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Mr O'Sullivan in front of you the first document there referred to is a 

letter on the letter of BDK Attorneys dated 20 th October 2017.  M'Lord I 

have marked this as DD7. 

COURT:   Yes?  

MR DU TOIT:  Now the importance about this Mr O'Sullivan, this is the 

letter that you refer to with attached letter to the subpoena duces tecum.    

---   That is correct M'Lord.  

 Right.  Now in the emails, and I don’t intend to hand this up, you 

have now answered and you said something about this.  But it is clearly 

from this if you look at that, that this was directed to myself and my 10 

colleague and not to you?   ---   Yes M'Lord.  When I read the letter I 

didn’t ....... Because it didn’t come as a PDF file M'Lord, it came as a 

photograph.  

 Unfortunately I saw that.  It was sent to you by the investigating 

officer?   ---   Yes M'Lord.  

 He didn’t give this to you;  he sent this to you by email?   ---   

Correct M'Lord.  

 Which could have been done either by myself or Mr Krause, if 

that was the thing.  So that was when the whole ....... I want to say 

...[indistinct].  Now the second document there in front of you is, now 20 

you said that you made the recordings available on the stiffy.  As I 

understand, I was handed over this the morning, the three transcriptions 

....... you haven’t done it.   It was apparently done by Mr Krause;  it was 

done from that thing.  So the first one there is marked first interview with 

Mr O'Sullivan and Robert Kenga.  M'Lord I would like to mark that as 
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EXHIBIT DD8.   

COURT:   Yes.  

MR DU TOIT:  Then the second document also transcription from that is 

marked EXHIBIT DD9, that is the second interview.  Then the last one is 

record to interview with Mr O'Sullivan had with Micota.  That would be 

EXHIBIT DD10.  Now for purposes of the re-examination, what I wanted 

to refer to you is EXHIBIT DD8, the first interview.  I want you to go to 

what is marked as page 3.  Right.  This is an interview that you made 

available;  you didn’t type this;  you didn’t do the transcription of this.       

---   Pardon me?  10 

 You didn’t do the transcription?   ---   No, no.  

 You didn’t type it?   ---   It is the first type I have seen the 

transcription. 

 Now if we start at the top, it is the correct inference that  RK 

should be Robert Kenga and POS would be Paul O'Sullivan?   ---   Yes 

M'Lord.  

 All right.  A lot of things have been here, and you have been 

asked about this and you have been shown statements by Mr Kenga.  

And things were said also about you influencing him to change his 

version.  Especially when it comes to the identification.   ---   Yes 20 

M'Lord.  

 All right.  On page 3 let us start with the first line:  

‘I did not see her, but there was a gun shot and it must 

be robbery.  When I am thinking I heard the gun shot.’  

 Now you reply to K;  next Robert Kenga:  
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‘And I am looking through the glass.’  

 You:  

‘Yes.  So you cannot see very clearly?’  

 Robert Kenga:  

‘I saw a person wearing a black top.’  

 Mr O'Sullivan:  

‘A black top?’  

 Robert Kenga:  

‘A hoodie.’  

 ‘You call it what?’ 10 

 Then you say:  

‘With a hoodie.’  

 Robert Kenga:  

‘With a hoodie facing this way.’  

 You again:  

‘Facing the glass?’  

 Robert Kenga:  

‘Towards the glass.’  

 You:  

‘Okay did he have anything in his hands?’  20 

 Robert Kenga:  

‘No I couldn’t see.  It was too .......’  

 Then intervene:  

 You:  

‘The glass.’  
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That is the only thing I want to raise about this.  If you look at 

this, he said a person wearing a black top.  You repeat a black top.  Now 

the person that mentioned the hoodie, it seemed there is Robert Kenga.  

He says: 

 ‘A hoodie.’  

 ‘You call it what?’  

It seems like he asked you a hoodie.  What is it called, because 

he calls it a hoodie.  Then you just say:  

‘With a hoodie.’  

  ---   Yes M'Lord.  10 

 That is where the hoodie comes from?   ---   Yes M'Lord.  

 Now from this what you have handed now over, there is not a 

question that changed from a black hat and not into hoodie.  This is 

what your interview with him shows?   ---   Yes M'Lord.   

 Then let me just ask you again.  Did you at any stage ask Robert 

Kenga or influence him to change his statement that he would later give 

to Constable Weidemann to change it from a black man with a hat to a 

person with a hoodie?   ---   No M'Lord.  At no stage. 

 Or did you get it from him?   ---   I got it from him M'Lord.  So it 

was during this interview that I had with him. I  felt that he wasn’t sure of 20 

the skin colour of the person that he had seen. 

 Now what I want to ask you is this.  You were referred to 

EXHIBIT S.  EXHIBIT S was the email.   ---   Yes I remember.  

 That exhibit was handed in by the defence.  All that I wanted to 

ask you about this is, you said that you do not agree with it.  Now Mr 
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