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COURT RESUME) ON THE 23rd JANUARY, 1978. 

ALPHEUS RAMOKGADI d.s.s. (Through interpreter) 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. IroNY: Mr. Ramokgad1, you are a herb a-

list by oooupation? --- Yes. 

Where do you carr.1 out your ocoupation? --- No.20, 15th 

Avenue, Alexandra Township. 

Is what where you 1 i ve? -- That is where I CBr17 on lilY 

work. 

Where do you live? --- I have hired a room, that is where 

I stSJ'. 

Where is this room that you haTe hired? --- No.20, 15th 

Avenue. 

Yes well, that i9 What I asked you. I asked you whether 

you lived at that place? --- That is where I live. 

And your wife and children? --- They are at home. 

Where is that? --- At Pietersburg. 

So you live alone at No.20, 15th Avenue? --- Yes. 

Have you ever lived at the houee of accused no.6 in 11th" 

Avenue? - No. 

Ia it your intention to move in there at some stage? - (20 

No, My Lord. 

Have you been there recently? --- Yes, I used to go there 

during the time when accused no.6's wife was sick. 

But recently in the last few months have you been going 

there? - No. 

At all? --- Not at all. 

You haven't been there recently in the company of any police? 

- No. 

Bow many children do you have? - Three. 

Bow old are they? - The first born was born during 1953, C 

the second born 1955, and the last born 1966. 

So the / ••• 
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So the one that was born in 1966 is presumably stUI 

dependent on you? - Even the one bom during 1955. 

And your wi~et is she also dependent on you? --- Yee. 

YOIl own a motor car? - I had one but it is broken. 

Is that the Valiant? - Yes. 

Have you had it fixed or have you replaoed 1t? --- Neither 

fixed nor replaoed. 

What do 10U use for transport now? - Those that need me 

they bring their oars to me. 

But prior to no.6 aooused's arrest, when your vehiclo was (10 

broken, 10U would borrow a vehicle from no.6 or from Joseph 

Taeto? --- I never borrowed aQY from Joseph, but I did borrow 

tro. aooused no.6. 

A Oombi? --- A Oombi. 

Which was kept at Joseph Teeto'e houae? - Yes. 

BY THE OOURT: He borrowed this vehicle, thia Oombi, from 

aocu~ed no.6, 18 that oorreot? ---

MR. KUNY: Yes, from aocused no.6. But 10U knew that there were 

a number of Oombi's that were kept at Joseph Teeto's hou8e? ---

Yes, My Lord. (20 

And he lived diagonally aoross the road from aooused no.6? 

--- Yee, opposite. 

And you knew that there was a friena.ship between aocused 

no.6 and Joseph Tseto? --- I did. 

And that Joseph Tseto used to hire out Combi 's? - I dido't 

know that the7 were hired, I didn't know that Joseph Tseto used 

to hire Combi 'a. 

Did you neTer see the sign outside his honse which said 

that there were Oombi's tor hire? --- These were not hired. 

There was a written paper or board. (30 

Which saic1 what? - It was written that they are bein« 

hi r ed, I . . . 
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hired, I have never seen people hiring them. 

No, but it was apparent that Combi's were for hire , from 

Joseph Teato's house? --- Yes, it was written like that o.n 

the board. 

No" YOtl WOw.dn't kno" about - or perhaps 10U might -

about the btlsiness association between accused no.6 and Joseph 

Teeto in regard to the hiring of Oombi' s? - I didn' t know, 

they didn't tall me about that. 

Well, did you have some idea about the fact that they "ere 

working together? - Yes. (10. 

BY THE OOURT: When yO&1 went to borrow this Oombi, to whom d14 

10U apeak to get hold of this Combi? - I spoke to acoused no.6. 

MR. KUNY: Beoause he was fOur brother and you kn." the. t he 

"ould land you a vehicle if you needed OIle? - Yes. 

Now on the two oooasions that you went to NelBpruit you 

were aotually paid for the use of your vehicle and your ser

vices? - Yes, I was. 

And you were quite happy to go beoause this was a way ot" 

earning some extra money? - Yes, they were payiDg me. 

And the fee that you were being paid was perfectly adequate{ 2-

aa far as you were concerned? - Yes. 

Do you remanber that after the funeral of aocused 00.6'8 

wife you transported a whole lot o't people L1p to the Northern 

Transvaal, I think the Pietereburg area? - It was on -

Christmas when I was going home. 

Yes, I know about that oooasion, I was going to ask you 

about that, but I am talking now about the t1lle after the 

funeral of aocused no.6's "ife, you also transported people up 

to Pietersburg? - I conveyed my wife, my brother's wife 

and my sisters to Pietersburg. 

That was after the funeral? --- Yes. 

BY THR! ••• 

(30 
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BY THE COURT: Wh10h vehiole did you usa? - (Intltrvention). 

MB. KUNYs Did you use your own Yeh1al8? - My own vehicle. 

BY 'lHE COURT: That's what t want to be 19u.re about. 
-

MR. KtJNY: Yes, I was going to put tha. t, M1' Lord. So you took 

your own tamily to Pletersburg in your own vehiCle? --- Yea, 

And then there was the time round about Christmas When 

you were going up to P1etersburg tor Chr1stmas and 10U oonveyed 

certain people to the Northern Transvaal? - I looked tor 

that transport to go to Pietereburg, 

How do 10u mean you looked tor that transport? --- I asked(lO) 

no.6 to give me the vehiale. 

I aee, and he a&reed to do s01 - Be agreed. 

And he aSked 70U also to take a oertain old 1 ady to !n1"ala

kloo:!' I think? - This aide ot ~lwel8kloot. 

That was at no.6's request? --- Yea. 

And there "ere also some other people who approaohed ,.OU to 

convey them, once ,.ou were already going on that journe7? --

Those were small boys. 

And 1'0\1 were paid tor transporting them? - TheY' paid me. 

And what did you do with the money, 4id JOu keep it or 414(20) 

10Q give it to accused no.6? --- The balanoe, beoause I poured 

petrol with the other money, I gave it to no.6. 

And as compensation for the oonveranoe of these people? -

Yes, m,. Lord. 

At that time was your Valiant stUl broken? - Yes, it was 

atUl broken. 

When did your Valiant b~ak? - Just after winter. 

And has it never been repaired since then? - It haa never 

b ten repaired. 

Now I just want to get the time sequenoe right. Aocas&d (3C 

110.6'8 wit. died aarly in July, 1976, 1s that oorreot? - It 18 

that t 1m" I .•• 
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tha't t1me, bu't I don It just r&mellber the exaot da'te. 

You were at the funeral? - Yes, I was. 

And do you remember that as is customary money was colleoted 

for aooused no.6 as the surviving spouse? --- Yes. 

And quite a large sum ot money was oolleoted tor him? --

I did not see. 

Well, you do know that money was collected? --- Yes, I 

know, but then a't all funerals we do collect moneyo 

So you can't tell us how muoh money was colleoted, or 

whether it was a larg. or a small swn? - I did not eee. (10) 

Alright, and it was at'ter that time that this new Combi 

was aoquired? --- It was the first Combi, not the new one. 

Well, a Combi was acquired atter the funeral. and after the 

money had been colleoted? --- The Oombi was no' bought by the 

amoun't that was oollected at the fWleral.. 

Ba't you don't know that, beoause you don't know how much 

was colleoted? --- Aooused nc.6 told me aboat this Combi before 

its arrival. 

Bat you don't know what money he used to buy the Combi, (20 

or exactly whail it was bought or how mach was paid tor 1 t? 

- I do not know. 

And is it that Combi that yoa want 'to have a look at? -

Yes, I saw it. 

BY THE COURT: Was that bofore 1 t was parchased or "hen did 

you 8ee i 1;'1 -- Atter it had been purohased. 

MR. KUNY: At'ter it had been purchased. Was that at Joseph 

Tseto's house or at acoused no.6 t s house? --- I saw it in the 

yard of aocused no.6. 

Now it was after that that yoa went on the first of your (3(f 

two trips to Nel spru.1t? - Yee. 

BY mE OOURT: If I oan jU.Bt understand it, I havent't go't my 

seqaences/ ••• 
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sequenoes quite oorreot. When you "ent to the house of no.6 

and you. saw this Oomb1 to wh10h you have been referring 8.B 

the first Combi, now was that before or after the death ot 

acoused no.6's wife? --- Aftar her death. 

MR. KUNYz And I think you said in , your evidenoe-in-ohie! 

that the first trip to Be1apruit was during August, 1976? --

Yes, My Lord. 

You coUldn't give a precise date but you said it was about 

the middle of August? - Yes. 

And the seoond trip was the following week? --- Yes. (10 

Those trips were on a Friday I think you said? --- Yes. 

And on each oocasion beca.use 1 t was over a weekend and 

you obviously coUldn't buy petrol you were furnished with 

petrol at the other end in order to come back? --- No, 'My Lord, 

Petrol at tha.t time was still available. 

Oh, I see. So you went on a Friday and you travelled 

overnight and you came back on the Saturday. That was the 

first trip. And the same with the second trip? --- That is 

correot. 

Now you mentioned that on the first trip a man by the (2C 

name o..~ Balana aocompanied you back from Nels:prui t? - Yes. 

And you say that on the s800nd trip he aooompanied you 

from Johannesburg to Nelspruit? - Yes. 

NoTt by what name did you know him at that time? -- Bafane. 

and no other name exoept Batana. 

Are you sure, Mr. Ramokgad1? - I am. 

Beoause you aee, my instructions are that he wasn't using 

the name Bafana at that time, he wae known by the name Bennie? 

- It ia the first time that I hear that name Bennie. I do 

not know it. (30 

Well:, you 0 erta1nl1 mus t have got to know him quite well? 

-- Yes/ ••• 

-
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-- Yes, My Lord. 

After all you did travel alone with him? - Yes. 

And he told you hlu name? - Batana. 

And his appearance firmly sticks in your mind? - I was 

not so muoh used to him, I would know him when I see him. 

But you oould point him out in this court? - I did. 

Do you see him here novll -- I do. 

Do you recognise him quite clearly as the person you oall 

Bafana? - Yes. 

You wouldn't make an,. mistake in point1n8 him out in a (10 

crowd of people? --- I see his face, I know it. 

BY THE COURT: Acoused no.4 can be slated. 

MR. KUNY: He is a young man, isn't he? --- Yee. 

Be has a good head of hair? - Yes. 

A round face? --- Yee. 

Anythine else about his features that you would point to? 

- I see hie tace. I see him. 

Now you were asked in the course ot your evldence-in-ohief 

to look at a photograph and to identify the person on that 

photograph, EXHIBIT P? Do you remember? - I do remember. (20 ' 

And when you looked at the photograph you said this ie 

Bafana? --- Yes, I thought it was but ~en I started thinking 

1 realised that it was not. 

Well, have a look at the photograph? --- Thie is not 

Bafana. on the pho1ogr&ph. 

Well, oan I read your evi4ence that you gave in your 

evidenoe-in-ohief .. abollt that? You. say : "1 Bee the photo 

Exhibit F, this is Batans. n Then you. said: "1 don't llIee "ell, 

it appears as tholl8h it io him. At timeD he looks like ttoman. 

I can't Dee properly." Do yOtl remember givin8 that evidenoe? (30 

- I do. 

NO'1 you / ••• 
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Now 10U started off being quite certain that that was 

Bafana, you then expressed doubt? --- Yes. 

y~u 8 aid it looks like Homan at times? - Yes • . 
Kow why did you have 80me doubt abo'-lt it after you were 

quite positive that that was Bafana? --- HiB hair on the taoe 

puzzled me. 

But why did you think that was Batana to b8liD wi til? I 

pat it to you it looks nothing like Batana? --- YeB, that is 

what I thought, thereafter I realised that it was not Baf811a. 

But you didn't sa,. that in your ev1denoe-in-chiet~ that (10 
a8 

it was not Bafana? --- I said it appears/though it 1s Norman 

bu t not Bafana. 

Tell me, do you have sQme diffioulty with your eyesight? 

Are you at the 88e where it i8 d1ftloul t to read without 

reading Blasses? --- I have a difficulty with my eyesight. 

What is that diftiealty? --- Sometimes they are watering. 

And when lOU read and you look at something like a photo

graph? -When I look at an ariicle, at an object. 

Nearby? --- Yes. 

And when you take it further away? Do yot.l stUl have (20) 

ditfleultt? --- !hey beoome better. 

Even though it ie not absolutely clear? --- Not absolutely 

clear. 

So you agree that you might have been making a mistake when 

you looked at the photograph, Exhibit l? --- Yea, I do, but 

I told the oourt that it is not hia. 

So you agree that you in fact made a miAtaka in the firnt 

instance with Exhib1 t " - RV'erybod,y is -liable to mistakes. 

I agree, it may be diffioult to identify a person positively 

from a photograph. - Yes. (30 

ADd in this case in taot you did make that error? - Yes. 

Now I / ••• 
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Now I want to ask you abo~t No~an. You say that you 

knew someone by the n8lJle of Nonnan? - Yes. 

And eventually you said thio photograph looks like Nor.mao? 

-- Yes. 

That is Exhibit F? --- Yea. 

When did you first see or meet Norman? --- At acoused no.6'8 

houae. 

When was that? -- At daytime. 

When? When in the year? - After the death of aocused 

no.6 t e wife, 1976. (10) 

Are you not able to pinpoint it more aoourately than that? 

Just some time after his wife's death? --- Yes. 

Was it in the middle of the ;year or towards the end of 

the year or when was it? -- After winter. 

After winter, not before winter? - Atter July it isn't 

winter, is it? 

When does winter stop? - Jul.y. 

So it was after Jtll.y1 - Yes. 

Was it in August? --- Yes. 

Are you su.re? - I am sure. 

And when did you. f~rst meet accused no.21 

a look at no.21 --- I see h~. 

Would you have 

When did you first meet him? --- I firat eaw him at aooused 

no.6's house. 

When? - After the winter. 

Well, oan you be more aocurate than that? Was it in August, 

in September or October, or when was it? --- Well, it must be 

September. 

Wh7 do you say 1 t must be September? - Because in August .. 
I took those bo,s to Nelapru1t. I had not yet sean aOO~8ed (30 

no.2. 

Could it/ ••• 
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Oot1ld it have been in November that you first 8aw him? 

- No, My Lord. 

Betore November? --- Before November. 

And you ' have also told Ria Lordship that on the trips you 

ma.de to Nelspruit, Norman was present? - Yes. 

You see, I put it to you that you are making a mistake 

about this, Noman was not on e1 ther ot those trips? - I left 

with Manoa at 11th Xvenue, I then saw Norman at 'the corner of 

Louis Botha and Corlett Drive with four boys. 

Yee, there may have been a person there but I put 1t to (10 ' 

you 1 t wasn't Norman? - I say 1 t was Noman. It is Norman, 

I am Bure. 

Well, I am putt1ng it :to you. you are making a mistake, 

beoause Nonnan never arrived on the soene untU Bometime in 

November? - I say I went alOll8 with him to Ne1spruit. 

And nor did no.2 aocused come to .Alexandra before sometime 

in November? - It was wrong, bu t he was there. 

Do you remember the occasion when you got the Combi in 

6th Avenue? --- (Oourt intervenes). 

BY THE COURT: Can ,you just help me, when you talk about 6th (20 , 

Avenue, do you mean a specifio houae in 6th Avenue? I notioed 

when I looked over my notes over the weekend I wrote down 

11 th Avenue and I wrote down 6th Avenue, but I got the impression 

it refers to a specifio houae in 6th Avenue? And 11th Avenue? 

MR. RUNY: I don't know whether he intended to refer to a 

specUia house, he merely said that they went to 6th Avenue. 

BY THE COURT: To whioh houee did you go in 6th Avenue? I truce 
. 

it 6th Avenue is quite a long street? --- To~cused no.11'o 

house, namely Ourri -----MR. KUNY: You were going to drop aocllsed nos. 2 and 4 in 6th (30: 
'

AV8Jll1a? - YeS. 
I 

-------
Was this / ••• 
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Was this atter YO'1 had been to the MarlboroUSh Garage? -

Yee, my Lord. 

That was evening? --- Yes. 

And it was at that time that the Combi arrived? --- Yes. 

Driven by a person who was unknown to you you sat? - Yes, 

driven by an unknown parson. 

And you hadn't expected the Combi to arrive there? - No. 

It was just by chanoe that you came across it there, or 

they came aoross you? -- Aooused n09. 2 and 4 were looking 

for it. (10 

BY THE QOURT; Were looking tor Who? --- For the Oomb!. 

MR. RUNY: But when you got to 6th Avenue the Oombi had not yet 

arrived? --- Yes, it had not arrived. 

And you were about to go away men the Combi came? -

Yes, My Lord. 

And so you deoided that you would borrow the Combi that 

evenin&? - No. 

Well, yon did borrow it that evening? --- I had borrowed" 

the red car, not the Combi. 

No, but then that night you took the Combi? --- They told (20 

me that there was not enough petrol in the Combi, it would not 

carry me to and fro to Benoni. 

Yes, so you took the Combi and they took the red car? --

Yes, My Lord. 

BY THE COURT: You see, you say and "they" took the red car. 

It really does not help me much, I don't know who the "they" 

reters to. Ie it now this man who 1s the driver who is unknown, 

who took the red car? --- Accused no.2 and 4. 

MR. !CUNY: And who drove it? - The person who came along with()O 

the Combi drove the red car. I 

When had you borrowed the red oar? - At daytime. 

When?/ ••• 
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When? --- The day when they were looking for the Combi I 

had already borrowed the red car. 

Where did you borrow it from and from whom did you borrow 

it? --- From acc~sed no.6. 

Earlier that day? - n.tring daytime. 

But I thought you said thataocused nos. 2 and 4 oame to 

your house in the red car? --- Before. They came before I 

knocked off at work. 

No, but you said earlier that day you had borrowed the red 

oar from accused no.6? - I borrowed it but I didn't take (10 ) 

poasession of it, I left it. 

Where did you leave it? --- In the house opposite where 

they used to stay. 

Joseph Taeto's house? --- Yes. 

So then what do you mean you borrowed 1 t but dian' t take 

possession of it? Either you borrowed it or you didn't borrow 

it? - I told him that I would come and fetch the oar, and 

he said to me "it is alright, you oan get it". 

working hours had to go to him. 

I then after 

I don't understand, onoe you were going to borrow the car,(20: 

why didn't you just take it there and then? --- I was stUl 

at work. 

What 'fIOrk, as a herbalist? - Yes. 

Where were you at work? -At No. 20~' 15th Avenue. 

So you walked from 15th Avenue to 11th Avenue to ask no.6 

if he woul d 1 end you the oar? - Yes. 

And then hi said he would lend it? - Yes, after workins 

hours. 

But instead of taking it you Walked back to 15th AVentl8 

again? - Yes. ( 3' 

Intending to walk baok later ~ain to fetch the oar? - Yes. 
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Whioh was standing there waiting tor you? --- Well, I had 

already informed him about it that I would need it. 

And you say that nos. 2 and 4 then arrived in th1s oar? 

- Yes, My Lord. 

You see, I put it to you that it is not oorreot that nos. 2 

and 4 arrived in the ear, they oame on foot? --- No, not on foot. 

Well, let me get to the evening of that day when you 

exohanssd the Comb! for the red oar. - Yes. 

Where did you travel that evening w1th the Comb!? --- I 

travelled to Norwood. 

Where 1s that? Norwood? --- Norwood. 

You travell ed to lforwood;" and then the next morning the 

Combi was stUI at Yotlr hoU,.se? - At Norwood it was stUI 

with me. 

Oh, you slept at Norwood? --- That is where I slept, yee. 

And then the following morning at NOrftnod you not1oed that 

the Comb1 bad blood in it? -- In the morning, yes. 

And was it at Norwood that you oleaned out the Combi? -

There is a certain place where the vehioles are being washed, 

I took it there. 

Where? In Johannesburg somewhere? --- Yea. 

What? A garage? - Yes, a 8a.r8&e. 

And there the vehicle was washed? - Yes. 

And then you took in baok to Alexandra? -- Yes. 

(20) 

And when you returned it to aocused no.6's place you men

tioned to him that there had been blood in the vehiole? --- Yes. 

And he d1dn't comment? - He did not comment. 

He simply said nothin8? - I told him that there were 

bloodstains in the Combi. 

BY THE COURT: But the question is, you told him about the blood-(3< 

stains. What Counsel i8 asking you, what reaotion did it elicit 

from / ••• 
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from acoused no.6, that is what he is asking you? Heqjust 

said nothing abou.t it? - He just said it 1s alright if' you 

have washed 1 t. 

MR. IroNY: That was his sole comment on that? - Yes. 

And you never disoussed it fu.rther with him? --- No. 

Now on what date was it that you were arrested? --- I 

W8.8 arrested on the 3rd January. 

And where were you arrested? --- (Oourt intervenes). 

BY THE COURT: 

MR. KUNY: 

I take it that is the 3rd of January, lCJ77? 
(10 

1977, yes. - Before I got to the Marlborough Garage. 

that is near Alexandra Tovrnshj.p? - Yes. 

And after you.r arrest, where were you taken? - Norwood. 

Polioe station? --- Yes. 

You. were kept there overnight? - Yee. 

Now you must have been very shooked by your arrest? --- Yes, 

I wa.a. 

Beoause there waS no reason for you to be arrested? --

Yes, My Lord. 

A't least you could see no reason for it anyway'! -- They 

told me when they arrested me. 

They told YOI1 you were bein8 arrested beoause of acoused 

no.6? - They told me that they arrested me beoause I oonveyed 

boys to Nelspruit. 

(20 

Whioh .}"Oll had done for reward and perfeotly innooently? -

YeB, My Lord. 

So you oould stlll see no reason why you shoul.d be arrested? 

They told me why they were arreat1n8 me. 

But When they arrested you they were interested in acoused 

no.6, weren't they? - Yes, because he had gone away with the 

Combi veh1cl e. 

And they wanted to know where he was? --- Yes. 

And did / ••• 

(30 ' 
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And did you tell them Where he was? --- I did. 

Where did you tell them that? Iumediately? -- I told 

them, it was tovrards the moming when they questioned me. 

They questioned you the whole night? - (Court inter

venes). 

BY THE COURr: Mr. Kuny, tell me, does that refer to the trip 

by Oombi to Pieteraburg? 

MR. KUNY: My Lord, at this stage the witness says he was at 

the Norwood police station, and aooused no.6 he says had taken 

the Combi and they were now questioning him as to no.6's (10 

whereabouts. Is that correot? --- (Court intervenes). 

BY THE COURT: But you don't know about any specifio trip that 

it was used for? 

MR. KUNY: No, My Lord, they ... were qUestioning him at the moment 

as I understand it about no.6's whereabouts. 

BY THE COURT: That is right. - Yes, My Lord. 

MR. KUNY: And you wouldn't tell them at first? - Yes, I tried 

to hide. 

But did the police make it olear to you that they "ere 

looking for no.6 beoause they wanted to arrest him? - Yee. (20 ) 

BY THE COURT: Mr. Kuny, do you know the date on which this 

episode referred to the trip to Norwood was? 

MR. KUNY: My Lord yes, we can pinpoint it by reference to the 

bloodstains on the Combi. It would have been probably the 

30th of Novamber/lst December, the night of the 30th to the 1st, 

aooording to the previous ••• (intervention). 

BY THE OQURT: I got the impreSSion it was somewhere round about 

that date in November, but 119 are now talking about the 3rd of 

January. That must have bean about a month after the incident 

referred to as the trip to Norwood? Is that correot? (30 ) 

MR. KUNY: Yes. But My Lord, this trip to Norwood, that is 

the/ ••• 
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the night he slept over at Norwood, is unrelated to hie 

presenoe at ~orwoo d at this stage. 

BY THE OOURr: I quite follow that, but I am just trying to ggt 

the seqenoe of the eventa in my mind. 

MR. KUNY: We are now, Mr. Ramokgadi, deal1n8 w1 th the 3rd 

of January when you were arrested? --- (Coart intervenes). 

BY THE COURT: That is when he wss in custody in the - at the 

Norwood police station? 

MR. KUNY: Yes. - Yes, My Lord. 

BY TEIE COURTt I think you were still asking him about him and(lO 

the police, yes? 

MR. KUNY: They had indioated that they were looking for no.6 

to arrest him? --- Yes. 

And they told you that they knew all about no.6? - Yes. 

And that you were his brother and they knew you were his 

brother? --- Yes. 

And they knew that you had undertaken certain journeys in 

the Combi? --- They told me that I had oonveyed people by my 

car. 

So they knew all about you they said? --- Yes. 

And they knew all about no.61 --- Yes. 

Did they mention Bafana? --- (Court intervenes). 

BY THE COURT: That is aocused no.4? 

MR. KUNY: Yes, My Lord. - Yes. 

They mentioned Bafena. Did they mention aocused n~2, ) 

Naledi? --- No, they did not mention accused no.2. 

Did they mention Norman? --- Yes, they did mention Norman. 

Did they mention Manci? --- Yes, they mentioned him too. 

So they mentioned all these people to you whUe you "ere 

(20 

being questioned at Norwood police station? --- They were tell-(30 

ing me the t they knew all that was happening. 

Now why I ... 
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Now hy were they telling you this? --- They were informing 

me that we want you to know why you were arrested. 

Yes, but why did they take the whole night to in£orm you 

of these facts? --- Well, at times I was trying to hide from 

the police about my brother, I didn't want to tell them where 

he was. 

Why not? - I was trying to Bave him. 

But eventually you told them where he was? - Well, they 

told me that they know everything about him. 

So what then induced you teo t ell them where he was? - (10' 

Becaus e I real ised that they knew everytbing about him. 

Was that the only thing that hduced you to tell them where 

he ~? --- They told me that if I do not want to tell them, 

because I am also grown up, that they will aseaul t me. 

Did you believe that? - Well, tle police do assauJ. t people, 

I should believe it. 

How do you know that? --- I have been sometimes before 

arrested, I know. 

Arrested and assaulted? --- Yes, if one does not tell them, 

one is being aseaul ted. (20 ; 

Have you actually been assaulted in thi~ ' sort ot circum

stanoe? - They told me that I am grom-up, I must tell them 

the truth. 

Did they indicate how they would assault you? --- They 

only told me that if I do not tell them the truth they will 

&Beaul t me. 

But you held out the whole night until you told them the 

next morning where accused no.6 was? --- They used to question 

me and thereafter go and question my brother's children. 

And wasn't there aane re~erence to eleotrioity? --- No. (30 

Are you sure about that? - I am sure. 

While you I ... 
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While you ware being questioned by the polioe? --- They 

told me that I am a grown-up, I am not a child, and that they 

don't want to choke me. 

And that if you d1dn't taJ.k you would be? - Yes, but they 

did not do it. 

BY THE COURT: Tell me, after the threat, did you then tall them 

tho truth as far as you knew? - I beg your pardon, Lord? 

Atter these threats did you then as you said tell them _ 

the truth? --- Yes. 

MR. KUNYt What you told than was where no.6 was to be found? (10 ~ 

- Yes. 

You didn't make any other statement to them at that stage? 

- No, My Lord. 

Your statement was made at a later date in Pretoria? -- Yes. 

At Compol Building? --- Yea. 

At a stage when you were in detention? --- Yes. 

Now you were in fact arrested on the 3rd of January and 

when ware you ultimately released? --- In August I was released. 

After you have given evidence in this oourt? --- Yes. 

!.Urine that period from January to August, were you kept (20 . 

in solitary oonfinement? --- Yes. 

Did you see your family during that period? - No. 

Did you get books to read? --- No. 

You didn't see any people other than the warders and the 

polioe? -- Yes. 

And you were taken on a number of ocoasions from the jail 

here in Pretoria to Compol BuUdin8 in order to make your state

ment? - Yes. 

Do you remember when that was? - All I remember 1s dur1n8 

July my statements were read over to me 80 that I can remember (30' 

then. 

By whom I ... 
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By whom were they read over to you? --- By the police. 

Oh, so you say that you had made your statements earlier, 

and then in July they were read over to you by the police? -

Yes, My Lord. 

You mean if they hadn't been read over to you you wouldn't 

have remembered them? - They were doing it for the purpose 

that I s'hould not forget. 

So that you could refresh your memory? --- Yes. 

Otherwise you might forget'( _ Yes. 

And sinoe July have your statements been read over to you (10, 

again, ap~ from the time that you ga.ve evidence in this 

oourt? --- Yea, they were re-read over to me. 

When? - In July. I said July-. 

Yes, my question was after that time, before giving evidenoe 

again in this oourt was your statement read to you? --- I oame 

to court during July. 

BY THE COURT: Yes, but now the question is sinoe July, 1977, 

from July, 1977, until today, have those statements been read" 

over to you, that is the question? --- On Thursday it was re-

read over to me. 

MR. IroNY: Thursday betore you gave evidenoe? --- Yes. 

Outside court? --- At the Compol Building. 

BY THE COURT: Is tha.t now Thursday last week in otHer words? 

Or the week before last week? - Thursday last week. 

MR. KUNY: Before you were brought to this oourt? --- Yes. 

And you came to oourt I think it was about t"enty-past-

three on Thursday atternoon? Yes. 

So prior to that durin8 the day on Thursday you were at 

Compol BuUding and your statement was being read over to you? 

- Yes, My Lord. 

(20 

(30 

Now why was that neoessary, Mr. Ramokgadi? - For my purpose 

that/ ••• 
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that I need not forget. 

Did you say to the police that you might torB at if the 

statement was not read over to you? - Yea, I told them. 

And were you then told that you must give evidence in this 

oOQrt in accordanoe with that statement? --- They were merely 

refreshing my memory. 

BQt let me refresh your memory abou.t this question of the 

eleotrioity. You denied just now that any reference was made 

to eleotrioity? At page 1357 of the previou.s reoord, My Lord. 

The question was put to you by me artsing out of something that{lO 

you had said ear.tier : "At the Norwood police station when 

the police were questioning you the whole night as you have 

desoribed, and they threatened you, and they showed you same

thin8 to do with electricity", EIld your answer was "Yes''? -

They told me about that. 

What did they te1l you about that? --- They said to me : 

"You are no longer a chUd, you are a grown-up man. You must 

tell us the truth." I then told them the truth. 

Yes, but what did they tell you about electrioity? ---

They said to me : "If you can tell u.s the truth there won't be {20 

any reason for us to plaoe you under eleotricity". 

I see, and you were afraid? - Yes. 

You believed that the polioe had you in their power? - Yes. 

And they oould as saul t you? - That is true. 

And that they could place yOQ under electrioity? --- Yes. 

So eventually you told them mere aoollsed no.6 was? - Yes. 

Thereafter you were taken up to the Northern Transvaal · 
-

to try and show them where aoeused no.6 was?- Yes, but I 

found that he was a.lnBdy arrested. 

And then I think you told Hie Lordship in the last case {30 

you were then taken to the Pietersburg police station? --- Yes. 

And I ... 
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And then to Middelburg? - Yes. 

And then were you taken baok ~ to Pietersburg or were you 

broU8ht back to Johannesburg? - I was brought back to 

Johannesburg. 

At some sta&e during that journey you were looked in a 

yard, I think it was at the Pietersburg police station? --

Locked? 

Well, you were kept in oustody in a yard at the police sta

tion? -- We were in the Middel burg police station, in Pieters-

burB we were outside. 

In a yard? - In PietersburB we were outside in the yard. 

That is wha~ I put to you. And was no.6 also at that 

stage in the yard? --- He found me there when they arrived with 

htm. I don't know where they had gone to. 

And then you were 'returned to Johannesburg, and when were 

you put into the prison in Pretoria? --- Yes. 

(10 ) 

When? - In the middle of January. We arrived in Pretoria 

on the 14th of January. 

Now did you know at that stage why the police were contin-

uing to detain you, even after you had gone to the Northern (20 ' 

Transvaal with them to show them where no.6 was? --- No, they 

had told me. 

Because you had oonveyed boys to Nelspruit? --- Yes. 

And did you think that you were going to be charged for 

this? --- That is what they told me. 

That you were going to be charged? --- Yea. 

And of course you didn't want to be oharged? - Yes. 

You could see no reason why you should be charged when aa 

far as you were concerned you had done nothing wrong? - I was 

hired, I didn't know that I was doing anything wrong. (30 

Well, you must have told the police that? --- I didn't know 

t hat/ ••• 
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that it was wrong to aonvey the people. 

You told the police tha t? --- They told me that they know. 

Yes, but you must have said to them "why do you keep me 

locked up when I merely conveyed people quite innocently"? -

The police told me why they arrested me. 

And you wanted to get free? --- As far as I was concerned 

I had done no wrong. They told me about it. 

And did you think that if you c05perated with them then 

they would release you? --- No. 

Well, how did you think you could secure your release? ---(10 

I explained to the police how I had gone there. 

And having explained didn't you e xpeat them to release 

you? - I saw them releasing me then atter court. 

Yes, but you were in custody for about seven months? --

Yes, My Lord. 

For having done nothing as far as you were ooncerned? -

But they told me the reason. 

Now they told you all along that they knew everything? . -
Yes. 

And when you were questioned by them at Compol they told (20 

you the same thing, that they knew it all and they wanted you 

to make a statEment? - They told me that I must write and 

tell them what I know. 

Who did the writillg, you or they? - No, not me, but the 

policeman. 

How long did it take you to make that statement? - Three 

and a half days. Two and a half' days. 

Why did you take so long to make a atatement about relative

ly tew events and simple events? - They were not in a hurry. 

But why did it take you ~wo and a half days? - All they (30 

want is that if one gives a statement he must be at ease. 

And were / ••• 
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And were you at ease? --- Yes, I was at ease. 

You were in detention at that stage? - Yes. 

You had been kept in solitary conf1nEJllent? - Yes. 

You didn't know when you were going to be released? --

I did not know. 

You didn't know whether you were goin8 to be oharged? -

I did not know. 

And you were at ease you say? --- Yes, one is given enough 

chanoe to be at ease. 
(10 

Now they questioned you about the seoond trip that you made 

to Nelspruit? --- Yes. 

Inoidentally just before I get onto that, did the polioe 

who were questioning you at Compol say anything to you about 

your famUy? --- Yes. 

What did they say? -- Well, he asked me how many ohUdren 

I have and asked me about my wife as well. I told him. 

Jes, and then what did they saT? - They just wrote what 

I told them. 

Did they say anything at aJ.l about what would happen to 
(20 

you if you didn't make a statement to them? - No, they didn't. 

Now they were asking you about the second trip to Nelaprui t? 

- Yes. 

When you conveyed this man wi tb the briefoase? - Yes. 

Now that man was a complete stranger to you? --- Yes, it 

was the first time for me to see him. 

You didn't know his name? --- Even now I don't know it. 

And you merely found him at the comer :/and picked him upt 

- I found him where I found Norman. 

Yes, at the corner of Louis Botha and Corlett Drive? --- Yes. 

Where you had found the person you Bay is Norman on the (30 

previou.s oocasion? - Where I found Norman. 

On that/ ••• 
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On that day? - No. I t is the corner "here I found Norman 

for the first time. 

And this man got into the vehicle and you drove to Ne1sprui t? 

- Yea. 

And having dropped him you returned and you never saw him 

again? - Yes. 

So evan to this day you don't know the man's name? --- I 

don't know his name, I know bis faoe. 

He is a person you have no knoWledge about? -- I was driving 

He was not talking to me. 

So you agree with me he was a person you had no particular 

interest in? --- Well, I was hired to convey him. 

That is right, and you never thought that it might happen 

one day in the future that you would have to give evidence in 

oourt about this inoident and this person? - No, I never 

thought of that. 

So you paid no partioular attention to him? - I didn't 

pay attention to him. 

(10 

And at a much later stage when you were arrested by the 

police and taken to Pietersburg and Middelburg, did they not (20 

ask you about that particular journey and that partioular person? 

- No. 

Did you never speak to them about that person either at 

Pietersburg or at Middelburg? --- No. 

Are you sure about that? --- I ~ 

If you have would you remember it? --- I was never aSked. 

I never told them about it. 

You never described this person to them? --- No. 

Did you ever desoribe this person to the pOlioe? -- In 

my statement I did. .-
How did you desoribe him? --- I told the polioe that he 

had/ ••• 



· .... 

287 - RAMOKGADI 

had spectacles on. That is what I told the police. 

That was the only distinquishing feature you could remember 

about him? - Yes. 

You remembered that? I do. 

So when they said to you "describe this man to us", all 

you could tell them was that he was a man who had spectacles? 

Yes, My Lord. 

And then they showed you photographs? --- Yes. 

And it was from the photograph album that you then pointed 

a person out as that person? --- Yes. (10 

I take it in that photograph album the person you pointed 

out had spectaoles? --- Yes. 

Now you ••• (Court intervenes). 

BY THE COURT: Mr. Kuny, is that photograph amongst some of the 

photographs we haven't seen beoause I've got no recollection 

of anything 1 ike that? 

MR. KUNY: No, My Lord. You have pointed in this oourt to 

accused no.7? --- Yes, I have. 

As the person whom you conveyed? --- Yes. 

Do you remember that whUe you were in detention and you (20 

were being taken to Compol there was an occasion on which you 

were taken in the same vehiole with no.7 to Compol BuUding? -

Yes, we were both in that vehicle. 

You were in fact handcuffed to one another? --- Yes, we were. 

And my instructions are that this happened on two oocas1on~ 

- No, one. 

You Bay it was onoe,but that was 'when you ware beitl8 taken 

to Compol to make your statements? --- Yes. 

Now you were then at Compol shown the photograph album? (30 

Yea. 

And there you pointed out the photo~raph you say of aooused 

no.7? I ... 
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no.7? - Yes. 

And you said "this is the person I oonveyed to Nelspruit"? 

- Yes, My Lord. 

You never went or were taken to any ident ifioat ion parade? 

--- No, that was never done. 

And you never took the police to this man, no.7 aocused, 

and said "here is the man"? -- No. 

You merely relied on the photograph? --- Yes. 

Why didn't you say to the police then "You know, it is the 

man I was handcuffed to when we were brought frem the prison (10 

to Oompol"? - When should I have told the police that? 

When they were asking you about this man and you were 

looking at the photographs? You had already been taken trom 

the prison to Compol, handouffed to the very man that you were 

now identifying? --- When should I have told them that? 

When they were asking you at the time that you were making 

your statement at Compol, and you were looking at the photo

graph album? --- The photograph was contained in a book. 

BY THE COURT: And tell me, When you looked at his photograph 

shown to you by the police and you said "this is the man", (20 

the partioular photograph, the photograph of the man whom I 

oonveyed, the man with the briefcase whom you had pioked up 

who had glasses, did you at that stage realise that it was 

the same man that you had been handouffed to, I don't know 

the sama day or the day or 80 before the inoident? Or was 

it the other way round? I don't know, you must tell me? ---

I had seen this person once and I saw him for the seoond time 

when we were both handouffed. 

Yes, but that still does not answer my question. I want 

to know whtJfl you looked at that photograph and you said this 

is th~/ ••• 
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is the man on the photograph, when you did that, did you 

realise that that is the same person with whom you had been 

previously - when you were handouffed together? --- Yes, 

I did. 

Well now, Counsel is now asking you if you now knew When 

you looked at the photograph that this is the man with whom 

I had been handcuffed that day or the previous day, why didn' t 

you say to the police "but you needn't look for this man, 

he is the man I oame with this morning or yesterday, I was 

handouffed to him? Counsel is askin8 you why didn't you say (10 

that to the police? --- I told them. 

MR. KUNY: You told them that he was the man you had been 

handcuffed to? --- I told them that the person appearing on 

the photo is the person with whom I was handouffed. 

Are you sure that you told them that? --- Yes. 

I put it to you that you are making that up? I told 

the police that the person appearing on the photo was the 

person with whom I was handcuffed. 

Well, I am looking for the passage in the previoue record, 

but I put it to you that you said you didn't tell that to the (20 

police? --- I told the police when looking at the photograph 

that this is the man I conveyed to Nelspruit, and this is 

the man with whom I was handcuffed. 

My Lord, perhaps I will come back to that when I have ••• 

(Court intervenes). 

BY THE COURT: Yes, perhaps . you can look it up if you want to 

ask on that during the tea adjournment. 

MR. KUNY: Yes, perhaps it would be better. Does Your Lordship 

want to adjourn at this stage? 

BY THE COURT: No, "e wUI carry on unt U a quart el"-pas t and ( 30 

then during the tea adjournment you can look it up if you eo wiehe 

MR . KUNY: I . .. 
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MR. KUNY: I just want to go back, Mr. Ramokgadi, to the 

question of this inoident where you saw no.6 counting money. 

You say that you knooked at the door whioh was olosed and 

no.6 opened the door? - Yes. 

And it was only after you entered the room that you then 

saw the money on the table? --- Yes. 

Of oourse if they had wanted to hide that money from you 

they would have been able to do that before openin~ the door 

to let you iin? --- Yes, if they wanted to hide it. 

But they did not attempt to hide any money from you? --- (10 

Aooused no.6 saw me >because he peeped through the window. 

How do you know that? - I could also see him from 

outside. 

The point is that there was no attempt made to put the 

money away before you came into the room? --- (Court intervenes). 

BY THE COURT: Is my memory correct, the door was not locked? 

MR. KUNY: The door was olosed but not locked. --- No attempts 

were made to hide the money. 

And you were in that room for a very brief period? --- I 

wasn't 10118 in that room. 

And you then left because you saw they were busy? --- Yee. 

Now you pointed out a bundle of notes I think about five 

inches high? --- Yes. 

Are you serious about that? --- Yes. 

Or are you just making a very rough guess? -- No. 

I want to tell you that acoused no.6 has no reoollection of 

any such inoident having ocourred? - He knows. 

He oertainly oannot reoall an inoident when he was together 

wi th Norman and Manoi oounting money and you came into the room? 

-- He knows. 

And in fact the only time he ean reoal.l that there was a 

counting I ... 

(3C 
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counting of money was at some stage after his wife's funeral 

when there was quite a large amount of oash which was be1n,g 

oounted in that house? --- That I did not see. 

Well, perhaps what you are referring to is that partioular 

counting? No. 

This did happen round about - on your evidence - round 

about the end of July or the beginnin8 of August? - In 

August, yea. 

At which stage I have already put to you Norman wasn't 

even on the scene? - He was. 

And also I must put it to you that the incident where 

accused no.6 is supposed to have referred to no.2 accused as 

"Qne of our soldier8" never in faot occurred? - How did I 

know about that? 

Well, why should accused no.6 talk to you in that fashion? 

Tell you something like that? - That is what he -said when 

I saw accused no.2 coming in. 

What were his words? --- Accused no.6 was speaking to 

accused no.2. I did not take 80 much notice of wbat they were(20) 

saying. 

BY THE COURT: But was that in the presence of accused no.21 -

I say accused no.2 ••• (intervention). 

That is all I want to know, was it in the presence of 

accused no.2 that it was said? 

MR. KUNY: He wasn't talking to you, accused no.6? --- Accused 

no.2 found me together with accused no.6. 

Yes, and thewords that accused no.6 used were what? --

"This one is one of our soldiers". 

And to whom was he talking when he said that? - He was 

talking to me. 

Why woul d he tell you something like that? - He was 

informing I ... 

(30 ' 
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informin8 me that I should know that no.2 is one of the 

soldiers. 

BY THE COURT: And what was no.2's reaction when that was said? 

- He did not say anything. 

MR. KUNY: Did you ask no.6 to explain what he meant? - He 

was merely telling me that aocused no.2 is one of his soldiers. 

Yes, and I am asking you whether you asked h~ what he 

meant by this sta.tement? - I did not ask him. He was telling 

me that I should know about it. 

But it is a strange statement to make and I "ould have (10 

thought tba t you would ask him what he meant by it? - He 

was merely tellin8 me that "this is one of my soldiers." 

And you don't know whether he said this seriously or 

jokingly, or in what manner he said it? --- Can you tell me 

things wherein he is joking? 

I put it to you he may have been? --- No, not jokes of 

that nature. 

You see, I put it to you that in faot accused no.6 never" 

said that? - How would I know that no.2 is a soldier? (2C 

Well, you must have been questioned by the police about 

no~.2? - That is what he said to me, that has nothing to do 

"ith the police. 

But I put it to you that the police put it to you that they 

know no.2 is one of the soldiers? --- Where were the police 

when he 80 said to me? 

BY THE COURT: Just answer the question? --- I am asked one 

thill8 over and over again, My Lord. 

Yes, there is a saying about patienoe 1s a virtue. Mr. ()O) 

Kuny, shall we adjourn for tea? Then you oan look up that 

point you want to ask him about. 

COURT AnJOURNS. 

OOURT / ••• 
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RAMOKGADI 

BY THE COURT: Did you have enough time to look up the passage 

you wanted? 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR:II RUNY (Continued): Yes, My Lord. 

Mr. Ramokgadi, as I understand your evidence now you 

say that you did tell the police that the person Whom you oon

veyed to N81spruit was the person to whom you were handcuffed 

on your way to Compol? --- Yes. 

And that this was at the time that you pointed out the (10 

photograph, and you said "this is the man in the photograph, 

and it is the man that I was handcuffed to when we were brought 

here"? - I don't know whether I said it exaotly at the time 

when I was pointing out on the photograph. 

Well, when would you have said it? --- It was for three 

days long that the police were writing down everything that 

I was saying to them. I can't say exactly when. 

But you remember clearly that you told them? -- Yes. 

Dlring one of those three days? - Yes. 

You oan' t remember on whioh day it was that you saw the (20 

photograph? - When my statement was being taken I saw it. 

Yes well, it was on one of those three days but you don't 

know on whioh day? -- I can't remember during whioh day. 

And you oan't remember on which day you told them that 

it was the man to whom you were handouffed? - Yes. 

On whioh day was it that you were handouffed to acoused 

no.l7? - I think it was the seoond day. 

You think it was the seoond day? There were three days, 

the first, seoond and third, and you think it was the second? 

--- Yes, My Lord. (30 

So you had ample opportunity to tell the police this, either 

on the/ .... 



... 294 - RAMOKGADI 

on the second or the third day? --- Yes. 

Was it when you were handcuffed to h~, did you go by 

oar or by van to the Compol? - By van. 

Did you ever travel in the same oar with him to Compol? ---

No. 

You say it was only in the van and you were handcuffed on 

that one day? --- Yes. 

Well now, I want to put it to you Mr. Ramokgadi, that at 

no time during your previous evidence did you ever tell the 

court that you had told the police that this was the man to (10) 

whom you had been handouffed? I was never aSked. 

Well, I put it to you that you were asked, you were given 

that opportunity to tell the court and you didn't do so? ---

I was never asked. 

Well, let me read to you from the record, page 13.26: 

Line 18: "Why didn't you say to the police the man who oame 

here today who was handcuffed to me, that was the manu, and 

your answer to that was : "Oh well, you see, I was tied on this 

man on the last day". - It is still the same because it was 

the day when the statement vas taken. 

No, but you didn't say to the court then it was the last 

day and I told than on that day? - I did. 

The answer you gave was an attempt to explain why you hadn't 

told them? --- I can't answer what I have not been asked. 

Why can't you answer? You say that you did tell them on 

the last day? - Shou1d I tell the court what I have not been 

asked? 

I put it to you that on the previous occasion you gave 

evidence you did not tell the court that you had told them this? 

Because I wasn't aSked. 

And I put the question to you where you were specifically 

asked I ... 

()O 
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asked and you tried to get away from it by saying that it 

happened on the last day? - I can't remember. 

In your previous evidenoe you agreed that you went with 

the aooused no.7 to Compol onoe in the ear and onoe in the 

van? It was put to you that you went onoe in the car and 

once in the van? --- I don't remember that it was put to 

me that we came by car. 

Well, you - it was put to you at page 1297 by my 

learned friend, Mr. Chaskalson; nAnd this person, was he in the 

same oar with you", and your answer was : "Yea, in the same · (10 ) 

oar lt? - In the van, not the oar. 

Well, I am reading your answer to you, you said in the sane 

oe.r? You draw a very clear distinotion in your mind between 

a car and a van? - I came by van, not by car. 

And the next question was : "In fact you were handcuffed 

together, weren't you", and you said "Yes". - Yes, in the van. 

And then it was put to you : I·You see, that is what I want 

to put to you, that you were taken, that aocused no.7 was 

handouffed to you, and that you were put into a oar together 

and taken to the police at Compol together''? - Not by car, (20) 

by van. 

Well, your answer to that question on the previous ocoasion 

was: "That is so"? - By van, not by car. 

And lam putting it to you in fact that you went twice, once 

in the van and onoe in the oax-? - I don't remember oomin8 by 

car, but my van. 

Now I want you ~o just look at the accused. Have a look at 

the row of accused. Only two of the accused wear spectacles? 

- Yes, My Lord. 

Accused no.7 and accused no.8? --- No.7 I know, not no.8. (3C 

No.8 is an elderly man, grey-haired and clearly oan't be 

eonfused/ ••• 
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confused with accused no.7? --- Yes. 

And when you looked at the photographs you saw a man 

with Spectacles and you pointed him OQt as aocused no.7? --

It was no.7. 

I am putting it to you, Mr. Ramok8adi, that you were making 

a mistake? -- I did not make a mistake. 

And you have already made one mistake in identifying a 

photograph? Exhibit F? --- In connection with whom? 

Well, in this court, you mistook the person on Exhibit F 

for accused no.4 when it is in fact not accused no.4? --- I (10 

told the court that my eyesight is not so good. 

Well, and your eyesight may not have been so good at the 

time you looked at this photograph of the perSon you say is 

accused no.7? --- I saw him, aocused no.7. 

Your eyesight at that stage wasn't so good either? --- A 

person when you see him, it is not like when you see him in a 

photo. 

So you coUld be making a mistake when you look at the phOto

graph, isn't that so? --- It is not a mistake. It is a photo-

graph. I told the court that my eyes are not too good. 

What do you mean by the statement a person when you see 

him is not like on the photo? --- A photo is different from 

a person himself. 

And that would account for the possibility of making a 

mistake when you look at a photograph in order to identify Aome

one? --- They don't look alike, I see the person. If it is h~ 

it is him. 

What do you mean they don't look alike? --- A photograph 

and a person himself, that is why, are not alike. 

So as I understand your answers, and I don't want to test (30 

this point any further, I just want to put it to you as I under

stand you.r/ ••• 
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stand your answers you are agreeing with me that one oan make 

a mistake in identifying someone from a photogra,h? --- Yes, 

a person can make a mistake. 

And I put it to you that in regard to this particular 

photograph you are making a mistake? --- A mistake about who? 

About the person being accused no.7? -- No, I can't make 

a mistake about the photo of no.7. 

Because acoused no.7 'denies that he accompanied you on that 

journey to Nelspruit. and that he was the person that you have 

referred to? --- He oan say it but he knows very well that (10 

he~' did. 

There are just some other things that I must put to you, 

Mr. Ramokgadi. Accused no.6 says that he didn't arrange the 

seoond trip to Nelspruit, he was only instrumental in arrang

ing the first trip, but not the second? --- He knows he is 

the person, and he is the man tha t gave me the money for that 

trip. 
. 

He gave you the money for the first trip? ~ For petrol? 

But he says he didn't give you the money for the second 

trip? - Pardon, My Lord? 

He gave you the money for the first trip but not for the 

seoond trip? --- For the first trip he gave me on my return, 

and on the second trip he gave me money for petrol. 

It is oorrect, is it not, that on your return after the 

first trip, that you decided of your own aooord to drop no.4 

aocused at the house of aooused no.6? --- Yes. 

You weren't requested to do that by anyone, you decided 

to do that? --- He said I must drop him there. 

You mean no,4 said so? --- No.4, yes. 

Alright, and also, I must put it to you, that the Combi 

that you met on the way was not the Combi that had been - the 

n ew I ... 

{30 
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new Combi, but was the old Combi of Joseph Teato? --- It was 

the first Combi whioh I travelled with to Nelspruit. 

It could have been the one that belonged to Joseph Tseto, 

that you had eeen at Joseph Teeto's house? --- They were all 

being parked there. 

Alright. and also I put it to you that the driver of that 

Combi was not Nonnan, but a person by the name of Raul? -

furing the first trip when we were still going there Nonnan 

was not the driver. Norman was with me. And Manca. and the 

four boys were with me. (10 ' 

And on the second trip Manci, that ia the person you 

pronounce Manca, I put it to you, he was the person who arranged 

the second trip? --- No. 

And I just want to return to one point with you, Mr. 

Ramokgadi, in regard to the person mom you say is accused no. 7. 

Before you saw the photographs in the photograph 8lbwn, did 

the police ask you to describe him? They asked me will I 

be able to identifY the person from the photo whom I had 

oonveyed. 

They didn't ask you to describe any speoific features of (20 

the person? --- No, they didn't. 

And had you been asked to do so, would you have mentioned 

apart from his Spactacles any speoific aspeot about him? --

Yes I would. " , 
Like what? - I would say that he is the person that I 

conveyed to Nelspruit. 

Ro, but how would - what specifio features about him apart 

from his spectaoles would you have described? --- (Court inter

venes) • 

BY THE COURT: You must just answer that. Don't look at accused(30 

no.? Look at me while you give the ans"er? --- I would tell 

them I ... 
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them that he is a person who has spectacles, and the manner 

in which he was dressed, I saw that. 
MR. KUNY: 

Is that all, is that all that comes to your mind? --- Yes. 

No other distinquishing feature about hie appearance? ---

No. 

What about his skin? --- I didn't see it, he was dressed. 

BY THE COURT: No, but listen to the question. Mr. Inter-

prater, you are getting a bit agitated in your interpretation, 

listen calmly. Counsel asked you was there anything parti-

cular about his skin? 

MR. KUNY: His skin colour? --- I saw his face. 

Well, how would you describe his skin colour? How would 

you have described it? --- He is not white in colour, he is 

black. 

Black, that is all that you would have noticed? - Yes. 

You wouldn It describe him as a light-skinned or a dark

skinned man or average colour? -- If he is blaclc then he is 

black, not light, or black. 

Wouldn't you have described him then as a light-skinned 

man? --- He isn't pitch black. 

Does that mean you wouldn't have or you would have des

cribed him as a light-skinned man? --- Yes, I would describe 

him as a light-skinned man. 

Did you ever say that to the police? - I told them that 

he has got spectacles on. 

Did you ever tell the police at any time after your arrest 

that the man was a ~i8ht-8kinned man? - (Court intervenes). 

BY THE COURT: I think he said that he gave no further des

cription, he said that. 

MR. KUNY: My Lord, may I just finally establish ••• ? 

BY THE COURT: Well, I have noted it here that he said that 

he gavel ••• 

(10 
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he gave them no other description, save and except about the 

speotaoles. 

MR. KUNY: Well, I am asking him at any time after that? -

I was ,never asked, I never. 

Well, I put it to you that at some stage after your arrest 

you told the police that you had taken a li8ht-skinned man 

to Nelspruit? -- I told them that it was a man with speotacles 

on, My Lord. 

Alright, well may I just put this to you Mr. Ramokgadi, 

at page 1298 of the record, My Lord: The question is put at (10 

line 25 I think it is: "Did you ever in accused no.6's 

presence tell the police that you had taken a light-skinned 

man to Nelspruit and you did not know his name" ••• (Court 

intervenes) • 

BY THE COURT: Was that in evidence-in-chief or in •• ? 

MR. KIJNY: No, in cross-examination, My Lord. And your answer 

was : !tYes, when we gave our statements". - No, I was never 

asked. 

Do you deny that you ever said that? --- I deny it. 

That you ever said it to the pOlioe? --- I was never in (20 

the time I was with the police with no.6 as well. I was never. 

I have no further questions, My Lord. 

RE-EXAMINATION BY MR. VAN PITTIUS: Now do you remember during 

oross-examination at a oertain stage you dealt with the time 

when you made arrangements with accused n{6 0 borrow the 

red ear from him after nonnal working hours? Yes. 

Now who decided that you should get the red ear after 

normal working hours? --- Accused no.6. 

Did he say why you could only get it after noma! working (30 

hours? --- I was still at work and I did not know that they were 

stU! using it. 

Yes, but/ ••• 
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Yes, but the question is not quite that. You said 

accused no.6 said that you could get it aiter normal working 

hours. Did he give any reason or was there no reason? --

He knows very well that I use this car after working hours. 

Now were you in aotual fact ever aasau1 ted the night 

at Norwood police station? --- No. 

And when you were kept at Compol, or when you were taken 

to Compo1 Building at Pretoria? --- No, I was never assaulted. 

Now when your statement was taken, did you write out 

your statement continuously for the two and a half days, or (10 

did you take breaks, or what was the position? --- They were 

having breaks, not continually. 

How long did this trip to Nelspruit with acoused no.7 

more or less take? --- Eight hours. 

And did you drive through continuously or did you stop 

on the way, what is the position? --- We never stopped on the 

road. 

Now When you identified accused no.7Is photograph in the" 

photo album, was his photograph the only one that you were 

asked to identify, or were there any others that you had to (20 

identify in the photo album? --- There were others. 

Now before you identified accused no.7's photograph in 

the album, what happened, how did you identify it? What was 

the procedure adopted? --- They asked me first "can you iden

tify the man whom you oonveyed to Nelspruit". It is then that 

I pointed him out. 

Now what I want to try and find out, did they show you 

the photograph and say to you "is this the man", or what 

happened? - No, they were turning the pages one by one of 

the album. (30 

Were there photographs on the pages that they turned? --

Yes, My Lordi ••• 
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- Yes, My Lord. 

BY THE COURT: He demonstrates with his hands how the pages 

were turned over. 

MR. VAN PITTIUS: Did they page the album through, or did you 

page it through yoursel f? -- They were turning the P88es. 

Now do you also remember giving evidence of the -time 

when you ' saw aocused no. 6, Norman and Manci counting money'? 

Yes, My Lord. 

Now can you tell the court how many doors did this room 

where you saw them have? --- Two doors. One leads to the (10 

kitchen and the other one leads outside. 

Now through which one did you oome into the room? - The 

one from outside, leading to outside. 

Now when you had to get to that door, were there any 

windows that you had to pass first? - Yes. 

How many and where were these windons in r elation to the 

door? -- Two windows in front. They are in front. 

And where were these windows in relation to this room, 

were they of that room or of another room, or what? --- Yes, they 

are windows of the same room in which they were. 

Now when you passed those windows did you look inside, or 

not? - When one passes towards the door, they can s~e him, 

he is seen by people ~inside t~ugh the window. 

(20 

But did you look inside? --- They are visible from outside. 

Did you Bee whether there were any ourtains before the 

windoWS? --- There were ourtains but they were wide open. 

Do you know whether acoused no.6 ever wears spectacles, or 

not? --- Yes, he does wear spectacles. 

Do you know when, at what times more or less? When he 

reads or when he walks around? Or what? - He uses them all (30; 

along, when he walks as well. 

Now you/ ••• 



( '" 
fI'I 

••• .. 
- 303 - RAMOKGADI 

Now you said in croes-examination that you knew about 

the - I think it was the second Combi, the newer Combi, before 

it had been purchased because accused no.6 told you about it? 

- Yes, My Lord. 

What did he tell you about it? - We wUl be able to have 

another Combi and we won't worry you any longer about transport. 

Now I just want to read a portion to you recorded at 

the last hearing, page 1336, My Lord. Can you just listen to 

it and tell the court whether you remember such questions 

b.eing put to you and whether you remember your answers: (10 

The question was - this was now concerning the handcuffing 

of yourself and accused no.7 ••• (Court intervenes). 

BY THE COURT: Is this now from the oross-examination? 

MR . VPJ{ PITTIUS: My Lord, I think that was the :question ••• 

(pages through record). 

BY THE COURT: Because if it is evidence that he gave in chief 

I don't know whether you can read it to him from •• 1 

MR. VAN PITTIUS: No, My Lord, it is from cross-examination by 

my learned friend, M.r. Chaskal,.son. 

BY THE COURT: Beoause I don't think it will be permissible (20 

to read from what he had said in the evidence-in-ohief'? 

MR. VAN PITTIUS: No, I agree with that. I will read further. 

Will Your Lordship just bear with me one minute? My Lord, I 

think I will rather leave that question. I have no further 

questions, thankyou. 

BY THE COURT: Tell me, are you certain that the man who in 

fact want to this place where you made the statement and was 

handcuffed to you, be it now in the car or the van, that that 

was in fact the man who had travelled with you to Nelspruit, 

as the man with the attach~ case and the glasses, are you sure (30 

it is the same man? Yes. 

NO FURTHER quESTIONS. 
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