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Apparently, the approach is that someone must be prosecuted even 

though First Respondent realised that I was not involved in the 

murder of Mr Timo!. 

25. 
�3�2�~�-�~�Z�-�'� 

AD PARAGRAPH 6.13 THEREOF: 

I indicated to Mr Pigou that I was willing to discuss the matter with him but 

only if he provided me with the previous relevant evidential material 

relating to the incident Le. my evidence before the first inquest. The 

reason was that this interview occurred 25 years after the incident and I felt 

416 

it necessary to refresh my memory before I would be willing to participate 10 

in a detailed interview. 

26. 
3.3O-a3\ 

AD PARAGRAPH 6.20 THEREOF: 

I wish to emphasise that all the alleged "newil evidence that was available 

during the inquest proceedings was also available to the First Respondent 

prior to the request to re-open the inquest proceedings. 
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27. 

A9 PAR~GRAPH 6.23 THt;.REOF: 

I maintain that the reply to the request for further particulars was clearly not 

adequate and did not comply with the obligations of the prosecution team 

in this regard. It is correct that this issue will still have to be adjudicated by 

the Trial Court. 

28. 
3.32... 

AD PARAGRAPH 6.25 THEREOF: 

I do not understand on what basis the deponent maintains that there was 

no unreasonable delay in the commencement of the prosecution against 10 

me. The objective facts are speaking for itself in this regard. In therefore 

deny the allegations contained in this paragraph. 

29. 
334-'335 

AD PARAGRAPHS 7.9 TO 7.11 THEREOF: 

29.1 . The full judgment of the findings is available and this Honourable 

Court can draw its own conclusions in this regard. The Court clearly 

found that I was not involved nor present at the time when Mr Timol 

fell to his death. It is correct that the COUli made adverse credibility 
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findings against me i.e. to find that I indeed lied when I said that I 

was present 

29.2. I deny that the First Respondent carefully assessed the evidence 

before concluding that I was involved in the murder. It is significant 

that the deponent does not provide the Honourable Court with the 

evidential material that led them to this decision. My legal team was 

assured that a complete copy of the docket was made available to 

them. There is clearly no evidence in this docket indicating my 

involvement in the murder of Mr Timol. 

30. 
'33S- 3'34 

AD PARAGRAPHS 7.12 TO 7.15 THEREOF: 

30.1. I deny that the alleged new evidence is extremely important and that 

the State must be given an opportunity to place it before a Criminal 

Court. 

30.2. The question is not how Mr Timol came to his tragic end but whether 

I was involved in unlawfUl conduct causing his death. I again refer 

the Honourable Court to the fact that Mothle J in clear terms found 
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that I was not present and/or did not participate in the causation of 

Mr Timol's death. 

31. 
33Co-331 

AD PARAG~APHS 7.16 TO 7.23 THEREOF: 

I again submit that a proper case has been made out for the relief sought 

in the notice of motion. I deny that there is sufficient and admissible 

evidence to provide a reasonable prospect of success in a prosecution 

against me. 

32. 
331 -'33'7l 

AD PARAGRAPHS 7.24 TO 7.27 THEREOF: 

I submit that the deponent fails to appreciate that the First Respondent 

must comply with all its obligations in terms of the constitution including to 

ensure that any accused person will receive a fair trial. 

33. 
B3'iS'-369 

AD PARAGRAPHS 7.28 TO 7.31 THEREOF: 

33.1 . I do not suggest that the First Respondent is bound by the findings 

of the Inquest Court but clearly in order to act fair there must be a 

10 


