VHAT WE SAID

A\CTS FROM leading articles published by the
Jaily Mail over the last decade:

tch 28, 1963: He (Dr. Verwoerd) gave a broad
it he would contemplate setting aside such funda-
‘matters as frial in open court, the assumption
nan is innocent until proved guilty and 'the sifting
ence by a competent judicial officer.

*
vil 29, 1963: Earlier this month, fifty-nine
Africans, many of them schoolboys, were arres-
Pretoria and have since been held behind a cur-
silence that at any other time would have out-
ublic opinion, But the fact that their detention
yused so little comment is another symptom
1arsher methods being resorted to by our police

*

vil 30, 1963: These advocates (referring to a state-
7 the Johannesburg Bar Council) say bluntly that
n is being made for a police inquisition. Further-
hey warn us that...., “abuse and tyranny are
le.”

y 13, 1963: Imprisonment for interrogation is
act in South Africa. There is no protection for
against a law that is applied behind closed doors,

L

w
gust 16, 1963: There is no douht that many people
oly disturbed by the reports about the conditions
vhich 90-day detainees have been held in jail.
have been descriptions of questioning which
the use of a tough “third-degree” method of
ation, '

*

ober 19, 1963: Detention without trial is ugly
ope the Minister of Justice will heed the request
udicial inquiry. There is much that requires

10N,
*
tember 13, 1964: There is a mass of evidence to

at 30-day detention, with all that goes with it,
5 to torture.
*

e 6, 1969: As the secret-police system becomes
e firmly entrenched, the inroads on liberty will
lily more devastating and the very chance of
more slender.

*

uary 22, 1971: It is bad enough that the Security
hould have these Draconian powers. But when
ercise them with such contempt for the public's

ary right to know what is happening...then it
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The Act—and
its grim
powers

THE ACTIVITIES of the Sec-
urity Branch are almost al-
ways shrouded in official sec-
recy and parliamenfary ques-
tions have often heen skimpily
answered — or not at all.
Security Police spokesmen
often appear unwilling to give
proper information, as in the
case of a brother and sister,
Gwendolyn and Alfred Wil-
cox, who were released this
week after more than nine
months in detention.

Apart from saying some
months ago that they might be
required as witnesses in a “cer-
tain trial" and that they might
be released when the hearing
had been finished, the chief of
the Security Branch refused fo
discuss the matter.

Another

The two were never used as
witnesses in any trial. It does
not appear that they were sus-
pected of any offence. They
were released without comment
or apology from the Security
Police.

Mr. Percival Phillip, 19, of
Soweto, is another person who
was picked up by the Security
Police, held for eight months
and then released. He was pick-
ed up in his township home
while preparing to go to school.
His father said after his release
that he knew of no charges
against his son,

He added that his son had
told him he had bheen well
treated in custody.

It is not possible to estimate
how many people have heen

held or are being held by
s  Dlazivisi
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the wide powers it gives them.

The terms of the Terrorism
Act are:

6. Detention of terrorists
and certain other persons for
interrogation.

Any commissioned officer of
or above the rank ot lieutenant-
colonel may, if he has reason
to believe that any person in
the Republic is a terrorist or is
withholding from the police
any information relating fo ter-
rorists or to offences under the
Terrorism Act, “"arrest such
person or cause him to be ar-
rested without warrant and
detain or cause such person fo
be detained for interrogation
at such place in the Republic
and subject to such conditions
as the Commissioner may, sub-
ject to the directions of the
Minister, from time to time
determine” wuntil either the
Commissioner, satisfied that he
has satisfactorily replied to all
guestions or that no aseful
purpose will be served by con-
tinuing to detain him, orders
his release, or until his release
is ordered in terms of subsec-
tion (4).

The Commissioner should ad-
vise the Minister of the name
and place of detention of the
detainee as soon as possible
after his arrest and once a
month should give the Minister
reasons why he should not be
released.

Entitled

Any detainee is entitled at
any time to make representa-
tions in writing to the Minis-
ter about his detention or re-
lease,

No court of law is entitled
to comment on the validity of

cumstances so permit” for a
detainee to be visited by =2
magistrate at least once a fort-
night.

The Minister of Police, in
answer fo a question on
detainees in the House of
Assembly in Fehruary last year.
said people had bheen detained
under the Terrorism Act since
June 1969. However, he added,
it was not in the public interest
to disclose information on
whether any of these people
had been charged or were still
in detention and how long they
had been detained.

Arrested

Discussing 180-day deten-
tions, the Minister said 35
people had been detained since
June 3, 1969, Thirty were still
being defained at that date
(February 4, 1970). They were
people who had been arrested
and detained since October
1969.

In May this year the Mini-
ster of Police again refused to
answer a parliamentary ques-
tion on how many people had
been held under the Terrorism
Act as a result of the Security
Police swoop in February.
People being held would “in
all probability” be charged
within the next month,

The previous day there was
an angry exchange in Parlia-
ment when Mr, Michael Mit-
chell, the Opposition’s chief
spokesman on justice, accused
the Minister of Justice of
monumental unconcern ahout
detainees,

A few days afterwards
Mrs. Helen Suzman and
1Inited Partv MPs laiinched an

%

=

reply, said that communism
could not be fought with
“modern civilised methods" or
with democratic methods. The
only way to fight communism
was to fight it with its own
methods.

In 1967 the Minister of
Justice revealed that three
peaple had committed suicide
while in detention. Their
names, and the dates of deten-
tion and death. were finally
given to the House of Assem-
bly hy the Minister of Police in
September 1970,

Sickly

In October 1963 a 53-year-
old and sickly African woman
was brought before a Johannes-
burg magistrate charged with
having fwo copies of a bkan-

ned publication — “Fighting
Talk" — in her possession,
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tatnees have heen made hoth
in South Africa — in court
cases — and abroad. In August
last year, Mr. John Schlapober-
sky, a 21-year-old Wits student,
published an account of his
experiences while a detainee in
the London newspaper, the Ob-
server. He had been held for
33 days in the previous year.
No charges were brought
against him and he wag al-
lowed to leave for Israel after
his detention,

In terms of the Prisons Act,
Mr. Schlapobersky’s comments
may not bhe published., How-
ever, Brigadier Venter, head
of the Security Branch, gave
this statement to the Rand
Daily Mail on the allegations:

“In spite of all our effarts
to treat these people properly
and according to the law, they

all make these statements.
“We emphatically deny we
treated him in this way. It is
an emphatic lie, Whoever has
been detained must lie and put
the police in a bad light.,”
The general rule about reti-
cence in the Security Branch
is not always observed. In
April this year Lieutenant
Colonel M, J. Meyer, of the
Security Police, hecame the
centre nf a row when he told a
symposium that the three most
dangerous corrupting influen-
ces on South African youth
were Nusas, the University
Christian Movement and drugs.

He said afterwards he was
speaking in his “official capa-
city”. He was roundly attacked
for his comments.

The secrecy practised by the

Security Branch is, in fact,
entrenched in the law, The
Terrorism Act enables the

police to refuse to divulge any
information about detainees.
Thus it was possible, during
the course of the notorious
“22" f{rial for the police to
produce as an accused a man
the public did not knmow wasz
heing held at all. His name
name was Benjamin Ramotse
and he claimed to have been
held incommunicado for 23
months, No further informa.
tion was offered about him.
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WHAT WE SAID

EXTRACTS FROM leading arficles published by the
Rand Daily Mail over the last decade:

March 28, 1963: He (Dr. Verwoerd) gave a broad
hint that he would contemplate setting aside such funda-
mental matters as trial in open court, the assumption
that a man is innocent until proved guilty and 'the sifting
of evidence hy a competent judicial officer.

*

April 29, 1963: Earlier this month, fifty-nine
young Africans, many of them schoolboys, were arres-
ted in Pretoria and have since been held behind a cur-
tain of silence that at any other time would have out-
raged public opinion, But the fact that their defention
has aroused so little comment is another symptom
of the harsher methods being resorted to by our police

system,
*

April 30, 1963: These advocates (referring to a state-
ment by the Johannesburg Bar Council) say bluntly that
provision is being made for a police inquisition. Further-
more, they warn us that.....“abuse and tyranny are
inevitable.”

*

. May 13, 1963: Imprisonment for interrogation is
now a fact in South Africa. There is no protection for
anyonie against a law that is applied behind closed doors.

4

®
August 16, 1963: There is no doubt that many people
are deeply disturbed by the reports about the conditions
under which 90-day detainees have been held in jail.
There have been descriptions of questioning which
suggest the use of a tough “third-degree” method of
interrogation,
*

Ociober 19, 1963: Detention without trial is ugly
... we hope the Minister of Justice will heed the request
for a judicial inguiry. There is much that requires
explanation. .
*

September 15, 1964; There is a mass of evidence to
show that 90-day detention, with all that goes with it,
amounts to torture.

*

June 6, 1969: As the secret-police system becomes
ever more firmly entrenched, the inroads on liberty will
be steadily more devastating and the very chance of
protest more slender.

*

Januwary 22, 1971: It is bad enough that the Security
Police should have these Draconian powers. But when
they exercise them with such contempt for the public's
elementary right to know what is happening ... then it
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its grim
powers

THE ACTIVITIES of the Sec-
urity Branch are almost al-
ways shrouded in official sec-
reey and parliamentary ques-
tions have often heen skimpily
answered — or not at all
Security Police spokesmen
often appear unwilling to give
proper information, as in the
case of a brother and sister,
Gwendolyn and Alfred Wil-
cox, who were released this
week after more than nine
months in detention.

Apart from saying some
months ago that they might be
required as witnesses in a “cer-
tain trial” and that they might
be released when the hearing
had been finished, the chief of
the Security Branch refused to
discuss the matter,

Another

The two were never used as
witnesses in any trial. It does
not appear that they were sus-
pected of any offence. They
were released without comment
or apology from the Security
Police.

Mr. Percival Phillip, 19, of
Soweto, is another person who
was picked up by the Security
Police, held for eight months
and then released. He was pick-
ed up in his township home
while preparing to go to school.
His father said after his release
that he knew of no charges
against his son.

He added that his son had
told him he had been well
treated in custody.

It is not possible to estimate
how many people have been
}1_eld or are being held hy

the wide powers it gives them.

The terms of the Terrorism
Act are:

6. Detention of terrorists
and certain other persons for
interrogation.

Any commissioned officer of
or above the rank of lieutenant-
colonel may, if he has reason
to believe that any person in
the Republic is a terrorist or is
withholding from the police
any information relating to ter-
rorists or to offences under the
Terrorism Act, “arrest such
person or cause him to be ar-
rested without warrant and
detain or cause such person to
he detained for interrogation
at such place in the Republic
and subject to such conditions
as the Commissioner may, sub-
ject to the directions of the
Minister, from time to time
determine” until either the
Commissioner, satistfied that he
has satisfactorily replied to all
questions or that no aseful
purpose will be served by con-
tinuing to detain him, orders
his release, or until his release
is ordered in terms of subsec-
tion (4).

The Commissioner should ad-
vise the Minister of the name
and place of detention of the
detainee as soon as possible
after his arrest and once a
month should give the Minister
reasons why he should not be
released.

Entitled

Any detainee is entitled at
any time to make representa-
tions in writing to the Minis-
ter abhout his detention or re-
lease.

No court of law is entitled
+n comiment on tha wvalidity of

cumstances so permit” for a
detainee to be visited by =z
magistrate at least once a fort:
night.

The Minister of Police, in
answer to a cquestion on
detainees in the House of
Assembly in February last year.
said people had been detained
under the Terrorism Act since
June 1969, However, he added,
it was not in the public inferest
to disclose information on
whether any of these people
had heen charged or were still
in detention and how long they
had been detained.

Arrested

Discussing 180-day deten-
tions, the Minister said 35
people had been detained since
June 3, 1969. Thirty were still
heing detained at that date
(February 4, 1970). They were
people who had been arrested
and detained since October
1969,

In May this year the Mini-
ster of Police again refused to
answer a parliamentary ques-
fion on how many people had
been held under the Terrorism
Act as a result of the Security
Police swoop in February.
People being held would “in
all probability” be charged
within the next maonth.

The previous day there was
an angry exchange in Parlia-
ment when Mr, Michael Mit-
chell, the Opposition’s chief
spokesman on justice, accused
the Minister of Justice of
monumental unconcern about
detainees.

A few days afterwards
Mrs. Helen Suzman and
1Tnited Partv MPs launched an

reply, said that communism
could not he fought with
“modern civilised methods" or
with democratic methods. The
0}‘11,\’ way to fight communism
was to fight it with its own
methods.

In 1967 the Minister of
Justice revealed that three
peaple had ecommitted suicide
while in detenftion. Their
names, and the dates of deten-
tion and death, were finally
given to the House of Assem-
bly by the Minister of Police in
Septemhbher 1970,

Sickly

In October 1969 a 353-year-
old and sickly African woman
was brought before a Johannes-
burg magistrate charged with
having two copies of a bkan-
ned publication — “Fighting
Talk"” i

— in her possession.
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tainees have heen made both
in South Africa — in court
cases — and abroad. In August
last year, Mr, John Schlapober-
sky, a 21-year-old Wits student,
published an account of his
experiences while a detainee in
the London newspaper, the Ob-
server. He had been held for
53 days in the previous year.
No charges were brought
against him and he wag al-
lowed to leave for Israel affer
his detentign,

In terms of the Prisons Act,
Mr. Schlapobersky's comments
may not bhe published. How-
ever, Brigadier Venter, head
of the Security Branch, gave
this. statement to the Rand
Daily Mail on the allegations:

“In spite of all our ¢
to treat these people pit
and according to the law
all make these stateme

“We emphatically der
freated him in this way.
an emphatic lie. Whoeve
been detained must lie ar
the police in a bad ligh

The general rule abhou
cence in the Security F
is not always observe
April this year Lieu
Colonel M. J. Meyer, ¢
Security Police, hecaru
centre of a row when he
symposium that the thret
dangerous corrupfing 1t
ces on South African
were Nusas, the Unno
Christian Movement and

Mv heart



AL TS FROUM Tleading arficles published by the
Daily Mail over the last decade:

farch 28, 1963: He (Dr. Verwoerd) gave a broad
hat he would contemplate setting aside such funda-
| matters as trial in open court, the assumption
man is innocent until proved guilty and 'the sifting
dence by a competent judicial officer.

*
pril 29, 1963: Earlier this month, fifty-nine
Africans, many of them schoolboys, were arres-
Pretoria and-have since been held behind a cur-
f silence that at any other time would have out-
public opinion. But the fact that their detention
roused so little comment is another symptom
harsher methods heing resorted to by our police

¥
*

pril 30, 1963: These advocates (referring to a state-

by the Johannesburg Bar Council) say bluntly that

on is being made for a police inquisition. Further-

they warn us that....."“abuse and tyranny are

ble.”
*

ay 13, 1963: Imprisonment for interrogation is
fact in South Africa. There is no protection for
- against a law that is applied behind closed doors.

k¢
1gust 16, 1963: There is no doubt that many people
ply disturbed by the reports about the conditions
which 90-day detainees have been held in jail.
have been descriptions of questioning which
- the use of a tough “third-degree” method of
zation,

*

tober 19, 1963; Detention without trial is ugly
hope the Minister of Justice will heed the request
judicial inquiry. There is much that requires

tion, .
*

ptember 15, 1964; There is a mass of evidence to
hat 90-day detention, with all that goes with it,
s to torture.

*

e 6, 1969: As the secret-police system becomes
e firmly entrenched, the inroads on liberty will
dily more devastating and the very chance of
more slender,
*

wary 22, 1971; It is bad enough that the Security
hould have these Draconian powers. But when
ercise them with such contempt for the public’s
ary right to know what is happening...then it
s ten times more alarming.

.*

y 24, 1971: And so we come to a point where
chael Mitchell can state that a detainee might
een alive today if the Terrorism Act had not
| him of all protection in prison. And we take
ut blinking,  Would we have been so little con-
only eight short years ago?

L

its grim

THE ACTIVITIES of the Sec-
urity Branch are almost al-
ways shrouded in official sec-
recy and parliamentary ques-
tions have often been skimpily
answered — or not at all
Security Police  spokesmen
often appear unwilling to give
proper information, as in the
case of a brother and sister,
Gwendolyn and Alfred Wil-
cox, who were released this
week after more than nine
months in detention.

Apart from saying some
months ago that they might be
required as witnesses in a “cer-
tain trial” and that they might
be released when the hearing
had been finished, the chief of
the Security Branch refused to
discuss the matter,

Another

The two were never used as
witnesses in any trial. It does
not appear that they were sus-
pected of any offence. They
were released without comment
or apology from the Security
Police.

Mr. Percival Phillip, 19, of
Soweto, is another person who
was picked up by the Security
Police, held for eight months
and then released. He was pick-
ed up in his township home
while preparing to go to school.
His father said after his release
that he knew of no charges
against his son.

He added that his son had
fold him he had been well
treated in custody.

It is not possible tb estimate
how many people have heen
held or are being held hy
the Security Branch 'in terms
of the various laws at their
disposal, notably Section Six of
the Terrorism Act and the de-
tention clauses of the General
Law Amendment Act,

In recent times it has he-
come apparent that the police
prefer to hold detainees under
the Terrorism Act because of

the wide powers it gives them.

The terms of the Terrorism
Act are:

6. Detention of terrorists
and certain other persons for
interrogation.

Any commissioned officer of
or above the rank of lieutenant-
colonel may, if he has reason
to believe that any person in
the Republic is a terrorist or is
withholding from the police
any intformation relating to ter-
rorists or to offences under the
Terrorism Act, “arrest such
person or cause him to be ar-
rested without warrant and
detain or cause such person to
be detained for interrogation
at such place in the Republic
and subject to such conditions
as the Commissioner may, sub-
ject to the directions of the
Minister, from time to time
determine” until either the
Commissioner, satisfied that he
has satisfactorily replied to all
questions or that no uaseful
purpose will he served by con-
tfinuing to detain him, orders
his release, or until his release
is ordered in terms of subsec-
tion (4).

The Commissioner should ad-
vise the Minister of the name
and place of detention of the
detainee as soon as possible
after his arrest and once 2a
month should give the Minister
reasons why he should not be
released.

Entitled

Any detainee is entifled at
any time to make representa-
tions in writing o the Minis-
ter about his detention or re-
lease.

No court of law is entitled
to comment on the validity of
any action taken under this
section, or to order the release
of any detainee.

The only people who may
have access to any detainee or
to any official information re-
lating to or obtained from a
detainee are the Minister or an
officer in an official capacity,

Provision is made “if ecir

cumstances so permit” for a
detainee to he visited by 2z
magistrate at least once a fort-
night.

The Minister of Police, in
answer to a question on
detainees in the House of
Assembly in Fehruary last year.
said people had heen detained
under the Terrorism Act since
June 1969. However, he added,
it was not in the public interest
to disclose information on
whether any of these people
had been charged or were still
in detention and how long they
had been detained.

Arrested

Discussing  180-day  deten-
tions, the Minister said 335
people had heen detained since
June 3, 1969, Thirty were still
being detained at that date
(February 4, 1970). They were
people who had been arrested
and detained since October
1969.

In May this year the Mini-
ster of Police again refused to
answer a parliamentary ques-
tion on how many people had
been held under the Terrorism
Act as a result of the Security
Police swoop in February.
People being held would “in
all probability” be charged
within the next month.

The previous day there was
an angry exchange in Parlia-
ment when Mr, Michael Mit-
chell, the Opposition’s chief
spokesman on justice, accused
the Minister of Justice of
monumental unconcern ahout
detainees,

A few days afterwards
Mrs. Helen Suzman and
United Party MPs launched an
aftsck on the Minister of
Police over the use of the
Terrorism Act, Mrs. Suzman
said the Act lent itself to
abuse. ‘Tt allows the police to
take short cuts, and I say
they are.”

Reminded

She reminded the House
that the 22 people detained
under the Terrorism Act were
discharzed for a second time
last year, having been charged,
discharged and then re-
detained and charged again.
One of them, Peter Magu-
bane, had been held for about
one and a half years in all.
How long, -she asked, before
the police knew whether or
not they had a case against
him?

The Minister of Police, in

reply, said that communism
could not bhe fought with
“modern ecivilised methods" or
with democratic methods. The
only way to fight communism
Was to fight it with its own
methods,

In 1967 the Minister of
Justice revealed that three
people had committed suicide
while in detention. Their
names, and the dates of deten-
tion and death, were finally
given to the House of Assem-
bly hy the Minister of Police in
Septemher 1970.

Sickly

In October 1969 a 53-year-
old and sickly African woman
was brought before a Johannes-
burg magistrate charged with
having two copies of a ban-
ned publication — “Fighting
Talk" — in her possession.
She pleaded zuilty. Her coun-
sel told the court that she
had been held in solitary con.
finement under the Terrorism
Act for a month.

He said that the publication
had been lying in a dusty trunk
“probably for eight or nine
vears”, It had not been used or
distributed, i

He appealed to the court:
“The mere fact she has already
been in jail in solitary confine-
ment for a month is already a
severe punishment for a woman
of her age and physical condi-
fion.” !

The magistrate found her
guilty, sentenced her to two
months and suspended the sen-
tence for a year. He said: “The
detention she has undergone is
more than adequate punish-
ment for what she has done.”

From time to time allega-
tions ahout illtreatment of de-

tainees have bheen made hoth
in South Africa — in court
cases — and abroad. In August
last year, Mr. John Schlapaber-
sky, a 21-year-old Wits student,
published an account of his
experiences while a detainee in
the London newspaper, the Oh-
server. He had been held for
23 days in the previous year.
No charges were brought
against him and he was al-
lowed to leave for Israel after
his detention.

In terms of the Prisons Act,
Mr, Schlapobersky's comments
may not be published, How-
ever, Brigadier Venter, head
of the Security Branch, zave
this statement to the Rand
Daily Mail on the allegations:

My heart go

“In spite of all our efforts
to treat these people properly
and according to the law, they
all make these statements.

“We emphatically deny we
freated him in this way. It is
an emphatic lie,. Whoever has
been detained must lie and put
the police in a bad light.”

The general rule abput reti-
cence in the Security Branch
is not always observed. In
April  this year Lieutenant
Colonel M. J. Meyer, of the
Security Police, hecame the
centre of a row when he told a
symposium that the three most
dangerous ecorrupiing influen-
ces on South African youth
were Nusas, the University
Christian Movement and drugs.

He said afterwards he was
speaking in his “official capa-
city”, He was roundly attacked
for his comments,

The secrecy practised by the
Security Branch is, in fact,
entrenched in the law. The
Terrorism Act enables the
police to refuse to divulge any
information about detaine

Thus it was possihle, duz
the course of the notoriouz
“22" trial for the police ta
produce as an accused a man
the public did not know wasz
heing held at all, Hiz name
name was Benjamin Ramotse
and he claimed to have beesn
held . incommunicado for 23
months, No further informa.
tion was offered about him.

oS out

THIS LETTER ARRIVED FROM A READER YESTERDAY:

MY HEART goes out to the
Timol family in their hour of
bereavement, In some small
way I share their sorrow and,
in  humility, T acknowledge
before God Almighty and my
fellow South Africans the part
I played in the death of their
son.,

Ahmed Timnol died under
suspicious circumstances. The
Government of our professed
Christian country stands con-
demned in the eyes of all
decent, right-minded people,
and in this indictment is in-
cluded the Security Police.

But I too am guilty, and so
are we all, for it is our silence

which lends respectahility to
the evil of which I accuse the
Government and the Security
Police. Tt has taken the death
of yet another detainee to
wring my Christian conscience
sufficiently to give me the
courage to raise my voice in
protest.

Conscience-stricken as I now
am 1 dare no longer waver in
my resolve tn oppose the evil
which masquerades in this
country under the banner of
apartheid, and which sickens
and decays our society. No
longer dare [ close my eyes to
the naked fascism of a police
state in which the mailed fist

and jackboot are the order of
the day.

The Security Police should
be reminded that their duty
lies in protecting the security
of the state and of all its
people regardless of race, col-
our or creed,

In a spirit of remorse at the
death of Ahmed Timol, and as
a mark of protest, churches
throughout our land should he
tnlling their bells. To the Secu.-
rity Police T would say, “Every
man's death diminishes me
Seek” not, therefore, to know
for whom the hell tolls, It tolls
for thee”. — THOMAS RODER.
ICK SCOTT, 13 Medusa Street,
Kensington.




