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IN THE SUPRENME COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA
{ CAPE OF GOOD HOPE PROVINCIAL DIVISION)

Cape Town, 20th October, 1966,

THE 3TATE vergus DEMITRIO TEAFENDAS.

BEYERS, J.FP. The Court is clear in its mind as to what

its order should be in this case, and under the circumstances
I can see no justification for prolonging the proceedings.

IT I had taken time fto consider this judgment it would
probably have gained something in elegance of language,

but in substance the case is clean and I think it is incum-
bent upon me to give judsment now, which I propose doing.

The case before the Court is one in which a2 man
calI;d Demitrico Tsafendas is charged with the crime of murder.
He stands arraignzd before this Court upon an indictment
which charges that upon the 6th 3eptember, 1966, and at
Cape Town, in the district of The Cape, he 4id wrongfully,
unjawfully and maliciously kiil and murder Dr. The Honourable
Hendrik Frensch Verwoerd, Prime Minister of the Republic of
South Africa.

Thigs Court is no less conscious of the momentous
background to this case than is anyone less in this country.
Cnce, however, a case is brought in a2 court of law these
congiderations of the immensity of the crime and the effects
it has upon the people of this country really disappear.
Once, a® I have said, a case of this nature comes into a
court of law, the law takes command, and considerations
other than legal ones are not and should not be allowed to
come into the picture at all, The elements of the crime
of murder and the legal processes employed in irying such

& crime femain the same and in no wise differ whether the
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victim of the mlleged crime is the Prime Minister of the
country or the lowest of the low. DIurder is murder, and
its elements remain unchanged. To allow anything else to
cloud this appreoach would be to supplant law and order by
anarchy and chaos., It would mean that one dethrones res-
ponsibility and replaces it wiih primitive emotion. That

I do not understand to be my function and that is something
to which, happily, I do not believe that this country would
wigh me to lend myself.

Becauge of the deep issues underlying this case,
which, as 1 have already sgid, zre for the purposez of the
law really irrelevant bui which obviously obtrude themselves
and cannot be ignored, I in approaching this case thought it
to appoint senior counsel,with junicr cocunsel to assist him,
with attorneys to assist him, to represent the accused.
This is a civilized, and ,if T may proudly say, & highly
civilized country, and when a man is charged on acaptal
charge this country sees to it that, at the expense of the
State, he is represented. Having regard to the emotional
stresses that underly this particular case, I thought fit
to see that in this case he be represcented as well as I was
able to provide for, My first duty, I think, is {o express
to senior and junier counsel and their attorneys the deep
appreciation of thig Court for the work they have done. To
them it has meant - and I think it should be understood -
that without any meaningful remuneraticn they took upon
themselves the unenviable and unpopular task of defending
this man, Not for a moment did they demur to make the
gacrifice of time, and the considerable financial sacrifice
that goes with it. I think I need say no more than that by
their conduct they have graced the profession to which they
belong and that they have acted in accordance with the



10)

20)

30)

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |

3.

highest traditions of the legal profession of this country.

I - and again because of the nature of this case
- introduced what is probably, as far as I know, &n innova-
tion in this country, in that I appointed as one cf my
asgessors, to assist me a psychiatrist. I do not know if
that has been deone before. It was certeinly of great assist-
ance to the Court, and I wish to express my gratitude %o Dr,
Henning and my gratitude to my cther assessor, Mr. Bazker.

I can now go on with the case.

Before the Court is an enguiry. It is a different
kind of procedure from the ordinary. It is a procedure in
which, as I see it, there is neither plaintiff nor defendant,
there is neither prosecutor nof defending counsel. It is
an enquiry which if necessary has %o be conducted mero motu
by the Court iteself. It is an engquiry which rests upon the
simple ¢ivilized human principle that a court of law does
not try a medman, That is the simple proposition which
widerlies the enguiry upon which I am presently embarked,

I shell refer in & moment to the 1016 Act, the Mental Dis-
Orders Act. But, of course, the enquiry upen which I am
embarked, does not flow from the Mental Disorders Act. The
prineiple is cenfturies old, that madmen are not tried, and
the enquiry et the moment is: is the man before me a2 man
who can be trisd by a court of law? Irrespective entirely
of what his mental conditionr was, what animus he was capable
of at the time when he committed the crime. One can have
cases in whiech a person could be wholly sane and commits

& crime, but after the commission of the erime - let me
essume for a moment that after the commissicn of a crime

2 man has a serious motor aceident, and if, because of that
motor accident, he sustains brain damage which means that

his mind becomes disordered, then that man cannot be tried



in a court of law, whether he waa completely sane at the
time he committed the crime ot was not sane at the time
he committed the crime. As T understand fthe law, %the
erime with which this man is charged is also entirely ir-
relevant. The eaquiry, while definitely it would have
been loaded less with emotional stresses, would have been
exactly the same if it was a person tried for any other
erime, if it was & person tried for theft, or for a parking
offence, It is 2 preliminary enauiry which precedes zali
10) further proceedings in a court of law, and that is: is
the perscn before the court a man sane encugh to be tried
by & court of lew? That is how I understand it. And that
is why I have said that at the moment there iz before me
no progsecutor and no defending counsel, but merely persons
who are trying to help the Court to arrive at a conclusion
en this eaguiry.
The engquiry has been codified for this country. As
I have stated, it is ancient law, but it hes been codified
in Section 28 of the Mental Disorders Act of 1916. I
20) referred to that section, but I will refer only to the portios
of that section which are relevant to the present enguiry.
The relevant portiocns of this section read as follows:
"If, on the arraignment of any person charged with
a criminal eoffence, it appears to fthe judge presiding
at the trial that such person is mentally disordered,
the question of such & person®s mental condition
shall bhe enquired inte by such Court.”
Then sub-section 2 praceeds:
"If such Court finds, after hearing evidence, which
30) shall include medical evidence, tha®t Such person
is mentally disordered, the presiding judge shall

record thet finding and issue an order committing
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guch person fo a gaol pending the signification
of the Governor-Generzl's decision”. (This has
subsequently been amended to read: M"the decision

of the State~President". )

It will be seen from the wording of this section that
the Court has no discrebtion in these matters, that it is to
embark upon this engquiry, and that it is forced to come to
to a conelusion.

I also am of the opinion %hat in law this enquiry rests

10) upon no onus on either side, because the section goes on
to say that if the Court is in any doubt - it does not say
that the doubt will we to the benefit of the accused or it
will be against the accused = the Court must resolve those
doubts by committing the person to a proper institution for
proper investigaiion, and when that is over the Court has just
got to answer the guestion one way or another,

In this case I don't believe any good purpose will be
served by the further remittel to an institution of any kind,
and the Court is by law, of which it is but a servant, con-

20} joined %o give a finding.

The enquiry presently before this Court is exactly
the seme as the enquiry which came before the Court in the
Transvaal, presided over by my very distinguished learned
brother Rumpff, J.P., as he then wasz, in the case of
Rex vs. Pratt, (1960(4) S.A.L.R., 743). There the exact

same enquiry had to be conducted upon & man who had shot
this same victim -~ fortunaiely for us, fortunaiely for this
country, unsuccessfully, and we had the benefit of the
leadership of the late Prime Minister for what might prove
30)  to be vital years thereafter. In this case - I am referring

tc the bottom of page 746 - the learned dJudge says:
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"It is clear that whatever anomalies may flow from
from the law as ii stends the legislature has decided
that epilepsy in cerizin circumstances iz a disease
of the mind and that if an epileptic is e danger
to himself or others or is incapable of managing
himself or his affairs, he should net be tried. He
nust be regarded zs mentally disardered or defective
in terms of the Act. I+ is not for me to disagree
with the legislature. That being the case, it is

10} necessary to consider whether on the evidence the
accused is an epileptic and a danger to himself or

others,."

His Lordship then, having censidered a1l the evidence, comes
to the conclusion that the aceused in that case, Pratt, was
an epileptic, and he gave the order which Section 28 con-
joine.

I am embarking upon exactly the same enguiry, with this
exception onlys; that the man presently befaore me, presently
arraigned before me, is said to be a schigophrenic and not

20} an epileptic. That is the only difference.,

It is not disputed By anyone that schigzophrenia is &
mental diserder, that it is a mental disorder such as en-
visaged in the Mental Disorders Act, and that, if of a
sufficient degree to meke the person suffering from that
disorder & danger to himself or to others, or to make it im-
possible for him to properly lock after himself or his affairs,
then he is a mentelly disordered person in terms of the Acti.

Ag T heve stressed, the enquiry is not into what was
Tsafendas! menial state on the &6th September, 1966, but what

30) it is today. Today we know that he is certainly a danger to
other people, and probably also to himself. The only enquiry

before the Court therefore is - and it is the only engquiry
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that is left - is the Court satisfied that he is a
schizophrenic.

In the course of this case reference wes made to this
man's prior history. Really the events therein referred to
are not evidence in this Court. Application was made by
Mr. Cooper for evidence to be taken overseas so that these
matters covered in his history could in fact and indeed be-
come evidence in a court of law, and had the evidence not
been as clear as it is I would have had to deal with that
application.

I want to make very brief reference to that history.
Everybody seems to have accepted it, and although I think th-
truth of every statement need not be in it, I think one can-
not approach this case without realising that this man has a
long history of mental disorder. I merely touch on one or
two of the experiernces which are recorded here.

It is now 1966. As early as 1935 there is on record that
this man was already precccupied with this extraordinary,
bizarre tapeworm delusion of his. That is thirfty years ago.
He has been in mental hospitzals. I find here, glancing
through i%, that in 1943 he was detained in the Psychopathic
Hospital of Boston. He was then transferred to the Metro-
pcliton State Hospital. 1In 1944 I find him in the United
States General Army Hospital in Englend. Again in 1944 I find
he is diagnosed as suffering from psychosis and he is de-
tained in the Ropeér Hospital. There is then a special board
of enquiry instituted in the Roper Hospital, and as a result
of that enguiry this man is declared, in 1944, as insane. In
the same year he tries to get bacl into the United Stated and
he is detained in the mediecal hospital - the other side of it.
In 1946 he is detained in the Boston Psychopathic., That year

again he is certified insane in the Grafton State Hespital in



the United State=s, 1In that same year, in 1846, after a
United States Department of Justice hearing a2t North Grafton
State Hospital, the man before me is diagnosed as a sachizo-
phrenic, hebephrenic type, with deterioration and prognosis
poor. He eventually, in 1949, gets toc Portugal, There he
is detained in a state hospital. He is given shock treatment.
He then gets to Germany in 1954, and there he is detained in
the Ochenzoll Hospital and is again given shock treatment,
He gets back to London and there he is at St., Pancras Hospital,
10) London, definitely once more, in 195G, diagnosed as parancid
schizophrenic, He 18 then detained in the Whitecross Hospital
in the Isle of Wight with a diagnosis of delusional psychosis.
That is the history of this individual before ne comes here.
In 1963, to our extreme misfortune, this man returns te
South Africa. He i3 in and out of jobs, leading an unsatis-
factory life. I will only refer to one other very important
matter: in June, 1966, he comes befeore the District Surgeon
of Cape Town, Dr. Kossew, applying for a disability pension.
District surgeons are busy people, as was stated in evidence,
20) They are not psychiatric experts, and have never pretended to
be, and I den't suppose that distriect surgeons are chosen for
the ease with which they give away State penaions. Although
the District Surgeon saw this man only for a short time, oniy
as one ¢f many that passed through his hands, it is to his
great credit that in the short time he kad at his disposal he
could see through this man and diagnosed him as schizophrenic,
Perhaps I should also mention, briefly, that the ordinary
people, the ordinary everyday people with whom he came into
contact did not take long before they could see that this man
30} was mentally aifected., One of the strongest pieces of
evidence in this caese is that of Mr., Smorenberg, a down-to-

earth foreman. I shall not forget that when he was asked:
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"What did you think of this man?", his answer was: "I
don*t like fto call any man mad, but he is definitely barmy."
It was obvious to Daniels and his wife, Daniels said that
this man is mad., It was obviocus o O'Ryan and his wife., It
was obvious te Mr. Jonnston that this was a queer, strange
man.
0f course theoughts must arise, have arisen and mugt
continue {0 arise, as how it could have been possible thai a
man like this, a man with this history, a man so obviously
10} deranged, could find his way into =n assembly where the
leaders of our people are busy in Parliasment. Those are
questions that do not concern this Court. We have no concern
with it, but it is almost unavoidable that the guestion arises
in one's mind.
I have had hefore me a number of eminent psychiatrizts.
Nay I be allowed, in parenthesis, to say that I have been
informed that each of the medical men in this case has given
his services, to assist this Court, free, they have given
their time free, and I can only say that it once again shows
20) that this country, and its people, is something of which one
can bhe proud, I am grateful to you gentlemen, I am grateful
for the sacrifices I am not surprised: I expected no less.
The Court thanks you.
Now before me came a whole host, if I may call it that,
of psychiatrists. The first one was Dr. Cooper. A court
of law does not lightly sit back and allow a man who hes
committed a grievous crime to get away on a plea or an enguiry
¢f this nature. Dr. Ccoper led the van, and at that stage
it was obvious that this Court was prepared to resist, as
30) far as it could, that this man was not responsible for his

actions, and, if Dr. Cooper got it, that is what the first
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tank ¢over must expect. It became clear, however, ag
psychiatrist followed psychiatrist, that there can be no
doubt whatever in this case that the man before me is a
schizophrenic; that he is a lunatic - in more direct terms
oy, as Roman Law would have had it, that I had before me a
Turiosus. A furiosus is something which I camnot try. I
can a3 1litile try a2 man who has not got at least the
makings of & rational mind as I could try a dog or an inertg

implement.

(coptinued on page 11)
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A man who is mentally disordered can perform no
legal dct, He couldn't possibly plead. Pleading in =
Court of law is an act in law which bhas results. The acts
of a mentelly disordered person have no consequences in law.
I have before me, on the evidence, cliearly & man with a
diseased mind, a mind subject to delusion, a mind which is
so trammelled, 1f not guided, by irrational forces, that
cbvioualy I cannot even begin to f£ind whether he is guilty
or not guilty of & orime at law. The protess camnnot even

10) atart, you cannot get te the provisions of the Criminal Taw.
You cannot get to Section 164, or any other provision of the
Criminai Law until you have decided that the man presently
before you has a sufficiently rational mind that he is
capable of being {ried. So that I don't believe it is
necessary for me to go into any other of the provisions of
the Criminal Taw. I am satisfied, and indeesd, I caould not
other than be astisfied, on the pre-history of this man, on
the evidence of the psychiatrists, one after the other (I
don't think that any purpeose will be served 1in mentioning
them by name) who have agreed that here we have, not a

20) ¢criminal, but a sick person; wmentally sick, mentally dis-
Turbed, mentally irresponsible.

In this enguiry on which I weg embarked it was
the duty of the Stete, no lesz fthan of the Defence, to assist
the Court, and I am grateful also for the evidence of Mr.
Erasmus and the evidence of Professor ven Wyk. They have
made my task en easy one because, appearing at the behest of
the State, they have alsc said that the men before me is
certifiable and that he should be sent to an institution.
S0 that really, I have no option in the matter. There is

really nothing for me more left to decide, and T and my two

Lad
L]
—

learned szsessors find ourselves in the position whers we

cammot otherwise than, in terms of Szction 28 (to which I
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have already made reference) say that the person presently
before us is found by us te be mentazlly disordered.

That is really the end of it all, but I think it
would not bPe amiss if I said a few words more about this whole
matter, and for rezsons of my own I choose to say them in
Afrikaans.

Die aansoek wat veoor my was i3 nou besleg en die
Bevel van die Hof sal gemazk moet word coreenkomstiig daarmee.
Daarmee is die saak ven die Steat teen Demitrio Tsafendas
vir die huidige altans - en in alle waarskynlikheid vir alle
tye - afgeloop. Soos ek van tevore gesé€ het is dit, wat
hierdie Hof betref, 'n moordsask en daarmee klaar. Moordsake

van die sazal
het ons heeldag en dit is, wat die regsaspekte/betref, net
nég 'n moordesak. En omdat dit 'n moordsaak is, en 'n gaak
in 'n Hooggeregshof is, sou hierdie Hof sy plig hie nakom
nie, en hy soun die vertroue wat hy weet in hom gestel word
nie waardig wecs nie as hy anders sou handel as volgens die
bepalinge van die reg wat hierdie Hof, net soos enige ander
burger van hierdie staat, verplig is om te gehoorsaam,
Trouens, indien hierdie Hof anders sou handel dan volgens die
strenge bepalings van die reg, sou hy, na my oordeel, die
neam van Hooggeregshof nie waardig wees nie. Sou hy strydig
met die vermaninge en die bepalings van die reg, 'n persoon
verhoor en tot die dood vercordeel, dan sou hierdie Hof
skuldig wees aan die misdaad van moord. Dit iz wat hierdie
Hof sou doen wamneer hy afwyk van die reg en iemand tot die
dood sou veroordeel,

Cna en one voorsate in hierdie land is ordeliewende
en wetsgehoorsame mense. Ons iz 'n ordeliewende volk., Ek
verstaan ten volle dat daar in die mense van hierdie land
diepe gevoelens oor hierdie sask is., 3Tk verstaan ten volle

dat mense s8; "Waarom? Kan dit waar wees dat 'n nikabeduidende
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skepsel spos deardie kon gedoen het wat hy wel gedoen het?

Fk weet dat die eerste resksie van elke gemeenskap deur die

ague, is8 'nm gevoel van wraak, van vergelding., Ek deel daar-
die gevoel saam met die res van hierdie Jland.

Dit is ook erken, en dit is 'n mening wat ek sterk
toegedaan is, dat een element van die regsprasak in 'n straf-
ggak is om georgeniseerde uiting te gee man die gevoel van
vergelding en wraak van die gemeensksp, en ek weet dat as
de reg dit nie doen nie dan is die gemeenskap geneig om
mettertyd dit gelf te doen. Ek is ten volle bewus damrvan
daet wanneer 'n veolk vertroue het dat sy vergeldingsproses op
georganiseerde wyse sal plaasvind, dan kry jy nie geweld nie,
en dit is een van die redes waarom ons in hierdie land van
ons nog nooit 'n voorbeeld ven "lynch law" gehad het nie.

Fk ig ten volle bewus van al hiesrdie strominge,. maar 'n mens
moet selfsdié dinge probeer 'n bietjie dieper verstean. Deur
met sy lewe te vergoed vir wat hy gedoen het, kon daardie mens
vir ons niks doen nie, As hy nou tereggestel sou geword het
of ﬁif' dit sgu 2an ons verlies geen verskil mask nie, HMaar
wagﬁﬁn geweldige verskil sou meal,ig, indien hy deur sy
hendelwyse dit kon regkry om 'n Hocggeregshof te kry om die
wet van hierdie land te verontageasm, den sou hy inderdaad
gan ons voortbemtasn as 'n nasie 'n groter skede berokken as
wat hy reeds tot nouw tce regzekry hst. Dan sou hy, deur sy
nuttelose lewe op He offer, die fondamente ven ons volks-
instellinge skud, en dan sou ons aen hierdie skepsel 'm
belangrikheid gee wet hom nie toekom nie. Hy =sou ons, as
ons so'n ding sou gedoog, ‘n baie, baie groter skade aandoen
as wat hy reeds in geslaag het.

Om die waarheid te sé, mense kom en gaan, maar &8s
hierdie volk, hierdis nasie, sy vertroue moes verlecor in sy

regeinstellinge en in sy regsbank, dan son 'n mens inderdaad
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m vernedering hé en mn skande wat onherstelbaar as m klad
sou rus op hierdie land.

Een van my assessore het die opmerking gemaak dat
n groot Volksman soos die oorledene in hierdie klagstaant ge-
noem, as hy die posisie verstaan het, sonder enige twyfel dis
ook nie anders mou wou gehad het nie. Daarocor het ek geen
twyfel hoegenaamd nie. Ons moet voortgaan in die diepe besef
dat deur aan dié man m verdediging te gun, dat deur aan hom
die beste regs- en mediese hulp te verleen, deur die bevel
wat ek verplig is om te maak, bly die eer en die gansien en
die goeie naam van ons land, heel te reg, onbevlek en bly die
fondamente waarcp ens n geordende gemeenskap bou, ongeskud
en onbenadeel.

Ek meen ook dat na ocordenke - ofskoon ek kan ver-
staan dat dit onmiddellik m sekere mate van ontevredenheid en
m sekere mate van geskcoktTheid by sekere mense mag lazt oat-
staan - ek is seker dat ne oordenke sal daar by alle regs-
gesinde menge in die land die besef kom dat dit nie anders
kon nie, dat dit nie menslik is nie, dat dit nie Christelik
is nie, om sielsiekes te veroordeel; dat die man wat dear sit
m siek persoon is, diep siek in sy gees; dat wanneer die reg
s8 hy is nie verantwoordelik vir sy handelinge nie, dan is dit
nie alleen regtens waar nie maar dit is ook menslik waar, Jy
kan geen veoortgehous wraaksgevoel hE& ten opsigte van m siek
mens nie, &n op die getuienis wat voor hierdie Hof isg, kan ek
nie anders as tot die gevolgtrekking kom dat die beskuldigde
diep en geweldig verstoord, en diep en gewsldig siek is,
en dat sy handelwyse nie spruit uit m rasionele geestestoestand
nie, en dit is die eerste vereiste voordat enige persoon ge-
straf kan word, of hom skuldig kan maak aan enige misdaad.

Dit is gevolglik my plig om te beveel dat die per-
goan, Demitrio Tsafendas, hiervandaan geneem word na m tronk

en dat hy daar 2angehou word, haangende die beskikking van die
Steatspresident van hierdie land.
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HAROLD GOOPER, (sworn states):

-6 - Cooper

EXAMINED BY MR. COQPER:

L. Doctor, what is your profession? -- I am a2 specialist
psychiatrist.

2. Where do you practise? -- At Mediecal Centre, Cape Town.

3+ Would you tell His Lordship what your gqualifications

are? —- I graduated as 3 doctor in 1944. I obtained my D,P.M.,
that is to say, & Diploma in Psychological Medicine,in 1950.
T obtained an K,D. by producing a thesis in psychiafry in
1953.

4., What is an M.D.? -- Doctor of Medicine,

5. Now, as a psychiatrist, wheres have you worked? —— I have
held full-time aprointmesnt for 3% years at Tara Hospital,
Jdohannesburg. Tara Hospital is a psychiatric hospital. I
held a full-time appointment at Weskoppies Hospital, mental
hoespital in Pretoria, for six months. I have held full-time
appointment at Valkenberg Hospital, a mental hospital in
Cape Town, for 18 months, and since 1954 I have acted as
part-time consultant psychiatrist at Groote Schuur Hospital.
&+ You are presently in private practvice; for how many years
have you been in private practice? -— Since 19%4 contin-
uously.

7. Would you just in general terms indicate to the Court
what type of praectice you've had? -- I have & practice that
keeps me fully occupied purely dealing with psychiatry daily
and during the course of my work I cover a large variety of
mental disturbances,

8. In your practice, have you had to diagnose and treat
schizophrenies? —— Yes.

9. Who requested you to interview the accused in this case? —
The attorney for the defence, Mr. David Bloomberg.

JO. And how many interviews, to date, have you had with
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-7 = Cooper

the accused? == I have had four interviews.

1. The first interview that you had, when was that? -- On
the lst October, 1966.

2s In whose presence did you interview the accused? -~ In
the presence of Mr. Bloomberg.

Ja Any other person present? -- Ho. .

4, The second interview? —- On the 4th October, 1966,

5 In the presence of anybody? -- This interview was hsld
Jointly with my colleagues Dr, MacGregor and Dr. Zebow.

6. And the third interview? —— ¥as similarly held jointly

on the 1lth October, 1966, with Dr. MacGregor and Dr. Zabow,
7» The fourth interview? —- The fourth interview was on the
14th October, 1966; this interview was individual, without
the agsistance of my colleagues,

8. When you were introduced to the accused at your first
interview, was he taold what your profession was? How did you
introduce yourself? —- He was told I was a docior.

9« These interviews, could you tell His Lordship how long
did they wusually last? -~ They varied, but the average length
of each interview was an hour and a half,

10, What was the purpcse of examining the accused? -~ Ny
purpose was to assess this man's mental cendition.

1l. How 4id you find the accused when you spoke to him? --
At all times I found him soft-speken, polite,co-cperative and
apparently fully prepared to co-operate with all guestions that
were put to him,

12, As regards intelligence, what is your comment? —-- Con-—
cerning his intelligence, at an early stage I decided that
this man was of normal intelligence, even guite high in-
telligence and throughout the interviews nothing arose to
make me alter that opinion.

13+ What language 4id you speak 1o him? -- I spoke t¢ him in

English.
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-8 - Cooper.

1. What is his fluency in English? —- His fluency in English
is perfectly adequate, and I was careful in this matter, and
decided in my mind that he was perfectly zble to do himself
justice in replying to nguestions in Erglish.

2. What kind of vocabulary has he? -- Very adequate.

3. Wnat was the first thing that struck you when you saw
this man, the accused? -- The first thing that struck me was
an abnermality in this man's emotionzl attitude fto his situa-
tion and surrowndings, I was struck by him reaciing rather
ingongruously. I felt that here was a man who had been
charged in a very, very sericus matter and he displayed a
singular lack of anxiety, He showed no sign of agitation,
stress or tension, He was not restless. On each cccasion
when one came to interview him one never found him pacing ur
and down; one found him usually sleeping or at least dozing.
When one discussed this whole matter with him he did not show
eny appropriate emotional reaction that one would expect,

4, BY THE COURT: Have you had experience of murderers

before? -- Yes,

5. I have never found them climbing walls yet. I have de-
fended quite a lot of them in my life. --- In the instances
where I have gone to¢ various gaols to see murderers, I have
found them anxious, I have found them frequently complaining
of insomnia, frequently asking and pleading for sleeping
tablets. They have been agitated. They have constantly
intercepted with guestions as to their predicament and as to
their fate. These features were, I thought, significantly
absent in this man.

6. MR. COOFER (Cont.}: I want to put this to you: is the
gaecuged concerned about his fate? -- No, Not as far as I was

able to establish.
T Have you probed that matter with him? -- Yes.

8. This lack of, I think, or inappropriate emotional res-

ponse to his present predicement, why is that important? Or
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is it impertant, first of mll? -~ I felt it was important,
firstly, on the basis that I considered this to be abnormal
and different from what one had been accustomed to seeing in
such cases, differen?t from what one would expect in such a
cage; and, furthermore, important in that precisely this
t¥pe of emotional reaction is frequently seen and completely
consistent with a diagnosis of schizophrenia.

1, Is the accused always in deadly earrest with a dead-pan
face, or how does he behave, how does he react from time 1o
time? -- I would describe him, for the mest part, as being
emotionally flat, except that, again rather incongruously, he
would at times smile, at times chuckle gt inappropriate mo-
menta in the intervisw, and also one might mention a feature,
namely, that he guite frequently tends to grimace rather
grossly and extensively during interviews,

2, Has that any significance? —-- This type of grimacing, one
cannot go so far certainly as to say that it is diagnosiic of
of schizophrenia but it does frequently occur in pecple suf-
fering from gschizophrenia,.

3. BY THE COURT: I know the English wcrd "grimace', but

I don't guite lknow what happened in this case. Did he pull

a face, or what did he de? —- Yes.

4, Did he laugh, or were you funny, or what haeppened? ——~ I
heve mentioned his chuckling, but as far as his grimacing is
concerned, he tends to contort his face in gquite an exitreme
fashion., He will pause; you will ask him a2 guestion, and
instead of responding to it he will screw up his eyes and
contort his mouth and crecte quite a bizarre facial ex-
pression.

5. MR. COOPER (Cont.): As regards his emotional response,
what relevance has that in diagnosing schizophrenia? -- Simply
thaet this emotional response is commonly seen in schizophrenia
and is completely consistent with the diagnosis of schizo-

phreniz,
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l. What does the present emotional state indicate? -- It in-
dicates to me an indifference to his whole situation.

2, And in relation to reatity? -- In relation to reality I
found him decidedly disturbed in that, although it was clear
to me, because he said so, he knew what he had done, he knew
that he was going to be tried, but he was unable to understand
the magnitude of the situation. He was unable to fully grasp
the serious consequences of the situvation. This becane
apparent, apart from his general attitude and his mode of dis-
cussion, in certain remarks which he made, remarks that I am
completely satisfied he made in all sincerity, such remarks as,
a% one stage, ne paused for z moment and he said; "I do not
think that I will be able to live in Cape Town after this be-
of the public opinion, you know". A% another stage, when

we were discussing various jobs that he had held, he said that
if he was ever offered a job in the House of Assembly again he
does not think that he would be able to face up tc that job
again. These remarks perhaps are small remarks, but to me
they had deep significance and confirmed my impression of +this
man heing out of touch with realiiy, unable to grasp the rezl
nature of the situation in which he now finds himself.

3. What other findings did you make? -- The next sign or
indicetion of mental abnormality that I detected during my
first interview, and at all subseguent interviews, concerned
his thinking processes. I have already stated that hezgn
intelligent man. He is able to make certain gquiite intelligent
statements. He is able to provide one with certain facts in
quite an intelligent manner. But if one zllows him to give
free flow to his thoughts and feelings, cone finds that cone
would be discussing a certain point or matier with him and he
will start perhaps vaguely answering your questions and

then gradually ramble along in a completely disjointed

manner. He will lose the
Jtrend .....
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trend of his thinking., As a listener cne finds oneself losing
the trend of what he is trying to tell you, and you end up not
quite knowing at all what he is trying to put across to you.

1. EY THE COURT: T have that difficulty with counsel quite

often. —==~ I think this patient is even worse than counsel.

2. Quite often they start rambling, a2nd we don't know where
we are when they have finished -~ we seem to he a long way from
where we started. --- With respect, I must stress that when one
is dealing with mental discrder one is so often dealing with
guestions of degree, and the degree to which this man rambles,
the degree to which his thinking becomes disconnected, and often
completely irrelevant, is I feel significant of mental illness,
and it is again & fact that this very type of thought-disorder
is a feature of this mental illness known as schizophrenie.

3. MR. COOPER {(Contd.): How has it been deseribed, what you
have been telling us, his manner of speaking? -- If I could just
read a very few lines from an accepted leading standard text-
book ealled Clinical Psychiatry by Mayer Gress, Slater & Roth.
In talking about the disturbance of thinking in schizophrenia,
they say: "When we refer to schizophrenic thought-disorder

we mean an gbnormality of the thought process and not any
abnormality of the ideas which 1t may express. In early cases
it often appears as a woolly vagueness or as an inconsequential
following of side issues which lead away from the main topic

of conversaetion," And this, which is regarded as an important
feature of schizophrenia, I found to be maznifest in this par-
ticular man.

4. When is it particularly manifest? -- It is particularly
manifest when he has been talking for some time. If one asks
him g direct question which just reguires a simple fact in
answer, it doesn't become so apparent. But if one asks him

1o explain his feelings about situztions, explain his views,
anything more abstract and elaborate, then as he goes along

he becomes more and more disconnected and eventually wnin-

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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telligible and irrelevant.

1, BY THE COURT: If you were to ask that of 99.9% of the

people who appear ae criminals in this court you would get
exactly the same answer. When you ask them facts you are
lucky if they can Bay yes or no. You say when you startd
discusgsing their emotions and ebstract things they become
wandering. That I wouldn't even abtempt with 99% of the
people who zppear before me in criminal courts. I wouldn't
evenhdttempt to discuss any abstraction with them? -- My Lord,
T must stress, and there will be evidence to support what
my clinical impression was: this man is an intelligent indi-
vidual. In fact, I think I am prepared to go so far as fo
say he is above average in intelligence. And taking into
account his intelligence I find that his inability to express
himgelf in a coherent fashion is in fact significant,

2. MR. COOPER (Contd.): Could you give us an example?
—— It was very difficult to take down long examples, but
theres were & couple of more extreme examples of where his
thinking became so disordered that it became apparent almast
immediately on putting the question to him. At one stage

I was asking him what he felt about his present position

in relation to the trial, He sgeid: "We are getting to a
stage where it concerns the whole universe. The matter is
going far beyond. Even the independence of countriess, it
probably even goes beyond that. We have got to a cul-
minating point. That is all I can say." On another
cceasion - one of the features of this man's 1life is that

he has wandered around through many, many countries. I

gm unable to establish how many, but as far as I can gather
at least 30 - and I asked him why he has been wandering
ground all over the world. He said: "I was thinking I
nust make ends meet by eating different types of food."

Now a reply such as this, coming from an intelligent man who
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I was satisfied was paying attention te my guestions and
trying to co-operate, I found very highly significant and
indicative of pathological thought disorder.

1. BY THE COURT: I want some clarity on this. You ask
the man why does he go all over the world to meny countries,
and basically he has t¢ld you because he wants to cat the
food of many peoples. Well, if you had asked me that gues-
tion I would have given you exactly the same answers. It

ie one of the reesons why I travel all over the worid. What
is wrong in what he had told you there, that you can deduce
that he is mad?

2, MB. COCPER (Cont.): Doector, just repeat the answer
for the Court?

3. BY THE COURT: Apart from trimmings, isn't that what he

told you: I go all over the world because T like to eat
different foods? ~— With respect, my Lord, that is not what
he told me. If I can repeat the answer he gave me: "I was
thinking T must make ends meet by eating different types of
food,"

4. MR. COOFER (Contd.): Does one usually makes ends meet
by eating different types of food? -- I don't know.

S BY THE COURT: He is not an Engliskman born. The

language isn't hia own, so he uses the words "make ends
meet®,

6. MR. COOFER (Con:i?.): Let us get that clear. How well
cen this man express himself in English? -- Extremely well.
This man is intelligent and has no difficulty with the
English language.

Te BY THE COURT: So is your difficulty with the example

you have given me that he used the phrase "to make ends
meet™? —~ My difficulty with thedAnswer he gave me is that
it is an incoherent answer, It does not make sense, It

certainly dcesn't make sense to me.
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1. Because he used the words "toc make =2nds meet”., Other-
wise it is quite sensible, isn't ii? -- Because the sentence
as a whole does not make sense. Decause I cannot understand
what he means when he says: "I make ends meet by esating
different types of food.

2. MR. COOFPER (Contd.): The examples here, are they just
isolated exemples youw have given us now? —— Yes.

3. Is there any other feature that emerged from your
examingation of the accused? -~ Yes., This feature that I am
coming to is perhaps the most siriking feature, or let us
eall it dramatic feature, of his mentel siate., This man
tells & story that in 1935 or 1936 - I am not quite clear
whether it was 18935 or 1936 - he became afflicted with a
tapeworm.. He describes how initially he tried fto rid himself
cf the tapreworm, how he went to a chemist to get medicines,
how he consulted a doctor. He describes, rather luridly,
how he sat over a pail of water and how part of the tape-
worm emerged bubt gnapped in his hand and part of the tape-
worm remained inside him. And he then goes on %0 explain
that he had in faect consulted many doctora about this tape-
worm; he has in fact been to hospitals which apecialise

in fropical medicine and this type of disorder; he has

had X-rays; he has had numerous investigations; he has
been told that he no longer has a tapeworm inside of him,
but he is convinced, he has a Tixed belief, that he has a
tapeworm inside of him, iqépite of all these negative
medical investigations.

4, How does he believe it affects his life? —- There are
many aspects to ithis tapeworm, ard it is important, and

I ask the Court to bear with me if I can explain what this
man says about his tapeworm. First of all, his description
or the tapeworm I feel is significant. I in my mind believe,

although I cannoi prove it, that in 1935 or 1936 he probably
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d¢id in fact have a tapeworm. But his descripiion of the
tapeworm that he now believes he has and the gualities that
he attributes %0 it are highly significant., Fir tly, ne
describes this tapewerm as being, sometimes he says 1% ins,
in bresdth, sometimes he says 2 ins. in breadth. He des-
cribes it as having serrated edges like a serrated saw.
This is a tapeworm much larger than life. It is a grossly
exaggerated description of a tapeworm. He insists that he
has the tapeworm in spite of all medical evidence against
the fact that he hae it. He says that he can feel the tape-
worm crawling around in him and that if he passes delicious
foods the tapeworms smells the foods and he can feel the
tapeworm wriggling up towaxrds his neck. I must explain o
the Court that an individual suffering from a tapeworm cannot
feel the tapeworm wriggling around him in that manner.

Then he atfributes a great deal to this tapeworm. He says
repeatedly ....c...

1. What does he call it? -- He has referred to this tzpe-
worm at different interviews variously as a devil, ag a
dragon, a8 a snake. Demon was another one. He feels that
this tapeworm has changed his eatire life. He believes that
it is in fact because of the tapeworm that he has done many
things. He believes that the tapeworm influences his thoughts.
He insists that on many occasions he has said things which
he would not otherwise have said if it ha not been for the
tapeworm, He insists that the tapeworm influences his be-
haviour, He =aid at one stage: "If I 4id not have the
tapeworm I would not have killed Dr. Verwoerd, I would not
have wandered round the world, I would not have become in-
volved in a fight with Nicholas Vogos and I would not have
been taken in by certzin thoughts.” He elaborates further
on this tapeworm, particularly during my last interview with

him, where he says this time that he is not absglutely con-
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vinced fThat it iz a tapeworm, it may be some form of human
snake, but whatever this demon, thia devil, is inside of
him. He believes that it may be possible that there may be
an element of witcheraft in this whole affair. He explaing
that as & child - &t that time he was living in the Transvaazl
— his stepmother indocctrinated him against the natives, and
he believes that it is possible thet the natives have in fact
semething te do with this tapeworm. Now, apart from what

he says about the tapeworm, when one interviews this man

one can find oneself talking about almost anything, from
employment, travels, friends, the murder, the trial - vir-
tually anythingiigke — and it does not take very long before
you are bpack to the tapeworm. He incorporates the tapeworm
in all his thoughts, and it is as if this tapeworm is to a
very large extent governing this man's thoughkts, governing
his feelings, governing his reaction to hie environment,
governing his behaviour.

1, His wandering around the world, to what does he att i-
bute that? —- His wandering around the world he attributes
to his tapeworm. He is vague about it, he can't elaborate
on it, but he insists that it is because of the tapeworm.

2, His inability to hold down a job for any length of
time, to what dces he attribute that? —— That is attributed
to the tapeworm.

3. This belief in the existence of & tapeworm in him,
which can be medically proved not %o be there, what is

that? —-— I Bbelieve that this is a delusion.

(Continued on page 17)
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1. What is a delusion? -- A delusion is, firstly, =
symptom of major mental illnegs. It is a false belief,

end it is a false belief which is inconsistent with the
intelligence of the individual you are dealing with. It

is & false belief that cannot be removed by logical argument.
2. I will come just now to the significance of 2 delusion,
but what are the delusions or system of delusion that has
been built by the accused on this delusion that he has a
tapeworm ? —= This man has bujit around his tapeworm inside
of him a delusion system whereby he believes emphatically
that this worm is instrumental in controlling his thoughts,
in contrelling his actions, in ruining his life, and even

in killing Dr. Verwoerd.

3. What does he say in this regard, to the killing of

Dr. Verwoerd? —— His remarks in this regard were this: I
agsked nim on more than one interview, the guestion I chose
to put to him was: If you had been cured of your tapeworm
would you still have killed Dr. Verwoerd?

4. BY THE COURT: I have gome difficulty, Mr. Coeper.

This evidence has now been brought as to things the accused
said which conviets him of murder. I haven't had a ples yet.
This witness talks gaily ebout the accused making confessions
ebout Klling Dr. Verwoerd, I don't know. That is what he
is charged with. 7You are leading the evidence,

5. BY MBE. CCOFEH: My Lord, the accused has at no time

denied the killing.
6. BY THE COURT: That is what I wanted to malke certain

of, because it is most dangerous evidence that this witness
has given. I presume that no such izssue arises.

7. BY MRE. COOPER: That he killed Dr. Verwoerd is not

in issue,

8. BY THE COURT: Officizlly I don't know that.

9. BY MR, COQFER: That issue will only arise after he is

called upon to plead.
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1. BY THE COURT: But then all $his becomes evidence.

2. BY MR, COOPER: It may wall become evidencs,

3. BY THE COURT: All these statements made to this witness

become evidence.

4. BY MR, CODPER: That mey well be, my Lord, but we will

deal with that situaticon when it arises.
5. MR, COOPER (Contd,): Will you just continue, doctor,
about the questions you put to the accused? -- I asked the

accoused the question: If you had been cured of your tape-

~worm, would you still have killed Dr. Verwoerd? His reply,

his repeated reply was emphatically "No, I would not have
killed Dr. Verwgerd." I on more than ons ocecasion zasked
the accused to explain to me why he killed Dr. Verwoerd,

and at this point, relevant teo the topic we are now dealing
with, T would just like to say that he was exiremely vague
in his attempits S0 explain why he killed Dr. Verwcerd. He
told me that he had a great deal of difficulty in understand-
ing and explaining why he did, but one thing waas guite
definite, he said, the tapeworm was right in the middle of
it. I am quoting his words., I asked him whether the tzpe-
worm actually told him fo kill Tr. Verwoerd. He said:

"No, that is not so." The reason why I asked him thisgues-
tion, quite incidentally, was from the point of deciding
whether this man was simulating or not. I viritually invited
him %o simulate mental disorder, and he did not take up the
bait.

6. What ig the significance, psychiatrically speaking, of
a delusion? —— The presence of a delusion in any individual
ig extremely sigmficant, and, myself, I can do no better
than explain this by gueting from Textbocx of Pasychiatry
by Henderson & Gillespie, who sre well-known writers in
psychiatry. They say: "Delusion is not an isclated disorder.

T is merely the superficial indication of a desp-seated
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and widespread disorder. As =z small island is but the
sunmit of an immense mountain rising from the ficor of the
sea, So a delusion is merely the component part of a mental
digease, extending, it may be, to the very foundatiocns of
the mind." 4And the really relevant phrase is "so a delusion
is merely the compeonent part of a mentsl disease, extening,
it may be, to the very foundations of fhe mind." {Page 103,
1962 e ition.)

1. Did yow consider - I am sure you did - the possibility
that the sccused invented this story of the tapeworm? --
Most definitely I did.

2, What gid you do to test whether or not he had not in-
vented this tapeworm story? -- Well, thismatter tied up with
one's general approach in irying to establish whether this
man was inventing or simulating as a whole. I wag most
careful te try snd assess whether his story was consistent,
whether there were not perhaps any irregulerities, any
things thet didn't fit in with the picture as a whole., I
felt very strongly that here was a man whe, after all, knew
a fair amount about mental discrder, because he had told me
that he had been in several mental hospitals. DPatients in
mental hospitals inevitably know, particularly the more
intelligent cnes, thatl hearing voices is a common symptonm
in mentel disorder and a common sympicom of aschizophrenia,
go I felt,if ever a man was going to simulate, here was
his easy, ready opportunity. If this man had told me that
he heard voices, &nd in fact,if ke had told me that the
tapeworm spoke to him and told him what to do and what not
to do, this would have been difficult, let us szy, to dis-
prove; this would have been consistent with schizophrenia.
I hammered] on this particular angle, and at no time did
this patient suggest that he heard voices and &t no time

did he suggest that the tapeworm spoke to him or actually
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told him what to do.

1. What are the exampiles that you found in accused per-
gons who are simuwlating, who are malingering? —— Simulabting
in cases of serious crime, of course, is guite common, and,

I might say, usually readily detecied, especially if oae
apends approximately =ix hours with the individuwal, as 1 4did.
It is extremely difficult to imitate mental disorder and
particulariy to imitate the group of symptoms, the picture

g8 £ whole, in schizophrenie. Patients often ftry to simulate
mental disorder by telling you that they hear voices, they see
visions, they can't remember, they are just confused, they
say they =are just unable to tell you anything. This patient
did none of these things.

z, You said he gave you a history of hespitelisation.

Could you tell us if he told you where he had been? -- Yes.
He told me that he had been in seversl mental hospitals.

I have listed them,. the ones he told me sbout. The first
three are in the United States of America: The Boston
Paychopathic, the next one is calied Sheep's Head Bay Hospi-
tal, the next one is .......

3. BY THE COURT: How does this become relevant evid n

in a couri of law, Mr. Cooper? And evidence of what?

4, BY MR. COOPER: As what the zccused fold the dector.

I am not putting it forward that it proves the truth of it.
the
5. BY THE COURT: I think this is/time when I should ask

you what you are putting it forward for.

5. BY MR. COCPER: As his narration of his past history.

T. BY THE COURT: On Tthe same basis as his tapeworm?

8, BY ¥R. COOPER: Yes, on the same basis. It may be false.

9, BY THE COURT: Only he hasn't got tapeworms now, he has

mental institutions. I don't knowwhat value it has in a
court of law.

10. BY MR. COOPER: Your Lordship will gee that this in fact
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will link up with & subsequent application which will be
mede, in fzct to substantiate it.

1. BY THE COURT: That doesn't make it evidence, that
it is going to link up with something later on.

2. BY MR. COOFER: I am not proving ii as the truth of

it, at the moment. I am proving that this is a man'e
story. A doctor 28KB & DEIrsOon ......

3. BY THE COURT:; If you den't put it up as the truth,

I would like you to tell me why you are putting it up and
for what purpose, what svidential value it has when I come
to give judgment in this case.

4, BY MR, COQFER: Tt is relevant when a person is

examined by the docter, and he is asked "Have you been to
another doctor before?", and he says "No". This man is
asked "Have you bkeen to doctors before. have you been to
institutions beforef?™", and he says "Yes'., If it is shown
that that is untrue, cbviously it could sirike vitally at
the whole story he tells.

5. .Y THE COURT: (after further discussion): Carry on,

but I am not taking this as truth at s8ll of anything. This

is just something he told the doctor.
6. BY THE WITNESS: My Lord, with respect, I would like

to point cut that whenever cone examines 2 patient's mental
condition and tries to assess a patient's mental condition,
an individual's mental condition, part of ithe examination
coneiste fundamentally in eliciting a history of that in-
dividual from him, from the individual.

7. ME, CCOPER (Contd,): Could you give us the names of
the other hospitals? —- The first one was Boston Psycho-
pathic, the nex; two were Sheep's Head Bay Hospital, and
Grafton State Hospital, these three being in the United
States of America. Then he told me about St.Pancras Hos-

pital in Engiand, & hospital in the Isle of Wight, the name
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of which he couldn't recall, a hospital with an unpronounc.i-
Gferman
able/name in Hamburg, Germany, a hospital in Lisbon and a
hospital in Beira.
L. Did he indicate whether he was an ordinary paiient or
what kind of patient he was at these hospitals? -- He was
not eclear in this. It was not possible for me to elicit
clearly what he thought, because of his tendency to incor-
porate his tapeworm into his thinking. For the most part
he implied +that it was because of the tapeworm that he was
in hospital and explained that in at least some of these
hospitala the tapeworm issue specifically was investigated,

but a% times he added that his nerves were bad, and 2t one

stage he said something about having lost his memory.

COURT ADJOURNS FOR 15 MINUTES.
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COURT RESUMES AT 131,30 A.M.

DR. COOPER (Contd,, still under oath):
1, MR. CQOPER {Contd.): You to0ld the Court that the

accused told you that he feels the worm moving around and

crawling inside him and coming up ftowards his throat? -- Yes.
2. Postulaete that he has no tapeworm in him? -- Yes.
3. What is your comment therson, his statement? —- That

particular symptom would constitute not strictly speaking
only & delusion but ir this sense an hallucination. in
hallugination is a perception through one of the senses of
something that does not exist. An auditory hellucination
would mean that you hear something where there is nothing

to hear, A visual hallucinastion would mean that you see
something thet is not there. And if you feel certain things
without there being an aobject to cause that sensation, this
would be clasged as 2 tactile haliucination. That is to say
he is feeling something without there being something in
existence to make him feel,

4, What is your comment on his statement that the worm
reacts when it swells food? -- This I would class more ag a
delugion. He believes - this is & combination of delusion
end haellucination, because he believes - that is to say he

ia delpded to the extent of beliewving thet the tapeworm
reactes to food and other things in the environment, and he

is hellucinated in the sense that he actually feels the tape-

worm react.

5. Would the accused feel a tapeworm if he had one? —- Ho.
G Does he blame  Dr. Verwoerd, the late Ir. Verwoerd,
for the existence of this tapeworm? -- No. He did not

bleme Dr, Verwoerd for the existence of it directly, but he
implies that if it had not been for the tapeworm he would
not have killed Dr. Verwoerd, so presumably he interrelates

Dr. Verwoerd and the tapeworm in some way.
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1. Whilst speaking to the acecused, how was his flow of
speech? —— This was variable; bub there were many instances
where he would start a sentence or start explaining something
and then, inexplicably, breazk off, There would be 2 long
pause and then he would either pick up more or less from
where he left off or he would go off at a complete tangent.
And thig I felt was & demonstration of whet we call thought
blocking. It means exactly what it says - a blocking of
thought processes, which again sometimes featured in schizo-
phrenia.

2. Did you find any features of parancie present? —-- Once
one talks in terma of parancia, or paranoid, one is simply
tallting about delusional content, the expression of false
beliefs, I heve slready tried to explain thaet in my opinion
his whole concept revolving around the tapeworm and its
qualities constitutes a delusion, a parancic feature in his
mental condition. There were other rather vague elements
of parenoic thinking in the sense that he deseribed how on
one ococeasion, in Lisbon, he was being treated in a mental
hospital, he felt, for no good reason, and he felt that they
were using on him an entiguated type of machine for the
gdministration of shock treatment, and he strongly suspected
thet they were trying to kill him. This would congtitute
g parancid feature.

3. Is there any other instance of a parancid feature? ——
Wothing very convineing. Throughout the course of these
interviews there were occasions where cne felt that he had
vaguely persecutory ideas which would be of a paranocid type.
But, apart from the tapeworm, and alsoc the delusion con-
cerning the possitle elesment of witcheraft in connection
with this tapeworm, this was also paranoid. There were no
other convincing parancid features.

4. In his youth - was there any incident in his youth
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which he adverted to? —— There was gn incident in hisg youth
which was go difficult for me +o &ssess/%g its btruthfulness,
its reality or its delusional ckaracter, thet I have not
mentioned i+, He did mention that his stepmother, I think
it was, induced a relative tc commit scdomy on him when he
wee & small youngater, and he felt that perhaps this waas de-
signed to destroy his masculinity, and he also felt it hed
something to do with the question of making him unfit for
eny inheritance, If this be true, of course, it is delu-
sicnel, but one wondered a little at leasi whether some re-
lative hadn't in fact commiitted sodomy here. But the deduc-
tion that he drew from this incident would point to him
bteing paranoid and deluded.

1. At this stage apparently you are of the opinion that
the accused is & schizephrenic? —-- Yes,

2, Whica elaes de you put him in® If you don't want to
put him in & class, don't put him in a class? —- There are
various classes of schizophrenia, but quite frequently these
clagoes are not well defined in any particular case, I

would like simply to say that $this man is suffering from

schizophrenia and that in his case there are parancid

Teatures.
3. Schigophrenia, is it correcth is a psychosis? —— Yes.
4, What is a psychosis? —- A psychosis one can say just

simply is a major form of mental disturbance distinguishing
it essentially from a neurosig which is e minor form of
mental disturbance.

5. This opinion which you formed, did you test it in the
light of his past history, his pattern of 1life? -- I am sorry,
I didntt guite get the beginning of the gquestion.

6. When assessing him, in c¢oming to this conclusion, did
you take into account the accused's pattern of life over

the years? -- I made a diagnosis of schizophrenia on the
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bagis of my interviews with him, but, in order to fry and
2dd either supportive or negative e=vidence ‘towerds this
diagnosis, I felt it essential to elieit 2 history from him
and try and decide whether the history I obtained from him
wag coneistent with my impression of him suffering from
schizophrenié.

1. In broad outline, what did you ascertain from him? —-
In broad outline, I found that this man has, first of all,
quite an extraordinary history, & most uwnusual history, =a
groasly unstable history.

2. What are the unusuzl featurea? - There, briefly,
because I am dubious as tc how much this concerns the Court,
he never kmew hip mother but has been told that his mother
wes a Non-European, hig father came from Crete, the accused,
at the age of one, was sent away from his fether to Egypt

to the cere of a graenny, stayed there until he was éix, then
rejoined his father who had remarried. There was a poor
relationship between the zccused and his stepmother.

3. BY THE COURT: I= all this what you got from the
accused? ~- From the accused.

4, 30 you are now telling me what he told you? —— That is
correct. And 28 a result of this disturbed relationship
between the accused and his stepmother he says he was sent
0 a school in the Transvaal, in Middelburg, Transvaal,
where he remained until about the age of twelve, and then he
returned to Lourenec Margues. I would like fo pause there
and say that I am mentioning this aspect of his background
in thet, if it be proved, if it be true, it would lead one
to believe that a man with such & background would be rather
more prone to develop mental illness later in life than would
the individual with 2 normal family background. Then comes
8 story of aimless ramblings, wanderings, around the world,

from one couniry to another, with sn appsrent inability to
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find any sort of niche for himself; an inability to adjust
himself to sny one fixed abode. The number of countries
that he has been to is obscure, but he listed at least 25.
Then one tried to go into the guestion of employment.

1. What relevance has that got? The world is full of

globe-trotters, tramps, bums, whatever you wish to call
them. They are not schizophrenies because tThey walk the
world? —- I would sey that on its owan it would not be
significan®, but one has got to take the pattern as a whole
in this case. But I think 25 countries ig perhaps a little
more than the usual globe-trofiing.

2, I don't know what you base that on. 4 man with itehy
feet, I don't know whether he doesn't do more than 25
countries, I don't know whether you znd I know much azbout
that, but I don't kmnow on what you base that, that that is
more than the ordinsry globe-trotter trampe? —— Rightly, or
wrongly, I felt that it was significant in that it Lfitted
into the pettern as a whole - that it ecould not be taken as
highly significent on its own,

3. MR. COOPER (Contd.): His employment that he had? --
His employment was again of the same ilk in the sense that
it appears from his story that he was never able to hold
down a job for more then & couple of months at a time. And
I was particularly interested in his employment recently in
Cape Town, becauas there one could at leagt heve gome grasp
of what he was talking about. And the fact thet here was
an intelligent man first of 21l taking up menial, sinple,
forms of employment was to me significant. And furthermore
the fact thet, haviﬁg taken up these menizl, =simple, jobs,
that he was unable to hold down these jobs was alsc important
and indicetive of scmething being wrong.

4, BY THE COURT: Did he say he left the jobz, or was he

sacked? —-- He was occagionally sacked. He was usually sacked,
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I think, but occasionally left of his own eccord.

1. MR. COOPER (Contd.): Did he siay why he left them

of his own accord? What was his explanation? -- The expla-
nation again usually revolves around the tapeworm, that
because of the tapeworm he could not hold down the job, and
this made him move on,

2. In whet way did he say the tapeworm affected his
health? —— He said ithe tapeworm had destroyed his entire
personality, both mentalily and physically; that it made him
weak, feeble and infirm.

3 Is he fond of the word "infirm"? —-- Yes.

4, If it ig shown that between Auvgust 1965 and the &th
of September of this year the accused had five jobs in which
he never stayed longer than two menths in any one of thoss
joba, what do you feel about this? -- This would be consis-
tent with his mental condition as I saw it, in that I would
not be mble te, I would not expect this man to be able to
hold down susteined employment even of a relatively simple
type.

5, BY THE COURT: May I put the opposite to you -~ the

cther gide? Agein it is not unusual - we in these courts
kpnow it is not unusual - for people not to hold jobs, it
is pot unusual for them never to do a stroke of work? ——

I went into this carefully ....

6. That is so, isn't it? -- That ia so.

Te You have come across people who won'!t work and who
don't hold jobs, haven't you? -- Yes, but, when I do, I try
and establish the resson therefor, the reason why they don'it
h¢ld these jobs.

8. You don't believe that they just want to work, and
are lazy? -- I am sure that there are those people, but
this man did not fall inte that category. He was conti-

nually seekxing employment; he was continually getting
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employment, but, having socught 14, and got it, he was unable
to hold it; he wes unable to funetion on & reasonable level,
If hia atory is correct, there is nothing to suggest, from
what he teld me, that he is a won't-work.

1. MR. COOPER (Contd.): Give ug certain of the typical
schizophrenic behaviour that you get in a schizophrenic? --
In this type of mental illness the individuasl tends to be
rather isolated from his surroundings in the senze that he
tends to not make any close friends, not maintain any close
friendships ~ he does not really conecern himgelf terribly
with any intimate relationship and is in fact guite unable
to form and maintain any intimate relationships. He vends
to be rather untidy, neglectful of his appesrance; he tends
toc have difficulfies in concentrating snd applying himself
congistently; he tends in fact to be a daydreamer, pre-
cccupied with his own inner thoughts which are not in fact
directly related to the environment arcund him; and he guite
often tends to lead an aimless, almost vagrant, useless sort
of 1life, with very little go, very little ambition, very
1little achievement, very little worthwhile,

2. Physically, how would you describe the accused? --

I would describe him as a wellbuilt man who does not appear
to be appear to be suffering from any physicel infirmity.

3. You already told us thaet you consider him above average
intelligence? ~- Yes.

4. Have you be shown 2 copy of a report from the Uaiver-
sity College, St. Pancras Hospital, Iondon? — Yes,

5. I don't want you to tell the Court what is in that
report, but would you describe whether that report relates
to the accused's state of mind, mental health? ~- It doea
relate to his state of mind, and in fact deseribes the state
of mind,

€. BY THE COURT: Counmsel $0ld you rot to tell me, and now
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you are starting to tell me. -~ I am sorry, my lord.

1. MR. COOPER (Contd.): Are the coantents of that repors
relevant to the present enquiry? -- I believe so, yes.

2, How important are they to the present enguiry? --
Very important.

3. How important will it be for the Court %o hear the

evidence of the medical practitioners who in fact interviewsd
drew

2

the accused and who ,” up these reports?

4, BY THE COURT: When was that?

5s BY MR, COOPER: 13959.

6. BY THE WITNES3: That would depend on the Court's atti-

tude towards this matier. If the Court would require evi-
dence in addition to what evidence has been pregented now,
to satisfy or to elaborate on the evidence, then it would br
very important.

T BY THE COURT: It would be somebody else's opinion on

the clinical exsmination which he reld? -- NMore than that.
It would be somebody else's opinion and the faet that, if
this other opinion was to the effect that this man was suf-
fering from schizophrenia at that *time, it would be very
retevant 3o whether he is suffering from schizophrenia or
not.

8, Thet I follow, I will put it to you again: it will
merely be some other person's opinion - I den't kmow if it
was a psychietrist or what it was - on certein observations
made by that person as to what his opinion is? -- That is
correct, Except - I would like To elaboraie on that and
explain that when & patient is admitted to a mental hospital,
eventually a report may cmerge which will slmost always be
gigned by the superintendent, but very often it is in Tact
the opinion of the group of psychiatrisis who have dealt
with this particular individual. So it is the opinion of

perheps several people.
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1. I do not know if it mey not happen overseas as well,
but it certeinly has heppened in this country that +the
superintendent of the institution signse the report and then,
when I have asked him, he t2lls me that he had nothing to do
with the investigation at =211. So that the fact that some-
bedy has signed the record might be that that peraon had
nothing te do with the investigation. Isg that not possible?
~- Depending on how it is worded. It is possible that he
ie reporting on the findings at that time. I am unable to
say whether the individusl who wrote this report actnally

wag involved in the examinstion or not.

2. He might use a whole team of inveatigators? -- Yes.
3. Some of whom might be dead, and some of whom might be
alive? —- Ceorrect.

4, MR. COOPER (Contd.): Assume the investigators are
alive and sre able and willing, in London, to give evidence
that this wmen was & parancic, they diagnosed him to be a
parancie, schizophrenie, that he did attribute everything to
the tapeworm - assume that - how relevant, and how important
would that be? -- It would be important, very important,
from meny points of view, It would tend to certainly con-
firm one's present clinical impressions of the man, and

I feel strongly it would obliterate finally and conclusively
any question of simulation in this case, melingering.

9. You have alsc seen a report from the White Croft
Hogpital, Newport, Isle of Wight? —- Yes, I have,

6. What is your observation on that report? -- The general
observation is that again there is reference, extensive
reference, to the tapeworm, and again there i1s a diagnosis
of psyehotic illness. I don't know whether I am permitted
to read a line or not ....

Te Don't read. There ig reference, you say, to tapeworm,

reference to & psychotic illness? —- Yes. And there ie
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reference to the fact that he has not recovered, on dis-
charge.

1. Again, how important would it be if we are able to
find the dector who did examine the accumed, who did make
this diagnosis, and I am led to believe that he is available?
How important is that, to have that evidence before this
Court? — It is important. And I must point out that in
this report the person who has signed the report said "I
found this" and "I found that", s0 presumably he is report-
ing on his own findings.

2. In regard to the White Croft Hospital there are in

faet two doectors, not so, who have signed reports - it is

actually a compogite report? -- I have not got the report
here,
3. We will deal with it at a later stage. Furthermore,

you have seen a report from a German hospital near Hamburg?
—-= Yes.

4, Is that correct? —-- Yes,

5. Doeg That confain a diagnosis of the accused's mental
condition in 19557 -- Yes. Thaet alsc refers %o him as
guffering from a psosychotic illness.

6. Again there is reference to the tapeworm, and that the

patient attributed everything %o the tapeworm? -- Yes,

Te How important is that in your opinion? -- That is very
impertant.
8. Again, if we are able to get the evidence of the prac-

titioner or practitiomers who diagnosed the accused's condi-

tion at the time, would thet be material evidence? -- Yes,

it would.

9. And further, you have seen the American report as
well, haven’t you? —— Yes.

10. What do they show? —- There is & report from America

in 1946 describing or, let us say, making a diagnosis of
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schizophrenia.

1. Again, would it be relevant and materisl to this en-~
quiry, if possible, to obtain the evidence and have it
before the Court? —- Yes, it would.

2. I want you to give us your final assessment? —- My
final assessment of this man's mental condition is that he
is suffering from & mental illness kmown as schizophreniaj
that I feel I heve good resson to believe that he has been
suffering from this mental illness for probably at least
twenty years, and that this mental illness is of such a
degree as to make him certifiably mentelly disordered in
terma of the Mentzl Disorders Act.

3. BY THE COURT: Under what class of the definitiona

would you pubt him - of the definitions purely as they may be

in the Aet? —— Under the class of mental disorder.
4, Class 1, is 1t? -— That is correct.
5 A vperson suffering from mental disorder, that is fo

gay & person who owing 4o some form of mental disorder is

incepable of maneging himself or his affairs? —-- Thet is
correct.

6. That is the one you put him under? -~ That is correct.
T MR, COOFER (Contd.): I want to refer you to Section 2
of the Mental Disorders Act which precedes the clagssifica-
tion of the mental disorders. You have told us that he
geeused has a mental disorder? —-- Yes.

8. Is he capable of managing himself? ~- No.

g, Wny? Becauge of the mental disorder? —-- Why?

Because I helieve that he is quite incapable of fending for
himself. He is incapable of holding down employment. He

is dependent all the time on others for help and assistance.
10. Therefcre you say he is incapable of menaging his own
affairg? —- aiu ue 18 incapable of managing his own affzirs,

11, To what extent is he a dangsr to himself or others? ——
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He has certainly proved himself to he a danger to others,
And in schizophrenis the thought processes ars so confused
and unpredictsble that one might say he may well become a

denger tc¢ himself.

1. If there is evidence that in 1855 the accused attempt-
ed to commit suicide? ~- This would not surprise me.
2. What do you consider his prognosis to be in this case?

—— Extremely poor.

3. Why do you say thet? ~-- I ssy that firet of a1l by
virtue of his mental condition as I see it now, in that in
my opinion the mental picture now is indicative of a chronic
long-standing type of scnizophrenia which tends not to respond
favonrably to treztment.

4. Can you add anything to support you or would you like
to refer to anything in support of your opinien? -- Yes,

The question cof the duration of the illness in schizophrenia
is important when one considers the eveniual outlook.
Referring again to Mayer-Gross, Slater and Roth, Clinical
Paychiatry, in discussing the course and prognosis of schizo-
phrenia, they say "The prospec® of a lasting spontancous
remission are greatest during the first two years of illness.
After five years of continuous illness they become negligi-
ble®., I believe that this man has been suffering from
gchizophrenia for far longer than five yeare, and therefore,
onn this basis alone, I believe that his outlook is now
extremely unfevourable,.

2. Can the accused understand these proceedings? —— This
depends & greet deal on the definition of "understand",

I am of the opinion that the accused is not able to under-
stand the exact nature of the evidence which will be led
here, that he is not zhle €0 grasp ....

6. BY THE QOURT: Are you talking about this technical,

psychologicrl evidence? -- Any evidence that involves
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enything the leest bit complex.

1. If there were evidence that he picked up a ¥mife and
gtebbed a man, that some witness saw him, would he lmow what
that witness is talking about? -- Yes.

2. It ie not unusual that people don't understand the

type of evidence that you have/ggﬁgng. We are trained to try
and do so.

3. MR. COOPER (Contd.): As regards the proceedings in
general, what is his understanding and appreciation of them?
~~ I have spent considerable time with this man trying to
elicit from him whether he hes any views regarding his
defence, whether he had any idea of what sort of approach
his defending counsel would be adopting in this case,

whether he had any personal views on how he would try to
defend himself, whether he really understood the implica-
tions of this whole matter, and I cams to the conclusion
that he had no noticn of these things - that he had no under-
gstending of these things at all.

4. BY THE COURTPF Of which things? I have no understand-

ing of "these thinga”. Which things? That he was being
tried here for the crime of murder? -- He lkmows that he is
being iried for the crime of murder,

5. Does he Xmow that for murder you can swing? —-- Yes.
é. Well, what else does he want to understand?

T MR. COOPER (Contd.}: Is it as primitively simple asg
all that? —-- No, it is not.

8. Is he able 1o make a proper defence? —- Most definite-
1y not.
9. Is he able to instruct me properly in this matter? —-

I don't think he is able to instruct you at all, usefully.
10, BY THE COURT: I am sorry, vut again I nust ask you
what on eaiin winls .aeans, Tcu don't think he can instruct

counsel, What does that mean? Counsel does not seem to
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be deing sco badly up to the moment. He got his instruct-
iong from somewhere. What do you mean by that answer?

1. BY MHE. COOPER: I had = wery cepable instructing

attorney, my lord.
2. BY THE COURT: Thank you. You must have & very capa-

ble client too. What on earth do you mean by giving me an
angwer that he is not capable of instructing counsel in his
defence? ——- I mean specificslly that I asgked him guestions
to try and establish whether he was able, whether he had
any ideasg on thigs matter of hies defence, whether he had any
idea of what he should say to his attorrey ....

3. What is he geing to sey? Hie defence is either

"I didn't do it" or "I did do it, but I am insane". Surely
he knows both those? -- I found myself comparing this case
with other murder cases, other murderers who I have exsn-
ined, and they have always shown (a) & lot of interest and
anxiety comncerning their defence, and they have always ten-
dered teo offer explanations, excuses, reasons and - whether
‘they be worthwhiles or not - ideas they had concerning why
they maey not be guilby. This man had nothing of this type
to offer at all.

4, If he were as gane as tomorrow all dey, wnet do you
suggest he might have been able to offer as an excuse to
get himself out of this trouble, other than his mental
gtate? If he were the cleverest accused ever, and the
evidence ig - which I presume it is going to he -~ that he
stabbed the Prime Minister in the Houses of Parliement
within sight of all the people there, what do you suggest
the cleverest accused in the world could have thought up
by way of defence, othexr than what he hag? —- 1 think that
a2 wan who has been in mental hospitals several times would
have inevitably thought up or talked in terms of gome sorid

of defence related to his mentsl condition. That he either
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couldn't remember what he was A0ing .s....

1, This one did, didn't he? He offered the defence of

& tapeworm. It may he true. I don't lmow, He has gone
ag far as he can? -- He does not present the tepeworm as a
defence.

2. MR. COOPER (Contd.): What did he think you were exam~
ining him for, for what purpose were you examining him? ——
After having examined him for several hours, and, after 1
knew that fellow psychiatrists had slso examined him for
several hours, during the course of a joint interview with
him I noticed him, just in passing, saying "I must thank
you very much for all the assistance you are giving me'.
He rambled on a little bit, and then I took this up and

I said %o him "In what way do you think we are trying to
agsist you? In what way are we assisting you?" and he
said "Well, the tapeworm is giving me & lot of pain, and
you are listening to my difficulties about the tapeworm".
And it wae clear to me at that time that this men had not
grasped the purpose of our examination.

3. Finally, what is your opinion, what is your firm
opinion in this matter? -- My firm opinion is that he is
mentally disordered in terms of the Mental Disorders Act.
4. Do you think this is a borderline case of schizophre-
nia? ~- A3 in many cases of gchizophrenie, some of the
symptoms he displays perhaps are relatively sutile symptoms
which have to be drawn out, symptoms of which ome hasz to
have some sort of knowledge before their importance -
before one becomes aware of their importance. I don't
consider this a borderline case. I consider him to De
definitely mentally disordered in terms of the Mental Dis-
orders Act.

5 Would it be easy for a layman fo discover that this

man is a schizophrenic? -- I think it would quite possibly
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not be easy for a layman to find that - well, certainly not
te find that he is a schizophrenic, and certainly not easy

to posgibvly realisc the magnitude of the disturbance of his
mind. Not easy to realise that he igs suffering from a
serious form of mental disorder.

1. Why is that s0? —- I would say that this is common in
mental illness, but particularly common in schizophrenia.

And on several occecasicng I have had experience of intelligent
individuals - I hope I am able to say this without hesita-
tioen - many of them have been ¢f the legal profession, who
have gone to wvisit patients, certified patienss, st Valken-
turg Hospitel, and they come back from the Hospitel and they
say "I don't think he is so bad. I don't see where he is
mentally disordered”. Unless one is sble to explain the
mental disorder it has been difficult for these people to
appreciate the fact that the individual is mentelly disorderdsl
And the other thing about schizophrenia that I would like to
stress, seeing I have been asked this question, is that
elthough the abnormality, the mental sbnormelities, mey
appear to be relatively - I say may appear to be -~ of rela-
tively minor degree, we lmow that these reletively, seemingly
relatively minor symptoms cause profound disturbancea in the
behavious in schizophrenics, and this is what in fact I

beliieve has nappened in this particular case.

{ Continued on next page)
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1. CROSS~EXANMINED BY MR. VAN DEN BERG: In deciding

whether the tapeworm story is a delusion or not, did you
take into account the cultural background of the accused?

~- Yes, I did.

2, What is his cultural background? -- When one is describ-
ing cultural background one is describing a large number of
envircnmental factors. One has to take inio eceount perhaps
mest particularly his intelligence, which is high, and then
one has to take into account the environment which he has
been faced with over the years., This man iz in & peculiar
gense a well-travelled individual. He lknows the ways of

The worid, and although 2t one stage aof his life he was
living in Middelburg in the Transvaal wherec he mey, I suppose,
have been mixing with fairly poorly educated Afrieans, per-
haps, may have heard Africans talk in terms of witchecrafi,

I see nothing in this man's background to suggest that it is
his background that makes him think in terms of tapeworm.

3. But isn't it a fact that natives in this country often
tell doctors these things because they believe they have
been bewitched? -- Thet is corrsct,

4, And isn't it a fact that the accused 4is of mixed
descent? -= The accused is of mixed descent, but he has
lived the life of a Europcan. He has lived primarily, the
bulk of his life, essentially among Eurgpean population,

5. But hasn't he often assccigted with natives? -- I under-
stand, or I believe, that in his early life as a child in
Middelburg he probably aasociated with natives., Recently

in Cape Town he has in fact assaciated with coloureds as
well. But I cannot conceive of this man as being a primi-
tive individual influenced by primitive beliefs.

E. S0 wouldn't you agree that this could be superstition?
-— WNot in his case, no.

7. Do you know that the accused told Dr. van Wuk that he
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could not sleep? ~- I did not know that.

1. Tha+t he was very worried about this charge against him?
-- He did aot teil me he was very worried.

2. BY THE COURT: I thought you told me - I want clarity -

: wormy
that the accused at one stage did deseribe this/condition of

his to witchecraft? —— Yes, he did.

3. Now I unferstand you to say that you are satisfied from
his background that that can't be so, and I thought he told
you so himself? —— I don't think this is related to his
background. He is relating this tapeworm in this instance
to something that happened in his early life,

4. When his mother put him against the blacks, and the
blacks in revenge, by witchcraft, put a tapeworm in him? —-
Yes.,

5. Isn't that what I understood you to say? Is that
right? -- Yes, that iz right.

6. Well then, isn't that what counsel is asking you,
whether there isn't a possibility that this whole tapeworm
story is based upon that witcheraft superstition which he,
as a small boy, picked up? I thought that was what counsel
ia esking you?—— I think not. The witchcraft aspect of this
tapeworm has been & tremendously secondary thing that he
Threw in when we particularliy or continually worried him

as to where he thought this tapeworm had come from.

7. Why would he throw it in, secondary or primary, if he
didn't believe in it? —- He said it was & possibility. He
didn't believe it strongly. He said - I think I did say
this ~ that he thought it might possibly be related to this
witcheraft element.

8. BY ASSESSOR (Mr. Baker): In other words, he did show

some belief in witcheraft? -- He did show some belief in
witcheraft, but in answering Mr. van den Berg's question

I was trying to answer in relation to his cultural back-
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ground, and I feel that culturally his overall cultural
development is advanced. He may huave this isolated delusion
concerning the witcheraft, but his cultural deévelopment is
advanced, it is not that of a primitive individual.

1. MR. VAN DEN BERG (Contd.): You said this tzpeworm

delusion was constant - is that so0? -- I don't know if T
put it in these words.

2, BY THE COURT: Well, the words you did put it in, it

didn't matter what you talked about, before you knew where
you were you were back at the tapeworm? -- That is so.

3. I don't know whether you would describe that as constant,
but that is the way you did tell me it was? —-— The talk and
the discussion from him about his tapeworm certeinly was very
prominent at each and every intarview.

4. Isn't that what you told me: no matter what you talked
about - you talked about various things; I think you men-
tioned various things - no matter what you talked about, you
finished with the tapeworm? -- Yes, my Lord, I am not sug-
gesting .......

5. So thet it is constantly there, no maiter what you
talked about? -- Constant would mean that he talked about
tapeworm and nothing else. I am not suggesting that. He

did talk of other things. But I am saying that the tapeworm
played & prominent part in his overall ceoaversation,

6. Do I remember correctly that whatever yoytalked about
you finished on the tapeworm? -- Frequently that was so.

7. MR. VAN DEN BERG (Contd.): If there is evidence that

the accused gave other reasons for killing the deceased
ag well as for his travels, do you still say that this
delusion is constant? —— Yes, but I have not said that the
accused gives the tapeworm as an excuse for killing Dr.
Verwoerd. All I have said is that the accused has said

that the tapeworm was in the middle of it, whatever that may
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mean. But that is what he said,

1. Was that the reason or was that not the reason for
killing the Prime Minister? -- I believe that the reason
for killing the Prime Minister can only be explained on

the basis of a very complex, confused, deluded mind; that
one cannot say there was any one element and blame that one
element for his killing of Dr, Verwoerd. I believe it was
a complex, confused, muddled issue, of which the tapeworm
played a part, and which other things also played a part,
2. Could he plan if he was confused? -- He could plan in
& simple way, yes.

3. You say in ...7 ~=- A simple way.

4, Didn't the accused say that he belicved that the doc-
tors had never given the tapeworm sufficient attention?

-- Yes,

5. Did he tell you that once he considered shooting the
medical doctors because they were not giving this tapeworm
aufficieat attention? -~ He didn't tell me that in so meny
words, but he told me that he didn't think much of the
medical profession in relation te their knowledge of how

to handle a *zpeworm.

6. If this i the evidence, why wouldn't he have shot

the doctors, why would he shoot the Prime Minister? -~ If
the Court wishes me to expound on why I think this man
killed Dr. Verwoerd, I am afraid it is the only way in
which I can answer this gquestion. This is very compliceated
ground that we are on now, and it is impossible for me just
to answer in a simple way, but perhaps just as a preliminary
ganswer I believe that this man has feelings that throughout
his 1ife he has been frustrated, that he has been up against
it. I Dbelieve that he feels that society as a whole is
against him. And I believe that he,in his peculiar assess-

ment, assessed Dr, Verwoerd as the head of society. I think
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he identified Dr. Verwoerd as the leader., I think he was

fed up with sceiety as a2 whole, and the obviocus man to atiack
was the man that he considered to be the lesder of the society
in which he was,

1. BY THE CQUR?: I don't quite feollow, You ftold me you

think the real reascon is that this man found s11 society was
against him? -- Yes.

2, This was the leader of society, and he kills him. Aren't
you now describing to me a2 parancic par excellence? Isn't
this a paranoic that you are describing to me, a man who
believes the hand of all society is ageinst him a2t 21l times.
You told me this man only showed very slight parancic tenden-
cies, I am & layman, I am net an expert. T don't know where
Tan.? — I don't regard this as being particularly perancic,
in that I don't think - he doesn't feel that people have been
perscouting him or trying to poison him or any of these things
that parancics sometimes do believe, But he believes that his
whole life has been hopeless, that he is helpless, that he
just can't make any headway, and he is only being parancid in
the scnse of being uneble to understand that this failure is
the product of his own sick mind, and he is rather blaming
society for this hopeless and helpless situation he finds
himself in,

3. MR. VAN DEN BERG (Contd.): Then he should have had a

grudge againat the doctors? -— Which doctors?

4. The docters who couldn't ki3l the tapeworm? -- Yes, he
certainly has a grudge against these doctors, which he ax-
pressed.

5. Why didn't he kill a doctor, why did he kill the Prime
Minister? -— It is very hard. If one could creep into this
man's mind one would be able to understand. But I think the
Prime Minister was a much bigger and greater authority figure

in this man's wind than a doctor.
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1. Do you agree that the accused was able to plan? -- The
accused is an intelligent man and he is sble to use that
intelligence to do certain pracitical things. Certain things
that just demand an application to small practical issues,
he is able t¢ plan in that sense.

2, Does he give a good account of his actions? —- A fairly
good account, yes.

3. A fairly good account, not a good account? «- Which
actions are you referring tof

4. What he did, what he explained to you, what he did? ——
Yes, he gives a good account of what he did. He finds it a
little difficult to deseribe in eny detail the last few
seconds associated with this deed bui on the whole he gives
a good account of what he did,

5. If I put it to you that he performed his work in the
House of Assembly normally and efficiently, would you agree
with that? -- I would like to know details of that. I would
say thet a highly intelligent man performing as a messenger
in court may well be eble to perform fairly reasonably, but
I would suspeect in this man that he didn't in fact perform
all that reasocnably. I would be surprised, in faet, that

he performed altogether satisfactorily,

8. But he was a2 messenger in the Press Gallery, and if

he didn't perform his duties efficiently wouldn*'t he have
been dismissed? —- I understand that he was only there for

8 short time.

T He was there from the 1st August to the 6th September?
-— Yes. I must draw a conclusion from this that he wasn't
completely and obviously homless and inefficient in his
duties.

8. But if there is evidence that he performed hie duties
normally and efficiently, you won't deny that? — If the

evidence 1s such, I must accept it.
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1. Did you find any apparent memory defect in the accused?
-~ Negligible memory defect.
2. He remembered his whole history very well? -- Yes, he
found a littie difficulty. Sometimes it was a lifttle diffi-
cult from what he said to establish exzetly how long he had
stayed in one place and whether he had gone from A to B or
A t¢ C, but on the whele T would say that his memory was
gatisfactory.

3. Do you agree that he was not disorientated as %o time

and place? -- I agree.
4 Does this not spell normality? -- No.
5. Why not? —- Because in schizophrenia the intellectual

functions, functions involving memory and as & consegqguence
orientatiocn, are not particularly disturbed., In fact they
are often not disturbted at all.

6. When you first met the accused, did hsésk you who you
were? — If my memory serves me aright Mr. David Bloomberg
introduced me as Dr. Cooper.

7. And did the accused ask you who you were? -- No, he
just accepted; as he accepted everything else, he just accepted
that I wes who he had been told.

B. When the psychologist who will be called by the State,
Mr, Erasmus, interviewed ths accused he asked Mr, Erasmus

who he was? —- Yes,

9. Is there any significance in that? -—- Well, he may well
have asked me who I was, but he was introduced to me before
perhaps he had 8 chance of asking me. I don't think there
is any significance in the fact that he asked who Mr.
Erasmus was.

10. Did you ever get the impression that the accused was
concerned about his rights? -- His rightsa?

11, Yes? —-- He showed a certain amount of concern, but I

would say minimal concern and & degree of concera that I
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thought was completely inappropriate and unusuzl in cir-
cumstances of this sort.

1, I am informed that on the &th October, 1966, when

the accused appezred before the Chief Magistrate for

remand to this Court, he teld the Chief Magistrate that

he did not understand the meaning of the word "summary“,

g summary trial. He did not understand the word “summary",
Why do you think he asked this guestion? -- Because he
wanted to Xnow what the term "sumnmary trial" meant,.

2, Don't you think that he was interested in the legal
significance of the werd? —— I can't ansﬁer this question.
I think he just was curious to know what "summary trial'
meant, I am not in a position to say why he wanted to know.
3. Doesn't this show that the accused understood the
rest of the proceedings before the Magistrate? -- I don't
know what proceedings they were on that day. I think I

am correct in saying the poceedings were extremely limited,
and limited proceedings I believe this man would be able

to follow.

4. What do you mean by limited proceedings? «- This man's
difficulty in thinking logically and assessing things and
forming reascnable judgments and coming to reasconable con-
clusions becomes increasingly difficult as the complexity
of what he is presented with inecreased, partieularliy in
regpect of time., If one talks $o him over guarter of an
hour, 3he firast guarter of an hour if one asks him simple
questions he gets along quite all right, but as the time
goes on his thoughts drift more and more and he tends

more and more to lose contact with what ia going on arcund
him,

5. BY THE COURT: That you don't find unusual, do you?

The ordinary member of the publie igfery muech like that

unless he has been trained to long periods of mental con-



[ .renive to8 Jvetece |

AT, DH. COOPER.

centration? -- Yes.

1, There is nothing unusual about that, is there? -~ This
is agein a m=tter of degree.

2. I have had jurymen who tell me they can't take more

than about & quarter of an hour of it? -— Yes, I agree.

This is a matter of degree agzin.

3. How do you find anything unusual ia that? -- Yes, I did.
It is a matter of degree, and I felt this individual‘*s ten~
dency to become lost was greater, far greater, significantly
greeter, than in the average individual.

4, MR. VAN DEN BERG (Contd.): Do you agree that schizo-

phrenia is & group illness? —— Yes. OBchizephrenia is a wide
term which is used to describe & group of mental disturbances,
or,let ug put it this way, that the symptomzs which may be
agsociated with a diagnosis of sechizophrenia vary quite con-
giderably.

5. Iz it difficult to diagnose? — I like to feel that
after my experience I am reasonably able to diagnose schizo-
phrenia, but for the layman it may be extremely difficult

to diagnose.,

6. Isn't it accepted by psychiatrisis that some of the
cases of schizophrenia recover? —— That is correct.

T Some recover but retain certain schizophrenic traits?
-— Yes.

8. Some are periodic? -- Correct.

9. While others suffer complete disintegration of the
personality and become permanently demented? —--That is
correct.,

10. If there is evidence that the accused killed the de-
ceased for political motives, would this factor strongly
guggest that he is responsible for his actions? —— No.

11. You say "No"? —- Thaet is what I said.

12. Why not? —- Becauwae I believe that there was at least
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- that there certainly was at least an element of politicel
regentment in this men's mind. This man'g background was
such that he did in fact talk in terms of being opposed

to certain aspects of Dr. Verwoerd's policy. He admittfed
thaet quite openly. 1T was clear to me that he had no liking
for Dr. Verwoerd, and I asked him - I told him in fact that
it seemed to me that this was a straightforward affair,
that he didn't like Dr., Verwoerd and therefore he killed
Dr, Verwoerd. He peinted out to me that there are many
people that he hasn't liked in this world, that there are
many people that have made him fed up, that he has been
resentful towards, and he said thkat his not liking Dr. Ver-
woerd, that his dislike of Dr. Verwocerd was not such that
he would therefore kill Dr. Verwoerd, and that he in fact
couldn't understand really why exactly he killed Dr. Ver-
woerd.

1. So this really had nothing to do with the tapeworm?
~=It did have something to do with the tapeworm, because
the tapeworm has, in his mind, been instrumental in placing
himself in a society and having been placed in that situa-
tion in society he is zesentful of Dr. Verwoerd as an
authority figure, and resentful in a personal sort of con-
fused way to his policies,.

2. BY THE COURT: Could you remember at what stage he

tried to convince you with this very rational, logical
argument that "I didn't kill the man because I don't like
him; there are many pecople in this world I don't like, and
I don't go out to kill them.”"% I could not have imagined
anything more rationel and logical than that. When was

this that he said all this? -- It was when I discovered
that he was quite willing end open in his admission that

he 4id not like Dr, Verwecerd. I then attacked him verbally,

and I said YLook, this whole thing, I don't know what we are
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arguing about here. The whole thing is quite e¢lear. It
seems that you killed Dr. Verwoerd because you didn't like
him", and it was only when I put this statement to him that
he came forth with this ides, or this explanation if one
likes to call it that,

1. Complete logic: I dislike lots of people, I haven't
killel a lot of people, and I have killed this one. There-
fore it is not because I disliked this one that I killed
him. The logic is impeccable., —--— He said that hs felt
that the reasons underlying his killing of Verwoerd were
far too complex. He couldn't explain to me why. And then
he started talking about frusiration, frustration, and the
tapeworm, and not holding jobs, and having nowhere to live,
and the whole thing became jumbled in his mind.

2. Then‘ urely at some stage you then say, if I can
visualiseztaYes, that is all very well. I know yow have
had a disturbed, difficult sort of life, but what has that
got to do with Dr. Verwoerd®"? —-= Qh, I did., I aaked him,
3. And what answer did you get? ~- I asked himpWhether

he blamed Dr. Verwcerd for everything., No, he didn't

care fo go so far as to say that he blamed Dr. Verwoerd

for everything.

4. How far did he go? -- There was a big pause, there was
& big "er"™ and a hesitetion, as there is in so many of the
questions one put te him, but he said no, he cannot blame
Dr, Verwoerd directly for what happened to him.

5. How far did you probe this? You are a trained psychis-
trigt? -- I probed it very far.

6. And did you get anything at all béyond that he didn't
kill him because he disliked nim? Did you get any idea as
to why he did kill him?® —— I spent a great deal of time on
this question of "Why did you kill Dr., Verwoerd?". 1In faet

I tried to give him the impression that in fact I was getting
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fed up. I said to him - this I said to him at my last
interview again - T said "Look, I am geing to ask you a
simple question: why did you kill Verwoerd?, and I want

a simple answer." Ee said "I don't know. I car't explain.
It is complex, PFrustrations, you know", and we got no
anawer to this question. I asked him this question many
times. I probed as forcefully as I could, and I could not
get him to tell me why he killed Dr, Verwoerd, and, with
regpect, I came to the conclusicn that he doesa't really
exactly know why he killsd Dr. Verwoerd.

1. I hesitate to ask thig, because I am very much aware
of my being & layman, but if he killed him under & delusion
wouldn't he immediately be able to tell you why he killed
him? -- I don't believe it was simply & delusion.

2. You are not answering the question. I put 1t hypothet-
ically. If he killed him as z result of the machinations
of a delusion and he was a deluded individual, wouldn't he
immediately be able to tell you what his delusion was and
why he kilied him? -- My answer is yes, provided that

the reason for him killing the man was purely and simply
in response to the delusion. Then I would say yes, he would.
3. I am thinking of & case which we lawyers know of: =&
man whe was deluded into thinking that a child in a hut

was a tokoloshe. He killed the child because he believed
it was a tokoloshe, The Court believed him. But he didn't
say "I don't know why I killed the child." He said "I
kkilled it because it was a tokoloshe™, «-- That is what

onz would expect.

4. Exactly. My question 4is not quite so stupid. If
this is a2 deluded individual you would have expected e
definite answer? — If his crime was directly related purely
and gimply to his delusion, I would have said I expect a

direct answer. But I do not believe this was in fact purely



[ .renive to8 Jvetece |

51 ® DH. COOPER.

and simply related to the deiusion of the tapeworm.

i, That is the only delusion he had, isn't it, that you
discovered? You didn't discover any other delusien? -- No,
but I ...,

2. Except vague oneg that "socdety isa't very nice Lo me”?

-- No, but I found other aspects of his mental disorder which
in my opinion are equally important to simply his being
deluded.

3. I mast put it again. The fact that he could not give
you a definite answer when you pressed him as tc why he had
killed Dr. Verwoerd shows that he did not kill him as a
regult of any definite delusion. Am I wreng in that? -- That
is correct. He did not kill Dr, Verwoerd because he believed
he had a tapeworm.

4, That is not the question I asked you. My gquestion had
no tapeworm in it? —-- This is cobvicusly an imporiant ques-
tionend I have got to get in my mind eclearly what we are
talking about.

5. The question I put te you iz that if it is true thati

he could not tell you why he killed Dr, Verwoerd, can I

from that deduce that the killing was not because of a
delusion? Because I thought we had walked the road thet

if he had killed the man because he was deluged he woulid

have seld so? -- That is correct.

6. Am T right or am I wrong? ~- You are right, provided

I am prepared to qualify it and say that he did not kill

Dr. Verwoerd purely because of & delusion.

T That doesn't satisfy me. Did ke kill him as a result

of a delusion at all? Did delusion play any role in the
killing, and 1f so, waich delusion? -~- I believe delusion

did play & role in the killing.
8. The delusion beingWhat? -- The delusion being & very com-
plex, invelved system of thought revolving arcund his tapeworm.

COURT ADJOURNS UNTIL 2.15 P.M,.
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AT 2.15 P.M, THE COURT RESUMES.

HARQILD COOFPER: (Still on cath):

CROSS-EXAMINED BY MR, VAN DEN BERGH: (Cont.):

1. If there is evidence that the accused intended escaping,
would this indicate that he was regsponsible for his ects? «- No.
2. Why not? —- Because the mere fact that a2 man intends 1o
egcape dgean't mean that the thought underlying what he is
deing are rational thoughis.

3. Did the accused tell you how many langusges ge can gpeak?
-- He to0ld me that he spoke several languages.

4, How meny? —- I am afraid I have not noted the exact number
down,

5. Fhy didn't you ask him? -=- Because I didn't think it was
particularly importent to note precisely, exactly, how many
languages he spoke.

6. But why did you make comprehensive notes? -- I did make
very comprehensive notes,

7. But why didn't you make notes mbout thia? -=- Recause, I
repezt, I did not think thet +the number of langueges he spoke
was of any significance in my psychiatric assessment of him.
8. Isn't it a sign of intelligence if you can spesk many
languages? -~ Yes.

9. Now, why didn't you go into this aspect? ~- Beceuse it
was perfectly clear to me that he was intelligent, without
going into that aspect.

10. Did the eccused tell you where he had been employed? —-—
Yes.

1l. Did you mzake any notes of that? -- Yes,

12, VWhere was he employed? -- He told me he had been employed
by the Marine Corporation; he told me he had been employed in
the Power Station; he t0old me he had been employed with the

Tramways; he told me he had been employed ~ the most recent
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employment, of course, was in the House of Assembly, in
Parliament.

1. Did the accused supply you with names and addresses of
the places where he had lived? —— He didn't supply me with a
list of names. There were a few names and addresses that did
come Uup in my examinstion of him.

2. But didn't you ask him where he had lived? - No, I did
not.

3. Why not? -- Because I was not carrying out 2 legal in-
veatigation, I was carrying out a psychiatric investigation.
4. Did the acconsed give you a detailed account of how he
rlanned and killed the deceased? -- He gave me & reasonably
detailed sccount of the events leading up to his committing
+the crime.

5. What exactly did he vell you? —-- He told me of how he had
bought two knives and how, on the day sssee.

. Before you go any further, did he say when he bought
these two knives? —— ¥Yes, I think I am correct in saying that
he bought the knives on the morning of the crime.

BY THE COURT: Did he tell you when he first conceived the

intention to commit this c¢rime? —- He wag extremely vague
gbout when he first conceived the plan, It appeered, as far
ag I could gather from him, that hs conceived it some time
efter he got the posiftion as messenger of Parliament,

8. Youw cannot be more specific than that, can you? —- I
Cce&-.'% because.....,

g. Wes it weeks before he did it that he conceived the
intention of committing this crime? -- I gathered from him
it was at least several days.

10. MR. VAN DEN BERGH: (Cont.): From what he told you, when

did he say he wanted to kill +the Prime Minister? -- When?

When did he want to kill the Prime Minister? —— I can't
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answer that, I just got from hin that he had vaguely in his
mind plenned to kill him, and then, on that particular day he
decided that this was now going to be the time he wea going to
do it%.

1. Didn't he tell you that he wanted to kill +the Prime
Minigster on the 3rd September? -- HNo.

2. Did he tell you that he originally wanted to shoot the
Prime Mini=zter? -- Yes, he t0ld me that he hed originally

ried to buy & revolver and that he had bought some sort of
gas pistol but that did not function properly.

3. Did he tell you that he erranged to buy & Baretta pistol?
—~— I don't recall the name Baretta, no,.

4. Didn't he say that he had arranged to buy e Baretta pistol
from a seaman on the tanker "Elenic"?-- He did give me & vague,
garbled account of his Thoughts and the happenings on that
vessel, He did telk vaguely in terms of references made on
that boat %o 1ll-ieeling concerning the political poliecies of
Dr. Verwoerd, and he did tell me of thoughte crossing his mind
concerning the killing of Dr. Verwoerd.

5. Didn't the accused say that he waited for his salary at
the end of August, 1966, before buying the piatol? -- No. He
didn't tell me that,

6. Didn't he tell you thed he irtended escaping on the
tanker 'Elenic! after shooting the Prime Minister? -— Yes, he
did tell me, ggain in vague terms, of how he contemplated
escaping on this ship. This was when he was thinking in terme
of the shooting, not when he was apparently thinking in terms
of the stabbing. He was very adament that he had no plan

of escape although thought of escape after committing this act.
T Did he say that the "Elenie" left Cape Town on the 3ird
September, 1966, for Venice, I%aly? -- No, I did not get that

information frem him,
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1, Did he tell you that he was cheated by the scamen gnd
that he was shown & gas pistol instead of a Barette pistol? —-—
He did tell me that he bought & pistol +that turmed out to be
one that wouldn't function properly.

2, Did he %ell you that he returned to the tanker on Satur-
dey, the 3rd September, 1966, to try and discuss the matter
with the seaman who sold him the pistol? -- No.

3. Did he give you any reason why he did not epply for a
revolver licence? —- No.

4, Did he tell you that he had obtained American dollars at
the bank in order to purchase the pistol? —- Yes, I do recall
hir saying something about American deollars.

5. Did the accused say that he changed his plans after he
had purchssed the gas pistol, which was not suited to his
purpose? —— Ho, he didn't really talk to me in terms of plans,
when he discussed the eventual stabbing with me he didn't
really know wny he did what he did.

6. Didn't the accused tell you Tthat heerernen.

7. BY THE COURT: I am scorry, I do not understand that. I

have agked you that before, and I don't understand it now.
You did tell me that in hie telling you about killing the
Prime Minister there was a politicel motive as well as other
things probably. Didn': yow tell me that he did not like his
politics? ~— He to0ld me that he didn't like his politics.

8. And wasn't that assccieted with his killing? —— It was
associatsd with it but only indirectly.

g. Then I cannot understand your giving an enswer and saying
he didn't give you any reason for doing so. I cannot under-
gtand that answer. —- I say that because I repeatedly asked
him t¢ try and explain to me why he killed Dr. Verwoerd, and
at no time was he able to offer me any explanation, When I

am talking about these political issues, thege are things I
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elicited from him guite apart from this gquestion of: "Why did
you kill Dr. Verwoerd?" He did not tell me about his political
feelings directly in relation to my guestion of: "Why did you
kill Dr. Verwoerd?" Vihen I asked him that ques®ting, =% no
time was I able to elicit eny coherent account o why he thought
he did it. He said, in fact, that he doesn't knov why he 4id
it. He cen hardly beleve that he @id do it., He krows he did
it but he doean't know why and,....
1. Again I am having difficulty with this, as you have just
told me that at least - according to what he told you - for
daysa, if not longer - at least for a matter of days he wes con-
gidering and contenplating and premeditating +this kiliing. —
Thaet ie correct.
2. I think you told me that he went and bought the knives on
“hut morning? —- That wras what he told me.
da Then I don't follow why he told you that he de= not know
why he iit=zd ', because he must have been thinking sbout it
for days. ~- 1 kmow, but this is the point, he premeditated it
aprarently from what he said, and he did it., 3But when one asks
T why he did it, he cannot gather a coherent system of ideas
in his mind to explain why he did it. He thought of doing it
anpar:ntly, he planned $c¢ do i3, he Aid “+. But why he did i¥,
et was foo aig mind concerning the dc.ag of it, this he vius
unable vz t=.] me despite Tepeated interrosztior:y.
4, He wcoid you a 1ot of things, casual things that had to
do with this. ~~ Yes.

If what was in his mind was a complex, he told you severzl
things about that complex, didn't he? -- Yes.
5. There was the political motivation; dis there anything
else that made up this complex of his intentiorn *+» 13117 —
Yes. Well, segain this was, if you like to call it. & poli. &l

thing again, but in my mird i was e=n irrational politicsl
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thing. I recall that the question of Dr. Verwoerd's meeting
with Jonathan, he says, came into it., Now, when one asks him
exactly in what way it came into it, bhow i% came into it, what
this meeting had to do with his killing Dr. Verwoerd, one is
agein confronted with a very vegue account, btut one gathers
that his idea concerning that meeting wes that he felt that
Dr. Verwocerd was not truiy representative of the White
population in this country, and he fz2lt that Chief Jonathan
was not trulj representative of the non-Bureopean population
in this country, and in some rather muddled perplexed way Tthat
seens To upset the accused and ir nis words, he seys, that
might have had something to do with it. But onme cannot from
that deduce that fthe accused killed Dr, Verwoerd because of
that meeting. Bat his thoughts revolving around this meeting
further muddled his mind, further confused his feelings and
ideas about the political situation, and apparently contri-
buted in some way to the megs of irrationgl thinking that
collected in his mind and eventuelly burst forth in this
aggressive act.

L. He has given you various political considerstions which
played some rdle? —- Yes.

2. Did he give you any other coneiderations that played a
rfle, other than this poliiical side? =~ Yes.

3. What were the others? —— The other consideration wae his
own personael feelings - what has haprened ito him personally.
He talked in terms of: "Wrustration, frustraetion, for years
frustration, Dector. You don't understand what it has meant
to me this terrible frustration." Then one would say to him:
"What frustrafion"? ind he would say: “Well, for years I have
just been wandering about. I have never been able to do any-
thing." 4And then you'd say to him: "What has this got to do

with killing Dr. Verwoerd?" "Well, you don't understend, i%
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is frustration and tension building up."” Now, this sort of
discussion took place with this man time and again, and one
gathers ithat in amongst his motivetions a prominent part wag
Flayed by his own inner feelings of frustretion, tension,
despair, guite unrelated really to Dr. Verwoerd or anything
outzide of his own mind at =ll. This I feel was an extremely
important aspect and part of his socelled motivationa. 3But it
is difficult for ne to talk in terms of his meotivations be-
cause I believe his motivations were concerned with a mass of
irrational thoughts and it is hard for me to give you &
rational description, an explanation of & man's irradtional
thiniing.

1., MR. VAY DEN BERGH: (Cont.): Did the accused say that he

flecided to kill the deceased by stabbing him after he had fail-
ed Lo obtain a suitable pistol? —— I em afreid — perhaps I was
neglectinl - I didn't zsk him that question, but I 4id gather
and agsume that having bought the knives it was his intention,
it was obvious to me, that this is what he intended to do,

2, Did the accused tell you tkat on the morning of the 6th
September, 1966, he changed his uniform of Parliament end put
on & suit Yo go down town? -- Yes.

3. Did he say thaet he left Parliament and went te buy two
daggers at different shops at about 9 a,m, that morning? -~ He
either said that or something very approximating, I don'$
remember the exact details but he did, in effect, say that.

4. Did he describe how he returned %o Parliament and hid +he
daggers in his locker? —— I don't think I got from him how he
returned but T do recall he said to me that he hid the daggers
in his locker.

5. Did the accused say that he continued serving tea and
performing his normal duties until about 2.00 p.m. that day? ——
I don't recall the serving of the tea but I do recall him say-

ing that he continued to perform his normal duties.
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1. Did he sey until when? —— I am afraid I c¢an only say un-—
til ghortly before he eventually walked into Parliament to 4o
what he did.

2, Did the accused describe how he went to fetch the daggers
and how he concealed them on his person? -~ He just told me that
he went to fetch them ard he concealed them on his person, I
think in his pocket ore....

e I will put this to you: Didn't he tel}l you that he con-
cealed cone dagger in & sheath on a belt around his waist, under
his jacket? -~ He told me that he had the dagger in a sheath
under his jacket,

4. Arid didn't he tell you that he concealed the other dagger
under hig underpsnts? —- No.

5. Tied to & cord? —- No, he didn't tell me +that.

6. Did the accused tell you that he wanted to stab the Prime
Minister in the Assembly Hall? -- No, he never spoke in terms
of wenting to sitab the Prime Minister. He %0ld me that he

just didn't know what he wanted or why he did it.

7. BY THE COURT: Why he did it is sonething different from he

wanted tc. Surely to goodness when he told you he went down
town to buy & dagger he told you what the purpose was of buying
the dagger, and that was to stab the Prime Minister? —- Yes,
thet isg correct,

8. MR. VAN DEN BERGH: (Cont.): So then I presume he 2lso did

not tell you that the dagger stuck in the sheath, and because
it stuck in the sheath he couldn't stab the Prime Minisfer in
the Hall and, therefore, he followed him intoc the chamber? --
I gathered €rem kim that it was his intentior to stebh the
Prime Minister as he walked past him, I think, and then he
found he coulén't nobilise his dagger, so eventunally he
welited until ke eat down and then he stabbed him.

9. Yes, that is what I was putting to yeuw, dector. Im
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other words, he wanted %o sta2b him in the lobby, not s0? —
Yes, well, I am not sure exactly where he wented tc stab him
but I do k¥now he wanted to stab him as he walked paat him,

1, Did the accused describe to you how he stebbed the de-
cegsed in his seat in the chamber? — This description I
couldn't elicit from him., He said that he stabbhed him
several times; that he is unable tc recall how many times and
he had difficulty in recalling the actusl stabbing. He lmows
that he stabbed him, but he, tc me, expressed the idee thet
he had difficulty in describing exactly how many times he
stabbed him and in what directions he stabbed him, although
he remembers and concedes that he did stadb him, in effect,
over his heart,

2. Did the accused tell you why he concealed the second
dagger under his underpanits? -- No.

3. Did you ask him anything about it? —— He didn't tell m-
that he concealed the dagger under pants - the second gdagger.
I had no need to ask him that guestion. He never +told me he
had a second dagger.

4. Did you know anything about & second dagger? —- Yes, I
did know he had.....

5. Who told you about it? —— I think I read of the second
dagger in & police report which was mede available o me.

6. And did you ask the accused about the second degger? ——
I asked him - or rather, he told me that he had two daggers,
but I neglected %o ask him exactly - I knew he had +the second
dagger on his person - but I didn't know sxactly where the
second dagger was., I knew he had the second degger on his
person but I didn't go into the question of exactly where on
his person he had the second dagger.

Te Why didn’'t you ask him about the second dagger? —

Because I was trying to assess this man's nmental condition
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and I knew he had a second dagger but I 4 o'l 2w The
relevance, concerning his mental atate, exacily on what part
of his person he was cerrying this dagger.

1. Wasn't fthis +ery impcirtens, t Arress Tia mon sy noo-
45722027 ——~ I didr t think so.

T ‘#hat about the way i which this second dagger was con-
Seawei? - Well, I knew the man wasn't welking into the House
of Assembly carrying his two degsent..aan e

3. BY TW© TOURT: Counsel is trying to put to you: Here he
is fitting bit by bit a2 picture of a rational. aremeditated
deed; +the mar has armed hims-: 7 wisk Gwo daggerrs in caso

the firat cone failed: Counse. 1z asuggestiag, o077 ¥oo ik
that iz relesvant to an enquiry nto his mentel eondiuion? Iv
was ne impuisive action, it is all rzluilats’ . premeditated,
carefully -hougnt out? - - Yes.

4, I think that is what the guestion is sbout. —-- Yesa. No,
for my gquestioning of him, I acceptel *h=u +this was a pvr=-
meditated act, that he had bought the dagge: =wc ki:iL Dr.
Verwoerd; that he walked into the House of Assc:i.ly and he
sariad out his plan.

5. Counsel ia going further than *to:idr he is showag yol
that he 23lcilated all the eventusliii ou ard prenc.ad foo
them, even tu che extent of having a second dagger ‘n case

he should be disarmed from the £2-- ., <that L. o luk the
tenor of the question. -- I am very sorry now that I didn't
sk hin why he had the second dagger because I don't guite
understand why he did have the second degger. I 1.:ms to me,
in fact, quite =2 pecv fzv vay. ... ..

6. In ci-¢ ne gets dicowawcd of the firs.: sus. ' wotls have
the second one. I should imagine thov ig rowizin, o “ice a
man ia going to be disarmed of a dagger he s v zZoing fo

be left to use another dagger if he has a degger oo ain. I
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am afraid I neglected to go into the gussiion of the second
dagger, but I have &t no time, I don't think, tried to conceal

the fact that the accused told me that he planned and committed

the act.
1. Plammed it carefully and well? —-- Not well,
2. Oh yes, extremely well from his point of view? —-- From °

nis point of view?

3. ¥es, in achieving what he was trying to achieve., —— T an
afraid I looked at it a Little differently, in that I felt that
2 man who planned scomething like this, with abeolutely no re-
mofe chance of escape; T didn't thick thet noch of a plans

I didn't think that‘was a very good plan, but in thet regard

in which I guestioned the accused, he said he deesn't kmow what
was the matter with him but his mind was blank concerning his
escare. He just never gave it a thought, and, rightly or
wrongly, I believe tThat to be true,

4, MR, DAKER: You mean he never plenned an escape? —— He not
only never planned an escape, he says he gave no thought to
eacape, The guestion of escape, in fact, did not enter his
mind, and from what he did and the way ke did it does seem to
suppert that. It seems foc me thalt anybody who had given it
any thought should have realised that there was no possible
hope of escape.

5. 3BY THE CQURT: But a lot of rational peovle have done

things with no hop of excapse. Every Xamakazi pilot who went
down on an American warship had no hope of eacape, and he
wasn't a madman, -- Yes. This is related to a fanaticsl
patriotic drive that some of these people hed during +the war,
But I don't believe that this is applicable in this case at
all.

6. Md, VAN DEN BERGH: {Cont.)}: How can you say that the

accuged could only plan in a limited way? =-- By that I mean
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that for an intelligent man to be able to buy a couple of
knives and wait his chence and walk in a streight line across
g room and push knives into scmebhody, does not require any
elaborate thinking at ail.

1, Bid you teke any interest in the deteils of his plan? —-
Only in the sense that I established thet he deliberately
bought the knlives, had a purpose for doing so and that he
carried out this plan in fthe way thet bhas been described.

2. Do you know that on the night of the day that Dr. Verwoerd
was killed, the accused only gave politicel reasons for the
lkilling of Dr. Verwoerd to Dr. Sekinofsky? -— 1 think he gave
predominantly political - he spoke about things political in
attenpting to explain what happened.

3. Do you heve Dr. 3Bakinofsky's report there? —~ Yes, I've
got Dr. Sakinofsky's report and if I can read just one para-
graph that my eye happened to 1ight on to explain why I have
difficulty with this political angle. Dr. Sakinofsky reports:
"He said that Dr. Verwoerd had been egainst the ideal of &
Cape to Cairc union which he (the patient) identified with
the Commonwealth", I don't know what thet means and T.....

4, BY THE COURT: I do.-— If one wishes one can place some

interpretations into it.

5e I certainly can. —— But if that was produced in an
Englisgh examination it would be ment back as not a completely
rational, coharent sentence. This is en intelligent man
writing this, and he speaks all the time of these vague con-
cepts.

6. WR. VAN DEJ BERGH: (Cont.): If I may interrupt, doctor,

I don't think you read the whole paragraph. According 1o
this report, it is reported as follows: "He said that Dr,
Verwoerd had been against the ideel of a Cape to Cairo union

which he (%the patient) identified with the Commonwealth, He
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claimed thet his mother, froo whom he had been separated, was
called Von Willem, and that she was a member of an overseas
Royal family, and this idez he apparently comnected with his
concern for the Cormonwealth. He stated that he had brooded
over the weekend..,...."

1. PEY THE CQURT: Why does that come before me, Mr. Van den

Bergh? If thet witn=ss is being called then he can ssay that
that is what he kad been told, Now you are putting it to
somebody else. For what purpose? It does not gu in via this
witness, I can tell you that.

2. MR, VAN DEN BERGH: That is 8o M'Lord, but the witness is

only gquoting & porticn.....
3« BY THE COURT: You asked him %o guote., I don't know what

relevance this has.

4. MR, VAN DEN 3EaGH: I will leave it at that.

5. 3BY THE COURT: At most you can call the man to whom the

accused said this and he can make it evidence, but this wit-
ness cannot make it evidence,

6, MR, VAN DEN BERGH: (Cont.): Did the accused perhaps say to

you that he didn't know wky he killed the deceased? -~- Hes did
definitely say he didn't know why he killed the deceased.

T Did he tell you that he may have killed the deceased be-
cause he blamed the deceased for 211 his iroubles - the
accuged's troubles? —- No, he did not word it in that way.

8. Didn't the accused tell you thet he believed, as he called
i1t, in evolution? -- Evolution? Yes, he did talk in terms
of evolution,

g. And didn’t he eXplain that by this he meant thet members
of all the races in Bouth Africa should be free to intermarry
to that a new race could develop? —-— Well, he gave me an eX-
position on evolution and its relation to the....--

10, Tlease reply to my question? —— Bui he didn't tell me
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that in any raticnal way. He tried to tie up evolution with
this question but it didn't reelly make serse,

1. 3BY THE COURT: Again I find difficulty why things do not

make senge to you. It makes sense fto me., He gays that the
people of this counitry Dixed  py eveolution will beconre

Homo Africanus which will be the sort of people that can live
in this country, I have no difficulty in understanding it. --
It depends how the answers that the accused gave, how he puts
them and how he phrases fthem.

2, I hear it for the first time and I can understend it;

you sy you cen't understand i4., Does it make sense what T
khave Just pat %0 you? —-- That is what the man is trying to
say, possibly.

3. MR, COOPER: T don't want te interrupt my learned friend's
cross-examination but, in fact, he ies obviocusly reading from
a document; it doesr't follow that that was the language
which the accused used to the doctor. 4and so I think the
Court may be misled Dby that, The way of *taking a document
and reading it,

4. BY THE COURT: But it is quite obvious to me what he means.

But i1t may be that the words he used to the doctor were
different, but I must agree with you.

5. M. BAKER: He was rather labouring to find language to
express himself? -- No, I em edament that he had no difficulty
whatever with language and vocabulery, It is purely a
matter of the strueture of his thought processeszs,

6. BY THE COURT: This is the second one you have difficulty

with. The other one "Cape to Caire", "within the Commonwealth",
funion of African States", I canngt understand your inability
to understand. I don't know why you caennot understand it.

It is guite simple %o me., —- For the same reason that I cannot

understand this thing that was read out about Von Willem and
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the Royal family.

l. BY THE COURT: That I know nothing about. We can have it
if you went to.

2. MR, VAN DEN BERGH: (Cont.): I em not reading from a

document, for the information of my learned friend,
3. BY THE COURT: You asked him if "This is what the eccused
8aid to you?"

4. MR, VAN DEN EERGH: (Cont.): Yes. Did the accused explain

that members of 211 races in South Africa shounld be free %o
intermarry So that a new rece could develop? -- He put forward
that view as well at another time putting forward a view that
he felt unsympathetic towards the Colowureds and Natives.

5, And didn't he tell you that he was against the Imwrality
Act? —— Yes,

6. Didn't he say that he thought that Dr. Verwoerd was stand-
ing in the way of this evolution? -- I don't recall him saying
that in so many words but I eccept that he implied something
of that sort.

Te Did the accused tell you that he may have killed the
Prime Minister because he blemed him for his own troubles -
the accused's own troubles? -~ HNo,

B He never said that? ~- No. I put that specifically to
him and he gaid he could not go so far as to say that,

9, Do you think that the accused is emotionally immature? --
I don't think the term is applicable. I think the accused is
emotionally sick, I think he has a diseased mind, far beyond
the realms of smotionel immaturity,

10, Did the accused say %o you that he was sorry that he
kiiled the Prime Minister? -- Yes,

11. Did you know that since the arrest of the accused he has
asked about his church friends and his relations? -- I know

that he has been told sbount hig chureh friends. I am not in a
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position to say whether he has asked about them.s I don't know.
1. Did the accused say ‘that he must have been abnormsl when
he killed the deceased, because no normal person would have
killed the deceased? —- He didn't describe it as being abnormal,
He to0ld me he thought that there must have been something
wrong with him when he killed the deceased.

2, Yes, but please answer my question: Did the accused say
that he must have been abnormal when he killed the deceased
because no normal person would have have done it? Yes or no?
~- HNo,

e Did the acgused tell you that history will judge whether
he was right in killing the deceased? -- Words to that effect.
It 1a very difficult for me to remember his exact words.
Whether he said he was abnormal when he killed the deceased or
whether he said thet he was out of his mind, I cennot recall
the exact weords, but I do recall him saying something to the
effect that history will prove whether he is right or wrong.
4, Did you conduct an examination to establish whether the
accugsed in fact has & tape-worm? —— No,

5e Why not? -- For two reasong -~ three reaspns, First of =211,
beceuse the symptoms which he attributed to teps-worm were
just not consistent with his having a tape-worm, so that if he
irn fect has a tape-worm it would not slter the position parti-
cularly, 'Secondly, I agreed with the defence attorney when it
was suggested that a physician, better gqualified than I am on
tape—-worms, shounld examine him for that purpose, and it was
left to the physicien. And thirdly, I could not see that any
physical examination I could 4o could elicit any valuable
informaticn at all - eny relevant informetion.

Be Do you feel thet the accused is vague? —-- He becomes
vague in his thinking at times.

Te Do you consider that he is 'blocked!, in other words,
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that he dees not answer guestions readily? —— He answers
gueations fairly readily but there are times when halfway
through & sentence he will become 'blocked' and intermittently
he does become 'olocked!. He answers guestions guite readily
in the sense that I found hin perfectly cooperative in his
efforta to answer questions.

1. Which guestions did he fail to answer to your satisfaction?
—— QOne can only generalise here. Questions which involved

eny lengthy description of feelings or reasons or theories or
thinge on the more abstract level a2s compared to facitual
thinge. He was able 4o enswer gquite readily and well when
one just asked him celd fects; which hospitale he was at,
which countries he lived in, and so on. But when one asked
nim to expound To any extent on his ideas of life, his way

of life, his view of things, these things, on these occasions
hig enswers became wunsatisfactory.

. Isn't it s0 that the accuged is not to the point? -- Yes.
He rambles off the point.

3 Are many people like this? ~- This is & matter of degree.
I thought he showed this feature to a degree beyond the realms
of normality,

4, Doesn't the history of the accused show that he was already
wandering before he was ever admifted to any institation? —-
This I will heve to work out, He was admitted to an instituticn
for the first time, I think, in 1943, I think that is correct.
He was born in 1918, so this was when he was s....

Se If I may interrupt, doctor, Surely be told you his
history? Wasn't it clear to you that he had been wandering
all around the world before he was ever admitted to an in-
stitution? -~ No, one can't say this because the bulk of the
pericd before he was admitted to an institution consisted of

his childhoced, and subseguently ol his schoolyears when he
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was not wandering around the world, I3 was only when he grew
older that this story of wendering around the world arose,

Le But he bhad been wandering around the world for a long
time, not 80? —— I +think T am correct in saying that note....
2. What did he tell you? —— The information I have ism not
prior %o that first mental hespital; that first admission to
an institution.

3, And did he also tell you that he travelled =5 a migsionary
for his church? —- Yes.

4. When? -— I em afraid I do not recell., It was a long time
back,

5. But why didn't you take down those particulers? -~ Be-
cause for my psychiatric examination, whether he did mission-
gry work in 1954 or 1948 is of little relevanes.,

6. Do you ccnsider that he has & poor employment record? —-
Tes.

Ta As hze already been mentioned by His Lordship, the Judge
President, wasn't this caused by pure leziness? -- I believe
not because I believe that this type of semployment record is
completely counsistent with a man suffering from chronic
schizophrenia and I believe that he ie suffering from chronic
schizophrenia and, therefore, I relate his employment record
to this mental illiness,.

8. BY THE CCURT: Have you heard of, what we in law call,

petitic principii? Isn't that rather assuming what you are

getting cut %o prove? =- I can't really S&8F.....

S You say you are gonvinced that he is a schizophrenic

end therefore you expect him to have this sort of roving,
aimlesg life, and therefore he is e schizophrenic? -- Perhaps
my thirnking was, I find him to be suffering from symptoms of
gchizophrenia, I take his history and I expect it To be one,

an employment record which will be consistent with wha$ one
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expects in schizophrenie, and that is as far ag I can go. And
I find & history which is, in fact, consistent with schizo-
phrenia, but I cannotess..

1. But you don't base your finding on that history at all,
becguse you have already arrived? -- It just adds & little
confirmetion, a little supporting evidence. I certainly could
not make the diagnosis of schizophrenie purely on that employ-
ment record.

Za If you had & man thaet you found wes a schizophreniec - at
least you thought he was - you go and find out whe he is;

you find he is a cepitelist, he's got a meitch factory or some-
thing like that, would you then discard your diagnosis? —- I
he was - yes.

3 He is a successful buainese man? ~— Oh yes, I would say
there was something wropng with me because & schizophrenic .....
4, Cen't be a sugcessful business man? -- Ho.

e Sc what ycu are telling me din this case, when you looked
at what he was, you didn't have to go back on your steps and
say: I heve gone wrong somewhere? ~- That is correct, I could
not find anything in his history te make me gquery my original
assessment.,

€y MNR. VAN DEN BBERGH: (Cont.): If there is evidence that the

accuned was working well 8% the time of {he offence, in cther
words, from the 1lst August until the 6Hth September, 1966, what
would you say about that? -- I would be surprised but I
gualify this by saying I would like to lkmow exactly how 1%

hed been agssegsed that he had been working well and what
exactly had he been doing to justify +hig deduction,

Ta Yes, but as I put it to you, if +there is evidence to that
effaect, what would you say tec thai? —— If there is convincing
evidence to the effect that (a) he had been working well, and

(b) that the nature of his work at least involved some degree
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of rational thinking, then I would be very surprised.

1. I the accuessd refused to accept authority, could that
im0 ho a reason why he news: stayed in a job icr ftoo long? —-
SbowEy bes Th osey non factor o2 vy se did nmot stay in jobs.

st hoen one would like to kmow Wiy ne refused to foiiept

PR e
z sl 2 he wented to get wich quic ot wita Ghe minimum of

work, could that also bz = mssson? -- This would make me think
io berms of sciizophrenia in the sense thet - depending on
coeetlr what he saids T doa't knovw vzt ow meferved to there,
wreos wype of thing, but it sounds to me (k¢ a man whe 1s
eing 2xtremel;y vurealieti: and being uncealistic “iveeed

Teom ope T Ly:s Civooned from true and ioasonable poss:ilities
is a feature of schizophrenics and it is not uncommon for
schizophrenics %o say he wr.ld 1:it:z te start a business and
meke one million rand in the comiag year.,

3. BY THE ":NJRT: Ien't that more the G.,T .. ci are now talk-

ing about? —- Tz 0.7.7. wernld also be this, it soblizophrenics

oy doo ool ol
g, AN DEN BED:: [Lond.is Do yoo s#srcse with what dis naid

=73 imge 247 o7 e Beeug, 8lates & Rowon oo UL

¢ ghe quest’ 1 of emotional Iumpiil: NS
or exper.cuiving certain emotions mey be an ear!:y symptom
silf Tn some cases foo & long time the only =-ign of the

frisraseg., The flattening of emotiona’ reaction progresses

from the more refined and tender feelings and sympathy en?
regard for family and frisznds, primitive emctions of fear,

rage and ero¥inism. The 1= ter often persioi when ~iiferentiaviv.
~usponges bioa lung heen Liunted." Do you agree with that? --

NO FURTHFR QUESTIONS BY MR. VAN DEN BERGH.

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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2. Cooper.,

l. EBY THE COURT: You said at one stage you were not con-

ducting a legal esnguiry byt a psychiatric investigation. Un-
fortunately my position is Jjust the opposite., It iz about the
legal enquiry I would like to &sk you. Did the accused, when
you talked to him, realise and know that he had killed a humen
being? -- Yes,

Ze In law, it has been put, &id he realise the nature and
quality of the act he had commitbted fthere on the floor of the
House of Assembly? -—- I have to answer 'no' to that.

3, You answered ‘'yes' the first time, 'no' the second time.
I do not understand that, ~— The two questione weren't the
same,

4, In my thought the one followed from the first one, but
'nature and guality' you have heard of before? -- Today? I
have, certainly.

5 You couldn't haeve been in consultation with lawyers with-
out bheving hegrd. of it. You say he knew he had killed a human
being on the Tfloor of the House of Parliament? -- Yes.

o So the nafture of the act was murder. Iet us not say
'merder',let us gay 'killing', He knew he had killed? ~- Yes.
Te What is this he didn't know then? Is it the quality

that woerries you? —-- It is the gquality that worries me, &snd it
is the thoughts associated with his knowing. EHe told me that
he knew that he killed Dr. Verwoerd. It was clear that he
knew that he wes going to be charged in this Court.

8. ALl I want to know is: Did he know that he had commitied
a crime? —— If I just may be permitted to explain this. And
in the next breath slmost, he says to me that he thinks that
gfter this little matter - as he calls it - that after this
little matter he doesn't really think that he will be able

te live in Cape Town 'because of public opinion, you knew!,

Fow, once he says that, it is indicative, that and many other
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vii.ngs, of the =3 wthat this man, althoug® 1e knows that he
has murdered Dr. Verwoerd, I say he dcesn't grasp the magnitude
ef 7. he doesn't gresp the significance 27 5%, he doesn'+
graap the real implications.
T I didn't ast ;ou anything about the implications. I asked
you raiosi he kney he had killed a man? —— Well, I think what
I am tong to describe was the guality. I am worried about
e gualihy. I dont vy regllyae-c..
oy Did t+# inow that he had taken & dagger =-und thrust it
through the heart and lungs of =2 human being? -~ Yes.
3e That wiil do for the purposes of my guestion. He said he
was gorry abo:.: that, so from that can I assume that he knew
thet was a vwoorg thing to do? — I don't really think that a
men whose thought processes are as disturbed as his is shle
oaveli-te adequately right from wrong.

Zid he think he had done wrong® Fewsyv Hind whetizi he did
=2 2 2htly or wrongly? -« Laiceas

Lid you gatozyw from him that he thowght he had done wrong?

want to oo winh you think? -- I think he thinks that he did

mromg, but he doesn't realise the magnitud: of thr wosngness.
6. He doesn'?t understand how wrong it is. .t he knew it
was wrong, that is why he was sorry% . - Correct.
e Fopdd oy cay that he killed the deceased in this ca=o
»asrarz vok answar I ocant you to have iegard o whe fact
toat you w0 me that he thought about Lt for davs. bL: trica
i wistol, t-en he ought twe dagger s, then he tried in the
lobby and when duav did not succeed he went into the House -
would you say thab the L’ ling of the dicze=24 by the accused
in this ase was an irresietible impulse? —— Ko, it was the
produv:i i & diseased mind, which I think is a little different.
8. Dz yoo gather from him that he took the job as a

messenger 0 Parliament for *he purpose, or with a view to
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wging that poaition 4o make it sasier Yo kill the Prime
Minister? -- He denied that emphatically.

1. He denied that emphatically? —- Yes.

2 S0 you mean that he was emphatic that his idea of killing
the Prime Minister arose in his mind only after he had taken
the job? -- He spoke in terms of vaguely associating his mind
with thoughte of killing Dr, Verwoerd at odd +times long hefore,
for instance, when he was in England. He heard people talking
and he thought vaguely, he says, about the killing of Dr.
Verwoerd. But he is gquite adament that when he took this

pest it was net in any way related To his wanting o plan to
kill Dr, Verwoerd,

3. So in Englend already - which I presume now pnts us not
days but possibly yeers before the evend, does it? -- Yes,

4. He was already -~ hia mind waz on thie agsassination of
the Prime Minister? —-- Exgept that it was on the assassination
of 8 lot of people. He says he thought vaguely in terms of
killing a lot of people. It waes not an isclated thing.

Se That may be. It is a fair correction you make %o what
you have said., But let me get back again: You said years
sgo, when he was still in England, he admitted %o you that he
had formed an idea {you said a vague gne) of wenting to kill
the Prime Minister of South Africa? -- Yes.

Ga He then comes to this countrﬁ and he takes = position

in the House of Assembly? -— Yes.

7. On the floor of the House, which is only by virtue of
that position, ke kills the Prime Minister? -- Yes,

8, He doesn't, you say, relate a2ll this lot together, but I
must, -~ Yes,

g, You say he never did it? -- No, he said ?hat at the time
of taking this post &t the Assembly it was not with the

intention of killing Dr. Verwoerd. That this final plan to
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kill Dr. Verwoerd came up in his mind after he tock this
prosition.

1. IE--BXAMINED BY MR. COOPER: What are the accused's feelings

about the deseth of the Prime Minister? —-- [ find the guestion
difficult te answer because this man's feelings show a
charecteriatic emotional blunting, which was referred to from
the text book a short while ago. He doesn'i seem to show any
depth of feeling one way or esnother about Dr. Verwoerd, himself
or, in feet, anybody else. He is emotianally flat concerning
this matter.

2r I2 he proud of tahe fact? -- Ho,

2. Is ke heppy that he has killed the Prime Minister? -~ No.
4, Did he indicate to you that he has achieved something of
which he should be proud? -- No. He doesn't seem to, in his
mind, now at this stage be able te put together in his mind
really why he did it at all, what purpose he was going to
achieve.

5, DBY THE COURT: I can't take this answer in the light of

nistory going to prove whether he was right or wrong. He
becomes an historical figure; he has %uld you that and you
told me what he teld yow. If history is going 7o prove him
right or wrong, he must have a feeling of pride or achievement
ebout this thing? -~ I don't know what he means, It is a
funny sort of answer bo give, that history is going to

prove whether he is right or wrong. Those are his only views.
He hesn'i got any views, in fact, on whether he is right or
wrong, or what this was all about. He just says he must

wait for history fto prove that. He has got no feelings or
real theughts about the matter at all,

6. MR, COOFER: (Cont.): Does he feel better in the sense

that this has relieved the tension and pressure which you

adverted to? -—- He doesn'{ say as nuch. (linically one feels

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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that there is a posseibility that there has been a release of a
great deal of inner aggressive Teeling which may result in

his feeling better, This is what happens, in fact, in some

of these casges of schizophrenia. They commit a violent act
and thereby there is a release of tension and they do fesl
better; feel less frusirated, less distressed.

1. Let us assume for a moment that the accused does know

the difference between right and wrong. Is that inconsistent
with your finding thet he ig mentslly dimordered? —~- KNo.

2, BY THE COURT: No, of course not., Psychiatrically, not

legelly. He might be,

3y MR. COOFER: In terms of Section 2, the MacNachten Rules
do not apply.

4, ({Cont.): 1Is the fact that he is able to plan in & simple
way the killing of the Prime Minister inconsistent with his
heing a chronic schizophrenic? ——~ It ie not inconsistent and
I would like +Ho point out that this happens in mental
hospitala, in patients who are grossly insane, will one day
try and plan to go to the kitchen, to find a2 knife, come back
to the ward and stab a patient who, for some reascon or other,
theytve got it in for, And I am drawing this analogy be-
cause [ think it is really analogous and these people, I think,
know that they've killed somebody, they lkmow that murder is
wrong, and they are, in fact, iIf it is possible to be, far
more psychotic and far more grosgly mnetelly disordered than
1l am ever suggesting this man to be,

B Do insene persons who are inmates of institutes plan
gscapes? —— Quite freguently,

6. Are those plans frequently ingenious ones? -— Yes, And
their plans are not infrequently  successful.

T Do you consider i% rational, indeed, for the accused to

walk into the crowded House of Assembly at quarter pasit two
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in the afterncon and in the face of Members of Parlisment
all around there, %o stab to death the Prime Minister? Do
you consider 1t = rational deed? —— I see this as an
irrational act.

1. 3Y THE CQURT: Is murder ever rational?

2. MR. COQFER: Frequently very rational,

3. {Cont.): Did he, as wat put to you, calculate all the
eventualities? -~ He mneither calculated the eventualities

and in my opinion didn*t even give the eventualities a thought.
4. You have said that your spproach was that of a psy-
chiptriat in the investigation that you made. The popular
laymen's idea of an insene person, does that necessarily co-
incide with the peychiatrigt's diagnosis of insanity? -- It
very often does not coincide, and that is why so freguently
laymen, professional non-medical people, gee people in
mental hospitals, certified patients, and cannot, at least
with considersble assistance from a ps8ycalatrist, undersitand
why these people are being detzined in mentel hospitals.

5. In the case of general practitioners, are thoy always
able to diagnoee schizophrenia when they get a patient coming
in, conmpleining about stomach troubles, then about headaches,
then sbout variows eilments and complaints? -- Very freguent-
ly one has seen patients who are referred by general
practitioners who do not recognise schizophrenic illnesses

in these people,

6. What is the very popular idea of insanity? -- Somebody
tearing the place apart, shouting, screaming and fighting,
which censtitutes about, to put it generously, one per cent.
of mental disorder.

Te The accused in this case, would you ecall him a colour-
ful person? —-- I don't knmow what you mean by colourful.

8. Poychiatricaelly, is he florid? -- NWo, he is not florid

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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in the sense that he does not display obvicus bizarre symptoms.
Most of his symptoms are of a fairly subtle order. Subtle but
nevertheleas significant and important.

1. I=2 he like the populer idea of a lunatic? —-- No.

2, There is the bizarre aspect of the tape-worm. Does that
necesserily menifest itself in his dealings with people from
day to day? —-- Not necessarily, no. I would say that he is
quite likely to refer tc his tape-worm in his everyday life
but not every time he is confronted by anybody, not cconstantly
in conversation,

3. Does & delusion affect 2 part of the mind or the whole

of the mind? =~ Once an individual is deluded it means that

he is suffering from & profound mental disturbance. One
cannot assess a delusion as an isolated thing. Once & person
is deluded then one is justified in assuming that he is a very
mentally disturbed person.

4. Is there such & thing as partial insanity, psychistrically
gpeaking? -- There are ceses of -~ like most things there are
degrees of insenity. BSome people are mildly mentally dis-
ordered; some people are grogsly mentally discrdered.

5. In other words, could a person talk perfectly sane, say
about the rugby match that he hes viewed and yet be insane? —-
Yes,

8, This belief in the existence of the tape-worm, in your
opinion, is it due to superstition? -- No.

Ta What is it due $0? -- I helieve it is due to a delusion,
that is to say, & pathological thought procesas associated
with mental disorder,

8. To what extent can delusions be contaminated with
cultural belief? == They can be contaminated by cultural
belief. Once an individunal is deluded he may, gquite often,

add deteil and elaboration to his delusions from culiural
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influences.

1. Does the sccused believe that this tape-worm can be eXor-

cised? =- No, he believes that the only possible way of his

salvation lies in some form of surgery,

2. Would that be the belief of & person who is superstitious?

-=- HNo.

3o Wnat sort of surgery? Has he described it? —- Various

throughts, but he says that he hes read that in South America

they have sone special method now, I think he sgid some gpecial

machine that he has read about, and he thinks perhaps these

people may be able to help him,

4, Has, he in fact, at any time intimated that he knows of

any other cure for his maliady? -- Not that T recall.

5. MR, BAKER: 7You said a little while zago in your opinion

the accused hes never given the eveniualities of this crime

g thought. I think you said thet as a fact he never got asg

far as thinking about it., Did you perhaps ask him whether he

had thought about escape? -— QOh yes., I asked him in some

detail a8 %o whether he thought about the escape; whether he

thought he had z chance of escape; what sort of plans of

escape he vigualised, and he was perasistent -~ apologetically

I may say - he guite apologeticelly said: "I am sorry, oy

mind is blank abeut that. My mind was blenk sboui that. I

just never gave the guestion of escape any thought at all, I

just didn't think one way or the other about esceping,®

Following on this I said to him: "“Then does this mean that

you decided to secrifice yourself,"because ] assume that if

& man decices that he is not worried about escape, this

neans that he is going to sacrifice himself. He was adament.

He seid: "No, there was no question of sacrifice," He says

hig mind wes blank. He didn't think one way or The other.
THE WITNESS STANDS DOWN,

THE CQURT ADJQURNS UNTIL 10 A.M. ON THE 18th OCTCBER, 1966.

e e il e e e .

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |



[ .rcuive tag Justioe |

- 80 - Muller,

ON THE 18+th OCTOBER, 1966, THE COURT RESUMES. APPEARANCES

45 BEFQRE.

MR. COCPER REQUESTS PERMISSION FOR THE PREVIQUS WITNESS,

DR, COOPER, TQ0 BE EXCUSED.
BY THE COURT: Subject to recall. I may need him back.

HENDRIK MULLER: (Sworn, states):
BXAMINED BY MR, COOPER:

1. Dr. Muller, what iz your profession? -~ I am & physician
specielist, practising in Cape Town.

2. Could you just shortly tell the Court whatv your guelifi-
cations are? -- (The Court intervenes).

BY THE COURT: They are very high; I have been through the

doctorts hands.

3. MR. COOFER: (Cont,): Do you think the Judge's compliment
adequately describes your qualifications? —— I do.

4. Anyway, just shortly your gqualifications? -~ I gualified
at Oxford University as Bachelor of Medicine in ]937. In 1940, as
Member of the Royzl College of Physicians in Iondon.

5. For how many years have you been in privete prectice? --
Since 1947, that is 19 years.

6. You were requested by Mr. Bloomberg, the attorney in this
mgtter, to examine the sccused, were you not? =- Yes.

T fihen did you examine the accused? -~- On the 12th October.

8. Where did you examine him? -~ At Caledon Square.

g, What did yow ask the accused? —— I asked him if he
suffered from any prhysical illness. I explained %o him that
it was my purpose to examine him physically.

10. What was his reply? — He said thet his only trouble was
this worm.

1l1. What did he tell you about the worm? -- He first became
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conscious of the worm in 1936. He stated that for zZoiz two
to three months he had been feeling irrits:-iz and wove’l and
during this period he had noticed that he was pessing segments
of worm by rectum; segments whi:i passed = dannoasly and
would fall into his trousers, and he desoxibed them as beling
like macaroni, which nevertheless movee spontangously, and this
led him to believe that he had a worm., This bad happened while
he was in Lourengo Margues, and he went to & chemist there
whoe teld him how to treat this conditizn.

1. From his description did you fayv =-n “roicdsion ha,
in fact, in 1936 he did have a worm whi~ ... .. —= Yes. I was
fully c¢onvinced about that, egpecially when ko described the
result of taking this treatme: ..

2. Shortly, what was the resuit? . He tz=3ed a long length
of the worm, but he felt that he had not prassed the ~hole
worm, that part of it otill remeined ir “is rectum. It hwroke
aff when he pu.=2d on ift.

3. What is his present complaint abpiit —- He says that

the worm has changed his whole charecicz and his whole
physigque, whrreas befor: he was thin .ind wiip, o0 bme s o
¢come fat and flabby. It has made bkin divar ..win. ghangent iz
nature; that he can nc longer be friendly wit: people, U=

was bad-tempered. It has made him eat exgesgi- ol il ruids
him put on weight to a great extent. He states he can fecl
the worm moving about inside him, causing severe paln at
times, and generally making him feel thoroughly miseraeble and
unwell,

4. How cfoes he describe —am worms:y Wiz foss e 2wl 167 ——
He referycd to it on two or Three rigexlons o o o nalln
thing .uszide win, and as a worm, but he didn’+ noo any othaw
terms

5. Have you tried to ascertain from him whether he has
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passed any segments since taking medicine in 19367 -- Yes, I
asked him that on two océasions, whether he had asgain passed
any segments of the worm or whether he had passsed a long
length of the worm, and he was guite sure that he had never
again passed a segment or a length of the worm.

1. Did you ascertain from him whether he hed had any treat-
ment for this worm since 19369 —— Yes, he stated he had had
many trestments, some of them very severe. In fact, one of
the treatments, he says, almost killed him but in spite of this
he never again paszsed eny part of the worm, And no treatment
at any time made him feel bvetter.

2. Does he presently believe that he 3till has the tape-
worm? -- He appsars to he quite convinced about that.

3. What impression did you form as +to the vorascity; does he
genuinely believe in ‘the existence of this worm? -- Yes, I be-
lieve tha®% is so, I think he really does feel that he atill
harbours this worm and that it still is aifecting hinm.

4. Your examination was directed to - obviously after this
worm atory - find out whether he still had a worm? —-- Well, I
didn't do anything more extensive. I examined him c¢linically,
palpated his abdomen, examined the heart, lungs and nervous
system generally. I did not have gitool examinations or other
examinations to demcnetrate whether the worm is egtill present.
5. What is your cpinion? —- I am guite convinced he does

not have a worm.

6, If evidence is led that in May, 1959, the accused re-
ceived treatment at the University College Hospital, thet is,
3t. Pancras Hospital, to ascertain whether or not there was a
worm and that no tape-worm was produced, how important would
that evidence be to you as a physician? -- Well, it would con-
Tfirm ny feeling tnat he just does not have & worm. It im a

very reputable hospital and I am sure that they mus+t have done
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the Jjob properly.

1. If they came to the conclusion that there was no worm in
1959, you would not quarrel with that? -- No.

2. What is the overall physical condition of the accused? —-
Physically he is fat and rather unfit but there is no organie
disease demonstrable. He is as healthy as most people of his
age are.

3. How fluent was he in English? —- He spoke excellent
English.

4, You had ne difficulty in communicating with him? -- HNo.

5. Did he have difficulty in expressing himself? —— None a%b

all,

£. If one does have a tape-worm, do you feel it moving
arpound inside you? —-- No.

T. Does it, in fact, crawl up and come to your throat in

search of food? -- HNo. The head of the worm is lodged firmly
in the lining membranes of the smell intestine., It is firmly
attached there and it does not move from that situation.

8, What is your comment on the accused's statement that the
worm smells Tood?--~ No, this cannot he.

9. How was the accused during your examination? Was he in a
state of anxiety? --It was difficult to say. He appeared
vague in his manner snd almost, one could say, detached, It
is difficult to describe exactly how he was.

10. You know that he is charged with murdering Dr., Verwperd?
-— Yes.

1l. 4nd you spoke to the accused with that knowledge? -- Yes.
12, How did he vehave in relation to this...... {The Court
intervenes).

13. BY THE COURT: The doctor is e physician, he is not a

psychietrist and you are now leading him into other paths.

If you are going to make a pesychistrist out of him T want
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some more gualifications,

1. BY MR. COQPER: {Cont.): I just want to ask the docior

this, what impression did the accused make upon him? -- He

appeared an crdinary enough man, certainly neot exceptional,
particulariy

net ill, net particularly disturved, you inow; not.anxious

or upset; dintelligent and able to understand what was osid to

him.

2. I just want to ask you finally: With his heelth and his

intelligence should he bhe 2ble %o hold down & Jjob? —— Yes,

Yes, I would think he could very easily,

3. I am talking about his phyesical health? —— Yes.

4. CROSS-~-EXAMINED BY ME, BRUNETTE: In your experiente, I

guppose you have often come across tape-worms, not sc? —— Yes.
5. Could you give the Court any indication as to what
percentage of the population suffera from tape-~worm? —— WNo, I
am afraid I cannot.

6, But is i% a feirly common thing? -~ Yes,

Te Dr, Cocper has described this tape-worm as & "tactile
hallucination" that he feels.... (The Court intervenes).

8. BY THE COURT: He hasn't described the tape~worm as a

tactile hallucination. He has described that man's sensitivity
to & supposed tepe-worm as a tactilec.....

9. MR, BRUNEITE: If your Lordship would allow me, I juat

want to put the facts to this witness.

10. BY THE COURT: Put them correctly and then I will allcw

you.

1l. WMRE. BRUNETTE: (Cont.): Doctor, he has described %hat

the zccused feels the tape-worm crawl up his throat at times
when he is eating, and he feels a sensation there which he
descrioves as a "tzctile hallucination". Now, could that
also be an illusion, a wrong interpretvation of 8 phnysicel

sensation? —~- I fird it difficult to answer thet. I don't
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really understand just what you mean.

1. 3BY THE CQURT: Can I help there? I think Counsel is itry-

ing to say he might feel something in his throat, cesused by
some other condition, which he wrongly thinks is a tape-worm
crawling up his throat. Is that easier? ~- ¥Yeg, I think one
must accept that that is so. T am quite sure it ¢annot be

the worm. As I say, the worm is firmly fixed in the bowel and
doesn't move from there.

2. MR. BRUNETTE: (Cont.): But it could be some physical

sensation which he is interpreting wrongly? -~ Yes,

3. Did you get the impression thet the accused was dissatis-
fied with the medical attention which he had received with
regard to the tepe-worm? — Well, dissetisfied in the sense
that no cure hed been produced of this condition. He was still
convinced he had the worm in spite of all the ftreatment that
had been given him. Therefore, he was dissatisfied that the
treatment had been inadequate; it had not rid him of this
WOrm.

4, RE-EXANMINED BY MR. COOPER: Doctor, did youw in your

clinical examination find anything to account for his slleged
Teeling of movement and the worm creeping up - the greeping

gensation in his threat? -- NWo.

— —

Witness excused.

RATPH KOSSEW: (Sworn, states):

5. EXAMINED BY MR. CCOFPER: Doctor, what is your profession?

—- I am a medical practitioner.

6. For how many years have you been 2 medicszal pragtitiosner?
—— Twenty-five.

7. What is your present occupation? -~ I am & District

Surgeon, Cape Town.
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L. For how meany years have you been a District Surgeon of
Cape Town? —-~- Six,

2. You have been subpoenaed by the Defence, not se? -- Yes.
3. The accused, have you seen him before? —— Yes,

4., id you see him during June, 1965%? == Yes,

5. On what date? -- On the 17th of June,

6. Where did you see him? -- At our offices - the District
Surgeon's offices,

T Was it 1965 of 1966% - 1966.

8. Yihy did the accused come o you? -- He was referred 1o

us by the Depertment of Social Welfare for a di~-iillty grant.
9. find tell me, doctor, did you examine hir i o Yee.
10. Did you fill in a form =2 & result of yc1r examination
and the opinian thait you formed? —- Yer.

11. Have you a carbon copy of that form befoire yout - - 7a
12, I have typed capies for the benefit of the Court, i-Lozd.
This will be R.5.C.'4A'. Would you read out this document? ...
The name was given as Dimitrio Tsafends.. urn on the 14th
January, 1918. He was not at work at this time I examined
him, and he had last worked in March, 1966, and was a handy-

man at that time at the Engineering Worke, Marins Tiamond

Corporation.
13, What was the applicant's complaisty —— Well I hsd nw . .
44 Read out what you have written furu? o= I foond $:2t he

was vague enc uid not give a coherent account of himmelf. sond

cest 2 was hypochondriacal. T have & note here that he " wl-
about nothing else but his complaints and has ideas 37 = per-
secutory nature. He says that 2 his boarding-house they

deliberately give certain food to people to cause thelr deaths,

—

And he says that 20 people had died in a year that way. His
memory was defective, T noted,

.2. Was this what you put in under the heading "Applivant's
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complaints - {(history, symptoms and previou: ii-stment)"? —-
Yes,

1. In your general examination, what 77 you find his
general physical and nutritional state to be? —— I found

nil abnormal i» a1l his aystems.

2. BY THF COURT: In "General physicel :nd nutiticngl =ztate"

you've got "Good", -- Yes, His resviraisry systeuw was

normal, His cardiovascular system was normal. Hig blocd-
Pressure was %%%. His genito-urinary systes 23 normal, and
80 wag nix alimentary and other abdominal systems, His
musculo-skeletal system was normal, as was his central nervous
aystem.

3. MA. COOPER: (Cont.): And his mental conditiont . . pub
down “Schizophrenic.”

4. His hearing, how did you find that? -- His hear ' ng was
good; his eyesight was good, and there were no othex
complaints,.

5. What did you put down for a prognosis for 'Schizophrenig"?
~— I put dow:: “"Prognosis - Poar."

&. What did you say was his degree of dissblement? —- I put

the degree of disablement as compared vith a normal individual

ey thoverzw

e So whire you have whether +thsz Jisshliemens dz =_izhh,
moderate or severe, you put it in a iign ¢loiaT == Vo,

8. His present incapacity, do you find it .o be temporary

or permanent? -- Permanent.

9. Did you consider that medical treatment would improve

or cure his schigophrenia? —— I put: "No."

10. What labour did you find him suitable for? -- . suggested

that he wonld be a suitable candidete for rfissidiossd labour.

O A S SO

L As regards the open market, what was yooo

I said he is not suitable for the open market,
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1. Az regards gheltered employment? —- I put: "No."
2. CROSS-~-EXAMINED BY MRE. VAN DEN BERGH: Were you busy on

that particular day in June, 19669 —-= Yes, we are normally
very busy in the mornings.

3. Were you very busy? —— I can't remember if I was very
husy. I suppeose an average morning's work.

4. Please speak a bit lowder? -- I should imagine it was a
normael merning's work.

5. And normalily you are very busy, not 20?7 -- In the mornings,
yes.

6. How long were you with the accuged? -~ Detween o quarter
of an hour to 20 minutes,

T Weren't you oniy busy with him for 10 minutes? —- Well,
L can't say exactly now lomg I was busy with him but T.....:
&, You may have beer busy with him for only 10 minutes? «-
He presented himself without any form of ceritificate or
reference from aanybody. He just came ir as a person, I hed
to start from scratch, so that would have taken me a little
bit longer.

9. Have you any cualifications ir psychiatry? -- No.

16, BY THE COURT: The doctor has not pretended to have, has

he? He said ne was a District Surgeon in Cepe Town, not =z
psychiatrist.

11, MR. VAN DEN BERGH: (Cont.): Do you agres that there is

a difference between ideas of a persecutory nature and of a
persecuntory delmsion? —- Well, T don't think T can - my
psychiatric knowledge is not so detailed that I can meke
these intricate definitions or distinctions,

12, BY THE COURT: No, of course not, I don't expect you to.

13. MH. VAN DEN BERGH: {Cont.): Do you sgree that many people

are pre—-occupied with their health? —- Yes.

14, Don't many people eoxaggerate the poor gquality of
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becarding-house feood? —— Yes,
1. Wasn't the accused fabricating? —- Well, T had no idea of
verifying his statements, and no means of verifying his state-

ments I'd say.

2. What test did you epply To find that the accused was vague?

-— Well, neot actually any tests, but I got the impréssion that
he was not able to remember things clearly eand he was sort of
uncertain., My questions actually were mostly concerned with
his physical condition and the type of work he had previously
done in grder %o asseas his degree of disability.

3. Norwmal people also often forget these things? -- Yes,

4. What test did you apply to find fthat the accused's memory
was defective? —— Well, the defective memory I got as a
general picture; I remember guestioning him about the tyrpe

of work he did and the nature of his complaints., Well, he

was very uncertain as to some details of his complaints and
his previous working habits, snd that induced me Te put down
that his memory may be defective.

5 What test did you apply to find that he wss vague? — 4
similar thing applies to the fact that he was vague. I got
the impression that he didn't remember things very clearly
and he was often very uncertain.

6. Isn't this &lso 2 norrwal phenomenorn? -- It could be, yes.
T You didn't consider it necessary to have the accused
sent for treatment or observation? -- Ko,

8, Why didn't you certify the accused when you saw him in
June,1966? —- Well, in my opinion h= wasn'st certifiable. To
me he appeared to be a person who could take care of himself,
He didn't look as if he needed care and attention, and I did
not get the impression that he was dangerous to himself or to
octhers.

9. He d4id not cobplain to you thet he was not capable of
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doing his work gt {the Marine Diemond Corporation? —— No.

T Did he evcr mcntion to you that he was suffering from a

tape-worm in June, 19662 —— He didn't mentics % in June, 1566,
but I did see him subsequently when he mads come me-iio: of it.
2. When did you see him subsequentl . ? - T saw him ~houl - T

can't ramember the exact dzte - it was abou twoe wieg:ss ago «hen
I wea asked by Mzjor Roesouw to come &1 see him, as he was
complaining of some ailment.

3. BY THE COURM: Ilkis is rather intereztin: hzrause you did

full in "Alimentary and other abdominal sys ... nothing
abnormal detected", Now, I suppose a tape-worm would fall

under the™ heading, wouldn't it? -- Yes.

4. It world certainly be intestinal, so you must have en-
quired, made some enguiryv ke his intestinal condition? —-- I
did.

15. And he didn't tell you -iyuikag about this® — He never

‘menticned a tape-worm.

|

6. He told you about the tape-worm conly after the =lleged
murder? —.- “us.

7. ME. VAN DEN BERGH: (Cont.): You saw the accuses @3 =,

p.m. on the 6th September, 19669 —- Yesa.

8. You then also examined him? -- Yes,

9. Did he then mention anything about +vis sonrlled tape-
worm? -~ That exemination was at the regues™ of ghe - oo, o
ascer..im niz iniuries that be sustained, and I wzz 2221 to
£ill 2n form ¢.,88 which - I don't kmow the exact wordisz - for
examination of a person who alleges L= - been assaulted.

10, Is this the form that you filled in? (R.Z.0.tHt), . - ¥

1

this is the form.
11. What exactly did you find on that occasien? ..— Must I
read this form?

12. No. Ycou can refresh your memorv “rom it. - “izat I read
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‘this form in its entlreiyy

]
L]

i

1. BY THE 7OVFY: Counsel is leading va:i L don't koo whav

wanta,

2, MR, VAN DEN BERGH: (Conti.,: wuu exemined him at 2,50 that

afternoon? - - I will read it. "On this 6th day of September,
1966.....
3. I don't think it is neceasary to read .1 that outs — That

iz what I was trying to ascertain. I examined DJimitrio
Tsafend-a. .. ..

4, Bu or thaat occasion you found that he was rob ponfuzadi
No, he was not confused.

5. And that was only 35 minutes after the murder had been
committed? —— Yes.

6. Then he was not confused? -- He was not confused, I did
add in my remarks that he answers guestions guardedly but does
not appear to be confused.

T You have already said that ke rever mentioned & tape-worm
to you on that oeccasicn? -- No.

8.  RE-EXAM.IYED BY MR. COOPE”: Whe: you examined the aciused
at 2.50 on the 6th September. 'i%il>, was he anxious? - Hv, he
didn't appear anxious.

9. How did he appear? -- Well, he was guiet. He may have
been a riinile bit nervous but not in sny marked degree,

1u. Generaglly he was ¢alm? —-- He was c¢alm,

Witness excused.
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PETER HENRY DANIELS (affirmed) states:

1. EXAMINED BY MR. COQPER: What is your cccupation? ——

I e2m a foreman in the despatch department of D. & 0 Fry
Starck & Co. Ltd,

2. Where do you live? -~ I live at No. 1 Sans Socuci Street,
Bellville South.

3. Who lives with you? —- My wife and three children,
and,in the detached spartment, my dad, my mothear, two

brothers and three sisters.

4. Have you a sister? —— I have a sister who is in the
ministry.
9 What is the ministry? -- She is preaching the Gospel

ag a true dizeiple of Jesus Christ, as he laid it down when
he walked the garth himself,

6. And is that the religious group to which you belang?

-~ That is what I belong to.

7. And the accused? -- He did belong to it also.

8. BY THE COURT: What are they - Jehovah's Wiineasses?

~= There is no name. (Laughter in Court.)

g, MR. COCOPER (Con%d.): Mr. Daniels, don't worry about
tne laughter. 1 know that you take your religious beliefs
seriously? -- We do.

10, 4And I respect it. When did you see Tsafendas for the
first time? -— On the 28th August, 1965, Teafendas knocked
at my mother's door, and in her kitchen the first time I
saw Tsafendas.

11. Did you know he was coming? ~— I did not know 1that he
was coming.

12. But did you know about him? -- I had never heard of
him before.

13. How did he come to your place? -- He had a correspond—
ence with my sister, Ellen, who is at present in this great
ministry.
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1. How was Tsafendas dressed when you saw him for the
first time? —-- He impressed me as a. man shabbily dressed,
poorly dressed.

2. Describe his clothing? — 1 cap remember fully the day
he arrivéd he had on a brown suit, a black jersey with'a
hole right in front, a big brown hat., He was shabbily
dressed.

3. What impression did it make upon yow, his appsarance?
-~ He impressed me as a poor man.

4, Did the accused, Tsafendas, then live at 1, Sans Souci
Street? -- From the day that he srrived he stayed until
the 16th Dctober, 1965,

5. In which part of the house did he live? —- He stayed
in the front room in my mother's house.

6. Did you cherge him any lodging? -- We never charged
him any lodging wntil the day that he went to work. From
then on my dad spoke to him, but before that he never paid
a peany.

T Did you have much to do with him? Did yow see him
often? -- All his free time he spent in my housgse. Most of
hia free time, shall I aay.

8. Tell us what his habits were. Was he a& elean man, a
neatly dressed man? -- Well, during the weeks he impresseq
me as a shabby man. He never impressed me as careful about
his way of dress. He never impressed me as & man who was
careful about himself.

9. Can you remember any incidents, any things that hap-
pened, in which he featured? —- Are wyou talking about his
strange habits now?

10, Yes? ~= I can remember Tsafendas, seeing him sitting
at my dad's table, coming from work one day, with a hat on.

He s8till had his overcoat on. He was reading his paper at
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the table with his hat on. And I can remember me taking hinm
to my mother—in-law in Woodstock, and in this particular in-
stance, as we walked down the passage I myself took off my
hat, hanged it on the hanger, but he (Tsafendas) walked
s%raight down the passage into my mother-in-law's kitchan.
He never took hig hat off. Then we.came back intc the lounge
end sat down in conversaticn, and he was now telling sbout
ftis travels all over the world, and he never took his hat off
yet. Then, as the conversation went on, tea was served, and
at this time I thought that Tsafendas would now take his hat
off, but as tea was served he (Tsafendas) rather adjusted
himself much better in his seat, pulling the collar of his
coat up, and pulling his hat further down on to his head,
which gave me a very peoor impression of the man. Shall I
say that to my mind I now thought this man was mentally
affected.

1. Do you normally,with your friends, etc., behave nor-
mally and take your hai off when you are inside? -- We
regpect our friends with great diligeance, and as a body of
Christians we respect each other very highly.

2. Your houge, iz it & clean house? -- Our house is per-
fectly clean, as a house should be,

3. And you are proud of your house., Any other strange
incidents that you recsll? -- There are many instances that
we can recall of Toafendas. There is an instance now where
one hot day he tried to cool the fowls off, which proves to
me that he was also mentally deranged.

4. How did he try to cool the fowls off? -— He got hold

0f the hosepipe and tried to cool the fowls down, because

he thought that they were hot too. {(Iaughter in Court.)

5. BY THE COURT: One does it with fowls when it gets hot.

I keep fowls, When 1t gets very hot you may have to do it.

They die if you don't, sometimes.
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1. MR, CQOPER (Contd.): Any other strange incidents? —-
There are instances when in our meeitings, as we worship in
our homes, he was one of the members in the gathering, and
we 85 2 rule each give our Testimony as Christiana, discussing
the word of God, and he (Tsafendas) after he had ssid some-
thing would put his bible and hymn book down and be uncon-
cerned about his surroundings, which impressed me too thast
this man is B strange man.
2. Can you tell us anything about his eating habits? ==
Yes. There is & very jncident that will go down with me in
all my life, This was the day of the morning when Tsafendas
left us, It was round about 7 o'clock the morning when this
kneck came at our door. My wife and myself got up. A4s =&
matier of fact, she g0t up before me. And here was Tsafendas
with & parcel under his arm, & parcel of meat, eggs and some
other victuals, and blood dripping down his coat. He was
unconcerned about that. The next thing he was looking for
a gtove and 2 pan. The wife handed it over to him, showed
him the stove, gave him the pan., He started, without wash-
ing this meat that he had - just gave it a shake, and intfo
the pan it went. And before it wag ever done Tgafendas got
e plate from the wife and settled down to this big meal,
We surmised it was approximately iwo to three pounds of
T-bone steak, On this particular morning I can well remem~
DI tivavnen
; 3. Was it just meat, or what else did he have? —- There

! were meat and eggs and tomatoes and onions. It was all in
one dish. And then Tpafendas settled down to this great
plate of meat, and I was sitting next to the table, looking
at the man, and as he digged into it I could hear him chew-
ing away.

4, BY THE COURT: What did you expect him to do except

chew ai his T-bone steak? Did you expect him to awallow it
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whole? —— The way he setftled down to it - he settled dowmr—to

it like a dog.

1. He really enjoysd this T-bone steak? -- He really and

thoroughly settled down to this meat.  (Laughter.)

2. MR. COCPER {Contd.): You say he settied down to it like

a8 dog? -- Really and truly getting his teeth into it.

3. Hzd you seen a human being behave like this before? --

Not in =ll my life.

4. How did he eat it - with a knife and fork? ~- He first

started off with knife and fork, ami ere he ﬁas finished he

digged it in, two hands and all. And he wag dirty as far as
of the mouth},

here (indicates down outer edges / and then he told me per-

sonally - my wife was present - "Pete", he told me, "I am

meking 2 pig of myself”, and I told him I could see it.

5. What did he say, why was he eating this? -- He said he

had to feed the worms.

6. How many could have fed off this food that he consumed

in this way? —-- Easy two people.

7. Cn any other occasion dld he bring food? -- There wasg

an occasion in my dad's house. I saw the half a sheep thai

Tsafendaes brought in there, and I believe th4 family said

that on this day also blood was dripping from the meat on %o

his eclothes, which he was unconcerned gbouf. Théée was

snother occasion wher he came with opproximately half a

cheese and a full liver polony. 4And all these things were

queer to the family, because we are not accustomed to things

like that.

8. Did he ever discuss his state of health with you? Did

he have any complainis? -- He complained of severe headsaches,

for which the wife gave him often tablets to relieve himself.

g. BY THE COURT: Do you eat your meat well cooked? -- We

eat our meat well cooked.
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1. MR. COCPER (Contd.): In conversation would Tsafendas
stick to the point? -- No. He would cften wander from what
he would say and he would coftentimes have ended up with,
before he would finish a verse, "You kiow, Pete", or "You
know". He used to get a blank spot in his mind. That was
very often,

2. Did he read hig bible often? ~- He read his bible
regularly, very often.

3. Did he discuss the bible with you? —- Only in our me e t-
ings, but we used to talk more of his travels all over the
world,

4. How did his discussion of the bible 2t these meetings
strike you? -- There was nothing that I can really remember

of what Tsafendas asaid, because the things that he tried to

»explain was not definite.

5. How was his flow of speech® -—- He used to speak in a
manner - he would speak a few words, then break off, and
the continue with some other subject rather than the one

he was talking about at the first,

a. Do you know if he was interested in sny woman while he
wag staying with you? -- Yes. Not with us, but we learned

gfterwards that he wag.

7. Did he discuss his matrimonial probtlers with you? -~- Not
with me,

8. He ig not married, is he? —— He is not married,

9. Was he 2 viclent person in any way? —- Tsafendas ap-

peared to me as a harmless, hopeless kind of a man,

10, For how long was he unemployed? -- Approximately three
weeks he was unemployed. Three to four weeks really, when
he stayed with my dad in his section.

11. And then he was employed where? -- Then he went to

work in the power station, Cape Town power station.
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1. Why did he leave you? —-— The reason for leaving us was,
ne said it is far more convenient for him to stay in The City
than to stay in Bellville, which would make travelling easier,
2. Mr. Daniels, you are 2 non-white man? -~ I am a noa-
white man.

3. How did you view the accused's race? Was he a white or
a coloured? -- I took him &s & white man, because him being
foreign and having a foreign name; I fock him as a white man,
4, Whose company did he prefer, coloured or white, while he
was staying with you? -- He preferred to be azmongst the
coloured community.

5. Was there any discussicn about the identification card?
—— Yes, He said he would like to be among the coloured
community, make himself a coloured man, so that he can eaaily
be accepted, because he said he was really never accepled
among the white felk, and for that reason he make application
to be madée a Furopean, but that was refused him, and after-
wards he told ......

6. BY THE COURT; You mean to be declared a non-Buropean?

-= A non-European.

7. To be declared a coloured man? —— He preferred to be
a non-Furopean. But that was refused, because it was told
him that there are more privileges on the other side.

8. MR. COOPER (Contd.}: Did he tell you what kind of
card he was given? -- He always talked to us of having a
blank card.

g. What did he mean by a blank card? —- That could be -
to me it seemed it could be either the other side or the
pther zide.

10, Either white .,,..? —— Either white, or it can be non
white.

11. He was unemployed, Did he ever disecuss with you

starting anybusinesses or anything like that? -- Yes. He
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discussed with me of putting up such a tremendous business
where a1l could have - in other words, what can I term
this - do-it-yourself workshop, where people can come to
him and they can either fix their cers or make their fur-
niture or do anything, and make it your own shop. He had
that in mind. And the nex% thing he would tell us he is
going away. Thait tc me was very strange, that a man talking
about settling down in a place and the very next moment
talk about going away. That also proves to me that this
man wés not altogsether.

1. What is then your overall impression that you have of
Tsafendas? -~ Well, my own words at one time were "This m
ig mad".

2, BY THE COURT: I am interested, When did you have

oceasion t¢ say this, and why? —-- Because this man, the
acecuged, would talk about deing a business, doing something,
and never really getting to the actual thing., He would even
start making & thing. I can remember at one inatance he
was very zealoug in doing something for us - he even had

the thing - and he just left it and never touched it again.
3. When you used the words to yourself - 4id you say it
to somebody or did you say it to yourself? -- I ggid that
1o my brothers.

4, "This man is mad"? -- Yes,

5. I am very interested. The reactions eof the ordinary
man may be very helpful., Did you meen mad in the sense of
queer, off his rocker, or did you mean something else? --
I meant that he was half off his rocker, He wasn't alto-

gether there, because a man in hig full and true senses

would never discuss nor would he have done the things which
the accused has done.,

§&. MR. COOFPER (Contd,): When you read in the newspaper
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that the Prime Minister had been gtabbed in the Hause of
Parliament by Demidtric Taafendas, what did you think, whatl
was your reaction? -- I was utterly shocked beyond measure,
and T could never think that a man, the accused, would ever
have done a deed like that. It could never dawn on me that
the man thet I persocnally knew and being in fhe eircle in
which he mixed would ever do the deed that he has done,
because our doctrine is peace, Ioyality and humility and sub-
jection to 211 the laws.

1. And was he & believer in that docirine? -- He claimed
that he was a believer, 0On those grounds we accepted
Isasfendas on the first day he arrived.

2. CROSS-EXAMINED BY MR, VAN DEN BERG: The sccused came

from Durban, not so? -- The accused told me he came from
Durban by way of hitchhiking and by train from Port Elizabeth.
3. Did he come alone? —— He came &li1 =slone,

4, I believe he had four suitcases with him? -- Net four,
5. How many? —-- I can remember him having one or iwo suit-
cages. He had with him a bundle of dirty washing and he had
a bundle of tools with him. His welding kit he had with him,
6. Did you ever see him use the tools? -— I never saw him
uge the tosls.

7. Just give us the date again when he arrived at your
home? -- He arrived approximately Saturday midday, the 2B8tih
of Auvgust, 1965,

8. It was not the 10th of July? —- It was not on the 10th
of July.

9. The 28tk August? -- The 28th August, 1965,

10, And he lived in your house until the‘16th of Qctober? —-
Qctober.

11, And did I understand correctly that he never paid for

board and lodging? -- Not while he was not working, But when
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he started to work my dad spoke to him, and then he contri-
buted something towards the house, towards the family.

1. Were you satiafied with his contribution? -- My dad was.,
2. For how long was he out of employment?

3. BY THE COURT: Three weeks, the witneas sgaild,

4, MR. VAN DEN BERG (Contd,): Did he receive letters

while he lived with you? —~- Yes. He received letters from -
I think from Greece. This man John Micheletos, whom he knew
go well, and from other correspondents which I don't know.
5. What wae his address in Greece, do you know? Was it
Atheng? -- I would not know what his address was.

6. BY THE COURT: Whese address?

7. BY MR. VAN DEN BERG: John Micheletos' address,

8. MRE. VAN DEN BERG {(Contd.): You don't know whether he

lived in Athena? —-- That I caan't say, whether he was in Athens,
a. Did the accused alse write lettera? -~ He used to write
letters himself.

10, RE-EXAMINED BY MR, COQPER: I want you to make one thing

clear to the Court, Your religious group, do you believe in
rutting up members who come to visit a town? —-- We fully
believe if a bBrother is a brother, irrespective of his race,
wa fully accept him as a brother, because we believe that
was from the beginning in the Lord Jesus.

11. Your religious group, is it confined to the Cape? -- The
Cape and all over the world.

12. What do you c¢all it9? -- We call curselves the Followers
of Jesus Christ.

13. And do you correspond regularly with each other? --= We
do correspond with our frienfs as best as we coulid.

14, Is that just in this country or all over? -- All over.
I have now an uncle in the ialand of Seychelles, way down

in the Indian Ocean, and I correspond with him too, because
he is in the ministry there.

COURT ADJOURNS FIR 15 MINUTES,
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ON RESUMPTION:

MERLE DANIELS (affirmed) states:

1, EXAMINED BY MR, COOFEHR: Where do you live? -— I reside

at No. 1, Sans Souei Jtreet, Bellville South,

2, You are a housewife, are you? —- Yes, I am.

3. Who are you married %07 --— I am married to Peter Heanry
Daniels.,

4, He is the previous witness? —— That is right,

5. Have you & family? -- Yes, I have three children.

6. How old are they? -- I have a daughter of five and =

son of four and cone of two yeers old.

T What are your religious beliefs? -- We belong Vo the same
faith my husband has told ycu about.

8. Just shortly describe your church, or is it not a church?
-= Well, it is not a church. We do not belong to any church,
We are just calied the Followers of Christ.

9, For how long have you been a Follower of Chrigt? -~

Since about 1957.

10. The man before Court here, Demitrio Tesafendas, when did
you see him for the first time? -- The first time I saw him
was on the 28th August.

11. 0f which year? -- 1965.

12, Where d4id you see him? -~ I saw him in my mother-in-law's
home,

13. And did he thereafter stay at No. 1 Sans Souci Street?

-— Yes., He remained at No. 1 Sans Souci Street until the 1l6th
of October.

14, Did you see much of him, did you talk often to him? ——
Well, in his free time he used to come in there, you know,

and speak to us a little,about his travels.

15. Was he also a member of your religious persuasion? -- Yes,

well, we accepted him a= & brother of our faith, that is how
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we tock him in.
1. Did you expect him to pay for his lodgings whern he
arrived at your home? ~— When he first came there he wasn't
working, so my father-in-law did not expect anything from
him until he started to work.
2. When he arrived there, what impression did he make on
you? —— Well, he seemed fto be a strange persen, 1 mean, he
washhabbily dreossed, and to me he seemed strange the first
day T saw him,

you think
3. His shabby dress, did that make/him strange? Anything
else? -- No, well, just because of the way he was dressed
and he started speaking to us of the different preachers he
had met all aever the world from the same faith,
4. Were there any strange incidents that you c¢an remember
in connection with the accuned? -« Yes. T can very well
remember one afterncon., This particular day he had gone outd
to look for work, and this particular afterncon when he came
home - it was about mid-afterncon - and I asked him to come
over and have & cup of tea with us, because my mother and
aunt had visited me that day, and I asked him to come and
have tea with us this day. He said that he would, he was
first going to take his coat off as it was & hot day and
he had his big overcoat with him. And he went next-door,
but before he left I agked him to tell us a little about
his travels and where he has been 81l over the world, and
he said that he would come and tell my mom and aunt 2 little
about it. He went next-door and he came back and he breought
his bible along with him, which seemed such a gtrange thing,
because I had asked him to speak about his travels. 1T spoke
to him at the table and I said: "Well, Demitric, %ell us &
little about your travels"', and he locked at me but he was

unconcerned about the guestion I had asked him, and he was
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reading eabout the experiences of Paul and relating it,
telling me & bit about the life of Paul., He said that his

own life, when he examined himself, he felt that he came

so far short when he thought of the life of Paul., And
after that he just left. He asked u= to excusé him and he
went home, still with his bible under his arm.

1. On this occasion, after he started talking about Paul,
did you try to bring him back to talking about his travels?
-— Yes. I said %o him: "Well, Demitrio, tell us =& bit
about your travels. That is the purpose. that I asked you",
and he wasn't concerned about the guestion that I had asked
him. He was just reading his bible and speakirg about the
travels of Paul.

2. Can you think of any other in¢ide ts? -— Well, there
was a time in my mother-in-law's home that he would lie on
the bed with his hboots on, on her clean guilt, and he would
not think of removing them before he would go and lie down.
3. I don't want to go into the other incidents that the
Court knows of , but what is your overall impression of this
man, Demitrio Tsafendas? —— Well, I often said, we even said
amongst ourselves, surely Pemitric is not =11 there; by the
things that he did and the strange way that he acted some-
timss we felt that he wasn't all there.

4, CROSS-EXAMINED BY MR. BRUNETTE: : Was he a bit eccen-

tric? —— Could you explain that word to me?
5. Well, I mean he did sirange things here and there, but
it wasn't anything in particular.

6. BY THE COURT: It was something particular. He spoke

about St. Paul when he shouwld have been speaking about him-
self, and he lay with dirty boots on the clean coverlet.
That is what I have got at the moment - pariiculars.

7. MR. BRUNETTE (Contd.): When you asked him to come

and tell about his travels, could he perhaps have miaunder-
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ptoed you? -- No, I don't think he could, because I spoke
to him quite a few times. T said to him "Demitrioe, tell

us about your travels" and he looked at me and said "Yes,
Merie'", but he wagn't concerned about the gquestion of usg
asking him.

1. Did he perhaps read to you about the travels ol Prul?
~= That is right. He sat at fable with his Bible and Jjuz:
pushed the cake plate aside and he started telling us

gbout the travels of Psul.

2. Did he pay %o stay with you, or what waa the arrange-
ment? -- He did not stay with me.
3 With your father? Do you know? —— Well, after the

first few weeks ne did not work and my father did not
expect him to pay anything, but when he stsrted work my
father-in-law spoke to him end asked him if he would ocontri-
bute somethirg towards the family, towerds the home,

4, Wag he willing te do that? —-- Yes, he was.

5. Do you Mmow whether he paid after that? Did he pay
for any boarding or lodging after that? -~ While he stayed
in my father-in-law's house?

6. Yes? —— Yes, well, he 4id, After ny father-in-law
gpoke to him he did pay, bvecause then he worked.

7. Are you perbaps worried that = member of your Church
is in trouble? —- Well, when we heard asbhout it we were
shocked. We were upset about i+, and in 8 way felt sorry
that he could have done such a thing.

8. Is it worrying you? -~ I% has to & certain extent.

I meen, we accepted him ag & brother of the Failth and 1% is
not of ug people to do any violence of that sort.

9. Did you ever have anything to do with his waghing? --
Well, the first day he came there he asked me to wash
ghirts for him for the meeting of the Sunday, end I said I

would, but then he came with a big bundle of washing, dirty
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waghing, which I did do for him the first day. But after
that he stayed with my mother-in-law, so she did the rest of
his washing. But the first dey I did his washing.

1. S0 as far as you lnow he generally had hkis clothes
weshed, end he wore cleen clothes? —— Yes, well, my mother—
in-law kept him clean. I mean, she did his washing end
ircning for him,

2. Would you like to protect the neme of your Church in
this metter? —— Yes, well, I would.

3. RE-EXAMINED BY MR. COOPER: No further guestions.

(At this stage both Mr. and Mrs. Daniels
are excused. )
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PATRICK HENRY Q'RYAN: (Witness affirms):

1. EXAMINED BY MR. COQPER: Where do you live? ——= I live at

0 Westminster Road, Lansdowne.

2. Are you married? -~ I am married,

3. Have you a family? -~- I have & femily.

4. How big is your family? -- We are nine.

S How big is your house? —- We have three bedrooms, a

iounge, kitchen, bathroem, outroom, and a garage.

6. What is your profession, your occupation? -- We are
called civil servaents.

7. What do you do? — I teach.

8, What subjects do you teach? —~- English and Art,

Q. And where 4o you teach? -- Bishop Lavie High School.
10, For how many years have you been a teacher? —- Thirty
years.

11, Just shortly, what are your religious beliefg? == I
believe in practising the dectrine of Jesus.

12, Do you belong to any movement, if I may e¢all it that?
-~ The faith to which Jesus belonged, and the doctrine that
He preached.

13. Is Mr., Daniels a member of that faith? -- Yes, Mr.
Daniels is a member of the faith.

14. And is your wife a member of that faith? -— She is a
member of +the faith.

15, Thig faith, ia it confined to the Cape, or South Africa,
or is it world-wide? —- It is world-wide.

16. Do many people belorng to it? —— We have never taken

e censug, bdut there are meny pecple who belong Ho it.

17. Do you write to various parts of the world to members
of the faith? —— I write to quite a few parts of the world.
I just received a letter last week from Idberia, from the
eldest gservant who was here, who landed here in 1905 from

Irelend.
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1. Any other couniries to which you write? —— I write to
Iceland, and Morocgce.

2. I think that is enough for the %time being. Would it
be correct to cell this movement a Chriatian Church, or would
it not? -~ It cen be called a Christian Church.

3. Let us, for the seke of convenience, call it a Christian
Church, Wnen 6id you meet Demitrio Teafendas for the first
Vime? -- The actual ecquaintence that I made first wes while
in prayer at a conference. I heard «vass

4. Where wes this conference? —— This conference was held
out at Durbanville.

9. ¥hat month, and in which year? —-~ It was towards the
end of November 1965,

6. What was this conference, this congress of? Which
people? -- It was an assembly, a conference of delegates,

Christian delegates I may call ift.

7. Were you present at that assembly? —- I was present.
8. ind thke accused, was he there? —-- The accused was thers,
g, Tell us — you say the first $ime +that you gaw him ...?

—- When I heard the accused praying, or rather repeating the
Paterncster, I opened my eyes and looked tc sese who it was,
heceuse never hed anything like that happened the?t sn indivi-
dual parroted a prayer.

10. BY THE COURT: 7That he did what? — He said the Our

Father.

11. In what language? -- In English. None of us ever makes
repetitions in praying.

1z. MR. COOPER {Contd.): How do you deliver your prayer

at your assemblies, and how do the other delegates? -- Every
member of this faith prays in spirit end in truth from the
heart.

13, BY THE CuUkT: A silent prayer? —- Audibly.

14. BY MR. BAKER: You don't repeat a wellknown prayer, is
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thet what you mean? -- No prayer - we repeat no prayer.

1. BY THE COURT: I am not following. The unusual feat-

ure of this man, which made you open your eyes and look who
this was, was that he was saying a welllmown ritual Pater-
noater, end that was not according to your .....%? — Not
according to the teachings of Jesus,

2, BY MR. BAEER: In other words you pray aspontaneously?—

That is right.
3. You make up your prayer as you pray? —— It flows epon-
taneougly.
4. ME. COOPER (Contd.): Did he also speak at this assem~
bly? -- Normally there is an opportunity of open testimony,
in which he participated.
D Doea everybody have an opportunity at this agsembly?
-= Bveryone hes an opportunity to give 8 testimony.
B At the assembly, ¥hat do the members usually talk
about, or give testimony about? -- We usurlly give teatimony
of our experiences on Christian lines andé the work of God in
our pwn perscnal lives,

did
T When you heard the accused speak, what/he epeak ebout?
~- When the accused spoke he cited a paspage of secripture,
and thereafter, normally, one refers, or tries to interpret
this passage of sceripture. In his case, however, he conti-
nued, shall I say, at 2 tangent, or he spoke of his travels,
which were not relevant toc the chapter at all.
8, Did this sgtrike you &8 being odd, strange conduct? ~-
It struck me that %he individual concerned, the accused, was
not, in my opinion, born of the spirit of Gogd.

T BY THE COURT: Did you sense something false in it,

do you mean? -~ Whosoever is born of the gpirit of God can
discern spiritually, and the context seee

10. It didn't ring true? -~ Not at all.

11, MR, COQPER (Contd.): When he had finished this telking,
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did you know whet he was trying to tell you? —— He got nowhere.
Just & string of incoherent or disjointed sentences mostly.

1. How did the other delegates to the sssembly react to
hig speech? —- Quite a few with whom I discussed it felt the
way I did, that his, could I seay, discourse lacked in spirit-
ual content.

2. At that time did you speak to the accused at Thet assem-

bly? —- I did speak to the accused.

3 Was he employed then? Did he have a Jjob? ~- He was
unenployed at that time.

4, ¥here was he 1living? —- He was on the verge of termina-
ting his residence at a particular place ir the Gardens.

5. And did he agk you whether he could come and stay with

you? —— I had been approached by a member of the faith with
the objeet of arranging accommodation for the zccused.

6. And did you then make arrangements and give the accused
accommodation? —~— I teold him to call at my plece, which he
did the dey after conference.

T When 4id he arrive at your home? —— That was at the

beginning of - I am not very sure of my dates - at the begin-

ning of December, Immediately after the conference.

8. 0f which year? -- 1965,

9. For how long did he otay with you? -- He stayed with me
for about elose to five months.

10. Did he try to find any employment while he was staying
with you? -- Regulerly. He wrote & number of applications.
He went for interviews. And on one occasion he managed to
Jand a job at the City Tramways, which lasted only a few days.
He was issued with a ﬁniform however, Thereafter he was un-
employed mgain, and thence he was engaged at the Diamond

Merine Corporation, I think, South-West Africsa.

11, While he was with you, was he a lazy man? —-- While he

was with me, very often he would remain in bed, and would



[ .renive to8 Jvetece |

111. O'RYAN.

apparently d¢ so for the day. But with us, we believe

that every individual should have so0lid and permanent work.
Then I would gpeak te him and tell him it is very unsavoury
for a healthy man like him to remain in bed. Then he com-
Pleained of this, of 8 WOrm that he mentioned of enormous
proportions. In this case he mentioned that six foot of the
worn had once come down, and the head remained behind, and

the width wae two inches wide. And more then one evening,

e —_—

after a 1ﬁte evening, he would ask my wife Tor e hunk of
bread, he said, just tc feed the worm, or demon, or the snzk:,
which he moet frequently termed it.

1. Then there were other occasions when I had to speak to
him, but not necezsarily about his being inaciive or lazy.

2. In what way further did he say thet this worm affected
his life? —- He told me about this worm, and that it sapped
him or that it robbed him of his energy with the result that
he cowld not hold & job very long. He also menticned among
other things thet this worm affected him in many ways, 80
much so0 that nis finances were always very low, since I had
t0ld him he couwld stay Iree of charge, and at that btine,

then he nesd not pay me.

3. Did he ever go and try to get treatmeni{ for this worm?
Medicael attention? —- He went to the local hospital, I think
Groote Schuur, Some of our friends saw him there. He went
for treatment down at the Foreshore, And my wife algo gave
him a sort of freatment. She was very sympathetic in his
case, whereas I told him the worm chnly existed in his mind,
and then he wae very disappointed and he told me I was like
the doctors who wouldn't believe him.

4 Did he say what this worm did, how this worm behaved
inside him? -- Well, at night he said this worm used to crawl
about in him when .t was hungry, and irritate him and so on.

5. What did you think about this worm? —— Well, I candidly
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told him, as I do in many cases, that he should try to get his
mind ebove matter, and that the worm waes a3 figment of his
imagination, purely.

1. How did he reasct to that, when you t0ld him? -- He was
most disappointed, and told me that I was just like the medi-
cal men whom he had seen, or medical opinion that he had got,
who disbelieved him, and that my wife was much more sympathe-

tically inclined towards him.

2. So he used to pour cut his troubles abvout the worm to
your wife then, is that correct? -~ That is right.
3. How was he spoken? How would you describe him? How

did he speak? -~ He was very well spoken, soft spoken, and his
disposition was very meelk. He was & very kindly man. In
my experience of him he had a good heart,

4, How did he behave towards your children? — He wes very
attached to the children, end very offen my wife used to say
"This man has never had the ovportunity to kmow a little about
home life, This most probably ig the first home where ne is
at home". And we tried to make him at home as much as we
could.

5. Did he discuss with you and tell you any of his hack-
ground, of his home life as a child? -- Most of thet he told

my wife. He did not speak sentimentally %o me at all, much,

6. Did he read his Bible often? -- He read his Bible regu-
larly.
T, Did he mttend meetings of the movement? -- He most fre-

quently accompanied me, because he and I attended the same
Sunday morning meetings.

8. How many meetings do you have, dees your movemeni have
every week? —— We have meetings regularly every Sunday morn-
ing where we bresk breed, Sunday evenings and Wednesday
evenings.

9. At these meetings, how did he fit in? ~~ Into the Torm
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0f the meetings he fitted perfectly, but, when it comes to

the substance of the meetings, he again, as I would pult it,
lacked spiritual depth. He was always Buperficiél in his
little discourses.,

1. Is that what you mean by spiritual depth, that he was
superficial in his discourse? —-- That is right, yes.

2. Did he appear to understand +the Bible, from what you
could see? —— He seemed to have not the slightest noidion of
what he usually cited in scripture, or passages that he tried
to interpret.

3. In conversation, how would he answer & question, a
simple guestion? -- He was always very hesitant before he rte-
plied, and, after he had started, then he would hesiitate again,
and very often when he continued there was no lcgieal sequence
again.

4. How was his goncentration? —- He had a very poor power
of conecentration, which I would say was panifested by the way
in which he spoke, One could gather that.

5. BY THE COURT: Would I summarise what you have just said

if I say that his conversation was disjointed? Would that be
a way of saying i%? -- That ie it, it was disjointed.

6. Can I put it down like that? -~ That is right.

T That his conversation was disjointed and didn't seem io
flew one £rom another? — Yes,

8. MR. COOPER (Contd.): In these conversations did you ever
canvags political topics? -- No,

9. You are a Coloured man? -- I am Coleoured.

10. Iz the accused & Coloured man, Or a white man? What
did you consider him to be, when he lived with you? —- A
Coloured man.

1l1. In your Church, has your Church white members as well as
Coloured members? —— There are white members; there are

Coloured members.
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1, You may not like the word, but do the Coloured members
end the white members worship together, or do you worship
separately? -- (Pause) A4t cerdain gatherings, like when we
nave a convention, a conference, we all mest together but in
the weekly meetings we meet in our homes and the whites meet
in their homes.

2. Is it correct then that during the whole pericd of five
months that he stayed with you he did not discusgs politics
with you? -~ He might have dizcussed polities in the way that
I, or rather say any Coloured man, would discuos, We may dis-
cuse say -~ I have no specific case, but I would not deny that

he might have discussed general polities with me.

3. But any topic that he may have discussed made no im-
pression on you? -- Never, Mosily the Bible - sgeripture.
4 Was the accused married? -- No, as far as weg Xnew, he

was unmarried.

5. Do you lkmow whether he took out any women while he was
gtaying with you? ~- HNo, but he was interested in some of our
friends.

6. Did he manage to strike up =ome asgociation, friendship
with a women while he 1ived with you? —- He was unforiunate.
Te Did he tell ycu abeut his wanderings, his travellings
all over the world? — Ad nausuam,

8. Did he tell you whether he had been subjected to any

treatment in any part of the world? -- He told me that in some
Portuguese territory - it might have been Portugel, it might
have been somewhere down Lourenco Margques way - this brain-
washing that I read about in the paper. But before it ap-
peared in the paper he 1told me all aboutbt idt. He described it
t0 mg.

9. What had they done to him? ¥hat did they do to him?

—— He mentioned that they slepped him on the temples of the
head, regularly, until he fell down, and then fthey would pour
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water on him and so on, and on one occasion he mentioned

that they carried ewsy a corpse, someone to whom this third
degree had been applied. He mentioned that to me.

1, Could you form a close attachment, friendship with

this man, Demitric Tsafendaa? —- I took a deep liking to the
ma.

2. Did you form en atbachment? Did you discuss your
personal problems with him? —— As 2 rule we don't discuss
mueh of our perscnal problems.

3 Tell us, what was the overall impression that Demitrio
Paafendss made upon you? — I Formed a conclusion that he was
not in truth ome of our faith.

4, I wnderstand that, in fruth. What did you think about
his mental atate? —— I never actually doubied his mental

state, since teo me he had a mind bthet the majority of people

have.
5, The fact that he believed in the tapeworm, what im-
pression did that make upon you? -~ That, however, made me

feel that he believed in the tapeworm very strongly.

6. Did he ever discuss any of his cxperiences where he was
gemployed, particnlarly when he was employed with the Marine
Diemond Corporation? -~ One evening, when he came back from
the Marine Diamonds - they normally come back after a few
weeks, two or three weeks, they come back ~ and prior %o his
leaving he was a 1little agitated, or shall I sey emotional,
and he and I were mlone in the diningroom, esnd he told me
"Look, I have to go back there tomorrow, and the individual
under whom I work and who is supposed to show me around, is
very unco-operative'l. ind he mentioned also that he had
nearly lost hig life in nearly falling overboerd. Then he
told me "Come, let us pray together". Then he went on his
knees, just in the diningroom, and I elsc went on my knees,

He preyed, and after he had prayed he was very emotlonal and
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burst out into tears. That was very strange to me. I didn't
expect 1t of him.
1. Was he a strange men? -- No, it had never cccurred to

e,

2. CROSS-FEIAMINED BY MR. VAN DER BERG: Did the accused

show any feelings for your children? -- He was very fond of
them,
3. And you took a deep liking to the accused? -- I had

confidence in him and used to like him.

4. Do you think that he felt the same about you? —- Yes.
Only that I didn't sympathise with him about the worm.

5. What made you conclude that he was not one of ycour faith?
-= Among other things, number one he mentioned o me that a
friend of ours in Greece had baptised him by nmeans of a triple
immersiorz in the name of the Father he was immerseﬁ; in the
name o0f the Son he said he was immersed; and in the name of
the Holy Spiri*t he was immersed. That was mest uvnusual to
me, &nd unseriptural. To us a baptism is symbolic of a
buriasl, a natural burial. And when a man is buried naturally
he is just buried once and not exhumed again and go or. Then,
gecondly, he was surprised when I told him about Jesus having
existed before the earth ...,

6. I don't think we need go into that any further. Didn't
you gain the impression that the accused was sponging on you?
— Quite a few friends of mine +told me that, but I believe in
hospitality =s¢ I overlooked it.

T, When did the accused tell you about this so-called

worm? —- When I told him to get out of bed and net to be too
inactive, and not to surrender to a tkought like that, But
to him it was real.

8. Can you remember the date? -—- It would heve been very
ghertly after - I would say it was in December.

9. December? —— 1965 already.
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1. On how many occesions did the zccused 4ell you about
this soeealled worn? —— Very very frequently.
2, Very very frequently? -- It became common in the home,

g0 much so that The remedy thsy used Tfor him, well, there was
guite 8 guantity of it in the home already.

3. You made e statement to the Police on the 17th Septembur
1966, is thet correct? -- Most probably. Yeg, the dete must
bhe,

4. You can have a2 look at the statement? —- I did make a
gtatement. Correct,

5. Why didn't you mention anything about this worm to the '
Police in your statement? -- The Police mentioned, number cne, %
that thet was rnot necessary, I —ust just leave it, _f,f/J
6. So you say that you mentionsd this worm to the Police? ——
Yes, Not necessary, they mentioned. ind I also made a state-
ment about this treatment, and the Police said it is common in
the papera}.This gentleman here Mr. Troost,(peinted out) took
the statement, not so? — That is right.

8. S50 you tell me that you told Mr. Troost sbout this worm?
—— Yes, I seid he mentioned the worm.

9. And Mr, Troost gaid it was not necessary to nake any
menticon of it? ~~ No, he just brushed it away.

10, What exactly did you say to ¥r. Troost? —— I just said

he mentioned the worm arnd slso the third degree.

oL Just give us your exact words that you used to Mr.

Troost? — Mr, Troost spoke to me in the form of guesgtions,
which I answered, but in between T mentioned these Hwo things
that T noted were not noted.

12, You told Mr. Troost that this man has on nany occasions
mentioned $o0 you ... ?-No, no, I did not say on wany occcasiong.
13, What exactly did you say to Mr. Trooesi? -- I said he
mentioned a worm, and The hreinwashing.

14, What 4id Mr. Troost say to that? -- Well, irn writing -
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he just continued to write and ....
1. So in spite of the fact that you menticned scmething
about the worm, he did not take thet down in writing? -- No.

2. BY THE COURT: Am I zoing to be allowed to see that

gtatement?

3. BY MR. VAN DER BERG: Certainly my lors.

4, BY MR. CCOPER: With respcet, I don't think your lozrd-

ship can read it. It muet be put to this witness first of
zll, and say that he made this statement and he admits the
contents.,

5. BY THE QOURT: I thought that he had admitted.

6. BY MR. COOPER: He adwmits that he hes made a statement,

but he has not identified this statement yet.
Te BY THE CQURT: It is no%t all thet important. {state-

ment not read by the Court).
8. MR, VAN DER BERG (Contd.): Did you say ir this state-

ment ~ I quote what is written down in this statement: "Hy
{thet ie the zccused) het vir omtrent drie maande by my inge-
woon wearvan hy twee weke by Poggenpoel tuis wag maar weer na
ny teruggekom het"? — Jao.

9, "Hy het koerante gelees en dit was duideliik dat hy
gekant is teen staatsbeleid van beide Suid-Afrika en Poriugal.
Did you say thait? —-- Ja.

10, "Hy het die indruk geskep dat hy goedgesind is teenoor
die Kleurlinge en dat hy herhaaldelik aansoek gsdoen het om

as Kleurling gekliassifigeer te word'. Het u dit ges&? -- Ja.
11, "Hy het ges hy het 'n dplanko persoonskeart, met ander
woorde geen rag is daarop asngeteken nie'? —-~ DIt is reg.

iz, "Hy het die apartheidsbeleid as onregverdig bestempei®?
~— Ja,

13. "Sy redenasies was nie baie intelligent nie"? —- Korrek. /
14, Ig dit reg? ~- Dit 1s reg, js.

15. "EXx het hom nie sangemoedig nie want ons propageer die
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MRS, €77

Uytz._ge idee van onderdanigheid teencor 'm regering". I

dit reys - Ja,
langer
1. Ek sal nie veel/wees nie edelagbere.
2, DEUR AT® HOF: U wverveel my gladri:. Ek stel nogal
belang.

3. MNR., VAN DER BERG (Verv.):"Sy geestelike opvatting het

verward voorgeii. 18r hy was nie geestelik of verstandelik
versteur ni=". Dit het u gesé? -- Ja.
4. "Inteendeel, hoewel ek hom nie as besonder intslligent

beskou he™ :ie, wag v welgprekend en het oor 'n goele woorde—

skat beskik®™/ —- Dit iz reg.

5. Het 3 no gesB? ... Jn. ek het sc gesé, ’
C "Ek et neooit die indruk gekry dat by sy versiand ieis
haper nie"? —— Uit is reg. . !
7. Het u s0 gesé? -- Ja.

8. Weerom het u dan niks van die wurm in daardie verkla-

ring gesf nie? — Dit wap so alledaags, heelmoontlik, dat ek
21% nie wou beklemtoon het nie. Ek het maar net so terloops
gesé,

= U 88 u het dit vi» mnr. Troos® gesé? --. “Yerloops, ja.

10. U het vir hom gesé van die wura? — i

il. RE-EXAMINED BY MR. COOPER: ©No further gaeswiouns.

¢ RYLT (affirmed ):

12, ELGMINED B 1. COOPER: Where do you liiv=% -— N0.W9,

Westminster Road, Lansdowne.

13. To whom =re you married? -- Patrics DiRysr.

14. The previous =wiiness, Are you & huouife? —~'I am
& house.ife., yes.

il Hoave you sny children? —— Yes.

16. How many children have you? —— 7 w.uld have had eleven.
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I logt the cone twin. I have ten. Seven boys and three
girls,
1. Will you +talk towards his lordship so that he can

hear, He is interested in what you heve %o tell the Court.

Are you also a member of the Christian Church? -- I am,

2. For how many years have you been one? —- About 28 years.
3. Do you lmow the accused? ~- I know Demitrio.

4. Where did youw meet him for the first time? -- At our

convention in Durbanville.

5. How did he bvehave on that occasion? —- Well, quite
normal.

6. Did you hear him speek? -- Yes.

7. Did he preach? —- Well, not ectually preach, We just

each give our testimony.

8. How did he give his testinony? —-- Well, he started off
with the way he got away from Cape Town half a century ago,
or a guarter century he mentioned, and then how he got on to
the boat, peeling potatoea. Then he spoke a little of his
travels, and then he cited a verse in the Bible, but L
could net sort of get a grasp of what he was trying to ex-
plain at the time.

9. BY MR. BaKER: You mesn the verse had no relation to

what he was talking about? — No.
10. MR. COOPER (Contd.): But after this convention he came
to live et your house, did he? -- Yes.

1. Did he ever discuss any of his complaints with you? --
Well, he spoke +o0 me about his stomach, and he explained to
me that it was because of a tapeworm which was an inch and
g half wide, and he t0ld me that a while back, when he was

g 1little boy, about six feet of it came down. The doctor

gave him something and six feet of it came down. He was
sitting on a4 Lucket. And then he fainted on the bucket,

and his mother removed it and she destroyed it, and since }
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then nothing has ever come down.

1. Did he speek often sgbout this worm? —— Quite often he

spoke to me.

2. What did he call this worm? — He called it & anake,

or a demon.

3. Did he tell you whether it noved, or what it did ineide

him? -- He told me that this snake, or this worm, sort of

cones up at night end then it sort of hunts for foeod., He
seeped that it

put it down that way, that it/hunts for food late at night

while he was asleep; it sort of woke hip wp; end this thing

was hunting for food. b

4, Did he ever ask for foed for this worm? — Yes, he

asked me quite a few Times if he could just have a piece of

bread to feed the worm.

5. Did he teke medicine for this worm? —— He took medicine.

He once went to the Groote Schuur Hospital, end then he went

again to the Foreshore to the Medical Centre there and they

gave him a bottle of white stuff, I think it was some sort

¢f a lime mixture.

6. Was he very energetic? -- No.

T, What did he do? —- Well, he t0ld me that in spite of

hie big body he slways felt tired, and he reckoned that it

wag the worm, because of the worm sort of devouring the food

thet his body should have.

8. BY THE COURT: A nost wonderfnl worm. You dontt have

to work, and you eat at night in order tc feed hin. Cne

of the best pets I have heard of. Anywsy, he can't work
because of the worm, but the worm has got to be fed.

9. MR. COOPER (Contd.): For how long did he stay et your
house? —-- Between five and four monthsa. It couldn's be
longer than that.

10. While he stayed with you, did he live with any of your

friends? == Yes,
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1. Whe did he go to live with? —- Mr. Poggenpoel,

2. Where dc they stay? —- In Walnut Rosd, I think.

3 Is it also in Lensdowne? -- Alsc in Lansdoene, yes.
4. Ard for how long did he stay with thex? -- Only about
three weeks,

S And where d4id he go after he left there? -- He came
back to us,

6. When he left Lansdowne, where did he go t07 ——
Ubservatory.

T CROSS-EXAMINED BY MR. VAN DER BERG: WNo guestions.

OWEN JOHI SMORENBERG, sworn states:

8. EXAMINED BY MR, COOFPER: What is your occupation? —

I am employed as naintenance foreman at the Cape Town City
Council Power Stetion.

9. And for how long have you been working there? —-
Eight yearg.

10, Do you kmow the accused? —-- ¥Yes I know hirm.

11, When d4id you meet him for the first time? -- He came
to work for us as & fitter on the 13th September, 19635,
12, But how long did he stay with you? —— Approxinately
six wecks.

13, During this pericd did you work with him? -- Yes,
I.4id work with him.

14. What kind of work did he have to do? —~- Mainly rough
engineering. TFitting.

i5. Did you have to check hig work? -- Yes, every daey.
16. The work that he had to do, was it difficult work?
Was it involved work? —- Not really. I would say it is

the easiest type of fitting that there is.
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1. BY THE CCUR™: Was he taken on as a fitter or as a

labourer? —- As a [itter.

2, Did he clain to be a fitter? -— He claimg to be a
fitter, yes.

3. Did he have papers? -~ That I couldn't say. I never
employed him.

4, MR. COQOPER {Contd.): What was the type of work that he

was dolnsg? Rough engineering work? -- Rough engineering
fitting.
5. What was your first impression about Tsafendas? —-

The first inpression was that he was a friendly type of man.
6. Did he talk freely with you? ——- Fairly freely. |

7. Had he btravelled extensively? —-— He claimed to have
travellied extensively, yes.

3. Did he form any close friendship with any person on
the job? —— Wot really. Perhaps myself, and maybe one other
fellow, We were 2houd the friendliest with him,

8. Was that a close friendship? -- Noi reslly.

10. Did he eclaim that he could speak more than one
language? —-= He did elaim so, and I actually heard him spesk
in more than one language.

11. How did he like Coloured people? —— The impression I
got is that he didn't like thenm.

12, Why did you get that impression? Was there an ineci-~
dent that you can relate? -- Yes. There are one or two
incidents. The first time, they normally have a labourer
working with them, and on this particular occasion the
labourer had come to complain that he did not wish to work
with the fitter any longer. I asked why, 8o he said that
when he offered him a little bit of advice the fitter had
turned round and told him that he ig the boss on the job and
he is not teking any advice or any backchat whatscever from

any Coloured.
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1, Any other incident that you can recall? -- Yes, the
second time that I formed an opinion that he didn't like them
wae the statement he had made to me while we wers working
down at the Docks.

2. What was the occcasion? What were you working on? —-
We have down at the Docks a cooling water intake for the
Power station. We have gone down there to do some overhaul
work, and we were sbout 40 fcet down in fthe ground.

3. What is 1t like down there? — It is quite a big tunnel.
% reominds one of, shall we say, a 15th cenvary castls, the
torture chambers or the dungeons, It is dripping with water,
and guite dirity and dark. It is generally an eerie place.

We had gone down there to deo some work, and while we were
working I said to him jokingly that this is a good place for
Mr. Vorster tc keep his politicel prisoners, to which he
replied, and I waa quite shocked at the time - I gsuppose I
generally didn't expeet any political conversation from hinm -
he replied "Yes, they should pui them all down here; in fact
they should put all the Coloureds here, open the doors and
drown the lot".

4, In what tone of voice did he make this remark? -- Well,
it wasn't sort of overbearing; it was just as a sort of
general discussion,

5. Did he make sny comment on Mr. Worster? —- Yes., He
said ke thought that Mr. Vorsit:r was the right type of man
Tor the Minister of Justice's job, And he went on to say
that he thought the Prime Minister was a clever man and he
held the right pesition. In other words, he was the right
men for the job as well.

6. And who was the Prire Minister then? -- Dr. Verwosrd.
Te Vhet impression did you g=t, was he a supporter of ithe
Government or an opponent or a ¢ritic of the Government? -—

Well, I got the impression that he was a supporter.
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1. Was there any other incident which steands cut in your
mind as being o0dd? -~ From what point of view?

2, Just odd incidents. Things that you thought were

strange cohduct on the part of Tgafendas? —-- Regarding his
conduci?
3. Yes? — Yes, there were one or two strange things about

hin. On ome particular occasion he was required to change

g fairly large pipe. These pipes are held together by 8
bolts. Normally speaking these bolts rust up. There is a
lot of seawaber there. When a set of bolts comes out we
quite often replece them with new ones, Cn this occcasion he
had come to me with the bolts in his hand, and they were
fairly badly rusted, and he asked me what he should do with
them, to which I replied "Make out an order and get & new set
from the siores". He went away, made the order out, drew tho
bolts, and zbout half a hour later I went on the job to check
and I found the old bolts lying, I should say the new bolts
lying to one side and he kas replaced the c¢ld bolis. Well,
I thought it was a bit sitrange to ask for new bolts and then
put the old ones back.

4. Time sheedts -~ can you recall an incident in relation to
time msheebts which you comnsidered toe be strange? -- Yes,
Normelly ftime sheets for the fitters in the section are made
out on Monday morning, ard that covers the work for the
previous week, Any overtime that has been done is also
entered on these time sheets. Except in the case where
there is a publie holidey which falls during the week, as was
the case in October. The 10th of October was Eruger Day,
which fell on a Sunday. Monday was aubomatically taken as

g holiday, so therefore we were required to mazke these time
sheets out earlier in the week. It was done on a Thursdey.
It maekes it = bit difficult, becouze you are then entering up

Time which they have not yet worked, such s the Thursday and
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Friday. I had made out the ftime sheets for the week and sent
them on. On the Fridey we had a fairly urgent job to do,

and the fitters were reguired to work throughout théir lunch
hour, and they would therefore be paid overtime for this. I
then went out and explained te them that the time sheets had
already been sent in, and I could only enter the overiime up

on the following week. Everybody seemed to be quite happy
aboudt it. There was a number of Coloureds on the job, as

well as other fitfers. When the next Thursdsay came and they
went to get their pey he had come back and complained bitterly
that he had been underpaid for half an hour.

1. Why did you think it was strange? —— Well, I then went
ahead and explained to hin agsain. I said "I told you last
week that youw would have to wait an extra week before you ge”
this money, But he could not gquite grasp it. Eventually I
had to teke out a piece of chalk and a weoden board and sort

of draw & leng line and divide it up into seven days and ex-
plein from one week to the next week. The Coloureds under-
stood quite easily the first time, but he had great difficulty
in undersianding why he had to wait an extra week for his money.
2, When you say "The {oloureds" are they labourers? --

They are the labourers, yes.

3. Did he talk about various subjects? —- Well, he guite
often started To talk about his travels, but in a sense it !
wee garbled. He would stert off on something and then he |
would sort of go off at = tangent, and you could never get

to the basic point that he was trying to get to. Invariadly

I used to juet sord of lose patience end net even worry to l
listen.

4, Did you believe that he was shooting a 1ine? -- Yes,
very ruch 80,

S You didn*t believe his story? -- ot particularly. Ome

or two of them may have been trne. He said he had been an
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engineer at sea, which could quite poseibly have happened,
buh on the standard of his work, I doubt it very muck.
1, What was the standard of his work? —— It wes very poor.

2. BY THE COURT: Was he a qualified fitter? C{ould you

gee when he was doing a job? Did he do a job like a fitter,
that requires lmowledge and dexierity? When he was on the
job, did he lock like a fitter on the job, or wha$? — HNo, he
looked more like a labourer, to be guite honest.

3 MR. COOPER (Cantd.): How would you describe these
gtories that he ftold you? ~- Which stories? The travels?

4. Yeg? ~— They ameened a bit farfetched. He mentioned
that he had been in Canada, and that he had been to sea as

an enginear, I can't remember them all, In faet, as I said
earlier, I had given up hope afterwards of even bothering
trying to remember,

5. What was his favourite saying? -- Well, he gave me the
impression that he thought he had done very well for himeelf
in the world, And on a number of cccasions he said "I don't
think I have done too badly for a poor Portuguese boy born
in Lourenco Marques.,"

6, Is he married? -- He told me that he was not.

s Why did Tsafendas leave his enployment at the Power
Station? -- Well, we had given him notice; we had asked him
~ at% least we fold him that he was no longer reguired, we
were going to fire him. =
8. How did he react? -- I wouldn't actually say violently,
but tendencies ‘towasrds that, He was vary upset about it.

g, What did he say? -- He said he had worked all over the
world, and then, when he came to a stupid place like the Cape
Town City Council, they thought he wasn't good enough.
{Laughter).

10. Do you think they were justified in Terminating his

employment? —— Definitely.
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1. Could he hold the job down? -— We,he could not.

2. Was it a difficult job? The work that you geve hin,
wag it reelly difficult? —- No. Quite often, if we have a
brezkdown and we have to get it going agein, due to the fact
that you must keep e constant power supply, guite often these
labourers will go shead and change a pipe for ﬁs. There
may be a fitier amrocund, but he will be on the second job.

4 labourer can manage quite easily.

3a And did the lzbourer in fact perform this type of work
better than the eccused did? -- Yes, but that could possibly
be because they had had more experience.

4. What did you think of his mental state? -= Well, I
wouldn't say he is mad, but he seems a little bit bharmy.

5. Did he fit in? -~ No, He was not the type to fit in
with the boys. He always seemed to be excluded from every-
Thing. If you say him you would see him sitiing by himself.
Although he did on a number of occasions try to strike up
conversation with people.

6. But the other people didn't fancy him? —- Didn't take
%o kim, no.

Te CROS5-EXAMINED BY MR. VAN DER BERG: What was the

salery of the sccused? -- Approxinately £85 2 month.

8. £85 a2 month? —- Yes.

S. Didn't he always conplain that he was not adquately
compensated for his work? —-- Yes, guite often.

10. 8¢ he didn't regard £85 a2 month as sufficient? —- Nc.
11, Don't you think that when the accused spoke about Dr.
Verwoerd and Mr. Vorster he wented to icpress you? -« It
could well have been, but I think, under the circumstances,
he was not in any fit condition to impress anybody. He was
quite frightened down at the bottonm. It i8 not too pleasant
an experience Goeu there., I think at +the earliest moment he

jugt wanted to get ocut. I doubt very much whether he was in
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the mood for impressing anybody.

l. Tou gay the accuged told you that he was married? —-
Ko, he said he was not married.

2. Was his intelligence normal? -- Yes, I would say he
had normal intelligence. Perhaps a little bit higher than
normal,

3. RE-EXAMINED BY MR, COOPER: Nu further guestions.

(COURT ADJOURNS UNTIL 2.15 P.M. TODAY)
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COURT RESUMES AT 2,15 P.M.

ISAAC SAKTINORSKY: (Sworn, states):

EXAMTNED BY MR. COOPER:

1. What is your prefession, doctor? -- I am a psychiatrist.
2. When 4id you qualify as a doctor? -- I gualified as' a
doctor in 1955.

3. And when you qualified in 1955 what department did you
enter at Groote Schuur Hoapital? -— Initially I did my intern-
ship end at the beginning of 1957 I entered the Depariment of
Neurology and Psychiatry at Groote Schuur Hospital.

4, And when you entered the Department of Psychiatry and
Keurplogy at Groote Schuur Hospital at the beginning of 1957
what post did you occupy? ~- I initially occupied a post of
Registrar and then Senior Registrar.

5. Did you do any further post-graduate work? —-- Yes, I
took my Dictorate in Medicine in psychiatry in June, 1961,
based on some post-graduate research that I had done.

Be S0 you now have an M.D.? ~-- Yes

T At the beginmning of 1962 where 48id you go to? ~- I went
to London.

8. What to do? —- I went for the purpese of post-graduate
gtudy.

9, To which hospital or hospitals did you go? -- I was
immediately appointed at the Maudsley Hospitel, which is the
teaching hospitel of the Post~graduate Inatitute of Poychiatry
of the University of London, as a Registrar.

10. Did you serve on & professional unit as Registrar? —— I
served on the Professcrial Unit as 2 Regisirar and later I
was promoted to the Senior Registrar o a Professorial Unit.
1l. How does the Maudsley rank as a teaching hospitel in
poychiatry? —-- I think that in the United Kingdom and in this

couniry it is regarded as of ultimete rank, and many of our
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Persons go across there to further their posit-graduate
education.

1. Did you take any other degrees or diplomas? -- Yes, I
tock the Academic Post-graduate Diploma in Paychological
Medicine of the University of ILondon in 1964,

2. In July, 1965, where did you go? What appointment did
You take up? —— I accepted a post of Comsultant Psychiatrist
'to Groote Schuur Hospital full-time, and alsoc Senior Lecturer
to the Department of Psychiatry at the University of Cape Town,
and returned to South Africa.

3. At the present moment what is your position in the
Department of Neurology and Psychiatry at Groote Schuur
Hospital? -—- In the Department of Paychiatry, in the absence

of my chief overseas, I am the acting head.

4, And since when have you been the acting head? -- PFor three
months.

5. Have you also written papers or made any contributions

to literature? —— Yes, I have written a couple of papers and
in addition I em the author of itwo chapters on Emergency

Psychiatry in & book called Eamergencies, published by Staples,

London, in 1962,

é. Having disposed of the preliminaries, what happened at
7 p.m. on the 6th September, 19669 ~- Well, a2t 7 p.m. on
September, 6th, I was examining the accused, Demetrios
Tsafendas,

7. Where? ~- In the Casualty Department, Groote Schuur
Hospitel,

8. At whose request? — I was called by the Casualty

Officer and by members of the Security Police.

9. What wasa the nature of your examination? -- Psychiatric.
10. How long did this examination last? -~ I estimate, with-
out having timed it exactly, about an hour and a half,
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1. And did you meke certain findings? -- Yes, I did.

2. Did you reduce your findings to writing and set it out
in a report? —- Iﬁdeed, I did.

3. Which is dated, do you know? —-- September, the Tth,

4. When 4id you draw ap thet report? -- The report was partly
dravn up the same night end completed the next morning.

5. To whom did you submit that report once yow had drawn it
up? -- Well, I expected that the report would be submitted to
the Security Police for the use of the State and the report
lay with the Medical Superintendent for some time.

6. And was subsequently forwarded %o the Attormey-General?
-— YeB.,.

7 I just want to skip ahead; were you informed by the
Attorney-General that you were not reguired to testify for
the State, but were to be called by the Defence? —-- Yes. I
mede contact with the Attorney-General some weeks afterwards
because I wondered what was happening and was told that I
had been allocated to the Defence - my evidence was being
alleccated to the Defence.

8. Have you your report dated the 7th September, 1966, be-
fore you? —— I have.

9. Will yow read it out to the Court? (Copy handed %o
the bench), —-- {(Witness reads report). "On Septembar &th,
1966, at 7 p.m. I was zalled to Groote Schuur Hospital
Cesualty Department where I exesmined the mental state of a
man who identified himself to me as Demetrios Tosafendas, and
gave his gge as 48 years, The patient's demeanour was
moderately excited (but not elated or exalted)}; he was tense,
breathing rapidly at times, and he seemed perplexed. On two
occasions he burst into weeping for a few ssconds, bult was
not otherwise manifestly depressed. His speech seemed un-

guarded; was under some pressure. He answered most guestions
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-

readily. There was no formel syntectical schizophrenic thought
ssssesss (The Court intervenes).

l., BY THE CQURT: Do you mind if I interrupt where I don't

understend? "His speech was unguarded; was under some
pregsure." I em not sure Itve got the purport of that. ——
Pressure alludes to the piece of behaviour which we refer to
as "excitement" and which I think has some difference from the
Iay use of the word "“excitement!, and cone of the ways that

one assesses.... (The Court intervenes).

2. "His speech was unguarded", what does that mean? He was
not careful of what he was saying? -- Yes. One makes the
gssessment clinically of whether a patient is holding back,
and my assessment was that he was not holding back at that
time.

3. He was speaking openly? -- He was spezaking openly.

4. How '"He was under some pressureh. -- Yes, This refers

to the rate of speech. The rate of speech was rapid and pro-
fuse, and is a symptom of excitement. (Witness continues to
read report). "..... disorder but I formed the conclusion that
his reason was impaired, in that there was a manifest..,.."(The
Court intervenes).

5. You are going too fast for me. "“There was no formal
syntactical schizophrenic thought disorder...." -- Yes.

6. Whet does that mean? —- Syntactical refers to the grammar
with which the patient speaks. The psychiatrist analyses

the patients utterance in terms of the form (the groomar that
ig) and the contents, what he says in his speech. And when
one uses the term "syntactical schizophrenic thought disorder'
this is e cardinal feature of schizophrenia. But its

absence at a particular time does not necessarily mean that
the patient is not schizophrenic.

7. So from the point of view of syntax his expressions were



- 134 = Sakinofsky.

in order? ~- Yes, the grammar o i% was Tine.

1. You mean the verdb didn't go where the noun should be or
eess? —— Yes, there are certein aspects of ayntax which a
paychiatrist concentrates upon. One of these is the Phenomenon
off thought blecking, which is an unexpected gap in the train

of the patient's speech. Another is referred to as asyndesis
which is & disconjunction of & phrese with anothsr phrase -

two phrases being connected which are not logical. Another

is the interpenetration of thoughts and ideas into & train

of thought, And there are others where we talk of derailment,

-~

€. In other words, syntactically speaking, your chservation

there was negative? —-- Yes,

3. It does not negative schigophrenia® -~ HNo.

4. But it did not support it a2t that stage? -- Quite,
(Witness continues reading report). “... but I formed the

conclueien that his reason wes impaired in that there was a
manifest defect of logical processes with repeated non
segquiturs. He was frankly deluded in that he said that the
Portuguese Government had kept him in a prison for 14 years
(tetween 1849 and 1963} for being a conscientious objector
and that they hed tried to kill him for this by the applica-
tion of alternating currents to his head. He gave as one
of the reascns for his essassination of the Prime Minister
that the latter was in lesague with the Portuguese Government,
He voiced several other deiusionel ideas, viz., that the
Prime HMinister had been a foreigner {and he, Tsafendas, a
South Africen); ...."

5 Why do you call that delusional? That was true, wasn't
it? == In the first place Tsafendss himself, I believe, is
not & South African, and in the second place, the Prime
Minister certainily by adoption a South African. (Witness

continues reading report), ",., that the Prime Minister had
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been againgt the English way of life (with which he, Tsafendas,
identified himself on account of 'having had an English
mother'}. He said thet Dr, Verwoerd had been against fthe
ideal of & 'Cape to Cairo" union which he, the patient, identi-
fied with 'the Commonwealth', He claimed that bhis mother, from
whom he had been separated, was called Von Willem and that she
was & member of an overseas Royal Family....." and I wondered
at the time whether this had to do with the existence of
Queen Wilhelmine end an allusion te the Prime Minister's
Dutch descent. (Witness continues reading report). "... and
this idea he apparently counected wita his concern for the
'Commonweal th' . He stated that he had brooded over the week-~
end about the meelting between the Prime Minister and Chief
Leebua Jonathar, which meant tc hin a further blow to the
'Comnonwealth', and this had deterrined his emetions subse-
quently., He appears teo have misinterpreted this meeting as
being releted to the immorality legislation, in that he claims
to have applied for & double identity card, so that he could
try and find a wife among either the White or non-White

group: he stated tThat he had been r=jected by women of both
race groupy and therefore was not able to get married,
Tsafendas spoke also of atiacks of surges of 'anguish and
pain' .. (I amguoting him) ... 'anguish and pain' throughout
his body and limbs associated with 'pressure headaches' {and
I noted from hig hospiftal records that he had atiended the
out-patient cliniec for headaches - not the psychietric clinipg
- during June, 1966). He claired also to see 'hairy springs
and coilg' in front of his esyes which he attriouted to blood
pressure, but I did not think that this betokened hallugi-
nosis. He denied passivity feelings at that time but said
that his thoughts raced most of the time."

1. How youBve got me again. What is that "passivity
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feelings"? —~- A passivity feeling is another very important
carginal feature of schizophrenia whereby an influence on the
patient is interpreted, by the patient, =8 heing dve to an
external agency. For instance, if a patient believes that his
bady had been changed by hypnosis or by computors, or some-
thing like that, or by an enemy, this would be pasgivity.

1. Pagsivity, does that mean that he maintains that it is
net his fault because his body has been taken over by some
other agent or something....? -- At this time I 4id not
guestion him.

2. Yes, but is that what it means? -- Yes.

3. That he is just the tool of some other ocutside forece or
influence? —- If he said he was the tool of an outsides....
4. Is that what 'passivity feelings' mean? -- Yes, that
ones will is taken over, onds thoughts are tampered with,
one's body functions are interfered with by an external
agency., (Witness continues reading report.) “He was fully
orientated for time and person. His concentration was
moderately impaired; his general lmowledge reasconable {(con-
eidering that he claimed only to have passed Standard V), and
he denied epileptic seigzures. The patient claims tec have had
gseveral 'nervous breakdowns'. He says that he was detained
in a New York immigration transit centre in 1942 and given
tablets, Subsequently he spent about 18 months in the
Grafton State Hespital, New York, where he had elecitro-con-
vulsive therapy and he was subsequently deported to Greece.
He had a further period of hospitalisation for 'nervous break=-
down' in 1963 at, what he told me was, the Qchosen Kranken-
house outside Hamburg." May I say that it subsequently
appeers that his dates had been confused, (Witness continues
reading report.) "Comment: I formed the conciusion ‘that the

patient is not ¢of sound mind, that his fThought processes are
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grossly impaired and deluded, and that he is not +therefore in
& position to evaluate correctly the consequences of his deed,
I congider that it is proteble that his mental state is the
result of damage ceused by previous attacks of a mental
disease celled Schizophrenie. In my opinion further important
informetion on the state of his mind should be obtained by the
following:

(1} He should be detained in a closed nmental hospital warad
for a period of cobservation, I would like myself to
agssesg his mental state over a period of time and at
successive interviews,

(2) He should have the following special investigations:

An Eleciro-encephalogram, a blood and Cerebro-spinal
Tluid Wasserman reactior reaction because occasionally
an organic disease of the brain can mimic the clinical
piletuare of schizophrenia) and he should have psucholo-
gical tests.V
1. What is the Wasserman for? To gee if it is syphilitic
in origin? —- ¥Yes, Cerebral syphilis.
2. To see if it is G.B.I. really? -- Yes, (Witness con-
tinues reading report):

"{3}) Medical reports should be obtained via the Portuguese
government; Grafton State Hospital, New York, and
the Krankenhaus outside Hamburg"

and I said it was possible that the names of these places had
been garbled by the patient.

3., MR, COOPER: (cont): And you hand in that report as
EXHTBIT 'C!*.

4, BY THE COURT: dJust before Mr. Cooper asks you further -

end thanks for helping me through this; how did it come about
that bhe told you all this that is writien down here, aboui

Chief Jonethan, the Prime Minister, Von Willem, and all that?

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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Did you put him of 8 couch and make him t2ik, or what happensd?
—— He was on a couch; I didn't put him on & couch; hetd been
on & couch becaunse he had had & wound stitched on his nose, so
I Ieft him on the couch and just chatted to him as & psychia-
trist does; leading him along certain lines and trying to
probe cther channels.

1. Were you twoe alone? —— No, there was one other person
pregent., He wes my Junior Registrar.

2. And you just got him to remble on and talk to see what
cane out? — If I may quote from some notes I mads at the
time. I said to him; "Is it true that you killed +the Prime
Minister"? That is how I started, and he nodded. He agreed
that he did assaaginate the Prime Minister but he said: "I don't
remember what happened after that."” I asked him whether he
had taken the Jjob as a messenger in order to assaseinate the
Prime Minigter. He denied +this., He denied that he sought

the job as & messenger with the intention of killing the

Prime Minieter., He claimed that he had no idea that he would
be allowed access to the Prime Minister at any +time, and he
was rather taken by surprise that he was. I said; "What made
you do a thing like that?" He said: "I didn't agree with the
policy. I am in favour of the Commonwealth., My mother is a
relative to Royalty overseas'" and he went on rambling in this
way about his mother's name being Von Willem, that she died
in 1927000

3. That is how all this came ont? ~- Yes, in that sort of
wayY.,

4. MR, COOPER: (Cont.): You followed, therefore, a recog-
nised procedure? —-- Yes, this is, T think, quite recognised

az a means of eliciting information.

5. fnd did you follow various lines of questioening? —- Yes.

This is what is called an ‘uwnstructured' interview, in thai
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one didn't have a sort of guestionnaire and then address 1t
T4 the patient. T let him ramble in order to promote him
talking about things that I might not ssk him about. But
in doing so I tried to cover what we regard as the mental
state, in other words, his genersl appearance and behaviour,
his thought processes, existence of misperceptions, mis-
interpretationa, his cognitive functions, and so on.

1. At that stage you had no information of his background,
apart from what he told you? —- Apart from what he told me
and from what I heard over the radio, +that he had sgpassin-
eted the Prime Minister.

24 You did net know that three months previously Dr.
Koesew bhad diagnosed him as a gchigophrenic? -- I had no
idesn.

3. You did not knew that in America he had been disgnosed
as 8 hebephrenic type schizophrenic? -- No idea at all.

4. For did you know of the fact that he had been to the
Tale of Wight? -- No, he didn't tell me that.

5 Nor did you know that he had beesn to London Hospital?
-~ No.

6. A mentel hospital, and that he had there also been
classified or diagnosed as a paranoid schigophrenic? -- T

had no knowledge of that.

(Continued on page 140) ..eevee-.
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1. You obviously must have realised that this was a very
important diagnesis that you had to make? -- Indeed.

2. Were you cautious? Did you give it a great deal of
thought? Were you cautious in your approach? —- Yes, indeed.
I was very much aware of the importance of this case.

3. You appear by nature teo be B ceuticus person, if I may
say 807 -- That is for others to judge.

4, Did you thereafter request to see the accused again? —
T did.

5. You reguested the defence, did you not? -- 1 initially
cantacted the prosecutor and then the defence.

6. BY THE COURT: I think you initially contacted ne,

didn't you? -- Yes, I did.

7. Ard I referred you to ihe Atftorney-General? -- Yes,
8. MR, COOPER {Contd.): This case is obviously a matter
of importance? -- Yes, It is more than of imporiance 1o -
I think there are severzl aspects of importance in this
case. I think as a cese in forensic psychiatry it is of
the utmost importance, but I don't think that this could
have concerned nme.

9. Did you in fact write overseas for a report,to ithe
German hospital? -- I did. I wrote %o all the hospitals
that the patient had mentioned.

10. BY THE COURT: Perhaps we had better get this oa record.

in case more might be read into that remark than is neces-
gary. Doctor, when you conitacted me you asked me - I am
putting it; you can say whether it is right or not -
whether it ien't posgsible that we could do what is done in
America and that you be called by the judge rather than by
one of the two parties? -- That is quite true, but I don't
think that I emphasised that I personally alone. My feeling,
if I may sey so in this place, is that in a matter of crimi-

nal trial the forensie psychiatrists should be called by the
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Court - forensic psychiatrists.
1. That is what you said to me. All I want is that it is

clear that we discussed no zspect of this, and I didn't know
No, not at all. In fact
what this record was going to have? -~/you told me you didn't

want to know. .BY Mr.Cooper: I accept that without gualification)

2. BY THE COURT: I told fthe witness that in this cowntry

judges don't call witnesses, unless they have to at the end
of a case.

3. BY THE WITRNESS: May I say that the existence of an

assessor who 185 a psychizatrist helps about my cbjection to
the structure of criminal trials.

4. MR. COCPER {(Contd.): Did you see the mccused subseguent
to the 6th September, 19667 -— I saw him exactly a moath

after the first time, on the 6th Cectober.

5. Where? —— In the E.E.G, department at Groote Schuur
Hogpital.
6. What is the E.E.G. department? —- It is the electro-

sncephalography laboratory.

7. Was an E.E.G. tzken in this case? -- in E,E.G, had
just been taken.

8. Do you know the result of that E.E.G.? -- Yes,

9. What is the reault? —-- It was normal.

10, What does that indicate in itself? -- It indicates in
itself, as far as the diagnosis of schizophrenia iz con-
cerned, nothing.

11, BY THE COURT: It would have been different if you were

dealing with an epileptic? -- Yes, indeed.

12. Thes you would have found a disr£§%hmia or something,

which might have been indicative? —- Quite so.

13. But on schizophrenia you don't expect to find any

disrhythmia or any cther thing wrong with the encephalograph?
—— No.

14, 1Is that right? --Quite right.
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1. MR. COOPER (Contd.): On the 6th October, then, did you

‘have an interview with the accused? --— I did.

2. 0f what duration? —- About an hour and a half to two
hours, I should estimate.

3.,  Would you tell the Court the findings that you made
at this interview? -- Yes. My findings confirmed my
initigl impression. The contsnt of the interview was
somewhat different, in that he then for the first time spoke
to me about this tapeworm that I heve heard discussed in
this Cowrt, which I regard as a hyvochondriacal delusion,
a delusion referring to bodily funciions. He spoke more
about the episocde in Portugal when he claimed to have been
ill-treated in a paranoid way, and the content of what he
had to say was that the Portuguese doctors and nurses, the
nung in the hospital that he was in in Lisbon, were trying
%o ruin him by giving him shocks on the head. 1T asked him
what the reason was for this. He said he dida't know the
reason, but they had asked him if he was a Roman Catholic
and he said he wasn't, and the lospital was run by nuns,

g0 he agsumed it was because he was & Protestant that they
were trying to rain him. He then went on to reveal to me
ideas of pasgivity, by saying - I said:"Are you going so
Tar as to say that they tried to ruin you because you weren't
2 Roman Catholie?" He said:"Maybe they were trying io
change me," I said:"Change you? How could they change
you?", He =said "Do something to my brain.™ I don't want
to go into too much detail, bui the mechanism which they
were uging he said was a transformed radio, and then he
revealed what I regard as another symptom of schizophrenia,
delusional percepition, which means that an innocent visuzl
image, something which one may see, like this mic¢rophone,

tekes on a sinister meaning to a patient. He said he had
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pagged an old radio on one of the tables and immediately
he knew that this was the instrument that was being used
tc act on his brein. He called it a "graphancela™, 1 said:
"What is a graphanola? TIs that a word?" He said: "It
iz a radio." I eaid: "Is it a2 Partuguese word?" He said:
"Poriuguese, yea." I have looked up this word in seven
Portuguese~English dictionaries, and it doesn't exist.

I can only conclude that this is what we in psychiatry
call & neologism.

1. What is a neologiam? -- It i3 & word which is manufac-
tured by a patient with one of the major mentzl disorders,
chiefly schizophrenia.

2. BY THE CQURT: Is it one of the symptome of schizo-

phrenic people that they manufacture words? -- Yes.

3. I=s that what you are telling uws? -- Soms schizophrenics
manufacture words. This was the only neslogism I elicited.
4, The graphanola? ~— Graphancla.

5. Did you look up a Greek dictionary? — HNo, I didn't,

6. It gtarts with a Greek word? -- It may exist in Greek.
T And he also speaks Greek, I believe? -— Yes, he speaks
2 number of languages., I didn't look up the Arabic one
either.

8. MR, COQPER (Contd.): Did he claim thet this word was

& Greek word? -- No, he claimed it was a Portuguese word.

9. What else did you find? -- He szid that this graphanola
had been used in previous murders which had besn hushesd up
in Lisbon. One of them was the case of a son of a banker.

I couldn't really follew him in his reasoning. He didn't
seem to have much to go on ito establish this, and I took
this as pari of his delusional system.

10. What else did you find? -- Idezs of reference, which

T can gquote. This is a sympftom of schizovhrenia too, He
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said that once when he was sitting in a café where

coloured peoplc uszed to gather, from the Colonies,"they
menticned &t one cf the tables I was sitting at what was
taking place®, namely, thal he was having shock treatment
and that his brain was being washed. This is an idea of
reference. He alsoc showed the symptom of depersonalisation,
which means a feeling of change in the body, which is so
bizarre that it is regarded as psychotic., I asked him:

"Do you feel any strange sensation in your body, apart

from this tapeworm®™', and he said:"No. I don't feel myself
at all sometimes, T don't feel my body., I don't feel my-
self." I said:; "Tell me about that. That is important.”
He said: "I don't feel myself, I am walking, I just don'it
feel myself. There are times when I more or less feel my
body, but there are periods when I doa't feel myself. I
feel 1 am walking lightly. I feel as if I am floating in
thin air." I think these were the chief features of that
particular interview, He s2id that he had been turned into
a hermaphrodite, which I think is significant - just paging
through this,

1. After the second interview, what was your opinion?

To what extent were you now going to review your earlier
opinion? —— At that point I felt I could confirm the diag-
nosis, breoadly speaking, of schizophrenia, but I thought one
could go further and try and reconcile some of the diagnostic
difficulties, by using a2 particular sub-category of schizo-
phrenia, which iz called paraphrenia and which adcounts for
the relative preservation of this man's personality. The
fact that he was able to amble around the world for 3C-odd
years without spending more than short pericds,that he
appears to have spent, in mental hospitals. It alsoe accounts

for the preservation of his emotions. He was not quite &s



[ .renive to8 Jvetece |

145, DR. SAKINOFSKY.

flat and cold as I expected him to be. And the diaghosis
of paraphrenia, hypochondriacal paraphrenia, seemed to

me to fit this, There is & textbook - may I refer to it
at this stage - called Schizophrenia, by Professor Fish
from Liverpool, wherein he quetes the parephreniaz as
classified by Professor Leonhard of Frankfurit, and he says:
"Hypochondriacal Paraphrenia: The bodily hellucinations
are usually referred to internal organs and are usually
described so grotesguely that it is impossible for a normal
person te empathise with the patient.” Further on,he says:
"Affactivity (that is, emotien) is fairly well preserved.
Fhese patients have thought-discrder which Leconhard calls
"uneconcentrated thinking'. They tend to wander from the
point, talk about subjects loosely related to the task in
hand, and are ineclined %o 'verbal derailments." And I
thought that, while there may still be diagnostic diffi-
culties about the exact sub-class, he fitted into the

broed category of paraphrenia very nicely.

1, Are there any further comments thajfou have to make

on your second interview, otherwise T think we can now go
to your third interview? -- No. I did consider, by the
way, in both the first and second interviews, whether he
was simulating mental illiness, and my coanclusion was that
be wasn't, because there were obvious schizophrenic symptoms
which he did not have when I led him up to ‘them, and he
seemed to be 2t painsg to tell me exactly how he was feeling,
rather than to fit in with the pattern that ¥ wanted to
fit him into.

2. He is very pre-occupied with his health, is he? He

is very pre-occupied with his state of health? —- He is
indeed.

3. He loves to talk about it? -- Yes. In the second and
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Third interviews he talked about this tapeworm.

1. Now we come to the third interview, again at your

request - i9 that correct? -- Yes.

2. You saw the accused where? -- I saw him at Calsdon

Square on the 14th of October.

3. For how long did you see him? -- For aboub an hour.

4, Would you give the Court your findings and your comments?
—— Yes. My findings were - I wantec to lead him on to the
tapewerm at the beginning, because I wanted to find out more
about what this meant to him, and we sgtarted talking about the
tapeworm, and then he spontanepusly said to me: "It may even
be a serpent", and went on to describe in a delusional way
how this tapeworm was a viper, a demen, a dragon, I thought

in a way which wasn't at all solicited. He indicated exazcsly
what this meant to him when he said as follows: ''There is

a lot in the scriptures about tapeworms. I got to the point
in my church not to taks bread and wine, when everybody else
in the morning used to take it, the communion - you know what
you cs3ll it, communion?" I sajd: "Yes." He said: "I said
to myself, wgll, if I have & devil how can I be & partaker?

S0 I left off when I came to my senses. This hasn't been
long, this has been a year or two that I have stopped taking
wine and bread. I thought, well, if I am taking it I am
trying to make a dsmon within me holy, or something."

To me this was a grotesque description which fitted in with
this being a delusion, not simply zan idea.

5. What is it5 significance? —— The gignificance of delusion?
6. Yes? —— Well, I think the gignificance of this means that
this man has schizophrenis, and if it can be shown that he has
had this delusion over 20, 30 years, then I would say he has
chronic delusiecnal insanity - that kind of schizophrenia,

I also found identification with the tapeworm., He alludes

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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very much %o the scripsures in this interview. He guoted

g passege. 1 dasked him if he was possegsed by the tape-

worm. He said: ™Yes, I am posssessed by & tzpeworm putl

there by African enemies, African witchecraft." I said:

*Is it as if you were a kind of robot that they can send

round the world te Ao what tThey want to, because you have

got a tapeworm inside you that makes you do thinga?™, and

he gave me an answer which I thinklas again showing that

he wasn't simulating. He said: "I den't know what the

effects are of that thing, but it seems to have ended up

as if this had been ths effect.” He quoted 2 passage Irom

the bible - I can't lay my hands right on it - about "Lord,

I am a worm, I am a worn", that somebody says somewhere in

the bible. He drew an analogy between the 0ld Testament

story of Moses and the serpent swallowing other serpents,

but when I ss2id did he see Dr. Verwoerd as a kind of

Pharaon and himself as a kind of Moses, he denied that.

This was the conient of that interview, more or less con-

firming the findings of the first two interviews.

1. Did he say whether this tapeworm sleeps, what its

habits were? —- Yes. We went into some detail. He said

that when he fed this tapeworm,it was like & boa coastrictor

which coiled itself round his gut, and when he fed it then

the boa constrictor leff him and left his emotions free.

He said that it purred like a cat. In other words, he gave

thig concept life in a bizarre, grotesque, schizophrenic way.

He gave it an animistic life, like someone possesgsed.

2. Was there any other finding that you made? -- Well, he

had more ideas of reference.

3. Whet is an idea of reference? -- Idea of reference is
ugually found - it is found more often in schizophrenia than

it is in ancther majeor mental disorder, an affective psycho-
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gis, a depregsive pasychosis, and it conecerns the beliefl

that other people,who may not know you from a bar of soap,
are talking about you. Like when he said thet in the café
the coloured people were talking about the fact that he had
got shock treatment. 1In this case he spoke about the bible
as having some personal reference to him, He said: "These
pessages have personally a deep meaning. A lot of these
phrases have a meaning for me. They mean something which
doesn't mean probably anyting, which octher pecple just call
a lot of rubbish. They can't sees it, they can't realise
it." I said: "And it has meaning for you but not for other
people?", and he said: "Yes, it has meaniang for me but not
for other people. Something that other people wouldn't under-
stand.” I asked him what kind of meaning did it have for
him, "Does it mean thatdou have to do certainkhings as &
result of ito" He said: "It means that it enlightens me.
It puts me in the same situvation.” And then he er-ed.

I said:"Atthe time that you killed Dr. Verwoerd, had you
been guided by the bible?", and he denied this, but he said
it was as if he had been hypnotised by the tapeworm, because
he couldn't remember what had happened. And he went on to
sey in & way which aroused considerable emotion: "I fell
on him, people tell me, and it is probably true, but I

don't remember a thing about stabbing him. I could have
stabbed him & thousand times without knowing it." I szid:
"How? Because you were utnder bypnotisot! "I don't know
what 1t wes. You are z doctor, I am asking you. I was
stabbing him, and I have never stabbed people before. 1
never handled a knife before. I was not myself. I was just
gtabbing him, and if the people hadn't lifted me off I

would have been stabbing a corpse."”

i, Did you put the question 0o him: &id the tapeworm have
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anything to do with the act of killing Dr, Verwoerd? —-
Yes, I did, several times, He never said to me that the
tapeworm, as one perhaps might have expected, that the
tepeworm had told him to kill Dr, Verwoerd, but he said
that the tapeworm, being a demon inside him, had taken him
over, and he remembered another case, when he had blurted
out in Lisben that he was a Protestant, he felt here again
the tapeworm was responsible. But the main way in which
he attempted to explain how the tapeworm had caused him to
assassinate the late Prime Minister was that the tapeworm
created 2 state of mind in him,when he was not himself.

It had infiuenced his life so that he had become interested
in a queer sect, wandered about trying to find a means of
coping with this tepewcrm, and had he not had the tapeworm
he woulid not have been in this particular state of mind,
of weakness,

1. Did he say that the tapeworm had corrupted him? —-

He did say that, yes.

2. Did he say that it had influenced him? -- Yes, in the

way I have dsscribed.

(Continued on next page)
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1. BY THE COURT: I don't want to interrupt, but don't you

think the doctor's views are gulte clear enough by now? I

am not stopping you; please go on. It is very clear to nme
what this doctor's opinion is.

2. MR. CQOPER: (Cont.)}: -- I formed the impression that he
- for instence, in this passage, if I may guote: I asked him
if the tape-worm was the most important infliuvence in his

life. He eeid: "It has caused me to see how other people
live, If I didn't have e tape-worm I'd probadbly be living
anly for myself, I would not know what the rest of the world
was like, what other people thouwght, their difficulties. I
would have taken life, I would have taken life ah..... I would
have only seen things ah... well, I would have taken life for
granted. I would have just gone through life enjoying myself,
taking life ...." And then he went on to explain how he
struggled againet this tape-worm within him, 'had fturned him
into a kind of twisted saint.' That is how he saw himself.

3. MR. BAKER: Wes all this taken down on tape? -- This in-

terview and the second interview were on a tape recorder.

4, What you are reading out to us now is actually what he
gaid in his own words? -- Yes, when I guote, this ig verbatum.
5« MR. COOPER: (Cont.): Did he speak with the seme flow and
fluency that you speak? How was the flow? ~-~ Ho, in the second
and third interviews the initial pressure and excitement which
haed been present in the first interview were absent. Here
there were lots of gaps in his train of thoughts and one

night have formed a conclusion that this wes thought blocking.
This was an impedence of his thinking due to this disease
Drocess.

6. Youw say thought blocking, Is there a difference between
thought blocking and thought disordexr? —- Thought blocking is
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a variety of thought disorder.

1. Did you find any other varieties of thought disorder? —--
Yes, As I explained just now there are several. The chief
gcriteria I perscnally applied are: thought bleocking, the in-
terpenetration of thoughts which are net connected with the
paterial that the patient is talking about; and asyndesins,
whick is & digjunction c¢f utterances whichk have no meaning
with eaeh other; no consecutive meaning.

2, Your Lordship hes suggested that it is pretty clear what
this witnesa is saying.....

3. BY THE CQURT: It is pretty clear to me.

4. MR, COOPER: The issue of course is wheitker that view is
accepteble to the Courd. If that view is accepted by the
Court, then I have no further gquestions,

5, BY THE CQURT: The point is whether asking further guestions

is going to meke it more amcceptable to the Court than it is

now, But I am certainly not telling you that it is accepted

by the Court.

6., MR. COCPER: I think I will proceed to put further guestions,
7. {Cont.3: I will put certain generel guestions to you. Is
it legitimate, say for instance, when you view your first
report to take single sentences out and gay, well, they appear
in eorder, they make sense 1n themselves, or must yarrsad the
whole of what he says and then draw the inference? —— I would
certainly say the latter, as & psychiatrist. This is absolute

sinz gua non. One cannot meke a2 diagnosis on an isclated

piece of behaviour. One has tc¢ take all behaviour and, in
fact, backwards in time, into account. I can quote my o0ld

weacher, Frof., 3ir Aubrey Lewils or this in Prico's Yextbock

of Medicine, 9th Edition, pege 1664, He says: "More important

than any single featurs is the irpression of the casc es awhole (talking

about schizophrenia). The development awey fror normal in-
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ferest and response to the real world and the establishment
instead of a2utistic self-satisfaction, so that the patient's
personality is twisted awry as it were, and withdrawn from
easy condact."

1. What does autistic self-gatisfection mean? -- Autistic
means something which nobody can share with a patient. This
is part of his irmer life.

- Is that important in & schizophrenic? —— ¥Yea. For in-
etance, I would say that his delusion about this tape-wornm is
autistic. I cannot share it with him.

3. While I am talking about the first report, what is talked
about and the way he telked about the "Cape to Caire" and the
"Commonweealth", was this intelligible to you &t the time? --
It was not intelligible to me. I could not see any connection
between these slogans, almost., It seemed to me that what ae
was doing is thet he was taking the news of the day and be-
cauge of his diseassed mental processes he was just throwing
them out in a disconnected way. That is how it seemed 1o me.
I couidn't understand it.

4. Is the past medical history of this man relevant to you,
important to you? -- Yes, it is because one of the criteria
for making a disgnesis cf schizophreniz is prognosis. In
pther words, the state of the patient - mental state - in

the course of time. And in fact, if one had an almost con-
tinnous history of 30 years of this kind of delusional in-
ganity then I would think that is absclutely pathognomonic

of schizophrenia. No other condition that I know of can lac
5. And what would his prognosis be? —- Hopeless for recovs:y
B So if evidence is obtained that he was diagnosed

at 5t. Pancras Hospital on the Z6th May, 1359, as heing &

paranoid schizophrenic? -- I had not seen that report but if
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this were so, I would{lite this oz being consistent wita the
diagnosis I lLave Maac.

1. 4ind if the authorities there, the dositors who infter-
viewed him, zay that he there too talked about the tape-worm
which he celled =z 'dragon'? —— Well, fthis would again %e
abzolutely coneistent with the diagnosis. I would think thait
this would mean that he could never have dreant this up on
the spur of the moment as a defence.

2e We had the evidence this morning of a lady called Mrs.
O'Ryan who says that the accused talked to her, some months
before the assassination of Dr. Verwoerd, about this tape-worm.
Would you comment on that evidence which ie now before Tthe
Court? «-~ Well, the only comment I would meke is that this
mekes it ali the more likely that there was this deluaion, was
held continuously in time. It was not something which left
him,

3 If evidence were led, and the Court were to accept the
opinion of a person called Dr, Brown, Medical Supesrintendent
of ‘the Hospital on the Isle of Wight - the White Cross
Hospital —"that although his conduct in hospital was quiet
and amenable, I did note on my report to the awthorities that
he was suffering from a delusional psychesis which could
affect his conduct very considerably." What would the
importance of that he? —— Weli, again I haven't seen Ghis
report. If this is so then T have no doubt that fhis is
congirgtent with the diagnosis of chronic schizophrenia - &2
variety of chronic schizophrenia,

4, Would it be congistfent with a disemsed, insane man who
asgasginated the Prime Minister? -- Yes. Yes, bhetzuse eVery
paychiatrist knows that chronic schizophrernia of the paranoil

kind into which this man fits, while apparently amenable and

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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moving about society cowld be subject to sudden eruption.

1. And in that state of eruption would he act in this way,
kill somebody? -- Under the influence of his diseased brain,
bhe could, yes.

2. If you hed evidence - that goes back a2 little further -
that is, evidence from the German Hespital near Hemburg to
whom you wrote, and your hasve seen tvhat report....? —— Yes.

3 Ochsenzoll? —- Yes.

4. Again if that evidence is placed before the Court - and
let us assume for & moment it is hefore the Court - what would
it establish in your copinion? —- I% establishes tThat at the
time he wes in the Qchsenzoll he was suffering from a major
mental disorder, due to this tape-worm, his belief sbout the
tape-worm.

5, Is mention also made in that report of his preoccupaiion
with this tape-worm? —- Yes. He had just been investigated
in the Tropical Hospitel in Hamburg for a tepe-worm and the
doctors there had told him be had no tape-worm. He refused
to believe this, became wretched and toolk an overdose of
sleeping pills - he took 20 sleeping pills in an atitempt at
snicide. He wes admitted fto the Ochsenzoll Hospital. They
found the presence of hypochondriacal delusion and they gave
him & variety of treatments, insulin, opium therapy =and
finally electric convulsive therapy - shock treatment.

6. If you are told that prior to 1955, and in America (the
year 1946, round there) he was certified insane and suffering
from hebephrenic schizophrenia, what is your comment about
that? The relevance and importance of that evidence? —— Well,
my Tiret comment would be that I would not be at all sur-
prised about it being schizophrenia. I would be a 1little
gurprised at the diagnosis of hebephrenia, because this

betoken & much worse prognosis as far as deterioration, and



[ .renive to8 Jvetece |

- 155 - Sakinofsky.

the men we have in tThe dock here showa. The patients are
characteristically reduced to silly, gibbering idiots.

1. EY THE COUHT: Like a child or scmething? The word, doesn't

it mean 'behaving like a child'? -— Yes. ILike a child or like
g woman. I am not guite sure.

2. MR. COOPER: (Cont.}): Doctor, sitting as am assessor in
this case, would youw consider i1t important to have all this
medical hiastory of the past placed before you? -~ Yes, if I
were in thalt position I certzinly would think it was relevant.
3. Let ug come now to your final assessment of this man be-
fore the Court. Your c¢pinion is tha?t he is suffering from? -
T regard him as suffering from achizophrenia, the particular
sub—category in my opinion being paraphrenia.

4, Ia schizophrenie, this mental disease that he has, a
psychosis? -- It ip & major psychosis.

5. Ta he mentally disordered in terms of the Act%-- Yes.

6. Would you certify him? —— Yes.

Te Should he go to an asylum? —- He should, at the State
President's pleasure, if I may say so.

8. Have you any regervations.....? —— I have no reservations
at all.

9, CROSS-EXAMINED BY ¥MR. VAN DEN BERGH: Did you consider

your finding on the 6th September, 1966, at 7 p.m. as conslu-
give? ~—- Did I consider it conclusive?

10. Yes? ~-- Up Yo that point it was conclusive. I wag able
to meke & diagnosis,

11. And did you think that further tests and observations
were necesgary? -— Yes., Sometimes one is misled by the
¢linical picture and it is only reasonable to do certain tests
to find out whether other ceondiftions are not mimicking this
ricture.

12, Is it true that when you examined the accused on the 6th
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Septemkt ., 1966, that he answered all questions readily? -- Yes,
he anawered them unguardedly.

1. And you d4id not find any Y :ooking? -~ Any blocking? No,
not at that tims.

2. He was ol vwigue? -- Well, he was vague, certainly, be-
cause I could not follow the processes of his reasoning. When
he talked about his Royal kinship with somebedy called Von
"illsm and he %alked about bhis quasi political ideas, T could
hot To'llow him there at all, hen he talked about the meeting
between Chief Jonathan and br. Verwoerd, it coving semething
w60 with the Immorizlity Acet. I couldn't follor aim there.

S You found no syntactical schizophrenia? —~- I found no
syntactical formel schizophrenic thought disorder at that time,
which meant that his grammar was reasonable, taking into
eccount the fact that he was in an excited state.

4. Do you agree that you m=lso found the accused to be fully
aroantated =2 to time and person? —- Yea, I did.

o D M ooz 11 that you are putting to him now he has
aneady saeid. It is on record. It is from his yanort.

MR. VAN DEPi. BERGH: (Cont.): How did you come to the con-
clusion at 7 P..u. that the accused was not in a position to
evaluate correctly the consequences of the crime? -— I did not
come to that conclusion 2t 7 p.m. I came to that conclusion
when I weighed up 2ll that evidence the next morning, when I
had thowght ebout it and slept on it, and put it all together,
T came to that conelusion. in faet, at the end of that inbder-
wiew when I came out and | =said te & member of the Security
¥ -ia - the Major who was there - I said that this chap ought
to go inte Valkenburg for observation. mmd he said - well,
uaat is not relevant. Or if vou “ike, he sairf: "I feel sorry
for the poor buggei".

Te But did you know, when you examined the accused at 7 p.m.
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on the 6th September. that he had been concussed in Parliament?
- Meall, T could see that he had been restiained, yes.
dzansveged, well, I cowld not see..a.--..
7. COOPER: T must object. [There is no evidence that the
mai vag concugsed in Parliament.

<.  BY TH" JOURT: 7 might still come.

e ELL GDOPER:  Very well, but then put it but.....
S0 THR CZ07RL- Thy?

.o T, OOOPER: L. Kossew was the one who exemined him and
SoAas e T4 him to be concuseed. —— Concuesion to me

TLDEINE L.

6. BY THE COURT: What is wrong with putting the question.

The State hasn't led evidence yeti?
7. MR, COOPER: Does the State now contend that he was con-
crased in Parliament and will lead evidence to subhstantiate

. I¥ IR COURI: From ihat quesiion and the way it is put I

e ld normalls deduce that the advocate puititing it has got
zvidence that he was concissed,

MR. COOPER: From a medical man?
10. BY THE COURT: I don't care from whom he's got it. He

wight have 1t from Tsefendes, He is entitled at this stage to
crogs-examine on that basis., The gqusstion is perfectly in order.
Lo DB WITNESS: If I may answer that guestion then from

Tz Attormey-—Genersl. I did not conclude it on medical

~oands becruse Yo ran was not confused; he was not dis-
nrrzinhated in time and place. Had he been concussed, had he

trzii 2 men who vas uinconecious for a time, I wou'd have ex-

i

worxd this.  And if 7 found that he was disorientated in
T e owad eisue then T owould have thought that there was con-
cusgion present which was influencing my clinical picture

at the time,.

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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1, MR. VAN DEN BERGH: {(Cont.): Did you kmow that the accused's

nose had been broken® —- Well, T saw stitches. I didn't go

into exactly what anztomicel feature had been broken.

2, Did you know whether the accused had had any injections
pefore you saw him? —-- I essumed that he would have had an anti-
tetanua injecticn and possibly an antibietic, but he had not had
a sedative and he 4id not in any way have his consciousness
clouded or impaired by concuzssion when I saw him, and the way

I establish this is by orientation in time and place.

3. Could an injection for pain have impaired his reesoning?

~— No, I don'? think so. Not without sedating him Ho the

point where he wasm drowsy. He was enything but drowsy.

4, Couldn't the accused have been suifering from delayed
ghock? —- Ko,

5. When you examined him? -~ I don't think that he was suflfer-
ing from deleyed saoock in any way that would impair the mental
state that I found at that time.

6. Did you coneider it at the time? -- Yes. He was not pale,
His pulse was good; I felt it seversl times actuzlly.

7. Do you agree that millions of people think that Dr. Verwoerd
and the Portuguese Government were in league together? —- I
think millione of people know that there is a friendly relation-
ship between our two countries, but I would not say that they
were in league in the sense that Mr. Tsafendas saw them to De

in lesgue. In other words, that the Porfuguese Government was
influencing the internal affairs of South Africa, the
Immerelity Act, etc.

8. How can you say that this is & delusion? —— How can T say
that that is & delusion?

9. Yea? —-— Decause taking the whole of hies guasi political
ideas, in their context, I would think that these are false

beliefs which cannot be held by a majority of our society, by
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anybody other than acmeone who is mentally deranged. Taking
into socount the context, not taking things out of context,
1. Is it true that Gthe subject of the meeting between Dr.
Verwpoerd and Chief Jonathan was g metter of general political
apeculation? == Yes, I think that is certainly so.

2, Did he know what they were meeting about? —— Did who
know? Did I know?

3 No, the accused? ——= I don't think he did. Not from what
ha told me. He told nme they were meeting to consider the

Immorality Act.

(Continued on page 160) ,.....
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1. Did you regard the accused's explanation of the cause
of his headaches g5 ridiculous? —-- His explanation that
they were due to pressure?

2. Yea, Did you regard it as ridiculous? -- No, I didn’'t
regard that in itself as being particularly ridieulous.
Lots of lay people talk about their headaches being due to
pressure.

3. The accused never mentioned to you that it was s tape-
worm that was regponsible for his illness, @id he? -~ When?
At the Tirst interview?

4. On the first occasion? -- On the first interview we
didn't get round to $the tapeworm, no.

5. Would you have expected him to have mentioned it on
this first oeceasion? —— 1 don't think so, because there
were Bo many recent events. After all, he had just assassi-
nated the Prime Minister, and ocne was talking about that and
what led him %o do that, and his mind, I think, was filled
with the guasi-political delusions which he held at that
time, in this state of excitement - excitement in the patho-
logical sense,

6., If the tapeworm was the reason why he assaessinated the
Prime Minister, wouldn't you have exﬁected him to haye men-
tioned it on this very first occasion? —-= I think in retro-
apect, had I specifically asked him, he would have gone inte
great detzil about the tapeworm, but I didn't ask him,

T Would you have expected him to have mentioned it him-
self? —- No,

8. Why not? —— Because a lot depended on how the conver-
sation was led, and I was interested in the political side,
to find out whether he had a political motive, whether this
man was a criminal or an insane persan.

9. Did you esk him why he assassinated the Prime Minister?
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-- Yes, I aid,
1. And what did he say? —- He said becauge the Prime
Minister was.against (witness refers to hig notes) ithe
Commonwesalth, against the English way of life, because he
was a foreigner, because he was in league with the Portuguese
Government, because he was against the idesl of a Cape-to-
Cairo union, and, somehow, also because he had = mother who
wag of the royal family, of royal birth. Somehow this was
glso intruded as a reason for his killing the Prime Minister,
and I couldn’t see the relevance of that.
2. So do you agree that the accused only gave political
reasons for killing the Prime Minister? —-— He gave political
reasgsons at thaet time, And also, I don't know whether you
would include this being a member of an overseas royal family
as being a reason - if thet is political, then he included
that aleo. And zlsgo if you include the delusion of his being
subjected to torture, mental torture, in a Lisbon hospital
for 14 years, if that is regarded as politiczl, then he gave
that as a reason too.
3. Do you agree that schizophrenia of hebephrenic type ie
one of the diseases which leads to rapid disintegration? --
Which is thet - hebephrenia?
4., Yeg? —— Yes, it is said to lead to rapid dferioration
of personality, and,if you recall, just now I said how sur~
priged I was that they had made that diagnosie. But not zll
that surprised, because we know that originally these cate-
gories which Kraepelin andbthers put forward for schizo-
phrenia merge with one another in the Course'of a man's life.
A man can start off as 2 paranoid schizophrenia and end up as
a hebephrenic schizophrenia - that kind of thing., Or he may
gchigophrenia

start off as a catatonicg@nd end up 28 a hebephrenic schizo-

phrenia.
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1. If the accusged had been suffering from schizophrenia
for 20 years, wouldn't you have expected him +o have been
permanently detained in a mental hospitsl by now? —— Well,
that was one of the reasons why I make the diagnosis of
paraphrenia, in fact, and I would nct necessarily have
expected him to have been detained in a mental hospital.
There are plenty of authorities T can't lay my finger on
row which point out that 3 man can amble around the world
for 20 or 30 years and spend 2 short space of time, every
couple of years, in & mental hospital, and yet have this
chronic incapacitating mental disease, schizophrenia, and
yet be liable to erupt, as this man unexpectedly did.

2. He could be a pericdic type, not so? -~ This is one
kind of schizophrenia which many pecple don't believe in.

3. BY THE COQURT: What is that? -- I think the Attorney-

General is suggesting a variety of schizophrenia which ......

4, With lueida intervalla and then a bit of schizophrenia

and then a Jucidum intervallum again? -- Yes.

5. You say not many people believe in that? -- I think
many people would prefer to cell those & variety of atypic or
affective psychosis, but for somecne, as one understands this
men, to have been for 30 years possessed with this idea

that he has got a giant tapeworm inside him, chronic delu-
siecnal inmganity, I would have thought this was entirely outi
of keeping with that kind of diagnosis.

6. With this sort of come-and-go business? —- Yea. With
relatively completely lucid intervals in between., I would
think that in between, if one probes, one would find disease

7. BY ASSESSOR (Mr. Baker): Do you base that only on the

tapeworm delusicn? —- Yen, I regard that as & very important
delusion, hypochondriacal delusion, particularly if it is

established that it has been in existence throughout this
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man'*s meatal hospital life.

1. Assuming that it has, that alone, you feel, would &siroy
the idez that it was a periocdic form? --Yes. DBecause I would
have thought that scmebody who has an episodic illness would
bring out fresh delusions, not the same continuous delusion.

2. BY THE CQURT: Fven at times when he is in the valleys,

when it is not active, the sick, delusional material is
8t1ll lying at the bottom of the valley, because when he gets
up to the rise in the graph again the same thing comes out
again - that is what you are trying to say? —-- Yes.

3. If it was periodie, it would be a fapeworm now, and in
a few monthe' time it would be a lion? -~ Yes, guite.

4, And then sgain ......7 —— A tiger.

5. Or a tiger. That is what you are trying ito say? -- Yes.
With complete normality in betweaen.

. MR. VAN DEN BERG {Contd.): If there is evidence that

the accused was diagnosed as a schizophrenic years ago, and
there is evidence that over the last few years he has travel-
led widely and that he could take care of himself, isn't

that strongly suggestive of recovery? -— Of recovery?

T Yeg? -= Not in itself, no.

8. Why not? --— It is the level of life at which this man
msinteinsg himgelf that would have to be taken into aceount.
If he was living as a bunm, moving around the world as a
locksmith here, as & woodeutter in Sweden and Canada, as

a stevedore in another country - & man of his intelligence -
I would have thought this is consistent with many schizo-
phrenics that one comes across, and who spend a great deal

of their time in mental hospitals too.

a, Would youw have expected the accused to have meniticned

te you on the 6th September that he killed the Prime Mini-

ster because of this tapeworm? -~ Not necessarily. He might
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not have thought I would believe it at that stage.

l. Dr, Kogsew found that the accused was not confused

at 2.50 p.m. What would you say about that? -- Not confused?
2, Not confused at 2.% p.m. on 61h BSeptember? —— Seorry -
what relation has this to the assassination? When was the
assassination supposed to have been done?

3. The 6th of September? —- At what tine?

4. Between 2.14 ant 2.157 -- 30 just after the assassina-~
tion he wasn't confused?

5. Yes., Twenty-five minutes after the gssgassination Dr.
Kossew found that he was not confused, --- I would infer
from that that he could not be suffering from concussion

at that time.

€. But how do you relate it to your finding that his
reasoning was not impaired? -- 1 think here we are in
semantic junglea, The ferm "confused" to the lay person
means gomebody who is muddled. But to a dactor it means
someone whose consciousness is clouded, who is disorientated
in time and place or person and whose attention wanders

due to 2 clouding of coanscicusness of organic kind. I
assune that Dr. Kossew used the medical usage of ithe word
confused,

T BY ME. COQFPER: No re—examination.

{Witness excused,)

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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GILIAN CLAIRE LIFBERMAN, sworn states:—

l. EXAMINED BY MR, COOPER: Miss Liebermann what is your
cceupation? ~— I am Persomnel Secretary.
2. Which Company? —— The Marine Diamond Corporation.
3. Have you seen the accused before? -- Yes, I have.
4. Where d4id you see him? -- I saw him approximately the
first time in February, 1966.

employed as
J« And was he employment then? —- He was/a pump cperator on
2 diamond barge.
5. Owned by your Company? -—~ Yes.
6. During which pericd was he employed as a pump operator? —--
From the 3rd of February, 1966, and he resigned of his own
accord on the 7th of April, 1366.
7» What did he earn per month during this period? -- He
earned R18C nett. _
8. During the period of/gigloyment with The Marine Diamond
Corporation did you talk to him at any stage? -- Yes, I did.
S. What was the nature of your conversation? -- I spoke to
him on a number of occasions., The first time he came to me,
he came toc my office, he had a query, and he wished {o go
and see a doctor.

10. For what reason? -— He complained that he had something

wrong with his ears and nose, with his head, and I referred |

him to our Company doctor. =

11. Did he on the oecasions that you spoke to him, did he
have any grievance, any complaints? -~ Yes, he did have

a number of complaints.

12, Will you tell us some of them? -- He complained about
the conditions of employment on our diamond barges. He
complained about the itype of person we employed on our
diamond barge.

13. What was his complaint about then? -- Well, I am not
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quite sure. He complained about the type of person. I
never quite understood what he referrsd to when he meant
"type of person", he did not have a telerance towards the
type of superintendent we employed, his superiors; he did
net seem to like our superiors.

1. And as regarda/ggite npeople what was his attitude? —-- He
wag rather intolerant towards them. When I refer to white
people, the type of white people we employed, that was his )
intolerance, not to white people as a whole.

2. How was he dressed? —— Rather sloppily dressed.

3. What was the impression you formed of him, overall? --
My overall impressicn was that he was rather untidy, slopoy.

He seemed rather odd to me.

4, CROSS-EXAMINED BY MR. VAN DEN BERG: Wasn't he a

very dissatisiied person? -- Yes, he seemed rather a dis-
satigfied person.

5. Did you tell himthat you could not arrange separate
facilities for them? —— Yes, I did.

6. And what was his reaction to that? -- He accepted that,

T« Why did he resign? Who advised him to resign? Did you
advise hin? —- T 4id advise him, he had a number of complaints
and his general dissatisfaction of the Company. I suggesied
that the best thing would be for him to resign and he agreed

with me,

B. Did fthe accused speak to you about the political situation
in South Africa? —- He wished te know my political affiliation
and I fold him that in my position as perseonnel secretary

I was not in a position to discuss themn,

9. Did you find the accused to be intelligent? —- Well, I

did not find him over-intelligent or under-intelligent. He

was of normal intelligence to me. I mean I did not see him
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that long te be able to assess his intelligence as such.

l. For how long were you associated with him? -~ He was
enployed with us, as T said, for roughly itwe months, and I

met him on a number of occasions, probably theseinterview I

had with him lasted from anything from ten minutes to half-
en-hour.

2, Didn't you say this to the Police: "I found hinm
intelligent, someone apparently able o reason in conversation,
but a strange Type of person, 2 unique character? -- Yes, L
did.

3. And is that still your opinion? -- Yes, that is my opinion?

4, BY MR. COQPER: HNo re-examination.

COURT ADJOURNS UNTIL 10 a.m, ON 19/10/66.
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SRy R SHIERS. 1966, THE COURT RESUMES. APPEARAM =

FXaAM 17D BY MR. CCOPE-::
Uricolode your prolieiion’ - I am a elinical anyycholeogist.
2. Where .. juk practise? . co trand Parade Cer tre, Castle
dtrzat, Cape Town,
kR What degrees do you held? -+ ... =ur - Master's Degree is
ZErnhology .
i ier 207 yon ohtein your Maste: : Degree in Psycholeogy:™ —-
1L 1159,
5. AT soide widiverzity? —— AT the University of Pretoris.
After you obtmined your Master's Degree in 1859, where
v gou work? - U worked at the Tara Newrn wryobiatric
Jmppttal in Jobsrrssburg ea e dnvsmn o soooacsl psychology.
- For how long were you employed there? - %or 18 months.
8. Are you registered with the South African Medicel and
Dental Covmnnil £ a paychologist? —- Yes, I am.
9. Apart from Tevre, have you worked in =y obe o dne o ohebion
~ 8 psychodogiln i —— T e s the (Qoneiinedis Reformatoe:
=zoa paweholoziz s,
aan hiow eng? —— For plus-minus 9 months.
1. “ave you been on the staff of Groote Schuur Hospital s =
woan g inE? . - Yes, I have been on the staff of Groote
Gamriey Hospital as a psychologist.

o Yoo ooy lgng? —— Two yerrs in ful.-Gime employment and

e L R

for the les™ “I'roc yeara in pars-time capacity.

ChL mieae wnen heta2 you beer. n private mownilzod - For

gpproamately 3 ryeesd.
14. T okiiz caas yon were asked by M. Zavid Bloomberg, the

accus=i's attorney. +to examine him? -- Thot is correct,

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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1. Did you do s0%? ~- Yess, I did do so.

2, On what day did you examine +the accused? -- T sxamined
the accused on the .L3th October, 1966.

3. For how many hours? .- For 3% hours,

4, Was it one siretch or did you have a break? -~ There was
& break in between.

5. S0 the first session of the interview lasted how long? ~-
For two hours,

6. And the second for 13 hour? -- That is correct.

Te Hayve you drawn up & report? —— I have done so.

8. Of your tesats and your findings and the conclusion you
have come to? - Yes.

S. Have you that report before you? —- I have.

10, And there are photostatic copies available which you can
hand in to the Court for the Court{'s convenience. This
document which you will read out, adhere to and hand in will
be R, 3.C.'D'. Would youw start at the first paragraph? -- I
interviewed and tested Mr. Demitrio Tsafendas on the 13th
October. 966, for two houre in the marning and 1% hours in
the afterncon. (Witness reads R.S.C.'D')., "The following
peychological tests were used:; l. The new South African
gtandardization of the Wechsler Bellevue Adult Intelligence
Test. 2., The Thematic Apperception Personality Test. 3., The
Rorechach Personglity Test.M

11, Before we go any further, would you explain to his Lord-
ship and the gentlemen assessors with him whet is the New
South African standardization of the Wechsler Bellevue Adult
Iintelligence Test? —— It is an intelligence test consisting
of ten sub-+ests, and testing different aspecis of intelli-
genge., It is generally used for White South Africans and can
test in the range from an I.Q. of 20 - which would he an idict

~ %o an I.Q, of plus—-minus 190 -~ which is out and out & genius.
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1. You s&y the aversge White adult? -—- That is correct,

2. Would the standard test by {hils test be higher than for,
Bay, an average Ccloured adult? —— If youn ere going to test a
Coloured adult on this test, it is very likely that he will
gcore lower than a White man.

3. Why? -- Because it is standardized for White people and
thare are separate tests for Coloureds.

4. Would you deal with the sub-test - the sub-sections of
the test. There were ten in number? -- Tha+t is correct,

5 Just give us the ten? -— The sub-tests were: Information;
Comprehension; Arithmetic; Digit Span; Similarities; Picture
Completiony Object Assembly; Block design; Digit symbol
substitution; and Picture arrangement,

B Way I just pause for a moment, How did the accused re-
act to these teste? -~ He wes very co-operative and calm and at
eag8e in the Htesting situation.

Te Was he interested in what you were asking him, or did he
eppear Lo be inferested in what you were asking hin? —— He did
not particuliarly appear to be interested but he responded
quite well.

8., First of all, &s to the Information sub-section, what

was his score? -- 11.5.

9, ¥What is the significance of that? -- The gverage score

is 10, and he scored 1l.5.

10, Was it 2 wide range of information that you tested him
on? —-— Yes,

11., Comprehension, what was his score? —- 1L4.5.

12, Whet is the gsignificance of that? —- Again the average

ig 10, which messng that it is a very high score.

5. Arithmetic, what was the resul® of that? -~ Ninea

l4, VWhat is your conment thera? —-- That it ia somewhat Delow

average.
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MH. BAELR: I8 the average ten throughout? -- Throughout.

2. MR. COOPER: (Cont.): Digit Span? —— 12.5.

3, Would you explain ftio the Court what is meant by Digit
Span? — You give the subject some digiis te repeat, The
eagier ones he would have to repeat two or three digits
immediately after you hed said it, and then more difficult, it
goeg up to nine digits.

4, 5o again, whet is yoor comment on the figure 12,57 - It
is egalin better than aversge and good.

5. Similerities, the resalt was? —— 8,5,

6. BY THE COURT: Mr. Cooper, I again don't wish %o cut you

short, but there does not appear to be any attack upon the
fact that this men is of high intelligence. So couldn't we
go through this, perhaps, & little less in detail?

7. MR. COOPER: Certainily, M'Iord.

&. BY THE COURT: I did not understand there to be any
gquastion of his having more then an adequate I.4.

9. MRE. CCOPER: There ia just one aspect, that this test also
ties up with his present mental .....

10. BY THE CQURT: I don't want to put you off.

11, BY MR, COOPER: That is why I think it is necessaxry to

have & seatter of 1%, The important feature is schizophrenisz;
and to have a scatter of it.

12, (Cont.): Just go on now. What did you fimd in Similari-
ties? —— B.5.

13. Picture Completion? -- 13.

14, Object Assembly? -- 10.95.

15. Block design? -- 10.

16, Digilt Symbel substitution? —-- 8.5.

17. Picture arrangement? —— 15.95.

18, Would you GLuen go on from that point to remsd your report

further? —— (Witnees continues reading R.S.C.'D'). "His full
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I.Q. tests 2t 113.5. His verbsl I.}. tests at 125.00."

1. Did you test him for his standard of English? —- As part

of the verbal I.Q, test?

2. Ye=o —. I did.

i owas your finddp:z+ - “aat it was very good.

CripsIoc wn., 38y, Matriz., or Standard VIIT or awmalwoirolihrg

Ll nd e gicse ig o zome idea? —— I'd ey Maty . level .

T ixald you proceed then with your repori® —- (witness con-

tinues reading 7.F.5.'IL°). "The latbter is a separate test of
the Weschsler Bellevue Test and is commonly uased to give a

rough indicziien of the individual's intelligence. The

digcrepancy between the full gcale I1.Q. and the verbel I.Q.

ig therefrre not important. A4s crm be not=? from the above
mut—z2oticns . there = z marked sca=r in s:.res vuoich can nos
32ly be conilhired to higher @ntitude on “hese auh-gections.
= a mather w0 e i, his verbal I.Q. as ccmpared to his non-

verbal I,0. iz "7 against 114, which iz vu 2 significent

difference. These are the-oniy two broad categrnries of apti-
tudes in this test. The scatter is therefore of great
Bignificance. This very wide scatter ia indicative of gross

personality disturbance and some kind of interference of the

oot furationiag of the inpellect of the individuel. His
particular pa.oigien ol scatter ie ot 1005 typical of sny
i csychologiczl ilinzss. 17 1s known that an

In administering the test, what did y nd; what

iiveesesion did you formt - (Witness reads R.S.C.'D'). "I

vt 2aeongly got the impression that this man has great
diffica” 57 in abstract thinking and in expressing himself.
The Zoiwze £ 4id not think was dvue to languasge difficulty
becas:iz v ds high verbal intelligence, My impression was

that »ia original I.Q. was + 125 but that +tris had czrzriorated
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because of some interferring illness., I gathered from Nr.
Tgsafendes that this test was alao done by the Clinical

Psychologist representing the State but I do not think that

the learning which took place by repeating the test can in-

validate or change the basic pattern significantly."

1. Wow you came to the Thematic Appercepiion Test? —- Yes,
2. Would you shoritly explain to the Court what the Thematic
Appercepiion Test is, or as you cell it, the T.A,T.7 -- It is
2 test consisting of a series of 20 pictures in which you ask
the patient to tell you & sfory about each one, It Tepre-
sents everyday 1ife, human situations. You ask him what is
happering in the test, how he fsela, what thoughts are con-
cernad and the possible outcome of the story. And then you
analyse that according to a specific training or patiern.

3. From this test, what became clear? —— (Witness reada
R.5.C.'D'). "From this test it is clear 1o me that the usual
type of peychodynemic pattern which is present in neurotic
individusals is absent in Mr. Tsafendag! record, Acoording to
the test, it is evident that there is virtuelly nothing in the
way of meaningful interpersonal contach.i..ie.a’

4. BY THE COURT: "Weasningful interpersonal contact". Coulad

you tell me whet that is? -— The ability to relate warmly //
with feeling towerds e fellow humanbeing.

5. MR. COOPER: (Cont.): Give us an example? -- For example,
let's assume you tell somebody that your mother has just died,
ené he says to you: "So, she has just died" - there is no
wrarmth in the reply.

6. BY THE COURT: A lack of human reaction? -- Lack.

7. NR. CCOPER: {(Con%.): What else did he show? —— {(Witness
continues reading from R.5.C.'D')., "Also he shows a marked
flatress and absence of feeling except for a strong statement

atout depression which could not be followsed through at the
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emotional level, He =slso found it very difficult to preject
himself and identify with the %est stimuli which is indicative
of his being z withdrawn and isolated individual. All his
test responses were dull and without drive +o completes or
follow them bthrough. This is indicative of a lack of
volition and an element of depression. His whole approach

to the teat was vagure and unsure and he found it very diffi-
cult to think constructively and in accordance with his
reasured I.Q. about the test stimuli. It was quite an
effort for me to get him to complete his responses according
t0 my instructions. Without £ail, I had to ask him about
emotions concerned. On this inguiry, he never gave me a
gatisfactory answer."

1. In view of his difficulty to make reasoneble and meaning-
ful contact, what diagnosis did you make? —— That I would say
1s a schizophrenic symptom, but of course, the diagnosis does
not reet only on this one symptom.

2. Would you give us your conclusion then at the top of

page 47 -- (Witness reads R.5.C.'D!). "In view of this
individual's difficulty to make reasonable and meaningful
contact with the outside world and his disorder of intelligence,
emotions and volition, I am making the diagnosis of schizo-
phrenia on this test,"

3. Then you did the Rorschaech Personality Test? — Yes,

4, The Court knows, but I think for +the record would you
just shortly explain to the Court what the Rorscheach Perscn-
ality Test is?

4, DY THE COURT: This part of the Court does not know.

5. BY THE WITNESS: It is a series of ten standardiced ink

blota which is shown the patient.
6. BY THE COURT: Modern paintings? -- Almost; which you

ohow the patient and then he responds to it. You know, when

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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soin ook him what it looks like or what it reminds him of, or
@iz uh could possibly represent.

1. MR. COCTER: (Com*.): On the Rorschach T=z=%. Tesfendas
showed? .- 'On the Hurschach Test Mr. Tsafendas showed some
typicel signs of schizophrenia. They were the fclilowing:
Arbitrery variation in form eccuracy with decrease in P + %",
2. What 2 2 + %? - T% is an inability t- see something
in the ~wk =leot whizl could be egquated reasonebly accurately
with, <.l bhing commonly known to =237 of nA.

Se BY 07T DOURT: You mean 1T mos o of us =2itbing hers saw

sikhos At e weld see some resemblance to some ordinary
object which we know, and he failed to do so? -~ »uB,
4. MR. COOFER: (Cont.) Proceed further? —- (Witness reads
Hatiu ! T'). "W responses of poor quality."

st mrd Yoresaponses? -- That is if the patient only
rz3s The whole of the ink blet and noet part of the ink blet,
Tt hnz response that he gives is of poor quality again in

rese- i someth ng reasonably well-knmown.

9 Fhat de e nmeXt observeion? -- (Witness yeads . 2.0 D)0

Llzarre =nd unusual detail."”

Ts What ¢ »u wsan by "Bizarre and unusuzl dete:i % .- May
I give you an example?

i Certainly, give the Court an exscziz: - One of the ink
it that I showed him, he said: "I ase B leg, but there
pett: novi & eorsiincable amgunt of atrophy. It may be a rat’s
e o rabbitts leg, Yot I am not quite sure what apecis:

S oelowgs to, tat hhzra has been a comciderable amound of

oy, se o ronlliy. o jumbled lot of nonsense.

D T navt obmervation? -- (Witness reads K.Z.C.00').
tr Uowidpses -y absent.  Which means that he cannot give

form to col:zsr, and in psychodynamic terms 27 ~-uns he is not

ablz i sontrel his feelings adequately.
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1. As regards "Colowur naming"? -- Colour naming is of the
game order as F £, It is related to that. PFor instance, you
show him & red ink blei, and then he'd say this is just red.
Wherems usually & person says: "It is & red butterfly or a
red dregon" or whetever the case may be.

2, “Blocking™? -- Blocking is the inability......

3. What did¢ you find? -- That he did not esnswer fo cne of

the cerde, IHe could find nothing in it.

4. So that is described se "blocking"? —— Thet is blocking,
yes.
D Whei else did you find? —- "Qriginal responses of poor

form level." TFor example, he gaid that he saw the face of a
men in & poeition that I heve never come acrass before on the
ink blot. It was part of the small detail of the blot and he
showed me eyes where I couldn't possibly gee eyes, and 2 nose
and & mouth which were just not there.

6. Wow we cone o "Undifferentiated sheding". -- Yed.

T You found thet? =- Yes, Ifound that.

8, What do you mean by "Undifferentiated shading"? —- That
ig if the patient sees shading in a very vague and non-
specific way.

g. What did you find further? -- "Queer specifications
(which is considered to be extremely important in the diag-
nosis of schizophrenia).”

10. What do you mean by "“Queer specifications"? -- For
example, the patients would say that: "I zee & peculiar

shape which may be & hat, which may be a bird, but of course
I cannot say which gpecies of bird or which species of bat"
and then deridingz his own responses as he goes along, saying
that it is & very poor performante.

1l. You say he deridee his own response? —-- Yes,

12, V¥What else did you find? -- Then "Description", which is



- 177 - Van ZzZyl.

when the patient describes the ink blot in terms of its out-
line only, not seying that it is an islapd, or something liks
that, but "Here the line goes up, and there it goes down, and
it goes in a circle", so describing the outline of the ink
blo% witheut giving its real meaning.

1. Whaet else did you find? -- Then "Perseveration", which is
that he carried on in his mind with the same thought or ths
Bame response all the time on one ink blot, and he also carries
it over to the sscond cne, perhaps.

2. You have given us these variocus findings., Would you
continue with your report now? -- (Wiitness reads R.5.C.000 0.
"This in iteelf is probably neaningiess ito even & Psychiatrist
but the interpretation of 211 this means very poor human
contact, lack of melf contrel, emctionzl flaitness, disturbance
of intellect, and & general disintegration ¢f ths ege. From
this I feel that the diagnosis of schizophrenia can safely be
made., "

3. What were your observations? — (Witness reeds R.5.C6.'D').
PIn telking to Mr. Tsafendas, I got the impression that he was
vague in thinking and difficult to communicate with at a
personal level. I felt that he waz in 8 world of his own.

In his telk he wap circumatantial and often went off the point.
His thoughts were constantly hlocking zné he was very poor in
abstract thinking such ae when asking him fto explain the mean-
ing of the idiom - 'A stiteh in time saves nine'. (He said,
by the way, that it is a labour-saving device.)} His emctions
were flat and sometimes incongruous. He alsgo grimaced and
made rocking (steorotyped) movenments with his head and hed
great difficulty in expressing himself. On both occasions
when I visited him, he was lying on his bed presumably asleep
or just doing nothing =nd was slow in his movements."

4. BY THE COURT: Explain to me the use of the word "steoro-
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typed" there, with the rocking movements. What does it mean?
Wes it a2 movemernt like any other movement or was it steoro-
typed to & certain condition? It can mean two things there.
Do you mean every movement'was like every other one? -- Yes.
1. NR. COQOPER: (Cont): Now, your comment on the interview?
—~ (Witness reads R.,5.C.'D'). "My function and my resson

for seeing Mr, Teafendas was mainly to test him and not so
much to interview him, I did, however, agsk him about the
tapeworm which he had told Dr. Cocoper about. I communicated
with Dr. Cooper very briefly with the consent of Mr. D. Bleom-
berg. Mr. Tsefendas jumped at the opportunity to tell me
about this and came back to this topic every now and then
throughout both interviews. He told me that he began suffer-
ing from this during 1936 and since then his whole existence
hed centred round the tepeworm. He has constertly got 3o sat
to keep the tapeworm happy, otherwise it pricks him on certain
nerve centres in his stomech or makes a noise which he can
feel inside himself, The result of all this is that he had
become withdrawn and lived only to eat and to sleep.
Apparently he had X-rays taken and consulted many people
about his tapeworm. He had taken an interest in this Ho the
extent that he knows about 2z machine which the Japanese in-
vented to show up foreign bodies in the abdomen, stating theat
there ia Buch 2 machine at the Queen Mother Maternity
Hospital in Glasgow, According +c him, the Americans have

g similar invention. He alzo stated that the doctors only
sent him fo peychiatrists about this and that they had tnen
given him shock treatment and not investigated hia tapewornm
condition any further. + appears as if this has beern a
long-atanding delusion. He told me that he thought the l
tapeworm had & lot to do with his alleged etitack on the latca
Dr. Verwoerd. This apparently has brought him into conflicé
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with other people before. He was, however, very vague about
it and could not explain the direct relationship in any other
way than éaying that it mekes him impulsive. He also appeared
to have no sirong feelings about being in gaol or about his
alleged attack on the late Dr. Verwcerd."

1. Noew the diecussion? -- (Witness resds R.S.C.'D')Y. "From
the above tests, observations and interview, it is guite clear
to me that this man is suffering from schizophrenia. His
sohizophrenia to me is not as ebsolutely florid as cne some-
times sees it in Mentel Hespitals, but taken inito account,

hie high intelligence, this is not very surprising because
often a schizophrenic can contain his illness to & certain
extent by virtue of his intelligence, and they achieve much
less than can be expected of them by virtuwue of their intellect.
This, ¥ think, is thke case with ¥r. Tsafendas.Y

i This is & final question. When I 1led you at the beginning
of your evidence you told us about the work yow had done,

ete. Are you a censultant at Velkenberg Hospital? ~— Yes, I
get called there by the authorities to see patients occasioi-
ally.

3. CHOSBE-ZXAWINED BY ¥2. BECNETTE: I would like to Jjust

clarify a few points on y&ur findings, ——- Yes.

4., With regard to the Wechsler Bellevue Test, I note that
the highest score that you noted was the one for "Picture
Arrangement", -- Yes,

5. That is & test into his social insight, is that =07 --
I feel it can be viewed as that. I have not come acrossit
in the literature, that it is definitely termed to be soecial
insight, certainly not in the nsw standardization of the
Wechsler Bel .svue Test.

6. Isn't that score of 15.5 for "Picture Arrangement" in-

conaistent with a persor who has been a schizophreni¢ for
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about 20 years, or a long period? -- HNo.

1. Why do you asay s0? —- It is not only socisl insight that
counta., It is also intelligence that counts, and I do not
think that that particular sub-section of the test really
tests social insight.

2 But is it consistent or inconsistent with schizophrenia
of long-standing? -- I'd say thet it is somewhat incoensistent.
3. To what extent do you say it is inconsistent? —— That it
is surprising to find this.

4. BY THE COURT: Does it mean that by thie time you would

have expected that activity to deteriorate further than it has?
== Yea,

S Is thati the correct way of putting it? —- Yes.

6. MH. BRUNETTE: {Cont.): Does that also fit in with your

finding that he was not & florid schizophrenic? —- May I ex-—
plain what I mean by the word florid?

T Yes? —— The type of schizophrenic that you find in the
mental hospital, listening %o voices and seeing things and
being completely withdrawn and isolated and completely in-
capable of caring for himself, even to a small exient,

8. He was not that type? -- No,

S. He was & type that wag capable of looking after himself

to a ¢certain extent? -- To a certain extent, yes. That is
correct.

10+ I see mlge that his arithmetic score was not very high.
Would yow say he was capable of looking after his money and
rurming a banking account? —— Yes, I would say so.

11, O©On the Rorschach Test you said that you found blocking

of his ‘hought processes in that he did not react +to one card.
-~ That is correct.

12, Why do you say that thet was blocking? -- This is commonly
accepted in the literature on the Rorschach technique that this

is blocking.
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1. Could it arlso be caused by anxiety? — It could he bus I
didn't think Ir. Tsafendas was anxious at all.

2, You sagid that & repetition of these tests would not make
any difference, but surely, by repeating them he must lsarn
to perform ané to react to the test? —— I didn't say on the
Wechsler Bellevue that it made no difference, I said that it
would make nco difference to the particuler pattern, and if he
had learned to perform he would only have done better on the
teste instead of giving an even poorer performance.,

3. Did you make any allowange for the fact that hs may bhave
learned some of these tests before? —— No, I did not.

N0 FURTHAER QUESTIONS BY MR. BRUNEITE,

4, DEUR DIE HOF: Dr, van Zyl, u se u werk ook by Valkenberg?

== Ja,

54 Ek neem aan u weet iets van die bepalings van die 1§16
Wet, die Wet op Geestesgebreke? -~ Ongelukkig nie veel nis.

Bk sal my posisie verduwidelik, As 'n kliniese sielkundige
word 'n mens nie toegelaat deur die wet om 'n pasiént te serti-
figeer nie.

6. Ek volg. Ek wou u gevra het, schizophrenia is beslis
seker 'n geestesgebrek in terme van die Wet? ~- Ja.

7. As u nou na u dié man ondersoek het Scos u gedoen hebt -
en ek verwag 'n verantwoordslike antwocrd - sou u hom ge-
pertifiseer het as dit u funksie was? Is hy so dat 1y behoort
geaertifiseer te word cnder die Wet? -- A= ek net die toetse
gedoen het en niks geweev het van sy vorige opirede van
impulsiwiteit en so zan nie, dan sou ek hom nie gesertifiseer
het nie, Hy lyk so'n skadelose persoon.

8« As u net die klinijese toetse gehad het? -- Ja, dan sou ek
dit nie gedoen het nie.

9. Op die oomblik, 88 ek noun die verantwoordelikheid van my-

gelf op u sou ocorplaas, sou u hom sertifiseer? —— Ja,
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1. Wat het dan nou gebeur tussen die toetse en dat u nou
op die oomblik tevrede is dat u hom sou sertifiseer? -- Ek
het te hore gekom ven die geskiedenis van impulsiewe opirede
en gedrag.,

2. Fan ek u antwoord sao neem dat u toetse, gelees teen die
agtergrond van die geskiedenis wat u gehoor het, dit sou n
oorweeg om sc'n man te sertifiseer? -- Ja, beslis.

3. Bluit die geskiedenis wat u nou na verwys ook die moord
op die EBerste Minister in? -~ Nee.

4, Sy egtergrond sonder daardie sou hom, volgens u mening,

sertifiseerbsaar maak? -~ Ja.

GEEN VRAE DEUR MNR. COCFER EN MNR, BRUNETTE,

Getuie verskoon.

{Vervolg op bladsy 183)e.vve.
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JAMES JOHNSTON (affirmed), states:

1. EXAMINED BY MR, COQOPER: What is your occupation? ——

I am a minister of the Christian Church and have been in
this ministry for almost 39 years., The first time I met

Mr, Tsafendes was shorily after his arrival here ait the Cape.
2. When was that? -- It was in September,I would think.

3. Of which year? —— Of last year. {Witnese says he is a
little hard of hearing.)

4, How did you come to meet Mr. Tsafendas? -- I went along
to see him at his home, where he was staying at Mr. Daniels!
place, '
S5 Why were you called to see him? --I went to see him
because I heard that he had been staying there and that he
wasg a Greek or a Portuguese, and T went to see him chiefly
in connection with his racial status.

6. Why did you go to see him in connection with his racial
status? —— I wanted to find out whether he was a whifte man
or a ctoloured man.

7. You were interested because he was a member of your
persuasgion? —- Yes.

8. Did you discuss this racial position with him? Did
you discusgs his racial status with him? -~ I did, yes.

I asked him whether he was a European or whether he was &
coloured man, The reaspn why I asked him that was because

I was concerned about him being a foreigner, and if he was

a coloured man it was guite right for him to stay in =z
coloured home as well as going to services in & colcoured home.
But if he was a European or a white man, I would ask him o
go along to services that were held in a white home,

§, Did you tell him that it was contrary to law for a
coloured man to mix in white ecircles, and conversely for a

white man to mix in eoloured circles? -- Yes.

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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1, That was your wview? —— Yes,

2. How did he react whern you had thiz litile conversation
with him? -~ I must say that I found him rather sirange or
odd., He told me that he would like +0 classify himself as

a ¢coloured man, but he gave no reason for it. And then he
began to talk about his travels. He began to talk about his
travels and the countries tnat he visited. And that just
gave me the impression of being a strange man.

3. Did he continue to attend meetings held by celoured
members of your persuasion, or did he attend meetings of

the white members of your persuasion? —- Excuse me, I couldn't
just catch thet,

4, BY THE COURT: Did he continue with the white people or

did he continue with the coloured people? -— He continued
with the coloured people wntil I had further discussions with
him in Februery of this year, Then he came along to see me
at the place where I was staying, &t Mr. Sleater's home in
Flumstead. Then he told me that he had obteined employment
&t the Marine Diamoad Corporation. And then the discussion
came up again aboul whether he is a white man or a coloured
man, and he produced a small bii of typewritten paper with
his nams and number and a "W", which showed me That he was
a white man. I then agsked him if he would go along to ser-
vices that were held in a white home, and he said he would.
5, MR. COOFER {Contd.): And he did? -- He did, yes.

6. What kind of impression did Tsafendas make upon you?
-—  Well, the discussions that I had with him was chiefly
from a business point of view, because he wanted to find
out different things, But the impression that I got of him
was that he was an odd man, a strange man, bacause any
discussion that we entered into he could never follow it

fully.

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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1. What d¢id you think about his mental state? —- His mental
state — he didn't give me the impression that he was - he
waes a bilit strange, and I would say just a little mentally
unbalanced.

2, Do you remember that during the time that you knew him
he received treatment for his nose? —~ He to0ld me that
efter he had left the Marine Diamond Corporation. He came

to see me on ancther occasion, and he told me that he was
then receiving treatment for his nose and that he was stay-
ing at a convalescent home, either in Mowbray or QObservatory.
And then he told me that he'd be staying there for some time.
I asked him whether he was going to stay there. He said he
was going to make his home there, and that struck me as being
odd or strange, and I didn't pursue that eny further.

3. You have told us that he told you he was working for
Merine Diamonds? —-— Yes,

4 Before he left for South West Africa, d4id he speak 1o
you about it, did he esk you for names of persons? -- He 4id.
He told me that he was working for some weeks at a stretch
and then he was off at weeks at a stretch also, and in the
weelks that he was o¢ff he would like to visgit our friesnds in
South West Africa. But,while I had the zddresses of them,

I was not too keen to give it to him at all,

5. Why didn't you want to give him the names? ~-- I didan'i
want to give him the names because he was a strange man and
he was making himself more of a nuisance among the friends
that he was with down here.

6. Was he a violent man, to your knewledge? -- I never

saw him violent in any way.

7. How would you describe him? -- He was always mild when
he spoke to me, and whenever I advised him in any matter he

took it very meekly.



[ .renive to8 Jvetece |

186. JOHNSTON .
CLOETE.

1, CROSS-EXAMINED BY MR, VAN DEN BERG: You made a siate-

ment to the police, not so¥ -— I did, yes,

2. Did you say this to the police: "The Sunday night
before the assassination of Dr. Verwoerd I sew Tsafendas
8% & service in My, Hall's home in Pinelands, but he did
not discusg znything or take part in the gervice that night.
He appeared to be perfectly normal."?-- That is correct.
3. You said that? -- That is correct.

4. Then you added to this: "I must say I did not speak
to him apart from saying good-night." Did you say this:
"I did think Tsafendas to be slightly unbalanced and that
he seemed to have a mysteriocus background, but otherwise
he appeared to be all right."? -- I did say that, yes.

5. BY MR. COQPER: Nc¢ re-examination.

(Witness excused)

GIDEON JACOBUS GLOETE, be&dig, verklaar:

6, DEUR MHR. CCOPER: Wat is uw werk? —-- Ek is n Klerk in

die Departement van Arbeid in die algemene navraagkantoor.
Te Waar? —-—- In die Departement van Arbeid.

B. In Kaapstad of Pretoria, of waar? -- Kaapstad.

9, Hoelank werk jy al dear? —— Sedert 3 Sepfember 1957.
10, Wat is eintlik u werk? -- Die algemene navreag werk in
die kantoor.

11, Is dit mense wat kom navrae doen? -- Kom navrae doen in
verband met sake wat betref die arbeid,

12, En mense wat werk soek? -- Werk soek, en enige infor-
masie wat hulle wil hé&, nodig het, kom hulle by my navraag
doen.

13. Die man wat in die Hof is vandag, Demitrio Tsafendas,

het uw hom ooit vantevore gesien? -- Ja,
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1, Waar? -- Die eserste keer wat ek met hom kennis gemaak
het en ontmoet het, was op 26 April van dié jaar,

2. Waar was dit gewees? —— In my kantoor in die Departe-
ment van Arbeid, Kaapstad.

3. Wat het hy daar kom soek? —- Destyds was hy af giek
geweea, en hy het kom sansoek doen om siekistoelze.

4, Het julle hom toe m siektetoelae toegeken? —— Ja. Ek
het persoonlik die asnscekvorm vir hom 9elf voltooi.

5, En het hy n siektetoelae gekry? -- Hy het gekry.

6, Hoeveel het hy gekry? -- Die bedrag kan ek nie vir u
sé nie,

Ty Maar by benadering? -- Ek kan u definitief nie sé wat
die bedrag is nie.

8. Afgesien van dié geleentheid, het w hom op enige ander
geleentheid gesien? — Ja,

g, DEUR DIE HOF: Is dit aou m Regeringstocelaag? -- Ja.

Hy het n cperasie aan sy neus gehad, volgens die mediese
gertifikaat wat deur die geneesheer voliocoi is.

10. MNR. COOPER (verv.): Afgesien van die geleentheid toe

hy aansoek gedoen het vir m toelae, het u hom weer gesien?
—= Ek het hom toe weer gesien gedurende Julie van dié jaar.
Ook in die kantoor.

11, Wat het hy daar by u kantoor kom soek? — Hy hei by my
gekom met drie uitknipsels uit n Engelse koerant, en dit was
wal werkgewers geplaas het in verband met betrelkings wat
vakant ig. En die rede waarom hy na my gekom het, was dat
ek hom moes help, hy wil my telefoon gebruik. Ek het toe
gan hom verduidelik dat ek hom nie kan toelaast om die tele=-
foon self te gebruik nie, persconlik aie, maar ek sal hom
help, dan sal ek maar self die firmas skakel en uitvind of
dazardie betrekkings nog vakant is.

12, Het u dit toe gedoen? -- Ek het dit geneem. Hy het my
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die edvertensies ecuichandig, en eb 23 die firmas geskakel.

=z — Lrdr was natvurlix nie neme i die koe-

Die eerste %
rant van tovon vor onlle nie, dit is slegs die telefoonnommer
wat m =z verstosk het. Ek het die firmas T zeskakel, en
die demes wat die telefoon toe beantwoord het, het vir my
geit Lol A4~ betrekkings was reeds gevul. Die derde ene

het =! =oe geskakel . =n die firma het my dewrgeskasz na

il ocrnioovoooman, want did was n oingendisi v Tarma in tootland.
ie brerekling dexr vakaot was in verbend wmot svwiin ook
Do perdoesr siik met die voorman gechivaut.

1, DEUR DIE HOF: Mny. Coecpzr, iz Si6 2lles nodigh

* a DFUR MNR. COOPER: TNe-. edelagbare.

MNR, UPER (verv.): Het hy toe gegaan na die werknemer

TG - Blo=n]l net voltooi.
WAl Ok ke My owoes jw wioo sraag veltoaod . iszr ek hetd
belz osu Bz owplioni. en ek stel geen telang “a wet [ oop die
canT L bendy: o o te valnool nie. Sal i agsebii.l rele-
TzitE roed Foliooni, en voltooil die res by iie kantaor.

S, M. TIPER (wverv,): Het hy toe gegaan na die plek toe?

it

Ly

Bl Moz TLT

<. %o het hom toe gesé die voorman izt S0 DY E7

Fose 5% hy most oo w s

i DEUR DIE HOF: Het hy gegaan na die jprek Tos’ - Dig
weei =z hie.

T. ML USEsy Crswss 0 Het by toe =i lzruggekoa¥ —-

Hy ned nie w=zry gu v toe teruggekom inds, “2denrtdizin het

ek hom rooit . zzr maoicn iz,

8. Trie dedruk et u gekry bhet, was dit dat hy ernstig was?
Was hy ango o’y oo worl te krys - Hy het my +wonrgekom as n
persoon wat graag wou werk. Om daardie rede het hy na my
oz gekom vir hulp.

Y KR 29 P MO0R THETTR BwR, VAN Tl RT: Do i ebeskuaigde

goor sonzeirzk, netjies aangetroly —— Uziilen gelzeli, eam

' :urkoms zhad.

1. 'z u enige tekens van abnormaliteit by hom ges.ini- - in
vl il F o ooiks ., HyY het oy doodweg normss. voorgekom.

SO VT A YTIR TE AINGLIL,
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COURT RESUMES AT 11.15 A.M.

GERALD EDWARD SHAW: (Sworn, states):
EXAMINED BY MR. COOPER:

1. Whet is your prefession? -~ I am a journaliasb.

2. And during the present Parlismentery session where ware
you engaged? —— In the Press Gallery.

3. The Press Gallery of? -— 0f the House of Assembly.

4. Did you spend a great deal of time there during the
pregent seseion? -- Yes, I did.

5. Shortly what is your function in being there? —— I anm &
political correspondent of the Cape Times.

6. During this sesseion did you come to know the accused? —
Yea, I d4id., That is sc.

Te How did you come to know him? —-- He was employed as a
messenger; he was serving ftea and coffee and things like that
in the Press Gallery.

3. How efficient did you find him? -- He was not an
efficient messenger,

9. How did you regard him? -- Well, he mixed things up.

He mixed orders up, and I thought he must be & bit mentally
retarded.

10. Cen you give us an example? —- Yes, On one gccasion,
the morning of the assassination of the FPrime Minister, he
brought me some tea when I ordered it and I paid him, and he
re-appeared about 10 minutes later with & whole handful of
notes, change, But I had already been given changs by hin
when he brought the tea, $So I drew this fact to his attention
and he left. He secemed somewhat confused,

11, Any other experiences before the day? -- Well, yes, On
that same occasion I reminded him that ke hadn't collected
money from me for a hamburger and coffee I'd ordered on the

previous Friday. On that Friday I ordered this hamburger and
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coffee and it did not come. And I went back and listened to
8 debate and when I came back it still wasn't there. I
happened to glance inte the office of 2 colleague next-door
to my office, and Isaw standing on the table a2 hamburser and
coffee, which was cold. SBo I asgsumed he had delivered it to
the wrong office,

1. Did he know whose office he had to deliver it to? —- Yes.
The order was placed in my office. We pregss a bell and the
chap comes to The offics and you place the ordex.

2. How were his mammers? How did he behave? ~- I found him
off-hard, He 4idn't have the usual demeanour of a messenger,
he didn't seem to be terribly obliging. He used +to walk into
the pffice without knocking and things like that.

3. Waa he capable of holding down this Jjob of a messenger,
in your ocpinion? -- Well, I wouldn't have employed him as a
messenger; certainly not.

4. If he had been employed by a commercial concern, would
he have lagted? ~- 1 think if they had been very tolerant
employers he might have.

5 CROSS~EXAMINATION BY MR. VAN DEN BERGH: Jid you lodge

any complaints ageinst the accused? —— About his efficiency
a8 & mesasnger?

6. Yes? —— I did not.

Te Why not? —- Well, I suppese I am fairly tolerant abvout
this sort of thing.

8. How meny reporters were there? ——~ In the Press Gallery?
Off-hand I suppose there must be about twenty.

9, And the asccused was the only messenger there? -- No, he
wes not. There were other meesengera,

10, How meny were there? —-- Three in all.

11. Was the sccuded very busy? —-- I suppese Lairly busy, yes.

12, T suppose fairly busy? -- Yes,
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1. Waan't he fairly busy? -- Weil, in the Press Gallery I
would be raether mor: re-occupied with my own job, I suppose.

But he was Z-irly buasy.
2. He was very :-uay? —— Yes.
o Was he friendly? —-- I did not find him friendly.

4 Did you ever ree where the accused stood when the tzils

ang? == Once I nriiced him standing at the door of the Press

cnoolery upeatalrs., v the time the bell was inslng.
Ba "2 it e faet chat Ifrom ithere he could havs seen where the

_z7s rrime Minister sat? —- Yes, I think he probably could,

B T e owitronded to have been there? —-- Wel', T doan' G know
TET L

- azppose I had better ask that question of some other

the prychologis~ =oira thal The acrwsed cas oo wiith
wzngy 2nd that he can =.se run & barlkiag accountv. How deo you
srelaln the episode that you told the Court about? -- I don't
Yhink I could explai» "+ He wasn't e iaient in working with
money in his deal’ .= : th me.

9, Isn't it perhaps because the accused was very enxious on
it o¢easion? - Yes, that may be so. It depends. Thore
ware othsl oRsrsions.

e Whimr iz wes Uls? o - This particulas Zacident viih the

L. YegY =— 1% woniid have Twss vetween 10 arid 11 a.m.

12, Whet chang- did you have fo get? -- . can't be completely
sure about this.

1. ez, . zyereciate that.

T TE=-EXSW0LL 0708 7Y MR. COOPER.
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(Sworn, atates):

WXAMTI 20 £, ODODED:

1. ¥You sre & handwriling expert, are you? -- Yedg, I am,

2, Hewv-s vo'. been shown 8 sample of the acrused's hendw:riu gy
—-= Yea,

3. And have yo.. heen shown this document (R,.S5.C.7.:- % = Tz,
Iotwpez gean the document.

i Trowtose hendwriting is 44?7 —- The handwriting of wh=o

ME. COOPER: d Cetter which the accused wintaa.... . . ..

BT LR GOURT. L haven’t seen it yet.
8. IR, COOPER: Your Lordship will see i now. It 1s a
letter written by the accused to the Prime Minisier of England
in 1959.
9., I¥ THS “CULI: Tre only purpose of this witness is to
identify the he el iing?
10, MR, COOPE:D.  Yes. I therefors non't :hiis LT 1is necessary
2 rzad thriugo i,
.« CROS®- TXAMINED BY kii. ~ DEN BERGH: Reserved
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ABRAHAM AUBREY ZABOW, sworn, states:

1. EXAMINED BY WR., COOPER: What is your profession? —- I

am & psychiatrisi,

2, Where do you practise? -- I practise in Medical Centre,
Caps Town.

3. In which year did you qualify? -~ I gqualified as a doctor
in December, 1849,

4, With the usurl M.B., Ch.B? -- M.B., Ch.B., 2t the Uni-
versity of Cape Town.

5. Did you then practise ag 2 general practitioner? —- Yes,
After completing my internship year T practised as a general
practiticner for 11 years.

6. And then what did you deecide to do? —~ Then,because of

my interest in psychiatry from my student days, T left general
practice and I took a full-time post at Valkenberg Mental Hos-
pital as & clinical asgsistant for a year, from 1962 toc 1963,
and then a further year as a registrar in the department of
psychigiry at Groote Schuur Hospital. During this time I

took certain examinations, the Diploma in Psychological Medi-
cine at the University of Cape Town, and the PFellowship of

the Paculty of Psychiatrists of the College of Physicians

and Burgeons of South Africa, and I eventually registered as

a specialist psychiatrist.

T Since when have you been practising as aspecialigt
paychiatrist? —— Por various administrative reascons I want

on to the atafif of Groote Schuur Hospital as e consultant

in June, 1964, but I did not register with the Medical Council
until about November of December of that year. Then, in
Jaauary, 1965, I started in private practice and remained a
part-time consultant in psychiatry at Groote Schuur Hospital
and also fToolk on the post of part-time consulitant in psychia-

try to the Somerset Hospital.
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1, In the course of your practice have yol Come across
schizophrenics? -~ Yes, in the course of my practice I have
seen many schizZophrenic patients.

2, Have you certified any of them? -~ I have certified them
and I have been on the receiving end, in the mental hospital,
where I have treated many of them who have been referred there.
3. Apart from your training, from your experience do you
feel competent to express the opinions which you are about to
do to this Court? =--— Yes, I do.

4, You have interviewed the accused at the reguest of Nr.
David Bloomberg, the attorney for the defence? -~ Yes, I was
asked by Mr, David Bloomberg to see the accused, and I saw
him on three separate occasions, The first time wags on 30ih
September, when I saw him on my own, except that Mr. Bloomberg
was there. There were no other psychiatrists present.

5. Did you do that deliberately? -- Yes., I wanted to be
able to see this man on my own and form an independent clini-
cal opinion of him,

6. After you had had that interview did you, again inde=-
pendently of other medical witnessés, communicate your
opinion tc the defence? -- Yes., I formed an opinion at the
first interview and communicated that verbally to Mr. Bloom-
berg at the time, and then in writing as well, and I have

had no reason to change my opinion since then.

7. The subsequent interviews were on which days? -~ They
were on the 4th October and the 11th October, and at these
interviews Drs, MacGregor and Cooper were also present.

8. How long did the first interview last? —- Bach of the
interviews lasted approximately an hour and a half, I didn't
time them exactly. All in all I was with the accused for

at least four and a half hours.

9, At this stage, on the basis of these interviews alone,
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what opinien did you form? -- On the basis of these inter-

views alone, 1 formed the opinion that the accused was suf-

fering from schizophrenia. AT my first interview I was

satisfied that he was psychotic and schizophrenic, but I
was not yet able to be sure into which category of schizo-
phrenia he fell., Subsequent interviews have enabled me to
form the opiniecn that although he is not a textbook case of
any particular variety he falls mainly into the category of

a parancid schizophrenic,

1. Your first interview with the accused, how did it go?
Will you tell us, so that the Court can for itself see how

a psychiatrist sets about his job of determining the mental
state of the patient? -- May I stress to the Court, with
respect, that in interviewing a patient for psychiatric
examination one tries to bé as systematic and review certain
systems in the s=me way as a physician undertakes a medical
and physical examination. One doesg not jusit look at the man,
listen 1o him talk, and then form a sortd of general opinion.
In the same way as a physician would look at the general
conditicn of the patient snd then examine his variocus systems
- the regpiratory system, the cardio-vascular system, and so
on - the psychiatrist tries to examine the variocus systems
which make up the behavioural pattern and the overall mental
picture of the person whom he is seeing, So that the first
impression, naturally, is the first sight of the patient.

2. BY THE COURBT: You mean he has got a sort of set pro-

cedure like Dr., Muller has when he looks me over? -- Yes,
that is what I mean,

3. How is my pulse, and des my liver hurt? —- Yes.

4. And you de the same thing with the mind? -- That is
right,

5 Then I know what you are talking about, «--- Wy first

impression was of a2 man who - remember that I knew that he
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had been alleged to have assassinated the Prime Minister,

and I was expecting cerbtain things, and what T was struek

by was the incongruity of ny first meeting with him. MNr.
Bloomberg introduced us to esach other. He was not very

tidy, he hada't shaved - one could say that this was because
of the circumstances that he was in. But then I asked him:
"How are you? . I can look up my exact words, but I asked
him "How are you?", and I have in the course of my experience
geen other people who had been held for murder, and conducted
psychiatric examinetions on them, and this was guite an
unexpected reply., I said: "YTell me, how are you feeling?".
He said: I always feel tired and exhausted. I just feel
as usual, tired and exhausted, and my appetite is always good
and my bowel movement is regular." HNow he had been intro-
duced to me a8 & psychiatrist, and one would have expected
him tc take the issue, well, this is the men who is supposed
to be coming fto help him, and yet this was the pattern of
incongruity, and many times in that interview aznd subseguent
interviews there was esqual incoagruity.

1. MR. COOPER (Contd.): What were your major findings?

We have had Dr. Cooper give evidence at great length, and

we have had lots of other evidence given here. What were
your major findings? -~ My major findings were that this man
suffered from a clearly recognised and recognisable mental
illness known as sizhophrenia. Now in schizophrenia there
are certvain clearly defined disorders of mentation, of thought
processes, of emotional 1ife, of contact with reality and of
perception,which one can lock for in the course of one's
systematic examination, and I found many of them there, znd
particularly I found many important ones, so important ithat
certain authors, particularly Kurt Schneider, would say thait

even the presence of one of them is sufficlent, in the absence
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of organic disease of the brain, to disgnose schizmophrenia.
For instance, I found thought-disorder. This thought-disorder
congiagted of an inaebility to pursus the point of a question
and anawer sequence, Several times,in the course of my first
interview and in the course of other interviews as well, he
coﬁld not = he appeared not to be able %o deal with what was
being agked, and we arrived, not merely at the point in a
roundabout way - some people are circumstantisl - but in his
case we just never got there at all. Sometimes he went off
at a complete tangent; sometimes he just petered out; and
on one occazion I remember specifically asking him "Now what
did I ask you?", and he looked & bit dazed, perpexed, and
was not really able to say. If the Court wishes it, I could
quote this passage. It runs inte about three or four pages
of typed foolscap, and I think it took a good few minutes
for the accused <o ramble through ift.

1. Well, unless the Court wants the exact passage, give
the Court thefubstance of the passapge? ~- This was in the
course of our third interview. Drs. MacGregor, Cooper and
myself were present, and Drs., Cooper and MacGregor had been
& 'king the accused quesitions, and then I went on and asked
him: "You don't know what this is about? The sequence of
events is, of course, that you planned to assassinate Dr.
Verwoerd and that you did murder him, What we are trying

to understand is just how that came about.”

2. BY THE COURT: That iz what you said? —- Yes, that is

what I said to him. He said to me: "Yes. I er.... (I zm
going to try and put in the pauses, my Lord, with the hesi-
tations, because I feel this is important to understand how
he spoke to us).

3. BY ABSESSOR (Mr. Bakerji: Is this a transcript of a

recarding? — This is a transcript of a8 recording. I also

have my own written verbatim notes which are fairly sub-
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stantially the same, but my handwriting in taking it down
was not so good. "Yeg. 1 don't know how that came about
exactly but I can tell you how I got gquite a few people have
agked me questions of how I got to Cape Town and I gave them
er.., quite a few versions of how I got to Cape Town but er...
my mind,... my memory weat bad a bit as to how I came to
Cape Town and one of the influencing factors was .,.. that
mede me come Lo Cape Town as I was working there ac a casual
interpreter, was the fact that T received a letter through
someone in my Church, through a persca in my Church, fthrough
one of the people, & pastor in my church, and this pastor
was in Cape Town. He is known as Willy Clarke. 4and I re-
ceived the letter while I was in Cape Towm or he received
it, I mean, through somebody. It was not posted to him. It
was brought to him by someone personally from Cape Town.

It was brought. It had no stamp on i%t, It was I think that
I can remember. It was brought and handed to him and he
called me over to his house and I went to get the letier.
And the letter had been opened. It had been tampered with.
And he gave me the letter. Oh, there's a mistakedhere,
Excuse me, I'm sorry. The pastor's name was Willy Clarke.
He did not call me %o hié?ﬁi?igive me the letfer. I had
never been to his house and I went one day to visit him

and when I got there he gave me this letier. He said he had
received it from somebody that came from Cape Town. The
envelope was opened and (long pause) I took the letter and
we spoke for a few minutes and then I left. Later on, as

I was going down the road, I passed through the race course"
{this was in Durban, my Lord) "and there must have been ihe
«.» what you call it? the July handicap., I had never heen
to horse racing in all my life because we don't go o racing

but I ... as I was passing by ... I like animals ... s0 I
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atopped and I went to loock at the horses running round the
course and they were getting near the bend"........

1. BY THE COURT: I wish that was 211 I did. ({(Laughter.)

2, BY THE WITNESS: "And twe jockeys I remember fell off

and when I saw that accident" .....
3. MR. COOPER (Contd.): dJust rep at that to his Lordship.
He may not have been able to hear it.

4. BY THE COURT: Two jockeys fell off? -- "Iwo jockeys I

remember fell off",

5. What year was that? -—- It must have been 1965, I presume.
"I saw that accident and the animals went right round the
racecourse and I had a lock at them - so it must have been

the July .... must have been in the month of July that I
received the letter. I then ... I left end I went home and

I must have read the letter later on. HNMust hzve rezd ths
letter later on, The letter stated, this girl stated, her
name was Helen Daniels, that she had heard about me when she
was on holiday in Brakpan in the ? Home. Thers were some
Christians living in the Transvaal on the Rand.” My Lerd,

it goes on. If I could just point out ......,.

6. Does he ever get back to what you asked? -- No, In fact,
this goes on now to something about an identity card, then
working for Marine Diamond, and then I said to him .........
Ts Before you interfere again, before you interpose a
question again, doea he sver get back to it? -- No, never

at all.

8. Does he ever get back to killing the Prime Minister

and why?-- No, not at all.

g. He has now rambled through the Durban July and I don't
know what all, but does he ever get back to the Prime Minister?
== T will just make guite sure. I will read the last few

words: "They did not care very much aboui pepers out on
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the barges isolated.” (This was because he had no identity
card, You will remember, he had given that in and had a
receipt instesd.) “"They tool on anybody, cutlaws, criminals.
With a receipt like that I was considered before this happened
I was considered {pause) something like that. B8So they did

not mind. They did not mind {pause) accepting me out there
and they accepted me. They..." - and then T interrupted

i'm. I seid: "May I ask you something else, Mr. T afendas,
What were you trying to tell me now?" Then he saig "Er"
and there was a long, long pause, And then he said "Con-
cerning what?" Then I asked him, "You know, we asked you
about the Prime Minister." He said: "T was trying to tell
you how I got te Cape Town. What made me ... er ... what
was the influencing factor that made ms come te Cape Town.
Then after that I lost ... after I got here ... after what
happened after I got here about geiting married ... I had
lost the intention that made me come to Cape Town,"

{Because originally he was trying to say he had come to Cape
Town to meet this Helen Daniels.) "I kept on wandering around.
You know, I got this job" - and once sgain we still cannot
get back to the point. If T cowld vput this into technieal
terms, this is a variety of schizophrenic thought disorder
in which the patient ig wmable to follow the main trend of
thought, and vavious side issues cobtrude themselves on to
his thinking, and he is not able logically to discriminate
between the primary object of his discourse and the secondary
intruding facters. I could go on to the other aspects now,
1., MR, COOFER (Contd.): dJust a little comment. 'The fact
that he tells you about the pastor as Willy Clarke, and then
he comes back and he has forgotiten sbout it againind he
talks about Willy Clarke, what is that indicetive of%? —-

I am not altogether sure of the point.
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1. BY THE CQURT: It is indicative of thought disordar?
—-= 0f thought disorder, yes,

2. Which is the first symptom you look for? -~ Yes,

3. MR. COOPER {(Contd.): Would you proceed? —-- The other
symptoms which I looked for were evidence of delusional
thinking, and associated with this evidence of feelings of
pasesivity or feelings of influence from &n agency. Here is
& play on words,because in Schneider's writing he talks
about influence from an external sggency, and one could argue
that the tapeworm is internal, but I think we could agree
that in fact it is an external agent which has an animus
of its own,

4. BY THE COURT: It is obviocusly external to the moti-

vation of the man himself? -- Yes,

5. Other than the man himself would be external means?

—— Yes, Other than the man himself. So that here is
anobther primary symptom of schizophrenia, one which Schneider
would say, in the absence, once again, of organic brain
disease, would make the condition of schizophrenia the
diagnosis. It is not a question now of deciding what other
conditions could do this. Once one has excluded organic
brain disease — and he has had an E.E.G,, he has had a
Wasserman done a&and he hes had a full neurological examina-
tion by a physicden - then we are left with schizophrenia,

I doen't want to labour the poinit, because you have heard

this Bo often, but I just want to stress that these were

the things that I leooked for and found. Bo that I now

had thought-disorder, delusions, feelings of influence.

One of the other important features of schizZophrenia, althoust
not diagnoetic, is the presence of halluecinations in a
getting of clear conscicusness, There are many conditions

in which there are hallucinetions when the patient's level
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of consciousness is lowered, but once again there are very
few conditions, in the zbsence of organic¢ brain disease,

in which there can be hallucinations, other than schizo--
phrenia, in a setting of cleer conscicueness. The typical
hallucination which one would expect & schizophrenic to
complein of is an auditory one, and at no time has the accused
complained to me of that. Bui there are other hallucinations,
and in hig case there has been the disordered perception of
gome activity going on inside him. To me he has described it
as a feeling, at various times, of pain or discomfort, or,in
more clear terms, as the tapeworm unwinding when it smells
food and then coming up to smell the foeod,and then after it
hap fed the tapeworm settles down again. The tapeworm rests,
and then Tsafendas mzy rest as well. Now, it is not very
important whether one were to ©2ll this g vigceral hzlluci-
nation or a tactile hallucination, or even, for that matter,
an illusjon. In other words, there may be some - now and
then everybody has experienced the sensation of peristalsis,
of & wind travelling in the abdomen, or & hunger-pain, or
something, but these are normal physioclogical sensations,

and when a man describes it in the terms in which Tsafendas
has desoribed it, then it becomes either a hallucinstion,

or perhaps one could call it an illusion, but I would prefer
perhaps even to call it a delusional percept: he is per-
ceiving something in terms of his delusional system. The
other, I think, important aspect of his disorder which I
found was his autism, that is his lack of contact with
reality. The accused basically, although he does understand
words when one speaks to him and, as has been shown repeatedly
in this Court, he is an intelligent person, his grasp of
reality is such that he is not basically in the same world

as we are. His world is a world dominated by an agency which
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at times causes him discomfort. at tims= <zazzs Ldw i
behave in embarrassing ways, and he L.~ desciioa. oo
how at times the tapeworm has caused him to utter embarrass-
ing statements. It is = wo1d o =iiuv hig sensitivity

and perception of other people is altersdi. He has degcribed
to me how he is more sensitive to the feelings of other people
and understands how they Tfeel. When he says that, he =3w3

it in 2 - not in the sense that one may talk =+ empathy. - -t
rather that bhe has an 2licred percuatici.  Eab wore wsoiinens

that this wvs the feoi “hat whea v+ orz =270z FEoovte Lo Eh e o

catane. 1 zgked him in one siterview o L L2Vt reme vihin

1
i
[N}

exactly how it led up te 277, =2t I zan give you the -
towards the end of owr lasi “dherview with him, It seemed
that he wasn't altogether really with us as to wh» wz wans

there, Nuw we were three paychiatrists. He had clra=dy

seen eachbf us individually, and ther he had seen v ox=ifl
my two colleagues on two previous occacions togetiizi.
he was seeing us again for the third tir fogethsy, wnd oo
the way he spoke it seemed that he wasn’t altogether =ware
of why we were there or what was going on. And 27 2. =riuk

your permissiorn, my Lord, could tell you what thi: oocouoan

was (witness refers to page 11 of the trenscripi af <=
rnnMing he made): I asked hias-  “Youw sz 0 ooowriio sgn

Z zrrmered, that you appreciate *the fact the'! @n oos sxslag

Loy s, o vhat way do you feet that we are assiciing yout"

L VH, C0OOTR (Contd.): Is that the question o wud to
N “yell, I gathered the fact that you were,
I =2an, giving me this attenw 1. | wean, that's what I

mean., toacernhing this matter.” "Thich matter?" "I heg
your pardoav" "Which matter in particula==" "Wel .-~
concerning this mattcr about the tapeworm .. .. ooy L. zod

all this ... er. " have had a few iali: wilh oL oo
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gether, what do you feel has been the aobject of our talks?
What do you feel we are trying to do®% "T ..., er ,., I don‘t
know what exactly. But I feel I feel the pain and I want to
convince you people to get me the tapeworm out. That's what
worried me. Bven if it meant a surgical operaticn or some=~
thing in the bowels., I'd be willing to undergo & surgical
operaticn'and the bowels to be openad in two or three places
... large and small intestines ... but these can be sewed up
again and that would prove whether I ... that will be deiinite
proof that I hed a tapeworm, furthermore (pauss) trying to
find something to see what is there becuase the X-ray deparf-
ment are obsclete as far as tapeworms and other things are
concerned'", and then he went on to describe this machine which
I think is similar to what Dr. van Zyl described in his evi-
dence this morning. Then I asked him: "What ia Mr. Bloom-
berg's funciion in this whole situation?" (He was with us

at the time,) "T don't know ....- whet ... er ... whether
Mr. Bloomberg is an assistant attorney but ... er .... and he
has {pause, and then he started to laugh) I am very indebted
to him for what he has veen trying fto do for me .... I don't
gxactly know what ... er ... I want toc thank him for especial-
ly getting those ... 2r ... documents from overseas and other
things", And then he was asked - I say "he was asked",
because I am not sure if it was I or one of my colleagues who
agked him: *"Where do we fit in with Mr. Bloomberg?® "Er"
"Or do we fit in with him at all?" "Well, T think Mr, Bloom~
berg has been nominated by the ... by the Court and sc has

Mr, Cooper and ancther man, Mr. Burger., But I ,.." "But
where do we come in?"(that is, us dectors) ™Well, I think
you are private physicizns. I don't think you are Government
physicians, I think you are private physicians." "For

what reason do you think we are here?™ "Well, I ..., er ..,
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to assist me I think." "in what way?" "Well, to find
out what has been the cause of what ... how this matter took
place or something, I really don't know ... I ... I really
don't know why you people ... I know you are investigating
eve Br .., I don't know whether it's just research work or
whether it's just ... er .o+ I .a. that I can't sey ... 1
-+, (then a very long pause)” "What sort of doetors do
you think we are? You said physicians, what sort of a
doctor?" "I know you are a psychiatrist" - he addressed
that specifically to me - "I know you are & psychistrist.
And ... er ... I think Dr. MacGregor is ... I think you said
you were & medioal practitioner and er ... Dr. Cooper, I
thought you were a lawyer, I ..., well I just thought =0
because of your guestions ..." "Why should you feel that
Dr. Cooper is a lawyer asking these questions?" I said:
"Yes, but we all, you included, address him as 'Doctor’"
Then there was a very long pause: "Well, I call lawyers
also doctors. I alseo call lawyers of advocates lawyers."
"Isn't one of your‘lawyer's names actually Cooper?", I
asked him. "Well, er ... yes." Then I-géidh ‘"Is he
Mr. Cooper of Advdcate Cooper?" "No, he ié ﬁévocaté
Cooper. He's er ...he was er .,. something to do with".
Then I put in "Dr. Cdoper?", and then ther& was a long
pause, And then he was asked: "What I amltrying‘to find
out is, is there anything because they have the same name
that made you feel that Dr. Cooper is & lawyer." This
was not merely punning, my Lord; this is & rescognised
variety of schizophrenic thought-Gisorder as well - I will
come back to the autism, but may I just add this - in that
schizophrenics often relate gimilarities to the predicate
of a sentence instead of to the subject. For instance, they

may say that a table and a dog are the same because they both
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have legs. Their logical classification breaks down, and
they do not think logically, as ordinary people do, 1 am
anot labouring the point, becauss this only happened once
in all the times that I saw him, but it mey have beea
gsignificant here, because both the advocate and cne of

the psychisirist's names were Cooper, that he seemed to be
confused as to the function of the psychiztrist, Ir., Cooper,
To come back to the autism which this had to de with:

Here i3 a man who is on trial for murder, a man who has
been seen by his defence attorneys, his adéocates, by
several doctors. We all asked him how he came to murder
the late Prime Minister, what he felt aboul it. We héve
all taken peins to, I think, exclude malingering or simu-
lation. And yet,after three joint interviews and seversl
individual interviews, we arrive at the fact that we are
interested doctors whe are interested in helping him about
his tapeworm and are listening t¢ him talk about his tape-
worm. He didn't seem able to connect our presence there
with our functions at all.

1, BY THE COURT: You say you have dealt with other people

wder similar circumstances, people referred t¢ you, who are
up for trial for murder? —-- Yes.

2, Do you feel that even the iniellectually much more
ordinary man we usually get on murder would by that time
have known exactly what you were there for? —- In my ex-~
rerience, which includes both at Valkenberg and in private
practice, I have at no time, in any racial group, or even
having %o use an interpreter, had any difficuliy in directly
engaging the accused in discussion aboui the crime, the
circunstances of the crime, and I have never found any one
of these people to be unaware of what my function was.

In fact, if anything at all, they were only too plezsed
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that I was there and c¢ould try and put someithing acroas

to them.

1. MR, COOPER (Contd,): Was Tsafendss gratsful? Did

he express his gratitude for the attention that you znd

the other two doctors had given him? ~- Yes, This was
another gapect of it, He expressed his gratitude to the
three of us for taking so much notice of his tapeworm,
because, as has been said in Court before, no-one really
paid attention to him. He complained about it, he was

sent off to psychiatrists, they gave him shock treatment.
No=cne had ever patiently sat and listened to his tale of
woe about the tapeworm, which,I must add, I haven*t burdened
you with the details of everything he =aid about it, but he
gave me chapter and verse about visiting the chemist in
Lourence Margues andSitting on a pail of water. It was all
there, as it has come up repeatedly.

2. What did he call it, the tapeworm? —— At varjious times
he called it - in my presence,apart from what has been said
in cther pecple's presence - a tapeworm, a demon and a
devil, In fact, I asked him whether by demon he actually
meant anything supernatural, and he expfrined to me that
what he meant was that as in the Middle Ages, when someone
was possessed by gomething which influenced his 1ife, so he
felt himself t¢ be possessed by thiy demon,

3. Did you consider whether thig was merely hypochondriscal,
thig t2lk about the demon and about the tapeworm? —— I con-—
sidered it, but not for very leng, becmuse it was so patently
not a neurotiec hypochondriasis. It was a delusion of much
greater proporticn. 1% was part of & paychotic illness,
and it just did not have the characteristics of what we
normally understand by hypochondriasis.

4, What is the significance of a delusion? —— The signi-
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ficance of a delusicn iz that it ip & symptom. It is not

an illness in itself. TI% is a symptom of a disordered state
of mind, a breakdown in functionings of the mind, which in
all of us correlates our input of infermaticn, ocur memory,
our processes of logical thinking; co-ordinate this with
our emotional life., When a man has a delusion of this
nature, when he experiences feelings of passivity to &o

with this delusicon, one cannot say that he is funciioning
in the ordinary way. He is not able to use logicael thought
procesgses, because his whole asscciational processes in his
mind have broken down, I think this is particularly impor-
tant, that the delusion is a symptom of mental illness. It
is not in itselfi =z disease. It is a symptom of a severe
mental illness. If I may draw once sgain a physical analogy,
it may help. One can be breathless for s number of regsons,
One can be breathless becausze of unaccustomed exertion, or
one can be breathless because of severe heart disease,
Breathlessness in itself is & symptom. The severe heart
disease is a serious condition. A delusion of this variety -
¢hroniec, over 20 years - sorrys the delusion itself I know
0f for not 20 years. I am gorry. MNental disorder for 20
yearg, I think the delusion was first mentioned - wout 1959,
that I can remember for the moment, but that is already six
years. Feelins of passivity, These are more than just
isolated things. This is a general mental disease, in which
8ll the functions of the mind become affected, se that onse
cannot expect a man with this sort of illness to exercise
Judgment, to be able to weigh up issues, to attach the
correct amount of importance to particular things which ars
happening to him and arcund him,

1. If the evidence is that he had this delusion in 1955,

then it is & long-standing delusion? -- Yes, It is a long-
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standing delugion., It is in meny weys just more evidence of
what I have just said.

1. In relation to the charge against the accused, what
réle did this delusion play? —- From my interviews I tried
to‘ascertain just how the delusion fiftted in to the murder.
It was extremely difficult to get a clear-cut account, in
the sense that I don't think that there is a clear-cut
aecount; I don't think that this man is able for himself

to know whet precisely happened. One went go far as to say:
"Look, did the tapeworm tell you to commit the crime?".

He ©says no. And he says that if he was not infested with
8 tapeworm he would not have committed the crime, Then, in
another sejuence, he talked about the tapeworm being right
in the middle of it.

2. BY THE CQURT: That is & phrase Dr., Cooper used, I remem-

ber? —— Yesg, this was at a joint interview. "Right in the
niddle of it." So that rather thankay that the delusion
caused the crime, the way that T understand schizophrenia

T would may that the delusion is part of the mental illness.
The crime is a resuli, in my opinion, of the mental jillness,
Rather than to say that the delusion caused the crime.

3. I fellow. You could get delusions which are far more
closely associated with murder :than ithis delusion? -- ¥Yes,
in the classical parancid ......

4, IT could be 1linked to the object that you are
killing? -- Yes.

5. You didn't get this sort of direct, that the late Prime
Minister and this animal or creature he describesg were at
one stage delusionally the same? == No. In fact, we actuallw
put it the other way and asked him if he felt that the late
Prime Minister was responsible for his infestation.

6. But you could get a delusion which is strong enough to
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- that a man is killing enother hunan being and thinks it

ig a dog? -~ Yes. Even there, there is usually other evi-
dence of mental discorder, but certainly the parasnoid
delusion mey gppear to be more direcily related to the

erime than in this instance.

1. I follow you zntirely.

2, Me, COOPER (Contd.): TDToes he feel that it would have
been wrong for anybody else,for instance, to have killed

the Prime Minister, or would it have been right for scmebody
else to have killed the Prime NMinister? —— ¥es, In my first
interview, bearing in mind the purpoge of the interview, I
asked him questions which might apply to McNachten rules,
ani I asked him whether he knew that killing another person
waa wrong, ani he qualified it and said yes, in peace time
it i wrong, Then I said "Then wasn't it wrong of you to
kill the late Prime Minister?", and thean he said: "HNo,

for me it wasn't wrong., For anyone else it would have been
wrong. For me it waan't wrong." I must »ut this in its
context. This was all part of the conversation, trying

to sort out whether therewas & political motive, whether
this men was able to form - whether he wag in fact psychotic
~ and ithas in the process of asking him these questions.
This transecript came out very badly, and I am going to refer
to my own written notes.

3. BY THE COURT: You are looking for scmething to show

why it would have been wrong for somebedy else o do it

but not him? -~ ¥Yes, I jusi want to put thet in the actusgl
context. .Witness locks at his notes.)

4. ¥R. COOPER (Contd,): We might come back to it at a
later stage.

T BY THE COURT: It is rather an important one, Mr., Ccoper.

You don't remember his answers? —— I am just trying te pui

it in the context. A9 I said, he said "For me it wasn't
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wrang", but I just want to put it into the context.
"It was the natural outcome of 211 these things put together",
his tapeworm, his mental illnesses in the hospital where

one of the nurses had told him that he had schizophrenia.

We had been talking about his previous psychiatric history.
"It was the natural cutcome of all these things put together.
This was not something that was done in a day. It ook many
years for all the build-up to get to the stage where I got

to murder Ir. Verwoerd. It was nct wrong in my eyes,what

I was doing. When T did it I wasn't one of the public.

T was my individual self."” And then he went still, paused,
and then I asked him: "Now, do you know that you can hang
for nmurdering scmecne?", and he said: "I can't pronounce
myself on how I feel™ ~ but, my Lord, not as clearly as I
have said ¥t you. This was a series of "ers'" and disjointed
thoughts, but one had the feeling all the time that he could
not give - and repeatdaly one tril at subseguent interviews
and during that interview to get hir to give a cleazr account
of what happened, why it happened and how it happened, and

¥ no time could he follow this logical pattern. It always
tied up with not heing well, being physically ill, mentally
ill, the influence of the tapeworm, always tired, not being
able to work, ani so on. This was the context of the inter-
view,

1, MR. COOPER (Contd.): Are there any other factors which
you feel - before we come 1o youizgiéessment - 4are important
and which weighed with you - that is, just from your inter-
views with the accused? —- From my interviews?

2. From the interviews,yes. -—- 1 think I have covered
behaviour, thoughit discrder, delusions, feelings of passivity,
autiam, His own account of his life and his own account

of his psychiatric and medical history obviously helped me
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to come to @ @sgesgment. Here was a man who told me how

he had been in various hosgpitzls in various parts of the
world, He described having had shock treatment. He des-
eribed having escaped from, I think, at least one hospital.

He described having been told at one stage.that he had schizo-
phrenia, And, once again to draw an analogy between physiecal
and psychiatric medicine, one is most concerned with the
nistory of the patient and his illness in order to assess

the degree of illness and the prognosis of the illness.

1, One factor which you can help the Court on is the
accusedts emotional level? — The accusad’s emotional level

I found to be rather blunt at most points., He displayed

very little - in fact, I must say to me he displayed no
anxiety when I spoke to him, He did net seem overly con-
cerned with his predicament, but only with himself and his
difficult sensations and hig discomfert, but not with his
situation,

2. BY THE CQURT: Mr. Cooper, I have had quite a lot of

thig now, and I will take some more if you wish to feed it
to me., T am intereagted in the work that has been done, but
don't you think that you are overburdening the Court with
details?

3. BY MR, COQPER: My Lord, my difficulty is ......

4, BY THE COURT: I know your difficulty, and you must

appreciate mine and I cannot at this sitage tell yo hat you
are doing so. I just want you to consider whether you
aren't perhaps giving us a bit of indigestion.

5, BY MR. COOPER: My difficulty is that it has not been

put crisply to any of my experts what the State says.
6. BY THE QOURT: I agree with you. I have been looking

for that myself. I agree with you, It hasn't been put.
7. BY MR. COOPER: Therefore I can't take anything for
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granted.

i, BY THE CQURT: HNo, of course not. I can't tell you

to take anything for granted, but I want you to be intelli-
gent too.

2. BY MR. COOPER: They say a nod is as goed as a wink,

3. BY THE COURT: I want a concluaion teo this, and I think

the details we have had guite long.
4, BY MR. COOPER: May I just putthe position? -~ I will

try to curtail my examinziion now, but naturally,should
gomething arise in the State's ... ..

Se BY PHE COURT: If you agk me to c¢all Dr. Zabow back,

I undertake to say "Yes".

(Continued on page 214)
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1l. Just shortly, did you find thought blocking® - Yez nar:
were times when I found thought bleocking, when he would, in
fact, be telking asbout one thing, +there would be a pause and
h: could not continee *telking about it at =ll. I actuwally
ask:d ki at the firet “vherview vrhether he 1ud any of the

o L= Aiatursances of thought in the past. 1 asked him had
he eyzr felt himeself flgoded v th thoughte, or his thoughts
suddenly cutting out, and he told me that at times this had
happened. Once again, an important aspectrof schizophrenic
thought 'iBorder.

2. AR LI oz vesult of these dinvestigations you
QAr e i Fes el s g sandsidied that the aceised dis a
sabki-omhrenioct -« ©oam fisol il satisfied that [-e accused
23 & stndleosirent,

3. The deg=-=:=7 Would you say he was & ceriifiasble schizo-
phrenic? - ¥-a, I wouwld. Would you like me to say why?

4. Toz, 2 would? —— First of =20, ! Aiagnosed......

5. I will put my question differently., Are you satlsfied,

ag & resclft of your investigations, that he v aentally dis-~

ardered Jui Tic purpodee of Sectien 2 of Uus liental Disorders
547 — . Yes., L am satisiied that he suff=rs Zrom a mental

gisorder, th-: he is unable to care for himself, %:at he needs
ﬁﬂ]}x?i and treatment. Trz" hw is & danger to ouns2lf,

I em not sure of, but to others. But I would put hiw
men Ly disordered in terms of the Act, that he falls into
the first sub-group of mental disorder.

6. IF. _T70PER: (Cont. . 'nd where should he be kept? -~ He
shov & he kept in a suvitable institution where he could be
adeguat-"y controrr~s and even at this "ate stage of his ill-
ness T “egel that he shoul” get —reatment or whatever virih
chat mey he.

Ve Wh=t “2 whe prognosisy —- Unfortunztziy v~ recovery the

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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progneosig is poor. TFor a reasonable degree of control under
supervieion, there may be, but for recovery after a 20 year
history'of achizophrenia, I would be most surprised - having
taken into account his mental state as I have seen it and
having heerd facte presented in this Court - to hear that he
would ever recover completely. I wouwld always regard him as
being & chronic peychotic, a chronic schizophrenic.

1. BY THE COURT: Youw use tThe word 'chronic' - it has been

used several times, What exactly does chronic mean in that
context? -~ In thet context I only mean a echimophrenic who
has had the illness for & long time and that the illness has
been present during the time that he hes had it. There has
been ne toig} remission.

2. There must be many people walking around who have in
some degree certmin elements of schizophrenic conditions - I
en not sure we haven't all got bits and pieces of it - but
there must be lots of people that have them? —-- Yes, not all
schizophrenics are in mental hospitals, if thet is what you
mean.

3. Yes, Would you suggest that all schizophrenics should
be in mental hospitals? -- N¢, I would not suggest that all
schizophrenics should be in mental hospitals.

4, Thig vbecomes a matbtter of degree? -- Yes.

5e In this man's case is the degree such that you $hink he
should be? —- Yes, I think - and I would like to stress this
that presuming he presented &t an out-patients' or cliinie
which I were doing, and he had not been accused of murder
{vecause I don't want the Court to feel that I am basing this
on the murder) I would take the history with the mental
exanination - I don't say that I would straightaway certify
him and put him into a2 mental hospital, but I would certainly

institute treatment. I would want to kmow hiz gocial back-

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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ground, I would want to know whether he is able to live
adegquately on his own, earn g living and hold downa job ade-
quetely; in other words, whether he can look after himselT,
or not. I might, if I felt it indicated, ask & social worker
or ‘the Community Nurse to call a% the places where he lived
and find out what sort of person he is, how he relates to the
people around him, This is8 where I would, if possible - and I
don't guarantee that I would be right - try and asssess whether
he is, in fect, 8 danger to himself or to the commuﬁity. Then,
eventually, I would have fo come to & decision after a period
of investigation and peossibly out-patients' treatment, as to
whether‘to hospitalize him, or not. So that it would be an
overall investigation. On the evidence presented to this
Court — and I sai in the Court since the proceedings started -
I think that I have found ocut very much what the social worker
and the Community Nurse would have found oui, and that was that
he can't hold down & job, that he is a drifter and that he
certainly needs, at least, trestment and poesibly control.

1. MR, BAKER: The evidence led from Mr. Daniels and his wife
and the wilnesases that followed, the people with whom he
lived, rather confirms your diagnosis? -- Yes. I was parti-
cularly struck by the description of this meat; the way he
walked in with this parcel of meat, with the blood dripping
down him, and was only pre-occupied in feeding the worm.
Everything else went by the board. Now, one may gay that a
navvy--type, a labourer, an uncouth person might behave in
such a way, But then we must take the oversll picture into
aceount; remember, this is a2 man of intelligence; this is

not an unintelligent, feeble-minded perscn; so¢ that it would
add weight to the fect that he is not able to live, what we
would call I suppore, & normal sort of life.

2, BY THE COURT: I think we are approaching this wrongly.
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In anawering the question whether you would certify him, I
was concerned with this man's mental condition today. I am
not concerned with his mental condition at the time when he
committed the murder. I am concerned with his mental con-
dition todey. So in telling me whether today this man is a
person who falls within the definition of the Mental Disorders
Act, you must not disrtegard the murder, you must taks it into
account. The murder is probably one of the moat important
factors that you should take into account in expressing an
opinion? —— With reapect, I misunderstood the emphasis of
your guestion. Certainly, up +ill the lest time +that I
interyiewed the accused - that was on the 1l4th of +the month -
I felt him &t that time to be mentally disordered in terms of
the Mental Disorders Act, and ceriifiable.

1. I an gorry, I used the word ‘murder’. It is the killing.
~- To he precigse, on the 11th October, when I last examined
this men psychiatricelly I regarded him as bheing mentally
disordered in fterms of the Mentel Disorders Act, and I would
have no hesitation in signing a Mental $5.2 to support that
opinion.

Ze Yowr'd sign it today? -~ Up to yesterday. In terms of
the Act T muat have examined him within seven days.

3. If 1 asked you yesterday or the day before? —— Yes, I

W'Duld.u.o L]

4. You would have no hesitation.....? —— In completing a
Mental 5.2 as a specislizt psychiastrist.

5., MR. COOPER: (Cont.): You have seen this letter, Exhibil
I1R'? —- Yes.

6. I don't want to deal with it 2% all but what is your
comment on that letter? —-- My comment on this letter is <$hat
it shows schizophrenic thought disorder and is the sort of
letter which could well be used in a tex$t book of psychiatry
to illustrate schizophrenic thinking.

THE COURT TAKES THE LONG ADJOURNMENT.
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THE COURT RESUMES AT 2,15 P.M.

DR, 4.4. ZABOW: (8till on oath):

1. CROSS-EXAMINED BY MR, VAN DEN BERGH: Do you agree thatb

the finer feelings in regard to family and friends are the
first o be affected in e schizophrenic? -- I would agree that
they may be one of the earlier signs, but if you are asking

me to say that it is & sine gqua non then I can't say that.

2. Doesn't such a person lose sympathy and regard for

their people? —- It depends on the phase and the activity

of hig illness, it depends what sort of econtect you are re-
ferring to. I em not zltogether sure that I understand., If
you could explain to me, with respect, what particular re-
lationghip you wigh me to deal with.

3. He enguired about his friends while he was in gacl, Has
that got eny significance? —- Well, we have heard in Court from
people who knew him that be had friendships with them; the
Deniels! the O'Ryans. The Deniels' commented - I think it
was the Daniels' or the O'Ryans - one of the families
commented on his fondness of the children. I have taken that
into account in coming to my formulation.

4, Do you think that there is emotional blunting? -- I have
observed some emotional blunting, but I would like 1o stress
that emotional blunting is not thé symptom of schizophrenia,
it is rather s discrder of emotion which may at times be
blunted, at times incongruous, and at Times there may be
regee or depression, very often in keeping with the inner
phantesy life, the autistic life of the patient, 2nd not
necesgarily with oulsr reglity.

5. In what sub-class of schizophrenia do you put the
accused? —— In this morning's evidence I mentioned I felt he
fell most clogely into the perancid group, but that he was

not a typical parancid schizophrenic,
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l. BY THE COURT: The sub-classes are very fluid, aren't they?

—— That iz the point I wish to make.

2. They are not species of the same genus., They are
emenations and they inter-twine and they show signs of one
end gigne of another., Isn't that so? —- Yes, that is so.

3. That is how I understand the subject. I don't know much
ebout it. -— That is correci. One doesntt always get a text-
bock picture of & particular typa.

4, WR. VAN DEN BERGH: {Cont.): Do you agree that one gets

periodic schizophrenics? —- Yes, there is a condition described,

mere correctly than periocdic schizophrenia, as periodic

catobtonie, which is a specific variety of schizophrenia
described by & Scandinavian psychiatriat Jessing, which he
bhas attempited to relate to the activity of the thyroid gland.
It is not the sort of iliness that this man presents with,
wnich has to do with catobonic disorder, which is more
particularly & motor manifestation of schizophrenia, either
acute excitement or catotonic situpor. I wounld not class the
accused in that group at all and I may add that, although
Jessing has described this group and it is mentioned in most
text books it is not necessarily accepted by all authorities.
5. Do you get remissions in regard to this condition? —-
Which condition? Remisgion in regard toc which condition?
6 In regard to the conditvion you have just described? —-
Periodic catotonia®?

Te Yes? =— I believe that the tex®t books describe remissions.
I have not perecnelly seen this.

8. BY THE COURT: What on earth is remigsion? 1Is that a

time when yow do not show the thing? —- Well, that would be
either & time ~ it depends there on the definition of the
remigsion, It may either mean, in some people's view, that

the disease was no longer present, or perhapa in other
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people's view, that the dlsease is no longer manlfested.
— e e ———— ——_ [

l. MR. VAN IEN BERGH: (Cont. ). To what extent do you think

the accused conld plan, if there is a sericus thought dis-
order? —— Once again I must stress and think of the intelligence
itsell of the patient, I must stress that althouzh he has

once bheen diagnosed as hebephrenia, we must now accept that

it was not a pure hebephrenia anyway, and that there is a

certain amount of ego functlon 1ntact It is not wicommen

for parancid schizophrenics to be able 1o plan very ably, hut

in kaeplng wlth their autzstlc v1ew cf the world. Iet us say,

as tney see the world they plan, and the plan itself may be

a reasonebly complex cne, although I am not sure that buying
two knives in the morning and stabbing scmeone the same day
is necesserily a complex plan. One could even credit &
parancid with planning something more complex. So that I
don't see any contradicticn between what has been described
to the Cowrt in this man's ecticons and his mental conditiomn.
2., Did the accused give you & detailed account of how he
planned to kill the deceased? -- T attempted to get an account
from him on several occasions. At times he described to me,
ag has been described te the Court, how he stabbed the and
how, had he not been held back, he would have continued to
gtab the deceased. A% oither times he got so fer pff the
point, as I outlined in my thie morning's evidence, that it
wag imposasible to get m coherent account of what had led up
to the killing.

3. Did the mccused tell you that he first decided to kill
the Prime Minister early in August, 1966% -— I hesitate. I
am not sure that he told me directly, or if I heard it in
evidence in Court, but I am aware of it. He did tell me sbout
8 gas pistol. I think this was vhe occasion when he had con-

gidered it.

[ .renive to8 Jvetece |
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1. Before we get to that, did he tell you that he originally
rlanned tc shoot the deceased? —— Yes, that ie why I =ay the
gaa pintol ceme in.

24 And 4id he say that he arranged to buy a Baretta pistol
fron a seaman on the tanker 'Eleni'? -~ Once again T must say
I am not sure if the accused told me this, or if I heard it
in evidence, but I am awere of this having been before the
Court. I heard it in fhe Court here.

3. Did he tell you that he waited for his salary at the end
of August, 1966, before buying the pistol? —— He didn't tell
me that, no.

4. And did he alao tell you that he intended escaping on
the ship 'Eleni' after ahcoting the deceased? —- When I
guestioned the accused about escape it was mainly in relation
to the escape at the fime of the alleged offence, and at that
time it secemed to me thaet I could not - in fact, not seem to
me, it was so - that I could not get a clear answer from him.
He said that be was not aware of tlesituation and had not a
plan to escape. A% a subsequent interview I tried to
ascertain whether there was any guestion of him trying to
make & pacrifice pf himself, and once again there was no
logical answer; it got tied up with the tape worm and his
whole mental condition.

B Did he tell you how he came into possession of this gas
pistol? -- I say once again I do not recall asking him
specifically. My emphesis, in interviewing him, was on
agsessing the mentel state, the motivation and rather the
cirgumatances of the actual event than the plan which came to
no good, I didn't enguire into all that detail.

6. Did he say that he changed his plans after he had
purchased the pistol which was not suited %o his purpose? --

The same angwer applies. I don't know that I can say,
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1. Did the accused tell you that he decided Teo k:i_ T wha
Prime Minister by staebbing him? -- Well, I am nct sure that

- used the words 'by stabbing him' but he certainly d4id tell
i% to me because he ¢olif me about buying the knivnos, so thet I
i gaidia of it.

Z. 4 the actuzed also tell you that on the morming of the

6th Septembe~. 19¢¢, “u change: bio walicrm in Parliament and
put on a2 suit to go down Town? - Iz,

3. Did he say that he left Parliament and went to buy two
daggers at different shops round about 9.00 =.1.% -~ Yes, I
have #u 7Zz¢ that I may even have the name of the one shop in
my 1o o 'howas a gun shop, or sometring, I thinc o waid.

Bui in =iy ecazse. I was aware of that too.

4. Did he $e.1 ou that he stabbed +the Prime M .ister in a
mine. = or two when his .coi giomivl was going around to the
pub. ¢ zallery? —- No, he did not tell me that. As he described
that o me, he told me that he was in a sort of &, almost

dazed con’ii’or; that he came to when he found the people

were restraining him, end he said to me that had they not
restrained him he wou d have continued suabling the de:-aced
repeatedi; . At thet time he alse Jur the reccrd) disp’ayed

= serte’n ampunt of iicongruidty in wsiling me this, i e
sou T b understand oy he was restrained so viowsunvay . or
could he understend the reaction of the people around him, and
“ha injuries that he receivsd. He didn't seem to be able to
appreciate, .o know, bz would be restrained.

5 Did the accused tell you that he hid the daggers in his
Toanker?

¢, BY THE CUURY. Wnat is the relevance or ai’ FLUaY Tne

oniy -.evrmnee I nomossne Is div possitile for a person suffer-
ing finom srziZzophrenia oo plan, and to plan quise cXaboriotely,

to do scvuziing? —— The answer to that guestion is ¢/ .x”
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I+ is possible,
1. A1) this goes to show that he planned it.
2. ME. AN DEN BERGH: (Cont.): You say that he could plan,

he counld plen cerefully, even if he was in that condition? -
Yer, he could plar. I have said that I feel he could even
hav> planned moi: complexly thean has been deacr.ized to us, and
I weuld atill ssy that tr's is in keeping +ih hiB sehlzo-
phreaic illnese.

3. BY THE CQURT: Of course, assuming he is a chronic schizo-

rhrenic, then his planning would alsce be related to the wvon=
and shedow world in which he livcsz. rether then to thy wonls
of w=2=1ity? I am putting e plein question, I am not beirs
r.eve®. = Fo, I think one must divide i+ iatn +the mecharizo
of t.2 plenning en: the wotivation of the plac: ng, The
mechanics obviouszly - the fact wist a kmife wiii ki = humen
being -- he has accepted that part cvi the real world. But the
overall motivzilon, the whole situation in his '+ 'nd which led
to this plan and t: the carrying out of this act, was planned

in terms ¥ Uin autistl’' 1i%e, rather than in terms of reality

of the world .o wh'ch he lives.

4. MR, VAN 30 TURGE: {Cont.): Does the accused give a good

zrenrad of hia actionsy - IT 2ounsel would tell me what he
Wicbard TOyoE Teoon ecngin st E
e =S _ﬁ:f?;:: ifi:."i.',_léi'\l.‘li: The nibooss poy Tk oo o Toagdhs a&zme Lhin

gerbled, nonsensical, stupid, disjointea account which the
ageut »i 2.d give him when he esked him the question. He has
read out at length the account he gave him woma W caked hims:
PTEE goo will the Prime Hivigter, and why?' iz o=ad peges of
the agooii..

A MELowedo ot 3ERGH: (Cont,): Would you have expeetnd tho'
vnm o aninsed eoulda ozve performed his job in Parliament

AT oecron demzad on the naviars of the worwe
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the accused was expecited To perform.

1. He was 2 messenger? —— A megssenger could have unslkilled
cr skilled duties, It would still depend on the nature of the
gctual work, not the designation of thke post.

NQO FURTHER QUESTIONS BY MR, VAN DEN EERGH.

NO RE-EXAMINATION 3Y KR. COOPER.
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[ .renive to8 Jvetece |

225. DR. MACGREGOR.

JAMES McWILLIAM MacGREGOR, sworn states:

La EXAMINED BY IR, COOPER: What is your profession? —-

I am a specialist paychiatrist and neurologist practising

in Cape Towrm.

2, For how many years have you been practising? —— Since
1937. Perheps, to save the Court's time, I lmow what I am
going toc be asked, can I go gquickly through my cereer, such
a8 1t is: I gqualified in Edinburgh in 1937. I worked in a
general hospitel, and then in a mental hospital, I Yook my
Diploma of Psychological Medicine in London in 1938, I then
went to Qxford. In 1939 I joined the army. In 1940 I was
made en acting specialist psychiatrist and neurologist in
the British Army. Two years later I was made & full psy-
chiatrist and neurologist in the British Army. I worked in
a head injury unit throughout the war. In 1945 I was made
consultent neurciogist and psychiatrist to the South East
England in the British Army. In 1949 I left the grim fogs
of Liondon and came to South Africa, I am sorry. I mlssed
out & bit: In 1947 I took my membership of the Royal College
of Phygicians of Edinburgh. In 1949 I took my membership
of the Royel College of Physicians of London. in 1949,
that seme year, I came tco South Africa. Sinece then I hagd
been a specielist neurologist and psychiatrist on the
register of the South African Medical Association, 1 have
been working at the Groote Schuur Hospitel, and in private
practice and for the last three years I have been head of
the Neurology Department at Groote Schuur Hospital and a

lecturer at the University of Cape Town in neurcology.

3. 1a Demitrio Tsafendas the first schizophrenie you
have ever seen? —-- No.
4. During your practice have you seen and examined and

treated many? -- Unfortunately, yes.

D You were asked by Mr. Bloocmberg, sttorney for the
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defence in this case, to examine the accused who is now
before Court? -— I was.

1. With & view to determining his mental state? —-— Yes,
2. Shortly, how many examinations did you make? -- I had
three examinetions. On the 29th of September this year,
and on the 4th and 1lth of October of this year, AlYl in
Caledon Sguare. Each one lagting approximately an hour and
& half or so,

3 Your first interview was conducted in the presence of
Mr. Bloomberg? —-= It was.

4. There were no other wmedical praetitioners present? —No.
5e It was your purpose to establish independently of the

opinions of other medical practitioners what you felt the

accueged's mental condition was? ——= It was,
G Correct? —-- Yes,
T Were you, on the basis of that interview alone, able

to ferm a firm opinion as to the accused's mental stete -
present mental stete? -~ I was, I formed & firn opinion,
gnd I put it in writing, and I gave it to Mr. David Bloomberg,
saying that I congidered this man was suffering from schizo-
phrenia of the paranoid type, and that he was probably certi-
fiable. I was not abaolutely certain aﬁogﬁis, and I wanted
to heve other interviews in order to be guite certain about
that,

8. Tell the Court, shortly, and just give the salient
feetures of your first interview? -- I thought I had to -
time wag a llttle bit precious; I had to take shoricutbs,

I accepted what was given to me about this marklife history,
various dates and %o which countries he had been, I told
hin that I was & paychiatrist end I wished to see what his
mental state waa, I then divided my psychiatric interview

up in the usual way. I esked him questions about his child-

hood; asked him gurestions about his adult 1ife, hise interests,
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his views on life, his mims, his religion, his politicel
views, and then, finally, coming down %to the murder, the
motives for the murder and his feelings about the murder.

1. Approaching the matter and analysing the positiocn -
you have znalyged it. Will you deal with those headsa?
First of all his thinking or disturbance of thinking? ——

He ghowed eonsiderable disturbance of thinking. His think-
ing was woolly and disjeinted. He gave birth to delusions
concerning & tapeworm. I can go into more detail about this,
but the Court has hed a great deal about this, but I await
your inetructions, my leord, as to whether I should enlarge
on this. But it was very much the same matter about the
tapeworm which he has +told other psychiatrists, and which
has been related here.

2. Did you have to prompt him on it? -- No, I Mnew nothing
about this tapeworm before I saw hin, And within, I should
think three minutes of asking him about his childhood this
gtory of the tapeworm sterted to come out.

3. BY THE COURT: Was this a new one to you? Have you

ever heard thia one before? -- I have never heard this one
before.
4, A men being almost under the machinations and comtrol

of 2 tapeworm? -- No, At first I didn't even lmow whether
it wes relevant.

Do Have you ever seen it anywhere? -- 1 have known schizo-
phrenics who believed that they hed spirits and demons with-
in them, yes, but not a tapeworm.

6. That is a ccmpletely new one? —- Yes,

7. MR. COCPER (Contd.): In your initial interview did
you try and lead him away from the tapeworm? Did you get
him o talk about something eslse? —- Well, at firat I tried
Yo lead him away from it, but then I wasn't aware Tthat it

was of much importance. But it didntt take very long to
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realige that this was the central theme of his thought.

Very eariy on he told me that this tapeworm had changed his
whole life, Agein at first I approached it &s a2 purely
medical matter, and asked him what tests hed heen done, what
gort of tapeworm it wes, and how he thought it was there,

end we got the same kind of'replies that had been given to
other people, that this was a speciel tapewornm, He called
it in that particular interview a demon, a snake and a devil.
He described it in grossly exaggerated terms as a very large
tapeworm, probably 20 or 30 feet long, probably relajed ¥o. .
an Fast African species. Such was the commend of his lan-
guage that he used the term'"serrated!, "with serrated edges".
1. Where did he feel that he could obtain treatment for
this bizarre tapeworm? —- He told me at that interview that
he thought the only place where he could be treated satis-
factorily was in South America.

2. Has he since expressed any other opinion as to how he
conld be treated for the tapeworm? -- Yes, He thought that
he might go to Glasgow and be treated with this maochine which
was described earlier on this morning. But he gtill thinks
perheps in South America he would get the best treatment.

3« Did he elso consider whether he may not go to m surgeon
to have it cut out? —— Yes. He has t0ld me that it is
incurable, except¥ by surgery, and that this maohine that he
mentiocned was probably only a diagnostic method of disvover-
ing the whereabouts of this worm.

4o Again, this is repetition, but it is important; this

is a serious enquiry, it is & serious charge. What is the
importance of this delusion, if I may call it that? —= It
seems to me that it has disorganised his wheole perscenality,
his whole relationship with the real world.

5e What hag it done to his personalify? -~ I don't know
what the delusion has done to it, because this is, I think,
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part of a schizophrenic process, But it has altered his
actions in certein ways in that he is forever thinking of
food for this tapewornm, and forever being careful, he +t0ld
ne this, not to pass too close to shops with delicacies in
the windows in case the tapeworn smelt this and would crewl
up undernesth his chest end stert causing hino psin. He
further me that the peins caused by this tapewornm are so
terrible that, if it had not been for his religion, he would
be dead.

1. Have you put t¢ hin what he would like, what one wish
he had in 1ife? -- At the end of that first interview I put
it to hin that if he were to be granted one single wish in
life what would it be, and I expected hin to say that he
would like to be out of the Police cells, = free man, but to
ny surprise he said he wanted to get rid of the tapeworn.

I then thought I would give him an alternative, and I said
glowly and carefully to hin that if he had an aslternative
between two wishes, either to get rid of the tapeworm or to
avoid thig terrible tragedy, to avoid all the fuss and horri-
bleness of being a prisoner awaiting triel, with his life

in danger, and avoid the murder, avoid all the conseguences
of the ourder, if he had a choice between that and getting
rid of the tapeworm, which would he choose, and, without any
hesitation, he said there would be no point in being free
unlegs he got rid of the tapeworr.

2. How did you find his emotional balance? —— I thought
his emotiocnel balance was extrenely poor. He sbhowed great
foreity of enmotion. T put to hin that he was accused of
purdering a nan — not only that he wes a polifticiean, butb
that he was & nan whe was a father and a husband - and what
did he think of this, and he said yes he had thought about
it., And this wae the one time when he used a word which he

nispronounced he said it has cansed me "mysery", and I believe
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he neant "misery". And I said "Tell ne further, what do you
think abeut thig? What do you think about the Prine
Ministerts wife?". And he said "Yes, I thought about her”.
Then there was a long pauss, I azsked hin agsin what has he
thought about her, and he seid "I would not like to meet her
face to face". I said "Have you thought anything else about
her?" and he said "Yes, I wouldn't like to live in Cape Town'.
T said why would he not like to live in Cape Town, "I an
asking you what have you thought about the consegquences of
thig onurder?”", and he said yes, he would not like to live in
Cape Town because he didn't think he could face up Ho people,
and he would prefer fto go to South Anerica and to start cul-
tivating the ground there, he would like to be in the jungle.
And then there was a whole ramble about having a pool, he
would like there %o be fish in the pool, and he could work
there, and work hard.

1. In this context you remenber that a Mr, Smorendberg
said that Tsafendas worked under him at the Power station.
You heard Mr, Smorenberg say that? - I did,

2. Mr. Snorenberg said they were one day below the sur-~
face, 40 feet down I think, or aomething like that, in an
eerie chamber which he likened untoc a dungeon, and then this
1ittle conversation tock place. Tsafendas suggested there
that it would be a good thing if all the Coloured people
were brought inte the chamber, the chamber closed, and a door
opened and the seawater then drown then. Thaet remark. On
the other hand we have it that Teafendas was wvery fond of
the O'Ryens and the Daniels, and that fronm time to time he
thought about beconing a nember of the Coloured commumitby.
What ig your compment on this? —- I think this shows an
anbivalence, a variation, & plus and ninus pign so to speak
about his attitude towards the Coloured. And this kind of

anbivaelense 1s very typical of the attitudes of schizophrenics.
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They are inconsistent in fheir attitudes and ocutlooks,

1. You have it +there that on thet occasion he thought Dr.
Verwoerd was a good man - I think he put it that he was the
right pan? -~ I heard the witness say that, yes.

2. Now you have it subsequently that he goes and atabs
Dr. Verwoerd, the person whon he two months previocusaly called
the right nan. What is your comment on that? -- I think
that probably is sn exsnple of this very kind of ambivalence
again, when/ggﬁizophrenio swings from one extreme to the
other.

3. Similarly you have here the incident when at seven
o'clock in the morning, at the Daniels', he knocks them up,
he hae a bag of meat which could feed aboui two people,
tonatoes and esggs etc., and he wanbts a pan and he wants &
little stove to make a mesl, but ke eats this meal in a gar-
gantuen way, if I can say it.

4, BY THE COURT: Don't leook like that about & rare done

T-bone steak, MNr. Cooper. You are pulling a face sbout
something which I wouldn't mind having tonight.

5. MR, COOPER (Contd.): He esats it with the blood, and
then he says he is feeding the worn. What is your comment
on that? =- Well, I think this illustretes how this delusion
about the worn disorgenised his iife and his realistic
apprqach to life.

6, Did you find any disturbance of voliticn? —— Yes.

I think thia great stubborn persistence after years of inves-
tigationg in the belief that he still had the tapeworm -

no one eounld shake hinm about this - thie is a very good
exanple of this situbborrness, the negativiatic attitude of
the schizophrenic. His whole drifting life in which, a8
far as I can make oult, he never achieved anything worthwhile,
any concrete act, conerete position thet is worthwhile -~ he

never seemed to achieve any Iriendship of lasting depth,
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end he hed no particular desires to achieve anything. He had
no aim in life except to get rid of this tapeworn. This oo
is typical of the lack of volition, the lack of pattern, the
lack of drive of the schizophrenie.

1. Is this borne out by the history that we have of him

in Cape Town between the 28th of August and the time of his
arrest? Going from ons job to another, being unemployed, and
visiting hospitals? -~ That is consistent with his state, but
I would not have disgnosed schizophrenia just on that alone.
It is perfectly consistent with a schizophrenic state.

2. We also had the evidence of the psychologiet, Mr. van
Zyl, this morning. What ig the significance of his findings
and his observationsg? =- I believe this finding of scatter,
as it is called, is very oignificant and indicates strongly,
tends to indicate & schizophreniforn process, And further-
nore his inability to deal adequedely with abstract situa-
tions. He finds it essier to desl with conecrete situations.
It is quite typieml of & schizophrenia,

3. So you find that inportant evidence? -- Yesy I do.
Confirmatory but not diagnostic.

4. BY THE CQURT: More or less a cross check? —- Yes.

I don't think enyone would disgnoge schizophrenia on thet
elone.

S Isn't the work of fthe clinical psychologist helpful in
trying to remove the possibility of all thig being simuleted?
—~= Yes, I think so. Very nuch sa. And, taking thet point,
8ll of us of course wondered whether this man pight be siou-
lating, and I went there prepared to deal with & men that
might be simulating, becauge 1 knew very little about hin,
except what I had read in the papers. But you know, when
one put things to hir which, if he was simulating, he could
have clutch:d at, he didn't tak:s thom, Whan one asked

whether he heard veices, which is a2 common thing Tfor nad
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people tov hear, he denied this. But I am not sure whether
he doesn't actually hear some kind of volsa. But we Imow
schizophrenic people often deny that they have hallucinations.
When I asked him whether he had any sense of unreality, no.
Was he influenced by people? Did he feel himsell under
rressures from outside agenecies of any kind? No, A1l fhese
questions were not put at once, One had to glip them in un-
obtrusively. When I asked whether he thought he was nmentally
unbelanced he denied this firmly - notv in any way. If one
said ‘te him "Why have you been in so many mental hoepltals?",
then we got all kinds of reasons, inecluding the reason thet
at least on one occasion he wes put intc a mental hospital in
Lighkon becsuse the doetors were so proorly peid fthat the only
way they could supplement their earnings was to take patients
fron the tropical hospital, where he was being investigated
for & tapeworm, keep their clothes and helongings, and put
then in a mental hospital, This he told me was welllkmown,
and it was told %o him by the cook, nurses and by oany people
outside. When I said this was a ridiculous statement because,
if it was true, it would become public, he said no, the cor-
ruption was g0 great that no one could ever neke this public.
1. MR. COOPER (Contd. }: His face - what were his facial
mannerisms? —-— Most of the time throughout these inferviews
he looked in a bland, rather disinterested, way., From time
o Fime he would make a grimace, which I think Dr, Cooper
referred to, which ie half a smile, half a snarl, He pulled
down tke corners of his moutn and showed kis teeth. This
gseened to be irrelevant to the subject that wes under dis-
cussion at the time, From tine to time he rocked backwards
and forwards, and, pariicularly at the last interview, he
seemed to scretek hipself continuously. When I asked whetbther
there wag any reason for this he paid no attention and just

went on seratching.
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1. Of what significance is thise? -- I think these are
nannerisms such as are common in schizophrenice patients.
I saw no other reason., Stersotyped repetition of these
movenents, which were not very nciiceable; particularly the
rocking wasn't particularly noticeable, but, particulariy at
the last interview, it weni on the whole time.
2. in Z.E.G. was taken? —- Yes. Thet was perfectly
normal, That was done in oy depertment at Groote Schuur.
BY THE CQURT:
3. / Wnat is that? — An electro encephalogram. That was
perfectly normal.
4., MR. COOPER (Contd.): Is that finding inconsistent with
your diagnosis of the accused's econdition? -- It is perfectly
consistent with schizophrenic process. It is noct likely to
be -~ one is net lilktely to have B normal E.E.G. In fact I
think it is prectically impossible to have & normal E,E.G.
in & mental picture due to some years of organic process in
the brain. In other words if this picture wag due to brain
danasge back in 1559 we would have an abnorial E.E.G,

5. BY THE COURT: Or if it was due to epilepsy? —- Or if it

was due to epilepsy.

5. Tou would see it there? —- We would almost certeainly see
it. I speeifically got the technician %o get him to over-
breathe, Tlesh lights at him which are ways of siowleting
the abnormal waves, and bdbringing then out if epilepsy is
present,

T If I understand anything of what I have heard, and
understand anything about the subject of schizophrenia, you
would find neothing? —=- That is the usual finding, yes, in oy
experience, There are other people who say that they are
rather sbnormal waved, but this depends on the degree of
denentia, If the schizophrenic patient is very denented,
then you mey get abnormel, rether irregular waves - not

gpileptiforn waves, But when the personelity, when the
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intellect ia not toeo far deterioreted, the picture is nearly
always & nerpal one, unless there is sone other factor present.
1. Isn't the disrhythmia of bhe waves caused by the elec-—
tric inmpulse passing through the tissues? Hustn't you by
that time have a physioclogical chenge taking place? —~- There
nust be a physioclogical change, yes. And this is one of the
argunents which meny peychiatrists put forward to the fact
that they believe that schizophrenia is prinerily ......
2, It may have ar organic background? -- Yes.
3. MR, COOPER (Contd.): Did you find thought blocking? —
Yes, In oy first interview, noct very much thought bloeking.
He paused, I was not very happy about pubtting this down as
thought blocking. But in the second, and pariticuilarly in
the third interview, he showed very narked thought blocking.
On one oceasion there was absolute silence for a tined period
of just on two ninutes. There were very nany occasions when
he stopped spesking for ten seconds, and would then go off
gt & cooplete tangent,
4. In short then, what is the accused's present nmental
state? — I believe that he is suffering from schizophrenia.
I would put
I think/it into the paranocid type. Dr. Sakinofsky put it
in the paraphrenic type. 1 would not guarrel with this. A
paraphrenic type is & subdivisgion of the perancid type, I
don't think one needs to be too exact as To which category
one puts it in. That he is suffering from schizophrenie
I have absolutely no doubt et all, That he is ceritifieble
within the neaning of the Aet I have alsc no doubt at all,
Ds Is it & long standing dissase? -- I believe in his case
it has gone on from at least 1946 or 1947, yes.
e What is the prognosis? -- I agree with the others in
thinking the prognosis is hopeless. But it would be worth-
while giving him trestment, but I would not give 1t with any

ganguinity.
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e Where ghould this Court, in your opinion, send the
accused? — My opinion isn't worth very much, but, if I were
asked, I would say he nust be sent somewhere where he can be
very closely watched and guarded, because he +told us that on
at least two occcasions he has escaped from mental hospitals,
once in Germany asnd once in Lisbon,

2, Should he be sent to an asyium? —- I don't think any
ordinary asylunm would hold this nan for any length of tine.
3. Finally, do you see any purpose whatscever in haying
any further nedieal exaninstion of this men? —— Not unless the
Court were to ask me - I nyself would not see any further
purpose at ell,

4. Just finally, you heve ssen the information from over-

sees conecerning this nents past medical history and mental

history? —— Yes.
5 ¥hat is your comment on that? How inportent is that
information? —- If that information is correct, I think it is

absolutely consistent and confirmatory of the fact that this
man hag had chronlc perencid schizophrenia for many years.

6. CROSS-EXAMINED BY MR. BRUNETTE: Can you perhaps renem-

ber when it was thet you sow the accused for the first tine? ~-
Yes, on the 29th Septenber. L% about 6. 30.

Te You pey he was not certifisble on that day? -~ I say

I wesn't very heppy about considering hir certifiable,

8. BY THE COURT: The doctor never said anything of the

kind. He sgid on the gtrengih of the first interview he had
with hin he would have been doubtful whether he would at

that stage certify hin, which is quite different fron your
telling him that he seys thet at thet stage he wes nol certi-

fiab13¢
9. MR, BRUNETTE (Contd.)}: You would not have bheen prepsared

to certify hin on that day? -~ If I hed been pressed to cer-
$ify him on that day I would have asked for a longer interview.
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But I had ebout an hour and a half with hin, and T ¥new therec
was no need to certify him on that day, and I lmew I was going
to heve Turther opportunity of seeing him, so I thought to
ayself that I would just bide ry tirce, but I did say in ny
report that I thought that he was probably certifisble.

1, You alse mentioned that schigzophrenics do nmove from one
extrene to the other, S50 do you concede thet you get renis-—
gionary periods? -- No, that is not what I meant, noving
fron one extreme - one extreme of emotiecnal attitude ~ one
extrene of an attitude towards a person, & negative attitude,
perhaps disliking then, distrusting then, tc & Dore positive
attitude of liking then and trusting then. This has ncothing
to do with remissions. It is 2il part of +the schizophrenic
process.

2e Do you concede that there ere periodiec types? —— I con-
cede that there are periodic types, but I would also agree
with the last witness that - in ny opinion these are wvirtually
always bthe cabebtonic type. And I dontt believe this patient
is 2 catatonlc type of schisophrenie, He had no evidence of
catatonia when we saw hin.

Js Did you gebt any information in probing the history of
the accused that he had simulated suicide before? —- No, I
kmew nothing about any sinulation of suicide,

4 BY THE COURT: Sipwlated suicide - what on sarth does

that mean? He pretended to commit suicide?

S BY MR, BRUNETTE: He pretended. Feigned suicide,

B BY THE COURT: What dees that nean, that he committed

suicide but was not successful?

Te BY MR, BRUNETTE: Uneuccessful, yes.

8. BY THE COURT: Sinulated suicide would mean that he pre-

tended to commit suicide but didn't try it.

9. BY MR. BRUNETTS: ©Perhaps I can put it in = better way:
any of
Sinulated abnormality? —- I know nothing, in/{he reports that
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say that he simulatedhabnormality.

T wnwh. COOPER:  The only matter vhat remains ab present
.8 the sy =u3 3hat I raised o7 the compencenent when I out-
lined my czase, if I might cell it that, and thet is the

teking of evidence on coonission. I have prepared an appli-

c=sion which I now want to formally place bwefore yooo Lord-

S _". This is not the stage to do %, nor will
doarive you o7 e right to do it, Shoula i+, after
=i dence iz led by the State, be necessary, I wili allow you

u make the applicatior. w=wd T 11 consider it on its nerits.
But obvious.iy i goowtling or not granting leave to take
evidence oversees. “k: first consideration is whether :=

s dence can assist the Court, If it is not necesgz=ry it
rrrtooaly cennot assist the Court, I +think you ghould wait,
o © owill allow you to make the application again, 7
necessary.

e Pi iR, COCPER-  sulinot to that, I wave mo Iuiii:r
evidenn:s o Lo

a TEGD 6. VAN DEN BERG: My geleerde vriend het vix

ny ges® dat hy ten ninste nog tot nbremiddag besig scl wees,
=i 2k het gevolglik geen getuies nie. Ex sal bly wees as
oo ‘n o verdeging tot nbreoggend kan gee want ek is verras
deur hierdie spoedige sluiting vean die saak vir die Verde-

diging.

(HOF VERDAAG TOT 10 VM, MOREQGGEND)
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0P DIE Z0ste CKTOBER, 1966, HERVAT DIE HOF. VERSKYNINGS 3003

VOORHEEN.

AT THE COURT'S REGUEST MRt. COCPER UNDERTAKES TO SUPFLY THE

COURT WITH A CHRONOLQCICAL LIST OF THE ACCUSED'S MENTAL HISTOLY

OVERSEAS,

DTIE S TAAR RQOEF:

JACOBUS ANDREAS JOHANNES ERASMUS: {Verklaar onder eed):

ONDERVRAGING DEUR MNR. BRUNETTE:

1, Wat is w kwalifikasies? -~ M.A. in Sielkunde,

2. Waar het u gekwalifiseer? —- Universiteit van Pretoria.
3. Watter soort werk doen u die afzgelope paar jaar? —- Ek
werk by Weskoppies Hospitasl,

4, 'Wat ig die aard van u werk? —-- Kliniese sielkundige werk,
hoofasaaklik observasie van persone.

5. Op die 28ste en 29ste September 1966 het u onderhoude met
die beskuldigde gehad? -- Ja.

6. En het u sekere toetse uitgevoer? -- Ja.

7 Fan u net vir die Hof verduidelik wat was die aard van
daardie toetse gewees? —- Die toetse wat sk gedoen het was die
Wechsler-Bellevue Intelligensietoets, die Wechsler Geheueskaal,
die M.M.P.I., die Rorschach en die T.A.T. toets.

8. Iz hierdie toetse dieselfde toetse as wat Dr, Van Zyl
alreeds aan die Hof beskryf het? -- Ja, dit is dieselfde
toetse behalwe twee wat ek addisioneel ook gedoen het.

9. Kan u net vir die Hof s wet was u bevindings gewees as
gevolg van die toetse wat w uitgevoer het? —-- Eerstens het ek
die Wechsler-Bellevue,.....

10. DEUR DIE HOF: Ek het ongelukkig die grootste moeilikheil

cm die getuie hier te hoor,

12. MNR. BRUNz1LVE: (Verv, }: Kan u net asseblief 'n bietjie

harder preat, en kyk op na sy Edele, -- Ek het eserstens die
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Wechsler-Bellevue Intelligenmietoet®s gedoen. My bevindings

by hierdie toets. (Getuie lees dokument). "Sy intellektuele
bekwaamheid klassifiseer binne die boonste perke vandie ge-
middelde indeling met 'n I.K. van 109, Hy beskik egter ocor m
heelwet ho8r potensitgle inteliektuele vermog maar die volle
benutting dearvan word asn bande gelé deur stremmende {sktore
socs blyk uwit die spreidingspetroon van die subtoeise by die
Wechsler-Bellevue~toets en die groot verskil tussen die Verbale

I.F, van 117 en die Praktiese I.K, van 100." (Hierdie verskil

1. DEUR DIE HOF: Het u 'n afskrif van hierdie verslag wat

die getuie blykbaar lees?
2. MWR. BRUNETTE: Ongelukkig het ek nie 'm afskrif nie.

3. DEUR DIE GETUIE: (Lees dokument): "Om vas te stel wat

sulke faktore mag wees is dit nodig om asandag aan die ver-
skillende subtoetse te gee. Hier vertoon die konsentrasie-
vermog sowel as die visueel-motoriese kodrdinasie wveral 'n
veriaging. Die verlaagde konsentrasie en aasndag kan toege-
skryf word aan die feit dat die proefperscon dit moeilik vind
om sy gedagtes by een onderwerp te bepaal vanwe® 'n spannings-
toestand, angs, terneergedrukttheid of aftakeling. Dit kan
ook verklaar waarom hy vrage wat aan hom gestel word dikwels
self herhaal voordat hy dit beantwoord en geneig is om om-
slagtig te wees. Hy sal dit dus moeilik vind om sy gedagtes
by een onderwerp bte bepaal venwesg ander moontlike probleme.
Dit sou ook as die onvermo# van die akute psigotiese pasi&nt
beskou kan word t.0.v. konsenitrasie-vermce€, 'n VroeEre
peigotiese episode kan ook tot aftekeling en gevolglik swak
konsentrasie~vermog lei, Hoewel dit nie hier ge-elimineer
kan word nie blyk dit onwzarskynlik +te wees in die 1lig van
die goeie prestasie by sommige van die ander sub-toetse en

die afwesigheid van *'n spreiding binne die sub-toetse. Die
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verlaagde visueel-motoriese keodrdinasie ia te wyte gan 'n al-
gemene traegheid by die proefpersoon om motoriese take wit te
voer. Hy kon nie die praktiese tzke binne die gegewe tydperk
uitvoer elke keer nie, Hierdie verskynsel word ook dilwels
asngetref by pasiénte in 'n engs-toestand of by depressie of
bty aftakeling. Daar is ‘n formule vir aftakeling wat toege-
pas word by hierdie toets en die aftakelingsindeks wat hier
verkry is, is 214%. Vir sy ouderdom verwag 'n mens in elk
geval 11%, wat dan daarvoor gekorrigeer moet word en dan kry
'n mens 'n afsakeling van 10% wat intellekituele vermo? aanbe-
tref, wat hom op die zrens plaas - dat 'n mens dan nie heel-
temal seker is of daar aftakeling is of nie. Was dit hoér

as 10% kon 'n mens dit met selkerheid aanneem, Hoewel daar
das meoontlike zandnidings van aeftakeling gevind is, blyk dit
nie verseker te wees nie en ken grotendeels verklaar word op
grond van die cuderdom van die proefperscon of die aanweasig-
heid van psigiese spanning.® Dan het gk ook die Wechsler-
geheuvetoets gedoen. Hierop presteer hy met 'n M.Q. van 106
vlak, as 'n mens M.Q. van 100 as 'n gemiddelde sou neem, wat
hom hokant die gemiddelde.....

1. MNR. BRUNETTE: {(Verv.): Kan u net die Wechsler-toets

verdulidelik; wat is die doel daarvan? —- Van die Wechsler
geheuetoets?
2. Je? —— Dit is om die geheue van die persoon te meet,

Pie M.Q. kom in ander woorde ooreen met die I.XK. mesar dit ie
net 'n geheue-kosiént, om vas te stel of daar enige defek is
ten opsigte van die gehewe. Wat hierdie toets asanbetref
mest hy dus heelwat goed en kan 'n mens nie enige defekte
vind ten opsigte van die geheue nie. Dan het ek ook die
Rorschach gedoen, (Getule lees verder). "By die afname
van die Rorschach is geen bizarre response distorises of

peraeverasie of ander sterk neigings tot disintegrasie gevind
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nie. Die response van redelik toepasbeer op die prikkels maar
'n minimale hcew~elheid e response is verkry wat dul op 'n
blokkasie of 'n onvermoE om vryelik te reageer. DIie response
was ook sfereotiep van aard. Volgens hierdie toets i die
ego-ontwikkeling swak met 'n onvoldoende beheer oor 'm neiging
om impulsief op te tree.?

1, Ken u net verduidelik wat u bedoel m= . Tagi-onirikkeling"?
— Dit 1 die vermo# wvun die pasiént om by v=litei: aan te pas
en om ras:t.e2el Te dink en so op te e,

2.  DEUR IIZZ TOF: Ek stel meer belaug in &2° volgende 8in.
Wat het w daar geséd? "Sy ego is owak ontwikke " 2 dan het
daar iets daarop gevolg. —— "Met 'n onveldoends beheer oor 'n
neiging om impulsief op te tree. Die proefpersoen kan dus
ook nie volwasse doelstellings nestreef nie er maak baie ge-
bruik van fantasie. Hy vertoon sterk neigings tot onttrekking
van sy omgewing. As gevolg hiervan evalueer hy sy buite-
wéreld hoofmsaaklik in terme van sy eie behoeftes -n staan nin
objektief dearteenoor nie. Dit hang verder saam me: :» groot
onbevredigde behoefte aan =zanvaarding. Volgens diz “oirachach-
toets blyk die persconlikheidsontwikkeling dus op 'n infantiele
vlak te wees met 'n neiging tot verenging, 'n stereotiepe al-
gemene instelling en 'n gebrek zan lewensdeelname; ontirekking

in die algemeen, Vanwe€ die klein hoeveelheid respontc wat

¢p hierdie tents verkr;y is as gevelg van die bio-.aelis ot
daar by 4’z proefperscon beataan het dis {’t egter wi=7.lr om
'n baie geldige ontleding op hierdie +oets te magk.” I+~ 18

tien kaarte en ek dink hy het net 7 oi _ response gegee.
(Getule lees verder.) ‘"Bogenocemde stellings. wat by die
Rorschach gebind is word cok gestaaf by die T.:i. 7 .—ioets,
By hierdie toets was die response logies ven aard met goeie

insig in die motivering van die figure. Die verband tussen

die self en die buitewdreld word wel ingesien en dear is nie
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distorsies by hierdie toets gevind nie., Hoewel die proef-
persocon sterk beirokke is by sy buitewfreld blyk hy besig ie
wees on &it in sy eie Aroom- en fantasiewdreld te verwerk
sonder ol op 'n realistiese wyse daarby betrokke te wees.

Hy stel homself geweldige hoE idesle ten doel maar neem geen
daadwerklilke stappe or dit te bhereix nie en by glo in sy
fantasie—wéreldfgat 8y ho£€ ideale op 'n bonatuurlike of 'n

magiese wyse sal verwesenlik,"

1. DEUR DIE HOF: Is dit nie feitlik 'n teksboek-definisie

van 'n gkisofrezn wat u daar gee nie? —— Dit pas daarby
in.,

2. Uit die bietjie wat ek van die cnderwerp weet skyn dit
'n skigofreen te definieer, ~- Dit pag in, Die sterk
fantasielewe waarin hy opgeneem word, onvermnd ol by
realiteit san te pas, en so meer, {Getuie lees verder):
"Interpersoonlike verhoudings by die T.A,.T.-toets word erken
en ingesien terwyl interzlksie plaasvind, Dear beataan egter
'n depressiewe ondertoon terwyl die intersksie nie totaal
bevredigend vir die proefpersoon veoorkom nie." Dan het ek
ock die M.M.P.,I.-toets gedoen.

3. Wat is desardie toets? -- Dit is die Minnesota Muliifacic
Personality Inventory. it is 'n persoonliksheids-question-
naire waarop daar verskillende items voorkom, onder ander,
hipokondria, psigopatie, parenocia, skisefrenie, Vrae word
aan die persoon gestel en hy word gegradeer op elkeen van
hierdie skale. Hierdie toets het ook, wat hulle noem, 'n
ongeldigheidskaal. As 'n proefpersocon vrae nie konstant be-
entwoord nie dan word hierdie toets B3 ongeldig bevind er kan
'n mens nie 8y resultate gebruik nie. Ongelukkig wae dit
hier die geval maar ek sal net lees wat ek daarocor geskryf
het. {Getule lzes verder): “Ook die M,M.P.I.~toets is op

die proefperscoon gedoen maar vanwed 'n onverskillige of on-
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kongtante beantwoording van vrase kan die toets nie as geldig
beskou word nie. Maar skale wat hier hoog was, was dus die
ongeldigheidskaal, die skale vir skisofrenie, depressie, hipo-
kondria en psigopatie. Ten opsigte van parancia en manisse
tendense is lae tellings verkry." Maar ek wil net herhaal,
die toetstelling ¥kan nie aanvaar word omdat hy nie konstant
beantwoord het nie.
1. Wat is nou u gevolgtrekking van al u toetse wat u gedoen
het? -= Wat hierdie toeise allenig asnbetref is hier duidelike
tekens van skiscofrenie hier en daar te vind in die vorm ven
die blokkasie wat voorgekom het, die swak konsentrasievermog,
wat mens ock dikwels by hulle kry, en die sferk fantzaielewe.
Daar is ook, wai die toetse amlleen betref, tekens wat nie
heeltemrl daarby inpas nie; sekere van die subtocetse by die
Wechsler-Bellevue., Veral die subtoetse prentrangskikking en
80 meer, waar hy goed gevaar het, en ook ay begrip en so
meer. wat redelik goed is. Maar dan by die skisofreen verwag
mens dat sy intellektuele vermo?® nie veel aangetas sal word
nie, dat sy intelligensie nog steeds op 'n hod vlak sal bly.
Naar ek dink 'n mens moet dit ook inpas by die geskiedenis
van die beskuldigde, en in dasrdie geval sal 'n mens moet aan-
vear dat daar wel skisofrenie teenwoordig is.

2, ERUIS-~-ONDERVRAGING DEUR MNR., COOPER: U betwis nie die

opinies dus wat dr. Zabow, dr., Cocper en dr. Sakinofsky uit
gespreek het, onder andere, dat dié man voor die Hof 'n skiso-
frenie is nie? —- Nee, ek betwis dit nie,

3. Dat hy ongeneesbaar is nie? -- Nse.

4. Dat hy ma 'n gestig behoort gestuur te word? —- In die
lig van die geskiedenis.....

5. In die lig van al die getuienis wat nou vecor hierdie Hof
gelé is? -- Ja, dan betwis ek dit nie.

6. Die Hof kan dus net tot een gevolgtrekking kom. Is dit
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nie 80 nie? -- Ja.

1. Dat hy geestelik versteurd is. ZXorrek? —— Ja.

2. Dat by gesertifiseer behoort te word. Korrek? -- (Geen
antwoord.)

3. U het nou net so gesé: Ja. Korrek? —-- Is dit nodig dat
ek 'n opinie oor diccsssaasns

4. Ja, dit is baie nodig. Ek wil h& daar moet algehele

gemene saak wees tussen ons. -- Ja,

GEEN VERDERE VRAE DEUR MNE. COQFPER.

GEEN HERVERHOOR.
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ADOLF JOHANNES VAN XK, beé&dig, verklaar:

1. DEUR MNE. VAN DEN BERG: Wat is u kwalifikasiesg? —-

¥.B,, Ch,B., D.P.N.

2. Wzt is u ondervinding? -- Ek het in 1938 gekwalifisesr,
M.B., Ch,B.,, en toe was ek in algemene prakiyk tot 1949, toe
ek in psigietrie begin werk het, en ek het toe n diploma ver-
kry en is toe optdie register as n spesialis-~-pajgiater ge~
plaas, en van daa}die tydperk af is ek nog onafgebroke in
die veld van geestesversteuring, psigieirie.

3. Het u al in verskeie sake in howe getuienis afgel&? —-
Ek het in verskeie sake in die howe getuienis afgelé, en

ek doen ook baie observasie gevalle vir die Staat en is

ook konsulterende psigiater by die tronk en moet cok party-
maal verslag gee op doodveroordeeldes vir die Staatspresident-
in-rade.

4, Wagr gee u lesings? -- Ek is Professor in Psigiatrie

in die Universiteit van Pretoria, hoof wvan die Departement
van Pgsigiatrie, Senior Psigilater van die Algemene Hospitaal,
en ook Adjunk-kommissaris van Geestesgesondheid van die
Republiek van Suid-Afrika.

9 Het u die beskuldigde onder observasie gehad? -- Ja,

ek het die beskuldigde op vyf geleenthede gesien: op 23
September, op 24 September, op 4 Oktober, op 13 Oktober en
op 14 Cktober,

6, U was in die Hof die hele tyd wat die psigiasters vir
die verdediging getuienis afgelé€ het, nie waar nie? -- Ja,
ek was die hele tyd teenwcordig, en ek het ook sekere ver-
slae van sy giektes in die buiteland wverkry, wat cok tot

my beskikking was, wat ek gestudeer het. Tie laaste een
het ek Baterdag 15 Qiktober van die Qchengzgoll hospitaal in
Hamburg tot my beskikking gehad,

Te Bk sal bly wees as u sy Edelagbare en die geleerde
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assegsore u konklusies sal gee? —— As n mens m geval onder
cbservasie neem, vernzamlik as daar m geregtelike sazk in

die hande is, is die eerste ding wat n mens aan dink aan
simutasie., Dit moet m mens beslis uitgkei, en dan, al vind
j¥ n geeatesversteuring, is die tweede plek wat jy moet
bepaal -8l is daar m geestesversteuring, impliseer dit nie
vir my onverantwoordelikheid nie - het hy so n mate van
geegtesvergteuring dat hy onverantwoordelik is vir die daad
wat gepleeg is. En dit was die twee dinge wat in my gedagte
was die hele tyd wat ek dié man onder observasie gehad het.
Onder die eerste twee observasies, van die 23ste en die 24sie,
was ek n bietjle onseker, omdat die man baie ontwykend was
en m mens nie eintlik by hom kon kom nie, in heoe m mate dit
nou simulasie was of nie, en ek het daardie tyd gevoel dat
ek hom op daardie tydstip beslis nie sou kon sertifiseer nie,
met die informasie en met die onderhoude watl ek tot daardie
tydstip met hom gehad het. Ek sou grasg meer van sy agter-
grond wou geweet het; ek sou graag meer wou geweet het, is
daar enige motivering vir die ding, kan hy dit gee. Alhoewel
hy ontwykend was wat dit betref, kan dit ook 0 skisofreniese
simptoom wees. Hulle s& baie maal: "I don't know. It may
be." Dit is wm gedagteversteuring. Omdat hulle dit nie mooi
in hvlle gedagte kan uitdruk nie, aniwoord hulle vir jou dat
dit 1lyk of 4it ontwykend is. In koe m mate het hy probeer
ontwyk om vir my die werklike rede te gee? En ek sou graag
meer wou geweet het van die agtergrond. O0p die 4de Oktobex
het ek m simptoom gekry wat baie beslis spontaan by die
beskuldigde uitgekom het, wat vir my baie beslis leat besluit
het dat die man mn gkisofrenie is, en dit is m versteuring
van die self, of n passiwiteit-verskynsel, in did opsig dat
die persoon iavlcede buite homself blamser vir sy gedegtes,

vir sy emosies en vir sy handelinge,
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1. DEULR DTE HCF: Dit noem u Impasgiwiteit? —— Passi-

witeit-verskim~ea .

2. Pagsiwiteit-verskynsel? -- Ja, of 'n versteuring van sy
seld,
3 Hy beskouw homself as 'n scort van 'n stuk gereedskap? ——

Ja, as 'n robot wat deur iemand anders - ek kan 'n mooi voor-—
beeld noem. Fk neb bv. 'n nie-Blanke meidjie gehad wat blikke
vuuwr cmgeskod het en baklei het en toe 88 sy nee, dit is nie
8y nie, 4dit is haar oorlede broer wat dit gedoen het. Met
ander woorde, sy was heeltemal pasaief gewees en By is deur m
invlced van buite corgeneem. En dié ding het gekom wat my
laat besluit het dat dit nie simulasie was nie. Dit het
uitgekom na ek - Mr. Bleoomberg was by die onderhoud gewees en
ek het hom omtrent die lintwurm gevra en ek het beslis lei~
dende vrae a@zn dié man gestel, en by het kens gehad, as hy my
wou bedrieg, com uit te kom, En op die end het ek hom 'n vraag
gevra en vir nom gesé€: Kan jy my vertel hoekom v so rondge-—
reis het in die wé€reld? En hy het so'n rukkie gesit en dink,
toe € hy vir my: "You know, doctor, in the beginning T
thought I did it myself. It was voluntary, it was by myself,
but you know now I realiae that it was the tape-worm that
made me travel over ths whole world." Toe het ¢k die ding
daardie middag weer gaan opvolg, sonder mnr. Bloomberg — dit
was miskien onwettig maar ek het bekommerd gevoel. FEk heti
weer die middag van 3 tot 4 'n onderhoud met hom gehad, en ek
het toe meer op die ding ingegason en hom meer kana gegee om
te praat, en daardie middag het hy vir my gesé: 'Dokter ek sé
partymaal dinge (dit het spontaan gekom) ek s& partymaal
dinge aan perscne en hulle vererg hulle vir my, en dit is nie
el wat dit se niej dit is die lintwurm wat my maak dit sé,
daardie dinge.! Dit is 'n baie beslisde kardinale simptoom

van skigofrenie, Maar tot daardie tydperi het ek nog nie
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gevoel in heoe 'n mate was die graad van die skisofrenie, tot
hoe 'n mate wae dit dat dit hom sertifiseerbaar gemask het,
ja of nee. Bn is die lintwurm net 'n sekondére waan-denkbeel-
dige interpretasie van die passiwiteit-verskynsel. Kyk, 'n
persoon kan 'n passiwiteit-verskynsel h#, dan begin hy bierdie
passiwiteit-verskynsel verklaar en hy kan dit probeer verklaar
deur te s& hy is gehipnotiseer, 'ander invloede werk op my in'.,
Is dit nou passiwiteit wear hierdie lintwurmverskynsel ia?
Is dit nou net 'n waen-denkbeeldige interpretasie van 'n
rassiwitelt-verskynsel? Maar nadat 'n mens later op 'n latere
tydperk en na die geskiedenis wat 'n mens gekry het hier in
die Hof, moes ek tot die konklusie kom dat dit nie is - dat dit
eintlik 'n primére waan-denkbeeld is, dié lintwurm, en dat dit
nie net 'n waandenkbeeldige interpretasie was van sy pessiwi-
telit-verskynsels nie.
1. Bk dink ek volg u. —- En met dit in ag geneem, het die
gedagteversteuring wat in die begin vir my omslagtig was, het
later met meer onderhoude - en ons weet dat gedagte-versteuring
in skisofrenie is partymaal moeilik om te kry. A4s jy alleen 'n
onderhoud hou met 'n pasiEnt, kan jy geen gedagteversteuring
kry nie, Wanneer hy op sy gemak is en lekker voel, hoef hy
nie vir jou 'n gedagteversteuring te wys nie, Masr as jy hom
kry waar by voor 'n gehoor moet praat of waar daer 'n sekere
mate van emosie is, kom die gedagteversteuwring-verskynsel uit,
Baie maal tiples uit en baie mooi uit, En met die serste
onderhoude het hy vir my net 'n omslagtigheid gewys en hierdie
ding dat hy nie ontwykend was wat dit betref nie - en ek kon
dit nou nie plaas nie - dit i3 nou net 'n gedagteversteuring
of is dit now net ontwyking? Maar met my onderhoude op die
13de en die l4de - en ek sou hom graag weer op die 15de wou
gesien het maar dit was nie vir my moontlik nie (die ver-
dediging het hom self nodig gehad en en kon hom nie asien nie)-

het dit vir my duidelik geword dat dear is besliis 'n mate van
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gedagteversteuring in hom teenwoordig. &En met al die gegewens
wat tot my beskikikring is kan ek nie anders afgegsien van die
moord wat gepleeg is, as konsulterende psigiater, as dié per—
soon met al die gegewens by my gekom het, sou ek hom moes
gertifigeer. =k kon rie anders nie onder die Wet op Geestes-
gebreke van 1916,

1. U 98 afgesien van die moord, masr die moord self vul een
van die vereistes, naswmlik, dat hy 'n gevaar is vir ander? --
Ja.

2, Dus op die occmblik, as u vandag daardie probleem gestel
moes word en ek vandag hisrdie man na u sou stuur en s&: "Moet
hy gesertifiseer word, of nie?" sou dasar vandag by u enige
twyfel wees? —- Nee, daar sal geen twyfel wees nie. Hy kan =z
migdaad pleeg maar dit hoef nie 'n uitvloeigel van ay geestes-
sieckte te wees nis, en sk het geveel - na alles wat "u mens
gehaor het - dat, by het vir my gesé byv. "There was & pressure
building up" en hy het gevoel dit is van die lintwurm, en hy
het gesé: UIt hed to break cut some way", en dan raak hy
weer 'n bietjie onitwykend omtrent die ding, en dit het die
hele tyd opgebou hierdie geesftessiekte ven hom, en hy het
gesé hy het nooit geweet dat dit op so'n manier sou uitbreek
nie, en hy het tot 'n mate sierk die dokiers blameer, Op

gen tydstip by my het hy ge=sf hy het die dokters gaan raad-
Pleeg en hulle het hom nooit in 'n hospitaal gesit nie, of

in 'n inrigting geplaes nie, Hy s& as hulle dit gedoen het
gou dit nooit gebeur het nie

3 CROSS-EXAMINED BY MR. CQOPER: Do you agree, on the fourth

day of this énquiry, with the opinion that Dr. Cooper so
stoutly defended on the first day of this enquiry? -- Dat die
men sertifiseerbaar is onder die Wet op Geestesgebreke?

4. Ja, dat hy 'n skisofrenie is? -- Jsg, dit is nie vandag

wat ek tot dié besluit gekom het nie. Ek het &l voorheen,
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1. En u stem dus ook szem met dr. Zebow, dr. McGregor en
dr. Sekinofskyeeesees?
2. DEUR DIE HOF: Het die getuie nie reeds alles ges8 wat

u wil hé nie. Kean u moontlik iets meer wil h@?
GEEN VERDERE VHAE DEUR MNE. COOPER.

GEEN HERVERHOOR.
3. DEUR DIX HOF: Dit strek u tot eer dat u u tyd geneem het.

Dit is nie dinge weasroor 'n mens gou en sommer dadelik beslis
nie., Dit is verantwoordelike dinge, en dit strek u ftot eer

dat u nie tot 'n ekielike gevolgtrekking gekom het nie, maar
dat u u tyd gensem het en mettertyd tot 'n gevolgtrekking ge-

kom het. Fk waardeer dit.

SAAK VIR DIE STAAT.

4, MNR, VAN DEN BERGH: Aansoek is gedoen namens die verdediging

dat die Hof ingevolge die bepalings van Artikel 28(2) van Wet
36 van 1916 moet bevind dat die beskuldigde geestelik gekrenk
ias en dat bygevolg die Hof meet gelas dat hy, hengende die
beakikking van die Staatspresident, in 'n inrigting sengehoun
word, Die Hof het die getuienisin dié verband aangehoor, die
Hof het gelet op die ocorweldigende asard ven die deskundige ge-
tuienis. Selfs die getuienis aangevoer namens die Staat dui
omonwonde dasrop dat die geestestoestand van die beskuldigde
aodanig is dat hy binne die bestek van Artikel 28 van die Wet
val, Dit is vir die Hof om, in die lig van al hierdie getuie-
nis, sodanige bevinding te doenen sodanige bevel uit te reik
ae wat dit meen die getuienis regverdig. Maar ek wil grmag n
submipsie aan u doen: Indien die Hof so'n besliseaing naek
ingevolge Artikel 28(2), dan vra ek dat u gelas dat die be-

skuldigde nie in 'n inrgting aangehou word nie maar det hy in
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'n gevangenis aengehou word,

1. DEUR DIE HOF: U hoef my nie dsarcor itoe te spreek nie,

Elaarblyklik moet dit 'n gevangenise wees.

Za BEx vermoed, en ek sien in die saak van Pratt is die ge-
vangenis gencen, Sou ek moet 88 dat hy op Celedonplein
aangehou word tot tyd en wyl dic Staatspresident sy behae
anders uitgesypreesek het, of wat wil w hé&?

3. MNR. VAN DEN BERGH: Ek dink nie dit is nodig nie.

4, DEUR DIE HOF: Die Afrikesnse teks is nog Nederlands; ek

vind die Engelse wakliker: "4 geol or institution™. Nou is
ek nie seker of dit vir die Hof is om die cerste "gaol”® te
bepeal nie. Daarna natuurlik bepazl die Staatspresident
dit, wat van die man word en wasr hy gaan.

5a MNR. VAN DEN BERGH: Onder Artikel 30 het die Minister

sekere magte.
6. DEUR DIE HOF: Ek dink d4it gal voldoende wees as ek sé

Te M. VAN DEN BERCH: Dit is my submisagie.

DIE HOF VERDAAG TOT 10.45 Vil.
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