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Cross-exam nation 5: HR #hl NSLOO

Wth regard to your pronotion - to your position you held

in 1985 after the Kabwe Conference as a nenber or the Politica
Mlitary Comrmittee (being referred to as the PRC) - at that
stage were you also still a menber of the Mlitary H gh Comrand
of the Mlitary Headquarters? A. Yes.

On the sane basis of this question. does that nean that certain
nmenbers of the PMC would al so be nenbers of the MIlitary High
Command? A. That is possible.

There is a likelihood of that? A Yes.

During your termof office, either in the Mlitary H gh Comrand
or in the PMC, was that the case in reality or not? A Yes.
1984. A. That's right.

Woul d you mind showi ng us the passport? A | have actually

gi ven | earned counsel here this morning a docunent fromthe
British Home Office, which | have attained. which attests

to the fact about ny passport - which | would like to

read out to you and hand in to the Court.

Are you in possession of the actual passport? A | am

i n possession of my passport, yes.

Woul d you mi nd Just showi ng us the passport? We would like

to peruse the passport itself. A | would prefer to read

you this letter fromthe British Home Ofice. And | would

like to hand it in to Court.

At this stage, the question | posed to you is as to whether

you have got a passport available here. A | have the
passport.
Woul d you then produce the passport? A | would like to

di scuss with my counsel

In view of your evidence, that you said you hanzgot a passport
avai | abl e and you are prepared to produce it to support and
corroborate your evidence -----
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PRINSLOO M. Kasrils. we would then |ike you to produce

the paSSport. A | have a letter fromthe British Hore ,

O fice and the passport belongs to the British Hone Ofi ce.

It is a passport issued by them They have examni ned ny passport
2.
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and the stanps in the passport. and they have witten here
officially: "On 15th Septenber 1988. | have to date inspected
Honme Ofice travel docunent No. RP43201 issued on 23rd August
1983 to the above nanmed ..." and ny name is above this letter:
Ronal d Kasrile. "who has been recognised in the United Ki ngdom
as a refugee under the ternms of the 1951 UN Convention relating

to the status of refugees. | can confirmthat all the United

Ki ngdom i mm grati on stanps contained in the travel docunent

are authentic and entirely consistent with centrally held records
of M. Kasrils’ arrival and departures fromthe United Ki ngdom’
Si gned: AP Sanders. Refugee Unit.

To confine yourself to the question | posed to you

NAI DU. Before the witness answers the question -----

PRI NSLOO. May | Just conplete this part, M. Naidu. It may
relate to your objection as well. | would like to put it to

the witness on record. (To the witness): The question | posed

to you was to produce your passport. You were to confine yourself

to that question. You proceeded to read froma document. That

was not ny question. At this stage we insist that you produce

the actual passport.

NAIDU. First of all. it is not a question that nmy |earned friend
is putting. It is a request in fact franed in terns of an order

i thout specifying what advice we would give if requested.

bei ng unable to do so, mght | state that the lawis clear -

at least in South Africa, and | amsure in other countries as

wel | -that no witness is obliged, or should be made to fee
obliged, to hand over any docunent unless the docunment is in

hi s possession and he is served with a sub poena. duly

aut hori sed, ordering himto produce such a document. So a mere
order fromthe Prosecutor in ny respectful subm ssion ought

not to cause any witness to believe that the Prosecutor has
aright to demand a docunent.

PRI NSLOO. M. Commi ssioner, we respectfully submt that the

witness in his evidence in chief had volunteered that he travelled

to London, that he was in possession of a passport, that the
passport reflects the date on

at such passport is avail able.

It is not a case where a person is saying that he is not in
possessi on of a passport. hasn’t got a document. W respectfully

submit that it would be absurd in such circunstances, when a

wi t ness himsel f tenders such evidence and then wants to rely
passport. W respectfully submt, M. Conm ssioner, that we

are not interested in docunments at this stage other than the
actual passport itself. Until this is resolved, we are not

goi ng to proceed.

NAI DU: M. Conmi ssioner, whether ny learned friend wants to
proceed or not is really not within the realns of our duty here.
any document unless there is a suitable order of court to that
effect. 50, if ny learned friend wants to adopt that attitude,
he can do so. Wth respect, it is quite acadenm c to argue these
matters before you. If it is clear that a passport is a docunent.
3-__ - u



A MR

R KASRI LS.
Cr oaa- axaai ned:
h

the witness should not be nade to believe that he is conpelled
to unless there is a duly authorised sub poena. Hy |earned
friend knows this. He experienced this in the trial itself.

PRI NSLOO. Ir. Comm ssioner. we respectfully subnmt that at

no stage was the objection construed as to request you.

M. Conmi ssioner. to adjudicate upon any issues. At this stage
we are all well aware of your function. which we respect.

In the present instance. it is a matter that the witness hinself
vol unteered, to present a passport. It is also apparent from

a newspaper report - which | want to put to the witness as an
exhibit. In the Mrrning Star, dated Friday. Septenber 16th. 1988
it states the following: "Orders’ Charge Denied by ARC. African
Nat i onal Congress | eader Ronnie Kasrils has told a South African
court that it was inpossible for himto have given nilitary
orders to Ismail Ebrahimin Swaziland in Decenber 1984.

M. Kasrils. who is giving evidence on conm ssion in London
presented his passport showing that he arrived at Heat hrow Airport
on Novenber 24th, 1984. and did not |eave England until Januany
11th, 1985." No such passport was ever presented. The report

is not correct. We ask | eave to hand in this newspaper report.
(Sanme handed) (Docurent marked as Conm 4)

NAI DU: M. Conmi ssioner, | don’t know what the effect of any
newspaper article is on these proceedi ngs. Wether it is true
or not is really not our concern. Still we reiterate that ny

| earned friend should first request fromthe witness if he is
prepared to. If he is prepared to, he will give it. Wether

he introduced it or not is quite irrelevant to the issue presently
before us. If the witness is requested, and he vol unteers,

with pleasure he can do so. But a witness should not be nmade to
bel i eve - nor should anyone have the idea - that by nerely saying
so any witness is obliged to hand over a docunent.

PRI NSLOO (To the witness): At this stage, are you in possession

of your passport? A | am

Is that passport available? A It is.

WIl you please nake it available? A. I would like to discuss
this. | would Iike to help the Court very nmuch in this regard.

I think we should be reasonabl e about this. | have got no problem
about you seeing the passport and the dates. | went to the

extent of getting this letter fromthe Hone Ofice - which
have got here for you - which certainly states that all the
stanps there are authentic and that the passport is authentic.
| understand that you would like t;o see the stanps, the dates

in question. | would Iike to know fromyou what you nean by
handing it in. This is a passport that | need. It is the property
of the British Government. | need it for travel purposes.

| am not going to be remaining in this country. If you are
asking ne to show you, as the prosecution here, ny passport

for you to |l ook at and hand back to nme, then that is quite in

or der.

That was the inport of my question. If we were at cross-purposes,
it was never ny intention to retain the original passport.

A. So, if | hand you ny passport now, you will look at it and
hand it back to nme - which you have to

4.
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And for the purpose of the record. for conpleteness. it may

be necessary to nmake a photocopy of the passport.

NAIDU:. It nmay well be possible to resolve this on the basis
that. it the witness is agreeable. a certified copy of the passport
could be nmade available to the State. | think the witness’

real concern appears to be nore that he doesn’'t want to | ose
private possession of this passport.

PRINSLOO. M. Kasrils, you have the assurance that we will

not retain your original paSSport. A And you wi sh to make

a photocopy. That will have to be done here and now. And it
will have to be done ... You can do it in the conpany of ny
counsel .

That shouldn’t be a problem- as to the nechanics of that.
NAIDU: | wonder if it has to be done now. or during tea tine.
PRI NSLOO. M. Commissioner. if we may have sight of the passport
at this stage. We will look at it.

WTNESS: | will pass the passport to you now. You can | ook

at it with the Prosecutor. | amconfining this to you and the
Prosecutor ... your colleague, the |ady.

There is no problemabout that. A | would also like to

hand in the letter, which | feel is relevant. In handing the
passport over to you, you are free to look at the entire thing.
(Pause for Commi ssiqggr’'s tape’'to be changed) | would |ike

to draw your attention to page 9, where there is an arrival
stanp, Immgration Oficer, Heathrow, 26th Novenber 1984, and
on the sane page an enbarkation stanmp, Immgration Oficer,
Heat hrow. 11th January 1985. (Passport handed over to’

counsel for the State)

PRINSLOO | would ask for a noment’s indul gence, M. Comr ssioner.
(Pause) ’

(O f the record discussion with regard to copyi ng passport)

M. Kasrils, Just a few questions at this stage, before we make
a photocopy of it. in order to save tine, the passport itself,
is it issued by South Africa? Is it a South African passport?
What passport is this? A That is a United Ki ngdom G eat
Britain, Home O fice travel document. No. RP43201, issued on
23rd August 1983, as the letter fromthe Refugee Unit at the
Home OfFfice testifies.

At page 9, you referred to the date, 26th Novenber, when you
arrived? A Yes.

GERI NG Have you any objection to the letter going in as Conm 57
PRINSLOO. M. Commissioner. at this stage we will first peruse
the whol e passport, and then we will consider our position with
regards the letter and that..

NAI DU: We request that the docunent goes in as an exhibit.

5.
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PRI NSLOO. Hr. Commissioner. at this stage the docunent has not
been adduced by the State. It has not been accepted by the
State. It cannot be admitted as an exhibit. It can be done

hy our learned friends. at an opportunity which they deem
appropriate - in re-examnation or indeed if they want to bring
fresh evidence. but at this stage we do not consent to that.
GERING |If we could Just note on the record that | have requested
that this letter be put in as Exhibit Coomm 5. In view of ny

| earned friend' s remarks. we will leave it over, if necessary to
re-exam nati on. The exhibit you handed in as Conm 4 - do

you have copi es?

PRI NSDOO. At this stage we do not have any cOpi es avail abl e.

He will nake sone available. It has only conme to our attention
this nmorning. (To the witness): To continue with the evidence.
in order to save time. with regard -----

GERING Are you returning the pasbport to hi m now?

PRI NSLOO. M. Comm ssioner. M. Gering has addressed ne
directly with regard to the passport. The passport is lying

in front of me. It will lie here. It is quite conspicuous.

| amquite prepared to put it down at a neutral spot if there
is any problemto our learned friends. This is wthout any
aninosity. As you have indicated, during the tea adjournnent

there will be an opportunity to nake a photocopy and Ir. Kasrils
will be able to retain his passport in safe custody.

Iva. -_.._...V-Vv- .

GERI NG Thank you. | should not have addressed you directly.

At times there is a little informality. | amsure ny |earned

friend realises there was no aninosity intended in any way.

PRI NSDOO (To the witness): In 1983 you were a nenber of the
Mlitary H gh Command - onwards. |s that correct? A From
approxi mately July.

sass --

Yes. My question relates to Swaziland. At that stage. in
pursuance to your position, the office you held as a menber

of the Mlitary H gh Conmand (also referred to as MIlitary Head-
quarters),were you in control of operations in the nacinery

in Swaziland? Wuld you relay to then? Wuld they be under

your command? . | have said not mine exclusively. In other
words, | wasn’t the Commander of our Swazil and forces. | had
another function in fact for MIlitary Headquarters. which |
Wth regard to the Political Mlitary Conmttee, as you were ;
then pronoted to the higher office of that particular structure ?
within the organisation, the ANC, at that stage (you indicated
earlier this nmorning) you also held office as a nenber of the
Mlitary H gh Command, during that time. Is that correct?

A. During which tinme?

As fromthe time of your appointnxn as a nmenber of the Politica
Mlitary Committee. A After Kabwe in 1985.

That is correct. yes. A Yes.

y
6. |
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At that atase. in pursuance of your polltlon. still being a

menber of the lilltary Headquarters and the PIC. would you

atlll be overall 1n comrand. or partially 1n command. in eo-eoa-and
w th other nmenbers in control of the Swazil and section?

A. lo. not In control of Swaziland. | have aald that as a

menber of Mlitary Headquarters | woul d have certain

reaponai billtles. As a result of that rank. of course |I could
conmand subordi nates in our arny Urkhonto we Sizwe.

In order to understand your reply. would it be correct to say
that during that particular time as a menber of the PIC. from
July 1985. the mlitary structures (it we may call themthat)
would relay to you to sone extent? AL Not to nme as a nenber

of the PMC at all.

But as a nmenber of the Mlitary Headquarters? A. As a nenber
of Hlltary Headquarters | woul d have certain responsibilities
inrelation to any subordinate mlitary structure wherever
that may be.

In order to understand that - it is not ny purpose to elicit
any secrets fromyou - one is now a nenber of the Mlitary
Headquarters and also a nenber of the Political Mlitary Committee.
Does that nean in effect that you are full-time a menber of
Mlitary Headquarters - at all times in other words - and at
the sanme tine a nenber of the Political Mlitary Commttee?
Have | made nyself clear? A Yes, but the question of full-
time | think is somewhat ... let’'s say, inappropriate because
| ama full-time nenber of the ANC and whatever committee or
departrment | am belonging to or involved in | amthere on a
per manent basis. | think the better word is "permanent". The
PMC m ght neet once a week or once a nmonth and on that basis
you light infer that | amonly a nenber of it when it neets.
This is why the use of the term"full-tine" is | think a bit

unhel pful. 3

If I may phrase it this way: it would be a dual role. A du
function would be fulfilling at all times on a pernmanent basis.
A. No, not ... well. what do you mean "a dual function"?

If I may put it this way: being a nenber of the PMC and-at Mlitary
Headquarters. A These are two positions |I held, yes, but

these were positions with different roles. a

As a nenber of the Mlitary Headquarters, would you be, so to
speak, an officer in the Mlitary Headquarters on a permanent _
basis at the sane time? A Yes.

And you woul d be a nenber of the Political Mlitary Commttee
on.a pernmanent basis at the sane tine? A Right. But |

would put it to you this way: that what it signifies is that

| have got two hats. When | come to give a military instruction
to mlitary subordinates, | wear ny mlitary hat. Wen |I am

i nvol ved in any tasks or work with the PMC, | am wearing ny
PMC hat. And | don’t wear the two hats at once.

Thank you. There was evidence - and it was canvassed in cross-
exam nation - that M. Septenber. whom we debated yesterday.
had certain nmonies in his possession at the time of his arrest
by the Swazis. | think the anpbunt nentioned was 8,000 rands.
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noney that the nman Septenber had in his poaaaaion at the tine
of his arrest? A | amnot prepared to conment.
I's there any particul ar reason why you woul d not eol-ent about
this. as this was debated in court itself? There were certain
propositions put to State w tnesses by defence counsel. In
fairness to you. | nust ask you this - we don’'t know where this
emanated from- if you can enlighten on the subject?
A. | have pointed out that we are in a war situation. There
is sensitive information or operational information that | am
not prepared to conment on. | would like to point out to you
that actually at this very nmonent, in the Cape Town Suprene
Court. in a case that the End Conscription Canpai gn has brought
agai nst the South African Defence Force because of that Defence
Force's use of so-called dirty tricks against the ECC. the defence
that the Defence Force are putting up is that because there
is awar situation in the country they are not subJect to the
courts.
Let’s confine ourselves to this particular issue. with the facts
at our disposal in this particular mtter. At this stage there
is no secret about this fact. Wien | say a fact. it is a fact
put by defence counsel with regard to certain noney that was
in the possession of this man known as M. Septenber.
A. That m ght be the case. but | nyself amnot prepared to
conment about certain questions for the reasons that | have given.
We nust not be at cross-purposes. In fairness, | nust make
it clear, as this nust be apparent to the trial Court and his
Lordship M. Justice Daniels; and the two Assessors at the time
when they also read the record nmust be acquainted as to what
had transpired. A | nyself know nothi ng about noney t hat
is alleged to have been in the pocket of the individual you
referred to.
But there was evidence that a certain nmenber of the Transvaa
| mpl ement ati on Machinery (referred to at that stage as the
EMC), M. Paul Dikeledi, that a man, Septenber. had received
certain nmoney fromhim An anount of 3.000 rand was menti oned.
that he had received. There was evidence that part of this
3,000 rand which he had so received was part of the 8,000 rand
which was taken fromhim A | amnot prepared to comrent
on hearsay evidence and | amnot prepared to comment on this
particul ar question for the reason | have given.
| have put to you a direct question. Wat | am posing to you
is not to disclose - any question | fornulate - any secret as
to how informati on woul d have been acquired. as to whether there
was such information that had cone to your know edge in pursuance
to the rank you held at that stage in the Mlitary Headquarters
as well as the Political Mlitary Conmttee. A Tell ne,

what date was this neant to be ... said to be?
One norent, | will make the record available to you. | would
ask for a nonent’s indul gence. (Pause) Thank you. | will

show you in a nonent a docunent. It is a petty cash voucher
referred to as Exhibit AJ32. The date reflected on the docunent
is alst July 1986. There is witten on the docunent Exhi bit
AJ32: "3.000 rand only given to Seb. for buying one car." In

8.
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the anobunt colum there is the anpbunt 3.000 rand . At the bottom
in the same columm. the total reflects 3.000 rand. Then there

is a signhature. signed "Two". At the bottomit has got: "Passed
by Wiity." In fairness to you. | nust also put to you that

there was evidence that M. Paul Dikeledi’iigned the documnent

as indicated by the nane Uhity and there was evidence that a

M. Septenber signed the docunment as Two. May | show you the
docunent ? (Sanme handed) A. (After a gause): Yes.

That is now. as | have put to you the question. strictly on

the evidence that was adduced during the trial. This seened

to have been a proper book-keepi ng systemthat was kept. deriving
it fromthe document. that according to the evidence

M. Dikeledi (also known as whity according to the evidence)

had recei ved noney and had passed the nobney on to a subordi nate -
according to the evidence a M. Septenmber. Wuld you first

of all say that there was prQper control and utilisation of

the funds of the African National Congress? A

prepared to comment on this issue - the transaction of funds

wi thin our noverment - on the grounds which | keep repeating

to you. | wasn’t in Swaziland on Slst July even. But that

is my answer. | amnot prepared to comment about the transaction
of funds within our noverment. W are fighting a war agai nst

you people. There is a trenendous ampunt of secrecy in the

South African Defence Force and the South African econony and
budget, concealing transactions of funds within the police force
and the other arms of the State. As far as | am concerned,

I will also withhold information of that kind. I am not prepared
to conment at all.

Confining oneself to a particular question, with regard to
particul ar circunstances, each situation will have its own
circunstances. As far as this particular situation is concerned
possession. My question is: in view of the fact that it would

be a proper control of nonies, you hol ding such high office

in the African National Congress, how wbuld such transaction
have been controlled. reconciled, if such noney was taken by
someone or disappeared? A. | sinply repeat what | have said

to you.

| mpl enent ati on Machinery, would it be fair to say the machinery
woul d have been responsib

the PMC for their conduct? A. Not to the PMC at all

to be true - and nothing was to gainsay to the contrary, it

was not challenged - would the MIlitary Headquarters have had
know edge of this particular transaction? A No comrent.

| don’t deal with funds. | have got no know edge.

9.
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As tar no funds are concerned. for clarity. who woul d have
controlled this side of funds with regard to a latter such

as the one we are presently debating? A | have told you.
| am not prepared to comment for reasons which | have already
gi ven you.

In fairness. to nake the question clear. would it be rel ated

to a finance body within the ANC or would it be unrelated to
the ANC? What woul d the position be? A No conment.

When you say "No comment”. | don’t quite understand. A. | am
not prepared to answer questions relating to the transaction

of nmoney in ny organisation.

There is undi Sputed evidence that M. Paul Dikeledi - and at
this stage it is conmon cause - that he was the Conmander of
the Transvaal |nplenmentation Machinery. Wuld you agree with
that? A | amnot prepared to respond to that question for
reasons | have al ready given.

In fairness to you. one of your conrades, M. WVusi Khumalo (the
previous witness) in his evidence - and that is why | use the
words "commpn cause" - stated repeatedly that Paul D kel ed

was i ndeed the Conmander of the Transvaal |nplenmentation Machinery.
A. That doesn’t change ny answer to you.

To understand your answer, are you refusing to answer the question,
M. Xasrils? A | have repeated over and over again here

that there are certain aspects of our work and operations that

| refuse to respond to.

In view of the evidence before the Court, | amduty bound to
put certain questions to you, and you will respond to those

as you like. In as far as M. Paul Dikeledi is concerned, there
is evidence that he was known as Whity during that time. Wuld
you like to respond to that? AL No. | amnot prepared to
respond to any questions about nanes of people, code nanes,

ot her than the ones that | have 'nentioned al ready.

In view of the difficulty that we will encounter, | will have
to put nunerous questions to you. Sone issues were conmpbn cause, -
some were unchallenged, and I will have to put themto you.

As far as the man Septenber is concerned. was he known by the
nane of Two? A No know edge of that one at all

You don't have any know edge? A. | don’t know.

Then you can’t dispute it.

NAIDU: If he doesn’t know. he can’'t dispute it, obviously.

PRI NSLOO. Whatever my learned friend’s comment is, M. Kasrils,
what is your comment? A Well, | nean he is perfectly correct.
You can tell me his nane is Guy Fawkes and | will say, "Well

| don’t know," and you will tell ne | don't dispute it. You
will tell me his nane is Henry VIII. | will tell you, "Well

| don’t know that is his nane." 1 nean, this is stupid to say
the least, with all due respect to the Court.

10.
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NAIDU. | amsorry for interpoain; in that nanher. Ir. Conm ssioner
| apol ogi se.

GERING Vould this be a convenient nmonment to take the adjourn-ent?
(Adl ourned tor a short tine)

NAI DU. Hy attorney M. Vatters has gone to make photocopies

of the various docunents.

PRI NSLOO. Thank you, M. Conm ssioner. (To the witness): W
return again to the evidence. In as far as the last exhibit

whi ch we gave Just prior to the adjournnent this norning.

GERI NG AJ32?

PRI NSLOO. That is correct. (To the witness): Concerning that
particul ar exhibit. there was evidence that the noney was approved
and made avail able for the purpose of acquiring a vehicle for
operational purposes. For conpleteness. | amputting this

to you. What is your reply to that? A No coment. | am

not in a position to actually even say anything on this. for

the reasons | have already given.

The reason being that you are not prepared to coment?

NAI DU: The witness said that he doesn’t know. A | know

not hi ng about it.

NAI DU: He already said that. A And | have al so said that

I am not going to comment about transactions.

PRINSLOO M. Kasrils, may | put it to you this way: the persons
concerned, M. Dikeledi and M. Septenber. if there was evidence
that they were nmenbers of the Transvaal |nplenentation Machinery
(being a nmilitary machi nery under the MIlitary Headquarters
according to your evidence),if they were to have acquined a
vehicle for the purpose of_operational purposes, would it have
cone to the knowl edge of the MIlitary Headquarters under nor nal
circunstances? A. | amnot prepared to comment on transactions.;
Wth regard to the Transvaal |nplementation Machinery (the EMC
as it is comonly referred to) whenever the machinery woul d
requi re funds, according to the evidence they would subnit a
requisition to obtain such funds. The same met hod woul d be

enpl oyed in order to obtain naterial. Wat would you say to
that? A | have told you that | amnot prepared to conment

on the transactions of this nature.

Wthout ne referring to a particular transaction or a particul ar
incident. in the Mlitary Machinery itself there was evi dence
that a system was enpl oyed or adopted whereby a requisition
systemwas used in order to obtain funds or material. Wat

woul d you say to that? A | have told you that | am not

prepared to comment on transactions.

For mlitary purposes, you say? A Exactly, for the reasons

that | keep giving.

11.
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Each tinme |I think one should nmake it clear. when you say you
are not prepared to coment. to make sure whatever you are relying
upon as a basis. for the record. A | thought | had nade
it perfectly clear and to Just keep repeating in to waste tine
and to waste tax payers’ npney too.
what ever your views. we will Just continue to get on with the
evidence. In as far as the Senior Organ was concerned. there
was a certain person known as M. Manchecker. During the tine
when you held office in the Senior Organ. according to your
own evidence. that period | amreferring to, did you know t hat

particular man? A. | amnot prepared to conment on this.
| told you earlier on in your cross-exam nation the reasons
why

In all fairness | nust put it to you that the particul ar period

| amreferring to. 1980 until 1983. which is long in the past,
the Senior Organ no longer in existence. | must put it to you
that it is highly inprobable it could be any secret at this
stage any nore. There was al so evidence about this. Are you
prepared in those circunstances to enlighten us as to the position
of M. Manchecker, as he was at the tine, according to the evidence,
in charge of the Regional Mlitary Comrand (subordi nate body

to the Senior Organ)? A No, | amnot prepared to comment.

| have actually cited the fact that even in a country |like G eat
Britain there is a 50-year secrecy ruling by the State;

Wuld it be correct if there was evidence that a certain

person known as Miriel was a nenber of Soweto Parents’ Crisis
Conmittee? A. No comment. for the reasons | have given.

I will show you a document, Exhibit AJ30. The document is dated
6t h August 1986. It is a petty cash voucher. For conpl eteness.

in fairness to you. there was evidence that the particul ar docunent
for the amount of 500 rand only, given to Seb.for Miriel -e--

A. Seb.- you nean. |ike Sebastian?

Seb. The docunent will be nade available to you in a nonent

for your inspection. A It is Just that earlier | thought

you said it was "Sep."

If we were at cross-purposes - | did spell it on that occasion

A. | amsorry, but that is how !l heard it.

As | say, if we were at cross-purposes - the docunent was al so
avail able to you for inspection, if you recall that. A Yes.
that's right.

Just to conplete what | have been putting to you. This particular
voucher is for the amount of 500 rand. It is signed again

by the person Two. According to the evidence, the person that
signed it was one Septenber. It was passed by one Hhity - who
was referred to as one Paul Dikeledi. The purpose of the noney.
according to the evidence, is that it was for the person Miri el
for her to cone to Swaziland. Wuld you | ook at the docunent.
(Sanme handed) A. (After a pause): Well, | know not hing

of this. | have never heard of a Seb. | have never heard of
sonebody called Two. Apart fromthat, | amnot prepared to
conment on transactions - which | have indicated to you al ready.
12.
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| postulate the followi ng question to you on this basis. according
to the evidence. the person concerned. Nuriel. was a |enber

of the Soweto Parente’ Crisis Comittee and the personst hat

were negotiation; this transacti onwene M. Dikeledi (the Commander
of the Transvaal I|nplenentation Machinery) and his subordinate

M. Septenber. M. Septenber. according to the evidence. was

to submt the funds to the person concerned, Miuriel. to cone

to Swazil and. What do you say to the proposition | want to

put to you, that Muriel, being a person concerned with politica
matters. and the Transvaal |nplementation Machinery clearly
amlitary command within the ANC structure. woul d comuni cate
with a political person? Wuld that be in order? A |

know not hi ng about this and therefore | cannot comrent.

Apart from your know edge. with regard to the transaction in
guestion. woul d such conduct have been approved by the organisation
if amlitary machinery conducts or negotiates in the interests

of the organisation with a political person? A | have told

you earlier on in this exam nation that | amnot prepared to
coment on the transactions of the units under our conmand.

| made that clear when | discussed the function of the NBC

the Senidr Organ, the RPMC. | said | would go that far and

not discuss the functions of the units.

If | may postulate the question to you on a hypothetical basis:
where a person, being a nenber of the political organi Sation ----
NAI DU: Political unit.

PRINSLOO. | beg your pardon - political unit and a nmenber of

a command structure of the inplenmentati on machi nery, woul d that

be in accordance with the ANC policy that prevailed at the tinme
in 1986-be in order to have such comunications? A | am

not prepared to comment on this. | would say that you would

have to show that the individual concerned was actually invol ved
inmlitary functions. But if the person was involved in politica
work, then there would be ... It would be dependent on lots

of things of course, but that person would not come under mlitary.
So it "hangar”. And when things "hanghaf" we are dealing

wi th hypotheses and so on. | amnot going to discuss such things.

I don’t quite understand what you nean by depends, or the Afrikaans
word you used, "hanghaf". Wuld you make it clear please

in order to understand your evidence. A You are talking

about hypot heses and you are tal king about sub-structures. people
in the country, about whether a political person could be connected
tothe mlitary. | mean, we are dealing with areas of activity
that so nmuch other things depend on that there is no way a
reasonabl e person can really start comenting. In any event,

| have made it clear that | am not prepared to discuss the
functions of units under our structures - operational units

or individuals inside the country - at all

In order to understand the first part of your reply, when you say
a reasonabl e person can understand, are you saying that you

di d not understand what | postulated to you? A. No, not

at all. | understood your postulation quite well.

Just for the record, for clarity, what did you convey? A |

have al ready used the phrase and | amnot going to go on and on
expl ai ning what | mean when | use a sinple term

134 . --------- - |
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1 auat put it to you: what | have put to you with regard to

the evidence concerning the exhibit | have Just ahown you and
the evidence relevant to that was unchal | enged. You have al ready
aaid that you didn’'t know anythi ng about what | postulated to .
you. on the basis that there was a conmuni cati on between a politica
unit and a mlitary unit. Is there anything you want to say
about that? A. Nothing. 1
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Wul d it have been within the know edge of the lilitary Headquarters
during 1986 - and when | say 1986 | amreferring from January
until Decenber 1986 - if any vehicles were required by the Transvaa

| mpl ement ati on Machi nenr(the EMC) for operation purposes. woul d
such know edge have cone to the Mlitary Headquarters?

A. | have already told you that I amnot prepared to coment 1
about such activities and functions of our units. structures.
| beg your pardon. M. Kasrils? A | have already told you

that | am not prepared to coment on these things.

| rmust put it to you that there was evidence that such vehicles
were required, that such vouchers were signed by Paul D kel ed
and the person known as Septenber. for various ampunts of noney,
and it was for the purpose of acquiring vehicles.

CGERING M. Commissioner, may | Just interpose at this stage
The witness’ view may be right or it may be wong. That is

a matter for argunment. But one thing is surely clear beyond

any doubt whatever; nanely that on certain matters he is not
prepared to comment and he has given very clearly the reason
why. To go over nechanically each time, as the previous cross-
examner did with the previous witness, is with great respect
time consumng and not in accordance with the best traditions

of the bar in cross-examning. | would ask ny |earned friend

not to persist in this needl ess and repetitious approach

PRI NSLOO. W respectfully submt, M. Conmm ssi Oner, that ny

| earned friends are perfectly aware of what the anbit of the
evidence was during the trial. Whatever a witness’ reply is
to a particular question, it nust be put to a witness in order
to place such evidence before him The wi tness can conment
thereabout. As to how it is done, that depends upon the method
adopted by each person conducting cross-exam nation. W respect-
fully submit that the way it is being done is proper and fair

in the circunstances.

(To the witness): Wth regard to the time of the Co-ordinating
Committee, whilst you were absent from Swazil and, who was conducting
the Co-ordinating Commttee on your behalf? A | am not

prepared to comment.

For what reason? A For reasons | have already given.

That is. that you refuse to answer that? A | have told

you, this is sensitive information

Wth regard to the Hectorspruit operation which you said yesterday
was conducted by menbers of the People’ s Arny, your comnbatants,
and what related thereto, | nust put it to you that the nmenbers
concerned at the tine, the unit, was one Fanie Tello, Bernard
Shange and Martin. Do you agree to that? A | amnot prepared
to comment.

14.
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0. | also put it to you that at the tine you made use of an El com no
Bakki e.

HR. NAIDU If ny recollection is correct. the whole expedition
A about the Bloonm no. etc. was objected to on the basis that it
was not cited in the indictnent. You will remenber that half
way through that his history given by the wi tness. an objection
was raised and the Judge in fact remarked to counsel: "Wat

MR, PRINSLOO M. Commissioner, we respectfully submt that an .
B objection was raised by our learned friends and it was pointed
out that the particular details. as detailed by the State at
the tinme concerning this evidence, are reflected in the indictnment
and the annexure thereto. M. Naidu then personally wthdrew

his objection at the tine.

MR NAIDU It is clear that | amstill mstaken about it. | withdraw
it if I amwong.

c .

MR. PRINSLOO For the record, M. Conmi ssioner. we refer to page E
20 of the annexure to the indictment. Paragraph 66 is the one
concerned, and it follows thereafter.

MR NAIDU. | wthdraw nmy objection. .’

- MR PRINSLOO (To the witness): M. Kasrils, | amnot quite sure 3
) whether you did reply or not. M. Naidu interposed. A No 3
comment. 4

L

0. That was your reply. A Yes.

Q | Just wanted to nake sure there was a reply. Is it correct h
that you did go to Lusaka during 1984, after the Co-ordinating

E Conmittee was formed in 1984? A. Yes. Yes, definitely.

that a Pul sar vehicle was nade use of, which was after the operation f
or subsequently, by the unit concerned, blown up. Do you know
anyt hi ng about that? A No comment.

5 0. During 1984 was a M. Cebuza a nmenber of the ANC in Swazil and?
A. No comment.

0. Do you know M. Gebuza? A No ecunent.

Q There was evidence that a certain |InSpector Sheba, a nenber

of the Swaziland Police, was at some stage killed in Swazil and,

as a result of which a nunber of nmenbers of the African Nationa

G Congress had to | eave Swazil and. Do you know anyt hi ng about

that? A. No comment.

Q According to the evidence. a certain M. Septenber was in Mputo
from January 1985 until August 1985. Do you know anyt hi ng about
that? A No commrent.

HQ If the person concerned. M. Septenber, was in Maputo during
that time and there was evidence that he had to | eave Swazil and
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NAI DU: liaht | Just indicate. it wasn't a doubl e-barrel question

but a tour-barrel question. But in any event the w tness has

no conment on all four barrels.

PRI NSLOO. Hay | mmke nmy question clear. as there was an objection
to that. There was evidence that a certain H. Ivan Pillay

was in Swaziland in 1984. Wat do you say to that? A No

conmment .

There was evidence that M. lvan Pillay was Treasurer and Secretary
of the Co-ordinating Comrmitee. What do you say to that?

A. There were no such positions in the Co-ordinating Commttee.
M. Tham Zulu, is he known to you? A. No conmment.

There was evidence that M. Tham Zulu represented the mlitary
machinery in Swaziland at that time. A No comment.

On the Co-ordinating Committee. Do you know Accused No. 1 in

this case who is known as Scotch (Acton Mandel o Maseko bei ng

his correct nane according to the indictnent). Did you know

hi n? A No.

Did you know himby the nane of Scotch?

NAI DU: The witness says he doesn’t know him

PRI NSLOO. The question | amputting to himis did he know a
person by the name of Scotch. A. | have heard the nane

Scotch. | don't know that person.

unit? A. No comment.

The nane of the RPMC, can you indicate to the Conmi ssion what

it denotes? A. Are you asking nme once nore to explain the

meani ng of this conmittee?

In fairness to you, | have not yet asked you about the RPMC.

It is only about the PMC that | have asked you - not the RPMC

NAI DU: No. the witness wants to know t he question - whet her

you want himto indicate what RPMC stands for or what the RPMC is.
You used the word "denotes".

PRI NSLOO. Exactly as | have put it to you. M. Kasrils. What

it denotes, the word RPMC.

NAI DU: You nean the al phabet: RPMC. A. RMPC stands fbr Regional Politica
[ uli uuy’ camut um

PRI NSLOO. That was the question. A | didn’'t understand.

Why does it include the words "political", "mlitary", "conmittee"?
Coul d you explain that in the context of the Regional Politica
Mlitary Committee's function? A. Well, we should take things

one step at a tine.

16.
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Yea. Pleaae do ID. A "Political" refers to political work.
"mlitary" to mlitary work. "regional" to particular region

The conmittee functions according to circunmstances and the rea
situation.

The "regional." that relates in this particular instance to
Swaziland? A. | did say that | went to Swaziland and there

was the question of setting up an RPMC. And | did point out

that we don’'t proceed fromthe abstract but fromfacts. To

take a name and fromthat name proceed in an abstract way | eads
into outer apace. One has to |l ook at the actual facts of a
situation. To give you an exanple or what | nean. the South
African Governnment or the ruling Nationalist Party. they proceed
fromthe abstract. It is a very good exanple. They proceed
fromthe abstract notion that the Afrikaans people are a chosen
peopl e and that South Africa has been given to them by Cod.

This is a purely abstract notion. On that basis they then proceed
with a particular policy that keeps the other races and groups
in South Africa in a subservient position. Wien | say one nust
proceed fromthe fact, in relation to such an example, we of

the ANC and all logically m nded people, whether Afrikaans,

or English, or black, or white, in South Africa and in the world.
woul d | ook at South Africa fromfacts - |ook at the fact that
there are 30 million people in South Africa, that there is a
mnority of four mllion white, that the African majority, the

I ndi an and col oured people. live there factually and have for
centuries in regard to the African people, and on that basis
cone to an understandi ng of what South Africa is and shoul d

be. So when you ask nme about the RPMC in the way you do, |

say that you are proceeding fromthe abstract to try to understand
it, and as a result you will get into all sorts of problens.

If you accept mny evidence, which was proceeding from fact,

then you will understand exactly how | have described the workings
of this RPMC, which | have nmentioned to you | think on severa
occasions, and in the interests of tinme, in the interests of

the tax payers’ noney, | amgQng to decline Just to go on and
on repeating nyself. You have got the Court record and you

can | ook back at the explanation | have previously given.

| rmust put it to you: you nust confine yourself to the question
You have not replied to the question

GERING M. Commissioner. with all due respect to ny | earned
friend, that is a matter for argunent, whether that is the correct
reply or not. | would say with respect that it is a very ful
reply and a very good part of that reply has already been given
previously.

You are now doing exactly the sane thing that | conplai ned

about in regard to the witness’ answer "No comment”. You are
goi ng over and over the sanme thing again, exactly as the previous
cross-examner did with the previous witness. | say with respect
that this is quite wong and it would not have been all owed

to defence counsel by the learned trial Judge in the Transvaal
PRI NSLOO. M. Comm ssioner, we respectfully submt, w thout

going into any cross-argunent with our |earned friends, that

the question has not been replied to. The witness has given

a very longw nded reply which is totally irrelevant to the question
| put to him

17.
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(to the witness): Wat was the purpose or the mlitary in this
particuiar committee? AL The military had no purpose in

that committee. | have said so. It was not a comittee that

A had anything to do with mlitary operations whatsoever.

ANC to create such structures as the Regional Political MIitany
Conmittees. was it envisaged that the mlitary would be included
in that particular conmttee? A | have explained to you

that at Kabwe the approach in relation to structures was that

we should look at the real situation in any particular place

8 and be guided by that. and that in Swaziland there were peculiar
situations to Swazil and.

part a particular Regional Political Mlitary Commttee was

to play. was it envisaged by the NBC at the tine. at the conference, 4
or by any decision taken at Kabwe Conference? A Not in

the sense ... in the nechanical sense. Kabwe reconmended t hat

C we should proceed to create such all-round organs. but that

we should take into account specific conditions in an area or

a region - that we should proceed on the basis of a concrete

0. In order to understand your reply, would the mlitary machinery
anywhere, in any of the political nmlitary commttees of the

regi ons, have been included? A | amnot prepared to conment

) about other regions. | have confined nmyself to Swaziland and

| have told you that in the RPMC in Swaziland there was no mlitary
rol e what soever.

RPMC in Swaziland? A. | amtalking here in ternms of mlitary
operations in South Africa. | have explained that time and
E again and | don’'t see why | shoul d; be asked to go over and over 2
the sanme expl anati ons.

You have not replied to this question. A | have gone to
extensive lengths here to assist the Court with the reasons
why, when | went to Swaziland with a brief fromthe PMC, we ;
that at extensive length and | feel with all the clarity that
I can command. | don’t think that I can actually go on and
on repeating, and repeating, and repeating.

| must put it to you that you have never answered why the nilitany
was not included in the RPMC. A | explained to you that
Kabwe with their own specific lines of command, control and
comuni cation -on the one hand to the PMC and on the other hand
to Mlitary Headquarters.

Are you saying that in Swaziland a mlitary machinery or a structure
above that renmined? A Structure above ...?
Il

Let me rephrase the question. What structure controlled the
mlitary itself within Swaziland at the time? A. The nmilitary
within Swaziland ... There was a Natal mlitary and



fromthe MIlitary Headquarters in

been dealt with on nore th

of the RPMC - to be specific from

Are you able to suggest why such ev

A. Not at all. Ask counsel for th

[l 0. (After a ause): There was evidence

In a Tlat In Swaziland during 1985.

19.

a Transvaal mlitary. and they were con

I must also put it to you that such evidence was al so uncha
by the Defence. |Is there any reply? A Wl

that the EMC (the Transvaal |nplenentation Machinery)

submit requisitions for funds. as well as for material. Wat
do you say to that? A | amnot prepared to tal k about

R KASRI LS.

Cr oee- exanl ned:

the sane ground. This has been dealt with in chief. It has
ry sane question

| would be gl ad

to do it quite easily. W respectfully submt that we should
not be curtailed in our cross-examnation

at?

Can you suggest why such evi dence was never chall enged by the
Defence? A It is not for nme to say.

e Transvaa

the end of 1985. during 1986 -

woul d
i dence was not chal |l enged?
e Defence. | wasn’t even there.

that one Septenber was staying
What do you say to that?
A. He nust have been stayi ng sonewhere.
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What do you say to that. that he was ataying in a flat at that
time? A | wouldn't know.

If there was evidence that you had visited himin this particul ar
flat ...? A That is untrue.

If there was evidence that M. Septenmber’s rental ... that his
tel ephone was paid for by the ANC. what do you say to that?
A | wouldn’t know and no comment.

Is it correct that M. Septenber at that tinme was your subordinate?
A. No comment.

According to evidence, M. Septenber was a menber of the Transvaa

| mpl ement ati on Machi nery and was responsible for mlitary

intelligence. A | have accepted that he was a nenber of
the Transvaal M litary Machinery. As regards the second part
of your question, | have no coment to mnake.

When woul d the nenbers of the machineries in Swaziland have
become aware of the introduction or the creation of the Regiona
Political Mlitary Commttee? A. The menbers woul d not have
becone aware of the creation of such a conmmttee. It would

not have been announced to them | have explained to you that

| set up an RPMC and in terns of conspiracy nmethods which we
are forced to enpl oy because of the nature of the South African
regi me, such a commttee would be a confidential comittee.

So there would be no briefing of the subordi nate nenbers to that
comm ttee.

In order to understand your reply, when you say the nenbers

of the nmachinery woul d not have known, would that include

M. Paul Dikeledi, for instance? A | have got no conment to
make on that particul ar individual
| don’t understand your reply. k. Well. your question, as

far as | can understand, says would it apply to Paul Dikeledi -
whet her he woul d know or not.

That is correct. A | amnot prepared to nmake a comrent

on how anyone m ght or mght not have known abOut this RPMC
Wth regard to your reply, when you say nmenbers of the nachinery

woul d not have known ----- A. | have said that nmenbers of
these machi neries would not be briefed that the setting up
of the RPMC ... The know edge of that should only have been

confined to those who were on it. Now will you pl ease take

your points one at a time - your questions one at a tinme.

Certainly. Confining oneself to the Swaziland RPMC -----

A. Yes.

- and we understand what period it was-according to evidence

M. Paul Dikeledi was the Commander of the Transvaal |nplenentation
Machinery. A Well, | have got no conment to make on that.

| have got to put it to you this way to get the question clear

A. Yes, that is why | am asking you one point at a time, please.

20.



R KASRI LS.

. Cr oao- exani nod:
X
X
0. hr. Paul Dikeledi. being the Cormander of the Transvaa

| mpl enment ati on Nachi nery. woul d he be included or not with regard
to the person who would have been informed with regard to the
creation of the RPMC? A It is possible - not necessarily

the case, It is possible.

0. In order to understand your reply. having regard to the fact
that you persOnally created the RPMC and personally conveyed

this particular briefing to persons in Swazil and

HR. NAIDU. No. not "persons in Swaziland".

3 HR PRINSLOO | don't quite understand.

HR. NAIDU: The witness did not s

ay that he conducted a briefing

of persons in Swazil and.

MR, PRDEHDO:  MWh. Kmmmi | s.

[ vdl I " uuni xn uuewonns’ humi benu$" - maunr s

of Ul BANC

HR. NAI DU That was not his evidence. The witness made it clear
that he briefed certain people; he did not brief certain people.
It is not proper to nmake such a general statenent.

HR. PRINSLOO M. Commissioner, with respect, | don’t know why

ny learned friend is getting agitated about this.

) NR NAIDU It is because you are purporting not to understand ny
objection - or you are pretending not to.

HR. PRI NSLOO. M. Conmi ssioner.

addressed to nme by ny | earned

not pretend.

| take exception to the remarks

friend - what | pretend and do

(To the witness): Womdid you brief with re

taken at Kabwe with regard to the' creation of RPMC? A

regard to M. Paul Dikeledi?

when you say, "It is possible," what do you nean by that?

A. Your question is, how could Paul Dikeledi h

the existence of the RPMC. |s that your questi

on?

O No. The question is whether M. Paul Dikeledi (who,

to evidence was the Comrander of the Transvaal |nplenentation
Machi nery at the tinme) would have been briefed with regard to

the creation of this particular conmittee. A. My reply to

that is that | amnot prepared to indicate the name of any

i ndi vidual who |I may have bri ef ed.

accordi ng

Q Wiy did you earlier say it was possible with regard to M. Pau
Dikeledi? A. | was inplying that it is possible that .

hurmanl y possi bl e that individuals who | hadn’t briefed came

to know about it. But that woul d have been through hearsay and

in other words contravening the rules of conspiracy. | was

nerely prepared to accept that that is possible. That is all

| amsaying this in relation to a point | have nade a nunber

of times. which | perhaps haven't el aborated on, that because

of the circunmstance we find ourselves in - the banning of the ANC
21.
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the fact that we are forced to use cl andesti ne nethods or work -
we apply conspiratorial rules. according to a need-to-know system
we aspire to those high atandarde. but as with any organi sation

in history or in any country in the world one does know t hat

there are abuses of such rules. that people talk when they ahoul dn't
tal k and peopl e hear about certain things that they shoul dn’t

know about. That is all | am saying when you ask ne: How woul d
sonebody know about the existence of this RPMC if that person

was not on the RPMC. You seemto inply that if sonmeone knows

about it. then they nust have been a nenber.

| must put it to you that at no stage did | inply anything.

| put a direct question to you with regard to M. Paul Di kel edi.

In order to understand your reply with regard to possibilities -
that is what is not understood at this stage - was M. Paul

Di kel edi informed that an RPMC woul d be created? A | am

not prepared to conment on that.

GERING | would Just point out with respect to nmy learned friend -
| amtrying to be helpful here - that there is anmbiguity in i

sayi ng: WAs so-and-so inforned? It can nmean: Has so-and-so ;

i nfornmed by the witness; or by sonebody else with authority

of the witness; or by sonebody else not with his authority but i
perhaps in contravention of some rules. In other words, there

is alatent lacuna in the question which nay easily lead to

the witness not quite know ng what the question is. | know

that ny learned friend is trying not to do this. | Just draw

this to his attention. The question as it was put: "Was Paul
Dikeledi informed ..." is with respect open to criticismthat

it contains a latent |acuna.

PRI NSLOO. M. Commissioner. | respectfully submit that it was

a perfectly clear question. | don't know homny |earned friend

can in any way relate it to any anbiguity in any sense.

NAI DU:. Per haps he should -----

PRI NSLOO. May | Just finish, H. Naidu. You will have your i
opportunity to reply. Wth respect. M. Conm ssioner, it is z

the witness’ evidence up to this stage that he was personally
responsi ble for that particular briefing. The question that

was put to the witness was put to the witness directly pertaining -
to his personal conduct of the matter. It was at no stage suggested
or inplied in any way - as suggested by ny learned friend -

that he woul d have been inforned by another person or anything

of the kind akin to that with regard to such specul ation.
(To the witness): Wat is your reply to the question? i

A. | amnot prepared to state that | infornmed Paul D kel edi.
Are you prepared to say as to whether he was a nenber of the
RPMC? A. | amnot prepared to say who were nenbers of the RPHC E
Are you prepared to say as to whether he represented the Transvaal
| npl enentati on Machi nery on the RPMC? A. No, | amnot prepared

to state that.

Did you know a person by the nane of M. Poswa, former attorney, A
fromNelspruit in Eastern Transvaal ? A No. 3
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Has a person by the nane of Florene

e Nashl go known to you?

A. | amnot prepared to comrent.

According to the evidence, Florence Mashl go was a nenber of

the Transvaal |nplenentation Machinery. A No comment.

| must also put 1t to you that It was al so the evidence of the
previ ous Defence witness, M. Vusl Khumal o. A. No comrent.

In view of the fact that M. Khumalo testified to this fact.
surely it would no | onger be a secret. A Well. | stil

have no conmment to make.

| rmust put it to you that there was evidence that a man. M. Stan
(al so known as Ml aba Nkosi),was a nenber of the Transvaa

| mpl enent ati on Machi nery. A. No comrent.

Did you know M. Stan? A. No conment.

Wth regard to the Transvaal |nplenentation Machinery, there
was evi dence that there was a system enpl oyed whenever operations
nate to the machinery that - if

| may take it step by step - there would be a report-back to
the machinery. A No coment.

There was evi dence that a particular target would be reconnoitred
upon orders of the EMC. Wuld you comrent on that? A No
comment .

VWhenever such target had been reconnoitered, such recogni sance
woul d be reported back to the machinery. A No coment.

There was evi dence that an operation would be carried out; for
exanple, landnines laid in the particular instance. A eNo
conmment .

A report-back woul d be conduct ed

with regard to such an operation.

A. No comment.

There woul d be a report-back as far as what occurred as a result
of the operation. A No commrent.

| rmust also put it to you that at each particul ar instance such
instructions would be received fromthe RPMC. A No conment.
That a particular ----- A

Sorry, you said instructions

fromthe RPMC?

That is correct. A It is not possible that the RPMC coul d

i ssue any instructions relating to military operations.

conduct a particular operation in the |aying of |andm nes.
There would be a requisition for funds pertaining to the unit.
What do you say to that? A. No coment.

There would be a requisition for material - and when | use the
term"material" | amreferring to explosives, such as |andm nes,
amunition, that will be necessary to carry out the tasks.

A. What, to the RPMC?
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First of all there would be a requisition ieeued by the ENC
A. No conmment.

Secondly there would be a requisition submtted by the EMC to
the RPMC. A. Inpossible.

Wiy do you say. "lnpossible"? A Because the RPNC doesn’t
deal with mlitary ordnance. The Ordnance Department of our
Mlitary Command does-oas | explained the other day. | think
in my evidence in chief.

So where would this requisition be going? A. No comment -
ot her than Ordnance Department ultimately. or its sub-structures.
But ordnance, not RPMC.

When you say, "sub-structures,” | don’t understand your reply.

A. | have. when | have referred to the Ordnance Depart ment

or any other specialised departnment of our Mlitary Headquarters,
said that there are sub-organs.

What do you nean by "sub-structure"? | don’t understand your
reply. A. Sub-organ or sub-structure.

What woul d that be called? A It doesn't necessarily have

a nane.

When you say, "not necessarily," does it in fact have a nane?

A. Not even in fact. W are a secretive organisation. It

could be a unit of the Ordnance Departnent operating in any
particular forward area or inside the country providing the
material s. -

.0.._.,0.t,.v.em4 -

In order to understand your reply, do you nean that the unit

woul d actually be holding the material, the weapons?A |Is that

what you are saying? A Wapons would be in the care of

the subordi nate structures of the Ordnance Departnment of our

army.

To relate that, is that with reference to a unit? Is the sub-
structure now a unit? | don’t understand your reply. A Not A
necessarily an operational unit inside the country. A sub-structure,
sone organ, sone sub-organ sonmewhere of the Ordnance Departnent.

| think it is perfectly clear what | nean and what | am sayi ng.
Where would this be situated in the case of Swaziland? A It

may or may not be situated in Swaziland. This is an operationa
secret. It could be in Antarctica - or in Tinbuktu.

Is that with reference to Swazil and, Antarctica? A To any

area in relation to the need for weaponry inside the country.

I am not prepared to say exactly where.

GERING May | place on record that I am now passing back the
passport. Phot ocopi es have now been received.

PRI NSLOO. | have not personally received the photocopy.

We would like to reconcile it with the original. Then we will
agree to it and deal with it on that basis.
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(Cogi es distributed and original handed to the Conmi ssioner)

HR. PRINSLOO (To the witness): During 1986 was a M. Gebuza a nenber
of the AN. a tee e o the machinery in Swaziland? A. | an

not prepared to conment.

0. As Conmmander of a special machi nery? A

| am not prepared

to conment.

0. Do you know whether the same M. Gebuza was al so known as Tebogo
Kgobe? A. No conmment.

0. Did you know M. Desnond Mapanga. who was staying in Swazil and
during this particular relevant period? A No.

Q Did you never hear of such a person or know such a person?

A. No.

Q Did you know a man known as M. Sinon D adla? A No.

0. Correct ne if | have already put this to you - according to
evi dence funds were provided by the RPMC to the EMC (the

i mpl enent ati on machi nery). A. Just repeat.

man Septenber had received noney. This pertains to a particul ar
docunent, AJ33. The nopney he received was for the purpose of
conducting mlitary intelligence work in the Republic of South
Africa. A No coment. Could | see the docunent.

0. Certainly. (Sane handed) A. (After a Bause): As a natter

of interest, why do you put it to nme that the docurment indicates
that this was for mlitary intelligence? It Just says: "3 000 only
given to Seb. for his task".

Q As | put it to you, according to evidence a person known as
M. Septenber received an anount - as you know, indicated as
3,000’rand - in accordance with this voucher, dated slst July
1986; that the person concerned. according to evidence that

was adduced in court, the man known as Septenber had signed

by using the word "Two" and it was passed by M. Dikeledi, who
was known also as Wiity. icccrding to evidence that was adduced,
the anmobunt of noney, 3.000 rands. was advanced for the purposes
of mlitary intelligence work in the Republic of South Africa.

A. | have got no comment to nake on that. | Just understood
you to nmean it would have been witten on that document.
0. If I did convey it that way, that is not what | intended.

A. No problem

in Court. AL No comment. 1

THE COVWM SSIONER: M. Prinsloo, would this be a convenient tine?
(Adl ourned for a short tine) F
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PRINSLOO. Wth regard to M. Kasrils’ passport. our |earned
friends have kindly nade photostat copies. There are certain
dates that are indistinct. Kr. Gering has undertaken to make
further copies of the passport and he has inforned nme that he
cannot do any better than he has done at this stage.

Hr. Commi ssioner. | would ask |l eave to hand in the passport

as Exhibit 5. It will be marked Comm 5. (Co of ass ort

marked Corm 5) He would like to reserve t e r ght as cross-
exam nation progresses. if there are any dates that are indistinct,
to consult the original. Just to conpare it and ensure that

we have an accurate record of what transpired for the Court
record.

(To the witness): There was evidence that M. Ebrahimlsmai
Ebrahi m (Accused No. 3 in the trial itself). whomyou have al ready
sai d you know very well, was in the conpany of one Ivan in a v
particul ar restaurant, the Peri-Peri Restaurant in Maputo during
1981.

NAI DU: That is not correct.

PRI NSLOO. | beg your pardon, Bobby Pillay. My |learned friend
M. Nai du has corrected me. Do you have any coment about that?
A. No comment.

Wiile we are on that topic, do you know where M. Ebrahi mwas
during 1981, or don’'t you? A No.

There was evidence that a certain menber of the African Nationa
Congress known as Cl arenment was killed at a place called Katl ehong
on the east end by the South African police. Are you aware

of that? A. No comment.

There was evidence that this particular nenber of the ANC

M. Carement, was instructed to enter the Republic of South
Africa to conduct certain operatiOns on the east front. There
is further evidence that certain people were killed on the east
front-' menbers of a certain Swaziland board, nenbers of the
police. Do you have any conment about that? A; No comrent.

I rmust also put it to you fairly that this particular nmenber

M. Carenment, was assigned by the inplenmentation machinery -
and when | say inplenentation machinery | amreferring to

the Transvaal |nplenentation Machinery - during 1986, to
infiltrate. A No conment.

You have already said you know M. Ebrahimlsnmail Ebrahi mwel
in your evidence in chief, as | understood you. A That

is correct.

I will now show you Exhibit AJ3. Do you say that is a photo

of M. Ebrahim Exhibit AJ3? In fairness to you. | nust point
out to you that it is commbpn cause between the State and Defence
that that is indeed a photo of M. Ebrahimin that particular
exhibit. That is admitted by the Defence - in other words,

by M. Ebrahim hinmself. (Same handed) A. No conment.

In order to understand your reply, when you say, "No conment,"”
is that with regard to the photo itself or the photostat copy?
A It is with regard to that whol e photostat copy.
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give me a photo on its owmn. | would be prepared to coment.

| am not prepared to coment in relation to a photo on anot her
docurment. so no conment.

I don’t quite understand your reply. A

a photograph of M. Ebrahimlsmail Ebrahim- he is in

If you can provide

| would be prepared to identify it if | felt that was him But
| am not prepared to deal with a docunent such as that. a photo
on a docunent such as

that. so no commrent.

| don’t understand your reply - why you are not prepared if

a photo is on a docunent. . Well, | amnot prepared to

Lots of things can happen in terns of photos and docunents.

In order to understand your reply. you have been shown a phot ocopy
where there is a photo. First of all, may | put it this way:
do you agree there is

a photo on this photocopy of the docunent

of a person? A That is right.

Do you agree, one can

A. Yes, if one knows

In order to understand your reply, is it that

identify a person on this photo?

that person.

you are not prepared

to identify the person, or what is the position with regard
to this particular photocopy? A. | amnot prepared to identity
the person.

For what reason? A

identification documents. or movenents, or structures they bel ong
to. That is my answer for the record.

PRI NSLOO. M. Conmi ssioner, for the record. what | have shown
the wltness-we are de

aling with a photocopy, whereas the origina

passport itself was handed in by consent in this particular

i nstance. To identif

, 1t has got the nanes at the top: Seedat

Kassim Then it has got other details bel ow that.

is showing the witness is a true photocopy

of the original, which is with the Court, AJ3. But | think

he will admt also that it is a very indistinct photocopy.
PRINSLOO. M. Kasrils, in viewof M. Cering s remarks, in
order to reconcile that with your reply earlier. as | understood
you, you said that one would be able to identify the person
thereon if he was known to you. A | think that is possible.

| beg your pardon.

are tal king here about

comment on. You have

feint. There is a pho

To understand your rep

A. (After looking at the docunent): W

a docurent that | amnot prepared to

ly. to reconcile it with your earlier

reply as | understood your evidence - unless | m sunderstood
you. and we can al ways

reply - you said one w

the photostat copy as

ask the Transcriber to relay to us the

ould be able to identify the person on

presently presented to you. A Well, | said
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that | think it is possible. And if | said before the words

that you are inplying or citing. | think it is possible | said
that. .

In order to be fair to you. would you prefer to see the original?
A. Do you have the original avail able?

We can make arrangenents to obtain it. VA | think it is

fine. | accept what M. Gering has said - that that is a copy
of an original. | accept what he has said.

But ---- A So what is it that you actually want?

The problemthat still arises - as M. Gering raised - is that

the photo is indistinct - what he claimed. So we are stil

back to square one. A OK - back to square one and | wll
concede that the photo. although feint. | would say that it

is good enough to identify an individual. | accept that w thout
you having to go and get your paSSport from South Afri ca.

| accept that.

Just to conclude that particular aspect. you still do not wi sh
to comment with regard to that particul ar photograph? A No.
There was evidence that M. Ebrahimlsmail Ebrahi m (Accused
No. 3 inthis trial) -- 1 will refer to himfromnow On as Accused
No. 3, will that be in order? A Yes, please do.

It is admtted by the Defence - and when | say "the Defence"

I mean Accused No. 3. An adnission was nmade on his behal f by
Def ence counsel that he was residing in Durban towards the end
of January 1985 until June 1985.

GERING Could you give us the date again, please

PRI NSLOO. End of January towards June 1985. | amusing the
word "residing" in a place in Durban. A flat was nentioned.

NAI DU: Hi gh Poi nt.

PRINSLOO. High Point flats. M. Kasrils, do you have any know edge
about that? A. | have no coment.

in your evidence in chief, that you knew where M. Ebrahi mwas
during that tinme: July 1985? A, Yes. At that period | did
know where he was. But | am not prepared to coment on that.
Way then did you volunteer such evidence in chief? It was not
elicited fromyou in cross-exam nation. Wy did you vol unt eer
Now you are declining to comment on that. A | amdeclining

to el aborate further. I amsaying to you: Yes, | knew where

he was in that period but | amnot prepared to provi de any
further information for reasons which | have given you nany

ti mes over.

Did you know a certain person known as Hel ena Passtoors?

A. No comment.
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Do you know one Kl aae de Jonge? A. No comment.
It has been admtted by the Defence that a certain conversation
had taken place in the Blue Waters Hotel in Durban in 1985 -
to be exact on 18th June 1985 - between Hel ena Passtoors and
Accused No. 3 Ebrahimlsnmail Ebrahim | nust also put it
further to you that during this conversation a discussion had
taken pl ace between Accused No. 3 and Hel ena Passt oors.
The di scussi on concerned a certain route which referred to the
Lebormbo Mountai ns. Do you know anyt hi ng about that?
A. No comment.
into Court as Exhibit CU22. page 9 - there was a reference - and
the voice it was adnitted by the Defence was that of Hel ena
Passtoors - to: "Tony has been there. He has clinbed over the
fence. right across the nountains." Do you have any comment
about that? A No comment.
Do you know whether this relates to you or not? A. No coment.
Could | have the reference to that? You said there was an exhibit.
The exhi bit nunber? A Yes.
C022. A Is that avail able?
Yes. You would like to read it? A. | would like to read it.
You would like to read the rel evant page? A Yes. '’
PRI NSLOO. The whol e docunment conprises of a nunber of pages,
M. Commi ssi oner.
NAI DU: Perhaps we can show the witness a copy. A You
have that? It is OK v
PRI NSLOO. Whuld you like to see the rel evant page? (Docunent
handed) A (After a ause): Thank you. (Docurent returned)

2

Are you happy. M. Kasrils? A Thank you for showi ng ne :
that. Yes.

You have used in your evidence the word "SACTU'. |Is that South

African Congress of Trade Unions? A It is.

You have al so said in your evidence that M. John Nkadi meng

is the CGeneral Secretary of SACTU. A That is so.

M. Mhwanazi, is he a nenmber of SACTU? A. He is.

VWhat position did he hold during 1986? A. | am not sure.

| beg your pardon? A | don’t know.

Did you at any stage know what position he held in SACTU at

any particular stage? AL No - other than that he was a

menber of SACTU.

Did you know t hat he was based in Swaziland at any particul ar

stage? A. | do know that.

29.



cr oaezexani ned:

VWhat period was he in Swaziland? A | wouldn’t know from
when. Fromthe sixties at some stage and certainly during the
peri od under exam nation: '84. '85. '86. | don’t know exactly
when he left.

Did you have any dealings with M. Nkhwanazi in your officia
function? A No comment.

As | understood your evidence - correct ne if | amwong - the
i mpl enent ati on machi nery would report directly to the Mlitary
Headquarters in Lusaka - or Zanbia at least. A Wich

i mpl enent ati on machi nery?

The Transvaal - the EMC. A In Swazil and?

Yes. A. The Transvaal |nplenmentation Machinery - that it

woul d do what ?

That it would report directly - according to your evidence,

it I have understood it correctly - to Mlitary Headquarters

or Mlitary H gh Cormand. A |n Lusaka?

Lusaka. A. Yes - or to nenmbers of MIlitary Headquarters.

| should add that. To menbers of MIlitary Headquarters who

m ght be in Swaziland. | don’t think | perhaps clarified that
before but it is inportant to .....

Maybe you should Just clarify that. A No. | think it is

quite clear.

What is not understood fromyour reply is when you say "nenbers ...
in Swaziland". You are not referring to menbers in the EMC
then? Are you referring to nmenbers of the MIlitary Headquarters
who may be in Swaziland? Is that what you nean? A Yes.

The nenbers ... The Conmander of the mlitary machinery of the
Transvaal or other nenbers of that mlitary nmachinery in Swazil and
could report to nenbers of the superior body, Mlitary Headquarters.
in Lusaka. or, if.those nmenbers of the Mlitary Headquarters
were in Swaziland...... '

Do | understand your reply - does it follow that at.a particular
stage a nmenber of the Mlitary Headquarters may find hinself

in Swazliand? |Is that what you nean? , A Yes, exactly.

Not necessarily there would be a structure in Swazil and.

A. No. If a menber of MIlitary Headquarters visited Swazil and.
then of course the conmmand of the Transvaal Mlitary Machinery
woul d or could report to himor her. In fact that would be
expect ed.

In a situation as you have Just postulated, that a report could
be made by the command, the EMC (the Transvaal |nplenentation
Machi nery), to a menber of the MIlitary Headquarters who at

the particular time finds hinmself in Swaziland ----- A. That

is right.

-- does it follow that that particular report would then be
conveyed to the MIlitary H gh Cormand. A |n Lusaka.

In Lusaka. A. Yes. Not necessarily the whole of the Transvaa
machi nery reporting to that individual from Lusaka.
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The previous witness.was Hr. Vusi Khumal 0. Do you know M. Vusi
Khumal 0? A. | do.

According to his evidence. he was a nenber of the inplenentation
machi nery. A. No comment.

GERIIC. May | Just interrupt. Wuldn't it be clearer. instead

of sometines tal ki ng about inplenmentation machinery. sometines
EMC - and | amnot saying this critically - to use one term

I think M. Vusi Khumalo in alnmpst all of his evidence was referring
to EHC. Wuldn't it be clearer to keep that one term nol ogy

i nstead of going backwards and forwards? | Just put it as a
thought.. | amnot dictating.

PRINSLOO M. Kasrils, in case there was any m sunderstandi ng

bet ween you and ne at any stage, at all tines when | refer

to the machinery as the EMC, it is the Transvaal I|nplenentation
Machinery. | will qualify it as the EMC. Wuld that be in

order? A Well. actually |I haven't accepted whether that

nane in fact exists. If you would, with all due respect to

| earned counsel, for ny sake refer to it as the Transvaal Mlitary
Machi nery.

And I will always add the. EMC. A You can do that for

your own benefit.

At | east one knows we are tal ki ng about the sanme machi nery.

A It makes life nuch easier.

Wuld it be known as Transvaal MIlitary Mchi nenror |nplenentation
Machi nery? A. MIlitary Machinery.

Shouldn’t it have the word "inplenentation"? A No. Sinply
Transvaal MIlitary Machinery.

whi ch m ght be acceptable in everyday | anguage. | am not prepared
to conment on the different words that various people m ght

use - which is why I, you will have noticed,.sinply refer and
continuously refer to it as Transvaal Mlitary Machi neny.

In order to understand your reply, with regard to what you said
concerning the EMC, is it now di sputed that the Transvaal

| mpl enent ati on Machinery (or Mlitary Machinery as you call

it) was referred to as the EMC? AL No, | amnot disputing

it, | amsinply not commenting. To be consistent with the way

| amdealing with the questions, | have said that | am not prepared
to comment on nanes.

There was evi dence by the previous wtness, M. Vusi Khumalo -

and when | say. "the previous witness," | amreferring to a

Def ence wi tness at this Conmi ssion - when he was shown docunment BY
(which I will show you in a nmorment). that document BY was conpil ed
by M. Paul Dikeledi and the report was signed by M. Di kel edi

in the name of Black Material. 1 will show you the report.

GERING |f you want to keep your copy in front of you. | wll

show nmy copy to the witness. (Sane done)
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IR PRINSLOO Ir. Kaerile. have you had an opportunity to peruse
this docunent at any stage? A. | amnot prepared to coment

on this document.

0. That is not my question. For the purpose of the Conmi ssion
have you had the opportunity of perusing it. scrutinising it?

A Hell. I will scrutinise it now (Pause) -

Q Have you had an opportunity to scrutinise Exhibit BY? A Yes.
0. According to M. Vusi Khumalo. the witness who testified before
you at this Commission, the report Exhibit BY by the person

| have al ready nentioned was designed to be forwarded to
headquarters, Lusaka. A. No coment.

0. Do you agree with his evidence? A No comment.

Q Was such a system adopted, where a report would be submtted

by the machinery ---- A No coment.
0. May | Just conplete the question? -- by the machinery to
headquarters, Lusaka - and when | say "the nmachinery" | amreferring;

to the Transvaal . Swazil and-based nachi nery. A No conmment.
0

I

Q You have had the opportunity to scrutinise Exhibit BY. |Is there
anything you woul d i ke to conment about concerning the contents
of Exhibit BY? A No conment.

Q There was evidence that Exhibit BY was conpiled by a person
known as M. Paul Dikeledi in the presence of a man | have al ready
referred to. M. Septenber. Do you have any coment about that?

A. No comment.

0. Then | rmust now show you Exhibit 82. (Cog! handed) would you
like to scrutinise Exhibit 82. (Pause) You have had the
opportunity to scrutinise the docunment. A. | have.

| omtted a question with regard to the previ ous document,

Exhibit BY. If you | ook at the bottom of the page. beyond the
words: "Signed: Black Material" bel ow that appears a rider,
sonet hi ng whi ch was added to it. The wording is the follow ng
"What happened to Ryder?" Do you know a person with that nane
"Ryder"? A. No conment.

0. Do you know anything with regard to such a remark? A. Not hi ng
at all.

was evidence that Exhibit 32 was compiled in the presence of

one Septenber by M. Paul Dikeledi, under which instance, according
to the evidence, it was signed by M. Dikeledi. The name signed
was Bl ack Material - which appears at the bottom of the page.
There was al so evidence that this is a report to the EMC. You

can see at the top of the report the abbreviation EMC . The
heading is "Report on Clarenent’s Unit. 13th July 1986."

Do you have any comment with regard to Exhibit B2? A No

comment. 32
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In there any coment you have got with regard to the contents
or the docunment? A. No coment. (Pause) 'The only problem

| have is how you conme to pronounce the nane at the top of the
page as Cement when it is spelt Cl-a-r-e-me-n-t.

If you would like to replay the recording. | particularly
was aware of that and | pronounced it Clare' nent’s. A D d
you? OK. | will accept that. It is a difficult pronounciation

For how | ong have you known Ebrahi mIsmail Ebrahi m (Accused

No. 3 inthis trial)? A Siam 1960.

Since 1960 until today? A | have known him since 1960.

Have you known himwell? A Yes. As | have said, it has

have known himwel | .

He is such an outstandi ng human bei ng who has been doing his
utnost to fight for a free South Africa, a South Africa where
What do you nmean when you say "fight for a free South Africa"?
A. 1 amusing the termnot in the sense of guns in hand. |

think that you are well aware of how we woul d phrase that -

or how we woul d use that phrase. It neans "to struggle".

When you say "struggle" what does that exactly nean? A

"in whatever country they find it necessary to do what they

can to better their lives and to gain liberty, to gain freedom
to gain denocratic rights. And to do whatever they can is considered
' to be to struggle - not to take things sitting down, not to
live life on their knees, but to stand up, to demand their rights
and to be prepared to engage in whatever actions are needed in
order to achieve those rights.

M. Ebrahim (Accused No. 3) is he a nenber of the African Nationa
Congress? A He is.

Si nce when was he a nenber of the African National Congress?

A. | amnot prepared to say. | wouldn't know accurately. | am
not his biographer. Perhaps one day | m ght have the honour

to wite a book to this outstanding South African and then be
hi s bi ographer. If problems get sorted out and if one is bl essed
with along life and the ability to wite, then maybe that i ght
be the case. So at present | don't actually have that kind

of detail and cannot help you. But you can ask him

0. In view of your knowl edge of M. Ebrahim was he a nenber of
HO.

the ANC in 19807 A. No conment.

When you say he is a nenber. what do you nmean by that? A Well

| do understand himas a menber. | amnot prepared to talk

about specific dates at all

33.
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Are you aayi ha that he is preaently atill a menbEr or the ANC?
A. | woul d expect ao.

There was evidence that M. Ebrahi mwas al so addressed by the
nane of Mzwandile. A. No idea and no conment. Unknown to ac.
There was handwiting expert evidence - and | amnow going to
show you Exhibit BU. The witing that is contained therein
according to the expert. is the witing that he conpared with
t he Speci nens obtained from M. Ebrahim and the witing is
simlar to that of M. Ebrahim

NAI DU: In the opinion of the expert.

PRI NSLOO. Wl |, obviously. (Docunent handed) (Pause)

Have you studied Exhibit BU? A | have.

Do you know the witing of M. Ebrahin? A No, | do not.

If it is accepted that it was indeed his witing. what would
you say with regard to the report you have read, Exhibit BU?
A. No comment.

In fairness to you, in view of the fact that you will see at
the top of the page that it refers to the RPMC - have you had
a look at that? A Yes.

Then it is addressed: "Dear Conrades ..." M. Kasrils. are
you famliar with the word "Bay"? A. No conmment.

If there was evidence that Bay denotes or is a word used for
Swazi |l and, a code nane, would you agree with that? A No
coment .

If you read the contents of Exhibit BU, which is dated 6th Septenbere
1986. | will read it to you. "Dear Conrades, W have serious
problems relating to hardware.” A. No coment.

I rmust put it to you that, according to evidence, "hardware"
is referred to as weapons.

NAI DU: "Hardware" is a reference to

PRINSLOO. It is the sanme thing.

NAI DU: No, you said: "'Hardware' is referred to as weapons."
PRINSLOO. Well. referred to or reference. (To the w tness):
you understand the question? A | did.

What do you say to that? A. No comment.

Do you agree that "hardware" is referred to as weapons?

A. No comment.

Then it continues: "Presently our stores are conpletely enpty
and we have a long list of customers on our waiting list."

A. No cemment.

34.
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Then it continues: "Conrade Jabu will be with you in a week’s
time and he was reaponsi ble for hardware requisitions."

A. No comment.

| have already related to you that according to evidence "hardware"
refers to weapons. Thus far. as | have read to you. whoever the
witer is makes reference to weapons. A. No comment.

It continues: "Please discuss with himall problens

rel ating

to the dispatch and receiving of hardware." A

No comment.

It continues: "Unfortunately. during ny stay that end we were

not able to discuss the whole issue and arrive at any concl usion
on the matter." A No comment.

to raise with Conrade Jabu all the

probl ens you have encountered and work out an arrangenent suitable
to you and which will make the flow of hardware as smooth as
possi ble." A The sanme answer as previous.

"I wish also to rem nd you about the vehicle which is due to

us fromyour end." A No comment.

Then it has got here: "Revolutionary Geetings," and then
"Mgwandil e". It appears as a signature, but it is clearly witten:
Mewandi l e.

NAI DU: For the sake of clarity and also for the benefit of

ny |l earned friend when they are preparing argunment, there was

no evi dence that "hardware" used in the context of that letter
meant weapons.

PRI NSLOO. M. Commi ssioner, as far as any |legal argunent is
concerned. we respectfully submt that we will subnmit our argunents
before his Lordship M. Justice Daniels at the appropriate stage.
But the way | phrased the questioh was | oosely phrased and not
necessarily connected to the letter. | have never suggested

that anyone had anal ysed the letter and said, "Hardware in this
letter refers to hardware as weapons."

(To the witness): Wat | have put to you, in fairness to you

and for the sake of clarity, is that according to evidence -

and I am now not using the document in making use of that particular
phraseol ogy - "hardware" was interpreted as referring to weapons
internms of the ANC codes they were using. |s that understood

bet ween nysel f and yourself, M. Kasrils, for clarity' s sake?

A. No comment.

But do you understand nmy question? That is what | amgetting

at. A | understand your question

abbrevi ati on RPMC and bel ow that "H' and bel ow t hat "From RPMC
Bay." |Is that visible to you? A It is.

Should it be accepted - and | am postulating to you on this ,
basis and to nake ny question clear to you - by the Court that
the letter Exhibit BU was indeed compil ed by Accused No. 3,

what woul d you say to that? A. No comment.
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Should it be accepted by the Court on the basis that the letter
emanates fromthe RPMC. witten by Accused No. 3. do you have
any coment with regard to the nmenbership ... or alleged nenber-
ship. rather. of Accused No. 3 to the RPMC? A. No comment.

It | may continue on that basis. if it is submtted to the

Court on the basis that this docunent clearly relates to nmlitary
matters. as | have already postulated to you, and it accepted

by the Court that it was conpiled by Accused No. 3. what would
you say of the involvenment of the RPMC with regard to mlitary
matters? A | still say no commrent

I now wish to refer you to Exhibit BT(1l) and (2). (Docunents
handed) Wuld you like to scrutinise them (Pause) A Yes.

You have indicated that you have scrutinised Exhibit BT(Il).

A. | have.

For the record, Exhibit BT(1) and (2) conprises of two pages:
BT(l) in the witten form and BT(2) is a map attached to it.

As far as this particular docunment is concerned, | must again
put it to you (as in the previous instance. Exhibit BU). simlar
evi dence was adduced by the State with regard to the opinion

of a handwiting expert. He said that in his opinion the witing
at this stage indicate to you it was adnmtted by the Defence
that the specinmens presented to the Court were indeed the specinen
writings obtained fromAccused No. 3. That is for the sake

of clarity and conpl eteness. Exhibit BT(1) has the date 6th ?
Septenber 1986. It is addressed to "H'. Then it has the words:
"From Mewandi | e* and then "Bay". | will read the contents:

"Dear Conrade, Enclosed find nanes of cadres and a sketch of
their over of operation in Transkii." Now | amnot referring

to the docunent, | amputting to you that according to evidence
the word "cadre" was used in the context of menmbers of the ANC
Do you have any comment about that? A. No comrent.

"These cadres are directed fromlsland." Do you have any comrent
about that? A No comment.

"We received the nanes plus sketch froma Nat contact." Any
comment about that? A Well, that could be Nationalist Party.

| have al ways known from chil dhood that the Nationalist Party

is called Nat.

Could it refer to intelligence contact? A. No commrent.

To an intelligence contact?

Yes. A | suppose it could -- the Nationalist Party intelligence
cont act ?

Are you saying that it could have been obtai ned froma nenmber

of the Nationalist Party who is an intelligence contact for

the ANC? A. Well, this is in terns of what the ... you asking

me what | think of this word "Nat". | have told you,the first
thought that comes into ny nmind - because it goes back to chil dhood,
who the Nats are.

In order to understand your reply with regard to the intelligence |
contact ----- A. You then said to ne "an intelligence contact?"
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| had merely said. "Not - well.hthot could be Nationalist Party.’
You said. "An intelligence contact?" and | said. "A Nationalist
Party intelligence contact?" No nore than that.

In order to understand that. would it mean a person invol ved
inintelligence work? Just on your reply.

NAI DU. He was asking a question. A | am asking you a question
| am posing a question back to you.

PRI NSLOO. Unfortunately. it is not your privilege to ask ne
qguestions but to reply to themunless the question is unclear -
then I will make it clear to you. A Wll. let’s say | have

no further comrent to nmake on this docunent.

It continues: "The sketch has been drawn up by the eneny with

a plan to attack the area."

NAIDU: | think, in viewof the witness’ remark. if he has got
no further conment to make in regard to this docunent, perhaps
ny | earned friend should read the whol e docunent and ask him

at the end if he has any coment about anyt hing.

PRINSLOO. It continues: "Please i mediately comunicate with

I sland and LH about the matter. W received this information
this norning and | amtrying to ascertain whether we could do
anything to alert Island. The names in the sketch include those
of people harbouring cadres etc. If possible please send soneone
i Mmediately to Island with the information." Then it has got:
"Rev Greetings," then it has the word as a signature or witten
"Mewandile." Then it has at the bottomthe rider: "PS: Forward
copy of sketch and names to LH. " Do you have any conmment first
of all with regard to the contents of the docunent? A. No
coment .

As | have postulated to you previously with regard to Exhibit BU
should it be accepted by the trial Court that the docunent

Exhi bit BT(1l) was conpiled by Accused No. 3, what would you

say to that? A. No coment.

Furthernore, should it be accepted by the trial Court that the
contents of this document relate to a mlitary matter ----

A. No comment.

Do you know of a man by the nanme of M. Msibi - Jabul ani Sydney
Msi bi ? A. No comment .

The next docunent | will be referring you to will be Exhibit BX
GERING All four pages?

PRI NSLOO. Yes, please. (Docunent handed) (To the witness):

Exhi bit BX conprises of four pages. Have you had the opportunity
to scrutinise this docunent at any stage? Wuld you like to
scrutinise it? A. | will scrutinise it. (Pause)

As far as Exhibit BX is concerned - | amreferring to page 1 -
it is atypewitten docunment. as you have observed, November
1986: "From Unbrella Bay. Condition in Forward Area." Do you
know what the word "Unbrella" nmeans? A | have got no comment
to make. 37
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COW SSIONER: | f you are in agreenent. we will adjourn until
Monday nor ni ng.

NAI DU:. Whether we are in agreement or not. it 13 a request

that our coll eagues make and we have never been unreasonabl e
to their requests.

COW SSIONER: W will adjourn in that event until Monday norning.
9.30, in this room

GERING Can our learned friends give us an indication. wthout
bi ndi ng t hensel ves. how | ong they think they will be on Mnday?
PRI NSLOO. As you can see. | amgoing pretty fast. W are going
as fast as we can. That is the best | can do.

GERING Do you see it as a reasonable possibility that we wll
be finished with this wi tness by Mnday?

PRINSLOO. It is possible. yes.

WTNESS: On that basis, | would accept that we can afford to

| ose the 30 mnutes and go in to the pavillion slightly earlier.
(Adj ourned until Mndayl 19th Septenber 1988 at 9.30 a.m)

52.
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Then "Condition in Forward Area." A. | have got no comrent

to nmake about anything relating to this docurment. | think you

can save yourself a lot of time and effort on that basis. | accept

that this is a communication which you have handed into ne.

You have identified it. It has got four typewitten pages.

It starts: "From Unbrella - Bay. Condition in Forward Area."

"1. Unbrella. 2. Machineries. 2.2. EMC. 2.3. Logistic ...

3. Problens in the Area. ... 3.2 Accommpdation ... 3.5 Resources."
The nane signed at the bottom Mwandile. | have got no coments
to make about this.

W1l you please | ook at page 3. of Exhibit BX, 2.4 there is
again the word "Nat". Do you return to the comments you made
with regard to the previous exhibit concerning Nat? A |

have got no further comment to nake.

In Exhibit BX - you said you have scrutinised the docunent.

A- BXx.

Yes. A Bx(1).

As you will have observed, a nunber of nanes appear in this
particul ar docunent. A. That is right.

Do you know the persons mentioned in this particul ar docunent?
A. No comment.

Does that relate to each nane in the docunment? A Each and
every name: no conment.

Wth regard to the detail of the docunent ----- A. No conmment.
The description of any events - are you aware of any of those
events that occurred that are described in the docunent?

A. No comment.

If you | ook at page 4 of the document -----

NAI DU: Maybe it is because it is a Friday, nmy learned friend
has becone hard of hearing. The witness said quite specifically
that he has got no conment to make on any part of this docunent.
PRI NSLOO. M. Comm ssioner, with respect ny learned friend
pre-supposes questions. He doesn’'t even know what question

| want to pose, how !l want to formulate it. If he wants to
curtail my cross-exam nation, perhaps he can say so and on what
basi s.

NAI DU: Perhaps you can ask himwhat .......

PRI NSLOO. M. Comm ssioner, | take exception to the remarks
addressed to me by ny learned friend. | don’t know what is

his anxiety or his problem They were uncalled for renarks.

(To the witness): According to evidence presented during the
trial by a handwiting expert, in conparing certain signatures,
the signatureswhich appear on Exhibit BT(1) and EU - and

wi Il show you another docunent in a nmoment where al so signatures
appear - the witness said there was sone simlarity in the

Si gnature, the nane Mgwandile. A No commrent.
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0. The sane question | nust pose to you with regard to the other
docunent | have put to you concerning the proposition 1 have
postul at ed concerning Accused No. 3. Do you have any conmmrent?

A. No comment.

0. I will show you Exhibit BV. (Same handed) Wyuld you like

to scrutinise Exhibit 8v? A Thank you. (Pause) Thank

you. yes.

0. As far as Exhibit BV is concerned, at the top of the page it
has got: "To PMC - LH. " Do you have any comment about that?

A. No comment.

0. The docunent is dated 10th Novermber 1986. Do you have any commrent
about that? A. | have got no comment about this docunent

what soever.

0. Not with reference to the docunent now, do you agree that the
abbreviation PMCis for Political Mlitary Committee? A Yes.

Q Do you know what the abbreviation LH means? A. No conment.

0. | amnot using the report now. As far as mlitary intelligence
is concerned, would that have concerned you during Novenber

19867 A. No comment.

0. Wth regard to your evidence concerni ng Septenber, you have

1) made nention in your evidence in chief about Septenber working
with the eneny. A Yes.

Q If you | ook at paragraph 3 of this report, BV, what is your
comment about that? A No comment.

0. For the record, if | can read paragraph 3, "It seens that Septenber
Il is working with eneny. Al his |local contacts have been harrassed.
E Hs wife cane down fromH after getting a 'phone call in H

We suspect the call was from Septenber. She canme to Bay on

pretext of collecting his belongings in Bay. On arrival here

she Just di sappeared. W thing (sic) she has Joined him™

Do you have any comment about that? A. No comrent.

Q You will also observe that on the docunent BV appears Mwandil e
| indicated to you when | postul ated ny previ ous question that

F there were certain signatures conpared with one another by the
expert. That included that particular signature. Just for

conpl eteness of the question | put that as Exhibit BV was

not in front of you at the time. Do you understand that?

A | do.

0. | show you now Exhi bit BW

MR. GCERING My own copy has some words in red, so | don’t think

it would be right to give it to the witness.

MR, PRINSLOO | wll make ny copy avail able. (Same handed) Wuld
you like to scrutinise Exhibit aw. (Pause) (Docunent returned)

You have had the opportunity to scrutinise Exhibit Bw. A Yes.

"1 Q Do you have any comrent about the contents pertaining to this
particul ar docunent? A. No comrent what soever.
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| ampoituleting to you the some question as previously with
regard to what was sai d about Accused No. 3. A No comment.

Not with reference to the report now. do you know what the word
"surfer" is for? A No comrent.

If there was evidence that a surfer is a courier. what do you
say to that? A. No coment.

(Adl ourned for a short tine)

M. Chris Hani. is he a nenber of the National Executive?

A. Yes.
As from when was he a nmenber of the National Executive?
A. | couldn't say exactly the date. | couldn’t give you the

exact date | am afraid.

Coul d you say approximately - which year? A. He was el ected

at the Kabwe Conference, 1985. in June. Before that he had

been appointed to the National Executive Commttee. | wouldn't
be able to say exactly when.

Presently. is he still a menber of the NEC? A. He is.

M. Chris Hani, is he also a nenber of the MIlitary H gh Command?
A He is.

And | amnot tying you down to any particular date - as from
when was he a nenber of the MIlitary H gh Cormand? I A |
couldn’t really say with accuracy. Certainly fromsone tine

in 1983.

M. Modise? A He is the Commander of Unkhonto we Sizwe

and therefore the head of MIlitary H gh Comand.

As of what date was M. Mdise the Commander of Mlitary High
Conmand? A. There has been a period of nane changes over. nmany
years, in which period Joe Mdise has held high position as

a commander of Urkhonto we Sizwe. | would say certainly in

the period of 1983 when the name MIlitary Headquarters was
adopt ed he was announced as the Commander. And | am not prepared
to be inprecise about positions and titles in the period earlier
than that. | hope that is sufficient for the purpose of your
argument .

Presently what is M. Mdise' s position? A The position

| have indicated.

M. Joe Slovo, was he a menbr of the MIlitary H gh Command?

A. He was at sonme stage. He no longer is.

When did he terminate that particular office - nore or |ess.

| amnot tying you down. A | think it is well known that

he terminated his position to take on the task of being Secretary
CGeneral of the South African Conmuni st Party.

Secretary General? A. Yes. Some time in 1986 perhaps.

M. Thabo Moeki ---- A WAas a nmenber of the NBC

40.
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Yea. | was about to put it to you that way. Aa tron what date

was he a nenber of the NBC - nore or less? A well. let
me answer it in the aame way that | have answered your question
about Chris Hani - in that there was an el ection at | abwe. He

was el ected to the NBC but he had previous to that been appointed -
at sonme earlier stage. prior to 1985.

Presently is he still a nmenber of the NEC? A. He is.

Wth regard to the Mlitary H gh Command, has M. Noeki held
any position at any stage? A No.

There was evidence that there was a dispute ... Let me rephrase
the question. There was at sone stage. with regard to evi dence.
that the ANC was concerned with regard to the incorporation

of the areas Kangwane and Ngwavuma into Swaziland. A. D Spute

wi thin the ANC?

The ANC was concerned. A Concerned about?

The incorporation ----- A. Ch, yes, sure. You mean, the

noves of the South African Government in relation to these portions
of South Africa?

That is correct. A Yes.

Did the African National Congress take any action to orevent
this incorporation into Swaziland? A. The ANC opposed and
opposes such a nove

You say "opposed”. In what sense? A. W are against it.

Was it actually opposed? In what manner? A. The ANC rejects
such an idea, that South Africa should be split up in this way -
that those two areas are part of the entity we regard as South
Africa.

Are you prepared to say as to whether actual action was taken
by the ANC? A. Whether action?

In the manner of political - by introducing any cadres into
the area - or mlitary? A No, | amnot prepared to make
coments of that kind. | thought you were sinply referring
to policy.

That was ny initial question. A Right.

This is subject to correctuxnl put it to you that. according
to evidence, you were a nenber of the Political Mlitary Commttee
as from1983. A As from 19837

Yes. A That is untrue. "Dis onwaar."

Again | am subject to correction, but as nmy nenory serves ne
fromthe record, this particul ar evidence was not chal |l enged.
A. By | earned counsel ?

By the Defence, yes. A | have no coment to nake.
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GERING You don’t have a page reference for those?

PRINSLOO. | can give you some page references. Page 2617.

2682. 2685. 2402. That is at a quick gl ance.

(To the witness): Has Accused No. 3 |brahimaware that

a Eo-orainating Committee had been created by yourself in 19847
A. No comment.

According to M. Vusi Khanmal 0. the previous w tness, he went

to Russia - the Soviet Union. let me put it that way - for training.
Do you dispute that? A No commrent.

According to M. Wusi Khumal o at some stage in his evidence.

he said he was al so known as Qupa Mashi go. |ndeed. there was

al so evidence fromthe State that he was al so known by that
name. Qupa Hashigo. Do you have any conmment about that?

A. No comment.

| know you said, "No coment." but | didn't actually refer to
a date. Do you know whet her Vusi Khumal o was. during his stay.
or at least during his termof office in Swaziland referred

to or known as Qupa Mashi go? A No conment.

GERING | don't want to cause any delaying tactics, but I am
not sure what "termof office" neans in that context.

PRI NSLOO. Let me qualify my question, M. Kasrils, and put

it clearly. According to the evidence, M. Vusi Khumal o was

a nenber of the EMS (inplenmentation nachinery), referred to

by yourself as the military machinery, in Swaziland. | amreferring
to that period. A No conment.

According to the evidence of M. Vusi Khumal o, M Khunal o was
assigned by yourself. instructed by yourself to go to the Soviet
Union to undergo training in 1985, A No comment.

How often did you see, if at all, M. Vusi Khumalo in Swazil and -
the previous Defence witness at the Conmission. ' A During
what period of tine?

During the tine that he was a nmenber of the mlitary machinery
in Swaziland. According to his evidence, he was a nenber

of the mlitary machinery as from 1984 until 1986. A. No
coment .

(O f the record dicussion)

I will show you certain docunments. | intend putting certain
guestions to you. The document that was handed in to Court
conpri ses of a nunber of documents. It is marked at the top
with the Afrikaans denoting docunent "Dokunent". It is referred
to as Dokurment 31. Would you | ook at that please. (Same handed)
Woul d you pass it back to ne pl ease. (Sanme returned! For the
record. you have | ooked at the document | have shown you. At
the top it has "Very urgent." Then it has the word: "Tony."
VWhat was handed in to Court was an envel ope. My | earned friend
will Just confirmthat, that it was an envel Ope. What you see,
the outlines of this, is an airmail envel ope.

42.
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n3 you i s a photocopy or on actua

1is with the Court.

NR. PRINSLOO. At the bottom

A and at the back it has not certain figures. A

the docunent? (Sane handed) A

here. This "Tony c70 Brian (or other)" this is very teint.

it has got: "Tony c/o Brian (or other )’

Can | see

| don’t understand sonething

Do you nean this is a flap that is part

of this envelope. Is 9

it an aerogranme or is it an envel ope t

hat has been opened

3 Q Opened out. yes. A So that. if this envel ope had been fully
folded. on the reverse side of the envel ope the wordi ng "Tony
c/o Brian (or other)" is witten. (Docunent handed to M

r. Deetlefs).

(O f the record discussion between counsel) 5

Q | will show you the docunment marked 31 again. If | can hold
it in my hand and describe it to you. A Is that the docunent

C we have been | ooking at?

0. That is correct. The outline of the document as | indicate
it to you (indicated) is an airnmail envel ope. On the airmai
envel ope. as is present here, is the word "D'. It has got "Very
urgent” typed and then "Tony". This envel ope was inside a brown
envel ope. a | arge envel Ope. The |l arge envel ope had witten

on it "Tony c/o Brian (or other)". So it is clear to you that

1) 'this was inside the brown envel ope. Al so inside the airnai
envel ope, according to the evidence, is the wording "Very urgent”
that is on the second page, as you can see, marked at the top
exhibit "DZ" - and all the figures. I amnot going to read

out all the figures. You have had a | ook at that. Do you understand?
that now? A | understand what you are saying. | find great ;
difficulty with this exhibit though . Is this "D' part of the 9
- photostat. or has it been added. The "(IY has been added on

E to the photostat.

X

MR GERING The "D1" and the "D2"

for court purposes. They were

originally found. A Then how can

1: MR PRINSLOO | will rephrase ny question to

M. Kasrils. A Al right. |

| find it rather difficult to coment.

0. As far as the "D' is concerned on the left side, that was added.
The "(1)" was al so added for court purposes. It did not form
part of the original document. A And "Tony c/o Brian (or 3
other)’ was part of the original?

0. The original - on the | arge brown envel ope. A

understand that, you see.

thi s shadow around this en

| arge brown envelope? It is inpossible for me to coment on
that. That description you have given nme doesn't help nme at

all. 1 find this incredibly confusing.

"1l MR CGERING Perhaps |I can make it clear
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A. No. | understand what |earned counsel on ny right has said.

Hi s description is clear. But for ne. |ooking at this documnent.

it is inpossible to understand it. w thout you actually giving
that description. On what basis are you claimng that this

is a brown envel ope and that the other envel ope you have descri bed
with the nane "Tony" on was actually inside the brown envel ope.

D d you Open the brown envel ope?

PRINSLOO. | will rephrase ny question to clear this up. According
to evidence that was adduced in Court. a brown envelOpe

depicted the witing as you have seen on the bottom of that

page: "Tony c/o Brian (or other)".

(O f the record discussion between counsel)

GERING This is a photocopy of two documents. The origina
docunents are still with the Court. They were handed in by

a witness. The evidence of the witness was that there was a
brown envel Ope found which had on it the words: "Tony c/o Brian
(or other)". Inside this brown envel ope, which the wi tness
opened at sone stage, was this airmail envel ope, which he took out.
whi ch had typed on it: "Very urgent. Tony." The "(1)" and

the "D' have been put on for purposes of court references, |ike
Dokurrent 31. The whol e thing was then kept in a big plastic

fol der with about 40 or 50 docunents. Each tine one needed

to look at the original. the witness would take the origina

out of the plastic folder and then one could see the airnai

envel ope and the brown envel ope. W were told that the person
who had opened the brown envel ope to take out the airmail envel Ope
had got frominside the airmail envel ope anot her piece of paper
whi ch had all these nunmerals on under the words "Very urgent”.
This "Ex. D2" was put on for court purposes. That is what the
original was in essence. This is a photocopy. M. Prinsloo

is going to ask you questions on it, as to whether you have

any coments on it.

Is that a fair way of putting it?

PRINSLOO. | amindebted to M. Gering. (To the witness): |

think it has been explained to you now what the position was
with regard to the two envel opes: the airmail one, the |arge

one, and what it contained. So you are clear about that.

A. Cear

I am going to show you a further docunent which conprises of
three pages. It is referred to as Dokunment 32. A Sorry,

bef ore we proceed. have we finished with this docunment?

I will returntoit. It is  related to this particular docunent
which I am showing to you. Dokument 32, at the top, is a photostat
of the front of an airmail envel ope which was handed in to Court.
The reverse side of the envel ope is photocopied on the second
page of this copy and page one is the front of it. what is

contai ned at the bottom of page 1 of Dokunent 32, the typed
portion. bel ow where you can see the lines of the actual envelOpe,
is: "28th June 1985. Dear friend ..." Then there is a |ot of
typing to the bottom of the page. as well as on the second

page. The typing, according to the evidence, was inside the

envel ope which | have shown you. The third page, marked at

the top "(2)". has typed at the top: "22/6. My dear friend ..."
44,
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What is enbodied in that docunent was all inside the envel ope.

In other words. what | amputting to you ia that whatever you

see is typed here (not referring to the envel ope) was all contained.
according to the evidence. inside this particul ar envel ope.

Uoul d you | ook at that please? (Docunent handed) A. (After

a Eause): Can 1 ask you a question

You have now scrutinised the docunent? A | Just want further
assistance fromyou. Did you say that this sheet was in
the sanme envelope? ' 't

That is correct. yesT A. Thank you. (Pause)
You have now had an opportunity to scrutinise Dokument 32. which
conpri ses of three pages? A. Yes. (Document returned)

| show you page 1 first, with the envel ope at the top. and now

1 amreferring to the contents of the document. Do the contents
of this docunent in any way relate to you? A. No conment.

That isasfar as the body is concerned. As far as the envel ope

is concerned, the word "Tony" - does that relate to you at all?
A. No comment. -

A. No comment.

The third page, which is marked at the top in black "(Page 2)"
does this in any way relate to you? O do you have any know edge
of the contents of this? A No conment.

Apart fromthe first docunment which I have shown you (that is
Dokurrent 32). the first question | have asked you now, do the
contents in any way relate to you. or any incident relate to
you, or do you have any know edge about it? A No comrent.

As far as Dokunent 31 is concerned, the word "Tony", as we have
already indicated to you on the airmail envel ope, does this

in any way relate to you? A No conment. ’

Does the word "Tony" witten in pen or pencil, whatever ---
(Pause for Conmissioner’'s ta e to be turned over) -- as | explai ned
to you, depicted on the |arge brown envel ope: "Tony c/o Brian
(or other) does that relate to you at all? A No conmmrent.

Do you have any know edge about the docunments or envel opes which
I have shown you? A. No conment.

The figures on the back, that is on the second page of Dokunment 31
where it has at the top "Very urgent" - also narked at the top
"Ex. DZ" - does it in any way relate to you? A. No coment.

Do you know anyt hi ng about it? A No conment.

Does it have any significance to you? A. No conment.

Wthout ne going into any detail, with regard to the figures

as depicted on this particular docurment, narked at the top "Ex. 02"
45,
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there was evidence by a State witness that he had decoded the
figures. A | didn't follow your | ast statement. about the
| etters being decoded.
Yes. The letters were decoded by a State wi tness and he said
he had derived fromthis a certain nessage. A |
there was a docunent prepared,
At the tOp it has certain
witing in Afrikaans. which translated says: "Analysis of Code
Report: Dokunent 31". Wbuld you like to ook at this docunent.
A. Dokument 31 being the set of coded figures? , (Docunment handed)

Yes. that is correct. A And this is Dokunent 37 - which

is the decoding according to a State w tness.

Yes. A. Thank you. (Pause)

the docunents | have presently shown you were retrieved from

a notorcar that was used by a M. Kl aas de Jonga. Do you have

any coment about that? A. No coment. -

There was al so evidence that a typewiter was found in a house
used by Hel ena Passtoors. It was also according to State evidence,
and it is comon cause, that the typewiter concerned was the
typewiter that was used in typing that particular docunent.
NAIDU: It was the evidence that the typewiter was used? O

the house was used? What was used? You said: a typewiter !

in a house that was used.

PRINSLOO If | put it as clunsily as that, | wll rephrase

it. There was evidence that a typewiter - which was presented

to Court as an exhibit - was found in a house that was

used by Hel ena Passtoors according to the evidence. It is comon
cause that the typewiter that | have Just referred to was the
typewiter that was used to type the docunments which | have

shown to you. Do you have any coment about that? A No

conment .

GERING As M. Prinsloo stated, this was in fact admtted by

the Defence. M. Prinsloo stated that quite clearly. A No
coment .

GERING No - Just for your infornmation

PRI NSLOO. For the sake of clarity, with reference to the Mlitary
Committee or Mlitary Command .... Let ne rephrase the question
VWhenever | referred to the Mlitary Cormttees, MIlitary Comands,
it was with reference to prior to the creation of the RPMC -

whi ch according to the evidence is in 1985, the end of 1985.

Prior to this ... Let ne rephrase it.
NAIDU:. | think this is not very clear
46.
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PRI NSLOO. Let ne rephrase and put it clearly. During the time _
of the Regional Political Mlitary Commttee. there was a machinery. -
aeoording to evidence. which was referred to as the Inplenmentation
Machi nery (the EMC). Prior to that. it was referred to as the
Mlitary Comrittee or MIlitary Command. A. Prior to Kabwe?

Prior to Kabwe. Wbuld that be correct? A That. prior to Kabwe.
it was referred to as Mlitary Coommittee or Mlitary Conmand -
is that your question?

Yes. One of those two. That is only the machineries.

A | would use the termMIlitary Machinery or MIlitary Comand.
GEhING Wasn’t all this dealt with when you asked the wi tness
to go through fromthe top downwards and you were dealing wth
parall el s? Isn't that when you were dealing with all this?
PRINSLOO: | Just want to make it clear. so that there is no

m sunder st andi ng about the term nol ogy that was used during

the evidence - the way that | have put it

GERING | don't remenber that we ever had a phrase Mlitary
Commttee. v

PRI NSLOO. There was evi dence, M. Conm ssioner, that at sone
stage there were regional mlitary committees during the tine

of the Senior Organ. That was a body subordinate to the Senior
Organ. A | have used the termmnilitary machineries.

Woul d that nean the same? A. A committee and a nachi nery?

Yes - or a comand for that matter. A. O a command?

Yes. A. Wll, | did say that a committee and a conmand are

two different things when | discussed the PMC. The PC on.the
one hand is a cormittee - and mlitary headquarters on the other
Just for clarity’s sake, to avoid any confusion ---- A Yes,
that is why | have said to you, "Let’s refer to it as a mlitary
machinery." A mlitary nmachi nery would have a command

GERI NG Sonetinmes the word "nachineries" (in the plural) is
bei ng used, sonetines the word "machinery" (in the singular) |,
is being used. | Just want to get the final answer so we know 3
where we are. | think the witness said, "A mlitary machinery
woul d have a mlitary conmand.” 9

PRINSLOO M. Kasrils, perhaps you can clear up the matter.

What do you say? A. In terns of the plural. if one is talking
about different structures for different regions, | would be
using the term "nachineries". Were one is talking about, say,
the Transvaal, | would be using "machinery" (singular).

(Di scussi on between counsel)

We have liaised with our |earned friends. as you have observed.
in order to save tinme, to put a question to you as clearly as
possi bl e. Certain docunments were handed in to Court. What

| am about to show you will be again photostats. Wat the
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photostate represent. first or all the docurment marked ot the
top "Dokument 34" is depicting the front of a brown envel ope.
You lust ignore what is deleted here in pen. It has already
been canvassed with ny learned friends. They will confirmthis.
On the brown envel ope. the word Thny"was witten - as indicated
here. AL That. as it is there. is that a photostat of the none?
The word "Tony" was not a very clear photostat. so it has been
gone over by pen to nake it clear. A Al right.

I nside the brown envelope. it contained certain maps - ful

size naps. although what is photocopied is only the rel evant
portion of the particular maps - which ny |earned friends wll
confirmin a nonent. It conprises of three pages of maps.

The first map. as indicated at the top. is "Mabane". The second
page is a map. It has typed "Vryheid" on it. The third page

has at the top "Barberton". Al so inside the brown envel ope,

whi ch | have described, was an airmail envel ope. The airmai
envel ope i s photocopied in the docunent referred to as "Dokument 35".
The outlines of the airmail envel Ope. the front of it, being
visible. Typewitten - which is relevant to the particul ar
docunent - is "Very. very urgent." W ignore the "(2)" and
ignore the "0(1)". What is-on Dokunent 35 at the bottom bel ow
the outline of the airmail envel ope are the words, witten:
"Extremely urgent." Then it has got again "Brian" as you can
see. This particular portion. which | amnow showi ng you, is
the reverse side of the |arge brown envel ope, of which the front
i s depicted on Dokunment 34. Do you follow up to this stage?

A. Just repeat that, please. The reverse side - what is exactly
the reverse side here? (Indicated to wi tness) The bottom part.
Ri ght .

In other words: "Extremely urgent” and the word "Brian".

Al so inside the brown envel ope is Dokunent 33 . At the top

of the docunent, in type, it has the word "Mango" and certain
figures that follow that. Then there are the whole contents

of the document, as you can see - a long typewitten docunent.
.which | will make available to you in a noment. Then, on page 2.
the continuation of the docunment, as you can see. Then what
follow fromthere are a nunber of photos - six photos in all
which were all contained inside the brown envel ope which | have
described to you. Wuld you like to peruse this docunent,
scrutinise it? A Could you renmi nd ne what the nunber for

the brown envel ope is?

The nunber for the brown envel ope was Dokurment 34. You have
nade a noteof that. You follow that? A Yes. (Docunents

handed to wi tness) (Pause) Wen you have a letter like this,
and it has got "Dokunent 35". are you referring to this letter
inside as .... as what? 035? O is there a different nunber

for it? D3 - what does this refer to?

My colleague will show it to you. (Docunent pages expl ai ned

of f the record) (Pause) You have now had an Opportunity to
scrutini se the docunents | have shown to you, as explained to
you by me. A Yes.

First of all, does the name TOny on Dokument 34, which is the
brown envel ope, relate to you at all? A No conment.
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0. with regard to DORunent 35. first or all the airmail envel ope.
with "Very. very urgent" and "aai" witten on it. Does that 3
relate to you at all? A No coment.

. No comment.

Q As far as Dokunent 33 is concerned. headed "Mango" with the 9
figures and description at the bottomof this page. do you know
anyt hi ng about that? A No comment.

0. Does it relate to you at all in any way? A. No coment.

0. Then the rest of the typed docunment that you have scrutinised. ;
do you have any comrent? A. No conment. 3

Q Does it relate to you in any way? A. No coment.

Q The scenes as depicted in the photographs, do you know t hem
at all? A No comment.

Q If I put it to you that this particular scene as depicted

on the photographs is located in the Eastern Transvaal, near

the Lebonbo Mount ai ns, bordering the Swazil and/ South African
borders ----- A. No conment.

0. Have you ever been in that area? A. No coment.

0. Did you know as to how M. Ebrahim (Accused No. 3) would have
left South Africa in 1985 w after June 1985? A No conment.

Aid : nhlu 44ng: -

V . vw

Q My_question is related to what was put to you earlier, M. Kasrils.
in view of what is admtted by Accused No. 3's defence on his
behal f, and that is that he was residing in Durban during that

r

period | have nmentioned to you during 1985. A | have no -’
coment. ; .
Q I will now show you exhibit AJ98. It is headed "Swazil and" ?

and it 'is a tenporary resident’s permt. It is a photostat ;
copy. (Sane handed) Whuld you look at it, please. (Pause) ;

Does the docunent in any way relate to you? A. No commrent.

Q Do you have any know edge of this document? A No conment.

Q The face that appears on the photostat copy of the documnent,
are you able to distinguish that fromthe docunent? A |

would sinply say that it is a singularly ugly person

Q Do you know that ugly person, M. Kasrils? A No conment.

MR GERINC. Could we Just |ook at that docunent for a nmonent? Cur
file seens to be inconplete. (Sane handed)

MR. PRINSLOO Wen | said "ugly person.” | didn't nean anyt hing
nasty about it. A No offence to whoever you ... that ..
Q It was Just in response to your remark. A. | would Just

say that | would hate to neet this person on a dark night.
(Document returned to the wtness)
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o. What was shown to you earlier. Exhibit AJI. was a photocopy 9

of a passport which we have canvassed al ready at sone stage.

If you |l ook at the tenporary ----- A. Sorry. could you Just

give me a nonent? i

Q Pardon - you are busy witing. (Pause) If you | ook at Exhibit AJSB
whi ch you have got in front of you. you will see bel ow what

depicts a photo - although it is a photostat copy you have got ’

in front of you - there is a nunber. Do you see that? My

| Just point it out to you. (Indicated) A Yes.

0. I will read to you the nunber. | amreferring to Exhibit AJl.

3 bel ow the wordi ng: "Paspoort. Passport. Passeport": J6150942.

Do you agree that it is the same nunber? A It is the nunber 5
here. :

0. Yes. the nunber which | have read out to you --- [A

From

that paSSport?

0. Yes. Al Yes.

Q Wuld you like to conpare the two numbers to confirmthat?
(Exhibit AJlI. Bhotocogy of Bassgsortz handed) %

MR CGERING In other words, you are saying that the sane nunber
appears on both AJI and AJ98.

) HR. PRINSLOO M. Kasrils, you may as well keep AJl with you there.
Can you conpare the nanmes that appear on the docunent AJ98,

the permt ---- A 1t is the sane.

0. -- and the nanes that appear on the passport. -A. It is the
sane.

0. You agree it is the sanme. A Yes. It is the sane.

0. M. Kasrils .... | beg your pardon. you are busy witing still.

(Pause) As far as AJ98 is concerned, did you at any stage obtain
a tenporary resident’s permt? A No commrent.

0. Do you know anyt hi ng about Exhibit AJ98? A. No comment.

0. Although you have al ready nentioned sonet hi ng about the photo,
Fif | put it to you that your photo appears on that docunent,
Exhi bit AJ98, what do you say to that?, A | think that

you woul d need a | ot of evidence to prove that. | think that
the photograph on the one is very dissimlar to the photograph
on the other - if you are | ooking at the two photos.

0. You are now reconciling Exhibit AJ98 and Exhibit AJI. A Yes.
G|l would say that | don’t think ny own nother would recognise
that AJ98 is her son - if you are trying to say that’'s ne.

| really don’t think ny nother would notice that this was her
son if she were to neet himon the street somewhere.

Q And AJl - the photo on that? A. AJl - | would say the

sane. | would say, if you are saying that to ne, a person know ng
nme would quite easily wal k past me without identifying me, if

ii that was supposed to be ne. So | leave it to you to prove that

those phot ographs are of nme. As far as whether they are,

simply say no comment. But really the photo of the person in

the passport is a much nicer man. | would say. on appearance than
-__-__%-0-I
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the tenporary resident’s permt. But then. after all. we can’t
Judge a book by its cover. can we?
And a photo by its appearance? A | think that is even

nore difficult.

I will now show you Exhibit AJ99. (Sane handed) Wuld you

| ook at that. please. (Pause) A Than? you.

And I will show you Exhibit AJZ. which you have already seen
earlier. (Sane handed) Wbul d you reconcil e the detai

that is containea in Exhibit AJ99 with the detail appearing

on Exhibit AJ2? The page | amreferring to is the one where

the photograph is depicted. Wuld you reconcile the detail

that is the nunbers. names and ot her details which may be rel evant
to the two docunents. (Pause) A. The nane is the same.

The passport nunber: 723535 is the sane as appears on the
resident’s permt. Yes and ...?

Any other detail that you find to be the sane? A Dated ..
Johannesburg. The expiry date of the passport is the sane.

So that is all the same. yes. in both docunents.

Woul d you say. in your opinion, that the two docunents relate

to one another? A Yes. | wouldn't deny that.

The docunment AJ99, the photo that appears thereon, is that your
photo? A. No conmment.

Do you know anyt hi ng about Exhibit AJ99? A. No conmment.

Have you ever made use of it? A. No coment.

As far as the two photos are concerned, AJZ and AJ99, what is
your opinion about those two? A. No coment.

May you return those to ne. (Sane returned) As | have put

to you on an earlier occasion, with reference to Exhibit AH -

AH being an inventory that was conpiled, as was al reagycanvassed,
this concerned a certain statement, what was said by Accused No. 3
to the person concerned who recorded it. This is with reference
to the remarks made by Accused No. 3 concerning the two docunents
Exhi bit 98 and 99 (the two tenporary resident’s permits with

the two nunbers that you have already related to ne): "lvan

gave it to me to keep" - acconpanyi ng passports numbers one

and two. That is with reference to the two passports | have
shown you, Exhibits 1 and 2. Do you have any comments about

it? A No conment.

PRI NSLOO. M. Commi ssioner, | propose to go over to an entirely
new topic. Wuld this be a conveni ent stage to adjourn?

COW SSIONER: If it is convenient to everyone else. M. Kasrils?

A Wll, | amprepared to go on. | think that enough tine
has been | ost and we should try and nake use of the tinme that
you have agreed on, M. Conm ssioner. | understood that everybody

had agreed that we would continue until 5.30 today.

PRINSLOO. It is alnost five o' clock, M. Comm ssioner. At

this stage we would ask for an adjournment. W have gone through
a lot of evidence up "til noww th this witness.
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