
“Up to now (p 141). we have been 
assuming, as Hume and Kant assum- 
ed, that the exercise of the imagiua- 
tion, whenever it OCCUIS, in some way 
or other entails the forming of men- 
tal images .... our next task must be to 
question our assumptio ns... is it poss- 
ible that there can be such a thing as 
an image, in the way we have taken 
for granted?” 
The conclusions reached, although of 

limited scope, are admirable:- 
The function of imagination i* to detach 
both artist and spectator ‘from the world, 
in order to think of c e d  objects in the 

world in a new way, as sisnifving some- 
thing else.’ But how is this different from 
Coleridge’s view that imagination ‘diss- 

create? The unwanted witness, who has 
been shown out of o m  door, appears to 
have reentered by another (heavily dis- 
guised, it seems, as Jean Paul Sartre). 

For an ascent of Pamassus, Hume 
and Kant are unsuitable guides. The sign- 
posts are inherently ambiguous; and al- 
though philosophy may not begin in won- 
der, imagination certainly must. 
’0 Lady! We receive. but what we give.’ 

JOHN COULSON 
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The Christian Institute, under the dir- 
ectorship of Dr Beyers Naude, is perhaps 
the prickliest thorn in the sensitive flesh of 
the South African government. For not 
only does it denounce apartheid, but it 
also expresses its criticism in the same 
kind of language in which the ideology is 
justified. Other forms of protest can eady 
be disposed of as being inspired by ungod- 
ly principles, alien and hostile to the 
Afrikaner faith. But Beyers Naude’s 
testimony is really an embarrassment as 
it shows that true Calvinism itself opposes 
the injustices which his fellow believers 
refuse to acknowledge. So the Prime 
Minister, Vorster, possibly encouraged by 
his successes in international politics, 
decided to list the Christian Institute 
among the organisations which in his 
opinion were inimical to the State, and 
Parliament instructed the President to 
set up a commission of inquiry. Beyen 
Naude was duly summoned to appear, 
but he refused to take the oath on the 
grounds that the proceedings were held in 
secret and that he had good reason to sus- 
pect that from the start the Inquiry was 
intent upon making the work of the In- 
stitute impossible. The State then took 
Beyers Naude to court, and produced as 
sole witness the secretary of the comm- 
ission, who attested that the director had 
indeed refused to take the oath. From him 
the Defence Counsel extracted the admiss- 
ion that the commission had not even 
bothered to consider the reasons for ref- 
usal, which Beyers Naude had presented in 
a written statement. But the trial mainly 
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concentrated on the defendant’s own wit- 
ness. What he had to say was the preach- 
ing of the Gospel, which cannot remain 
hidden for. secrecy would be against the 
Word of God. His testimony shows fur- 
ther that the Afrikaans Churches consist- 
ently failed to implement the decisions 
taken at the ecumenical synods in which 
they had participated, and which had 
ckar implications for the social and pol- 
itical life of South Africa. If then Beyers 
Naude is asked to explain before the 
Commission the aims of the Institute 
which should be common and practical 
knowledge for all Afrikaners, this cah only 
suggest dishonesty on the part of those 
who will act according to the recommend- 
ations of the Commission. The case went 
through several appeals, and in the process 
it was narrowed down to the purely tech- 
nical question as to whether the Commis- 
sion was properly constituted. This gives 
us a very good idea of the functioning 
of the law in South African society. There 
is a highly treasured appearance of justice, 
but the judges carefully avoid becoming 
involved in the merits of the Law. Tech- 
nical loopholes will not deter the govern- 
ment, which can always rely on its unres- 
tricted legislative power to enforce its 
doctrine. 

On 30 May 1975 the Christian Instit- 
ute was declared an ’Affected Organisa- 
tion’, which means that it can no longer 
receive funds from abroad. This may cur- 
tail some of its activities, but on the other 
hand it may also make it less susceptible 
to the accusation that it is unpatriotic. 

ROB VAN DER HART 
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