
TREASON TRIALS DEFEN~E FUND 

rRESS SUMMARY No . 13 

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

Period covered : 4th to 15th August , 1959 . 

TO READ OR NOT TO READ? 

Court initiates mores to f a cilitate the handling of vast 
quantity of documents 

On Wednesday August 5th, the leading of Crown evidence began 
with the handing in by former Detective- Sergeant Moeller of a 
number of documents seized in a r a id on the office of the 
African National Congress on 27th September 1955 , and put in 
by the Crown to show support for the Fr eedom Charter , the policy 
of the A.N. C. Youth League; opposition t o the pass laws , to the 
Bantu Education Act , and to the Western Areas Removal . The 
documents included circular letters to African National Congress 
branches, draft resolutions f or c~nferences, organisational 
bulletins, notps for celebration of World Youth Day , and a 
printed copy of the Freedom Charter . Copie s of pamphJe ts such 
as "Educating for Igno.rance", dir ected against the Bantu 
Education Act , were handed in . 

When it came t . a copy of the Constitution of the People ' s 
Republic of China, Mr . Justice Rumpff enquied whether the Crown 
was handing it in for the title or for the actual constitution, 
and insisted that it was far the Crown to decide on which 
portions it wanted to rely . Mr . van Niekerk first stated that 
the Crown was relying on the constitution, then limited himself 
to the title only , and finally took hie stand on the preamble . 

As the many j ocuments were handed in throughout the day , the 
judges from time to time asked the prosecutor why they had to 
l:is ten t~ a particular document . 

Mr . Maisels informed the Court that the admissibility of the 
documents would be argued after the evidence had been led . 
On the question of language , i~ had been agreed that although 
not all the accused understood English fully , the Court would 
not be delayed at this stage with interpretation, as the 
accused would assie t each other . 

After the first fifteen documents had been read , Mr . Justice 
Rumpff appealed to the Crown for some modification of the 
method of reading and handing in the documents , as the Court 
would otherwise sit for months listening to documents not 
dealing directly with violence . 

In reply to a suggestion by the Bench that the Crown might be 
required to summarise documents or to refer stric'ely only t e 
the portions of documents on which it would rely, Mr . van 
Niekerk pointed out that in many cases , such as the African 
National Congress Constitution , the Crown relied on the whole 
document . 

Mr . Justice Rumpff , addressing himself to Mr . Maisels , suggested 
that as the Crown had to prove all the facts set out in the 
First and Sec ond Summary of Facts , the Defence might , after 
careful study of the Summaries C!f Facts , CD nsider admitting 
certain historic assumptions . (At this point Mr . Maisel~ 
interjected "Hysterical assumptions") Mr . MaiseJS indicated 
that this course appeared improbable and stated baldly "~here 
is no short cut to these documents" . 

Mr . Justice Rumpff : / • •.. . .. . 
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Mr . Justice Rumpff : "Oh , well , we may become conditioned in 
due course .. " 

Document after document followed: Conference agendas , 
executive committee reports, signed correspondence, unsigned 
copies of typed letters, fraternal messages to conferences . 

Mr . Pirow , replying to the proposal by Mr . Justice Rumpff that 
cert~in documents could be summarised , stated that the Crown 
h~d seriously considered the possibility , but in the absence 
of co- operation from the Defence , the Crown could not put any 
less evidence before the Gourt . A case of this magnitude lay 
in the hands of the Defence . 

Presiding Judge ' s Outline of Crown Case . 

Mr . Justice Rumpff agreed that any proposal for shor tening the 
handing in of documents could not be dealt with precipitately , 
but suggested that the Crown case was primarily split into : 

(a) the existence cra number of organisa tions with 
membership and officials , and the co- operation 
between those organisations in matters of policy , 
apart from the alleged policy of violence . That 
part of the Crown case appeared , on the face of it , 
to be mainly historical . 

(b) Violence as the alleged policy of the various 
organisations . He felt that it would be possible 
for the Crown to prepare a summary of facts , 
setting out the allegations of the existence and 
histery of the organisations, facts without disputable 
inferences" which the Defence might be prepared to 
admit . r hen when docUffpnts were led in evidence to 
show the facts admitted by the Defence , they need n~ 
be read . 

Mr . Pirew differed with thepresentation by Mr . Justice Rumpff 
that the Crown case fell into two parts, but undertook to 
consider the proposal , as did Mr . Maisels . 

The reading and handing in of documents seized from the African 
National Congress continued with portions of reports and 
memoranda relating to the Congress of the People , until Mr . 
Maisels protested f er the Defence that the Grown was reading 
in only the portions favourable to the Crown case . Mr . Maisels 
pointed eut that the other parts would have to be read~ 
Mr . Hoexter submitted that , in any case , all documents handed 
in were introduced to the record and that reading enly empha­
si~ed certain portions. The Defence could refer to other 
portions during cross examination, or at a later stage recourse 
might have t e be made to the . ther portions . 

Mr . Maisels indicated that he took his stand on Section 157(ii) 
of the Criminal Code, that nothing not read is evidence . 
Thw was particularly important in this case where many documents 
were heard by the accused for the first time . Mr . Hoexter : 
"The documents are intreduced in their entirety as evidence and 
are not qualified by any failure to mouth the weDs in open Court". 

Reading of documents continued with reports of the African 
National Congres8 youth League, of Colonial youth Day , draft 
resolutions of youth League Conferences, minutes of executive 
committees , and branch meetings . 

Mr . Justice Rumpff/ •. • ..... 
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Mr . Justice Rumpff requested the Crown to prepare short not es 
at the end of each day , l~belling the documents in resp~ct ~f 
co- operation between organisations , capacity of the accused , 
etc . etc . 

When Exhibit A83 , the massive Agenda of the 21st Conference 
of the South African Indian Congress was produced , the Crown 
stated that this would be handed in to prove that the Conference 
was attended by other organmations, that the policy declared 
was as much that of the African National Congr ess as the South 
African Indian Congress ; that the documents ce ntained in the 
Agenda Book dealt with the iiberatory struggls , the Congr ess of 
the Teople , Communist influence, the part played by the African 
National Congr ess and the S . A. Indian Congress in the Defiance 
Campaign of 1952 , and the campaign against the Western Areas 
Removal Scheme . 

The ,Tudges protested at the. proposed reading .. f this massive 
volume , both at the outse1 and intermittently during the many 
Court hours taken up by the reading , but the Crown insisted 
on the importance of the Agenda Book, which included fraternal 
messages and greetings from individuals and organisations 
all ever the world; the welcome address was omitted , but intro­
duced by the Defence later during cross examination. The 
Minutes of the previous Conference in 1952 were read, dealing 
with the 1952 Defiance Camp~ign and resolutions taken at that 
conference . When the Court adjourned on August 7th , the Crown 
was only part of the way through the Agenda Book for· the 195 4 
Conference . 

II " II " " " " " " II 

On Monday August lOth, the trial recommenced with the opening 
address by the Crown , (sec Summary No . 12 for full ~ext), and 
then continued with the re~ding of the Agenda Book of the 1954 
Conference of the S . A. Indian Congress . 

When Mr . Liebenberg for the Crewn began t e read the Secretarial 
Report to this Conference , the jUd~eS protested anew, and 
Mr . Justice Rumpff asked whether t e Crown had made the suggested 
approach to the Defence concerning the admissions on historic 
facts . On being informed that the approach had been "drafted 
in writing" and had been sent to the Defence that morning , 
Mr . Justice Rum!ff said : "The Court ' s view is this . The Crown 
must draw up aist of facts - and the sooner the better - which 
the Defence might admit . It is a summary of facts that is 
required - not correspondence !" 

Mr . A. Fischert Q. C. informed the Court that the Defence had been 
approached by he Crown as to what admissions the Defence was 
p~epared to make , but Mr . Maise~ had asked the Crown for specific 
information; the Crown had scattered allegations of violence ever 
a very long peried . Until the Crown would define what it sought 
from the documents , it would not be possible to shorten the 
present procedure . The letter mentioned by Mr . Lwbenberg had 
not been received by the Defence . 

The Crown was then asked what estimate of time it had for t he 
Crown case , to which Mr . Liebenberg replied: "It should not tA.ke 
more than 6 months" . 

At this stage Mr . Pirow handed a letter to the Defence with a 
lis t of admissions which he claimed would pave the way , but he 
stated also that if the Defence would not accept this suggestion , 
there would be ne purpose in meeting further . 

Mr . Fischer/ .... .. . . 
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Mr . Fischer rejected the Crown proposals, pointing out that t he 
admissions sought were of no assistance whatever to the Co~ , 
and did not include any of the points discussed by the Court . 

Mr . Justice Rumpff pressed again fara summary of facts for 
admission to be submitted t o the Defence , and the Court adjourned . 

New Suggestions by Presiding Judge 

.When the Court resumed on the following day , August l:th, 
Mr . Justice Rumpff proposed ~ new possibility which might prove 
workable . Th.e Crewn should first put in documents relating to 
each organis~tion and the persons . After that the Crown should 
(Without prejudice to the Defence) deal with the documents and 
read eut the portions set out in the latest Summary of Facts 
supplied w< +~ the Further Particulars; that reading MUST be done . 
During this time, the Crown should prepare a summary of facts , 
appearing ex facie in ether documents not in the Summary of Facts , 
for possible admission by the Defence .--- Thus the Court could 
start off with the work which had to be done . 

In reply , Mr . Pirew agreed as to the value of the suggestion , 
but expressed doubt as to the practical difficulties which might 
arise . ;!e reiterated that "The Defence h'"ts no say in how we 
lead our evidence" blAt agreed to consult the Defence . 

Defence Prepared to Make lRrge Hist orical Admissions 

Mr . Maisels: then said th"t it was better to have agreement 
initlally than eventually . The Court has made sUBeestions re 
reducing the volume of the documentary evidence , .• , . "eans e f 
a formul~tion of facts which the Defence might be able to admit . 
The Defence would consider any further suggestions made by the 
Crown , p'"trticular+y substantial admissions of hist erical f"ct 
on the Defiance Campaign; support for the Freedom Charter ; 
the collection of demands for the Freedom Charter; campaigns 
against the Bantu Education and Group Areas Acts; the Western 
Areas Removal Scheme and Passes for African women; denunciation 
of the present go'Cernment in Some of the ways alleged by the 
Crewn; the recruitment of the Freedom Velunteers; the acceptance 
of extra- parliamentary activity as necessary and inevitable; 
opposition to aparthe i d policy and legislation; the policy of 
opposing all forms of racial dwcrimination; criticism of the 
colonial system and sympathy with efforts of the colonial 
countri es to seek self - government . 

There would , however , be no reason in the Defence making these 
admissions unless the case were substantially shertened . 

Mr . Pirow protested in reply that the Defence admissicn would 
lead nowhere, far the Crown «ould not be able to abandon any 
significant number of documents. There was in fact hardly a 
document which did not deal with anything up to 30 factors ! 
For example , the abuse of the government alone is not a sin, 
it is one enly if it leads t . other consequences . The Crown 
could net agree to bind documents for use only for cert"in 
purposes . The suggestion by the C~urt weuld be seriously 
consiJered, but the Crown would need time before gi~ing its reply . 

Mr . Maise~ "If the contents of any document are required, then 
in a~y case the document must be read . The Cre .n must prove 
its case . The Defence will not prejudice its clients in any 
W"'iy whatsoever . " 

The Crown resumed the reading of the S . A. Indian Cor~er8nce 
Report; dealing with the establiShment of the National Action 

Council/ ... . • 
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Council for the Congress of the People; certain a nnexures 
were omitted . 

The Crown then commenced reading the series of lectures , the 
World We Live In , The Country we Live in and a Change is Needed . 

11111111""" , ''' " 1111 11 11 1111 

When the Court r esumed after the lunch break , Mr . Maisels 
offered certain admissions (see separate sheet) as 2 voluntary 
act by the Defence towards the shortening of the case . The 
Crown requested time to study the admissions , and resumed the 
r eading of the seri es of lectures. These were followed by 
e ighty documents dealing with organisational matters , circulars , 
letters, memoranda , ,'.,.afts of memornnda, bulletins , etc ., put 
in by the Crown to show anti gnvernment policy , anti imperialism , 
the Congress of the People, the Liberation Movement , the posi­
tions of the accused within their org'tnisations and various 
camp'tigns . 

1111 , '"111111111111"" till II 'I 

en August 12th , the sixth day of rending the documents , the 
judges again queried the length of the procedure . After 
discu3sion , it appe'lred that the Crown had misunderstood t he 
suggestion by the Court on the pr evious day and had therefore 
prepared its work different l y . 

Mr . Justice Rumpff : "The Court wnnts to get on with the essentia l 
documents while an a rra ngement is being made concerning the 
ba l ance . The time may come when portions a.,.e read which appear 
to be unnecessary in view of the admissions by the Defence ." 

After a number of documents had been r ead in which the Crown 
alleged related to the class struggle , Mr . Justic~ Rumpff 
suggested that these also could be incorpor ated into a s t atement 
of f'1ct for admission. 

Mr . Hoexter objected for the C~own that the Court would appr eciate 
that although the organisations had a~~itted working fo r a change 
of government , that was n~ enough for the schedule ; the Crown 
would h'lve to show the complexion of the desired new State . 

Wh~n a critical r eport on the campaign against the Weste rn 
Areas Removal Campaign was rer,d , Mr. Justice Rumpff asked: 
",!here does this post mortem report take the Court?" Mr . van 
Niekerk r eplied for the Cr~wn that it showed violent oppos ition 
to the government e . g . in the use of the phrase "the Waterloo 
of Apartheid ! " 

11111111""""11" """""" 

On August 13th the Crown continued with the handing i n of 
documents seized at the African National Congress office . The 
Defence nbj ected to translations of a few documents from an 
African language , because these had been made by an African 
detective of the Special Branch and these documents were handed 
in without translations , pending a translation acceptable to 
both Crown and Defence . 

At one stage , when envelopes and contents were handed in 
together, Mr . M'1isels objected that the Crown was not dr awing 
attention to the f ac t that some of these had been sealed when 
seized, and that the contents bore dates long previous to the 
date of the seizing . De ~~~tive Sergeant Moeller then classified 
these exhibits as opened or unopened at the time of their seizure 
by the police . 

After 290/ •. . . ..• . 
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After 290 documents in all hand been handed in , the Crown led 
evidence by the same witness as to the documents found at the 
Congress of th~ People on the person of ene of the accused , 
C. M~yekiso , including the delegage card, a letter of nomination 
as a spe~ker , the draft of a spe8ch , and the agenda of the 
Congress of the People , listing all the speakers and their subjects . 

U""""""" 

Early en the following day, August 14th , the Crown indicated that 
the witness , Detective Sergeant Moeller , w~s available for cross 
ex~ination by the Defence . 

Mr . Kentridge , for the Defence, first queried the admissibility of 
two documents on the grounds of irrelevance, submitting that this 
section provided only th~t documents found on the premises of , or 
in the possession of , any serv'!nt c£ any organisation could be led 
as evidence of membership and identification. Mr . Kentridge 
argued that in the case of A. 14 , the Constitution of the People ' s 
Republic of Chin'!, since the indictment went nuch further than a 
mere interest in other countries , the mere possession of a 
censtitution would be inadequate . The position would become 
intolerable if this procedure continued . 

Mr . Hoexter : for the Crnwn, replied that the Defence was 
confusing cogency with relevance . The Peoples ' 
RbPublic of China was achieved as a resultof 
revolution and the African National Congress may 
have been aware of this . The Court will not at 
this stagg, seek to determine the measure of 
cogency : 

Mr . Justice Rumpff : announced th~t the Court would give 
its decision nn the matter on the foll cwDg 
Mond~y . 

First Cross- Examination 

Mr . Maisels : then began the cross examinatio~ of the former 
detective sergeant of the Special Branch , Mr . Moeller , establish­
ing through questi~ning that the documents selzed had been found 
in an office open t o the membershil' and th~t although a large 
number of documents and periodicals had been handed in , and also 
a large number seized and not handed in , there lli~d been als. a 
large number of periodbals such as copies of Time , The Observer~ 
The Listener , the New Statesman, the Bantu World , etc ., that had 
ne t been taken. Mr . Maisels emphasised that all documents 
seized had been kept openly in an office . . .• " If this is a cloak 
and dagger conspiracy , then it seems all dagger and no cl eak :" 

Mr . Moeller : "At times the Congress held public meetings , but at 
other times there ';ere Conferences from which the public were 
excluded". 

Mr . Maisels : then reminded the witness of an occasion in 1954 when 
fOlice were exduded by a Uourt Order , as the result of a complaint 
hat the police were coming to all meetings for no reason. The 

police h~d alleged that all sorts of crimes were committed behind 
closed doors , When ordered by Mr . Justice Rumpff , who at that past 
time he~rd the application, to lead relevant evidence , the pelice 
had not qccepted the invitation. The African National Congress had 
held me etings in accordance with the normal procedure of a politi­
cal party; at conferences other political parties, representatives 
of the Churches, etc ., were invited . The public was not usually 
admitted in such ~ases . 

When Mr . Maisels asked the 
by the pbli~A at the trial 

witness whether the practice , admitted 
of Dr. Moroka and others in 1953 , ef 

infiltrating/ . . • ••• 
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infiltrating policemen ~nd informers into the Congress organisation 
had ceased , Mr . van Niekerk objected that the Defence was trying 
to make the witness testify to the pr~ctice of the ~olfue . 
Mr . Maisel~ protested that he had not sought knowl e ge of the 
informers ; the ' prRctice ' was relevant to the alleg~tion that the 
Congresses were doing violent things behind people's backs , through 
a secret revolutionary organisation. Mr. Justice Rumpff 
queried the necessity for the witness to answer the question . 

Mr . Maisels then put in one of the documents omitted by the Crown, 
the message from A. J . Luthuli , President General of the A.N. C. t o 
the Natal Provincial Conference in 1954 . Mr. Maisels drew atten­
tion to the paragraphs showing the opposition of Church leaders, 
both in South Africa and the U.S .A., to the Western Areas Removal 
Scheme; the strikes of African workers for legitimate demands; and 
the Bantu Education Act . The message stressed that the only worth­
while objective was full citizenship rights, the vote was the fun­
damental key issue in any democratic state , citing the clBh between 
the Beer republic and the Uitlanders which led to the Boer War . 
"Congress does not advocate a bloody struggle but h~s wisely 
chosen the non- violent way of struggle ." Asked if this were 
Congress policy , i~r . Moeller admi tted that he had often heard it 
said . 

Referring t . the Agenda Book of the 21st S . A. Indian Congress 
Gonference in 1954, Mr. Maisele pointed out the omission by the 
Crown of the porti0n laying down the policy of the A. N. C. , as well 
as e f the Memorandum on the Nature and Effects of Racial Discrimi­
nation submitted joinGly t~ U.N. O. by the A.N. C. and the S . A. 
Indian Congress . 

Mr . Maisels read from this Agenda Book certain sections of the 
introductlon showing the objects of the A.N. C. and the S . A. I . C., 
illustrating "principled opposition and the pelicy of non violence·' 

Mr . Maisels then dealt in cross examination with the constituticn 
of the African National Congress, signed by Dr. Xuma and the Rev. 
J . Calata , which he submitted w~s the constitution at all times 
relevant to the charge , since the new constitution was adopted 
only in 1957 . The aims of the A.N. C. accor~ing to the constitu­
tion was read out , including "to attain freedom from discriminatory 
l aws " and "to strive and work for the unity of the people". Mr . 
Moeller agr eed that the various pwces of paper , unsigned , and the 
pencil notes attached tc the signed constitution might be workings 
for proposed amendments . 

The witness was requested to rend the welcome address by Mr . 
Laurence , f 8rming part of the Agenda Book, but omitted by the Cr~wn , 
in which he said , inter "liafi "Our chief aim is to provide peace , 
concord and goodwi l l among t e component parts of S . A. " 
De~ling with the messages , Mr . M~isels referred the witness to a 
number of messages omitted by the Crown which came from non- Cemmu­
nwt countries and individu"ls from the Philippines, Canon Collins , 
various M. P . ' s in Britain , including H. Cr~ech-Jones, the former 
Secretary for the Colonies . 
De'l.ling with non- violence , Mr . Maisels reminded the wit .,ess that he 
had investigated the Dpfiance Campaign case , and asked whether it 
would be correct to describe the Defiance Campaign 90S a "well 
disciplined and non violent campaign for the removal of unjust laws" 
The witness agr eed, and Mr . Maisels continued : "And it was s o 
f eund by that Court? The judge imposed a suspended sentence on 
the accused , "because you have conSistently advised your :followers 
t e avoid vi ol ence in any shape or form" . 
Mr . Moeller : "That was so ." 

II II H II" " n" 11"" II II" .. " 

Issued by the Treason Trials Defence Fund (W . 0 . 2092) 
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III TIlE SPEX:IAL CRIMINAL COURT 

REGINA 
v. 

!DANS AND OTHERS. 

The Defence admits : 

1. That during 1952 the A.N. C. and .S.A. I . C. decided to conduct a campaign for 
the Defiance of Unjust Laws , and did conduct a campaign, involving the 
deliberate contravention of certain laws by way of protest and in order to 
bring about political and -social changes in South Africa ~ 

2. That between March 1954 and July 1955, the A. N.C., S.A. I . C., S.A.C.O.D. and 
S.A.C.P.O. were represented upon the Nationol Action Council for the C.O.P. 
and supported the organisation of the C.O.P. 

3. That the campaign for the C.O.P. , supported by the abovementioned organisations 
involved the collection of demands for inclusion in a Freedom Charter, and 
culminated on 26th June 1955 , in the adoption of the Freedom Charter at C.O.P. 
in Kliptown. 

4. That after July 1955, the A. N. C. , S.A. I . C. , S.A . C.O.D. , S .A.C.P.O., and 
S.A.C. T.U. were represented upon the National Consultative Committee and 
supported the publication and popularisation of the Freedom Charter . 

5. That the A. N. C., S.A. I.C ., S.A. C.O.D. , S.A.C.P.O., S.A. C. T.U., and F.S.A.W., 
were opposed to the enactment and/or provisions of the Group Areas Act, the 
Bantu Education Act , the Natives ' Resettlement Act and the l aws relating to 
the carrying of passes by Africans . 

6. That during the years 1954, 1955 , 1956 , the A. N.C. conduct ed cruLpaigns against 
the Bantu Education Act, the Natives ' Resettlement Act and the laws relating 
to the carrying of passes by Africans , in the course of which it advocated 

(a) the boycott of Bantu schools by the pupils thereof , 
(b) that the inhabitants of the so-called Western Areas of 

Johannesburg should not leave their homes voluntarily, 
(c) that African women should not voluntarily apply for reference books . 

7. That the A.N .C. , S.A. I . C., S.A.C.O.D., S .A. C.P.O., S.A.C.T.U., and F.S.A.W. 
were strongly opposed to the apartheid policy and legisla tion of the Government 
of the Union of tiouth Africa and denounced t.he Government in vigorous terms. 

8 . That the A. N. C. , S .A. I.C . , S .A.C.O.D., S .A.C.P .O., S.A. C.T.U. :ond F.S.A. \' . 
criticised the present constitution of the Union of South Africa . 

9. That the A. N. C., S.A. I . C. , S.A.C.O. D., S.A. C.P.O., S.A.C.T.U. and F.S .A.W. 
demanded the substitution of a new and radically different government and in 
particular advocated 

(a) a system of government based upon universal adult suffrage , 
(b) the abolition of all forms of r acial discrimination. 

10. That the A. N. C. , S.A. I . C., S. A. C.O.D., S.A . C.P.O., S.A. C. T.U. and F.S.A.W. 
accepted the view that extra- parliamentary activity should be resorted to , 
and advocated and carried on extra- parliamentary activity. 

11. That during the years 1954, 1955 and 1956, the A.N.C ., S.A. I . C., S.A. C.O.D. and 
S.A.C.P.O. recruited or supported the recruitment of a body of persons known as 
the Freedom Volunteers. 

12. That the A. N. C., S .A. I . C. , S.A. C.O.D., and S.A. C.P .O. criticised the colonial 
system and sympathised with the efforts of colonial countries to obtain self 
government. 

2/ ..... 
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13. That the expressions by the ~. N . C ., S.A. I .C., S.A.C.O.D., S.A.C.P.O., 
S.A.C.T.U. and F.S.A.l, . of their admitted polici es were often vehement 

and repetitive. 

14. (a) That all the abovenamed organisations co- operated with one another 
generally in the policies and activities above set forth, in so f~r 
as such activities took place during the peri od and existence of each 

organisation. 

(b) That the A. N.C.Y.L. and A.N. C.W.L. similarly co-oper ated with the A. N.C. 

(c) That the T.I .C. and N.I.C . were constituent par ts of the S.A.I .C. 

(d) That the T. I .Y.C. and N. I .Y.C. similarly co-operated with the T. I .C. 
and N.I .C. respectively. 


