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THE RT. HON. SIR JAMES ROSE INNES. 

This meeting, said Sir James, has been convened by the European 
and Bantu Joint Council and the Non-Racial Franchise Association 
acting together. Neither of these bodies is a party organisation. The 
object is to appeal to men and women of all parties; to draw attention 
to the repressive character of the native policy now so prominently 
before the country, and to the consequences which will follow its enforce
ment ; to ask them to examine the facts for themselves, and to form 
their conclusions irrespective of party considerations. 

Short addresses will be given on various aspects of the question ; 
and it devolves upon me as Chairman to make a few general remarks 
in opening the proceedings. Now the present trend of native policy 
is strikingly exemplified in some recent legislative measures, enacted 
or proposed. The time at one's disposal does not admit of much detail, 
but I propose to refer to three of them. The first is the Mines and 
Works Act of 1926-generally known as the Colour Bar Bill. There 
had been colour bar legislation, both by regulation and statute before, 
but I select the Act of 1926 because the principle was deliberately laid 
down after long discussion and in an aggravated form. That Act 
deprived the Native of a fundamental right possessed by every citizen 
in a free country-the right to develop his own powers and to employ 
them lawfully as he pleased. For it provides that certificates for skilled 
work in connection with machinery may be issued to practically every 
class in the community, except the Natives. Europeans, coloured men, 
Cape Malays, Creoles from Mauritius, immigrants from St. Helena
all these are specified as entitled to certificates. Natives alone are 
barred, in their own country, from doing such work; not because they 
are incompetent, but because they are Natives. The measure was 
described by some of its advocates as a measure of economic segregation ; 
in principle it was a measure of economic slavery. The Act remains 
a blot upon our statute book and a reproach to our statesmanship and 
our capacity to hold our own. 

The Native Service Contract Bill, now before Parliament, will if 
it passes place the ordinary native, living upon land owned by a European 
in the Transvaal and Natal, in the position of having to elect, either 
to remove from a place where he may have lived for years, to a location 
where no provision is made for his reception, or to enter into a contract 
of service with the land owner, in the settling of which the land owner, 
has the whip hand,-a contract the breach of which, if it transgresses 
the Master and ~rvant Law, is specially made punishable by the in
fliction of lashes. The Native Parliamentary Representation Bill, 
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\ . also before the Legislature, proposes to deprive the Natives of the 
Cape Province of the political rights which they have long enjoyed, 
and to substitute other rights, different in their nature, and far less 
effective in their operation. In the result, the political status of the 
Cape Native will be profoundly changed. Hitherto he has been en
abled to look forward, upon satisfying a common standard of attain
ment, to the enjoyment of the political privileges of a common citi
zenship. Of that prospect, deeply valued, it is proposed to deprive 
him. ( The bill informs him that no advance which he may make, in 
civilisation, education or culture, will place him on a footing of 
political equality with his European, or even with his coloured, fellow 
citizen. He is to be permanently relegated to a position of inferiority. 
That is described as political segregation. Now we cannot shut our 
eyes to the fact that the Womens' Enfranchisement Act, passed last 
session, has an important bearing upon this Bill. That is a matter 
upon which Mr. Burton proposes to speak, and with which I shall not 
therefore deal. But I should like just to say that if, as a result of that 
astute political manoeuvre, the franchise of the Cape Province is 
modified by the adoption of adult suffrage for Europeans, the result 
will not be a democracy, any more than the constitution of Soviet 
Russia is a democracy. For democracy is government by a majority 
of the people, based on consent ; and the new system would be govern
ment by a minority of the people based on force. It would be an 
oligarchy in democratic guise, a very different and a very dangerous 
thing. The fact is that adult suffrage is quite unsuited to the circum
stances of South Africa ; and if it is to be extended all over the Union, 
the bitter fruits of that mistake will be reaped by those who come after 
us. 

A POLICY OF REPRESSION. 

The character of the policy we are considering is reflected not only 
in these and other Bills, but in other matters. In the vexatious pass 
regulations of the Northern Provinces for instance, in the tendency to 
convert the breach by natives of civil obligations into criminal offences, 
and in the general trend of administration where Natives are concerned. 
It is a policy of political and economic repression. It treats the Natives 
not as members of our body politic, who have a contribution to make, 
and a part to play, in the development of South Africa, and who should 
be encouraged and enabled to play it worthily for our sakes as well 
as their own. It treats them as a race apart who, in spite of 
their numbers and their capacity, are to be kept down and shut out from 
the status and the liberty which the more favoured minority enjoys. 
It is a policy repugnant to one's sense of justice, and certain sooner 
or later to recoil upon those who put it into operation. Yet it has 
large numbers of sincere and ardent supporters ; for it is founded on 
emotions which appeal strongly to human nature-prejudice and fear. 
The Prime Minister, in one of his speeches, while admitting the exis-
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tence of fear. added that " it was not an ignoble fear." I agree. 
No suggestion of that kind is made. What we say is that it is a not 
a well grounded fear; that politically, the vital statistics available, and 
the figures of the voters' lists, give no warrant for thinking that the 
native will swamp the registers. And that economically, it would 
be well for white as well as black if our policy were revised ; if the 
colour bar were removed, and the native encouraged to raise his stand
ard of living. For an improvement in the economic position of the 
Native would benefit the European also, just as his present deplorable 
economic plight prejudices the whole community. 

A JUSTIFIABLE FEAR. 

But there ls a justifiable fear-and that is fear for the inevitable 
consequences of a repressive and unjust policy. Just as the govern
ance of one people by another depends, in the end, on the consent of 
the governed, so the relegation of one section of a population to 
a position of political inferiority cannot permanently continue, with
out the acquiescence of the repressed section. Should a sense of injus
tice permeate them, then a condition will sooner or later develop which 
will rend the State. For no class will acquiesce indefinitely in what 
it feels to be grievous and unmerited oppression. By our present 
native policy we are breeding agitators. The process is almost 
automatic. And recourse is being had to the old, old remedy of 
despotic governments- the remedy of prohibiting public discussion. 

The Riotous Assemblies Act of 1930 confers upon the Minister of 
Justice, and upon the Government, the most arbitary powers-powers 
which, under ordinary circumstances, would only be exercisable under 
Martial Law, to be followed by an Act of Indemnity. But the discon
tent and unrest will not be cured by such methods, while the grievances 
remain; they will only be driven below the surface, there to be intensi
fied and rendered more menacing. The general trend of our policy 
since Union, accentuated as it has been by the legislation passed and 
contemplated during the last few years, has had a lamentable effect 
on the native mind. They are losing their belief in the white man ; 
they no longer talk of their Father the Government ; they are becom
ing more and more race conscious. And yet their confidence and co
operation are necessary to the solution of our tangled problems. These 
problems cannot be solved by mere repression. That truth should 
be self evident. For the history of South Africa proves again and 
again that force is no solvent of human differences. Nor can we deal 
with them in solitary isolation, as if in a watertight compartment, 
where the result of our policy affected only ourselves. The clash of 
colour is a world problem, and the eyes of the nations whose ranks we 
have newly joined are upon us. The opinion of civilised mankind 
is strongly in favour of the just and sympathic treatment of backward 
peoples. Those mighty currents of sentiment which sweep through 
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humanity are intangible, but very real; and their influence is sometimes 
felt in unexpected ways. The Covenant of the League of Nations 
laid down the principle that the well-being and development of back
ward peoples should be regarded as a sacred trust of civilization ; and 
imposed sanctions for the performance of that trust upon all nations 
who accepted the tutelcge of such peoples under the League. The 
Union is the Mandatory for South West Africa; it has undertaken 
to act as the guardian of its native people, and to regard their well
being and development as a sacred trust. But where are the signs 
of that spirit in the policy which is being pursued towards its native 
citizens.? 

How will our young Nation figure at the bar of World opinion 
if Janus-like, we wear two faces-turning the face of the benevolent 
Guardian to the North West because we must, and the face of the stem 
Despot to the South because we choose? These considerations cannot 
lightly be dismissed by those who are jealous for the honour and the fair 
fame of our country. 

It is satisfactory to note the increasing attention which is being 
given to the question of the relations between Europeans and Natives 
by students at our Schools and Universities. (hear, hear.) The signs 
of this are noticeable and encouraging, for the young men and women 
of South Africa are the hope of the future. I believe in youth; in 
its idealism and generous instincts, in its freedom from prejudice, and 
the open eyed gaze with which it confronts new problems. And I 
would urge the rising generation to examine this great question of 
policy for themselves, and to form an independent judgment upon 
it. This appeal is made to all alike, to both branches of our national 
stock. It was suggested in a recent speech by a prominent citizen 
that fairness towards the Native was more or less a British virtue, not 
shared in the same degree by those not of British descent. I desire to 
dissociate myself entirely from that view. (Applause.) Such a dis
tinction is not warranted in my experience, and I say emphatically 
that I would appeal in this matter with as much confidence to students 
whose mother tongue is Afrikaans as to those whose mother tongue 
is English. For they share in a common desire to do what is right and 
just in the interests of their native land. (Cheers.) 



THE RT. HON. HENRY BURTON, K.C. 

You have told this meeting, Sir, that we are not connected with 

any party politics. May I add this, that it is no part of our business to 

endeavour to dogmatise or to lay down the law upon this subject. It 

is far too deep a question for any man to dogmatise upon. What we 

wish to do is to place certain facts and figures before the public in the 

hope of arousing their interest in the most compelling problem before 

our statesmanship. The native's disabilities are many. You have heard 

some of them from Sir James. They have been mainly imposed upon him 

in this land of his birth and the land of his fathers by repressive 

legislation discriminating against him on the ground of his race and 

colour. In many ways the most important disability he is suffering from 

is connected with the franchise. That lies at the bottom of everything. 

Deny a man the vote, and you strike at the root of his civil liberties, 

you deprive him of the most powerful weapon for the removal of his 

grievances, and that is why we have offered during the course of our 

propaganda the mosr strenuous opposition to the tampering with the 

franchise rights of the native in the Cape Province. The Government 

Bills are still before Parliament. They include a proposal for separate 

representation of the native. Let me say at once that our objection 

to that particular method of representation is as strong as ever for 

reasons which have been stated by us in public more than once, but 

which time forbids me traversing in detail to-night. These Bills have 

been referred to a select Committee, upon the outcome of whose de
liberations we arc expected to wait with child-like confidence in its 

wisdom, a confidence I regret to say hardly inspired by such scraps of 

enlightenment as have been vouchsafed to us from time to time. 

(hear, hear). At the end of last session, without a word of explanation 

from anybody on either side of the House, the Native Lands Bill was 

referred to this particular committee which had been set up to deal 

with the Franchise Bill, a mysterious move on the face of it. There 

seems to be no particular connection between the Franchise Bill and 

the Lands Bill, unless possibly a slight raising of the veil in recent days 

by one of the members sheds a little light on the point. If it sheds 

a little light it does not do much to encourage us in the hope of a just 

judgment. Mr. Nicholls, who has given us his idea of what is going 

on, seems to hint at a sort of political segregation on a large scale as 

the Committee's solution. A hopeless prospect for South Africa and 

for every part of its population (hear, hear.). But while the Committee 

was deliberating the Prime Minister has been allowed to seize the whole 

fortress by a flank attack. He has introduced and carried a measure 

for granting adult suffrage to European women. 
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A SWEEPING CHANGE. 

This has created a sweeping change in the whole situation, a 
change that we all have to face. The tenets of this association you 
know are to resist differentiation in the franchise rights in the 
Cape Province on account of race or colour, and in the second place 
to promote a policy of making civilization the qualification for 
the franchise throughout the Union. If necessary, we advocate the 
raising of the qualification already agreed to. The natives do not 
object to the raising of the qualification so long as the qualification 
is raised for everybody-(hear, hear)-irrespective of race or colour. 
We base our creed on common citizenship apart from race or colour.
not race fusion, nor social equality. Nobody wants that. It is what 
Mr. Hofmeyr used to call a bogey to frighten people with. All we 
ask for is common citizenship and equality before the law and a 
reasonable opportunity of developing oneself according to one's natural 
capacity. But now you have an entirely new situation, and the question 
arises how are we to deal with it? We don't as an association depart 
by one iota from our faith as to what is the right course, and whether 
we favour suffrage for women or not-the merits of that question are 
not now under discussion- we cannot but deplore as a first class blunder, 
I go so far as to say a criminal blunder, the granting of that suffrage 
under these circumstances at this time and in this way without 
any qualification test (hear, hear). It delivers the control of this 
country more and more into the hands of the least enlightened section 
of our European people and it has already driven the iron into the souls 
of non-Europeans who see their right of citizenship filched from them 
at every tum. Still it is an accomplished fact. We protest against 
it, but we shall be indeed idle dreamers misleading the people if we do 
not see that this has made an enormous difference in the practical ques
tion which we have to deal with. The Prime Minister has been tamely 
allowed to fasten upon this country an electoral system entirely foreign 
to its condition with an extraordinarily mixed population. It shuts 
and bolts the door against any possibility of evading, discriminating 
against colour. The adult suffrage conferred on European women 
will be inevitably followed by a similar suffrage for European men. 
Obviously adult suffrage cannot be granted to the natives as a whole, 
nor indeed to the coloured people of this country as a whole-! wonder 
whether this point has struck them-in spite of the Prime Minister's 
declared policy in that respect. What has become of his magnanimous 
gesture towards the coloured people ? Well, what is to be done, how 
can anything be saved from this wreck? Because it is a wreck. 

ONE COURSE LEFT. 

There seems to be one course left as a minimum of fair treatment to 
the non-European sections of the people. We must take it that adult suf
frage assumes a status of civilization in the European-a sufficiently wide 
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assumption in all conscience. On that basis, and assuming that, we must 
fix a standard of civilization artificially, either the existing Cape qualifi
cation or some other fair and reasonable test, and then all non-Europeans 
who can satisfy that test should be admitted to the common Voters' Roll. 
The test must be a reasonable one, it must confer a genuine franchise ; 
there must be no suspicion of loading the dice against the native or 
coloured man. But remember particularly this point. You have said 
that every white man and every white woman in this country of 21 
years of age is civilized. You have to assume that. Having said that, 
you dare not then go and fix a standard for the others which you know 
in your own mind that many white men and women in this country 
would not be able to pass. \ Vhen such a standard has been established 
-the existing voters should, of course, not be disturbed in their rights 
-the test should be applied to all others for the future. Let me say 
this, that test should be open to non-European women as well as the 
men. Certainly in the Cape Province-(hear, hear)-and logically 
and in justice right throughout the Union. The great argument which Gen. 
Hertzog has referred to in favour of this discriminating and repressive 
l<'gislation against the non-European and natives in particular has 
been the danger of being swamped by these people, an argument which, 
judged by the elementary tenets of human justice, of course, has not 
a leg to stand on. But if you give way to human weakness I will reply 
to you. Supposing you had, instead of a majority of natives in this 
country, a small minority, would you find all this legislation discrimin
ating against them on the ground of race or colour, forbidding them their 
full citizen rights? Of course you would not. It is the question of 
numbers. That is the great argument that is used, and I want to 
deal with it. There has been a great deal of wild, irresponsible talk 
on this subject, but I notice that no effort has been made by supporters 
of the Government policy to examine this question in the light of 
ascertained facts and statistics, and what is more, no effort to refute 
the statistics which have been repeatedly made public to the contrary 
effect both in and out of Parliament. Since the last session Dr. Malan, 
Minister of Education, tried to make our flesh creep by the following 
statement. He said that within one generation the native vote in the 
Cape would outnumber the European. Well, of course it is a startling pro
nouncement, but it was entirely unsupported by any reference whatever 
to statistics. Unfortunately we now learn that there is to be no native 
census taken in this country. It is a most unfortunate thing
(hear, hear)-because the one reed that is clung to by the supporters 
of the Government policy for their swamping theory is the curve 
constructed in 1921 by Mr. Cousins, with its portentous prognostication 
of disaster. It would have been so valuable to us to have known authori
tatively how far in the past ten years those gloomy prognostications 
have been justified or the reverse. We must now conduct our investi
gations without that information. But it is a most unfortunate thing 
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that this should have happened at this part:cular juncture of time when 
so much depends on the public mind as to whether this swamping 
theory is justified or not. Will you allow me to give you some figures 
that actually apply to-day to show how far this theory is justified ? 
Take the Cape electoral figures for the last 20 years. They 
show that:-

the European vote has increased by 45,854 to 167,184 
the Asiatic 974 to 1,737 
the Cape Malay 167 to 1,070 
the Coloured 10,088 to 22,811 
the Native 9,143 to 15,780 

The fact, so far as the Cape alone is concerned, is that the European 
vote is overwhelming, and it seems to be growing more so as things are 
at present. 

Let me now take you to the Union figures. I quote the figures 
supplied by the last general registration in 1929. There is one going 
on now this year but we have not got the results. Out of a total uf 
452,000 voters in the Union there were no less than 410,000 Europeans, 
the balance being made up of Coloured, Malays, and Natives. Now 
accordmg to official figures the total nurn ber of European females in 
theCa~ rose from 337,000 in 1924 tv about 354,000 in 1927, an inc.rease 
in three years ot over 17,000. Yuu may estimate them in 1930 as being 
no less thau 372,000. In 1921, out ut a total of 737,000 European 
females iu the Union, there were 374,000 over the age uf 21 years. It is 
therefore probable that under the new Act about 440,000 new names 
of women will be added to the Register. I would like those figures 
to sink into your minds. They mean that, whereas to-day the European 
vote numbers 410,000 out of a total uf 452,000 it will, with the enfran
chisement of women, be raised to 850,000 out of a total of 892,000. 
That is to say that the Europeai} men and women will form 95.33 

per cent. of the representation. Of the balance of 42,000 the natives 

number only 16,000. Those figures are either right or wrong. I chal
lenge their examination. I would like to know whether they are right 
or wrong. We have never been told and there has never been any reply 
to that challenge. If they are wrong let us be shown where they are 
wrong. If they are right the swamping theory is relegated to the Greek 
Kalends, and some other ground must be looked for for this dicrimin
ation against a section of the population on the ground of race or colour; 
this spoliation of ancient rights, this denial of citizens' rights. What 
other ground is left but colour prejudice and race prejudice (hear, hear). 
Our vaunted civilisation and our statesmanship will fail inevitably 
and hopelessly if such motives are to be used as the mainspring of these 
decisions. As an Association and as individuals, we can only do our 
best against such things, and for the rest we can only pray that better 
counsels may prevail in the settlement of this most important question 
{applause). 
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THE REV. R. B. DOUGLAS, D.D. 

The Rev. R. B. Douglas, DD., said: I feel it a great honour and 

privilege to have even a small share in this impressive meeting. I 

take it that the purpose of our gathering is to endeavour to strengthen 

the feeling that is growing in all parts of South Africa that our 

greatest problems can only be usefully approached on broad humani

tarian lines and that the time has now come when we must call a halt to 

the policy of drift and consider our whole attitude and behaviour to

wards what we call the native problem. The relations between white 

and black in this country have become dangerously strained, and all 

who desire the welfare of South Africa are gravely concerned 

lest our national character fall into decay, lest there come upon this 

country what Mr. Merriman predicted would come if the policy of en

deavouring to secure white supremacy by might instead of by right 

were persisted in. The relations between races of different culture 

and civilisation has been declared by a great expert, Mr. J. H. Oldham, 

to be the greatest problem of the world. That problem is presented 

to South Africa in its most acute form. The eyes of the world are on 

South Africa, and our place in the nations will be determined largely 

by the measure of wisdom which we bring to bear upon the adjustment 

and settlement of this great problem. It has been said that this is 

not a political meeting. If it were I should not be here. I am per

suaded that all men of goodwill are convinced that this question must 

be lifted up out of the arena of party strife (hear, hear). There must 

be a resolute endeavour to create a body of intelligent public opinion which 

will bring pressure to bear upon our statesmen and legislators that they 

will be unable to resist . All I wish to do in the time at my disposal is 

to suggest two great ethical principles by which alone I believe 

we can be rightly guided in these matters. The first is that in all social 

questions human values must predominate and must be determinant, 

and the second is that what is morally unsound can never be politically 

or economically wise (applause). My first contention has been ex

pressed long ago by that most illustrious philosopher Immanuel Kant 

who summed up morality in these words, " Treat humanity in your

self and in others as an end and never as a means." The second prin

ciple is embodied in a familiar adage of Matthew Arnold's " Morality 

is the nature of things." If we carry those two guiding ethical prin

ciples into our political thinking, into our attitude and behaviour to

wards the native people and their disabilities, we can find a way out. 

We shall be guided step by step into a right path, and these problems 

that may seem insoluble will find their solution as we go along, steadily 

repressing all the lower and baser impulses and seeking only to be guided 
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by the broad principles of humanity-and by adhering steadfastly to the 
right in scorn of consequences (hear, hear). It is said that it is im
possible in this country to be governed solely by humanitarian con
siderations. " Better," said one, " to secure justice for the white 
man than by granting greater privileges to the black man to risk what 
the white man holds." It is rightly felt that European culture and 
civilisation have brought to South Africa, and not least to the natives 
of South Africa, benefits so great that nothing must be done to sacrifice 
them. We are the trustees of that rich heritage which has been brought 
to this country from over the seas, and we must not allow the forces 
of barbarism to overcome them. You can hardly wonder that when 
the astute politician says "Do you wish your children to be governed 
by Kafirs," the answer is "No." It seems plausible to say that if 
increased opportunities for skilled labour open up before the non
European population, and a wide and effective franchise be granted 
t o the peoples of this country, then that ric~ heritage that we all value 
will be lost and European supremacy will no longer obtain. 

THE ONLY DANGER. 

:\fy friends, the only danger to our European civilisation is that 
we be unworthy of it (hear, hear, and applause). I say with confidence 
that injustice is the only dangerous element that can enter into our 
civic life, and that those who betray the principles of fair dealing 'and 
justice and consideration for others ; those who do not put humanity 
in the forefront and make it, as I say, the determining factor-those 
are the traitors to our cause (applause). That itself is a lowering of 
the flag ; that is the degradation of that standard of living which we 
have inherited from our noble forefathers. It is not possible, I believe, 
for any ethical thinker to believe that injustice can ever be forced 
upon the native without the degradation of the European. To 
deprive any section of the people of the fundamental human rights 
can lead to nothing but disaster. The fundamental rights of man 
are, I suppose, to live and move freely in their own country, to 
develop their powers of service, to train themselves to rise in the 
scale and to have some voice, real though possibly not loud, in the man
agement of their affairs, some say in framing the laws by which they are 
governed. In this country we are in this position. The great mass of 
our native people is being forced to the conclusion that there is against 
them such a spirit of hatred and repulsion, such a spirit of fear, that 
there is to be no place for them in the South African sunshine, no hope 
that they will ever emerge into that life of freedom and opportunity 
which we have spread before them. Among the educated leaders of 
the native peoples the feeling at present is extraordinarily bitter. There 
are men who have been mediators between the European race and their 
own who know well the richness of the heritage into which they have 
been introduced, who are ready to preach patience to their people, 
a long suffering patience, but those men are being stunned by a sus-
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tained and determined policy of repression, they are being forced into 
becoming anti-white agitators (hear, hear), and so far from thus lead
ing the people into ways of peace they may very soon be found leading 
them into ways of strife. As for the great mass of the Bantu people, 
they are driven into a state of almost apathetic hopelessness ; they are 
beginning to feel that the white man hates them and dislikes them, 
and is out to place barrier after barrier in the way of their upward march 
to civilisation. That is not a state of things that can be allowed to go 
on without grave peril to our country and to its future (hear, hear). 

UNDERGROUND DISCONTENT. 
A recent historian of Ireland has pointed out that the great Irish 

Rebellion was due directly to the taking away of the franchise com
pletely from the Irish people, for if you deny the people the effective 
means of expression, if you deny them a safety valve, a means of making 
their grievances heard in the ear of those in authority- then you drive 
the discontent underground and bring about a perilous position where 
you might have had a gradual and peaceful evolution into a larger 
liberty (applause). But it is not in politics alone that the natives of this 
country have to complain. Their economic disabilities are even more 
grievous, and press more hardly upon the average man and woman 
than their political grievances. In the great district of Victoria East, 
adjacent to my own, you have the largest native population in South 
Africa ; and that great mass of people, already obtaining a fair state 
of civilisation, is living almost to a man on the edge of the starvation 
line. In the Transkei there are only about 4 morgen of land to every 
family, and there are 11,000 married men paying Hut Tax who have 
no land at all because there is no land for them (shame) and no place 
where they can go to earn a livelihood. These things press deeply 
into the daily life of our native people, and they cry for redress. Gen. 
Hertzog and Mr. Tielman Roos have both spoken in appreciation of 
the fact that it is absolutely necessary that more land be obtained for 
the natives, and while Commission after Commission has reported in 
those terms, the new land has not yet been allocated, and the lands which 
could be allocated for natives are being taken up more and more by 
European farmers. Unless something is done very soon indeed it will 
not be possible to find land in South Africa for our immense native 
population. And when they drift into the towns ? I have just come 
from Johannesburg. I have seen some of the evil slums. There are 
45,000 native men and women in Johannesburg living in conditions 
so horrible and degrading that I do not think there are slums in the whole 
country that can be compared to the slums in Johannesburg. These 
are hotbeds of vice, disease and crime, and there is growing up in our 
cities-perhaps worst of all there, though they are bad enough in all 
conscience in small towns like my own-there is growing up a large 
young population of detribalised natives, freed from the restraints 
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under which their fathers lived, having learned no morality, having 

gained no education, and growing up to be a menace to their own people 

and to ourselves. 
A SQUARE DEAL WANTED. 

What I plead for is that the men and women of South Africa shall 

make this matter a grave concern of their own, and endeavour to create 

such a public sentiment as will demand a square deal for the native 
people, and particularly a chance to gain an honest livelihood, a chance 

to progress in education, in morality and civilisation. The Chairman 

has spoken of a series of pin pricks which have a certain effect, just as 
the slums of Johannesburg have the effect of creating criminals. It 

is almost impossible for a decent native in the Transvaal to keep out 

of prison. If he has not in his pocket when challenged by a policeman 

the 10 or 12 passes he has got to carry, he is flung incontinently into 
prison, to herd with gaolbirds. He must have a permit to look for 

work ; if he fails to find work within six days he has to go back to get 
his permit extended. When he goes back three or four times he is flung 

into prison for having failed to find work (shame). That is the kind of 

spirit whi<;h is dictating our attitude towards the native people. It is 
causing the most bitter resentment. I know of an educated native who 

was on the staff of the Native Affairs Commission. He was in Pretoria with 

Dr. Roberts, and, on leaving a night meeting, he went home on a late 

t ram, and was arrested by an ignorant policeman and flung into gaol 
for being out late at night. The President of the Commission had to 

go to the prison to release his clerk. 

A NEW ENEMY. 

One educated native said : " When I see a man being 

marched to prison in a gang for failure to obey the Pass Laws, I 
say, there goes a new enemy of the Government" {hear, hear). 

Criminals and enemies of the white race are being made because 

of the sheer stupidity and the persistent aggravation of our 

public attitude and action towards them. I want to close what I have 
to say with this, that above the political and economic aspect of the 

question is the personal question of the attitude of men and women of 

the white race towards the native people. The feeling is growing, I 
am assured, amongst the native people that there is an inveterate 

dislike on the part of our people for the natives, and that the development 

of the native race is not being hailed with sympathy and co-operation 
and cordiality on the part of the great masses of our white people. 

These are running away with the idea that the interests of the one are 

opposed to the interests of the other, that to do good to the native means 

to do harm to the E uropean, and that theymust be kept independent of 

one another because their interests must inevitably clash . I wish to 
put forward this, that the good of each and the good of all are inseparable, 

that we are not independent of one another, but inter-dependent in the 
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closest possible way, and that there is no good coming to any part of 
South Africa which excludes any other portion. If we are to build 
up in South Africa a sound and stable civilisation, I am sure that this 
will be its watchword : that humanity in ourselves and others must ever 
be sought as an end and not as a means, and that in carrying out fearlessly 
the principles of righteousness, of human truth, and justice and com
passion, there can be no risk, because morality is the nature of things. 
It is the central entity of the universe. It is the one effective power 
that remains amid all the changes of human things. There can be no 
prosperity for a country, though it appoint countless days of humiliation 
and prayer, unless it sets itself to go the way of justice and fair dealing 
and goodwill. There can be no blessing from any real God for people 
who forsake ways of righteousness and who will not seek earnestly to 
adjust themselves to what is good and acceptable to Him. Human 
interests and human values must predominate. What is morally sound 
must be politically wise. On these two principles we may rest with 
confidence the future of our land (applause). 
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PROFESSOR FREMANTLE. 

Professor Fremantle said: My mind goes back many years to the 
last time when I had much to do with Mr. Douglas. We were then 
joint examiners in philosophy. I only wish we were now. I don't 
think I shall be letting out any secrets of the examination room if I 
tell you, Sir, that, if we were, you and :\fr. Burton would pass with 
distinction. As for Gen. Hertzog, we should have to reserve judgment. 
I say that about Gen. Hertzog because I am not quite sure what we are 
talking about. The culmination of the native question at the present 
time is Gen. Hertzog's proposed legislation, but we had one Bill from 
him in 1926, and by the beginning of last year we had a very different 
Bill, and it looks to me as though, if Gen. Hertzog goes on, he will produce 
nearly as many native Bills as Henry VIII. had wives. Some people 
say, " Well ! anyhow he has got courage " ; but if it comes to the dis
franchisement of a poor and helpless section of the community, it means 
about as much courage as it demands on the part of the village duck 
to waddle into the village pond. In 1926, Gen. Hertzog did exhibit 
some courage. He gave the natives seven members of Parliament
not elected as we could wish, but still sufficient to exercise a considerable 
influence on legislation. Unfortunately, by 1930 the seven had dimin
ished to three, and I presume that means that the Prime Minister's 
courage had diminished by 60 per cent. I hope that his courage will 
now rise, and that we are going to have a really courageous Bill if we get 
one at all. 

The greatest proof of courage of all would be to have no Bill at all 
dealing with a subject which can best be treated by deferring legislation 
until we know more about the subject. At the present time we are goinl,! 
to legislate upon this most intricate and difficult question, and by way 
of preliminary we are getting rid of the census of the native people. 
Is it possible to conceive such a colossal piece of folly as to cut away 
from yourselves your chief source of information at the very time you 
are dealing with the greatest problem of the country? Gen. Hertzog 
is like the Parisian taxi-driver who told his fare that when there was a 
fog and he could not see he drove fast and trusted to luck. It seemed 
to him that that was the principle upon which the Government was 
going at the present time. I think it is rather a risky one for us who 
are the passengers in the Government taxi. None of our parties has 
been formed definitely with a view to dealing with the native question. 
Most of us are led by parties, and our parties are divided. Some of our 
leaders are so anxious to succeed at the next election that they per
petually have their eyes fixed on some plan for squaring the circle, with 
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the result that gradually public confidence evaporates. There was a 

party in England of which it was said : " They have lived for years on 

tactics, and at last they died of tactics." Such a party ends as another 

English party did, of whom it was said : " There are really only four 

of them, but when they want to frighten anybody they pretend to be 

five." I hope that will not be the fate of any of our parties. In this 

matter we have to get right down to some sort of principle. I am 

perfectly prepared to accept the fundamental principle of the Government. 

As an old Nationalist, I am quite prepared to take Nationalism as your 

fundamental principle. But I want to make an appeal to my old Nation

alist friends and the Nationalist Party to think this question out, because 

Nationalism in South Africa is a particularly difficult problem. In 

other countries you have a common language, which we have not here; 

in other countries you have a common race, which we have not here. 

But perhaps the greatest force of Nationalism in other countries of the 

world is oppression. The Moors oppressed the Spaniards, and made 

them a nation ; the Spaniards tried to oppress the English, and made 

them a nation. There was a time when the English attacked the French, 

and helped to make them a nation. The French under Napoleon attacked 

the Germans, and made them a nation ; the Germans under Bismarck 

defeated the French, and it was said that the services of Bismarck to 

France were far greater than his services to Germany. A little healthy 

oppression might do us a great deal of good in South Africa, but there 

is always, unfortunately, the British Navy to prevent it. The result 

is that, instead of having one nation in South Africa, we have a bundle 

of nations. 

THE TASK OF NATIONALISM. 

What is the task of Nationalism in South Africa? It is to get out 

of that ; to get beneath that ; to unite us where we are divided. I 

accept that, and I wish that the National Party would recognise the real 

essence of the problem, the greatness of the task that lies before them, 

and try to make a nation of the divided members of our population. 

We have no desire for an amalgamation. By all means let the Dutch 

keep their traditions ; let us recognise their traditions, even if we do not 

share them ; by all means let the English keep their traditions, but let 

us be united as South Africans, and not merely as English or Dutch or 

natives (applause). Now we have this difficulty. Our Dutch friends 

were here first. They established a civilisation, they established a 

nationality, they had the priceless advantage of being plentifully bullied 

by the Dutch East India Co., and as a result they became a nation 

before the English arrived in the country, and before the Bantu had 

crossed the Kei. Well, many of them have not been able to get over 

that. I find many of my Nationalist friends are about 200 years old. 

For them the whole nineteenth century has been blotted out. As far 

as I can make out, these gentlemen must have been born on the average 
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in 1730. I don't care to surrender the leadership of my country to 
people who were born as long ago as that (laughter). I wish to put 
this to my Nationalist friends: whether these people, with their minds 
fixed on Nationalism which was quite right 150 years ago, are not to-day 
the greatest enemies of Nationalism in South Africa, because they prevent 
the English people and the other European and non-European people 
from feeling as South Africans. You can say in English, " I am a South 
African," but when you try to put it into Afrikaans you cannot. But 
when you think of this difficulty of English and Dutch, how small it is 
compared with the difficulty of transcending the great line between the 
European and the non-European ! What a tremendous task we have 
before our nationalism in South Africa, and yet it has to be accomplished 
if we are ever to be a real nation, if we are to have that sense of national 
communion which does not mean identification at all, but which does 
mean that we ·can trust each other, understand each other, be loyal to 
each other, respect each other, have affection for each other, and stand 
up for each other in time of need (hear, hear). Who can say that we 
have arrived at that point to-da.y with regard to this native question? 
The trouble is that many people who were born in South Africa think 
they know about the native, when really they may never have seen one 
except in the street in Cape Town. 1fany think they know about the 
native, and so they do ; but all they know is the undeveloped native 
in the kraals. With all respect to the human claims of the native in 
the kraals, that is not what we speak about in speaking about the native 
question. That is the problem for yesterday. The problem for us is 
the pressing problem of to-morrow. The question which concerns us 
is the future of thecountry. A profound revolution has been going on 
for many years in the mentality of the native. The other day there 
appeared in " Die Kerkbode " a counterblast to the statement of the 
English bishops. It was written by a Dutch missionary, and he put 
forward what he regarded as the alternative Dutch ideal of native govern
ment in a very interesting paper. I don't agree with it. He used these 
words, speaking of the natives : " They are now becoming a nation 
conscious of its own purpose." What a tremendous phrase! Somehow 
or other we have given them a national consciousness. Now what sort 
of nationalism are you going to get in South Africa if you are going to 
have rival national consciousnesses ? I say, what we need is one in 
which we all take our place as citizens of South Africa. At the present 
time, owing to the course of events, there is great truth in what my 
Dutch missionary friend says. \Ve have been forcing the natives to 
become conscious of themselves. Let us feel that we belong to South 
Africa, and that we belong to each other. The question of mixture 
is a ridiculous question. It has nothing to do with being loyal to each 
other as fellow citizens and children of South Africa. You might as 
well say that in order to get national union you have to abolish the 
difference betwt,en sexes. No one wishes the differences destroyed, but 
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behind them we have to build up the real South African nationalism 
we hear so much about. But this is a matter which the native is not 
going to decidf'. The European is going to decide for him. We are the 
governing class. The native has a small, almost a negligible, share of 
control over the legislature. Mr. Burton has quoted the figures. How 
are we going to use our position? Surely, every man who takes his nation
~lism seriously must feel that a great and urgent responsibility rests on 
every one of us. Are we going to force the non-Europeans together as 
we have already forced the natives together ? It may be said that 
there is no thought of doing wrong to the natives, but the difficulty is 
that the question is not whether we do wrong to the native, but whether 
we act so that the native has a sense of wrong in his own heart. Who 
can deny that this is going on at the present time ? Is there anyone 
in touch with native opinion who does not know there is a sense of wrong ? 

IS IT NOT TIME ? 
Is it not time that we reconsidered the policy to which we are com

mitted, and turned back on our tracks? Remember, we are asking much 
of our Europeans. Is there any people really fit to decide the fate of 
another people ? I would put this to my Dutch friends. Should we 
ever have had self-government for the Transvaal and the Free State 
if it had depended entirely upon the English-speaking people in South 
Africa? Should we have kept self-government in the Cape in 1902 
under those circumstances ? \\'ell, our English people are better than 
most people, far better than most people, about the rights of self
government; but we were saved from ourselves by England in 1902 
and 1907, and I think in dealing with a similar question now in regard 
to the non-European it is time we thought of a little saving of ourselves 
from ourselves in our own country (applause) . 

Segregation may have been right years ago. It is objected to now. 
It has been tried in the economic sphere, and has broken down. ~o 

economist of any position is prepared to defend a system of economic 
segregation in South Africa, or to deny that it is costing the country 
an enormous sum of money to-day. Your Trades Unions have discovered 
that, and it is generally known. Besides, when we make our natives 
feel as non-Europeans, we must look at what is happening in other parts 
of the world. You have Japan, according to the American Trade Jour
nals, prepared to lead the world in technical and scientific concerns. 
The other day the world was in grievous peril, and was saved from 
disaster by a Committee of the League of Nations, presided over by a 
Japanese, who managed to settle the dispute between the Germans 
and the Poles. On Friday of last week our own Minister Plenipotentiary 
in the United States made a speech in which he explained our system of 
segregation, and on Saturday he entertained to dinner Mr. Curtis, the 
Vice-President of the United States, who is a man of mixed blood. I 
wonder what he will be doing on Saturday of this week ! The fact is 
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that European superiority has gone with other vanished things of the 
past. There is nothing left of it but the superiority of civilization, of 
culture, and science is more strongly entrenched than ever. What we 
ask is that we should have a policy which embraces all people of South 
Africa, and gives to each its proper place. We ask that we should be 
allowed to break the bondage of past policies,-rendering all homage 
to the spirit which actuated them, while refusing to allow its letter to 
enslave us ; and we ask that we should no longer dodge the real issue, 
which is how to reconcile native and sectional differences by common 
civilization, patriotism, and idealism. It is four years now since the 
] oint Council of the Dutch Churches issued a manifesto on Gen. Hertzog's 
Bills, and said that native policy could only be settled by Christian 
principles of justice and generosity, mutual respect and sympathy, 
patience and tact. I have no doubt that those Christian principles 
are working day and night in the hearts of all sections of our people. 
I have no doubt that science is opening the eyes of our people in our 
universities, regardless of race. I know that the spirit of justice has 
dominated the judicature of this country for long generations, and has 
won it the respect and confidence of all classes, and I believe, however 
many defeats lie befure us, that eventually religion and justice are 
bound to prevail (applause). 
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THE REV. M'TIMKULU. 

The Rev. A. M'timkulu- who was introduced to the audience 

by Sir James Rose Innes as the father of two sons, both of whom had 

passed their B.A. examination, one studying law and the other philosophy, 

and neither of whom could come upon the electoral register if the new 

Bill passed- said : If there is one thing more than another which demands 

special study from all citizens of South Africa, it is the native question. 

Up to now, no two men are agreed as to the right definition of the native 

problem. If you go to the politician he will tell you that the native 

problem is the Franchise Bill, the farmer says the native question centres 

in the native who does not want to work, the capitalist says it is a ques

tion of wages, and the native himself says there is no such thing as the 

native question, because it is a European question (hear, hear). The 

native was here long before the European came, and there was no clash 

of colour. Immediately the European came there was a clash. Therefore, 

says the native, the problem came with the European, and is a European 

problem. The native is suffering from grave and serious disabilities. 

Under the Common Law, a man is free till he is convicted by the Magis

trate; but under the Pass Law the colour of the native's skin makes 

him a criminal every time, and he has to prove that he is an honourable 

person. Then there is the land disability. Three parts of the popu

lation have one-thirteenth of the land, and if the native wants to obtain 

land outside the prescribed area he is forbidden to make his own con

tract, for no other reason than because he is black. If there is no land 

he has got to go to work ; and when he goes to work he learns all sorts 

of things, simply because he is driven to it. When he gets work in 

town, his wages are very small, £1 lOs. a week, some of them less. Out 

of that he has to pay rent and buy necessaries, for which he is charged 

the same as the man who earns £20 a month. He gets it in the neck 

every time. His wife does some washing. and she must make skokiaan 

or adopt some other means of making a little money. So long as wages 

are what they are, there will always be agitation. If you want to stop 

agitation you must pat better wages. We want to get equality of oppor

tunity. The Colour Bar is a blot on the Statute Book, and causes 

dissatisfaction, as well as loss of faith in British justice, freedom and 

fair play. It is a reproach to the nation that a man should be debarred 

from advancing because of the colour of his skin. Did the native make 

himself black? Then there is the disability of the census. Justice 

will not be done to the native unless we have a census and ascertain 

what are the facts. The franchise case depends on the census. We 

have been told we are increasing terribly, and if so, why cannot we know 
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what the position really is? Why hold it back until you have taken 
away all the representation we have got? Then there is education. The 
native is the only people in South Africa to pay school fees- (shame)
and we are the only people who pay Poll Tax. We are taxed directly 
and indirectly, and we do not get the return we ought to out of that 
taxation. For the Poll Tax we expect some return. Then why is the 
Bantu excepted from old age pensions, at any rate the detribalised 
Bantu ? If you take away the vote from the native man, who is going 
to speak for him? You will drive him into the hands of the agitator 
and create ill-feeling. If we can get land, our troubles will be solved. 
As to segregation, we are not afraid of that. You want the black man 
when there is no coffee in the morning (laughter). We are not afraid of 
segregation, because we know that will never happen. We have been 
told that the native wants to develop on his own lines, but who is going 
to draw the line ? In this matter of the franchise, set up any standard 
you think reasonable, and insist that the native shall reach that standard, 
but do not debar him from progress because he is black. We want a 
place in the sun of Africa, we want a place on the soil of Africa. After 
the Zulu War, one of the King's officials said, as long as the sun rises in 
the east and sets in the west, so long would Zululand remain native 
territory. To-day the native people are being pushed into the hills. 
We know for certain that we cannot stand against the European. What 
we want is a place in the sun of Africa, a place in the land of our birth 
as citizens of South Africa, although we are black, and not to be disgraced 
in the eyes of the world. Allow us to rise if we can, and not put bars 
before us. As trustees of native welfare, the European should be glad 
to see the native rise in the scale of civilisation (applause). 
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