor d f nsc i so was omit t ed fr oD h i s gui de . He ndoitted t ha t 
Ber tr~nd Russell , nn-~~Coonundst , hud used the ter o ' fasc i sm ' i n the wi der 
sense , i n the sane I<ay tm t he h i mse l f had clone i n 1937 ~.nd l~l , and i n t he 
snoe way that the accused h['.d used it in oany docunents . Anv . Mnisds 
questi onod Prof . Murray on the use of the \lor d ' fnsc i sn by the 'fell lmown 
non-Coonuni st \-ITi ter John Gunther , author of "I nS i de Afr ica" wher e he sai d i n 
r eply to co. quest i on a.s to whcth9r South Afri can legi s l ati on ~s fV.BC i s t II Not 
quit e ; not ye t J" Pr of. P:1urrni( r eplied th"'-t this author eight not hE.ve r e li ed 
on the CQncrunist i nter pretatioDa 

Adv . Mai se l a : ''We hope to estl'..bl i sh at the end of this cross eXQ.!!:li n!'.t i on 
th'1t you are about the onl y per son \-Iho uses the word i n 

t h i s special fas i on. 1t The witness sr.i d t mt he woul d al l ow n stuclent to use the 
word fasc i sm only i f he used i t i n thi s spec i~l sense. Adv ~ Mai se i s then rend 
fr an the openi ~~ pllrnGrnph of the secti on on fasci s~ i n the Encyc l opoed in 
Brittnni cn , po i nti ng out thnt thi s note Wl'.S di llIJetrica lly opposed to what 
Pr of . Murray had sll id~ 

Tho Nationali sts cn~ Fcsc i so 

Turni~ to South l~rica , Adv . Ma i se l s r eferreG tc va.rious suppor t er s of 
Paee 6/ • • • ' the N'lz i s , 
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the Nazis, includi ng the Osse .... Brano.'<B€, which had been overtly fascist . 
Prof . Murray inter jectecl "Overtly d icta toria l! " He d i d not r emember the 
description fa.~istl He di d not agr ee that the Nati onalist Party had 
sympathisecl with Germany, stipulating that this had appl i ed to l eading members ; 
he did not Ino>! if the Party had done so , but agreed t h 3t it ",,"s a common thing 
tha t membe r s might say ano. do things "hich might not be in line with the orga,­
nisati on . Replying to questions on "infiltration" of the Nationalist Party by 
the Osse,,,, Brand"ag, hor, Murra y diff~rentiated between p eople "ho might f i no. 
Borne other party mOre suitable and join it , but woul d not necessarily convert 
the neVi party to their way of thinking, ano. the Communist f or 'mom Communist 
doctrine must be applied in practice . He agreed that ther e '-JaS a teno.ency for 
the l eft " i ng to call the right wing "fascis t " and for the right ,-ling to call 
the left Yli ng lICotnnru.nist. II Confr onted \11th a quo tat ion fr om a speech by 
tlSailor" Malans l eader of the Torch Commando liThe leopar d has not changed its 
spots . They a r e f ascIst," hof. Murray stated that ther e were t wo possible 
interpretati ons of the wor d, the I talian ano. the Communist; i f that quotation 
had been put to him, he ,;oul d have sai d that t he author accepted Communist 
doctrine . He knew IISailor" Ma lan to be the l eader of the Torch Commando , an 
ex- servicemens' organisation . 

Smuts and Connnunism 

Adv o ."!!!:.i~ then quoted from a speech by Genera l Smuts in .Jhich h e 
r efer red to the Broederbond as a lldangerous cunni ng political fascist organi­
sat i on" ano. then put it to the "itness that he had said in ev idence that the 
wider mea~ing of the term fascism w~s only used by extreme l eft wingare . 

hOf. I.\u.rray: ".!:!;& bo_ u sed by .. .. 

Adv. Malsele: "You sai d uonlyu . Now you Bay Ilmay" . 11 

hof. }Iurrav: "Others may adopt a differ ent i nt erpr e t a tion. 
i s Communist . 1t 

T he SOUrce 

Dealing with the term "Police State l! on '\-thieh Pr of. lo'iurray had given 
evi dence , Adv. ~~ise ls requr ested him to pOint out even one r efer enc e to the 
police state as enshrined in Communist doc tr ine . 

~ Unions and Politics - Co~~de equa l s Communism 

The eros s examinat ion "IES then direc ted tovlards Trades Unions a nd Prof . 
Murray ' s evi dence that Communist doctrine taught that Trade Unions should take 
part in cultura l and politica l act iviti es of the people and not limit them­
selves to purely "age prc;ol ems ano. cono.it i ons of l abour. Prof. Murray had 
r eferr ed to this approach in the Presidential Address by Chief Lutuli to the 
A. N. C. Conference, and had sai d it u as in line with Communist doctrine . 

Adv . ~.!'!:.i.llis-'. "Have you ever taken up that attitude ? " 

h<!!._!..lurray admi tted that he ~ taken up that a ttitude dur ing tho attempt 
to establish a :-Refor m Movement " in the Trade Unions , and had probably ex­
pressed the same view in articles at the t i me of thi s agitati on . ~Maise ls 
pOintecl out that tllis "as the same vie>! as that expr essed by Chi ef Lutuli ano. 
in many other documents n Further quest i ons were addressed t o Prof . Murray 
on British Tre.do U::uons , in answer to \'/hich he r eferred to the support there 
for both the nar rm·, and. the wide view of Trade Uni on activities . but insisted 
that the idea of t::-ade ·' .. lions taking part in politics ano. pOlitical parties 
interesting themselves i n trade unions emanated from Communis t doctri ne . 
Q.ues t ions on the use of the word "comrade II in the trade union movement dr e\1 
the r epl y tha~ this usage Day occur overseas , but not in South African traLe 
uni on circles. Referri ng to the use of t hi s expr ess ion by the Chairman of 
the Briti sh labour Party at the 1959 Trades Union Congres s in Englanl , the 
,-,itness suggested that Hr" Gaitskell might \1ant to be popular ; policy had to 
consider the l eft wing movement . 

Adv . M2. i se l s, "I ~m go ing to suggest that this r eply is due to _ tiredness 
on your part . " 
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Prof. Murray: "0" the contrary, it is due to experi~nce and knowledgel " 

Questioned again on the "S.A. Reform }!ovement" , Prof. Murraytgreedthat 
the Ne.tionalist Party, as it was entitled to do. had tried to draw the 
Mineworkers' Union into its ranks, but stipulated that in Lutuli's speech the 
meaning would depend upon the context . It could be quite in order, but must 
be interpreted in the light of other relllllrks . In many parts of the world, 
it would be a result of Communist doctrine . 

II I was not Asked It 

Adv. "aisels: "And in many parts of the "orld also non-COlllIllUllist doctrine 

Prof. Murray: IIThat is so . " 

Adv . Maisels: "Why did you not make that distinction in your evidence 
in chief?" 

PrOf, Mur....!:!'!:.Y.:. "I was not asked" , 

Adv. Maisels: "You are here to tell the Court whet it ought tomow, but 
you expected the COUrt to know that this WIjS also in line 
with .l!2.!!"::Ommunist doctrine?" 

Prof. Murray : "I expected the Court to know that it might. be in line >11th 
Communist doctrine and it might.ll2l be/ " 

~uest~oned again on his article ''Wat is liberalisme?" Prof. Murray 
agreed that he had said that the "second revolution" demanded an economic 
revolution. 

Adv . Maisels: "This "Second ReVOlution" - you ,,,,re not thinking of a 
violent revolution?" 

Prof. Murray: UNot necessarilyll . 

Adv. Maise.l!!.i.. "Not at all, surely?" 

Prof. Murray agreed that the word "revoluti on" did not necessarily 
connote violence. 

No Withdrawal of StlgllBtisation 

The following .0rIling, November 6th, Adv. lhlsels asked the witness 
whether he now wished to withdraw the stigmatisation he had placed on the 
speech of Chief Lutuli, but the witness replied that his comments had been 
made on the speech as part of the whole Conference Report . Adv . Maisels 
suggested that PrOf. Murray was taking this view only because he had been 
unable ~o find any trace of COmmuni6lll in the document b7 ttn lf. 

Mr, Justice Bekker : "Did you try to assess Lutull's speech by itself?" 

Prof. Murray r eplied that the "ords did not hang in the air; their 
meaning d8Jlended on the 51 tua tion, 

Adv . Maisels asked the witness whether where he had said "is" he actually 
meant "could be", PrOf. ~iurray replied that there were sometimes alternatives . 

Adv. Maisels : '~fuen did YOU mention alternatives , except with reference 
to the Freedom Charter? Never ! " 

He then invited the witness to draw the attention of the Court to any 
word, phrase, sentence or paragraph of Chief Lutuli's.speech which was in any 
way indicative of the political doctrines or beliefs allegedly to be found in 
the document or of the political belief of ~he author, 
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The Court adjourned f(Jr 20 minutes at this ste,gs . 

Fatal Phrases - "Not One l 11 

After the adjournment Prof. Murray pointed to express i ons r el ating to 
the lib era tory doctrine and ac t i ve policy, the uni ted f r eedom f r ont , the theory 
of co-operation between trade unions andJDlit l cal parties , and to comments on 
the world Beene . Further comments which he oould ma.ke ,.,er e cover ed by his 
previoU3 evidence . Adv. Maisels remindod the witness that he was gi vi ng 
evidence on a capital charge , and asked again what he had found i n the 
document , The witness repeated his previous statement . Adv . Mai sel . then 
asked Prof. Mur ray ,.,.hat indications there were of "characterist i c and exc l u­
s ive Communist doctrines - if any1" and replied himself to the quest i on : 
"Nor ONE I II He added. that with reference to Christi an beliefs , it was one 
of the plainest contra-indications ~ Communism that one could ever hope to get . 

Christianj,ty No Countel' Indication of Communism1 

~lhen Adv . Maisels suggested that an impartial reader would see a strong 
r eligious streak running through Chief Luthuli ' s speeches , Prof. Murray replied 
that he had not examined the speeches of Chief Luthul i in that connotation; 
be had examined them for signs of Communist influence or doctr ine 80 aa to 
r eport .... ,hether those elements were present or not . He had watched out for 
contra- indicat ions but had not included r eligion, because he had not considered 
the references to Christianity so strong as to affect the significance of 
Communist phraseology. Asked if he had ever found any pos i t i ve contr- indica­
tions , Prof. Murray replied that if he hF.d , they would have been pointed out ; 
they might have occurred in documents not before the Court . Mr . Justice 
Rumpff asked the witness if he could re;;mbcr any document which had contained 
a positive contra-indication of CommuDism or any in wh i ch Communi sm had been 
critic i sed , but the witness was unable to refer to any spec i fic document . 
Replying to Adv. Mai sele , the witness admitted that the policy of non- viol ence 
had been mentioned, but stated that it was 8 neutral phrase and not i ncompatible 
with Communism , since it might at some stage be regarded as an expedient 
measure . His evidence was to indicate Communist influence , but he would have 
noticed strong positive contra-indicat ions , e . g . where violence and non vio l ence 
occurred in one document , but he 1;Joul d hElve m9de no reference in a case where 
~ non violence was mentioned . 

Reverting to relig ion as a contra-indication, the witness asserted that 
although r oligion had no place inp:tre doc trine , it was allowed at some stages 
on the passage towards Communism. 

The COUrt then adjourned . 
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