Jpsech made by UCH President, Rev James lioulder (August 20, 1268)

People have bheen asking why there have been so many student protests‘
in 1966, They want to know #hat students are advocating. Faced with
such questions and insufficient informatien and experience to make
nrganived sense of all that i® nappening, I will make nn attempt te supply
theoe questione with general answers. Fortunately, better Prains than
mine are equally paffled and are prodcuign “ar frmm final answers
to ouch questiong. As mneof Oxfords? outstanding historians said when
he wau asked what students are after:
Who the hell knows? I can't answer it, for whatever I say tonight
would  obably be cutdated tomorrow.

On the other hand, Prof, D.V. Cowan, who gave the 1968 Dr E.C. Malherbe
Academic T'reedom Lecture on "The rights and responsibilities of students
in a modern university" — was comewhat more adven¥urous, . He claimed
that three significant elements stand out as the rootcause of student

unrest,

Iirstly, a widespread dissatisfaction and disenchantment with the state
of pociety iteelf in all its dimensiens.

Hecondly, righteous indignation against dishonesty and inner contradiction.

Thirdly, an almost deperate search for values to liwe by, a yearning for a
Bonre of direction andfor helief in the worthwhileness of life,

If Prof Cowen was analysing studeat protest on the international scene,
then all three of his point probably stand. If he only had s w—called
"white"South Africay students in mind, then I'm not so sure that he

could suhstantiate his first point — the one about widespread dissatis-
fac%ion and disenchantment Wwith the state pf society in all its dimensions,
I moy be.open to correction, but I sense very little by way of such
disstisfaction and disenghaniment with the state of our society en, for
example, the Rhodes campus. In fact, I am somewhat disenchanted and

more than dissatisfied  that Rhodes students seem to be more enthusiasric
about putting out the security*officer's torch than fanning the flame of
academic freedom which TIGT students are trring to keep alive. ‘nd while
I appreciate t)e legitimate and widespread indignation against a disciplinary
codem which hae as mne of its basic priiciples that a Rhodes,mar and
woman must at all times hLave both their feet on the ground, I wish that
the same people would become as indignant about the similarly archaic

and paternalictic restrictions of contact between, say, Rhodes

students and those nf Fort Hare,

But, be that as it may. Having put my cards on the tab . to the question
of what I regard as some of the really important iscues confronting ¥oth
the Rhodes students and the Rhodes staff at the moment, let me return

to Prof. Cowen's second point — the one about righteous indienation against
dishonesty and inner contradiction, This is the point in which I am
interested andwiiich T want to pursue for the rest of the time at my dis—
posal, Furthermore, I want to confine my a tention to what had become
known as the "Mafeje cese’y and I want to attemptthe question:

Why are some UCT students and staff members protesting?
and answer some of the criticisms directed against their sit in,

Why are some UCT students and staff members protesting?

I am convinced that @t is their righteous indignation against the inmner
contradiction in their Council's decision net to appoint lMr Archie
Maf¢je to a Senior Lectureship in Social Anthropology which is the root
cause of the UCT sit-in, They were tired of reaffirming academic
freedom on holy days and contributing to its demise on working days.
They were tired of having their deeds contradict their words. They
were tired of being reminded t™at the purpose of the annual TB Davie
Memorial lecture is
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I will return to this point later. At thic stage, I simply wont te
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erganizations like NUSAS and the UCH, is the Government's ¢eterm}natlon to

prevent people from attempt ng t~ translate their verabl expression ef

their convictiom abeut university education and about human relations

into deeds. .
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It ought to be obvious why people become angry when they cannot do

what they want to do. It ought to be even more obvious wny people becpme
angry ‘hen they aré prevented from acting on, what, in the !Jestern Werld
at zny rate, are regarded as the normal civilised principles en which a
unive sity ought to he based zand the normal, moral and Christian
principles which ought to regulate one's relationships with and treatment |
of other people. But in case it is not obvious why pesple become angry
in such circumstances, in case it is not obvious why they ought to become.
angry in such circumstances, let me try to explain,

Freedom of thought — that is, the freedom :
to think candidly and intreridly about the fundamental iscues in
the life of the intividual and the commanity on the Greek
principle that an unexamined life is no life for a man -

is meaningless unless it is accompzanied by the freedom to act upon the

convictions and conclusions at -7.ich one has arrived. Being free to

think is no freedom at a2ll unless there is alse freedom to take

appropriate action. Not only te be. free to think, but t» fellow whither
the thoughts lead is the essence of freedom of thought., :

systematigally eroding. It is be
of thought and freedom of action had been eroded that members of the

and decided that they have had enough of this dishonesty and inner .
contradiction between their words and deeds.

and staff at UCT have demonstrated tha
accept the dictum that they may think ag they pleage s
remain cowering on their knees, and they are righ
not to match one's verbal expres:
behgviour which is consistent with those convictions, undermines one's
convicticns with the behaviour which is consistent ith “hose éonvictions,
un@egmines one's inte;rity and lays one open to the charge of hypocrisy.
This demanq for‘consistenoy Tas well put by Prof MM, Pope, Professor
of Tlassics at the Univer;ity,of Cape Town for the past‘ﬁ1 years,.who

ard of the decision not to appoint Nr
ause of Government Pressure,

o long as fhey
: t in doing so because
1ons of one's convictions with . the .

The present gituation at UCT is fatntly absurd, On one side you
have a unilateral decleration of autonomy and academic freedom,
=9n thg other you have a Minister of Iducation manufacturing a
'tradition” for us of which we have no knewledge at all, It is

laughable ang totally unreal.
Indaed it is. Byt it is also dishare
of the answer to the question why UCT
protesting is simply this : they want to match their pPronouncements

om academic frecdom with d. ede They want UCT to be i

: . . what they believ
a university ought to be - fr e to determine on academic groungs alcnee
who shall teach andwho may be taught,

st and inconsistent. Thus part
Students and staff members are
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But the students and staff members of UCT areprotesting for at lq@st
me other reason. They are protesting becauvse they lLave recognised
that segregdted universities are inferior universiiies.

Segregated universities are inferior universities. This was the con—
clusion the Appeal Court of the Tnited States came to in a 1954

jadgemext on the issue of sggregation in education,

The unanimous
decision of the court was

In the field of public educatior the doctrine of "separate but

equal™ has no. yrlace. Separate educational facilitiea are R
inherently unequal. '

Seéiegated univercities are inferirr for at least

Firstly, it i¢ difficult — in fact it is imros
"separate tut equal” library and laboratery facilities, It ie aleo
imposcible to duplicate equally the ~nterchange of pverseas staff and
lecturers. This particular lack ie. of course, no great skin off the
noce of a ssr—called ‘white" univereity like Rh~des. But students at

Fort Hare and elsewhere are derrived in this way . And our own facilities
could be impreved if meney was nct being wasted -to give visible
expression to the scatterbrained opinion that thers is a divine
crrrelation between people's rigmentaticns and their grey matter 1}

Secendly, segregated. studente are denied th
RE0rnaly, &

from the teachers of ther choice with the special qualifications they
need and: desire, Once again this is a liability which so~called

"non white" students suffer under more obvirusly than so—called "whise"
ones.  But as the llafeje. case demonstrates, the shoe can — and in the
future will probably increasinsly — be on the other foot. To put it

more bluntly: if Mr Mafeje is not appointed to the Senior Lectureship

in Social Anthropol-gy a2t UCT then ctudents who re2d that subject will
be taught by some "white™ lecturer wh~ is less qualified and

capable than he is. And if that is nrt a good reason for protesting

against Mr Mafeje's non-aprointment then I don't know what is !

“
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£ible - to provide

e freedom to seek learning

Thirdly, receiving an education is more than simply acquiring ensugh
information to gerape through an examinatien. The amount of textbook
information one manages t- acquire while at a university is probably

the least:important reason for being there. Much more important is what
one learns about life and about other veoples not im formal contexts,

but only half—consciously and via a ;roeess of csmosis, Segreégated
Students however suffer th.os kind of impoverishment through separation

from peopleof ther ethnic and cultural groups with whom they must
learn to live together for the rest of their lives, .

These 3 reasons together amo

unt to the second reason why students and
staff members are protestin

& at the moment, They do not want UCT te
become .more segregated and therefsre more infericr than it already is.
What's-more, it is not only UCT's status as a university which has been
impoverished in this Way.' ‘Both students and staff at Rhodes, and at
every other segregated unive

reity in the world, are suffering a similar
impoverishment of educatirn, r

) he convictions and conclusion at which one
has arrived, .
(2) that segregated educatirn is inf

eri~r education.
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I new want to d 2l briefly 'ith criticisms which have been levelled at
the UCT sit-in.

(1) Senator de Klerk has complained th-at they have opposed Government
Prlicy.  For one, Senator de ¥lerk is correct, But I f2il te see

what point, if any, he is trying to make. Before 1948 Senator de Klerk
onposed Gevernment policy. If the 'ationalist Government were defeated
2t the next electicn, Senator de Klerk would no Goubt once again

eppose Gavernment policy. So that's 211 the fuss about?

(2) The Prime ilinister has camplained that students should not meddle

in politics but et on with their studies. I have two comments on

his complaint:

(1) I wart to remind him that it was a Nationalist Government which decided
that 18 year olds =are intelligent and responsible enough to have the vote,
It wag 2 Nationalist Government therefere that decided that student and

18 year nldc cught to meddle in rolitics. Once again I f2il to see what
all the fuss is zbout. As the Prime Minister knows from his own experience
in the,193ﬂ‘s and early 1940's : one of the most respectable ways of
participating in politics is to join a political party which is oppesed

to the gpvernment of the day. 4nd as he 21so kn~ws from rersonal
experience. ‘ne of the other recognised i2ys of expressing one's
political couuvictions is to protest 232inst what you regard to e
inconsistencies and injustices in Governmernt policy. Surely the Prime
Minister is not so naive as to im2gine that every student in the country

is one of his supprrters? '

(2) I £2i1 4o see hrw it is prsrible not to meddle in pmrlitics. This
peint has recently been mad well by Mr J; Hamilton Tussell in his -
highly to be recormended lectire en  "The University and Politics"., I
quote
" There is ro time to be deceived by the serious suggestion that
university students "should not meddle in politics but get on with
their studies”, After all the Gnvernment has given votes te
teenagers. Are théy expected to exercise their political rights
without studying pelitics? They vill naturally have their
opinions on 211 current issues of tie day — and it is their right
and duty as voters to preotest against anything they think is
grievously wrong and tn try in 2 democ:atic way, to compel their
rulers tn desist from arbitery action whether it is against the
university o against any other citizen of the State. No university
man or weman should be expected to become an unquestioning acceptsr
of oppres:ive state policy or an obedient little Tationalist puppet,

HoWwcan anyone keep out of politics? Everything is politics.
Everything that happens to man is the subject of political action,
No one should try to limit the scope of learning and enquiry.
Politics, religicn, science, apartheid, the Rule of Law all must
be examined and disputed, queried and questioned until the truth
is, found, : )

To be true to themselves, rembers of universities should =poly the
Same cencept of reason and objectivity to their examination of all
national issues.  Yhile maintaining an ardent sririt of pretest
against 211 that is unjust or politically immoral they should avoid
emotional thinting and action, that it is dangerous to thimk
With blood, c
(3) Implicit in brth Senator de Mlsrk and the Prime Minister's complaints
is a criticism which a great many editers of English newsvnapers have
raised against the UCT sit in; namely 3 questioning of the method used
by the UCT students and staff in exXprossing their dissatisfaction,
The implied argument in such compliints ard questions is the claim that
the only valid means ~f expres: ing one's political convictions is via
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(3) Implicit in beth Senator de Mlsrk and the Prime Minister's complaints
is a critigism which a great many editors of English newsnapers have
raised against the UCT sit in; namely g questioning of the method used

by the UCT students and staff in expressing their dissatisfacti -
The implied argument in such complaints ard questions is the claim that
the only valid meang of eXpres: ing one's political convictions is via
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the ballot box., And the reicon this argument ic adyanced is that tlLose
whe advocate it ~re quite rightly afraid of hn&ligin}sm and violence.
I share their fears. But let'z ¢t the record e@ralghi .nd kegp it
that ways the UCT students have neither behayed vinlently nor 1ith vul=-
garity.y ac I said near the beginning of tlLis grrumcnt: ?mving ?ecome
{ired of nnt being able 1o z2ct upon the convictione they hold, they
simply eat down. ‘

The only violent and nrrvocative utterancg sn far mzde, came from thg '
Prime liinisrer at Heilbron lzst Friday. -nd the nn}y acts‘of'hoolig?nlsm
and vinlence come from gtudents who are o pnsed tn the conv1ct10n§ ‘Ahich
are held by those UCT students =nd etaff members yho are enfgged in the
git in. In other words, the violence and vulpgerity which is feared,
is coming — not from the UCT students ond staff — but from those spovosed

to their action.

What's mere, the 20th century source of this di nified and nonvielent
way of protestiig against injustice has a South 4f-ican source. I am
referring, of course, to the life and teaching of Mahatma Gandhi, All
the detailed methods of civil disobedience which @ ave since swept the
world — from card hurning to ~ath tiking to marching — were first
improvised in such localities as the Mosge in Durban, or (as it was
popiilarly called) the J.wish The:tre in Johcnneeburg, or in such

further, stationc as Volksrust.

This is not the time or the place tn discuss Gandhi's method of non~violence.,
I simply want %o 7oint ~ut that it i the sime method of oretest

which the UCT students and staff are emplyoing. And I want to quote

one seatence from Erik Z. Drikson's sutstanding 1965 T.B. Davie

lemrrial Lecture on "Insight nd Freedom". He says:

South Africa may have every reason to be as proud of this exrart,
the Ghandian methnd, as it is preud of ite gold znd its diamonds;
for wratever the long —ange political fate of militant non—
*violence may be, the spirit of its o-rigin has, I believe, added
* lasting insight t~ r~ur search for truth,

I must clese, I do so 'ith tw- qurtaticns,

The first comes from Prof Julius bbinghaus, the Rector of Karburg
University, This is what he said when that famous German University,
cloged down by Hitler was eventually reopened in 1945:

. One fact remains unicrtunately too true. The Gerian universities
failed, while tlere was still time, to rppnse publicly with all
their power the 4 etruction of learning and of the demecratic
State, They failed to keen the Leacon of freedom and tight and

justice burning through the night <f tyranny so that it could be
seen by the entire world,

My secend quotation comes from General Smuts, In 1934, while a dressing

the members of St Andrews University, he movrned the fact that ether
countries, unlike South Africa, had:

‘lost the sturdy independent-minded freedom-lnaving individual

which he called » Standardised, mass mentality

Shi11 tie greatest menace of our times,

i1l contrasting Scuth Africa and Eur to t . i ’

Vs warty s g ope to the latter's disadvantiage,
Minerities are trampled down, Dissident views are not tolerated
and are forc}efully.Buppressgd.‘..lntellectnal freedom is dis—
appearing 4ith political freed-m, freed-m of ccnscience, of

;zz;::.???.ff the Press, and that of teaching, is in extreue



7
o

He cliesed his zddress itk ar observation and tvo guestieus:
The figkt for hum-- frezaom iz t-e Eupreme Issus of the future. .
Are we grin o 1 2d free tn tlcsge “h~ threaten
our fundsrentzl hum g heritage of the PasSt?
st 21tle fer the tre:king of our bonds
ard the enlargerent of ~ur rarse -~ ree ckoice ar
free action?
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Mr Chairman, Ladies xnd Gertlemen ¢ some siucdenis and staff members
at UCT have answered these two questions. Sc rave we !



