
contempt of court 
On the 4th of February, Tim Dunne, a lecturer at the University of 

Netel in Pietermaritzburg had a letter to the Natal witness 

published* On day 16 he was sentenced to a fine of R150 or 150 

days imprisonment. Mr Combes, the magistrate* said that "the letter 

had affecetd the aignlty. repute or authority of public prosecutors. 

Dunne had exceeded the legitimate criterion in the exercise of 

freedom of speech and in doing so had brought the court into contempt 

..." (Oaily News. 17/5/78). 

Below we reproduce the letter that was used as evidence in the 

court case, as well as Tim-Dunne's statement made in court. 
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RaAmn lAr fe saoing rar 
Donaid Wood s 

SIR, — Your editorial on 
the contents of Duna'd 
Woods's speech before (iie 
Security Council of the UN 
made tome interesting 
points. 

You pointed out that 
Woods's reiumm».ndatlons, 
t h o u g h radical, were 
eminently reasonable. 

They were aimed at una 
set of persci.s — tb'.w ' * l o 
constitute "the Pretoria 
rccime." Tney foafht a 
• . in r l * o r* - 'Tat •«st*>eti\#t 
— a nations! convention of 
r.11 South Afncans to dis-

- n m the future (not the 
naiv« objective of "chance 
c»r peaceful change"). 
They constitute worst em-
harrassmvnt and incon
venience to tb'-^e par t ia l -
lar White South Africans 
»*io are most in favour of 
t l» ' apartheid regime. 

The pro«pcct* of all 
South Afr ican* having to 
read aloud ai.rf sicn a dec-
:-:a;i.-n of the, abhorrence 
of apattne:ri at 'nter-
natlnnal ports ?rd * l rpnr t* 
is del ightful. Fancy Pik 
Botha or lC*ehcl Rhoodic 
or Lsttla Luyt i r n v i n g «t 
New York Airport : W t 
won't F#e that on SATV. 

In fact your newspaper 
mainly took i<sue wi th 
Woods on his suggestion 
of the black list of White 
South Africans whose 
activities and v.ork for the 

rceime made them guilty 
of crimes against human
ity. Your argument was 
that i t is a system which 
must change here, not 
individual* who must be 
hounded into change. 

Here I And you too 
reasonable, ».»o forgiving: 
Aftr-r £.11 Cabinet Ministers 
do sign b«nn:nr orders, do 
call for tin- b-Jldozint; «.f 
hornet, do turn a blind *>c 
to police t r lMMj do subject 
K!ack oeonirt lo uni'«:d 
embanassment. Insecurity, 
mi«cry and poverty in the 
K-nt^f. of an impo^iiblc 
ideal nf White purity *r.$ 
White power. Similarly one 
could catalogue the activi
ties of mil i tary leaders, 
police chief*, security 
policemen. National Party 
members. Bantu Admmiv 
tratinn officials, the Com
munity D e v e l o p m e n t 
Department. puhUe prose
cutors in polit ical i r l ab , 
and many mere. When 
people choeM to ataittd 
behind the reg'me, t.iey 
choose to l>e atucKed w : ien 
i t b attacked. 

I w i l l certainly be even-
lug up the score With a few 
security policeman, and a 
few National Party mem
bers when the list opens. 

TIM Dl NNE 
11 Btrkctt Court. 

2 Christie Rd. 
Plftcrmarttri i i i .-g. 
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STATEMENT 3Y TIM DUNNE 

I admit that I wrote the letter which appeared in the Metal Witness 
on the 4th February, over my name and which was pieced before thie 
court. I cennot claim that it was an unconsidered act, though I 
can say that I did not in the least suspect thet anything like 
e trial would follow in consequence. The worst I expected was 
the continued animosity of the Security Police. 

Certainly it was my intention to draw direct parallels between 
public prosecutors amongst others, and Cabinet Ministers, whose 
moral outrages I had earlier listed in the letter. Certainly it 
was also my intention to throw a critical public spotlight on all 
those who by their formal choice of occupation or allegiance, 
deliberately set about maintaining the present inhuman regime, 
under the cloek of "preserving law and order". 

I concede that I am guilty of contempt of public prosecutors in 
political trials. The legal definition of contempt of court is 
not what the ordinary man believes to be the case, and may effect 
the public image of the courts. 

Indeed I think X can claim that the view of the man-in-the-street 
is that, ideally, the defence counsel is for him, the prosecutor 
Is against him and the court is adjudicating. This was my own 
view until this case. It is e view that was consolidated by a 
number of events last year, when I reed in the newspapers that 
both Mr Voreter and Mr Kruger had launched into ettacks on a 
particular advocate last year, becauee he continually appeared as 
the defence lewyer in political trials, I formed the impression 
thet defence lewyers were to ell intents and purposes, fsir game 
for political attacks, and that being so, it seemed to me that the 
converse held equally well. If it was going to be made difficult 
for defence lawyers, then I hoped to help make it equally difficult 
for prosecutors, in political trials. 

The newepaper clippings of the events I heve Just mentioned were 
searched for unsuccessfully. But fortuitously over the weekend, 
both the Afrikeane and English language newspapers carried e eimilar 
etteck by Mr Kruger on defence lewyere, photocopies of which I have 
attached to this statement, in an attempt to show the court thet 
whet I have described ae the msn-in-the-streetfs view of the 
courts, would be feirly well eupported end reinforced by such 
reports. 

I feel that it is clear that public opinion is very different from 
the legel precedents put forwerd in thie case, majority South 
African opinion can be reasonably assumed to be antagonistic 
towsrds prosecutors in politicsl trials, regerdless of the merits 
or demerits of the accused. 

I therefore believed that I was entitled to regerd as fsir comment, 
any criticism of the public prosecutors in politicel trials, which 
wae itself based on political questions. 

As a Christian I am, like every other Christian, celled to e two* 
fold inescapable responsibility to be a prophet and a peacemaker. 
The Christian has to be always one or the other, end if possible, 
preferably both* In consequence he can find himself in e situation 
when his duty as a citizen and his calling as a believer ere in 
conflict. I find myself in such a situation at this moment. I 
believe whst I wrote was the truth and that it should be said and 
should continue to be said. Though such e Christian position may 
not always be in itself a guarantee of the correctness of one's 
views or principles, truth can only be found when men cling on to 
what they see of it. The New Testament tells of the persistent 
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woman and the judge whom she pestered until finally justice 
done. Every Christian is called to persevere in the strugg 
Justice, even to the point of pestering the courts for just 

Coneequently I ask that the court shall regard my actions 
•otivated by a sense of Justice and reasonableness, and as 
taken aa part of my Christian responsibility to work openly 
forthrlghtly for peaceful change, and a truly humane South 
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awyer. 
C A P E T O W N — T h e M i n i s t e r o f Jus t ice M r J i m m y K r o g e r , s a i d 
yesterday Sou th A f r i c a ' s lesa l system w a s be ing u n d e r m i n e d b y 
p e c p ' e us ing ce r ta in prac t ices i n secur i t y c o u r t cases and t h n t h e 
w o u l j i m p u t e these d u r i n e the p a r l i a m e n t a r y recess t o d e t e r m i n e 
w h a t w o u l d be done t o coun te r t h e m 

Replying to Ihc debit* 
on th? Justice Vote, Mr 
Kr : : J|»!rr| the recur
rent prtct ictt as dclayiAJS 
lactic* m security ca»es 
dem- I « U I U M I m and 

» « r c»urt$ cf lav. the in* 
I t aMtUM uf v t o f a m 
the frequent i p f f t n i M vf 
certain advjea;« i and la** 
yen in tveunty pruned* 
lnc» ami t h * eri'trmju* 
amuunw cf n int-y *huO 
were readily available tu 
duenC.-nu I D tiie** ca<e*. 

'There Sftl be*n w.de 
ton-a»';*;.»ii <.i ti u prob
lem ^* " M i f f : * * n r t J 
have been pn•. ^r-j a-i 
solution*. Mil i l j j nd r f h 
ftiiner ha* chosen hi t ter
rain veil 

D e m o c r a t s 
"As d r t nomu we af* 

vuin. rab • , because pp*-
VCnl lV f r. r a«U I <• mU>t **t 
Mce*«il) be of - i !i a 
fixture l i u i tt Cvuld W 
detenbed a* a M * 4 t m '-f 
our b**ie -i J principle** 
possibly even from U i *ur-
P V quarter//* he I M 

•On i V oih*r hand. * * 
have to do m th an import-
m l a*«p*<t ftf tho -r da j r.\ 
not on the frntfttflucitt, 
but on Mr *>*:cm of W*1 

•trnment and cur way of 
(iff. In a nutshell, v * 
H w i> do here mih i n * 
Mufc ' f l t * undermining " f 
our drnv-craiic lrsal s>*-
lem and T •. -;j , . n I H 
f t th< v.ivtlr malti*r dsr-
m t; * rcrc*< t * dc^rrmne 
wfcr.1 can b<* dine *>.ut ;L 

•'Mca-Thi!*. I fret a( 
liberty to request the t> 
opcrat rM of our whole 
J*<tal y« i* tv in our eiTniU 
tatrfthrttmd I*'* cn#t*t; ] t t 
1 K « the lu lkst t*nf* 
dcn*c : i '!•* f i i i l r 'Jhf l? 
bodies o/ the !ecal prof** 
l ion*. Perhaps th« ;• *M 
thir< * f *a>* of p r m f f r 
JPT lnrf>vV»»>!r fr<*,-:i It** 
Jtva! i.r.-.v *:^n f r ^ n o»n* 
(TOf*tlft3 tJ> i l * ur^irrnin* 
Jn^ * J r<* I* .^1 *\%v m vo 
!:•!••'.•' ar1 :n i h l d l M 
rel t rcr /1 i,? * , id . 

the activities of und^^ 
miners by making «<e cf 
the courts of IMT, but this 
policy had coa the country 
dearly on vanoua oc
casions. 

Explaining that revol t 
tionaruM r**:;ird»d noth:o} 
bui ihc r r - ; i u t ^ a a» *-> 
rcii. he said SjutJi -\-rIca 
hrfd l«nf ;., i : , .':.c con-
MIOUJE of the fret that th t 
: • I i>Mcm and court pn»-
cttlure^ ui*re beint abused* 
but that ttm prnh;etn ha J 
become so ienou< recently 
that it rouH no loncer b* 
ignored. 

Fi%* impcrl&nt MpSdl 
• it ihe prouirm t\*Q t -omt 
id ccraiblo recently* 

r 
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"In the first place It 
became clear ever t h * 
>*eirt th*t dc!a\m? tactica 
mere frequently bein? 
U'cl in MCWMy ca""<- Our 
democratic cour; pr^cr* 
durc^ ran eatily be abused 
for thi« purpose without 
the p r r yd im judce or t*to 
judicial MTker bem? 
auar* of it or being able 
to do anything to prevent 
i t . " 

Domrn<trations in and 
near COttft room*. ?cop;c 
ch^niin^ soucs and V * M ( 
their li*!<. and ir?roaipiu 

v * d 

7 e v*crPBWtit 
tun> ' ' 

ai-o B^cne a r****»î *r f * > 
lure at * rw: ty c:i<e^. and 
rerHvcd wid* w A i t&*H* 

Many policemen who 
cculd hare been used mor* 
ppKluctively else^her* 
Mere required V* V prfr 
sent at lhc«e rallies in or
der to prou<t the pubhc 
afain«t pouible vioienct. 

Intimidation 
Intimidjtion of wi tn* i iet 

frequently uce*irrrd. and4 

there had be*-n mttanccs 
where th? livct of wit* 
nv<*#* had bet̂ n threat-
rn»*J jrom the public (Mr 
KTV The n i r m j l pattern 
which followed from such 
actiors was that the wit* 
nesics auddcnly U>tz*% 
\\\z\ aspects **f laetf tr-*u-
nczy. cia:iii*/d they htti 
been assaulted by the 
police or became unwiilmx 
to teitify. 

Turning to the regular 
appearance by ccrfjin ad
vocates and b v m in 
security ca*e'* Mr Kruver 
said: " I want to si-it* 
clearly that I am not re-
ferrlns to idvocati*;; and 
lawyers (^nerally. 3^d also 
net to all adv*»cale< and 
lawyers apliejnng in secur
ity cues. I am refernng 
to thoso ind»viduaU who 
Ksociale tbemcelvet with 
the ct<e and aimt of 
undcrmintr^ tn roch jn 
evteni that If becomes 
qur^ttonable whether t h * 
tru^t vested m t l i rm as 
officials of the court la 
Justified.* 

Fees 
Mr Kruger *sid he had 

been M d that on* advo
cate had rccc:\*ed R1OO0O 
P-T m*nth a.< a s!:nd:n? 
fee f< r a certain ca»e. and 
tMtbV had received 
RSOOO per month on th * 
same basis. 

Th-* l**i effect w « the 
"cnoTmnc* amounts of 
•mh 'y " avaihble to de
fendants in thc*e cav^B 
who never made u*e of pro 
dco advocate^. ^ - WM in 
f a w r r t4 pe-ir^ be:n^ 
prov^rly repreune#K but 
thn money ea*r*j from 
Political /rrani*oaoM tn* l l 
pi l i t t rai e.m> Hid • t" wai 
opf j^ td to th* V I of 
i r«ivy to unrfermTe SM«h 
Africa, he said.—Sapa. 
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