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MEMORANDUM TO COUNSEL AND TO EXPERTS

1. When George Bizos said the other day that what we 
were dealing with was the question, "How does the 
system of detention cater for the innocent?", I 
had difficulty with the question. Were we drawing 
a distinction that actually conceded that it was 
acceptable for those who had committed unlawful 
acts to be detained indefinitely under section 6?

2. However, now that I have had a chance to speak to 
the detainees and especially to Liz Floyd, I 
realise that this is going to be the central 
question in Neil's inquest. I attach a copy of a 
transcript of a long conversation that I had with 
Liz, which I believe is all relevant. The most 
tragic statement which she makes is that the 
problem with her and Neil was that they were not 
involved with unlawful organisations. She says 
that she believes Neil would be alive today if he 
had been able to confess to his interrogators that 
he was indeed involved in unlawful activities. 
Instead, he was forced to confess to intricate 
details regarding his friends, his relationships 
and his political beliefs. One can imagine the 
suffering which was caused in extricating the 
confession from him, "I support the Marxist 
ideology, and therefore I am a communist". The 
placing of this sentence at the top of page 1 is 
surely a whole enquiry in itself, given that the



rest of page 1 is substantially a reproduction of 
the first page of statement 1.

3. The despair which must have been caused by not 
being able to supply Whitehead with the version 
that he desperately needed was clearly unbearable. 
Possibly the best example of the lengths to which 
Neil had been driven is where he is forced to 
concede in his second statement, right at the end, 
that Liz was taking a SACTU direction. This 
statement comes towards the end of the unfinished 
statement as I have said, and one can safely 
assume that it was made on 3 or 4 February.
Indeed, when Liz was hauled into John Vorster 
Square, she was confronted at one point by 
Whitehead saying to her, "Neil says you are taking 
a SACTU direction". No doubt Whitehead was 
showing Neil that Liz was now in trouble. Liz 
tells us how she and Neil were completely geared 
for detention. She tells the story of how Sisa 
Njikelana had informed them a year before that the 
security police regarded Neil as a 'big fish' and 
warned that they were going to cause trouble for 
him. Their various acts of preparation for 
detention are detailed by Liz. They were alerted 
to the fact that they were going into detention by 
Gavin Anderson shortly after he came out of 
detention.

4. Thus they had made sure that they should make no 
unlawful associations which is often an



occupational hazard of working in  the independent 

trade unions. They were extremely confident, once 

they were detained , of getting  through detention 

in one p iece . They talked together while they 

were being detained of how they would go away 

together in February.

5 . It is  this very situation  which created their 

vu ln erability . Everything they said  about their 

a c tiv it ie s  and the organisations they were 

involved in  indicated  that they were not involved 

in  a conspiracy. Let us assume now that a team of 

interrogators decided that they were ly ing .

Neither of them would have had very much to o ffe r , 

as is illustrated  by N e i l 's  statement.

6. It is  bad enough to undergo torture and detention 

when one knows that there is  something which one 

has to hide from the security police . But at 

least there is  an end point in  such a situation 

and that is clearly when that detainee confesses 

his 'p o lit ic a l  cr im e '. But it  is  in fin it e ly  worse 

for a detainee to bear that kind of pressure when 

he has very litt le  to offer  his interrogator other 

than to go into d eta il  about the persons and 

organisations he has mentioned in his fir st  

statement. What then starts to happen is that the 

innocent a c t iv it ie s  of the detainee , his friends 

and associates, a l l  become coloured by the 

suggestion that there is  a hidden, insidious and 

subversive background to a ll  such a c t iv it ie s .



7. What we see therefore i s  a process whereby the 

balanced perspective in which Neil views his 

a c tiv it ie s  (as reflected  by the first  statement) 

becomes distorted  to the extent where he is forced 

to concede for example "when I joined  the AFCU I 

had communistic id e a s ", whereas in  the f ir s t  

statement he says merely, " I  jo ined  the AFCU in

19 79 ____ " .

8. But alongside this  process, another process is  

taking place. Security police are chipping into 

the basic set o f b e lie fs  that give rise to N e il 's  

a c t iv it ie s . Thus Liz is  confronted on the 4th 

with the words, "N e il  acknowledges that he should 

never have gone to UCT". It  was at this  point 

that Liz realised  that N e i l 's  sp irit  had been 

broken. He would never have made such a 

fundamental break with h is  past. As Liz says, 

N e i l 's  l i fe  at UCT was a very important factor in 

the formation of his ideas and his career. He 

loved UCT and they both respected the medical 

school which they attended.

9. The final form of manipulation which the security 

police have clearly used is  that of exploiting  

problems in the relationship  between Neil and L iz .

10. When one couples a ll  this emotional and 

intellectual manipulation with the spectre of 

solitary confinement, sensory deprivation,
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continual standing, the use of electric  devices, 

sleep deprivation and b eating , one surely has the 

perfect recipe for induced self k ill in g .

D S DISON 

2 April 19 82
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