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MR GERALD CARDINER

*¥1 inquiry in the Johanne
publicly attacked the South
& juqig_es‘,'iand suggests
will not be a fair one.

Mr. Gardiner recently re.
turned to Britain after attend-
ing the sessions of the treason
inquiry during December, and
his views are set out in a
to the weekly journ:
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_prosecution in the South African .
treason trials contained a good
- many references to Comniunism,
and it may be that" additional .or
alternative charges under the
Suppression of Communism Aects
- will be made against some of the
accused when committed for trial.
. “It may therefore be of import-
~ance that English readers . . .
Should be aware of exactly what
‘high treason,’ ‘Communism’ and
‘Communist’ mean in South Africa
- today, even though it means set-
ting "out their definitions at
length.”

The smear ,
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Mr. Gardiner then sets out the
common law definition of “high
treason” and the statutory defini-
tions of “Communism” and “Com-

- munist.” - FiEe
| And then comes the smear. For
this is what he ‘writes: =
~ “When there are borne in mind

~ the humber and nature of the
- judicial appointments made by the
Nationalist Government of South
~ Africa, the fact that the Govern.
ment is entitled to order such a
case to be tried without a jury

before a special court, the widih

that the treason trial, whe
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is high treason, I am
be a traitor.”

number of pr
the Christian
Africa, it is

‘Sunday Express Reporter

, Q.C., the British barrister w
sburg Drill Hall as

African Courts. He

HUDDLESTON,

~AND M.CC. |

Sunday Exp'féss Correspondent

LONDON, Saturday.

- DLESTON launched
another attack on the South

.FATHim TREVOR HUD-

African treason trial in London

yesterday. - | ¢
__In_a double-page article in
the Bevanite Labour weekly,
“Iribune,” he deplores the in-

difference to the implications of

the mass arrests: “It is doubt-
ful whether the present treason

trial in South Africa will rock
even one member of the M.C.‘Q.

or. its supporters.” ..

- And hé adds: “If to affirm

human rights and decencies is

Communism, then I am a Com-

munist, and if to fight for them
Pproud to

i
of the above definitions and “the
fact that the accused, both Euro-
pean and Non-European. include a
ominent members of

community in South

trials are
concern to all
to whatever poli-
may belong, who

That is the end of the statement.
Mr, Gardiner watched the trea-

son inquiry proceedings on behalf
of Christian Action, the Bar Coun-
cil, the Inns
tive and Unionist Society, the
L Society

of Court Conserva-

of Labour Lawyers, the

a special observer,
has impugned the

n it comes before _
- Association of Liberal Lawyers,

hands of the

18 perhaps not surprising
to find that these treason
4 maltter of deep
those in Britain,

tical party they
care for civil liberties.”

ho attended the treason
has openly and

a special court,

a new organisation
the last
the purposes of civil

and “Justice,”
‘representing
Societies for
libertiESi

- Mr, Gardiner’s
contemptuous refer |
South African Benc IS not an
isolated case. | =
In December, the Daily Tele-
graph, one of the most important
and influential newspapers in Bri-
tain, also used the smear tech-
nique. Out of the blue,

apparent reason, it *implied that

e to the

integrity of the |

three |

insulting and
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there might. be some doubt about |

the integrity of the South Afric

ended with these words:
“But the issue is - now

mass arresf-'i in South Africa, and|

in the

of Justice. Britain and the rest

of the Commonwealth look to them |

to maintain a high standard of
equity and Inpartiality.” :
- The Daily Telegraph does not
~ explain why the Courts’ “equity
~and impartiality” should be
- called into question, or why, as
in Britain, it should

taken for granied,

Judiciary, S il :
_Its - main leading article of
December 8 was devoted to the|

South African Courts|

nnt be|

The most scurrilous aﬁdﬂﬁ‘buﬁ‘ve

reference of
“Spectator,”

all is contained in the
a weekly journal.

“Convenient”
“

R

Its columnist “Pharos,” com-|

menting on the
makes this statement:

“The Criminal Procedure and

- Jurors’ Amendment Act of 1954
gives the Minister of Justice
Power to set up g Special cri-
- Mminal court without a jury to

 try any pelitical offence which

he  dir

—Mr. Ju
Justice — _ » |
And “Pharos” has the insolence
lo mention two Judges by name.
The meaning of this comment is
plain. It is intended to
British readers that. | ;
“onveniently relieved of the burder,

mass arrests, |




