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being detained with anyone? —  I did on several occasions 
and the response to that was that I knew why I was detained.
NO FURTHER QUESTIONS BY ADV BIZOS:
NO RE-EXAMINATION BY ADV DE VRIES;
BY COURT: Mr Coleman, you said yesterday that solitary
confinement distorted your mind? --  Yes Your Worship.

You remember that? --  Yes Your Worship.
Are you positive about the facts you have stated in Court? 

--  I am.
Are you sure about that? --  Yes Your Worship. 10
Would you say that the facts you mentioned here are

reliable? Your evidence on the facts...--  Yes Your Worship.
..is reliable? --  Yes Your Worship
Are you sure about that? --  I am positive Your Worship.
Thank you, you may stand down.

ADV DE VRIES CALLS:
ELIZABETH CATHRINE FLOYD: Sworn states -
EXAMINATION BY ADV DE VRIES: Doctor, you are now 28 years 
of age and you were born in Cape Town and grew up in Cape
Town? --  Yes. 20

You went to Cape Town University where you studied
medicine. --  Yes.

Is that where you met Dr Aggett? --  Yes.
When did you meet Dr Aggett? —  It was the end of my 

second year. I think it was 1973/74.
And did you become very close? --  Yes.
When did Dr Aggett graduate? --  He graduated the year

before me, which must have been 1976.
And after that, where did you go to? After you graduated?

--  After I graduated?
Yes. --  I stayed in Cape Town and worked at Somerset

/  • • • <
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Somerset Hospital doing the first half of my internship, for 
six months.

And after that? --  Then I came to Johannesburg and
completed my housemanship at Baragwanath Hospital.

And where was Dr Aggett during this time? --  He
graduated the year before me, he did his first six months 
of his house job at Umtata Hospital and the second six months 
at Tembisa Hospital.

In Johannesburg you lived with Dr Aggett? --  When I
first came to Johannesburg I didn't live with Dr Aggett, but 10 
after about a year we got...we started living together again.

What kind of man was Dr Aggett? --  It is quite
difficult when you are very close to somebody to give an 
objective idea of what a person is like....

Yes, but your impressions of him, as objective as you
can be, seeing as you are a medical doctor. --  He was a
very gentle person, a very intelligent person. He was very 
warm to people, although he wouldn't be the kind of person 
who would go around being very friendly to everybody. If 
he got close to somebody, he would be very warm to them, and 20 
considerate. He thought about things a lot. He was very 
concerned about what he saw was going on around him, and that,
I think after he graduated and worked in places like Umtata 
and Tembisa, was the time that he really started looking at 
what was going on around him and was affected by it.
When he worked in the Union, he was very conscientious, very 
hard-working and thought about the way that he was working 
in such a way that he concentrated on building that Union up 
into an organisation with the full structures and a logical 
system of organisation. 30

Was he a strong character? --  I would say he was a
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strong character.

A great strength of character? --  Yes.
Did he find it easy to overpower, mentally overpower

those close to him? Manipulate them? --  I wouldn’t call
him manipulative at all.

Why did he leave the field that he had studied in to go
into the field of trade unionism? --  I wouldn't say that
Neil left medicine. He was still very interested in medicine 
and certainly the job that he did in casualty in Baragwanath 
was probably one of the most skilled ... he was probably one 10 
of the most skilled people in that casualty department. It 
is probably one of the worst casualty departments to work in 
in the whole of South Africa. And he was interested in 
studying further in that field.

How busy was he by day, working at the trade union?
--  He was very busy, he worked very hard.

It was a full-time job? --  Yes.
And working at Baragwanath? --  Over the years the

amount of hours that he put in at the hospital varied.
Initially he was doing - I think a 12 hour session plus an 20 
8 hour session. And then, during last year he finished 
paying off his bursary to Anglo American and be then decreased 
his number of sessions and he was working a 12 hour shift 
initially and then an 8 hour shift.

Was this every night that he worked these shifts? ---
No, he would work one or two nights per week.

I take it, it was quite arduous working a full day shift 
and then working a full night shift as well? --  Yes.

Was he used to going without sleep? --  There was a
shift that he used to do, which was a 12 hour shift in $0
casulaty on Friday nights, then he would usually take some



i2 E.C. Floyd,
hours off the next day, to sleep, and then he would go back 
to work. And then he would just come home and sleep from 
about 6 p.m.

Was there facilities for sleep at the hospital? --
They would usually get a couple of hours sleep during the 
night.

What did they use there? --  I am sorry?
What instrument did they use to sleep on? --  There

was a bed.
You were detained together with Dr Aggett on the 27th i0 

November. --  Yes.
And at the time of your detention there was also a 

large number of books that the police confiscated and took
away with them. --  I don't know that it was a large number
of books, it was about a tenth of the total number of books 
that we had. And a lot of it was pamphlets, labour stuff 
and one of the things they confiscated was Union subscription 
and Union books.

Were you both taken to John Vorster after that? --  Yes.
And thereafter what happened to you? --  At John 20

Yorster Square I had fingerprints taken, photographs taken,
I was asked my name, my address, my date of birth, which they 
knew, and then I was taken straight to Bronkhorstspruit.

By whom? --  By Sergeant Anita Meyer and I think it
is Constable Jill Knight, but I wouldn't be totally sure of 
her surname.

Were you thereafter detained at Bronkhorstspruit? ----
Yes.

And while at Bronkhorstspruit, were you questioned by
any of the Security Branch officers? --  After more than 30
three weeks Captain Olivier and Captain Naudfe came to

Bronkhorstspruit / ....
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Bronkhorstspruit. It was on a Saturday. They asked me a 
few questions and gave me paper and told me I must write a 
statement and gave me a list of people that they said I must 
write about. They returned on the Sunday, the day after 
that first day, and asked me further questions, and said I 
must write more. And that was the total amount of questioning 
or interrogation by the Security Police while I was at 
Bronkhorstspruit.

For more or less two days? Basically? --  Yes.
And did you thereafter continue 'writing your statement? ' \ 0  

--- Yes.
Until when? --  I wrote some pages. In the last week

of December, I was fetched from Bronkhorstspruit and brought 
through to John Yorster Square.

And at John Vorster Square? What happened? —  Iwwas 
taken to the 10th floor of John Vorster Square, Lieutenant 
Whitehead introduced himself as the person in charge of 
taking of my statement. My food that I had received from 
outside and any books that I had were removed from me. I 
was told that the statement that I had made was inadequate 20 
by Major Cronwright and by Whitehead, and they kept me there 
that day, and during the day, on subsequent days, and told 
me to re-write that statement.

Where does Major Cronwright come into it? --  The
first day that I was taken to the 'lOth floor I was taken to 
his office and he just simply told me that the statement that 
I had made was inadequate.

And how did you come to be introduced to Lieutenant
Whitehead? --  I was taken into a room by the people who
had escorted me to John Vorster Square and he came in soon 30 
afterwards.
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What was discussed between you and Lieutenant Whitehead?

At that stage? — He told me that the statement was inade
quate, that I had to write a more extensive statement, I must 
start again_with my date of birth, where I was born, where I 
went to school, how I grew up. On the whole, he didn't ask 
me specific questions. He would just say, "You must write
your statement”. -- ~ . .. .. ... ..

And when were you taken to see Major Cronwright? Before
or after Lieutenant-Whitehead? --  I wouldn't be able to
remember exactly, but I think it was before. _ _ 1 0

You say your parcels etc., were taken away from you?
--  Yes.

What do you mean by that? Was it left behind in 
Bronkhorstspruit? — - No. On the 10th„ floor they separated 
my clothing and any food that had been sent from outside, 
and any books, and in fact, I remember Constable Lloyd came 
with a parcel for me when I was sitting there which had a 
paediatric textbook in it, and that was removed with the 
other things straight away.

Whereto? --  I don't know. 20
Did you ever receive these parcels at a later stage?

--  No. I mean, I have seen some of those things after I
was released, but they were not returned to me while I was in 
detention. The textbook particularly, I didn't get again.

Now after^this occasion, when you met Lieutenant White
head, did you continue writing your new statement? --  Yes.

And where did you write this statement? --  I was in
an office in the 10th floor, sitting at a table, and there 
would be either a policewoman or a policeman sitting in with
me. .........  . . J O

Did this happen on a daily basis? --  It happened on
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a daily basis but it wouldn't be every single day continuously. 
There were a few days in the last week of December, and a few 
days in the first week of January.

You were left more or less on your own to write your
statement? --  I was left in the room with somebody sitting
usually opposite me, and Lieutenant Whitehead would come in 
and out, and sometimes he would say to me, "Write about this" 
or "Write about that". At onê  stage somebody who I now 
know to be Warrant Officer Prince as brought into the room 
and he shouted at me and told^ me - he b̂â i&allry-irtgde it -|0
very clear that they had ways of getting a statement out of 
me and it was in my best interests to write it without them
having to give that pressure.____

Well hang on a second. You were busy writing your
statement at the time? --  I remember him shouting at me
very clearly. I don't remember clearly exactly what I was 
doing at the time.

Did you at any stage show any unwillingness to write
your statement? --  I don't remember that, except on the
4th February. 20

I find it very difficult to understand why, when you were 
perfectly willing to make a statement, when you were in fact 
busy making a statement, someone should come and say "We can
force you to make a statement". --  I have no answer to
that. I mean, I don't think I am the right person to ask 
that.

But while you were busy writing that statement you 
gave no indication at all that you were unwilling to do so?
--  The thing that they were dissatisfied with, is that they
regarded me as not having written enough in my statement, 30

and that is why they found it necessary to intimidate me.
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Let's go back a bit. You were busy writing your statement.

--  I didn't say I was busy writing my statement at tbe time
that Prince came to shout at me.

No, I said, let's go back a bit. You were requested to 
write a new statement. --  Yes.

You were busy writing that statement? --  I didn't say
I was busy writing that statement.

Well what were you doing? --  I can't remember exactly
what I was doing, I was sitting in the office, and Prince, on 
that first day, was brought in to shout at me. 10

This was on the first day? --- On the first day that I
was in John Vorster Square.

Before you started writing your statement? --  I think
so, but I can't be perfectly sure.

But you say that they were unhappy with the fact that... 
or they were under the impression that you did not give enough
information in your statement? --  The pieces of paper that
I had written on in Bronkhorstspruit, Captain Naud& and 
Captain Olivier had left me with a pen and a piece of paper 
to write a statement. They had taken that piece of paper 20 
and they had decided that that was insufficient. So when I 
was brought to John Vorster Square, I was required to start 
writing again.

You were requested to write a new statement by Lieutenant 
Whitehead? --  Yes.

You were then in an office? --  Yes.
And you started writing your new statement? --  Yes.
There was someone in the office with you at all times?

--- Yes.
Lieutenant Whitehead was in and out of the office? 30 

--  Yes.
Now / • • • •
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Nov/ this incident with Prince, at what stage was this? 

Immediately after the request by Lieutenant Whitehead, after
you had started writing your statement or when? --  It was
definitely on the first day that I was on the 10th floor 
of John Vorster Square. I think it was before I started 
writing, but I can't be completely sure. I can remember him 
shouting at me, I can't remember exactly what I was doing at 
the time.

Was Lieutenant Whitehead still in the office at the
time? --  I don't think he was in the office when Prince 10
was shouting at me.

Well when did you start writing your statement? I 
take it immediately from the time that Lieutenant Whitehead
left, you started writing your new statement? --  It wouldn't
be as clear as that. Some time during that day I started 
writing.

But you gave no indication at all, at any stage, that
you were unwilling to write a new statement? --  I don't
think that they gave me the chance. From what I can 
remember, Prince came to shout at me and it was made very 20 
clear to me that it was in my interests to write a new state
ment otherwise they would find other methods of getting it 
out of me. And things that he said were - I can remember 
the words that he said - "You are a lady, we would like to 
treat you like a lady", and he shouted at me, making various 
accusations.

When you say accusations, what do you mean by accusa
tions? --  He said things like "You people this, you people
that" implying that I was conspiring with other people. He

30told me, he accused me of having discussed the Freedom Charter 
with Neil, which was not true. Those kinds of accusation.
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In other words, what he wanted you to write your state

ment about? He was putting points to you that you should
clear up in your statement? --  No. He was just shouting
at me.

And did he treat you like a lady? --- I don't think
shouting at me is treating me like a lady.

He wanted to treat you like a lady. Uhhmm, ja. Until
when were you busy writing this statement of yours? --  I
was taken to the 10th floor of John Yorster Square on a couple 
of days in the last week of December, and a couple of day in 10 
the first week of January. I wasn't taken there over the 
weekends. In fact, I never completed writing my statement.
I got so that I was putting together the various pieces of 
paper that I had written on. They told* me to take the 
various paragraphs that I had written and put them together.
I can remember one afternoon I had almost finished that 
process and it got late, and they took me back to the Hillbrow 
cells, and I was expecting to be fetched the next morning to 
complete the statement. They had also given me an indication 
that I would then be required to index and type my statement. 20 
But in fact, they never fetched me. I wasn't told that I 
was finished, I wasn't told what was going to happen, I wasn't 
told that they would come and fetch me again in so many weeks.
I just wasn't fetched.

More or less what date was that? --  It was the first
week of January. . I can't say exactly which day it is, but 
it wasn't the Monday and it wasn't the Friday. Because I 
was expecting to be taken...be fetched the next day, which I 
knew was a weekday. _ ......  .... _ __

Now the Friday was the day that you.were informed that 30 
Neil had died? --  No. I am talking about January. Neil
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died in February.

I am sorry, I was confused about February. You were 
never taken from Hillbrow again? To complete your statement?
--  After the first week in January when I hadn't completed
putting the various things that I had written down together, 
the next time that I was fetched to go to the 10th floor of 
John Vorster Square, was the 4th February.

Now was there anything different in being taken to 
John Vorster Square on the 4th February to any other day?
--  It was very different. 'lO

What was the difference? --  I remember clearly, I had
no indication that they would fetch me on the 4th February, 
but I heard a key in my cell door and I knew it wasn't a time 
that the uniform police at Hillbrow cells, would fetch me, or 
anyone would come to the cell to clean it. And I knew that 
the Security Police had come back to fetch me. There is a 
woman who is a Lieutenant from the Railways Police, whose 
name I don't know, because she never introduced herself to 
me, but I would easily recognise her, because she sat with 
me on a number of occasions, she came in and she took out 20 
handcuffs. And before that date I had never been handcuffed. 
She put the handcuffs on me and I argued with her, I said,
"Why are you putting handcuffs on me? I don't see why it is 
necessary, I have never been handcuffed before". And she 
said to me, "It's Lieutenant Whitehead's instructions", and 
I was taken to the 10th floor of John Vorster Square.

Yes, and what happened there? --  There is something
I would like to explain about that day.

Yes? --  I can remember individuals who spoke to me,
I can remember specific things that were said, but I was kept 30 
on the 10th floor for that whole day. Various people said
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various things. I wasn't required to write a statement and 
at times it is difficult for me to say what was said at what 
particular time of that day. I can give an estimate, but I 
won't always be able to say this was said before something 
else was said.

Well give us more or less in sequence what happened to
you that day. --- Okay. I was taken to the 10th floor by
the woman Lieutenant and taken into a room. Soon thereafter 
a person started talking to me who again didn't introduce 
himself, but I believe that he is Warrant Officer Kerr. A 10 
very big man, overweight, with a reddish face. I would 
easily recognise him. And he was the person who talked 
to me most consistently during that day. What he said 
to me from the beginning - and I won't be able to quote all 
the words that he said - he basically said to me that the 
statement that I had written meant nothing. That I could 
see that that was useless. There was nothing contained in 
it. They now wanted me to write the real statement. The 
other thing that he said to me, and I remember that very 
specifically, he said that Neil had said a lot of things 20
about me. That if you took Neil's statement and you compared 
it with mine, it showed that I was withholding information 
and I would get a 5 year sentence for withholding that 
information. The same was repeated by Captain Olivier - I 
have a very clear memory of Captain Olivier standing with 
one foot on the chair, with his hands like this, and saying:
"If you take Neil's statement like this, and your statement 
like this, the difference between them is enough to get you 
a 5 year sentence for withholding information".

Did he ...say specifically for withholding information? 30 
--- For withholding information, yes.
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And what happened then? --  When Kerr said that to

me, I said to him, as far as I was concerned, that was nonsense, 
that I could not be charged with anything or convicted. I knew 
what I was involved in and I could not he convicted with a 5 
year sentence. Because I said that, he regarded me as 
insolent and became even more aggressive and made me stand. 
Initially I wasn't agreeable to standing, but I was...shall 
we say,'persuaded'.

Let you tell us how you were persuaded. --  It was
made very clear to me that if I didn't stand, that it was in 10 
my own interests to stand, because if I didn't stand they 
would get nastier.

Would get nasty, how? --  They didn't say specifically.
Well, you appear to be a very spirited lady. Why did

you obey them in this instance? --  The atmosphere on the
10th floor that day was very intimidating. I remember when 
Kerr went out of the room, I sat down, and the female Lieute
nant said to me, "Look Liz, this is serious, you better do 
it otherwise they'll get nastier."

You were sitting down at the time? --  I stood up, 20
and when Kerr went out of the room I sat down again.

Did you remain seated? --  When he came in and he
found me sitting down, he started shouting at me again.

What did he say? --  I can't remember exactly what he
said.

What did you do? --  I stood up again.
Why? --  Because he was very aggressive. And intimi

dating, and it was made very clear to me that they had methods 
that they could use on me, I had better stand, it was in my 
own interests to stand. 30

So you stood, and the others were seated I take it?
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--  Yes.

Who else was there? --  At the time that I was standing
I can remember Kerr was in the room and I can remember the 
female Lieutenant was in the room. During that day there were 
a large number of people who came in and out. So the people 
who sat with me consistently were Kerr and the female 
Lieutenant. The people who came in and out were Lieutenant 
Whitehead, Captain Olivier and two other people ... in fact,
I can remember four different people. The other people I 
would be able to describe, but I wouldn't necessarily be 10
able to give their names. So I couldn't say exactly at 
which time of that day other people were in the room, or not.

For how long did you stand in the room there? --  I
think it was about half an hour to three-quarters of an hour.

And what happened after that? --  After I had been
standing for a while, I said to Kerr, "You know, I've got 
arthritis", and after that he said I could sit down.

Which is the policeman from Newcastle? --  I think
that is the person that is called Kerr.

When did you find out his name? Kerr? --  Only . 20
afterwards, when I was talking to the legal team, I described 
the man fully, and I would be able to identify him if he 
were shown to me, but it is a bit difficult for me to talk 
about a person and every time I mention him, to give the full 
description of that person.

But how do you come to call this man Kerr? --  From
the description that I gave to legal people and other detainees, 
they said that they thought that this person was called Kerr.

Now thereafter you sat down, and what happened then?
--  There are a few things that happened before then. 30
While I was standing, at one stage Lieutenant Whitehead came
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into the room and he said to me, "We'll see how you feel 
when you've been standing 'till Saturday", After I sat 
down, Lieutenant Whitehead came in and appeared to be 
irritated that Kerr had allowed me to sit down, and asked him 
why. And Kerr said, "Don't worry, we are just talking".

Was Whitehead satisfied with that? --  He didn't
seem very satisfied but he left.

What happened after that? --  Again, as I have
explained, I won't always be able to give the exact sequence 
of what happened. What I do remember is somebody called 10
Neels - I don't know his other name, who was also an 
interrogator, who I hadn't really seen before - came into 
the room at some stage and he said to me, "Liz, what is the 
problem?" And I said to him, "I've got ho respect for 
somebody who tells me I can get a 5 year sentence", and he 
talked to me and he said, "Look..." you know, he tried to 
pacify me and say, you know, "well, don't worry about that, 
but you must just write your statement".

And after that? --  There are various other things
that happened, that I can't put exactly in their context. 20 
I can remember Whitehead saying to me, "You know why you are 
here. That statement that you gave was nonsense. It said 
nothing. Now you must write the real story. You know why 
you are here." At another stage Captain Olivier came in 
and was sitting behind the desk, and he said to me,...there 
were a couple of things he said. One of the things he said 
was, "Julie mediese mense is skelms", the other thing he said 
is, "I'll admit to you, we were satisfied with your initial 
statement. We accept it." That that has been typed up 
already. "But we are no longer satisfied with it". And 30 
he repeated the thing about Neil. Neil's information being

much / ....
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much more than my information. And that on that basis I 
could get a 5 year sentence. I said to him I didn't believe 
I could get a 5 year sentence. Ee then said to me that there 
was a newspaper clipping, that they had shown another detainee 
which showed that somebody had been given a 5 year sentence 
for withholding information. And they had been showing it 
to one of the other detainees on the 10th floor at some 
stage, who was in a similar situation to myself. I said I 
wanted to see the newspaper clipping. And they didn't 
produce it. 10

Yes, and what else happened? --  Another thing that
Captain Olivier told me was that they were now getting to 
the end of that stage of the interrogation, that they wanted 
to finish off with our batch of detainees, that I must hurry 
up and make my statement because it was people like me that 
meant that the investigation went on for a long period of 
time. And he said that what they were aiming to do was get 
finished with our batch of detainees before they detained 
more people.

Were you willing to write a further statement? --  My 20
initial response that day, on the 10th floor, is, there is 
no other statement, there may be odd details that I have 
left out...because they require you to write everything from 
the day that you were born, every meeting that you have 
attended in the last five years or so, and that is difficult.
It is very difficult to give an exact account of everywhere 
that you have been.

In other words, you accepted that certain details had
been left our of your second statement? --  I accepted that
there might be minor details, but I remember saying specifi- 30 
cally to Whitehead, there is no difference in my statement,

there / ....
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there might be very small detials that don't change it, but 
there is no other statement. And initially I said, well I 
am not prepared to write another statement, because that is 
my statement. Later on I said to them, "Well, I will re
write, but it won't be any different, because that is my 
statement, there may be one or two very minor details that 
will change. But there is no other statement."

And did they give you paper and pen to write? --- No.
What was their reaction? --  They just kept on talking

10
to me and being aggressive. They never gave me an opportunity 
to write.

Until when did this take place? --  Until almost 4
o'clock. One of the other things that happened on that
afternoon, is somebody whose name I don't, know, came into
the room and said that the Lieutenant had told him that they
would be working shifts. Whitehead said to me, "You will 
write and you wall stay here until you've finished writing,
even if it takes all night." I was expecting to be kept 
through that night because of what this other person had
said, whose name I don't know, because Whitehead had said, 20 
"You will stay here until you've finished writing even if 
it is all night". I also asked the policewoman, "Are they 
going to keep me", she says, "It looks like it". And 
finally when all the other--offices were virtually empty and 
it was almost 4 o'clock, they took me back to Hillbrow. But
up until that stage, I was expecting to be kept overnight.

The picture you give of what happened that day, is
that you were not intimidated by all this talk.... --  I
was definitely intimidated.

You appeared to be very spirited, they could not force 30 
you to do anything at all. --  That is not true at all.



26 E.C. Floyd.
Veil, that is the picture you have given here. --  I

think it is very difficult for anybody sitting in this courtroom 
to understand what being on the 10th floor is like, especially 
when you have been in detention for about two months. One 
certainly...one knows theoretically that you have certain 
rights, but the way that things are put to you, and the way 
that you have no access to any other opinions on the subject, 
there are times when you actually doubt, whether they could 
actually give you a 5 year sentence. Because they are 
very intimidating and they treat you as if you are guilty. 10 
And it gets to the stage where you feel that you are guilty. 
Theoretically you know you are not guilty, but that is the 
feeling you are left with. And I was thoroughly intimidated 
by that day on the 10th floor.

How many people intimidated you? That day? --
Three.

Which three were they? --  The person that I call
Kerr, Whitehead and Olivier.

What did Whitehead and Olivier do exactly, to intimidate
you? --  Whitehead threatened to keep me standing until 20
Saturday, he threatened to keep me writing all night, he said 
to me, the statement that I had written was not my statement 
and he said that "You know why you are here, this isn't the 
statement, we want the real statement". That is very 
intimidating. Both Kerr and Olivier told me that I would get 
a 5 year sentence. I don't think anybody could call it 
anything else but intimidation.

What else? Is that all? --  That was said that day?
One of the things that Whitehead brought up again, which had 
been mentioned again and again and again and again in my JO
interrogation was, he accused me again of having written a
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document, which, until I got to the 10th floor of John Vorster 
Square, I had never seen in my life before.

They were in fact questioning you, in what you call an
intimidating manner. Is that right? --  Yes. The other
aspect of intimidation that there was, the person who I 
call Kerr, entertained me to I think almost an hour's worth 
of talking about detainees jumping out of windows. And he 
started off by saying that Timol wasn't pushed, he jumped.
He then told me a personal story about how he was interrogating 
somebody in Natal, and he jumped out of the window. And I 10 
remember very clearly he talked about catching the detainee 
by his finger in the heel of the shoe, and that he was 
actually holding the detainee out of the window like that, 
until other people came to help him pull the detainee back 
in. I regard that as intimidation.

Were you seriously intimidated by that? --  Yes.
Because it is neither in your statement, nor is it in 

the...contained in the notes of the interview you had with
Mr Mouton later on. --  It happened. That is what he told
me. 20

But why is it not in your statement? --  Not everything
that happened to me in detention is in my statement.

Why not? --  It would get a bit unwieldy.
The night you were in hospital, I think that was on the 

6th February, you had a very long conversation with Mr Mouton. 
--  I wouldn't say very long.

What would you call very long? How long was it? ---
My memory of those first few days in hospital is very limited.
I would say maybe half an hour.

It is not contained in the notes that he took of that 30 
conversation. --  That doesn't mean it didn't happen.
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I will read to you - it appears on page 765 of the 

record - his notes thereon. He says: "Last Thursday at 
John Yorster Square, three security police threatened me.
One said he will make me stand, day and night, if necessary, 
for three days to make me talk. Two said I would get a 
5 year sentence because I was withholding information. One 
was Lieutenant Whitehead, one Captain Olivier, I don't know 
the name of the third one. I think he is a captain from 
Newcastle in Natal. He and Olivier said I would be Jailed 
for 5 years." That is all the intimidation that is 10
contained here. --  Well it is quite possible that what I
said to Mr Mouton was not everything that happened on that 
day.

It goes on to say - "I said to the -one from Newcastle 
it is ridiculous. He said I will continue standing for a 
long time because I was being cheeky. After an hour I said 
to him I was suffering from arthritis and he allowed me to 
sit down. Lieutenant Whitehead came in and wanted to know 
why I was not standing. The one from Newcastle explained 
that I had arthritis." That is all that was said. 20
--  I don't think that just because that is all I said to
Mr Mouton, that nothing else happened on that day.

The statement that was taken, or rather, the affidavit, 
a fairly lengthy affidavit of seven typed pages, and that is 
more or less the only thing that appears in your statement.
--  What?

More or less what I have read. I will read it to you. 
Speaking of the 4th February: You say - "There I was 
interrogated by a Security Branch officer by the name of

30Kerr and Lieutenant Whitehead entered and left the room inter
mittently. Captain Olivier was also present for part of

the / ....
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the time. The main threat they made to me was that I would 
get a 5 yearssentence on the basis of withholding information 
because Neil had made a lengthy statement and if you compared 
his statement with mine, there was enough discrepancy for me 
to get a 5 year sentence. Both Kerr and Olivier threatened 
me with the 5 year sentence.' When I said to Kerr that that 
was nonsense, he got even more aggressive and made me stand 
for about three-quarters of an hour." That is the only 
threat contained in your statement. Of that day.
ADV BIZOS: With due respect, I don't want to interrupt my 10 
learned friend and I don't want to read it out to the witness, 
but Your Worship will see in paragraph 14 that there is a 
statement,...
COURT: 4-?
ADV BIZOS: 14- Of the witness's statement of a generalised 
nature. I am merely drawing attention to it Your Worship.
COURT: Now what is the paragraph you mentioned? A
paragraph in the statement? Or the affidavit. 
a DV BIZOS: In the affidavit, yes M'Lord.

20COURT: Thank you Mr Bizos. Mr de Vries, I think you must 
keep that in mind.
ADV DE VRIES: Paragraph 14-, I will read that out. "The whole 
atmosphere created by Whitehead and Kerr at my interrogation 
on that day was one of attempting to thoroughly intimidate 
me." Certainly. The atmosphere that was created. There
is nothing about Captain Olivier spending an hour... --
Olivier? Kerr.

Kerr. Warrant Officer Kerr, spending an hour talking
about detainees jumping out of windows and so on. --  Well
I wouldn’t regard that as a threat, I would say it contributed 30 

to a general atmosphere of intimidation.
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You were taken back to Hillbrow at approximately 4 o'clock 

that afternoon and the following morning you heard of Neil's
death? --  I am sorry, there is one thing that I have to
clarify. There is a typing error which says I was told about 
Neil's death in the morning. I was told about Neil's death 
in the afternoon. What happened in the morning was, I was 
expecting to be taken back to John Vorster Square to write my 
statement and they didn't come and fetch me. And I waited 
till the afternoon, and then I was told.

And shortly after that I think you had a breakdown,
you were taken to hospital? --  I don't know that a
"breakdown” is the right terminology to use.

That is not the medical terminology, what terminology 
would you use? —  I would say I was very shocked, I was very 
distressed.

And you had to receive treatment in hospital? --  I
was taken to hospital.

For how long did you remain there? --  I remained
there until I was released from detention.

When? —  I believe it is the 26th March. Which was a 20 
Friday. It was seven weeks after Neil died.

You were then totally released, you were not taken back
to the police station? --  I wasn't taken back to the police
station, I was released from hospital.
NO FURTHER QUESTIONS BY ADV DE VRIES:
COURT: Are you handing in this affidavit Mr de Vries? Or 
what is the position?
ADV DE VRIES: As I understand Your Worship's ruling in the 
judgment given, this is one of the statements that are not

30admissible, only that the witness be called to give viva voce 
evidence. Your Worship said nothing about the statement

being / ....
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being admissible.
COURT: Well as far as I am concerned, the statement can
be handed in and given an exhibit number. I can't remember 
the exact wording of my ruling at this particular stage, but 
if I did say this, I am prepared at this stage to accept 
this statement. I have listened to the evidence and the 
statement can be handed in.
ADV DE VRIES: I don't have the original of the statement 
with me, but I do have a photo copy. I will hand this to 
the witness, and the original will be handed in a bit later. 10 
ADV SCHABORT: May I just say something about that Your 
Worship with respect. We have no objection to this particular 
statement going in but the situation may well arise, with 
regard to the statements of other witnesses, where we have 
objections to some paragraphs in those statements, and we 
will ask Your Worship - we will take that up in due course 
Your Worship, and in those instances we believe it will not 
be correct to let the statements go in as such.
COURT: I will keep that in mind Mr Schabort. But at
this stage I am concerned with this particular statement. 20
If you would like to say anything regarding this statement,
I will consider your argument if you want to suggest anything.
Is there no suggestion at this particular stage? Mr Scha
bort?
ADV SCHABORT: No objection at this stage, none whatsoever.
ADV DE VRIES RE-EXAMINES: Dr Floyd, you made an affidavit
in regard to the death of Dr Aggett, is that correct? --
Yes.

Is this the affidavit that you made and signed? Or a 
photo-copy of it. 30

COURT: Sorry Mr de Vries, perhaps I gave the wrong
impression/ ....
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impression as far as this affidavit is concerned, but I think 
we will accept the affidavit and give it an exhibit number.
ADV DE VRIES: as  Your Worship pleases.

Is that the affidavit and your signature? --  Yes.
Do you then confirm the affidavit and hand it in as 

EXHIBIT '00'.
NO FURTHER QUESTIONS BY ADV DE VRIES:
EXAMINATION BY ADV BURGER: Dr Floyd, until yesterday, you
were in Court most of the time during these proceedings? --
Yes. 'i0

You listened to the evidence being given? --  Yes.
You told us that it is difficult for you to objectively 

describe Dr Aggett’s personality because of your close 
relationship. --  Yes.

Nov/ in a report by Dr Wolf, which was filed on behalf 
of the family, there is certain reference to what is said 
about Dr Aggett as him as a person, and can I put that to 
you, because I don't think I will have an opportunity of 
putting it to the people referred to in there, to just get 
your comments on that. Your Worship, that is page 244 of 20
the bundle. --  I haven't read that affidavit so I would
like to see...

Well accept my word for the moment. I will read to 
you what Dr Wolf says was said to him, and I will just ask 
your comments on that. First of all, Dr Wolf indicates that 
Dr Aggett's mother described him as follows: He had a sense 
of humour, he had an impish friendly grin, he was a very 
sincere, quiet determined person, will of steel. He did 
what he wanted, but only what he thought was right. Do 
you agree with that in general terms? —  I would agree with 30 

that in general terms.
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I think that doesn't give the total answer of what Neil was 
like.

His father is reported to have said that: He was a 
very determined, very affectionate easy child. He got more
determined as he got older. --  I think he was determined
in his work

And then his sister said that he was quiet and deep- 
thinking. Do you agree with that? --  Yes.

Would you like to qualify that? --  He was quiet, but
he wasn't withdrawn. He was a person who, if he decided to 'lO 
do something, it wasn't just an impulse, it was something 
that he had thought about.

Dr Voster, Professor Voster, also filed a report. It 
doesn't have an exhibit number yet. I want to read to you 
one passage from that which may be of relevance. You under
stand Afrikaans? --  Not very well.

I will read slowly. You had it in matric as a subject 
didn't you? --  I find it difficult to understand sophisti
cated Afrikaans.

Well, shall I read it to you and then try to explain 20 
to you what it says. And see what your reaction to that is. 
Professor Voster says at page 6 of his report, he is talking 
about Dr Aggett: "Hy vertoon die vermoS om homself effektief 
te handhaaf in interpersoonlike verhoudings op ’n geniansieerde 
wyse sodat hy, afhangende van die konteks en omstandighede 
wel daarin slaag om nouere of meer gedistansieerde kontak aan 
te knoop. Hy word dan ook deur sommige beleef as warm, 
gevoelvol, empaties en sensitief. Maar ook in ’n ander konteks 
as meer gedistansieerd, veeleisend, intellektueel, begeesterd, 
selfs tot *11 punt van irritasie." 30

Now if I can perhaps - let me ask you first, do you
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understand what he said? -- There are some words that I
don't understand.

Well I think what Professor Voster says in broad outline 
is that Dr Aggett would have been warm and sincere towards 
some people and then rather aloof and intellectual towards 
others, depending on the circumstances and the people involved.
--  He would have done that, depending on whether he knew
somebody. He was a bit shy. So that if he knew somebody 
well, he would be warm and affectionate. If he didn't know 
somebody well, and he was working with them and didn't have nO 
reason to spend a lot of time with them, he would deal with 
them in a very polite way, but he wouldn't be effusive in 
his emotions.

He could have appeared aloof and intellectual to such
people? --  I wouldn't say very aloof. I think he
responded to people in quite a personal way but not in an 
emotional way.

So you don't agree with Professor Voster's description, 
of what was told to Professor Voster. He may be wrong.
But this is one of the bases of his report. And I want to 20 
read this to you again. I don't think it is that difficult.
"Hy word dan ook deur sommige beleef as warm, gevoelvol empaties 
en sensitief. Maar ook in ’n ander konteks as meer..." and 
this is what I want to put to you - "...meer gedistansieerd, 
veeleisend, intellektueel, begeesterd..." More aloof, 
demanding, intellectual, even to the point of irritation.
Was the information given to Professor Voster. Would you
agree with that in general? --  I am saying that I agree
with it, but that isn't everything'that Neil was. I wouldn't 
like to accept that as a statement of all Neil was. 30

No. I am trying to read to you various extracts from
what / ....
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what people said about him, and this is one of many. --  In
certain situations, hut I wouldn't agree that he was irritable 
with people.

Can we then deal with your relationship with Dr Aggett, 
and may I just refer you to your affidavit which is now 
F TFT IB IT 00, where you said in paragraph 5 and the first 
sentence of paragraph 6 -

"In 'i978 when I came to Johannesburg I lived with 
Neil for a few weeks after which we separated."

As I understood your evidence today, you said for the first 'iO
year you didn't live together, but thereafter you did? --
Yes.

Which is correct? Did you live together for a few
weeks and then separated? --  We lived together for a few
weeks and then separated.

"In November "1979 we resumed living together and 
continued to do so until a few weeks before we 
were detained on 27 November 'i98'i."

WITNESS: Yes.
ADV BURGER: So at the date of the detention, you were not 20
living together again? --  We were not actually living in
the same house.

Then the first sentence of paragraph 6 -
"We were detained together on 27 November in 
the house in which Neil was living in Crown 
Mines."

WITNESS: Yes.
ADV BURGER: Were you aware of any affairs he was having,
apart from the relationship between you and him? --  No.

So it doesn't really make sense to ask you whether that 30 
upset you, because you weren't aware of that? --  Thex-e were
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no affairs, I know that.

Well, let me just read to you again what Dr Wolf says, 
because we have the difficulty that we will have to put this 
information to somebody, because we may not get the people 
who spoke to Dr Wolf, and on the strength of which information 
he based his opinion. On page 247 of the bundle he talks 
about the relationship between Dr Aggett and yourself. Did 
you ever speak to Dr V/olf? --  No.

Well he says, and I will read to you the whole para
graph - it may be in context better - -|0 

"Re Liz Floyd - medical practitioner.
She and Neil met while he was doing duty as a male 
nurse. They loved each other and lived together. 
They separated for a while. She was resentful 
of affairs he had with other women. They became 
reconciled and were close until the time of his 
arrest."

Is that not correct? The fact that you were resentful
about affairs he had with other \tfomen? --  One of the
reasons that we separated, when I first came to Jo'burg, was 20 
that he was involved with somebody else. But that was fully 
resolved within about six months. So that is something that 
happened in 1978, a full four years ago.

Were you resentful about that? --  At the time I was
resentful, but it certainly hasn't been something that has 
continued.

Do you know a lady by the name of Bridget King? ---
Yes. "

What was the relationship between Dr Aggett and her?
--- They were friends. 30

Then you remember there was some evidence given about
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the books, or as you described it, "a tenth of the books" 
found ... a tenth of the books in your possession which was 
taken by the police and. EXHIBITS ' Y * 2, 'Y'3 and 'Y'4- 
refer to that Your Worship. May I read to you Dr Floyd, 
what was put to Warrant Officer Prince during the evidence 
at page 382, and I.will just..ask your comments on that.
Page 382 of the-record .- I think it was my learned friend Mr 
Kuny who was cross-examining Warrant Officer Prince and he 
put to him

"En ek moet dit aan u stel dat Dr Aggett nooit 10
hierdie erkenning. aan u gemaak het in verband 
met die feit dat-hierdie boeke en dokumente sy 
eiendom was, want *n hele aantal van hulle was 
die eiendom van Dr Floyd."

And he is here discussing EXHIBIT 'Y'2. That long list 
containing about a 150 books. Do you know what I refer to?
--  The one that Warrant Officer Prince gave evidence on?

Well, he gave evidence on.three, and I don't want to 
mislead you, it really refers to 109. May I just put the 
extract from that list 'Y'2 before the witness Your Worship, 20 
so that we can tell her what we are talking about. That was 
the list which was under discussion.at the time. And it was 
put to Warrant Officer Prince that of those books belonged 
to you and not to Dr Aggett. Now, is that correct, firstly, 
and secondly, if it is correct, which books referred to there,
belonged to you? --  As far as I know, there are two
additional lists...

Yes, there are. --  -Which we signed for the day we
were detained, and I regard those as accurate lists. Because
there were some books that appeared on Warrant Officer Prince's 
list that didn't appear on our lists.

Well / ___
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Well shall I put 'Y'3 and 'Y'4 before you. Those 

are the two other lists you refer to now. I think 'Y'3 
was the list signed by Dr Aggett and 'Y'4 was signed by 
you, is that correct? You can take my learned friend 
Mr Kuny's copy if you prefer looking at that. Is it 
correct that ’Y'3 is signed by Dr Aggett and 'Y'4 signed by 
you? --  'Y'4 was signed by me with one correction.

Correct. Well we've traversed that. We have 
cleared that. I am really interested in 'Y'2. Which is 
the document read out in the record before you. The long 10 
one containing 109 titles. Now on that document it was 
put to Warrant Officer Prince that Dr Aggett could not have 
admitted ownership of all those documents simply because 
some of them belonged to you. That is how I understand 
what was put. --  That's true.

Do you agree with that? --- I agree with that.
Which of those books belonged to you?

COURT: You are now referring to 'Y'2?
ADV BURGER; To 'Y'2 Your Worship. I unfortunately don't 
have the exhibit number, but it was read into the record, 20
it appears at page 362 I think.
WITNESS: It would take me quite a long time to go through 
this because some of them are books and I wouldn't recognise 
them immediately.
ADV BURGER: Can we do that over tea-time Your Worship, 
and eperhaps go onto another topic. May I just have the 
record then back now, and I will let you have it over tea- 
time.

Dr Floyd, because of the ruling made by His Worship, I 
am not going to ask you questions about your questioning and 30 

interrogation in Bronkhorstspruit, but what I would like to
ask /  ....
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ask you on that is something that was put to Brigadier 
Muller during his evidence. It was put to him that you 
will come and tell the Court that people are kept in 
solitary confinement so as to disorientate them. Do you
remember that that was put to Brigadier Muller? --  I
remember something was put to him about solitary confinement.

Well let's get our facts clear. Let me read to you 
what was put. In all probability you were in Court, but 
let's make sure on that. Page 860 of the record Your 
Worship. The following was put by my learned friend Mr 10
Bizos to Brigadier Muller.

"Well I must put to you Brigadier, that the only 
inference that we are going to ask His Worship
to draw is that Dr Aggett, Dr Floyd and the

0

others who will be giving evidence in this case, 
who were not interrogated for any period of time, 
was in pursuance of this overall object of 
getting them disorientated in solitary confinement." 

And that is denied by the Brigadier. Do you remember that
that was put? --  Yes. 20

Well you haven't told us yet that this was the reason
of your solitary confinement, but.•.or the effect thereof.
But I want to take that up with you. And I want to start 
off by asking you why you did not give this evidence, which 
was said that you will give it, why that wasn't given?
I said that I was kept in solitary confinement and not 
questioned for more than three weeks. As to what the reason 
for that was, I don't think I am the right person to ask.

Or the effect? --  The effect?
yes. __  Could you tell me exactly what you are 30

wanting me to answer?
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Did that have any effect on you? --  I am quite sure

that being in solitary confinement for three weeks had 
fundamental effects on me.

You know, I have to lead you on this now simply 
because you didn't tender this at any earlier stage. But
did that really disorientate you? --  I was kept for three
weeks, without books for the first...it was more than two 
weeks, I had a bible for some of the time. I didn't have 
contact with people outside, except for a visit by my father 
on the Monday after I had started...it was the first Monday 10 
after my section 6 began. It certainly had a comprehensive 
effect on me, but I wouldn't be able to tell you specifically 
what those were, or measure them in any sense. I can 
remember examples of the effects of having been in the 
cells more clearly later on than in that period of detention.

That is the totality of your answer on that question?
Or would you like to add anything? --  What I would like
to say is, again in this Court, when you talk about somebody 
making a statement on...or things that happened on the 10th 
floor, on the 4th February, it looks very simple. But by 20 
the time you have been in detention for two months, even a 
couple of weeks, you haven't been told why you are there, 
it is an intimidating process. You are kept without contact, 
with outside, you are kept without any ordinary stimulation, 
you don't know what is going on, you don't know how long you 
are going to be there, it is a very disturbing situation to 
be in. And certainly puts extreme stresses on a person, 
even without additional pressure being exerted. I think 
that anybody in this Court would find it very difficult to 
sit in solitary, without reading material, apart from a 30

bible, for even one week. »
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On the 22nd December last year, you saw Mr Mouton, or 

Mr Mouton saw you, and you inter alia, this is his note,
said; "No complaints at all”. Do you remember that? --
I don't remember the exact day on which he came. What I do 
remember is, on almost all the visits that I had from the 
Inspector of Detainees, or the Magistrate, my first 
complaint was, I complained about being detained. And I 
was always told that is not a complaint. And the Inspector 
did not write that down.

So you complained... —  But I consistently... 10
Sorry, can I just put this question to you... --  Yes.
You complained about the fact of detention? --  I

complained that I had been detained.
Was that the totality of your complaint? --  Yes.

I also made other complaints to the Magistrate, and I can't 
remember exactly which complaints I made to the Magistrate 
and which complaints I made to the Inspector. I can 
remember saying to the Inspector that under the circumstances 
I have no complaint. My complaint is that I am detained.

On the 26th January you said to Mr Mouton in Hillbrow, 20 
inter alia, "The treatment is fine. No complaints. Request:
None. No other complaints.” --  Again, my standard
complaint was, I complained about being detained. There 
were complaints that I made to Magistrates that perhaps I 
didn't make to Mr Mouton. I would like to point out some
thing, that when you are in detention, particularly if it is 
long periods, without being taken out of the cell, if some
body comes to visit you, it is very difficult to remember 
things. And there may be things that you knew that you 
should complain about - when somebody suddenly arrives in 30 

your cell, you don't complain.
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Did you forget to complain? --- There are times that

I would forget to complain. Most of my complaints were made
to Magistrates.

When did you forget to complain Dr Floyd? To whom?
--  One of the complaints that I made to the Magistrate
in Bronkhorstspruit was that there was a day when I was kept 
without food, I think it was a mistake by the uniformed 
police. I was given a cooked meal on Sunday, lunchtime, 
bread an jam on Sunday, supper time, and I wasn't brought 
breakfast until about half past eleven in the morning, by 10 
which time I was dizzy, and had a headache. At that stage 
I had no food coming in from outside. That complaint I 
made to the Magistrate. That doesn't necessarily mean 
I made it to the Inspector of Detainees. I am generally 
not the kind of person who complains about things.

I have great difficulty in understanding that answer 
because the question was, when did you forget to complain 
about? You told us about a meal which you complained to 
the Magistrate. So that can't be the answer to the question?
__  I didn't complain to the Inspector about it. 20

But you complained about it to the Magistrate? — Yes. 
Was there any complaint which you should have laid,

which you forgot about? --  There may have been things
that I complained about at one time, and didn't complain 
about at another time. But I am not saying that there is 
a major complaint that I forgot to....

Shall we leave that aspect then. --  Sorry, I would
like to clarify that. That what I am saying is, every time 
the Inspector came, I wouldn't necessarily complain to him 
about everything that had happened since the last time that 30

he had seen me.
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The fact remains that nowhere do we find a complaint 

that you were disorientated as a result of solitary confine
ment. Do you agree with that? --  No. I wouldn't have
complained of that to the Inspector.

And you had no inhibition about complaining. You
complained if you thought it was necessary. --  I would
say that I had certain inhibitions about complaining.

That didn't prevent you from complaining? --  At
times I complained, at other times I didn't complain.

Well I must put this to you Dr Floyd, that on reading 
your affidavit, more so than to listening to your evidence, 
today, oiie doesn't get the impression of somebody who is 
terrified or who is afraid to speak her mind. Do you think
that is a fair comment? --  I wasn't terrified, I was
intimidated. But I think the thing that influenced the way 
that I responded to situations was that I believed that 
there was no - that I hadn't been involved in illegal 
activities, that I shouldn't have been there and that I had 
every right to stand up for myself.

And you did that? --  I would not say I did it all
the time.

Well you did it to the point of swearing at a policeman
9

--  I swore at him after he had gone on at me, on and on,
and on and on, and every time I gave an answer, he treated 
me like a liar, he would not accept my answers. I told him 
I hadn't written that document, and there comes a stage 
when somebody doesn't accept your answer, and you don't know 
of any other means to impress upon this person that you had 
nothing to do with a document.

What did you then do? --  That is when I swore at him
What did you say to him?
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--- Must I repeat what I said to him?

Please do? --- I would like to give an expla

nation of why I swore at him in this way.

The man involved was Lieutenant Whitehead, wasn't

it? --- Yes. I was repeatedly accused of having written

a document. Initually I thought it was a newspaper 

article. I didn't know what they were talking about. r

This started at Bronkhortspruit. When I got to John 

Vorster Sguare they repeatedly accused me of it and

I said: "I don't believe it, you must show it to me (10

because may be it is something that I wrote, that I

forgot about, may be if you show it to me , may be

that will refresh my memory." When I gaw it it was

something I had never seen before. I was continually

accused of having written it. I remember Whitehead

saying to me very specifically: "Now write that into

your statement." I said: "I'm not going to write it

into my statement because I have never seen that do

cument before. The only thing I can write into my

statement is that I am accused of writing this docu- (20

ment and I have never seen it in my life before. The

first time I saw it was on the 10th Floor of John

Vorster Sguare." He went on and on. Every time I

told him that I have never seen this document before

he treated me like a liar, he would not accept what I

said. At one stage, Captain Naude, I tried to explain

to him, I couldn't think of how to explain to him it

could not be mine because it just was not mine . I

tried to explain to him that it is not the style I

would write in. I tried to explain to him I didn't (30

really/...



2 . E .C . Floyd 

really understand what it was saying. I tried to 
■»------*------

explain that I'm not somebody who has academic

training and writes articles and he seemed to accept

that and Whitehead wouldn't. So finally what I said

to him is, I was very angry. I said to him: "I'm

tired of you and your fucking document" and his

response was to say: "If you swear at me I'll hit

you." I regarded that as totally unreasonable

and I said to him: "If you hit me I'll hit you back.______  i
Can I ask you again, is that the picture of

a woman who is intimidated by interrogators? --- I

don't think that I have said my initial period of 

interrogation was particularly intiirridating . I 

think I have drawn a fairly clear distinction that, 

being in detention and being on the 10th Floor was 

disturbing. I used to feel guilty although I knew I 

not guilty, but at the 4th of February was very inti

midating, it was a very diffirent experience.

Do you want to break up your period then in 

the pre-4th of February and the 4th of February pe

riod? ---Yes .

No complaints about the previous period,

but the 4th of February giving the difficulty? ---

I don't have major complaints about the interrogation 

except that I was consistently accused of writing a 

document that I had never seen in my life before and 

I was also generally accused of things that I did not 

have anything to do with.

That was the totality of what troubled you 

the fact that you were accused of things you contend

you/ . . .

(10

was

(20



you didn't do or you did not write? --- Yes and the

other thing that was stressful was being a detainee, 

kept in a cell, often without reading material and 

with no real contact with the outside world. That 

was definitely very stressful.
Those two factors then, prior to February

4th 1982? --- Yes.
Can I just put to you what Lieutenant Whitehead

will say on this aspect. Lieutenant Whitehead's 

memory is to the effect that you told him to stop (10 

talking shit and that you threatened to hit him and 

he then retorted and said you are not the only one who 

could throw your weight around. That' is his recollec

tion of this incident. --- I d on’t remember those spe

cific words, but then again I w o n ’t actually remember 

everything, but I don ’t remember that.

Do I understand that you cannot deny this

version, as opposed to your one? ---- There was a lot

said on the 10th Floor, I wouldn't say that was not

said. * (20 
So you say you cannot deny this? --- I cannot

deny this .
Did Lieutenant Whitehead treat you badly 

from the inception or was there a time that he treated

you well or how would you describe his treatment of

you generally? --- There were freguent occasions when

he was aggressive. My main complaint about Lieutenant 

Whitehead is he would not listen to me.

* He would not listen or he would not believe

yOU? ___ Both. He treated me like a liar and he (30
woulti-/-.--



would continue with the same questions. Perhaps the 

best way I can put it is that I am a fairly senior 

doctor, I am a person who is not used to being trea-

ted as a liar, even if I am on the— L&th_Floor of

John Vorster Square, I expect to be treated with 

respect and I expect to treat other people with 

respect. Lieutenant Whitehead was somebody I could 

not treat with that kind of respect and he certainly 

did not show that kind of respect to me.

Is your answer that he was constantly rude to (10

you? --- I wouldn't say he was abusive but he showed

me no respect and he showed no respect for what I was
0saying or what I was writing in my statement.

You said in your affidavit his attitude towards 

you varied? --- Yes.

What does that mean? --- At times he tried to

be nice to m e .

Dr. Floyd why do I have to read this from your 

affidavit before we get that answer? Because a minute 

ago I asked you whether he was always rude and you (20 

said: "Well he was not always abusive." It now 

appears that Lieutenant Whitehead on your own showing

treated you well from time to time? --- From time to

time but I found it irritating.

That he treated you well? --- To sit in soli

tary confinement in cells and be detained and then for 

an interrogator to try and treat you nicely does not 

make sense to me.

.So you did not even take kindly to Lieutenant

Whitehead when he tried to treat you nicely? --- I (30

didn ' t/ . . .



didn’t take kindly to Lieutenant Whitehead making 

personal comment about my physical appearance which 

is what he was trying to do.

Dr. Floyd we are discussing the incidents 

where Lieutenant Whitehead treated you nicely. We 

have established already that they existed. That is 

what we are debating now. Can I repeat the guestion .

Do I understand you correctly that even those inci

dents irritated you? --- Yes.

So he really couldn't do anything right in (10

your eyes? --- I did not get on with Lieutenant

Whitehead .

If he cross-examined you and did not believe 

you, you were angry and if he tried to treat you nice

ly you didn't like it? --- I think I have explained

the basis for that. There were some people on the 

10th Floor that I had some respect for, who I could 

communicate with, who I felt, if I talk to them they 

responded as people. I never had that experience 

with Whitehead. (20

Do you lose your temper? --- No.

Do you never lose your temper? --- Very rare

ly. I work under very stressful conditions and I don't 

lose my temper.

Do you know sergeant van Schalkwyk? --- Yes.

Did you meet him on the 10th Floor? --- Yes.

Did he do you any harm? --- No.

How did he treat you? --- He used to talk

to me while I was writing my statement and the rela

tionship between us was always cordial, there were (30

no/ . . .



D - E.C. Floyd
no problems of arguments or antagonism.

Do you understand the procedure in Court 

when guestions are put to a witness and then the 

counsel guestioning the witness, puts something to 

the witness to say that doctor so-and-so will come 

and say this and that. Do you understand that pro

cedure? We dealt with it this morning where My 

Learned Friend said that Dr. Floyd will come and tell 

us about disorientation because of solitary confine

ment. We have canvassed that aspect. So what I (10 

want to ask from you, you understand that procedure 

where your counsel will put something to a police 

witness to say that "my witnesses wil*l come and say

this and that." --- I can understand what you are

saying but I am not familiar with that.

As a proposition of logic that must be not 

too difficult for you to understand? --- Yes.

The purpose of that, you will understand, is 

to give a chance to the police witness to rebut 

that evidence. To say "I deny it or I admit it" or (20 

whatever the position is. --- I can see that.

Do you understand that? --- Yes.

Do you remember that Warrant Officer Prins 

gave evidence in this Court? --- Yes.

Do you remember him being cross-examined 

by your counsel? --- Yes.

Sorry, by counsel for the family. Do you 

remember that? --- Yes.

_ Why didn't you say to the family's counsel 

what W/0 Prins was supposed to have done to you. (30

You/ ....



You were sitting right behind My Learned Friend Mr.

Bizos at the time, if I remember correctly? --- I'm

sure I have told them about it.

M R . BIZOS: My Learned Friend's recollection cannot 

be entirely correct because I think I was absent 

whilst Mr. Prins gave most of his evidence, engaged 

in another trial, but we all know we can make mistakes. 

COURT: I didn't hear him mention your name Mr. Bizos,

I heard him refer to counsel.

MR. BIZOS: Your worship he said Mr. Bizos. (10

M R . BURGER: Your worship shall I retort and say what 

is sauce for the goose, is sauce for the gander in 

this case. I'll settle for Mr. Kuny'on that score.

Dr. Floyd you see the problem we have with 

your affidavit on this aspect is that W/0 Prins gave 

evidence at length. It was never put to him that 

he shouted at you. So W/0 Prins was never given an 

opportunity of rebutting or denying or explaining 

this. --- I'm not a lawyer, but I think that if every

thing that happened to me in detention went into an (20 

affidavit, or everything that happened to every de

tainee in detention went into an affidavit, this 

Court would have an impossible task.

Shall be go to basic principles. Did you 

tell that at the counsel at the time that this man

shouted at you or did you not? --- I'm pretty sure

that I did .

You did tell it to him? --- I'm pretty sure

that I .did .



shouted at me?

Yes? --- It upset me, it intimidated me.

Do you have any difficulty in remembering

that? --- No, I remember it very clearly because it

was a stressful episode.

Did it make a very positive impression on 

your m i n d ? ---Yes .

You never told anybody about that until your 

affidavit was filed, except for counsel now if what 

you remember is correct, that you told counsel that. (10

But why was that never mentioned to Mr. Mouton? ---

When you are in detention I think one does not suffer 

from illusions that you are there fpr people to be 

kind to you and you accept that kind of treatment 

just in the same way as you have to accept being 

locked up in a cell without communication with any

body outside .

Dr. Floyd that cannot be the answer, you 

could never have thought that this type of treatment 

was part of the., that this is the way things are (20 

done on the 10th Floor? --- I did.

You thought that was normal? --- I thought

it was normal .

Why complain about it in your affidavit then?

--- I don't think as a detainee I was prepared to

complain about every single thing that ever happened 

to me. I did not see much point in complaining about 

something like that on that level.

You see I have great difficulty in understan

ding your selective complaining. When Lieutenant (30

Whitehead/...



Whitehead asks you questions incessantly, you com

plain about it; when Warrant Officer Prins shouts 

at you, you do not complain because you think that

is normal? --- As a detainee there are a lot of

things that you have to accept and there will be 

some things that you would regard as important enough 

to complain to people like Mr. Mouton. I can remem-r 

ber that Major Cronwright came into the room very 

soon after Prins had been shouting at me and I said 

to him .. he said: "How are things?" I said: (10

"Okay, but I don't like being accused of things I 

haven't done." If that happens what more can I say?

I didn't regard myself in detention ,as having the 

right to complain about those kinds of minor events 

and little did I feel that any complaints that I had 

would really make much difference.

So we have had a wide spectrum of answers 

now. First of all it was a minor event, secondly 

you thought it was not worthwhile complaining about 

and thirdly you thought it was normal on the 10th (20 

Floor ? ---Yes .

You abide by all three those answers? --- Yes.

Dr. Flloyd even what Warrant Officer Prins 

is supposed to have said to you troubles me tc some 

extent. If one takes your affidavit it is stated 

that he said things like: "We won't have you on our 

conscience." --- Yes.

"You are a lady and we want to treat you like 

a lady." --- Yes.

Isn't that a most perculiar type of statement (30

to/...
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to make? --- I agree.

Did you find it perculiar at the time? ---

Yes .

Did it make sense to you at the time? ---

It did not make sense to me at the time. Eut, it was 

made in a very threatening manner. I wasn't at all 

sure what he meant at the time.

As My Learned Friend Mr. de Vries pointed out, 

this was also at a most improbable time that it happened. 

You just sat down to start making a statement when (10 

the man came in and threatened you, do you remember

that? --- I said I can't say whether I had started

writing or not. I suspected that it was just before 

I started writing. I cannot say definitely whether 

I was writing or not at the time.

A completely illogical time to make this threat 

before you start writing. One would have expected 

if you had written six pages and it was of no help, 

that he could complain, but before you start writing 

he starts threatening you? --- Yes. (20

Can you give any explanation for this most

perculiar behaviour? --- No I cannot.

THE COURT ADJOURNS FOR TEA 

ON RESUMPTION:

ELIZABETH C. FLOYD: (Still under Oath)

CROSS-EXAMINED BY MR. BURGER: (Cont.) Dr. Floyd, 

you have the record open before you at pages 366 

until 370, is that correct? I want you to listen 

to the guestion I am going to put to you. Can you 

just read out to us the numbers of the items (30

indicating/..



indicating books belonging to you and not to Dr.

Aggett, that is all I want to know from you. ---

I'll read out the numbers that I know are definitely 

mine. There are some books that had been on our 

shelves for a couple of years and I cannot say exact

ly who bought them and there are one or two books that 

had not actually been read.

I am only interested in the documents of which 

you are positive belong to you and not to Dr. Aggett

and you can just read it out by number really. --- (10

13, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 28, 29, there is a 

whole lot after that where I cannot be sure. From 

30 to 37 because, sorry. 35 is mine. The problem 

is some of these things, just by the way they are lis

ted here, I do not actually know what they are, so I 

cannot be sure. 43, I think 47, 60, 61, 63, 64, 65,

66 - sorry from 63 to 68 are all labour buletins 

which we had a subscription to which I think I paid 

for and from 75 to 85 is the same. Any of those were 

jointly shared, those were all labour buletins. 70, (20

71, 72, 73, I think 74.

70 being volume 1 of Marxist Capital? ---

Yes. 86 is definitely mine, the next three are 

SASPU's, again I would not be able to say whose they 

are but some of them are mine, that is 87 to 89.

90 was mine, 91, 92, 93 is Social Review, three issues,

I cannot say whose those were. 94, 95, 96 were mine.

97 I am not sure what it is. 100 was mine and I think 

that is" all.
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Vorster Square for a moment with you. Is it correct 

that the rooms are demarcated by prefab walls con

sisting in the top half of glass? --- Yes.

Frosted glass? --- Frosted glass.

It is not sound proof is it? --- It is not

sound proof but I don't think you can hear what 

people are saying next door. I don't remember hearing 

what people could say next door.

Was the door ever locked while you were 

guestioned? --- No. (10

People could move in and out freely? --- In

terrogators tend to.

In paragraph 13 of your affidavit you said 

that you were handcuffed, apparently on Lieutenant 

Whitehead's instructions and you told us today why 

you thought that was the position? --- I was told.

I just want to put to -you that that is 

according to regulations, that when detainees are 

transported from point A to point B they should be.

___ I had never been handcuffed before that, they (20

have never found it necessary even when I was taken 

to the dentist.
I want to put it to you further that it was 

not on Lieutenant Whitehead's instructions that you 

were handcuffed on that occasion. You would not know

but I just put it to you in fairness. --- That is what

I was told. I was told by the female lieutenant.

You told us this morning that you were made 

to stand for about half an hour or three quarters of

an hour? --- I would not be able to say the exact (30
time/ . . .



time period but it was something between half an 

hour and an hour .

When you complained to W/0 Carr about that

he allowed you to sit down? --- I didn't actually

say to him, I didn't specifically complain about 

standing, I said to him: "Do you know I've got 

arthriti s • "

Did that trouble you at the time? --- Yes.

And did he then allow you to sit down? ---

Yes. (10

You said it was W/0 Carr who then said to 

Lieutenant Whitehead when he came in and enguired

why you were sitting that he shouldn't worry? ---

Something to that effect.

And that was accepted? --- Accepted but

Lieutenant Whitehead looked unhappy about it.

Did he do anything about it? --- No.

You also said Dr. Floyd that Lieutenant White

head said to you that you know why you are here? ---

Yes . (20

Is it correct that he saw you and Dr. Aggett

very much as people sharing joint knowledge? --- He

saw us as a couple and he consistently tried to play

us off against each other.

Did you get the impression that he thought that 

any information which Dr. Aggett had, you would also 

have? --- I don't remember him saying that specifi

cally. I can remember Captain Nause saying something 

to that effect.
I am talking of impressions, is that the (30

impression/ . . .
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impression you gleened? --- I got the impression yes.

You told us about Captain Olivier who refer

red to a news paper clipping showing somebody who 

got a five year sentence? --- Yes.

Again today that is the first time we have 

heard about that incident in Court, we have not seen 

that in a complaint to a magistrate or to Mr. Mouton 

or in your affidavit. How is it that your evidence 

today contains minute detail which we did not see

earlier, did you forget about it? --- I did not for- (10

get about it .

Why didn't you put it in your affidavit at

least? --- I don't think that everything I have to

say in the witness box, is contained in that affidavit.

My impression is my affidavit is an outline of that 

day .

I put it to you that one would have expected 

the serious incidents, the important incidents to be 

reflected in your affidavit and the lesser ones per

haps to be left out, do you agree with that? --- Yes. (20

In your affidavit you told us in great detail 

how you were standing as you are doing today, you are 

standing, but you did not tell us of an incident where 

one of the interrogators told you that somebody jumped 

out of the window and he caught him by his hand and 

his foot and he held him there for some time. It 

must have been a ghastly story to tell anybody. Did 

you consider that to be a minor incident? --- I con

sider it: to be the kind of thing one is subjected to 

on the 10th Floor. (30

Bu t / . . .



But not standing? --- Yes I consider standing

also to be the kind of thing they subject you to. I 

did net regard the whole story of being told about 

detainees jumping out of windows as something terri

bly crucial or terribly substantial. I mean standing 

I stood, this was just something that someone was 

say ing .

I don't understand that. Do you want to 

tell us that you thought standing was out of the or

dinary but telling ycu stories about people jumping (10 

out of windows killing themselves was standard on the

10th Floor? --- It fitted in with what was happening

on the 10th Floor. «

Is that your evidence Dr. Floyd? --- I am

not surprised that somebody on the 10th Floor sat 

and talked to me about that.

Were you surprised that somebody on the 10th 

Floor made you stand? --- No.

Why did you make a statement in your affidavit

referring to that then? --- I think it was something (20

significant.

Then again this behaviour which I find diffi

cult to understand. Lieutenant Whitehead saying tjiat 

you'll stand there till Saturday? --- Yes.

Then comes the afternoon you go back to your 

cell? --- I don't have explanations for that.

Did you ever believe him when he said you will

stand there until Saturday? --- I believed it was

within his power to make me stand till Saturday.

But on the first occasion when you ask to be (30

seated/ ...
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16 E .C . Floyd 

seated you were allowed to be seated? --- Yes.

Did you still believe that he would make

you stand till Saturday then? --- I think he could

if he decided he wanted to. I think something that 

I need to put to the Court is that when you are in 

detention it is very, very clear that everything 

about your future and your present circumstances 

are totally at the mercy of someone like that. If 

he says you have no books, then you have no books, 

no food and you have no food. If they say to you (10 

you will be kept here all night, then you will be 

kept there all night. You cannot stand and argue 

with your interrogator and say, give me back my food.

It is made perfectly clear to you he has the power 

to do that.

Dr. Floyd you did not only argue with them, 

you told them for time to time they were either talking 

nonsense or they were rediculous or you used rather

strong language towards them? --- Well when I felt

that what they were talking about was absolutely (20

irrelevant and was not true I was prepared to tell 

them that because I was there to be making a state

ment. They were trying to ge things out of me, I 

had to do that.

This document you refer to, this was not 

something created in Lieutenant Whitehead's imagina

tion, it was a real document? --- It was a document.

It was shown to you? --- Part of it was shown

to me. It was a photostat copy and the last page was 

not there. (30

You/ . . .



You got the impression that he believed you

were the author of that document? --- I got that

impression very emphatically.

I want to put to you that your evidence 

today, your detailed evidence about threats and things 

that were done to you on the 4th of February 1982 

on the 10th Floor of John Vorster Sguare will be de

nied by Lieutenant Whitehead, W/0 Carr and Captain

Olivier if they are called to give evidence. --- I

won't be surprised. (10

Except to the extent I have put their versions 

to you so far. Lieutenant Whitehead will for instance 

admit that he put that document to you, that you de

nied knowledge and that he insisted that you knew 

of it, that he will admit. Then you have given evi

dence to the effect, was it Lieutenant Whitehead who 

tried to play you and Dr. Aggett off against each 

other ? ---Yes.

In that context, how did he try and do that?

--- He would talk about Neil, he would say: "I'm (20

friendly with Neil, how come you are not friendly 

with me." What about Neil, Naude would ...

Sorry, can I just have that first statement

you made? --- He would say to me, "I", Whitehead is

friendly with Neil, how come I am not friendly with 

Whitehead.

So he complained that he and Dr. Aggett was 

on good terms, and you did not even like the nice 

things he tried to do with or to you? --- That's right.

That troubled him? --- He said that. (30

Understandably/.



Understandably that troubled him Dr. Floyd,

do you agree? --- No.

What else did he put to you? I'm trying 

to get the evidence to the effect that he tried to 

play off Dr. Aggett and yourself, the one against

the other? --- That is the general impression, I

would have to think about exactly which incidents 

there were. He would ask me what about Neil's in

volvement in this or what was Neil doing or what 

kind of person was Neil. Van Schalkwyk for instance (10 

ask me, didn't Neil meet with somebody like Barbara

Hogan of ten .

Did he put things to you which was informa

tion obtained from Dr. Aggett? --- There were a couple

of things that he said that came from Neil.

Can I put two of the things, I don't want 

to put everything because I don't think it is neces

sary and it is not really nice. But let me put to 

you two of the things. First of all he said, or 

Lieutenant Whitehead will tell the Court that he put (20 

to you that Dr. Aggett had said that you attended a 

joint reading on Marxist Capital with him at some 

stage, can you remember that he put that to you?

No I don't remember him putting that to me.

Is it possible that he put it to you and that

you forgot about it? --- I doubt it. One of the

things that I specifically remember that Whitehead 

said to me, fairly early on. He said to me he b e - 

lieves'that Neil is involved with another woman and 

that this person is so and so and my response to that (30

was/ . . .



w a s : "Look I knew what you people are up to, I 

know that you try those things cut on detainees .

Neil and I know what is going on and I think that 

your behaviour is disgusting" and he backed off very 

fast. He was apologetic for ever having said that.

I regard that as him trying to play Neil off against 

me. One of the things he recurrently said was what 

he wants to find out is who was responsible for the 

other one becoming involved and my reply to that w a s : 

"Both of us were entirely responsible for our own (10 

involvement. "

Did he back off again very quickly when you

said that to him? --- No.

Dr. Floyd, you thought that you and Dr. Aggett

were being followed for years? --- Yes.

Whether that is right or wrong is irrelevant 

for the purposes of my question, but that is what you 

thought. You were intensely aware of the possibility
«

of detention? --- I'd like to explain that. Neil

was a Trade Union Leader. We knew that a lot of (20

trade union people had been arrested for trade union 

activity. We knew that Neil was not involved in any

thing illegal but the attention that he was getting 

from the Security Police worried us and we certainly 

weren't, we felt that perhaps if a factory went on 

strike, they would pick Neil up. We certainly did not 

contemplate this kind of detention. *

Were you aware of the attention being given

to detentions in South Africa? --- Before we were

detained? (30

Yes/ . . .



Yes? --- Seme people had benn detained before

we were. I knew that there were some people who had 

attended a couple of meetings about what detainees 

legal rights were, but when I was in detention I was 

certainly not aware of the level of detainee support 

and people like DPSC.

Weren't you aware prior to ycur detention 

of the potential uproar in the event of a detainee 

getting injured or getting killed while in detention?

--- Being a doctor I'm very aware of the effect of (10

Biko ' s death •

You must have been aware that potentially 

there was a lot of publicity involved in a detainee

meeting his death or her death in detention? --- I

would say that in detention I did not regard it that 

way. In detention I started realising that a lot of 

unionists had been picked up and I certainly hoped that 

that would elicit some public response.

I want to put to you something Dr. Floyd, 

and this is that you must have been aware that the (20 

very last thing the security police could have wan

ted was for any of the detainees to meet their death

in detention? --- I was very aware while I was a

detainee that the issue of suicide came up recurrently 

and that security police were, I often felt were not 

so much concerned with my wellbeing but were concerned 

that I should net do anything, I should not have access 

to anything or be in a situation where I could commit 

suicide. I found that very disturbing.

Because suicide would have greatly embarrassed

them/ . ..



21 E .C . Floyd 

them? --- I suspect so.

You were aware of that at all relevant times?

___ I wouldn't say it was the most important thing on

my mind at all .

I did not ask you whether it was the most im

portant thing on your mind Dr. Floyd. I asked you 

whether you were aware of that at all relevant times?

___ I wouldn't say at all relevant times I was aware

of it.

NO FURTHER_QUESTIONS (10

CROSS-EXAMINED BY_MR_. BIZOS: In your affidavit, 

some reference was made to your being on the 10th
*

Floor during the first week of January, I am refer

ring to paragraph 12. Do you recall ...

MR. SCHABORT: I'm sorry your worship, but I must 

make an objection at this stage. This evidence we 

submit Sir, is not admissible evidence. That is 

referring to paragraph 12 Sir, of the statement, 

sub-paragraphs (a) and (b). The witness was not led 

on that aspect by our Learned Friend and accordingly (20 

this is an aspect which only arises at this stage.

We submit Sir, with respect, that this is evidence 

which is not evidence implicating any person in 

particular. It is evidence which is so vague and 

of no evidential value in the proceedings. They 

cannot assist you, it is not similar fact evidence4 

of any nature Sir, and it is simply evidence, which 

if led Sir, is taking this case no where and cast 

some general aspersion, well if everything that happens 

on the 10th Floor, assuming that something of this (30

nature/. . .



nature happens Sir, is to be treated as evidence in 

these proceedings, then there will be no end to this 

Inque s t .

MR. BIZOS: Your worship, with the greatest respect 

Sir, what happens on the 10th Floor, is particularly 

relevant on your worship's ruling. The evidence of 

Mr. Smithers is Sir, that Dr. Aggett was illtreated 

cn the 10th Floor. The issue which your worship has 

to decide is whether that evidence is true or whether 

the denials are true. One of the bits of evidence (10 

that has been tendered up to now, is that you can 

hear from these offices and there are some senior 

officers there and that if anything‘untoward happened 

it would have been heard. It is therefore admissible 

to relate evidence, to place the evidence as it was 

placed on affidavit as to what happened on the occasion 

when Dr. Floyd said in her affidavit that she heard 

screams and I will intend asking her what responses 

they were. She does to a certain extent say what 

the responses are Sir. She was examined by My Learned(20 

Friend for the police officers Sir, about the atmos

phere or lack of atmosphere or whether, or how a per

son felt on the 10th Floor and whether one could 

complain or whether people could come to their assistance. 

Sir, with the greatest respect, having regard tc the 

evidence that is being admitted, the evidence given 

by this witness, to exclude evidence of screams being 

heard on two different occasions on the 10th Floor 

is in my respectful admission unrealistic. Furthermore 

since this affidavit has been made, Major Cronwright (30

has/...



has g i ve n evide nee and he produced a plan and he

s aid a por tion, he d id no t know what a portion of

the 10th Floor was u sed fo r . I want to give your

wor sh ip the ass uranc e tha t since that evidence was

>•H en and after the af fid avit of D r . Floyd was made

in C O nsu 1tation , she h as indicated to us to what

she saw and heard in r ela tion to that portion of

the 1 0 th Floor is vi ta iiy relevant to the credibility

of Ma j or Cronwr igh t an d v itally relevant Sir on the

atm os phere prev ailin g on the 10th Floor. Vitally (10

r el ev ant as to the cre dib ility of witnesses insofar

as th ey may, as your wor ship may be called upon not

to be lie ve them f or no t complaining. I submit with

res pe c t that th e af fid avi t was admitted as a whole.

Your worship asked My Learned Friend whether he had 

anything to say about this affidavit and he said he 

did not have anything to say about this affidavit, 

although My Learned Friend Mr. de Vries chose not 

to lead this evidence Sir, that is not in any way 

binding either on your worship or on us as to what (20 

evidence is going to be led Sir and I submit with 

the greatest respect that as the evidence is already 

there, I could merely ask the witness whether she 

adheres to it, but I would like to ask her certain 

further questions in relation to it in o r d e r  to 

elucidate it your worship.

MR. SCHABORT: Your worship if your worship deems 

it necessary to allow this evidence, evidence of this 

kind, we must call Constable Snyman and Sergeant van 

Schalkwyk in due course to come and refute evidence (30

of/ . . .



of this nature on the basis that this could be of 

any assistence in this case, well then your worship 

will see the relevance of the evidence and your 

worship will permit this evidence to be led. We sub

mit with respect that this evidence cannot take this 

case any further and we are not at liberty Sir, 

neither us, nor our Learned Friends, to introduce side 

issues of this nature which are collateral Sir and 

which really cannot have any probative value and your 

worship will recall, we referred your worship to (10

authorities at one stage, according to which an 

issue of this nature ought only to be canvassed if 

it has great significance in proving something. Other

wise your worship there will be no end tc side issues 

being mooted, embroidered upon and carried on with 

indef initely.

COURT: I have already accepted this affidavit. In 

the circumstances I think it is only fair that counsel 

be given an opportunity to cross-examine or examine 

cn the contents of this affidavit. I will allow this (20 

guestion and if necessary I will allow Mr. Burger 

further guestioning. You may proceed Mr. Bizos.

MR. BIZOS: Would you please tell his worship and 

the learned assessor, what you heard in the first

week of January on the 10th Floor? --- At one stage

I was sitting in one of the rooms on the 10th Floor 

and Seargeant van Schalkwyk was sitting at the same 

table as me and I was writing a statement and I heard 

scmeto4y screaming. It was loud and it was obviously 

from somebody in very severe pain, it was intimate (30

and/ . . .



and it was a sort of diffused scund but it came 

from the end of the corridor when you come cut of 

the lifts and you have passed quite a distance down 

that corridor between two rooms, more than two rooms 

with dcuble doors before you get to the normal offi

ces with the frosted glass. I cannot say exactly 

where the sound came from. It sounded like a mar's 

scream and I intentionally made a mental note that 

I must remember that because perhaps when I get out 

there will be somebody who was put under pressure (10 

during that day and it was something important I 

had to remember. I was very disturbed by it and 

Sergeant van Schalkwyk looked up when he heard it 

and I asked him who is it and I kind of thought for 

a while what I should do and wanted to do something .

I thought well from what it sounds like I don t think 

it is Neil, if it had been Neil I don't know what 

I would have done, but I would have done anything 

that I could have, and it stopped and therefore I 

did not do anything more. I did not see any reaction ( 

from ether people on the 10th Floor and I did not 

report it.

Was there any other occasion on which you

heard anything Dr. Floyd? --- During the same week,

that first week cf January, I saw, I was sitting in 

one of the offices and the door was slightly open 

and I saw a security policeman and a women bringing 

a black woman into the office across from me and I 

did net know who she was I had never seen her before 

but I could see she was a detainee. They closed the (.

door/ . . .



door and I couldn't hear what they were saying but 

after a while I heard her crying and sort of screaming 

in a sort of fairly high pitched sort of wailing 

noise and I was very worried about her although I 

did not know her, I knew she was a detainee and again 

I kind of wanted to do something and I turned to 

Constable Marietjie Snyman who was in the room with 

me at the time and I said to h e r : "What are they 

doing to her, are they hitting her?" She turned to 

me and she said in a very kind of superior tone: (10

"No we just use psychological methods." Then the 

crying stopped and I did not do anything more about
0

i t .

I would like to show you a copy of a Plan.

Please igncre the rest of the documentation. On 

the first occasion, could you indicate tc his worship

in which room you were? --- X wouldn't remember the

number but just from looking at the plan, I think I 

was in either ... it was one of the offices on the 

lefthand side when you come down from the lift. I (20 

think it was either 1006 cr 1007.

Where did what you heard and considered un

toward come from Dr. Floyd? --- It came down the

corridor from the direction of the lifts.

As you are looking at the Plan? --- On the

l e f t h a n d  s i d e .

Where are the lifts there? --- They are at

the very end of the corridor . The only thing tc 

the left of them is the service stair.

These rooms next to the lifts, have you any (30

idea/ . . .



idea whether they are locked up or did you ever pass

by them, did you ever notice anything about them? ---

They are double doors, sometimes I would notice that 

one of the double doors were open and the inside one 

would be closed. I never saw into them.

Eid you ever see any people going in and out

were they used or disused rooms? --- I never saw anyone

going in or out.

How often did you pass there? --- Every time

I was taken to the 10th Floor when I was brought from (10 

the lifts .

Are there any keys or any latches, who is in

control of those rooms with the double doors? --- I

have no idea.

Did you see any notice of it being a different 

department to the security police that occupy the

10th Floor? --- No, it was right next door to some

of the first offices on the left.

And on the second occasion when you heard

something untoward Dr. Floyd, where were you? --- I (20

was in an office on the lefthand side of the corridor 

when you look down from the lifts.

Can you remember the number? --- I don't r e 

member the number.

Where did the untoward sounds come from? ---

It came from the office directly across from me, across

the corridor from me.

When you heard these unusual sounds, did 

anyone’to your knowledge in control of the 10th Floor 

of John Vorster Square react in any way, did they (30

rush/. . .



rush to the place where the sound was coming from?

--- No, the constable obviously heard it and looked

up but I did not see anyone else responding.

You didn't hear anybody in the corridor say

ing: "What's going on, what's happening?" --- No.

When you were told that you may be called 

upon to stand until Saturday, do you recall what 

day of the week this was said? --- It was Thursday.

I just want to get clarity on this. The 

three weeks that you were at Bronkhortspruit, the (10 

first three weeks of your detention, did anybody ask 

you a single question?

MR. SCHABORT: Your worship with great respect, this 

is an aspect which has already cropped up in these 

proceedings on a previous occasion, at page 1130 of 

the record. Some questions were put to Major Cron- 

wright as follows: "Was Dr. Floyd interrogated for 

a period of over three weeks while she was in Bronk- 

horstspruit? - Edelagbare daar is opdrag deur my 

gegee aan Kaptein Naude om Dr. Floyd te Bronkhorst- (20 

spruit te besoek aan haar verduidelik wat ons van haar 

verlang, vir haar skryfmateriaal asook ’n potlood of 

'n pen te gee dat sy met haar verklaring kon begin."

"How long after detention did this happen? - Ek glo 

twee dae ongeveer . " Then your worship I objected on 

the basis that this was totally irrelevant to these 

proceedings and your worship sustained that objection 

at page 1132. "Question not allowed Mr. Bizos" There 

was some argument in the interceding pages. Your 

worship at this stage this is a re-opening of that (-

aspect/ . . .



aspect and we can only say that we would repeat our 

objection and we would ask you Sir to repeat your 

ruling .

COURT: Question again not allowed Mr. Bizos. Another 

question please Mr. Bizos. I think I have made a 

ruling cn that particular aspect.

MR. BIZOS: Your worship if your worship would just 

hear me, I will accept your worship's ruling but I 

merely want to say by way of explanation that My 

Learned Friend put to the witness on what basis was (10 

it put to Brigadier Muller that the purpose of her 

being kept was for the purposes of disorientating 

and I submit that . . .

COURT: I do have that in mind Mr. Bizos. But one 

mistake won't make that good.

MR. BIZOS: Yes perhaps I thought that once that was 

allowed, but any way I will accept your worship's 

ruling .

You told us Dr. Floyd that they were coming, 

your interrogators were coming with information from (20 

Dr. Aggett to you and you gave a numt&r of examples.

Which university did you graduate from? --- UCT.

And Dr. Aggett the same. Did they ever tell 

you anything about Dr. Aggett's university training?

--- On the 4th of February, the person who I call Carr

made a comment about "Neil admits that he should never 

have gene to UCT, that's where the problem started.

He regrets, so he said, going to UCT.

Did you believe that? --- I wasn't at all sure

whether to believe it because it was a very, very (30

strange/ . . .



strange comment, but the way he said it he was quoting 

Neil and I was very disturbed by that. I felt that 

it probably, it was something Neil would never ever 

say under normal circumstances. It was a crazy 

thing for an interrogator to think up, I thought it 

came from Neil and I thought it was extracted from 

Neil and I did not know how but it worried me very much.

You were asked about Brigitte King, who is 

or was she? --- A friend of ours.

Did she own a house? --- She rented a house. (10

Had you and the late Dr. Aggett, had you

ever lived in her house? --- Neil was living in her

house at the time of detention and I used to spend 

a lot cf time there but I didn't actually live there.

Yes but you spent nights there? --- Yes.

You told My Learned Friend that you objected 

to Lieutenant Whitehead making reference to personal 

matters when he was attempting to be nice to you and 

there was an implied criticism in your answer to My 

Learned Friend's question that you were not really (20 

responding to the friendly overtures made. What was

it that you found upsetting? --- One of the early

comments that Whitehead made to me when I first arrived 

on the 10th Floor, I was wearing a dress that my 

mother had brought me for Christmast which happens 

to be a loose dress. His first comment is: "Liz are 

you pregnant" and I found that most irritating.

Did you think that a friendly comment?

No .
Were there, I don't want you to give them, (30

but/ . . .



were there other such examples of his behaviour? ---

There were other examples where he would make comments 

about what I was wearing.

Did you regard the relationship between in

terrogator and detainee as one which permitted such

niceties? --- They tended to treat me in a very familiar

way which I don't usually accept from strangers or 

people I don't know. I mean if somebody is a friend 

I would accept a familiar response but not from an 

interrogator who is keeping me as a prisoner . (10

NO FURTHER QUESTIONS

COURT: Mr. Burger this point has been raised paragraph 

12 (a) and (b). If you do want to examine further on 

this particular aspect you are allowed to do that.

MR. BURGER: Your worship I take it that this is 

subject to the objection made by My Learned Senior.

COURT: I think that has been recorded and I do have 

that in m i n d .

FURTHER CROSS-EXAMINATION_ BY_ MR_._ BURGER : Dr. Floyd 

the two incidents you have told us, after I had (20

finished guestioning you, must have been the most 

upsetting incidents of your whole stay at John Vorster 

Square? --- I wouldn't say they were the most upsetting,

they were upsetting.

They were the nearest to seeing or hearing 

what sounded to you like irregular proceedings going

o n ? ---Yes.
What did ycu think what was happening to 

these people who cried, on your version, or screamed?

___ The first screams I heard sounded like somebody (30

in/ . . .



in very severe physical pain.

What did you think? --- I obviously worried

that somebody was being subjected to physical pressure.

Physical abuse? --- Physical abuse.

Similarly on the second occasion? --- That

was my initial response. When constable Snyman said 

no they are not assaulting her, I was prepared to 

accept that the person was upset and was being talked 

to and that is why she is crying.

We'll come to that but the first incident was (10 

certainly the nearest you came to witnessing what you

thought was an assault? --- Yes, my respons to that

was, sure I'm not being subjected tc physical abuse 

but I should in no way presume that no one else is, 

and that it could happen to me as well.

What I am trying to ascertain from you is, 

that must have been the high point of an uncomfortable 

and a very upsetting experience during your stay at

John Vorster Square? --- I wouldn't say it was the

most serious, it was one of the upsetting aspects. (20

How would you evaluate that as opposed to

you having to stand for instance? --- I was very aware

that the treatment I got was not, look it was very 

stressful being in detention, being in cells, I was 

very aware throughout my detention that my treatment 

could be a lot worse, that I was not being subjected 

tc severe pressure.

You must know that is not an answer to the 

question. The question is how did you evaluate the

two incidents, which was the more serious? --- The (30

first/. . .



first o n e .

Of course the first one, but you complained 

about the second one only. When you make a statement 

to Mr. Mouton you highlight the standing but nothing

is said about someone screaming down the passage? ---

Yes .

How does one explain that? --- I think I have

tried to explain that already. When you are in de

tention it is made very clear to you that you are 

totally in the mercy of the people who are keeping (10 

you. I would see no point in complaining about that.

I think as you said just now, it was a very vague 

thing, I didn't see anything, I didn't know who was 

involved. It was the kind of complaint which I doubt 

even Mr. Mouton would have written down.

Did you try him on that? --- No.

Why do you say it was vague? You heard the 

screaming from somewhere you though you could locate, 

you were very upset about it, you thought someone 

was being treated very badly? --- Yes. (20

Why do you think that was vague? --- Because

I did not see anything and I did not know who the 

person was and I did not even know which room it came 

from .

Did you ever consider complaining or just 

saying that to Mr. Mouton? --- No.

Saying that to M r . Button? --- I don't know

who Mr. Button is.

* The magistrate who visited you from time to

t ime ?



who visited me from time to time at a l l . The magis

trate who visited me from time to time Vvas particularly, 

at Hi 1lbrow, was particularly unreceptive to any 

complaints that I had.

Did you ever try to complain about this to

him? ___ I didn't try and complain about that to him

but I did try and complain about other things to him 

and he took almost no notice.

And this incident, or these incidents occurred

at a time which I understood from your evidence, this (10

morning, was the guiet period, prior to 4 February,

I thought we decided this morning that your detention
0

could really be broken up into two periods, the period 

preceding 4th of February when everything was relative

ly calm and I asked you what were you complaints during 

that period and you went to great lengths to tell us 

and I think you could mention two. The fact cf soli

tary confinement and the fact that you could not read. 

Those were the two complaints you had and then on 

the 4th of February when you had your major complaints . (20 

In the light of that Dr. Floyd, how does one evaluate 

your evidence now of these incidents which were 

supposed to be preceding the 4th of February 1S82?

___ When I was in detention there were times that I

would know that something else was wrong and I didn t 

believe that anything I could d c , could change those 

things. I'll give you an example. At one stage 

policewomen were talking about one of the other 

detainees that were sick and they did not mention 

the name. From the medical condition they were (30

talking/...



talking about I knew who it was and I knew that 

the doctor had net made the proper diagnosis and had 

under estimated the severity of the illness. I thought 

very seriously of trying to go to the district sur

geon and saying: "Look I know somebody is sick and 

I want to tell you about it." I refrained from 

doing that because I was afraid they would use it 

against that person in an interrogation. That person 

was admitted very ill, soon after I was, to hospital.

You were afraid that somebody would be (10

treated badly or it would be held against somebody 

if you diagnosed it properly, but you were not afraid 

to complain about people threatening you and being 

made to stand and nasty exchanges between you and 

interrogators? --- For sure.

How is that possible? --- I was concerned

about other detainees. Certainly if I had thought 

that was Neil screaming, I would have complained 

straight away. I did not know who it was.

Because you did not know who it was, you did (20 

not complain? --- That's right.

Had you known you would have complained? ---

I think s o .

Then you say on the second incident, when the 

black woman screamed, constable Snyman said to you 

something and you accepted that, you thought she was

just distressed? --- Yes and the screaming and the

crying stopped.

~ What is your eventual evaluation of that

incident now, that it was a woman who was upset? --- (30

That/...



That ' s right y e s .

That nothing untoward had happened to her? --

I'm sure nothing --  it wasn't terribly serious, it

did not sound like she was being physically assaulted, 

but she was upset enough to be crying and screaming. 

You did not think anything untoward had

happened to her? --- I think anything that happens

to somebody that gets them crying and screaming, is 

something untoward, I don't know what happened.

So something untoward had happened tc her?

---Yes .

You get a meaningless explanation fron the 

constable to the effect that they are using psycho

logical methods, that is meaningless, do you agree

with me? --- I wouldn't say it is meaningless.

I would you understand it doctor? --- I un

derstood it that they did not have to hit her to make

her feel distressed.

And you were satisfied with that > that your

uncomfortableness was unwarranted? --- No I felt (.

my uncomfortableness was warranted and I felt power

less to do anything about it.

Even to the extent of telling Mr. Mouton

about it? ___ My general impression from Mr. Mouton

was, he was a very nice person, he listened to you, 

he was concerned but that he had no power to inter

vene in those kinds of things.

Did he not tell you that he reports directly

to the- M i n i s t e r ? ---He did tell me that.

Did you believe him? --- I believed him, but

the/. .



the general impression that I got was that it didn't 

carry weight as far as I could ...

Reporting directly to the Minister doesn't 

carry any weight? --- That was my impression.

On what did you form that impression Dr.

Floyd? --- His manner was apologetic, he was trying

to be kind, but I could see that he could not do 

anything about things.

And on those two observations you thought 

that his reports directly to the Minister about c o m - (10 

plaints, did not carry any weight? --- Agreed.

The screaming you heard down the passage
#

in the first instance, could that have been from 

another floor? --- I doubt it, I cannot say definite

ly, I cannot say exactly where the sound came from, 

but it sounded like it came from the same floor.

Could that have been from the righthand side 

as you walk out of the lifts? --- No.

Why not? --- Sorry, the righthand side ...

As you walk out of the lifts? --- Do you (20

mean which side of the corridor or which side of the 

building?

The corridor? --- I could not say which side

of the corridor it came from.

You said a few minutes ago it came from the

left you thought? --- No, I said that looking at that

Plan, if you look at the length of the corridor, it

came from one end of the corridor and not from the

other .* I could not side which side of the building,

from the corridor it could be from. (30
And/ . . .



And you are not sure whether it was 8th,

9th or 10th floor either? --- I was on the 10th Floor

and it sounded like it came from the 10th Floor.

But you cannot be sure? --- I couldn't be

completely sure but I very much doubt whether it 

came from a different floor.

Was the door closed at the time? --- I think

it was slightly open but it would be very difficult

to say specifically.

It could have been closed? --- It could have (10

been closed.

And you have told us earlier today before 

we have canvassed this aspect, thaf when that door 

is closed you cannot even hear what people are saying 

next door when they are talking to each other? ———

That ' s right.

Is that correct? --- That's right but that

scream was so loud, it was actually loud in the room

that I was i n .

If it becomes necessary both Constable Sny- (20 

man and Sergeant van Schalkwyk will deny these inci

dents where you implicate those two people.

NO FURTHER QUESTIONS 

NO RE-EXAMINATION

MR. BIZOS: May I ask one question M'lord, when 

the complaint to Mr. Mouton was made, what the wit

ness's state of mind was. Your worship will recall 

when it was and I merely want to get that from her.

The visit by Mr. Mouton when the complaint was made

that was eluded to by My Learned Friend in his (30
cross/ . . .



13^0.

cross-examination, what the witness's state of mind 

was at that time.

COURT: Hasn't that been recorded already Mr. Bizos, 

do you want it to be repeated?

MR. BIZOS: It looks your worship, one of the cri

ticisms that is going to be advanced in relation to 

the credibility of the witness is going to be that, 

perhaps I am underlining but I would ask, with respect 

that I be allowed to do that.

COURT: Yes Mr. Bizos. d °

FURTHER CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. BIZOS: Dr. Floyd, 

when Mr. Mouton came and recorded your complaint, 

was this before or after D r . Aggett*s death? He

came several times, I am not sure which complaint you

are talking about.

You told us when you complained to him, this

complaint was made at the hospital? --- Yes.

At that stage, did you know of Dr. Aggett's

death? ---Yes .

Could you please tell us about your state (20 

of mind at that time, what were your immediate con

cerns? ___ I don't remember very much about the first

three or four days I was in the hospital• I can 

remember things like not being able to brush my teeth 

because I could not remember enough. I would go 

across the room and I wouldn't remember why I was 

ther e .

Was this as a result of Dr. Aggett's death?

---Yes .
Was it shortly after that or during this (30
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period that you saw Mr. Mouton? --- It was during

that period that I made that initial complaint to 

Mr. Mouton. The other thing I would like to empha

size is during that period I found it difficult to 

remember things but I also felt safer to make com

plaints to Mr. Mouton because I was in the hospital.

And away from your interrogators? --- Yes.

NO FURTHER QUESTIONS

MR. BURGER: Your worship My Learned Friend is some

what unfair in that there was also a visit on the (10 

26th of January 1982 when there was no complaint made. 

That was really the incident I tried to highlight
#

in my questions to Dr. Floyd.

COURT: I have got that recorded, thank you Mr. Burger.

MR. DE VRIES: May it please the Court, I call the 

witness Tabo Leromo .

MR. BIZOS: Your worship, I think I must bring to 

your worship's attention that this witness is an 

awaiting trial prisoner and he is represented by (20

attorney and counsel and we have been informed that 

they should be given notice, possibly of representing 

him or at any rate watching his interests. There are 

also certain documents in relation to this witness 

which were given to us. Some during the course of 

this last hearing, after the short adjournment which 

I believe are now being s h o w n  t o  t h e  w i t n e s s  b y  My 

Learned Friend Mr. Kuny. In order to enable us to 

apraise my colleague who is representing him in his 

criminal trial and to complete the showing of those (30
documents/ . . .
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