
and support of M. Tshombe against the Congolese 
rebels. The doctrine of self-determination was 
enunciated by President Wilson in 1918 and reaf- 
firmed in the Atlantic Charter of 1941. Its chief ef- 
fects in Wilsonian times were the dismemberment 
of the Austro-Hungarian empire, most of which 
ww presently to be absorbed into a new and more 
formidable imperialism, and the creation of some 
Arab states in the former dominions of the 
Ottoman empire; but it also encouraged the 
rise of various separatist movements through- 
out Europe, even in the newly “emergent” 
European states. Though these movements had lit- 
tle success or none, they had some part in deter- 
mining the alignments in the Spanish Civil War 
and in creating some of the dissatisfactions and 
tensions leading to the second World War. The 
insistence of the Roosevelt administration and the 
American propagandists that the Atlantic Charter 
applied to all people everywhere, became an em- 
barrassment for one of the signatories. Mr. Church- 
hill felt constrained to protat that he had not b e  
come the King’s first minister to preside over 
the liquidation of the British Empire; yet this, as 
the professor reminds us, was to be his melan- 
choly destiny, for he was again Prime Minister 
when the liquidation was consummated by the 
withdrawal of British troops from Egypt in 1954. 

What has come to an end in Asia and Africa is 
what came to end in North and South America in 
the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries-the long 
historical epoch of European overseas dominion 
that began with the voyages of Columbus and Vas 
co da Gama-and with it the reign of those “im- 
perialists who supposed that power and responsi- 
bility were mutually interchangeable terms.” 
Meanwhile, under the mask and slogans of anti- 
colonialism have risen new imperialists who sup 
pose nothing of the sort. Just how much the Amer- 
ican gospel of self-determination had to do with 
hastening the end of the old imperialisms may 
be a matter for dispute. What can no longer be 
disputed is the magnitude of the effort now re- 
quired to enforce the doctrine of self-determina- 
tion against the new imperialists. The price in 
blood, treasure, and political traditions of a paz 
amcricana in Asia and elsewhere will be a steep 
one. 

‘Century Dictionary am! Cyclopediu (Vol. IV), 
1904. -. . .. 

‘A. M. Hyamson, A Dictionary of Internotional 
airs, 1947. 

A‘W. W. White. Political Dictionarr. 1947. 
‘Mrs. Gandhi, it  appears, had sepaiated from her 

husband a dozen years or more before his death 
in order to assist her father, Prime Minister Nehru, 
i n  various political activities. 

On Torture 

The Wretched of the Earth, by 
Frantz Fanon, New York: Grove 
Press, 1965. 251 pp. $5.00. 

I 
THE AUTHOR of this book is described “A 
Negro Psychoanalyst” by his publisher. However, 
there is no evidence of psychoanalytic training in 
his writing or in the practice it depicts. A physi- 
cian, he seems to have studied psychiatry in 
France, where psychoanalysis is not part of the 
psychiatric curriculum. His book amounts to a 
passionate diatribe against French rule in Algeria 
and against the French attempts to subdue the Al- 
gerian uprisings against it, with some discussions 
of Algerian “identity.” The psychological diffi- 
culties found are ascribed to colonialism seen as 
part of the capitalism to which Marx originally 
ascribed them. There is no acknowledgement of 
the universality of the phenomenon which is actual- 
ly caused by industrialization-national or colonial, 
socialist or capitalist; it  would be inconvenient, of 
course, to acknowledge as much. 

There is an introductory diatribe by Jean Paul 
Sartre in his most existentialist mood, i.e. at his 
rhetorical worst. The book also is padded with a 
collection of Marxist (vulgar-Marxist) clichb 
and enjoys great prestige in Algeria and among 
French and African leftists; which is not surpris- 
ing. This prestige rests on the combination of 
pseudoclinical reporting and politico-moralistic 
passion. These days a moral case-good or bad- 
must be clothed in pseudo-scientific pretensions to 
be successful. Marx discovered as much; we are 
now witnessing a change from pseudo-economics 
to pseudo-psychology, from imitation of the less to 
imitation of the more fashionable science. 

Fanon tells us that all the pathological syn- 
dromes of his French and Algerian patients were 
caused by French rule, by the colonial relationship 
and, particularly, by witnessing torture. He gives 
no psychiatric evidence for this etiology; his diag- 
noses are politically but not clinically specific; 
and he does not discuss any psycho-therapy. One is 
forced to conclude that dubious “psychiatric” rea- 
soning is irrelevantly used for equally dubious po- 
litical purposes 

However there seems little doubt that-apart 
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from the pseudo-clinical language used-Fanon’s 
accusations of torture, murder and rape inflicted 
by the French are often true, although the Alge- 
rian nationalists seem to have committed no fewer 
crimes before, and possibly more after, the with- 
drawal of the French forces. These Algerian ac- 
tivities are not mentioneGperhaps they are re- 
garded as therapeutic. At any rate, such misdeeds 
add to rather than offset each other. One therefore 
does not excuse the other. Does anything? Is there 
some rationale? 

II 
IN A GOOD world none would use torture. In the 
best of all possible worlds, people do; and some- 
times-fortunately seldom-they are justified. Let 
us consider when this is or is not the case. 

If torture is used by one side (A), is the other 
(B) justified in using it? If this were to discour- 
age the use of torture by the first side enough to 
reduce the total amount of torture used by both, 
those who oppose torture must uphold its use in 
such a case-for there would be a net reduction. 
Unless a less painful way to achieve a net reduc- 
tion of torture is available-and often it is not- 
one can avoid this conclusion only by regarding 
each individual action as unrelated, or unrelatable 
to others. But this mode of thinking would exclude 
not only justification of torture but of much ac- 
cepted social action. If we grant that, in the case 
contemplated, torture is justified, there remains 
only an empirical question: would the (reactive) 
use of torture by the second side (B) reduce total 
torture? By how much? What actually wouId be 
the effect on the first side (A)? 

If (A) does not reduce torturing at all, (B)’s 
reaction simply increases the use of torture. Thus, 
torture would be used, deliberately or not, for 
purely punitive purposes. I can see no justification 
for this, if the torture is used on a person culp- 
able of a crime; and even less if the victim is not 
himself culpable of what is being punished; and, 
of course, least if (B)’s reaction leads (A) to in- 
crease torture; It is harder to decide what to think 
if (B)’s reaction leads (A) to decrease the use of 
torture-but by less than the increase that oc- 
curred through (B)’s resorting to it. (B)’s action, 
becomes justifiable from (B)’s hut not from a uni- 
versal viewpoint-which no one will adopt. 

Except when it is used to decrease torture by 
others, as mentioned above, I do not think that 
torture is a good deterrent. It certainly is not a 
deterrent to individual crimes, and generally to 
crimes in peacetime. The effect is doubtful and 
can be achieved by other means. There is no 
case either for torture for judicial purposes; it is 

likely, at least in the long run, to defeat its pur- 
pose: the extraction of truthful testimony. Ineffec- 
tiveness is a sufficient ground to avoid torture for 
judicial and deterrent ends; this makes it un- 
necessary to weight the moral repulsiveness of the 
meanstorture-against the end sought. 

But when torture is an efEective means and thus 
not irrational, we must consider whether or not 
the end will justify it. This may be the case in 
war, particularly in guerrilla war and in civil wars, 
which involve many small-scale actions. If by tor- 
turing a prisoner, secret information can be elic- 
ited and this information is likely to prevent more 
pain than the process of elicitation causes (or pain 
for more people than those tortured)-if, eg. an 
ambush can he prevented, or one’s own priwnen 
who are exposed to torture can be liberated by 
virtue of the information elicited; the torture, 
though no less repugnant than other acts of war, 
and, in many ways more so, is, nonetheless, justi- 
fiable. And in practice it is unavoidable under 
such circumstances; it will not be possible to pre- 
vent a group of soldiers from torturing a prisoner 
when they can expect thereby to gain information 
which will protect them or their comrades from 
ambush; or which will liberate friends exposed to 
enemy torture. In such cases, torture is as justifi- 
able as it is unavoidableif no other means to 
acliieve the desired result are available. Here 
again the remaining problem is an empirical one: 
how likely is the torture to elicit the relevant in- 
formation? Are there other equally effective 
means? 

No doubt both parties in a conflict would be 
better off witfiout torture. But for the reasons in- 
dicated, it is likely to be used. The likelihood is 
greater the more the war pits small groups against 
each other-greatest in a guerrilla war. In a major 
war, fought between massed armies, there are oth- 
er sources of intelligence than information elicited 
by torture. And most of the time the captured 
enemies do not have relevant or correct informa- 
tion of any importance. 

Apart from rational use in a guerrilla war, tor- 
ture may be used because the effectiveness and 
supervision of the central command are insufficient 
to prevent its unnecessary use by local command- 
ers. In practice it may be hard to distinguish tor- 
ture as an effective means to a justifiable end- 
such as the reduction of torture-from torture as 
an ineffective means, or as an immoral means of 
personal gratification. 

Those who wish, as  I do, to see torture mini- 
mized should concentrate on devising ways to make 
circumstances rare in which it is unavoidable; and 
to distinguish them from circumstances in which 
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there is no justification (as distinguished from ex- 
planation) whatsoever for torture, and in which 
torture should be precluded by disciplinary means. 
This would be more useful than mere deploring 
which has been going on as long as torture has, 
with no visible effect, other than the gratification 
of the deplorer. But it is the victims who need 
help. 

Reviewed by ERNEST VAN DEN HAAG 

The Rivonia Aflair 

117 Days, by Ruth First, New York: 
Stein and Day, 1965. 142 pp. $3.95. 

No Easy Walk to Freedom: Articles, 
speeches and trial addresses of Nelson 
Mandela; foreword by Ahmed Ben 
Bella; introduction by Oliver Tambo, 
New York: Basic Books, Inc., 1965. 
xiv+189 pp.  $4.95. 

IN MID-JULY of 1963 the South African police de- 
scended in force on a farm called “Liliesleaf’ in 
Rivonia, a suburb of Johannesburg. The farm be- 
longed-or rather had been leased to-one  Arthur 
Goldreich, said to have been one of the militant 
wing of the Zionist Irgun during the Palestinian 
war. Up to the time of the raid the farmhouse had 
served as the Secret headquarters of the under- 
ground terrorist organization called Umkonto we 
Sizwe, or “Spear of the Nation,” and various white 
Communist collaborators. The place was found to 
be stocked with explosives and detonating appa- 
ratus and with literature giving detailed instruc- 
tions in the art of blowing up pylons, post offices, 
telephone exchanges, and other installations or cen- 
ters vital to communications. Extensive notes in 
Goldreich‘s handwriting relating to the procure 
ment and emuggling of weapons and the techniques 
of guerrilla warfare also were seized. Here, in the 
opinion of the authorities, were all the evidences 
of a revolution in the making. 

Goldreich, believed by the Government to be 
one of the master-minds of the terrorist conspiracy 
and a liaison agent between Umkonto and Com- 
munist Party leaders abroad, was among those ar- 
rested on the premises and was regarded as an 
especially important catch. He seems, however, to 
have been rather carelessly guarded, for along with 
Harold Wolpe, another white conspirator seized in 

Square prison in Johannesburg and managed to 
slip out of the country disguised as a priest. Mean- 
while, the police were busily rounding up others 
known or suspected to he connected with Vmkon- 
to;  still others, white and black, who were be- 
lieved to have knowledge of the discussions and 
doings at “Liliesleaf,” were taken into custody un- 
der the General Law Amendment Act, an emer- 
gency measure approved by the parliament in the 
face of what ww recognized as “clear and present 
danger,” which permitted the authorities to de- 
tain suspects or important witnesses for ninety 
days without formal arraignment or charge. 

One of those arrested under the emergency law 
was Mrs. Heloise Ruth Slovo (n6e First), a white 
woman described as an  active organizer for the 
South African Communist Party. Her husband, 
Joe Slovo, also identified as a Communist and later 
indicted in absentia in connection with the con- 
spiracy, had been able to sneak out of the country 
by some underground route. 117 Days is the rec- 
ord, prepared from memory-for in jail she was 
permitted no writing materials-of Mrs. Slovo’s 
prison experiences and of the prolonged battle of 
nerves and wits between herself and the police ex- 
aminers 

Mrs. Slovo, a former journalist, is obviously a 
woman of great intelligence and fortitude as well 
as a fanatical opponent of the South African Gov- 
ernment. She did know a good bit about what 
had been going forward at Rivonia, and had visited 
the farm on one or more occasions. Forbidden lit- 
erature of a subversive nature had been found in 
her possession. What she did not know was how 
well the police were informed about her activities. 
Her problem, therefore, was how to avoid being 
trapped into some inadvertent admission that 
might be damaging to herself or to others involved 
in the revolutionary conspiracy. In this connection 
the reader might do well to remember that our 
Anglo-American “advemry system” of justice does 
not prevail in South Africa; the procedures there, 
as in Continental Europe, are those of the Roman 
law, which requires long and painstaking investi- 
gations preparatory to trial. The difference b e  
tween the normal procedures and those under the 
General Law Amendment Act was the detention 
of witnesses who might be expected to go into 
hiding or to flee the country. 
Mrs. Slovo, like most other suspects or witnesses 

in the Rivonia case, was subjected to the ordeal of 
solitary confinement. She was  denied any communi- 
cation with the outside, apart from an occasion- 
al visit from her mother and in one instance from 

I 

Rivonia, he contrived an escape from the Marshall her children as well. Her requests for reading mat- 
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