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BOF VAT OP 9 JUNI 86.

MR BIZOS : My Lord, before we ask any questions of Mr Jenkins,

there are two matters that I want to draw to Your Lordship's

attentior. The first is that sccused no. 10, Mr Vilaskazi, is

temporarily absent. He is going to undergo a minor operation

and we apply to Your Lordship to proceed with the trial in his

absence. He has already gone. He left & short while ago.

COURT : That is granted.

MR BIZOS : The other is that in relation to EXZIBIT 30 - Your

Lordship will recall that that is the video tape of the (10)

funeral in Soweto, which was produced by Sergeant Munk(?). We

admit that the tare that was produced in court is the tape

which was seized by Mr Munk and that it is in the same condi-

tion as it was when he seized 1it.

COURT : Actually Mr Munk did not seize it.

MR BIZ0S : Then My Learned Friends and I are wrong about that.

COURT : It seems to me that he merely saw these people at the

police station and the next link in the chain is this actual

seizure, but it was not done by him.

MR BIZOS : Well, could we say the seizure described by (20)

Sergeant Munk.

COURT : As when seized by the police?

MR BIZOS : As when seized by the police.

COURT : Is it then correct to record that it is admitted that

the video tape, EXHIBIT. }0’ which was produced in court,‘ was

selzed by the police and is in the same condition as it was

when it was seized by the police?

MR BIZOS : Seized by the police.

GOORT : And that it was seized from the overseas television

group? (30)

MR BIZO0S : That is correct. The other matter is that I would
' ee. / like
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iikxe to confirm fhat an admission is forthcoming in relation
to the correctness with & slight reservation of the transcrirpts
of the tapes that have been held admissible by Your Lordship,
but I have asked Mr Fick to formulate an admission in writing
in that regard and we will bhand it to Your Lordship at an
appropriate time.

COGRT : When you are formulating that admission, just include
this admission as well on EXETEIT 30. It mekes it much easier
to have it all on paper.

CORNELIUS JOHANNES JENKINS, v.0.e. ' (10)
ERUISONDERVRAGING DEUR MNR, BIZOS : Mnr. Jenkins, ek het net
'n paar vrae vir u. U het vir ons ges® dat daar-ongeveer vyf-
honderd jeugdiges was ongeveer 09h00 die oggend van 15 Julie
1984 in o optog wat u daar opgemerk het in Tumshole?-- Dit is
reg.

Hoe laat die oggend het u na Tumahole gekom? -- Ons het
die optog omtrent so QOShl5 opgemerk. Ek kan nou nie sB presies
hoe laat het ons in die Swartwoonbuurt ingekom nie.

Bet u per voertuig soontoe gegaan? -~- Ja, ons het met n
Ford Escort gery. : (20)

En is dit reg dat vroeg die oggend daar geen padversper-
rings of enigiets anders was om u te belet om rond te beweeg
nie? — Dit is reg.

En dat die padversperrings het later die dag na traanroock
gebruik was deur die polisie om die jongmense uiteen te jaag
voorgekom? -=- Dit is korrek.

U het ges® dat kort na 0%h00 die getal jongmense vergroot
was en daar wasg ongeveer n duisend mense daarna? —=-- Dit is
korrek. Daar was natuurlik volwasseres wat ook aangesluit
het . ' . {30)

n Deel van die ander mense wat aangesluit het, was

... / volwassenes
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volwassenes? -- Dit is reg.

Is die optog deur die polisie gestop toe dit by die deel
wat as New Location bekend staan in die oostelike deel van die
woonbuurt gekom het? -- Ja, dit was by die nuwe gedeelte gewees
wat die optog to: stilstand gedwiﬁg is.

Ean u vir ons s® min of meer hoe lazt die groep jongmense
by die biersaal sazmgekom het? -- Ex sal s dit was ongeveer
so hier in die omgewing van 10hO00.

Is u seker daarvan? Was dit nie miskien m bietjie later
nie? Tussen 11h00 en 12h00? —- Ek sal definitief nie s&  (10)
dit was tussen 11h00 en 12h00 gewees nie. Tussen 10h00 en
11h00.

Maar dit mag later as 10h00 gewees het? -- Ja.

So 10h30 ce kant miskien? —- Dit kon moontlik daardie tyd
gewees het.

Kan u vir ons s& hoe laat die groep wat by mnr. Hlalele
se supermark en slaghuis was ; hoe lagt dit was? — Toe hulle
die winkel gebfand het? -

Ja? — Ek sou s& dit was net na 11h00 gewees.

Sou 11h00 en 12h00 reg wees? —-- Ja, dit kan reg wees. (20)

U het ges@ daar was vyf winkels wat beskadig was. Is dit
reg, omdat die getuienis sover anders is, nmamlik dat daar net
twee winkels, naamlik mnr. Hlalele se supermark en slaghuis
beskadig was® Is u in gtaat om definitief te kan s& dat daar
wel vyf winkels beskadig was? -- Ek is positief in die verband
en die beskadiging was vensterruite wat stukkend gegooi was.

En was die vyf winkels by verskillende plekke? - Dit 1s
korrek.

Was almal van hulle n afstand van mr. Hlalele se twee
winkels af? (30)
HOF : Was hulle almal bymekaar by Hlalele se twee winkels

ees / of
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of waes hulle versprei deur die dorp? -- Hulle was versprei deur
die dorp gewees.

MFR. BIZ0S : En die biersaal, is dit langs mnr. Elalele se
winkels of 1s dit apart van die winkels? —- Bk sal skat dit

is omtrent so twee- na driehonderd meter vanzaf rasdslid Hlalele
se winkeis wat die bierseal is.

EQOF ; Hoe ver ig sy winkel en sy slaghuis uitmekaar uit? --
Dit is nie ver uiitmekaar uit nie. ZEz sal skat omtrent so
tussen vyftig en honderd meter.

MNE. BIZ0S : Kan u vir ons s& of dit een groep jeugdiges (10)
was wat van winkel tot winkel gegaan het om die biersaal en

die winkels te beskadig of was hulle verskeie groepies? —-

Soos ek reeds in my hoofgetuienis ges® het, hulle het in kleiner
groepies opgebreek. Dit is 21 wat ek op hierdie stadium kan s@.
So, dit was ‘n paar zroepies wat rondbeweeg het? -- Dit

is korrek.

Hoe groot was elkeen van die groepies? -—- Dit sal moeilik
wees om dit te skat, want sodra die polisievoertuie nader
gekom het, het hulle uitmekaar uit gespat, hulle was tussen
die huise gewees. 50, dit sal vir my baie moeilik wees om (20)
te st.

Min of meer? — Dit sal vir my moeilik wees om te s& hoe-
veel dit was.

EKan u onthou dat die rede waarom mnr. Lekota, beskuldigde

nr. 20, u gevra het om ne die polisiestasie te gaan om die
inventaris op te stel, was omdat dit donker en koud was? —
Ja, dit was baie koud die aand gewees. Die beligting was ook
nie na wense gewees nie. Byvoorbeeld, ek moes die inventaris
op die voertuig se enjinkap uitskryf. So, die omstandighede
was baie moeilik gewees. (30)

My Lord, practically everything that was said by the

ees / witness
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witness is common cause between the witness and Mr Lekota and
I have no guestions in relation to that, but may I indicate
that it is no pert of the State's case, or indeed Mr Lekota's
evidence, that he was in Parys during the course of that day.
He was in fact in Bloemfontein and Eroonstad.
COCRT : Let me just get clarity. It is common cause that he
was in Tumshole on that day, but it is not on the papers part
of the State case. Is thet what youare telling me?
MR BIiZ0S : Ko, I am saying that he was coming back from Bloenx—
fontein and Kroonstad and went in late that evening to find (10)
out what was going on. I have been informed that the State
does not intend to allege that he was there during the course
of the day that the troubles took place.
CCURT : Well, the witness has not said so.
MR BIZ0S : He has not said so, but because Your Lordship asked
a guestion whether he was coming in or going out, which may |
have ... (Court intervenes)
COURT : It would seem according to the evidence that at the
moment when he was apprehended, he was going out?
MR BIZOS : Well, this is correct, because ... (Court inter-(20)
venes)
COURT : When he came in, there is no evidence of?
MR BI70S : There is no evidence. He did go in in order to
find out what had happened when‘he was coming back that evening
from Bloemfontein and Kroonstad and I have asked My Learned
Friend and he said it is no part of the State case that Mr
Lekota was there during the course of that day.

Kan ek dit net op rekord plaas. As u van die suide kom,
dit wil s& van Bloemfontein en Kroonstad en u Tumahole nader,

moet u verby die polisiestasie gaan? —- Nie noodwendig nie.(30)

Dit is gewoonlik die pad wat hulle gebruik.
LA ] / Die
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Die polisiestasie is op pad? -- Nee, daar is verskillende
afdraaipaaie na die polisiestasie toe. Een van die paaie 1is
«++ (Mnr. Bizos kom tussenbei)

Was daar n aantal polisievoertuie en baie aktiwiteit in
die nabyheld van die polisiestasie wat kon waargeneem wees
deur n persoon walt deurgery het? -- Ja, dit kon moontlik so
weeg, want dazar was onluste gewees.

HEPONDERVRAGING DEUR MNR. HLNTEOM : Die vyf winkels wat u s

in Tumahole beskadig was, behalwe mnr. Hlalele se winkel,
weet u aan wie die ander winkels behoort het? -- Nee, ek (10)
veet nie.
HOF : As u nou praat van vyf, tel u mnr. Hlalele se slaghuis
en sy supermark as twee winkels of as een? — Die ander vyf
winkels sluit ek nie in hierby nie.

O, behalwe sy twee? -- Dit was behalwe sy twee gewees.

GEEN VERDERE VRAE.

MNR. HANEKOM : U Edele, die volgende getuie is Richard
Letsoenyo. Die getule gaan getuig oor Tumzhole.
RICHARD LETSOENYO, v.o.e. (Deur tolk)
ONDERVRAGING DEUR MNR. HANEROM : Is u verkies tot die (20)
gemeenskapsrazd van Tumahole gedurende November 19837 — Dit
is korrek.

Was u bewus van h organisasie gedurende 1984 met d}e naam
van Tumahole Stgdents Organisation? ;; Ja.

Weet u wat die hoofoogmerke van die organisasie was in u
gebied? — Nee, ek het nie geweet nie.

Het die organisasie vergaderings gehou in die gebied,
magssavergaderings? -- Ja.

Het u enige van die massavergaderings bygewoon? —- Nee,
ek het nie. (30)

... / Het
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Het u gehocr waarcor die vergaderings van die organisasie
gegaan het? Waaroor hulle geaggiteer het? —- Nee.

Gedurende Junie 1984 was daar n vergadering tussen u Raad
en afzevaardigdes van die Tumahole Students Organisation? --
Dit is so.

Eet u die vergadering bygewoon? -~ Ja, ek het.

Zan u onthou wie die Students Organisation verteenwoordig
het? — ZEk onthou drie van hulle.

Wie was dit? —~ Skosana, Tom Letsoenyo en Gibson.

HF : 1Is Tom Letsoenyo familie van u? — Ja, hy is my neef.(10)

MNR. HANEEQOM : Ssam met hierdie organisasie het daar ook n
organisasie bekend as Prohumanism ook afgevaerdigdes gehad by

ie vergadering? -- Ja, daar was.

Kan u onthou wie die organisasie verteenwoordig het? —-
Je, Gibson.

Wat u reeds genoem het. Het hy Probumanism verteenwoordig?
- da.

Wat was bespreek tussen u Raad en nierdie afvaardiging?

—— Hulle hoofklagte was dat daar betaal word vir "sewerage"
wat nie bestaan nie. | (20)

Wat was u Rzad se antwoord daarop? -—— Gedurende die tydperk
vat ons die vergadering gehad het, was die damme omtrent al
kKlaar, met die gevolg dat ons vir hulle ges® het die "sewerage"
se projek is aan die gang.

Het hulle nog klagtes gehad? -~ Wat ek nog kan onthou is
dat hulle wou geweet het van die ou pale wat gebruik was vir
die elektrisiteit, dét hnlle hoor die pale was verkoop.

- Wat daarvan? Wat was hulle probleem? -— Wat hulle wou
geweet het, was indien die pale verkoop was, wat het van die
geld geword. (30)

Wat was u Raad se antwoord? —— Ons het aan hulle ges® die

..+ / pale
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pale is nog dsar by die Administrasiekantore.

Is daar nog probleme geopper of was dit net hierdie twee
aspekte? -- Daar was nog provleme.

Wat was die ander? —— Dit het gegaan oor die kennisgewing
dat huurgeld verhoog kan word met n bedrag van R5,00. Die
Klagte daaromtrent was, die kennisgewings was in © Blanketasal
geskryf en die bejaarde mense kan nie lees wat daarop staan
nie.

Wanneer soud ie huurverhoging in werking tree? — 1 Julie.

HOF : Was die huurverhoging £5 of R5,00? -~ R5,00. (10)

MNR. HANEKOM : Wat was u Raad se antwoord daarop? — Die

antwoord van die Raad daaromtrent was dat die Raad gaan toesien
dat dit in &8l die tale geskryf word, Sotho, Khoza ensovoorts.

Is daar nog punte geopper? -- Nee, daar is nie ander punte
geopper nie.

Was die afvaardiging tevrede met die Raad se verduideliking
oor die probleme?— Hulle was nie tevrede nie.

Hoekom s& u so? -- Omdat ons daar uiteen gegaan het sonder

enige beslissing waarop ons besluit het as n ooreenkoms tussen

.ons. ' . (20)

Was dazar voordat die tvwee partye uiteen is, besluit om’n
tweéﬁe vergadering te hou later? — Ja, dit is so.
' Voor die tweede vergadering plaasgevind het, gedurende
Julie 1984, kan u onthou die dag toe mnr. Hlalele se slaghuis
en winkel aangeval was? -- Ja, ek onthou dit.

Kan u die datum onthou? — As ek nie fouteer nie, was dit
die 15de.

15 Julie 1984%? — Ja.

Wat het u daardie oggend gedoen? — Ek was besig met my
werk, want ek is 'n huurmotoreienaar. Dus Vervoer ek mense.(30)

Was u gedurende daardie oggend voor 1ChO0 by die

«++ / huurmotorstaanplaag
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huurnotorstaznplaas? -- Ja.

Wat het u daar opgemerk? — Ons het eintlik nie n huur~
motorstaanplek nie. Wat gebeur is, ons ry in die strate en
dan kry ons mense staan wat ons dan oplaai as passasiers. Op
hierdie betrokke dag het ek gery soos met n normale rit van
ons en by drie strate verby waar mense gestaan het, in plaas
dat kulle opgeklim het, het hulle in 'n sekere rigting gekyk.
Eulle het gestaan en kyk na die westelike rigting. Ek het
met die hoofstraat gery waar ek altyd passasiers oplaai tot
op die einde van die stfaat, waar ek n U-drasi gemaak het. (10).
Terwyl ek die U-draai gemaask het, het ek opgemerk dat daar hn
groot skare mense bymekaar was (tolk korrigeer westelike rigting
na oostelike rigting.) Ek sien hulle toe beweeg in n oostelike
rigting.
HCF : EHoe last was dit? -— Ek is nie seker van die tyd nie.

Ek skat dit om en by tussen O09h00 en 10hO00.

 MNR. HANEKOM : Wat sien u verder? -— Ek het teruggereis dorp
toe.

HQF : As u s& u ry terug dorp toe, bedoel u ~uwas mos in
Tumahole? ~- Ja. (20)
Het u net weer met dieselfde pad teruggery soos u gekom
het? -- Ja.
ASSESSOR (MNR., JOUBERT) : Was dit toe in 'n oostelike rigting?
~— In 'n noordelike rigting. |
MNR. HANEEOM : Wat merk u toe op? -- Ek is dorp toe. Op pad
terug van die dorp af, het ek hierdie groot skare waarna ek
vroeBr verwys het opgemerk heel: bo in die nabyheid van die
kafees. |
Is dit by n winkelkompleks?
HOF : laat ek net duidelikheid kry. Met ander woorde, u {30)
het eers met die hoofstraat afgery en toe u die U-draai mask,
ees / toe
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toe sien u die mense? -— Dit 1s reg.

Toe ry u terug met die hoofstraat en toe u by die dorp
koz, toe sien u hulle weer? —— Op pad terug van die dorp af
eerc het ek hierdie mense weer opgemerk by die kafees,

My=., EANEKOM : Is dit n winkelkompleks? Is daar meer as een
becigheid? -~ Dit 1is een winkel.

4an wie behoort diewinkel? —- Dit is Mosiya se winkel.

Wat sien u daar? Wat doen die mense daar? -~ Ek het
opgexerk dat daar n deurmekaarspul was. Die polisievoertuie,
dit wil s@ die bakkies was ook daar gevees. | (10)

Was daar enige klipgooiery? - Ek was te ver om dit te
kan sien of die slag te hoor van'h kliﬁ wat iets tref.

Eon u sien of die polisie daar optree, of daar traangas
geskiet is of met enige ander ammunisie geskiet is?.-— Ek het
nie opgelet nie.

Wat doen u toe? — Ek is weer terug dorp toe.

Wat het u daar gaan maak° — Ek het mense vervoer dorp
toe. Met my terugkoms hierdie keer van die dorp af, het ek
opgemerk dat die mense akam met Tladistraat. Dit is op hier-
die stadium dat ek gehoor het dat klippe iets tref. {20)

Het u gesien wie die klippe gooi? -- Ek kon nie sien nie.

Het die klippe van hierdie skare mense af gekom of is'dit
nou ander mense wat die klippe gegooi het? — Van dieselfde
kKlomp mense waarvan ek gepraat het. .

Waarna het hulle gegooi? — Daar het ek opgemerk dét'hﬁlle
'bgsig wag om die polisie se bakkies met klippe te bestook.

Wat het die palisie daarna gedoen? -- Ek het nie die ééklap
van 1 vuurwapen gehoor nie. '

Wat doen u toe? — Daarna het ek teruggekeer na die dorp
toe waar ek my voertuilg gelaat het. ' (30)

Waarom het u dit gedoen? -—— Ek was bang vir daardie skare

tee / mense
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mense, dat as hierdie gebeurtenisse nou ora;s in die 1okasi.
gaan plaasvind, sal ek myself later in die moeilik@eid bevi:
Dus het ek besluit om die voertuig van my in die dorr te ls:
HOF : Xan ek net duidelikheid kry. As u nou praat. van die
dorp, het Tumahole dan n sentrum of praat u van n ander ple:
~- Ek praat van die dorp Parys waar die Blankes wotn.
MiR. HANFEOM : Het u na u u voertuig in Parys gelds het, ©.
voet teruggegaan na u huis toe in Tumahole? — Jé!'dit is s-

Eet u die res van die dag by u huis gebly? —— J&, die .
van die dag het ek by die huis gebly. o

Het u die volgende dag na mnr. Hlalele se bewighede to.
gegaan? — Nee, ek het nie spesifiek soontoe gegaan' nie, mea:
gedurende ons werk daar gaan ons verb%;@ie'besigheﬁe.

Wat merk u toe daar op? -- Ek heiuépgemerk da%t’ sy wink-
ultgebrand is en dat dit geval het as gevolg daarvan.

Het u daardie dag ook by ene-: suster MElOpe sg hUla ver’

gery? —— Ja. S '*ﬂ.:zi-“;: ﬁng

Wat het u daar gesieﬁ? - Die vénéferruite ;?ifﬁéar-ﬁﬁ?
was stukkend gewees. ‘ - b -;-- L.

Na hierdie voorval op 15 Julie 1984, het u Raad veer n
afvaardiging van die Tumahole Students Organisatlon-en die
Prohumanism te woord gestaan? {

HOF : Is dit nou op die 15de of na die 15de?  Gx¢
MR, HANEEKOM : Na die 15de. -— Ja, dit is so. -

Ean u onthou watter datum dit was? — Ek kan'®le die pr
datum onthou nie. o

Was dit nog in Julie of weet u nie? —— As ek‘iég onthou
was dit nog in Juliemaand. 'EI;

Wat is ﬁy die byeenkoms bespreek? - By hieraié vergade
wag daar sprake gewees dat die‘huurgelde verminéer moet word

Wie het dit ges8? — Een ven die mense wat: daar was, di

.e. / afvaardiging
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afvaardiging, het so gesé.

Het die huurverhoging wel op 1 Julie 1984 in werking getree?
- Ja. _

Het die afvaardiging ges® die ou huur moet betaal word
of wou hulle ook minder betaal as wat die huur voor Julie 1984
was? ~— Die huurgeld was verhoog gewees, die bedrag was R34,00.
Toe hulle daar gepraat het, het hulle gepraat daarvan dat die
huurgeld verminder moet word na R26,00,

" Wat was u Raad se antwoord daarop? — Die antwoord daaror
was, as die huurgelde verminder word, wat van die projekte(10)
wat aangepak moet word, of wat aan die gang is.

Het die afvasrdiging nog ander probleme geopper? -- Ja,
dat die raadsiede moet bedank.

Het hulle ges® hoekom? — Ja, hulle het ges® die raadslede
doen nie hulle werk ordentlik nie. .

Het bulle nog ander punte geopper? -—— Ja. By n ander
vergadering na hierdie een het hulle ges® die huurgelde moet
verminder word na R18,50. -

Ons praat nou maar eers van hierdie tweede vergadering.
Was daar enige ander aspekte geopper? — Nee, ek dink dit (20)
is al.

Het die afvaardiging en julle raadslede tot 'n vergelyk
gekom by hierdie vergadering? -- Nee.

Is daar na hierdie byeenkoms pamflette in Tumahole versprei?
- da. |

Het u van dle pamflette gesien? —— Ja, ek het een gesien.

Het daar op die pamflet gestaan wie hom uitgee? — As ek
reg onthou was daar geakryf.Civic Association. ‘

Waaroor het die pamflet gehandel? - T"Away with council-
lors." (30)

Het u self gedurende Julie 1984 enige dreigemente ontvang?

ees / Ja
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— Ja, dit is so.

Wat 3e dreigemente was dit? -- Die dreigement was, as ek
nie bedank nie, gaan my veoertuig brand of my huis.

Ven wie het die dreigement gekor? -- Van Skosana en Molo-
kwana.

Was hulle verbonde aan enige organisasie? —— Ja, Tumahole
Studenté Organisation.

Het hulle persoonlik hierdie drelgement tot u gerig of
hoe het dit tot u gekom? —- My dogter het vir my dearvan ges@.

Is u dogter se naam Salamina? -- Ja. (10)

Is u besigheld gedurende Julie 1984 enigsins geboikot? —
Ja, dit is so.

Het u geweet hoekom dit gebeur of nie? -- Die rede was
omdat ek nie bedank het so0os hulle wou gehad het nie.

Fet u as raadslid bedank? —- Ja{ dit is so.

Wanneer? — Om en by Novembermaand 1984.

Wat was die rede vir die bedanking? -- Dit was as gevolg
van hierdie dreigemente en die boikot van my werk.

Het die boikot aangehou vﬁn Julie af tot November 1984?
—— Ja, dit het aangegaan, maar dit was nie so sterk gewees (20)
nie. Dit het meer sterker geword om en by Oktober en November-
masnd.

Het u enigiets gedoen? Het u na die polisie toe gegaan
daaroor? -~ Ja, ek het dit gsan rapporteer.

Het daar enigiets gespruit uit dle feit dat u dit gerap-
porteer het by die polisie? Was daar enige sask? -- Ja, daar
was h saak gewees. |

Teen wie was die saak? — Teen Skosana en Molokwana.

Wat was die klagte teen hulle? Kan u onthou? -- Die klagte
teen hulle het gegaan oor die dreigemente wat hulle teenoor (30)
my gemaak het.
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Wat was die uitslég'van die verhoor? —— Die uitslag was
dat hulle onskuldig bevind was deur die voorsittende beampte
omdat hulle dit nie direk aan my persoonlik kom s& het nie.

Badat u in November 1984 as readslid bedank het, het die
boikot van u besigheid aangehou of nie? —-- Nee.

Weet u of die Tumahole Students Organisation by enige

arnder organisasie geaffilieer was? -- Nee, dit weet ek nie.

Mz BIZOS ASKS FOR A SHORT ADJOURNMENT.
WITNESS STANDS DOWN.

COURT ADJCURNS. COURT RESUMES. (10)
RICHARD IETSOENYO, still under osth
CROSS-EXAMIRAT ION BY MR BIZ0S : Because you had a nephew in

TS50, perhaps you are the most appropriate person to tell us
sbout this organisation. Do you agree that TSO was formed
way back in June 1980? ~- Yes, I do agree.

And did the impetus, the leading light in this organisa-
tion - was it a Fezile Dabi who had been educated at the Fort
Hare University? -- I do know this person Fezile, but I am
not in a position to tell as -to wno the leader of this organi-
sation was. (20)

And from the outside, was your nephew Tom Letsoenyo on
the executive right from the beginning? — I would not tell
that.

Are you aware of the fact that Tom Ietsocenyc was involved
in the executive of this organisation? — I do not know whether
he wag in the executive. A1l I know is that he is a member
of the organisation.

And an active member st all times since 19807 —- That is
correct.

This was not really the.firs‘b young people's or commu-(30)
nity organisation. Were there organisations before them, like
' «es / PASO
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PASO? — No, that one I do not xnow.

Do you agree that TSO from 1980 onwards became very active
in the community affairs? -- No, I do not know.

You do not know? Well, let me give you some of the
things. Were you & councillor vefore 1983 by the way? —- That
is so.

For how long have you been a councillor? -- Since 1977.

You must have come across some 0f the activities of T30
from 1980 onwards? — No.

Did they not make use of the community hall? — They (10)
did.

For cultural and entertainment functions? -— That is so.

And also not only for the cultural and entertainment
functions, but they also raised funds? -- That is so.

And they used this money for the benefit for the poor and
disabled in your community?-— I have no idea of that.

Let me ask you whether you recall that there was a problem
in your community that pensioners had to queue up the night
before so that they could be in the queue to get their pensions
the next day? — That is so, but they slept in the hall.,  (20)

Were they originally sleeping outside and did the members
of TSO come to your council and say that this was unacceptable
for old people and that the hall should be made available so
that they can sleep there overnight? — I do not have any know-
ledge about that.

Are you able to deny that it was as a result of TSO's
intervention that this happened? — I have no idea about that.
I cannot dispute that. -

Let me agsk you also about one other unfortunate famct in
your commnity. Would you agree that most of the people (30)
in TSO in executive capacity had either ﬁassed their matriculation
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or had had some university education, but could not get jobs®
— I cannot dispute that.

Was there from about 1981 to 1984 a serious unemployment
problem in your area and moreparticularly in this age group,
young people who had mmtriculated or had had some university
education? ~- That 1is so.

These young people had time on their hands and they
started to be of service to0 your community? - That I 4o not
know.

Well, let me put it to you that TSO as a result of (10)
putting on plays and other entertainments, not only presented
these in Tumahole, but went around and collected substantial
sums ©of money? — That I do not know.

Do you agree that - or are you able to agree or disagree
that they started helping people in the community with school
books, with money to pay their rent if they were in arresrs
in order to &void eviction? — That is new to me.

Apnd fhat they provided money for churches, the kindergarten
and the creche? — That is new to me. I hear .sbout that for
the first time. (20)

And let me also say to you, lest understood to have given
the idea that they had no interest in politics, that they were
also a, what we call, politicised group of young people?

That they questioned why they were unemployed, why there was
poverty and why they could not get jobs and why things were
not being dome in your comminity and theylmd meetings about
that sort of thing? -—— About employment, Parys is a very smz=ll
place and there is just no employment up to now. '

And because we have had some evidence, perhaps this is
a convenient stage for me to ask you. Very recently, about (30)
two weeks ago, did members of TSO clean up the whole township
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and did they create a park in your area? —— They did not clean
the whole towanship. They cleaned a certain piece of land
there on which they made the park.
COGR? : With what? —- They had some stones or rocks there
using tyres and some lawn. They even planted some trees in
the park.

How many tyres were there? -- I am not in a position to
say how many exactly, but there were quite a2 good number.

Is it usual that parks are made of tyres? — It was for
the first time that & park was made there. There was no (10)
park in Parys before this one.
MR BIZOS : Were the tyres used in order to support the soil
as they are used in the park outside this court as you are
driving out of Delmas? You also see a lot of tyres used to
support the s0il? Perhaps during the adjournment you can lcok.
—- The way in which they were put there, they would not stop
the so0il,
COIRT : Did you see the tyres? — Yes, I did.

What else did you potice there? —— There was an 0ld scrap
of a motor-car and an old horse-drawn cart. (20)

Part of thelpark? — Yes.
MR BIZ0S : Have you seen old cars and old carts being used
as play things at nursery schools and creches? — Yes, I saw
an old car which was used for school children at a creche.
COURT : Was this a car that you could use for school children?
- It was just the bodywork, old bodywork of a car which was
put there as a toy for children at the creche.
MR BIZOS : So, children go there and they pretend that they
are driving the car? — That is eo. | _
COORT : I am not asking you about the bodywork at this (30)
creche. I am asking you about the wreck in the park. — This
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wreck - I do not know what the idea was why it was put there.
MR BIZ0S : Any way, they planted grass and trees? -- That is
correct.

And what happened to that park? ~- The Wednesday of that
other week when we left from here, I heard that this park had
been demaged.

By who? -- I heard that that wes done by the police.

I do not know whether that was the Municipality police or the
police of the town.

Do you recall that this organisation before the (10)
troubles of 1984 was seen by the councillors as some sort of
organisation in competition with the councillors? -- We never
ever had any problems with TSO until in 1984 when we held =&
meeting.

Do you recall whether any attempt was made by those connected
with the council to form & rival organisation of young people
called the Tumahole Students Welfare Organisation, known as
T SOWO0?

CQURT : Is it put that somebody started it? That the council
started it? _ (20)
MR BIZO0S : No, that it was a council orientated organisation
not that the council started it, tut it was an organisation
supporting thé council.

COURT : When was that? 1947

MR BIZ0S : I have not got a date. — There was no organisation
which was in support of the council.

COURT : Have you heard of TSOWO, Tumahole Students Welfare
Organisation? -~ No, I never heard about that. '

MR BIZ0S : Well, I am going to suggest to you that inran attempt
was made - there was such an organisation, but it did not {30)
last very lorng? — I hear for the first time about that
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organisation. I do not even know that it ever existed.

Did you hear of when Prohumanism was or came into being?
-~ Ko, I did not.

Would you agree that it was a small splinter organisation
of TSO and consisted of very few members? -- I would not dispute
that.

But that TSO was really the dominant community organi sa-
tion from 1980 till today, other than possibly your council?
-- It is true that TSO is long there, but I 4did not know
exactly what it had to do. (10)

Would you agree that the Civic Association in your commu-
nity was only formed in October 19847 =~ I can agree with that
because I came to know about these names during that period.

And other than the organisation that I have mentioned
to you, did you know of any other community or political |
organisation operating in your community prior to Juiy 19847
— Ro.

And will it be correct that in accordance with your evi-
dence the only two organisations that were represented at
the meeting in relation tothe rent increases in June 1984 (20)
were TSO and Prohumanism? -— That is so0.

It would be guite incorrect for anyone to have suggested
that the Civic Association which only came into existence in
October 1984 was represented at this meeting? —- That is so.

It will also be wrong for anyone to suggest that anyone
represented the UDF at any meeting in relation to the rent
increases in June 1984? —— That is s0.

Do you recall that at this meeting in June 1984 the
representatives of TS0 came well prepared to discuss with you
the reasons why the rent was going to be increased? -- Yes.(30)

Did they have documents with them which showed the
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reasons why‘previous increeses in rent were being made? — That
is so.

Although you may not be able to remember the precise
nature of the document, would you agree that they were the sort
of documents such as I am putting before you now, AAQ(37),
AAQ(38) and AAQ(59)? Were these the sort of documents that
they had? -- Yes, they were similar to these.

Do you recall that the young people, the representatives
of TS0, were #ble to point out that previous rent increases
were apparent earmarked for specific projects? ~ That is (10)
so, but all the projects which were promised were done.

Well, that is not gquite right, is it? Were they not
able to show that they had been promised high magt lighting,
and that there would be rert increases in relation to that,
but no high mast lighting had been installed? ZExcept the
one that was put up by SA Breweries on its own - at its own
expense? —— The high mast light referred to as that of the-

SA Breweries was in fact installed there by the Administration
Board, that is in the vicinity of the beergarden or beerhail.

One of your erstwhile colleagues on the council told (20)
us that it was in fact put up by the Brewgries, but in any way.
Were they able to show that clinics had been promised and did
they contend that no clinics have been provided? — There is
a clinic.

When was that clinic butlt? — It was an 0ld clinic which
was there which was extended.

When did the extensions take place? — It was some time
during 1980. Somewhere there.

Was there a promise that there would be an additional new
clinic for the increase of rental in the past? — A clinic (30)
was in fact being discussed by the council, that is that a
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clinic must be put up there, tut no increase was made and
ther justified by putting up a new clinic,

Let me put it 1in a generalised manner. Were they able
to point of specific projects in these documents which were
not provided or which were not built? -- That is so.

And without wanting to go into too much detail before
His Lordship irn this trial, would you agree that some of the
unsatisfactory features that they had pointed to were in fact
well-founded? -— I do not believe so.

You told us that the proposed increase was going to (10)
be R5,007? — Yes. ‘

Are you suré about that? -— Yes, I am.

Because His lLordship wanted to make sure about it and
'he asked you whether it was £5 or R5,00 and you said that it
was R5,00? — Yes, I do recall that. !

What do you say the increase was the previous year? —
R5,00.

R5,00 the previous year as well? — Yes.

Are you sure about that? — TYes.

You see, I am going to suggest to you that you are (20)
completely wrong about these figures and that the fact that
+ you are completely wrong, is evidence of the lack of knowledge
on the bart of councillors that the young people found in June
19847 — I do not agree with that. |

Do you recall whether the representatives of TS0 at the
meeting in June 1984 said to you, the councillors "Councillors,
the increase to R37,00 from 1 July 1984 is a 100% increase
in less than two years"™? Do you remember them eayiné that?
-~ No, I do not agree with that. It was not said.

Do you yourself pay rent? — Yes, I do. (30)

Wnat was the rent in the beginning of 1983? Do you recall?
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-~ I think it was about R17,00.

And what was it going to be on 1 July? -- R37,00.

In 1284%? -- Yes.

Did you ever realise that there was a 100% increase in
less than two years? —— That is s0, because of some reasons.

Let me ask yoﬁ this. When did it jump from R17,00 to
what figure? — I cannot quite recall when it was, but from
R17,00 it jumped to R26,00.

That was a R10,00 increase more or less.

COURT : R9,00 is more precise. (10)
MR BIZOE : Almost R10,00., == Yes,

And when was the jump from R26,00 to R37,00? ~— It was
going to be with effect from 1 July 1984,

It could not have been only a R5,00 increase. It was
a R10,00 increese? —— Because of the other projects, which
were t0 be started, for instance for the lighting systen.

You see, without uishing to say anything disrespectful
to you or your council, it would appear that the complaint of
the representatives of TSO that you did not really have any
grasp on the situation, is corroborated by your lack of (20)
clarity in relation to this issue even now when jou are in the
witnesg-box? — I 4o not bellieve they were correct in doing
that, because we were just doing our work.

You told us in your evidence-in-chief that their suggestion
was that the rent should be left at R26,00 and not increased
to R37,00? = Yes.

Do you recall whether the young people from TSC made any
comparison between thé rent that they had to paj anﬂ.the rents
in adjoining areas? Do you remember whether they made any
comparison? -~ Ko, that I do not know. (30)

Do you say that it 4id not haﬁpen br do you not remember
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it happening? -— Not at all. It was not menticned. It never
happened that they compared their grievances about rent with
other areas.

Do you not recall that they compared it with other areas
but that they drew an important distinction, that in other
arezz the houses had been built by the Board, whereas in
Tuoznole in the main the people had built their own houses
at tneir own cost? -- That is so.

COORET : Is it factually correct or did they mention this?
-~ When I say that is so, I mean the most of the houses (10)
there are built by the occupants.

MR EIZ0S : I think His Lordship wants t0 know - we know

that to be a fact from you now and from the other evidence,
do you recall that the TS0 representatives drew your a{ten-
tion to this difference, to this fact? -~ No, I do not recall
that.

Would you agree that they made it quite clear that they
thought that the community should pay the R26,00, but not the
R37,00? —— Yes, that is so, but there were canditions to that
that the money will remain, that is the rental, R26,00 (20)
until the sewerage system was completed.

| Kobody suggested that the remnt should only be R18,00 at
this meeting in June? -~ This was suggested at the last meeting
which we held with them.

That was in November? Or even later? -—— It is after June
or after July. |

After June or after July, but certainly not in this meeting?
— No, not in this meeting.

Because I am going to put to you that the R18,00 cane
mch, much later?— I ém not going to dispute that. 411  (30)
I am going to say is this. At the last meeting which we held
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with them, that is when the question of R18,00 was brought
forward.

CCURT : How long before your resignation did ycu hold this
last meeting? — If my memory serves me well, it was some time

during August that we had this meeting. That is the last

peeting.
WITNESS STANDS DOWN.
COCrRT ADJOURNS. C SUMES.

RICEARD LETSOENYO, still under ozth
CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR BIZ0S (continued) : Was there an(10)
impression created at the meeting of June 1984 when you were
discussing rent that the figures had really been worked out
by members of the Board? —- Yes.

And that the young people, the young representatives,
say £0? -—— They wanted to know who worked out the figures.

What did you tell them? — We said it was worked out by
the council and the Administration.

Would you agree that although they put their point of
view‘strongly, they nevertheless remained, if not respectful

at least polite? —- At the beginning of the meeting, yes, but(20)

towards the end no, it was not pleasing.

Were there councillors who took up the view that they were
not there to be told their job by youngsters? -~ No, that I
did not hear.

Well, it cannot be pleasant when attempts are made to
ghow you up as not being in possession of the facts and not
to have made, according to them, the correct decision? -- It
wag nct that.
COURT : How was it unpleasant? What did they say? — There
vas a time when Skosana was not using proper words when he (30)

was addressing Mr Hlalele.
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¥hat sort of words did he use? —- At some stage he even
said "Voetsek."

MR BIZ0S : Do you say he went as far as that in the meeting?
-- Yes.

Well, was the meeting terminated or did you agree to have
anocther meeting as you have t0ld us in your evidence-in-chief?
—— Yes, that is what happened.

You were going to have another meeting? -- That is so.

Did Mr Hlalele ask for an apology for this unparliamen-
tary language that was used by Mr Skosana? -- No. - (10)

Is that the only thing you remember that was said that
was unpleasant? -- Yes.

What was the reason for the ad journment and to have another
meeting? Were you going to ask anybody anything? Were you
going to consult? What was the reason for it? -- The reasons
was to invite the experts on money from Sebokeng to come and
explain to these people in order to satisfy them about the
figure. ‘

Do you mean the officimlg? — Yes.

Did the experts from Sebokeng come? -- No, they did  (20)
not come.

Did you ask them to come? — We did ask them to come, but
as they were still planning a date as to when are they to come,
these problems started.

COUBRT : The problems being what? — Which took place on 15
July.

MR BIZOS : Let us just put that into perspective. The meeting
that you have spoken of was in June? — Yes.

And was it not expected that the increases would become
operative on 1 July? — That is so. (30)

Was it not expected that the experts should come from
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Sebokeng before 1 July, before the increased rentels came into
operatior? — It was nct decided,‘but they would have to come
before July, but what we were expecting was for thez to come.

If something as fundamental as an increase of Ri0,00 was
to take effect on 1 July and you heve a meeting in June and
adjourn in order that gomebody could come and explain, was it
not clearly understood by you and all the others that this
meeting would be before 1 July before the rent was to be
increased? —— No, it was not like that.

Who were the experts from Sebokeng? Would that be (10)
Mr Ganz? -- The officials who were serving under him.

Do you recall whether an'arrangement had been made for
the officials to come either on the 14th or at the latest
on 15 July? — I cannot recall as to what the date was which
was fixed for them, but we were expecting them.

Do you not recall that you were expecting them to a
meeting on 15 July, that there were two alternative dates
given, but eventually that the date given was 15 July? — No,

I do not recall that.

But you do recall that a meeting was arranged? — Yes.{(20)

This meeting would be tri-partite meeting, delegates from
TS0 and_Prohumanism on the one hand, representatives of the
council on the other? — TYes.

And the officials, the experts from Sebokeng on the third
part?

COURT : When you say & meeting was arranged, was & date fiied

but you do not remember the date? — That is so.
MR BIZOS : I may have confused the dates, but I want to put
it absolutely clearly now, that the meeting - this tri-partite
meeting was to take place on the 14th. (30)
COURT : The 14th of what?
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MR BIZOS ; 14 July 1984. -- I cannot remember the date.

And that the TSO representatives expected the officials
to arrive in order to have & discussion about this question
of rent. — I cannot dispute that, although I did rot have arny
knowledge of them waiting for the officials to arrive.

And that the officials did not arrive as arranged? -— Tket
is true, they did not.

Whether it was the 14th or not, they never arrived on ary
gdate? -- No, they never arrived.

That you know. You do know that the officials were  (10)
supposed to arrive but they did not arrive? - Yes, that is
correct.

Did the failure of the officials to turn up to an arranged
meeting lead to some dissatisfaction amongst the people in your
township? -- I would not say so.

Would you not say that the people in TSO and others who
were concerned about this increase in rental, started thinking
that the officials were not paying any regard to their grie-
vances and were not even honouring the arrangements that they
had made with representatives of the council to meet them? (20)
— I do not agree with that.

Well, do you say that they took it kindly to have been
stood up in this way? -- I would not say so.

Are you able to admit or deny that during the afternoon
of the 14th, the night of the 14th and the 15th, because of
this lack of response by the officials, it was decided that
if the officials will not come to us and they will not take
notice of us, we better do something so that they can take
notice? — I would not dispute that.

Did you not hear during the night of the 14th to the {30)
15th of July 1984 that people were asked to gather and to
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march to the officials so that they could not be ignored any
more? '

COCURT : Do you mean march to the officials in Sebokeng?

MR BIZOS : Not in Sebokeng.

COURT : That is gquite a distance.

MR BIZOS : No, no, march to the officials in Tumahole., —
What I know is, the people did not take part in the march at
their own voluntarily, but they were driven into going to that
place by TS0.

I suppose some people were needed to do the driving. (10)
So, at least some people must have been there voluntarily? -
I would not dispute that.

You see, because we have heard that this was a peaceful
march from an officer of the security police who wes there
in the morning? —— Thet is not so.

Do you say it was not a peaceful march early in the morning
at 09h00? -- No.

COURT : Just give us an explanation. What do you say was not
peaceful? — Why I say that 1s because to get the people
joining the march to the office, the following was done. (20)
They were throwing stones on the roof of the house for people
to get up and then tell them that they will have to join the
march to the office.

MR BIZ08 : When do you say did that happen? —— The Sunday
night. .

Were they throwing stones for the purposes of damaging
the houses or just giving notice that there would be a march?
-— No, it was just to wé.ke them up.

Have you got anything else to say as to why you say that
this was not a peaceful march? —- Well, people were stopped(30)
from going to work.
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By force? — Yes, they were forced.

In the presence of the police that were there on that
morning? -- Yes, the police were present.

Was anyone arrested for stopping people to g0 t0 wWOTk? i=m
No, that I do not know.

COURT : Werethe police present where people were forced or
were they just generally in the township? -- The police were
at the 0ffice. The people were being stopped from different
routes leading them to their places of employment.
MR BIZO0S : What day of the week was this march? The first(10)
march? — It was the evening of the 14th. It was & Sunday.
¥Was the first march on a Sunday or a week day? -- No, no,
I am making a mistake, it was not a Sunday.

Oh, but was the 15th of July 1984 not a Sunday? — It was
a Monday.

My instructions are that it was a Sunday. I think Your
Lordship's assessor checked that it was & Sunday. Can we pro-
ceed on the basis that it was 2 Sunday?

COURT : Yes, it was a Sunday.

MR BIZ0S : Is it possible that you are confusing this (20)
march with a later march that was on a working day; that was
on a Mopday and that this is why we disagree &s to whether it
was a completely peaceful mearch or not? —- I am confusing the
date of the 15th and the day of the march.

Are we talking about the first march that there was in
1984 in your community? — Tt was a Sunday. The following day
was a Monday.

COURT : Was the march on the Sunday or was the throwing of the
etones on the night of the Sunday, that is after the Sunday?
-— The stones were thrown on a Sunday evening, so thaf the (30)
people must be at the office the following day, which was the

«e« / Monday




K328.22 - 5174 - LET SOENYO

Monday .

MR BIZ05 : But you see, we have had the evidence of a security
police officer who told us that it was on the 15th and we know
that to be a Sunday. So, you must be either confusing it

with another march or for some reason or other you must be
mevring 8 terrible mistake sbout the circumstances of this
march.

COC®T : But there could also be something wrong with what you

are putting, because you put it that they were going to march
to meet the officials. As far as I know, officials do not (10)
work on & Sunday.

MR BIZDS : The offices are open.

COURT : The offices would not be open on a Sunday either.

MR BIZOS : Do the offices close on & Sunday completely or

are there people at the offices? -—- They are closed.

Completely? There are no officials there at 811? — Not
a single oOne.

Completely closed? — Completely closed.

This first march on the 15th of July, I am going to put
to you it was on a Sunday and that people would not be (20)
going to wqu, 50 that your whole evidence about people being
stopped from going to work cannot be correct? — The day of
this confusion on the 15th, nobody was stopped from going to
work, because it was a Sunday.

80, if the march was in fact on the Sunday, such as was
described to us by Warrant Officer Jenkins, you must have been
talking about a different march, which were joined by people
who were prevented from going to work? —— I am talking about
the very march when people were driven the Sunday evening
that they must be there on the Monday. (30)

You are talking about a march which took place on a Monday
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and not on a Sunday? —— It started on a Sunday.

You are not suggesting that the people marched overnight?®
From the Sunday to the Monday? — They were being driven to
go and stand at the office.

Are you talking about a march at which a lot of people
came - reached the office and were outside the office? —- Thet
is the one. -

And thet march was not dispersed? That march stayed
outside the office for some time? — For quite a long time.

Well, you see, I am going to suggest to you that we  (10)
are talking asbout two completely different marches, because
that march was on 2 Monday but that it was 10 September 19847
-— I would not dispute that, because that was the only march
which was there. There was no other one.

Did you see the march which damaged Mr Hlalele's shop
the first time? —— This is the one which was on & Sunday whick
I referred to as the day on which I was riding up and down
in my car transporting people.

COURT : Just a moment, let me get clarity. We know that
councillor Hlélele's-supermarket was set alight? -- Yes. (20)
Was his supermarket set alight on a different occasion
from the one where the people were forced to go to the offices?

-— That is so.

Were these two occasions some months apart? — Yes.

MR BIZOS : Did you not see or hear of ény march at all on
fhe day that Mr Hlalele's shop were_damaged? — I saw people
on three occasions.

Did you see a march? — Let me put it this way. There
was no march at all.

COURT : There was just a crowd? -- Yes. (30)
MR BIZOS : At what time did you see the crowd? — If I remember
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well, the first time it was between 09h00 and 10hO00.

Where did you see this group of persons? —— Right up the
street wheré the taxi's mske a U-turn. They were some distance
away from where we make U-turns and they were facing east.

You say they were not mz2rching. Were they singing? --
They were gquite a distance from me, but what one could see
froz that distance is the movement 0f their bodies as if they
were running.

Did you see any placards? -- I was very far from themnm,
although I could see that there was something that they (10)
were holding up.

If there was in fact a march on that day, you 4o not know
whether it was peaceful or not? —-- I do not know. I was far
fror them and agasin, I did not know what were the aims of the
mzrch.

COORT : You are now referring to a march, but you do not know
about the march. The aims of the crowd? -- That is what I mean,
the crowd.

MR BIZ0S : Could you give us some idea of the number of
people that ybu saw whicn you call a crowd? — I am not in {20)
a position to tell. All I can say is, it was a2 big group.

Twenty, fifty, hundred, five hundred,a thousand? — Well,
hundreds, but I am not in a position to say how many huﬁdreds.

Is this the group that you say you saw between O0ShOO and
10h00 in the n;orn:Lng? ~— Yes.

Can you please tell us when you =zaw the group which YOL-I
called a "klomp" in your evidence-in-chief, how big was this
"k1lomp"? '

COURT : On what day?
MR BIZOS : On the same day, the 15th. (30)
COUBRT : Well, is this not the same group?
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MR FIZ0S : No, he said he used & crowd... {Court intervenes)
CCURT : Are you now talking oI the number of people he saw
when he made the U-turn or are you talking of the number of
people he saw when he returned from the "dorp"?

MR BIZOS : No, when he was in Tladi 3treet. I think he men-
tioned that. This group that you zaw, after you took a turn
in Tladi Street, how big was that "klomp"? -—- It was the same
grouy I kad seen before earlier.

Because I am going to put to you that it was a large groux
in the first instance that was actually marching, which (ac
was orderly and which kad placards and which was asked by
the police to disperse? — That I do not have any knowledge
of.

And that thereafter small groups of persons and not this
large group had consultations with the police? Tezrgas was
used and after the teargas was used, there was violence against
shops? —— I would not dispute that teargas was used, but I dié
not see that.

I may say that perhaps I ought to have put to Mr Jenkins,
but I am just putting it on record row thet our evidence (20)
is going to be that it was more thﬁn a thousand people. That
it was a much larger crowd, but be that as it may. If you were
so far away from this group that you could not see whether
they were singing or whether there were placards, how could
you say that it was the.same group that you saw later at the
shops? -— Why I say this is the same group is because I saw
then walking along Moda -Street, turning into Khumslo and again
turning into Eholoane Street. That is where I sew them for
the second time,

I am going to put to you that the people that actually(30)
did the damage were small groups of youths, verying between
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20 ard at most 50 people? — I would not dispute that, because
when that happened I was totally not there.

You did not actually see any speciiic attacks on the shops?
-~ Not at all.

Did you ever see this document that I am now showing
you £4Q(41)? — Yes, I dic¢, because my name appears on this
document .

And were you zent a copy? -- I cannot remember whether
I received this copy.

Were you at a meeting where attempts were made on 10 (10)

September whilst thousands of people were waiting outside the

office to settle the question of the rent increase? That the

R10,00 increase should not come into force? — I was, yes.

Ang do you recall thet the demand was that it should be
R26,257—— That is so.

Even at this stage there was no talk of R1&,007 = Yes,

The R18,00 talk came after this meeting of 10 September?
— That is so. '

Do you recall that at this meeting representatives of the
commnity had to go out from time to time in order to (20)
discuss or report the varicus proposals that were being made?
-— If my memory serves me well, the representatives of the
community left the room once when they were requested by the
councii to leave the meeting room. That is when we took the
decision of the rent remaining R26,00.

Do you agree that this very large number, thousands,of
people outside the hali left peacefully? -- That is a0, because
the head of the police asked them to leave in peace.

They responded and they went away peacefully? —— That is
correct. (30)

4nd even up to that date there was no Civic Association,
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it was just TS0? ~= It was T30, yes.

Do you recall that whether or not in October - I think I
asked you about this before and you said you did not remember
it, if my merory serves me correctly, but do you remember that
it was some time after this meeting on 10 September that there
was talk of the formation of the Civic Aasociation? -- I do
not know about the starting of the Civie¢ Association.

And do you recall whether it was in the last quarter of
1984, that is October, November, December, that there were
calls for the resignation of councillors? -- There were (10)
many calls from June up to including the period mentioned.

"Did those calls increase during the last quarter of 19847
- That i3 so.

Do you recall thaf reasons were giver for the calls for
the resignation of councillors to the effect that they were
really - that the council system was really being offered as
an alternative to political rights in the councils of state?
- Ho, that I do not know.

Did you knoﬁ that the boycott weapon, if you want ¢o call
it that, became popular during this period? | (20)
COURT : The period being last quarter of 19847
MR BIZ0S : Last quarter of 1984. I am not saying that it
started then, but i1t got momentum during this period? -— That
is so. '

¥ere there calls for the boycott of councillor shops? —
That 1s so.

'And also even social contact with councillors? That
you drink with them in the shebeens, so to speak? - Well, I
do not know about the social boycott as referred to with an
example the ghebeen. I only know about taxi's. I was (30)

involved in that.
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You see, was the boycott of your taxi a success from the
point of view of the boycotters? — That is so.

And I understand that you were also the chairman of the
Taxi Owners Association? — I am a vice-chairmﬁn.

And you also run an ambulance service I understand? —-
No, that i3 not so.

It vas no longer a payable propeeition to remain a coun-
cillor after this boycott, was 1t? — Yes, because it had to
do with my work.

And presumably that was the main reason why you decided(10)
to resign out of the council? —= Not the only reason. The
threats as well.

Let us just take this - I think that you have already
told His Lordship, that no direct threats vere made to you? ==
That is so.

May I place on record that the two persons mentioned are
not available to us, but we have some information in relation
83 to what happened at the trial., According to the State case
this threat was supposed to have been made to your sogpin-lav?
— He was sénx with a message. It was not directed on him.(20)

Did you give evidence at the trial of these two young
men? == Yes, I did.

Did your daughter give evidence? ~- Yes, she also gave
evidence. .

And did your son-in-law give evidence? - Yes.

Do you recall whether the acoused gave evidence? — There
was only one accused. .

Who was the accnsed?-—- Skosana.

Did he admit or deny that - did that Skosana admit or
deny that he made threats? — He admitted that he in fact (30)

did make a threat, but did not mean that he was going to
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carry the threat out.

Well, that comes very near the information that we have.
That Skosana and your son-in-law were buddies? ~- I do not
know.

And according to the information that we have, the State
case vas that your daughter overheard a conversation between
Skosana and your son-in-law? -~ That is not so.

Any way and that your son-in-law'se attitude was that there
had in fact not been a threat? -- No, that I do not know.

But that your daughter over-reacted and reported some-{(10)
thing to you ;hich led you to go and lay a charge? ~-~ That is
net so.

Were you in court when your sor-in-law gave evidence? —-

I was outaide.

You see - I have not got the official record, I wantto
make it clear, we have not had an opportunity, but we have
counsel’'s notes ... (Court intervenes)

COURT : But now where is <this leading us to? This person

was not in court, you do not even have the official record,
there is no agreement that the record is correct it if is (20)
available, you are not going to call the son-in-lawv as a
witness, on wvhat basis do you put the statement?

MR BIZOS : In rebuttal of the statement ... (Court inter-
venes)

COURT : You cannot rebut it with nothing in your hands. Either
you call the son-in-law or anybody else and say to this witness
what you are going to lead the evidence on.

MR BI20S : VWhat I was going to say was, in rebuttal of the
witness's positive statement and the reason for the acquittal
vwas because it was not a threat made perscnally to him. (30)

COURT : Well, you cannot rebut that by saying what somebody
" ee. / eolge
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else told the Court. He told you what the magistrate said.
You can redbut it by saying well the magistrate did not say so.
MR BIZOS : Do you know the preciee reason why Mr Skosansa
was acquitted and do you know what the evidence was? -— The
reason given by the presiding judge there was that because he
did not directly threaten me.

Well, Xy Lord, I can take it no further at this stage.
It may be that once we have definite instructiona, that I may
be able to do something about it. Zxcept to put to you that
my instructions are that at the trial no threat was proved?(10)
- There were witnesses, my son-in-law and my daughter.

¥as your understanding that your‘daughter was pregent
when this threat was made or was it a report that was made
by your son-in-law to your daughter, who in turn made a report
to you? —— The position is prior to this incideqt which led
to the court case, there were quite a number pf other threats
made by Skosana and Molokwana to my son-in-law telling him to
tell this over to me or to my attention as threats and my
son-in-law did not tell me what the threats were in a message
as sent by them, until this last occasion when Skosana (20)
and Molokwana approached my daughter and told her it is long
that we have been sending these messages through your husband
to your father snd he does not take the messages. Therefore
this i3 the message, giving her the threat as a measage to
tell me about.

Was the threat made to you by your daughter? -- Yes.

Was this final threat according to the information
received by you in the absence of your son-in-law or in the
presence of your son-in-law? — I am not in a position to
testify on that, whether he was present or not. ‘ (30)

You do not knov what position, if any, Skosana and
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Molokwans -held in TS0 or any other organisation? -— No, that
] ap not able to tell.
HZRONDERVRAGING DEUR _MNR. HANEEOM : Wie is die persoon of

persone wat veral in die lauste kwart van 1984 aangedring
het op die bedanking van die raadslede en hulle besighede
geboikot het? -~ Dit is TSO se lede.
U het getuig cor & parkie wat in Tumahole ongeveer twee
weke gelede tot niet gemask 18? -- Ja, dit is so.
deet u hoe die parkie in Tumahole bekend ges%aan het?
- Nee, ek weet nie, (10)
Was u self ooit by die parkie? -- Ek gaan die hele dag
by hierdie parkie verdby solank ek beaig is om te werk. Dan ry
ek by hierdie parkie verbdy.
HOF : 1Is dit langs die hoofstraat? — Ja.
Is dit ozhein? -— Nee.
ASSESSOR (MNR, ERUGEL) : Wat die bande betref in die parkie,
het u mooi na hulle gekyk? «- Ek het net gesien dit is bande
terwyl ek verby ry. ' | —
Eon u niks anders sien as dat dit net bande is nie? —
Nee. | (20)
GEEN VERDERE VRAE.

MNR. HANEEOM : U Edele, die volgende getule is Salamina Iet-
soenyo.
SALAMINA LETSOENYO, v.o.e. (Deur tolk)
OSDERVRAGING DEUR MNE. HANRKOM : U is die dogter van die vorige
getuie, manr. Richard Letescenyo? == Ja.

Wat is u eggenoot se naam? =~ Daniél.

En ey van? - Mgavu.

Gedurerde 1984 het u in Tumahole gewoon? —— Ja.

Was u bewus dasrvan dat daar massavergaderings deur (30)
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die organisasie Tumahole Students Organisation gehou was in
Tumahole? —— Ja.

et u enige van dié vargaderings bygewoon? -- Nee,

Waarom nie? Is daar 1 rede? — Bk was bang om te gaan,
want hulle het gesé ons moenie die vergaderings ﬁywoon nie.
Ons, die kinders van die raadsleds.

Wie het so gésé? -= Die mense wat die vergaderings georga-
niseer het.

Het hulle ges® hoekom julle dit nie moet bywoon nie? —-
Hulle het ges8& ons is "sell-outs". (10)

Het u in 4 aardle tydperk twee persone geken, ene Johannes
Skosana en ene Molokwane? -- Ja, ek het hulle geken.

Was hulle aan enige organisasie verborde? -- UDF.

Weet u in watter hoedanigheid bhulle aan UDF verbonde was?
--— Bee, ek weet nle.

Hoekom s8& u hulle was aan UD?F verbonde? — Hulle het die
skipperhemde gedra van UDF. 'n Mens kon hulle daaraan herken.

Weet u of hulle verbonde was aan die Tumahole Students
Organisation of nie? — Nee, ok weet nie eers van daardie
organisasie nie. | (20)
HOF : TS0? —— Nee, glad nie.

- MBR. BANEKOM : Het hierdie twee persone, Skosana en Molokwane
ooit in 1984 na u en u man se huis gekom? — Ja, hulle het.

Dikwels of net by een of twee geleenthede? -— Hulle het
nie dikwels daar gekom nie. Hulle was net twee keer daar gewees.

In 1984? - Ja.

£an u onthou wanneer die eerste besoek in 1984 was? In
watter maand dit was? — Ek kan nie die maand onthou nie.

Kan u onthou of dit voor of na mnr. Hlalele se besighede
gebrand is? ~ Om en by daardie tydperk. Ek kan net nie (30)

88 of dit voor of na dit was nie.
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Vertel eors vir die Hof van hulle eerste besoek aan die
huis? — Toe hulle die eerste keer daar by ons besoek afgeléd
het, was hulle op soek na ‘n boek. |

Wat ae boek? —— Dit is n gewone boek van die bidblioteek.

By wie het hulle die boek gescek? =- By my man.

Was u man tuis? -- Nee.

Het u enige gesprek met enlige van die twee persone daardie
dag gehad behalwe oor die boek? — Nee.

Wanneer was die tweede besoek van hulle aan julle? ——
Toe hulle die tweede keer daar kom besoek het, was dit (20)
terwyl ek by my woning gebly het.

Ean u onthou wanneer dit was? -— Ek kan nle meer onthou
presies wanneer dit was nie, behalwe dat dit n Saterdag vas.
HOF : Was dit lank na die eerste besoek? —— Om en by 'n maand,
MNR. HANEEOM : Wat het gebeur by die tweede besoek? —— Hierdie
keer het hulle weer oor hierdie boek se storie daar gekom.
Nadat hulle die boek gekry het, s& hulle toe vir my "S& vir
jou pa, as hy nie bedank as 1 blokman nie, dit wil sé n raads-
1id, gaan ons sy kar of die huis aan die brand steek."

Wie van die twee, 3kosana of Molokwana het dit gesé? (20)
—- Skosana, ‘

En mnr. Molokwana, wat het hy gemask? == Hy het net
saar geloop. Hy het niks gesé nie.

Is hierdie dreigement in die teenwoordigheid van u man
genank? -- Hy was buitekant.

EOF : VWas hierdie mense ernstig of bet hulle grappies gemaak?
== Hulle het nie gelyk soos nansé wat kwaad was nie. Hulle
het net daar gepraat. Eintlik gesels en gelag. .

Het u dit ernstig opgeneem of nie? — Ja, want ek was op
" pad weg na Sebokeng toe. Toe hulle gesé het as ek terugkom(30)
sal ek vind dat die dreigement waarvan hulle gepraat het
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¢ alreeds plaasgevind het, het my dit in ' ernstige lig laat

beskou. -
PER, HANEXOM : Het enigeen van die twee nog lets verder gesd
of wag dit 2l? —— Dit is al wat bhulle gesé& het, niks verder
nie.

Is hulle toe weg van die hﬁis af? -- Ja.

Het u dit wat bulle aan u gesé het aman u man ocorg=dra?
— Hy het daarvan geweet, maar ek het ook vir hom gesd wat
hulle aan my gesé het op hierdie dag.

¥Wat was sy reaksie hierop? =— Hy het gesé.daar is niks (10)

o wat hy daaraan kan doen nie. Ek moet my pa gaan sé.

Het u u vader gaan inlig? -- Ja, ek het.

Wanneer? =- Dit was gedurende die week.

Daardie selfde week? — Die volgende week. Ek dink dit
was ‘n Dinsdag cf 'n Woensdag.

GETUIE STAAN AF.
HOF_VERDAAG. HQF HERVAT.
329 SALAMTNA LETSOERYO, nog onder eed
ME BIZOS : I must disclose to Your Lordehip, that I have
a information that the witness has not been consistent with (20)

herself. I will not be adle to finish with the croes-exa;nina-

tion, but I would like to ask some questions on the basis of

the information given to me.

COURT : On what aspect has ghe not been consistent according

to you? .

MR BIZ0S : I have notes which - on which the information is

based, but we have ordered a copy of the record.

COOBRT : But I amnot prepared to wait for a copy of the record.

That is impossible. That may take a long time.

MR BIZ20S : I understand not, because i1t was a handwritten (30)

one on our present information, but let us - I understand that
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the next witness is her husband apy way. I disclose this,
because I do not want to take Your Lordship or My Learned
Friend by surprise at the end of my questioning the witness
that I intend asking her to stand down and this is why I anm
mentioning it.
COURT : Well, ome cannot have a witness stand down, because
you want to search for a previous inconsistent astatement. We
cannot work on that basis. If you have a previous inconsisternt
gstatement you put it to her and if she denies it, you prove
the inconsistency later on if you are allowed to do so, (10)
but 1f you have not got it, you have not got it.
MR BIZOS : I have the counsel's notes.
COURT : Then you put to her the counsel's notes.
MR BIZOS : And then poesibly desl with the record later,
COURT : That depends on the circumstances. I do not know.
CROSS-EXAMIRATION BY MR BIZ0OS : Do you recall that you gave
evidence in court in Parys? -= Yes, 1 do.

And di1d you give your name as Salamins Egavu? -~ That is
~ my husband's surname.

And that is the surname you were known by in that (20)
trial? -- Yes.

At the time that you gave evidence, how many accused
were there in the dock? -~ There was one.

Was that Mr Molokwana or Mr Skosana? -- Skosana,

Mr Molokwana wag not there? — Ho, he was not.

Do you recall the date on which_yon.gave evidence? —
No, I do not. |

At the time that you gave evidence, do you recall whether
at that time you remembered when the events occurred? -- I can-

not recall that. (30)

Do you remember on what date or during what month your
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father resigned? — Ko, I do not know when that was, because
it was after some time and then he resigned.

After some time when the visits took piace or after sore
time that you gave evidenca? Let me make the question clear
so that there is no misunderstanding. Did your father resign
sope time after you were visited at your home or did he
resign some time after you gave evidence in court or both?
COURT : Did he resign before or after you gave evidence in
court? == After.

MR BIZQS : He resigned after you had given evidence in (10)
court? — Yes. |

Can you recall how long after you gave evidence in court?
-— Some months, although I cannot say how many months.

Do you recall when jou were asked gquestions how long
after Mr Hlalele's shop was damaged the visit to your house
wvas? Do you recall that question? — Yes, I do.

How long after it was it that the vigit to your house
was after Mr Hlalele's shop ... (Court intervenes)

COURT : That is the first visit or the second one?

MR BIZOS : 'I am talking about the visit when the threat ‘20)
vas made.

COURT : The second visit to the house.

MR BIZOS : The second visit to the house? — About a month.

Before your father was threatened in the matter in which
you say he was, waa he considering resigning? ~- He did not
lock like a person who was géing to resign.

Was there not talk of his resignation? -~ No, he was not
talking about that.

Did he not have any idea of possibly resigning because
his being a councillor was not good for his taxi business? (30)
COURT : That is now before the threat?

«ee [/ MR BIZOS
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MR BIZOS : Before the threat? —— No, he never thought in that
way.

Did he ever say that he was going to resign because
business was not good any more because his taxi was being
boycotted because he was a councillor? == No, he was just
working.

Even after the threats, did he ever feel that he was not
doing justice to the taxi business because he was a councillor?
-~ N0, he did not have that feeling.

Never ever? - No. , (10)

Before his resignation was his taxi business just as good
a8 it had ever been? ~- Yes, it was the same.

So, he never su!tored.as a taximan before his resignation
and he ﬁever complained about it? -- No.

CCURT : Did he discuss the inccme of his taxi business with
you? == No.

MR BIZOS : Did he discuss the reascn for his resignation with
you? —-— He resigned without me knowing about it. He did not
tell me why.

You t0ld us in your evidence-in-chief that this (20)
threat was made to you at the second visit and that your hus-
band was outside? -- Yes, he was outside.

And that you told your husband about it and your husband
told you to go and tell your father? — Yes, that is what he
said.

Tou did go and tell your father as a reeult of a threat
having beer made to you and you having been-advised by your
husband to go and tell your tather° - YeB.

Did it come as a complete surprise to your husband that
a threat had been made against your father through you? (30)

- Yes, he was surprised.
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And had your husband not told you before this date of
any threat made by these two persons before they had visited
you? —— He had told me that he met Skosana who told him.
COURT : What? -— That he must tell my father to resign.

MR BIZ0S : When d4id your husbarcd tell you that? — Before
they céme to talk to me.

Just before or a long time defore? — That was before
they came to talk to me about it.

And was a threat to your father reported to you by your
husband? — That is so. (10)
And did you immediately go and tell your father when

your husband made the report to you? — Yes, I did.

So, when you went to your father after the personal visit
to you, it was the second time that you warned your father?
- Yes, it was the asecond time.

And did you as soon as you received the report from your
husband, did you go to your father and tell him that your
husband had reported to you of the threat by Skosana and
Molokwana? — Ko, they had left the message with me and I
took the message. : (20)
COORT : Let me just get clarity then. On how many occasions
did you tell your father that scmebody was threatening him?
-~ On two occasions.

When was the second occasion? —— That is after they ceme
to me at my place where I lived at the time.

MR BIZOS : And the firat occasion was after the report was
made to you by your husband? -- Yes.

In your evidence-in-chief before the adjournment you
wore asked by the prosecutor who had made the threat and you
said that it was Skosana? — Yes. (30)

And you were asked what Molokwana had to say, if anything

ee. [/ and




X329.12 -5 191 - S. LZTSOENYO

snd you said that he said "Niks", —- Yes, thet is so.

Was the evidence that you gave to His Lordship this
morning that lMolokwana said sbsclutely nothing correct? —
Yes, that is correct.

Did Skoeana on his visit say anything about the boycott
of your father's taxi? -~ Yes, he said something about it.

Wnat did he say about the boycott of the taxi? -- He
said I must tell my father that if he does not resign, his
taxi will be boycotted, it will be set alight or the house
will be set alight, (10)

This is what Skosana said and Molokwana said nothing. =-
Yes.

Was your husband according to you within hearing distance
whilst Skosana was saying this? -- He was not within a hearing
distance. He could not hear that. He was a bit far.

Was it Skosana who actuelly asked for the book on both
occasions? - Skosana‘used to talk about the book, .when they
came there., They came together.

And Molokwana remained silent, even in relation to the
book? — Yes. ' (20)

And he said absolutely nothing on both occasions? That
is Molokwana? - Yes.

Did you tell your husband about this threat whilst
Skosana and Molokwana were there present or after they left?
== He was present at homs, but he was outside.

When you told your husband about the threat that had been
made in relation to your father, were Skosana and Mpolokwana
present or did you tell your husband after they had left? —-
After they had left. _

Did you tell this directly to your father after the (30)

threat was made?
«o «/ COORT
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COURT : Well, the evidence was that it was on a Tuesday or

a Wedneesday and the threat was made on 2z Saturday;

MR BIZCS : Other than your husbend, was your father the person
that you went to and spoke to adbout the threat? -- Yes.

Did you go directly to him, to your father as the first
person other than your husband to report that this threat
had been made? ~— Yes, that is him.

You did not tell anyone else? — No.

You did not go and discuss it with ycur mother possibly
first? -—- I only made enquiries from my mother as to where(10)
my father wasgs. Otherwise I did not tell her anything.

Jid you ever advise your mother to advise your father
to resign? -- Yes, after Skosana had been there to tell me
that my fether must resign.

But do I understand that you told your mother to advise
your father to resign; but you did mot tell your mother about
the threat? =— That 13 trus. I was scared of telling her,
because she is a sickly person.

] can understand that. Did you go to your father's
house and did you tell him that - what ié commonly known (20)
as the "ouerhuis™"? Is that where you told -your father of
the threat? —— Yes, thatis what I did.

I am going to suggest to you that your evidence-in-
chief before the magistrate in Parys was materially different
to the evidence that you have given to His Lordship here,

I am going to read to you Mr Kraut's notes of your evidence-

in-chief.

CQURT : Mr J. Eraut being?

MR BIZOS : The counsel for Mr Skosana. I will read the whole

" of the evidence as it is recorded here. "Salamina Mgavu. (30)

Daniél is my man. Pa 18 Richard., Gedurende Augustus lid van
... / Gemaenskapsraad
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Gemeenskapsraed. Die eerste geleentheid het mense my man ont-
moet. Aa gevolg van rapport het ek niks gedoen. Gewag op
merse wat pa my sal kom. My man sé Lister en Barnard het

ko gesd dat ek my pa moet 88 dat hy moet bedank en as hulle
nie voortgaan, hulle sal py pa 8e goedere beskerm,"

CCTRT : That cannot be correct. Mas hulle nie voortgaan."
MR BIZOS : That is how it is. I am reading the note as 1t
is. "Ek het eerste vir my pa vertel toe hulle © besosk by
my huis afgeld het. Dit is beskuldigde en lolokwana. QOotrent
h week daarna. Wat was ges@ tussen Molokwana en jou man? (10)
Molokwana het ges& hy is daar om o boek te kom haal. Ek het
toe boek uitgehaal en dit vir hom gegee. Hy het gevra of ek
boodskap van my man gekry het. Molokwanz het toe ook n=a
vader en 28 om hom te bedank,"

COURT : Om hom?

MR BIZ0S : "S& vir hom om te bedank. Hy het gesé as hy nie
bedank nle, sal hulle sy huls en kar afbrand. Cns was alte-
same vier - my man - 2 en ek, DMNense wat gekuler het buite
gestaan. Beskuldigde het gehoor wat Molokwana sé&. Ons het
hom gesé ek sal boodskap oordra. Die beskuldigde het ook (20)
gepraat en s my pa moet bedank. BEulle het gelyktydig saam
gepraat. Net na Molokwana klaar gepraat het, het beskuldigde
dieselfde woord herhaal. Ek het boodskap gaan oordra. Dit
was 21/8/84. Boodskap oorgedra en na ouerhuis op Maandag
gegaan. Het ma getref. Het boodskap san ma oorgedra. Ek

- het net vir ma gesé dat pa moet bedank. Terug huis toe.

¥y pa het by my huis gekom op die Woensdag en dieselfde
boodskap aan pa ocorgedra. Ka die polisiestasie dieselfde dag.
Dreigemente ernstig opgeneen of maak net grap. Ek was bang
vir boodskap."” That is the end of the notes of the (30)

gentleman vho aasked you gquestions at Parys. Do you agree that
- @ @ / it
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if your evidence was correctly recorded in the manner in which
I read it cut to you, that that evidence is materially diffe-

rent in sudbstantial detail to what you told His Lordship today?
-= Yeog, 1 do agree, but I had forgotten about the other things.

#hy 4id you not tell His Lordship that you do not remember
when the questions were asked of you? —— It is because I did
make mention of that in the office. I had forgotter about
some of the details, because this happened long ago.

Te whom did you =esay you did not remember the details
because i1t happened long ago? — It is in that office where (10)
I was being asked.

¥hose office is that? -- One of the two officers outside
here.

And to vhom did you say that you could not remember the
detaile of Hhat‘ had happened?

COURT: Some details.

MR BIZOS : Some details? -- There wes g certain White man
that side who was guestioning me about dates and the detail as
to what haprpened on what date., That is the person to whom I
said I have forgotten about some of the things. {20)

Well, why did you not say the same thing to His Lordship
vhen you were aﬁked the questions? |
COURT : She did. She told me that she could not remember the
date, it was somewhere in Auguat we put it eventually after
some sort of difficulty. 7You will have to be more specific.

MR BIZ0OS : You see, I am not talking only sbout the date.

It i8 not only the questions that you were asked by the prosec-
cutor and the questions that His Lordship asked, but the
questions thet I have asked you, your answers are so different
than the ones that you apparently gave %o the magistrate? (30)

- (No reply)
eae [/ I8
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Is there an explanation? -- No explanation.

You knew thess two persons well, beczuse you referred
to them by their first name and their surname in these notes
that I have rezd to you? — Yes, I know then.

COURT: 1Is it Lister Skosana? -- Yes.

Is he also kaown as Johannes Skosana?-- He is only known
as Lister. |

Do you also know a Johannes Skosapa? -- I only know a
Skosana. I do not know what his first name is.

MR BIZOS : The evidence will be that it is the same person.(10)
Lister and Johannes.

CQURT : And Barnard, i3 he Molokwana? -— Yes.

MR BIZOS : When you told us that your husband made a report
did your husband tell you where the gtatement was made by
Lister and Barnard? -- He said they were ai a shabeen busy
drinking.

Did he tell you whether he took this as a serious threat
or as a shebeen talk? —-— He said he took it to be serious,
because it was long that they had been telling him to go and
tell my father this, (20)

If these notes are correct, you told the magistrate as
a result of a report made to you by your husband, you did
nothing about it. "As gevolg van rapport het ek niks gedoen.
Gewag op mense omn self na my te kom.? -- Yes, the first occa-
8ion I did not take anything as a message. That is taking it
to my people.

If the report was made to you as a report seriously
intended, why 4id you not take it to your people? — I gave
it a thought and saild well, seeing that it was being discussed
at the shebeen, I will rather wait until they come to me. (30)

// If that is so, why did you, a short while ago before I read
.e. / these
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these notes to you, did you say to Eis Lordship you went and
reported the threat that had beer made to your husband? --
I have no explanation.

dould you like to now that these two different versions
have put to you, perhaps like to make a choice which of the
two versions do you ask His lordship to accept or do you not
want to do that? -- I did not urnderstand the question properly.
. CCURT : Whick questicn? The question now put to you or the
question previously put to you? -~ The last question_put to me.
¥R 3I20S : Ycu told His Lordship that you went to tell  (10)
your father after tkhe report of your husband?” TYou did not
say that once, you said that two or three times. Once to me
and once tc His Lordship. Do you now say because it was talk
at a shebeen you did not g¢ ard tell your father® Do you
know what the truth 21a87? Perhaps that is a more simpler
question? -- Yes, I do.

#ell, which of the two versions do you now say is the
truth? —- That I did not go and tell him at the tize.

Could you please then explain the rezson why on three
occasions before I read these notes to you you said that (20)
you did go and tell him? ~~ I said I went to tell myfather
when they told me after their second viglt.

I will not carry that point any further, because I think
that the record speaks for itself. Do you recall telling the
magistrate at Parys that the chief spokesman, so to speak,
in relation to this threat was Molokwana? == No, I cannot recall
that., What I know is that the speaker there was Skosana.

If it is shown that you said in the court below or in
the Regional Court that the chief spokesman was Molokwana as
I bave read to you from these notes, would that have been (30)

putting the position incorrectly? — It could be that that is
ee. / not
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not correct, because as far as I know the speaker thare was
Skeossna., It could be that the writer made 2 mistake,.

We will see in due course what the magistrate presiding
wrote. Did you tell the magistrate in the court below that
there were four of you together? That is yourself, ard your
husband and the two of them? -- Yes, I did.

And did you say to the magistrate in relation to the
threat "Ons het hom gesé ek sal die boodskap oordra"? —- Yes,
I d&id say so.

Did you say to the magistrate "Mense wat gekuier het (10)
het buite gestaan"? -- Yes, I said so.

#as that correct? —- Yes, it was.

Did I get the wrong impression that your evidence before
His Lordship was that you and the two visitors were inside
and that your husband was outside?

COURT : Ask her first to whom does she refer when she séys

"mense wat gekuier het"? It may be other people.

MR BIZOS : Were you referring to the two visitors Molokwana

and Skosana as the persons who visited you? -—— There were other

two visitors outside besides the two referred to now. (20)
who were they? —— Two other men.

¥ho were they? —- Mokganela and Winkie.-

Wwere they with your husband outside? — Yes, they were.
outside with him.

Was he busy talking to the visitors? -~ They were busy
repairing a vehicle there.

Together with your husband? -- Yes.

So, that your husband could not have heard any portion
of this conversation? -- What happened there is this; I was
in the house, namely myself, Skosana and Mplokwana. My (30)

husband used to come in and out the house. I remember at

.o / BOMmME
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acme stage he came in while they were still in the house to
come and get some glasses, when Molokwana and Skosana asked
hix 4f he told me about the message, on vwhich T responded
saying yes, bhe did tell me about this message, namely the
threat which was to be taken to my father.

You to0ld Zis Lordship on a‘number of occasions that Molo-
kvara said nothing and that Skosana sald everything? -- That
is true. Skosene is the man who spoke.

and he i3 the only man who spoké? -~ Y23, he i3 the only
man who spoke., - (1C}

Do you agree that you told the magistrate that the two
of thern Skosana and Molokwana spoke im unison, the two of
them together, saying precisely the same thing? |
COUZET : Did she tell that to the magistrate?

FR 3IZ03 : Tes.

COURT : Together at the same time?

MR BIZOS : "Hulle het gelyktydig saam gepraat." Net na ﬁolo—

kwana klaar gepraat het, het beskuldigde dieselfde wpord her-

haal."

COURT : That is not at the same time, the one after the (2C)

other repeatingrthe same thing. ‘ _

MR BIZQS : It is both, but I agree that the latter must have

precedence because of the improbabdbility of the former.

COURT : That i1s an awkward way of dealing with notes, but

put it that way.

MR BIZOS : Let me put it to you this wﬁy. Did you tell the

magistrate that either they spoke at the same time or the one

spoke immediately after the other and that‘they both said

the same thing? Did you tell the magistrate that? == What I

said is Skosana was the spokesman with Molokwana next to (30)

him confirming what Skosana was saying by shaking his head
eee / up
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up and down, nodding to indicate that what is Teing said is
in fact what is supposed to have been said.

So, he expressed his attitu&e by a gesture? — Yas,.

Wkhy did you not say to the magistrate or to His Lordship
here this is how it happened bacause now this is a - I am
golng to suggest to you a third version if the notes are
correct? =- It did not occur to me that I must explain it %o
that extent.

‘Do you agree that you told the magistrate that you went
to your mother and gave her 2 message and thzt your father(10)
came to your house as a result of that message when you first
t0old him about the threat? -~ I went to him, he was not home.
My mother tolid him and then he came to me.

Can you explain why you told His Lordshly precisely the
opposite before I read these notes to you? You went to your
"ouerhuis" to tell your father about the threat, —— That is
true, they differ with reference to the names, for instance
vhere I am talking about Skosana, they are talking about
Molokwana.

WITRESS STANDS DOWX. (20)

COURT ADJOURNS UNTIL 10 _JUNE 1986.
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