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IN THE NORTH GAUTENG HIGH COURT, PRETORIA
(REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA)

CASE NO: 67574/12

In the matter between:

M AND G CENTRE FOR INVESTIGATIVE JOURNALISM NPC First Applicant
VINAYAK BHARDWAJ Second Applicant
and

THE MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS First Respondent
THE INFORMATION OFFICER: DEPARTMENT OF Second Respondent
PUBLIC WORKS

RESPONDENTS’ FURTHER ANSWERING AFFIDAVIT

|, the undersigned,

PHILLIP SOBI MASILO

do hereby make oath and say that:

1 | am the Special Advisor for the Minister of Public Works (“the Minister”}, the

first respondent in this application. | deposed to the further affidavit on behalf of

the respondents on 14 June 2613.

Mgt



The facts contained in this affidavit are within my personal knowledge unless
stated otherwise or apparent from the context. To the best of my knowledge
and belief they are both true and correct. Where | make submissions of a legal
nature | do so on the advice of the applicants’ legal representatives, which |

believe to be correct,

I have read the supplementary affidavit deposed fo by Vinayak Bhardwaj on 4
September 2013, on behalf of the applicants. My response follows. | do not
intend to deal expressly with every allegation in the supplementary affidavit of
Mr Bhardwaj. They are however denied to the extent that they are inconsistent

with the contents of my affidavit of 14 June 2013 or this affidavit.

The issues in dispute

Ad paragraph 52

4

The initial application brought by the applicants in this matter sought to compel
the respondents to disclose records held by the Department of Public Works
(“the Department”) related to the “procurement by the State of goods or
services to improve, upgrade, alter, add to or secure the Nkandla Estate of the
President”, referred to by the Department as "the Nkandla security upgrade”.
In addition, the applicants sought the disclosure of documents relating “in whole
or in part fo the financial implications of the above ..." In their founding affidavit,
the applicants emphasise that the records sought relate to “expenditure by the
Department on the improvement of the Nkandla Estate of the President of the

Republic of South Africa”. They state further: “The request for information was

=



clear that no security—-sensitive information was required but that the applicants’

request related only fo financial and procurement considerations.”

Since then the Department has tendered and delivered to the applicants
documents in excess of 12 000 pages. It has given the applicants copies of
invoices submitted by, and records of payments made to, all the contractors
who worked on the project, as well as bid adjudication committee documents
and tender evaluation reports. It has also made available contracts between
the Department and all the service providers contracted to perform work related

to the Nkandla security upgrade.

The Department has also tendered and delivered o the applicants agendas
and minutes of consultants’ planning meetings, and internal memoranda from
the project manager in the KZN Regional office of DPW to the Regional Bid
Adjudication Committee. These documents are described more fully in the
schedule attached to my affidavit of 14 June 2013 and in the schedule attached
to the state attorney’s letter of 30 August 2013 (Annexure SA11 to the affidavit

of Mr Bhardwaj).

The applicants reported on the contents of these documents in editions of the
Mail & Guardian newspaper of 5 and 12 July 2013. | don't intend commenting
on the substance of the reports. The applicants are entitied to interpret the
documents and report on them in whatever manner they deem fit. The extent
and nature of the reports, however, underscores the fact that the respondents,

in their attempt to comply with the applicants’ request for information, have
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done everything reasonably possible to ensure that they comply as fully as is

possible.

Despite this, the applicants persist with their claim that the respondents have
not complied with their request for access to documents. They now claim, in
this paragraph, that the respondents have “failed to account appropriately for
the requested records (specifically the class of documents comprising records
of meelings, communications, deliberations and decisions at the level of “top

1

management”) ...”. Also, in paragraph 26 of the affidavit of Mr Bhardwaj, the
applicants claim that “the respondents have not appropriately accounted for the
lost documents and the undetected documents - nor for the wider class of

documents to which they belong - and thus [the applicants] are compelled to

proceed with this application ...".

| submit, for the reasons set out further in this affidavit, that the applicants have
now crossed the line between a legitimate request for access to information in
terms of the Promotion of Access to Information Act 2 of 2000 (“the Act”) and

an abuse of the Act.

The applicants have not taken issue with any of the documents that have been
withheld from them for security-related reasons. Nor do they contest the limited

redactions in some of the documents that have been disclosed.

Their attack is confined to a limited number of documents that the Department

cannot locate. The applicants now claim that the respondents have failed to
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justify the non-disclosure of these records and that they have failed to account

appropriately for the steps taken to locate the records.

In this affidavit, | set out the attempts by the Depariment to comply with the
applicants’ original PAIA request and {o locate the "missing” documents. it is

now clear to me that many of these documents may never have existed.

The Nkandla security upgrade

Ad paragraphs 8 to 15, 48 and 51

13

14

15

The Nkandla security upgrade was a project managed by the KZN Regional
Office of the Department. The project manager was Mr Jean Rindel. He is

based in the KZN Regional Office.

Mr Rindel kept working files for each contract/component of the project in his
office. As soon as a specific component and/or contract of the project was
completed, he sent the related documents to the central registry of the KZN
Office to be archived. No documents were kept at the Head Office of the

Department or the Ministry.

The principal agent appointed by the Department (Minenhle Makhanya
Architects), the consultant engineers (Ramcom) and the quantity surveyors
(R&G) also kept records/documents related to aspects of the project in which

they were involved.
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During October 2012, allegations of corruption and maladministration refating to
the Nkandla security upgrade surfaced in the media. In response, the Minister
of Public Works (the first respondent) appointed a task team to investigate the
matter (“the task team”). | was appointed to the task team, with representatives

of other government departments.

On 5 November 2012 the Public Protector informed the Minister that she was
also investigating the Nkandla security upgrade. She asked the Minister to

make available to her documents to assist her investigation.

On 12 November 2012 the task team travelled to KZN. It met with the project
manager, Mr Rindel. One of the reasons for meeting with him was to collect all

the documents related to the Nkandia security upgrade.

To do this, Mr Rindel! retrieved the documents that were filed in the KZN central
registry. He also asked the principal agent, the quantity surveyors and the
consulting engineers to give him copies of all project documents in their
possession. The documents they gave him included minutes of site meetings
and contractors’ meetings. The KZN Regional Office did not keep records of

site meetings or contractors’ meetings.

| collected all the documents in Mr Rindel's possession and took them back
with me to Pretoria. In total, there were 42 files and over 12 000 pages. |
made two copies of the documents, one for the Public Protector and one for the
task team. The documents | tock from Mr Rindel were filed in my office in the

Ministry.
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| worked through these documents on instruction of the DG of the Department.
| have already explained this process in my further affidavit of 14 June 2013. it
is not necessary to repeat what | have already said except to emphasise that
the DG instructed me to review the documents and advise him whether it was

possible for the Department o disclose any of the documents.

The outcome of this process was that documents consisting of approximately

12 000 pages were tendered and delivered to the applicants.

It is correct that the task team produced a report that is now the subject of an
application under case number 52268/13 in this Court. | submit that it is not
necessary for me to deal with the applicants’ allegations in that regard, save to
state that the documents considered by the task team are the same as those
that were tendered to the applicants in my affidavit of 14 June 2013. The task
team also had before it the security sensitive documents in the possession of
the Department (to which the applicants have been denied access), as well as

security sensitive documents generated by the SAPS and the SANDF.

Save for the above, the remaining allegations in these paragraphs are denied.




Attempts to locate the missing documents

Ad paragraphs 16 to 26

25

26

27

28

28

On 29 July 2013, the applicant’s attorney, Mr Dario Milo, informed the state
attorney that a number of documents, listed in the schedule fo my affidavit,

were tendered but not delivered (annexure SA4 to the affidavit of Mr Bhardwaj).

In response | re-examined all the files in my possession related to the Nkandla

security upgrade.

| also asked Mr Rindel to go through the schedule attached to Mr Milo’s letter
and to check whether he could locate any of the documents in the KZN office.
| did so because | wanted to ensure that nhone of the documents had mistakenly

been left behind in the process of collecting and transporting files to Pretoria.

In an attempt to locate some of the missing documents, Mr Rindel contacted a
number of the service providers to check whether or not they could locate any

of these documents in their files.

The state attorney informed Mr Milo of the renewed efforts to locate the missing
documents (annexure SA5). | confirm the contents of annexure SA5 insofar as
they relate to me. Unsurprisingly, in a department the size of Public Works, the
process took longer than expected. | wanted to ensure that the Department did

everything reasonably possible to locate any missing documents, even if it
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31

32

33

meant a further delay. | also confirm the contents of annexure SAS insofar as

they relate tc me.

On 30 August 2013, the state attorney responded comprehensively (annexure
SA11) to the applicants’ letter of 29 July 2013. Attached to the state atiorney’s
letter is a schedule that | prepared. ! confirm the contents of annexure SAS
insofar as they relate to me. | also confirm the accuracy of the schedule, from

which it is evident that the documents requested fall into four categories:

30.1 Documents that were originally tendered but not delivered, as well as

additional documents located by the KZN Regional Office;

30.2 Documents that appear to have existed but which cannot be located;

30.3 Documents that cannot be disclosed because they contain sensitive

security related information; and

30.4 Documents whose existence | was unable to confirm.

The documents in the first category were delivered to the applicants. There is
no longer any dispute between the parties relating to the documents in the third

category.

The documents in the second and fourth categories cannot, despite the best

efforts of the respondents, be located.

Save for the above, the remaining allegations in these paragraphs are denied.
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Documents not disclosed

Ad paragraphs 27 to 51

34 The applicants persist with this application because the respondents have not

35

disclosed the following categories of documents:

34.1 Records of the site handover on 17 June 2010;

34.2 Records of various site meetings held between July and December 2010;

34.3 Records of meetings attended by the Minister and/or the Deputy Minister

and/or the Deputy DG;

34.4 Records of meetings held prior to 3 March 2011 between the Project

Manager and the Minister and/or the Deputy Minister and/or the DG;

34.5 Internal memoranda from the Regional Manager to the Minister on 28

March 2011 and

34.6 Instructions from the Minister to Mr Phillip Crafford on 19 July 2011.

In response, the respondents contend:

35.1 All records dealing with site meetings in the possession of the
Department, as well as those provided to Mr Rindel by contractors, have
heen disclosed. Despite extensive searches by Mr Rindel and me, the

Department has not been able to locate any additional records.



36

37

35.2

35.3

35.4

356.5

11

The instances where the Department has been unable io locate the
documents are limited. The Department has provided the applicants with

one lever arch file full of site meetings.

Mr Rindel has recently obtained the minutes of the site meetings held on
7 June 2011 and 12 January 2012. Copies of these documents are

annexed hereto marked “FAA1 and FAA2",

The Depariment has been unable to locate the remaining documents,
referred to above. As pointed out in the respondents’ letter of 30 August
2013 (annexure SA11), | have been unable to confirm whether some of

the documents ever existed,

Similarly, the KZN Project team was not part of any meetings between
the Minister, Deputy Minister and/or the DG or Deputy DG. | was also

not able to find any records of these meetings.

The respondents have done everything reasonably possible to locate all the

documents related to the Nkandla security upgrade and to make these

available to the applicants. The process undertaken by Mr Rindel and me has

been exhaustive and time consuming.

[ have no reason to believe that any employee in the Department is deliberately

withholding documents from me. Mr Rindel has co-operated fully with me and

has done everything in his power to locate missing documents.

38 The respondents concede that it is possible that some of the documents may
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42
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have been misfiled. In a government department the size of the Department of

Public Works, this is entirely possible.

The applicants are aware that the Department manages approximately 2300
leases on behalf of government departments. [t alsc manages approximately
2000 infrastructure developments, as well as numerous prestige projects such
as the Nkandla security upgrade. | submit that it would be unreasonable to
expect the respondents to examine thousands of files because the possibility
exists that some of the missing documents may be in one or other of these

files.

It is also possible that some of the documents have been deliberately removed
from the Department's files. As pointed out in my affidavit of 14 June 2013, itis
apparent that the applicants are in possession of classified documents related
to the Nkandla security upgrade. In all likelihood, these documents were
unlawfully removed from the Department’s files and given to the applicants.
The respondents do not suggest that this was done at the instance, or with the

knowledge, of the applicants.

Significantly, none of the documents referred to above relates to financial
information about the Nkandla security upgrade. All the financial records
relating to the Nkandla security upgrade have been disclosed to the applicants.
The applicants do not dispute this. Instead, they now attempt to alter the

parameters of their initial request to include documents not originally sought.

The fact that minutes of site meetings were given to the applicants should be
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seen as a gesture of good faith on the part of the respondents. it is indicative

of the respondents’ willingness to comply with the applicants’ request.

As stated in my further affidavit of 14 June 2013, the current DG instructed me
to review the documents and advise him whether or not any of the documents
could be disclosed. On the strength of my advice, the DG instructed me to
tender and deliver the said documents to the applicants. He confirmed thisin a

confirmatory affidavit.

While the DG is designated as the information officer under PAIA, the
applicants cannot expect him to personally search for the missing documents.
He delegated to me the task of reviewing the documents and searching for any

missing documents. | have kept him informed throughout the process.

Save for the above, the remaining allegations in these paragraphs are denied.

Condonation

Ad paragraphs 4 to 7

46

47

On 22 August 2013, the Deputy Judge President directed that the respondents

should file their supplementary affidavits by 11 September 2013.

For the reasons set out below, the respondents’ legal representatives and |
assumed that the reference by the DJP to “the respondents” was intended {o be

a reference to the applicants. If this was an error, we apologise sincerely and
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seek condonation for the late filing of this affidavit and the other affidavits that

will be filed simultaneously.

On 3 May 2013 the state attorney advised the applicants that the respondents
intended filing a further affidavit. A copy of the state atlorney’s letter in this
regard is annexed hereto marked “FAA3". On 14 June 2013 the said further
affidavit (to which | deposed) was filed, together with confirmatory affidavits by
the first and second respondents. In his letter, the state atterney noted that the
respondents anticipated that the applicants might want to file a supplementary

affidavit in response.

At the time, the respondents hoped that the tender and delivery of documents
referred to in the schedule to my affidavit of 14 June 2013 would avert the need
for the applicants to proceed with the present application. At the very [east, the
respondents anticipated that the applicants might refine their application in

response to the tender.

Despite the wording of the DJP’s letter, the applicants filed their supplementary
affidavit on 4 September 2013, as the respondents had anticipated. It was then
that this further affidavit became necessary. The applicants stated that the

respondents had until 11 September 2013 to file their response.

On 10 September 2013 the state attorney advised Mr Milo that the respondents
would not be in a position to file an answering affidavit by 11 September 2013
and sought an indulgence for the late filing thereof. A copy of the letter is

annexed hereto marked “FAA4”. The applicants’ attorneys replied, in annexure




52

53

15

“FAAS5” hereto, that the time periods had been set by the DJP. Accordingly,
they were not in a position to agree to any extension. We then realised that we

could have misunderstood the directions of the DJP.

Unfortunately, | was not able to complete this affidavit by 11 September 2013.
My other work commitments, coupled with the fact that | needed to consuit with

Mr Rindel again, conspired against me.

To the extent that it is necessary, the respondents ask that the late filing of this

affidavit be condoned.

Conclusion

54

For the reasons set out above, the respondents ask this Court to dismiss the
application with costs, on the scale as between attorney and client, including

the costs of two counsel.

PHILLIP SOB!I MASILO

This affldawt was signed and sworn to before me at i’)ﬂ%‘lﬂc&%’w‘@@ on this

the { Z day of SEPTEMBER 2013, the deponent having acknowledged that he
knows and understands the contents of this affidavit and that they are frue and

correct. | certify that the Regulations contained in o ernme t Notice R.1258

.'fl -
f%«\ ‘*)
g & ‘
fi ! e

:s ‘@N’ER OF @ATHS

of 21 July 1972, as amended, have been complied wj

.

i

j/;"
COMMISSIONER OF OATHS ,(

Nkopane Thaanyane C
Practising Attorney
8th Fioor, Anglo Vaal Building
56 Main Street, JOHANNESBURG, 2001
Tek (41 832 2323 Fax: 011 832 2363
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PROJECT MANAGERS | CONSULTANTS

Prestige Project A Durban
Consultanis Planning and Co ordination meeting

¥
Date: ZJune 2011

Time: 14h00 — 18h00

Wenue: NDPW Regional Office, Durban

AGENDA
Welcome and Apologies
Securily Declaration

Feadbaek from J. Rindel
Landscaping

Fire Pool

Security Contract

Alr Conditioning

Lift Contract

Bonelena

General

© LN e m N

Closure
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1, Feedback from J. Rindel
a. K. Khanyile stated that the purpose of the DDG riigelings is 16 discuss high level issues that are
of a sensitive nature; however thére are loo many people prasent at these meetings, Ths
people required to attend has been reéduced to the following:-
NDPW: N. Niwana, J. Rindel, R, Samue!, and K. Khanyite
SAPS: Brig. Zeele, Con. Lelempa
Defence: General Ramlukan, Major Piflay

Consultants: Project Managets, Principal Agent, OS, Security Engineer

b. H. Oberholzer stuggested that the consultants not be present at the meatings but rather aliow
the opportunity for the contrastors to report back on progress. The contractors should be invited
in to give feedback and thereafter leave aliowing the meeting to resume.

2. Landscaping

a. Al issues regarding lendscaping were addressed in a meeting with N.Ntwana. K. Khanylle, J.
Rindel. According to the client, N. Niwana suggested that the pricing for the landscaping at
marques area is to be revised and the differentiation between items of public and privale nature,
need to be finalised.

b. J. Rindel further added that NGPW will decide on the landscaping based on the NDPW scope.
R: Samtiel stated that there are to be no new people on site, Any néw works should be shared
amongst those that are already on site. Landscaping will not be tendered for instead a Variation
Ordear will be processed in favour of the main cortractors.

d. B. Rumble to work alongside H. Obserholzer wilh regards to Amphithealre and Kraal as the
natural groind differs from the survey,

e. J. Rindel stated that by Tuesday 14 June the sign off will be done by the DDG therefore the VO
will be ready by the 23 June and at the Bid Commiltge by 30 June, The final instruction will b
issued by the end of the month.

3. Fire Pool
a.  The decision regarding the Firs Pool hag been made; it wilf be buitt as per NDPW. The QS has
issued drawings to Mongymine to price for fire peol. H. Oberholzer stated that the pool should
be constricted alongside a structural engineer because of the functionality aspects of the fire

pool.

4. Security Contract
E. Schutte's docuients have been completed and approved, if all is stuccessful-works can begin by
30 June.




a. The constriction drawing for the cable reticulation will be available. H. Oberholzer has put up all
sleeves, Security Contractor to do all trenching and sleeving for reticulation of security cable.

5. Alrconditioning
a. House 1 has been completed.
b. House Z completed.

c. House 3 has been commissionad,
d. Air condiionirig in Tuck shop has not been completed.
e. All Variation Orders for phase 2 to be processed by 14 June 2011,

6. Lift Contract
a. Otis has been awarded the Lift Contract.
b. M. Makhanya and D. Dellar to resolve afl issugs tegarding 1ift.
c. Currently awaiting confractor to confirm that works will be complated within the specified
dead line.

7. Bonelena
a, Principal Agent stated that Bonelena is disregarding the necessary security measures
that should be taken and are therefore bridging security.
b. The Principal Agent further stated that Bonelena’s plants and other equipment biock
public roads that are being woiked on and damage surrounding areas.

8. General

a. Refuse Area requires a Varialion Order

b. Y. Ramsudh stated that decision regarding patrol road needs to be made, J. Rindel
congidered Monsymine to contifitte with works.

c. 4. Rindel stated that a method of which to measure progress on a daily/weekly basis
needs to be found.

d. J. Rindel requested that the percentage complete for all iterns be comipleted by Friday 17
June,
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ATTENDANCE REGISTER AND OATH OF SECRECY

1. 1, the undersigned, herewith declare that | am aware that | have privileged access to classified documents and
information which are protected under the provisions of the Protection of Information (Act 84 of 1982) as amended,
that it is my duty to ensure my acgquaintance with all the provisions of the said act.

2. iunderstand that the above places a duty of responsibilities in respect of secrecy upon me, and that | shall be guilty of
an offence if | reveal any information beyond that which is authorized in my official line of duty, which contravenes
the abovementioned Act.

3. |understand that the said provisions and instructions shall apply not only during my tenure on the Committee but
also after the completion of my speclal project and/or on termination of my service with the DPW or other
stakeholders, provided that this restraint does not limit, my right to apply my trade in terms of the Constitution.

PRESTIGE DURBAN PROJECT A: CONSULTANTS CO-ORDINATION MEETING _
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FAA2

PROJECT MANAGERS | CONSULTANTS

Prestige Project A Durban
Contractors & Consultants planning and Co-ordination meeting

Date; 12 January 2012
Tirhe: 14h00
Venue: NDPW Regional Office, Durban

Agenda:

I S T

Shags

Progress

Completion Dates

Contractual Implications to both Moneymine and Bonéiéna
Phase 3

Park Homes

General

N

1.2.

1.3

2.2

2.38.

S.Ngcongo stated thal most items have been shaggsd.

Y. Ramsudh suggested that all outstanding issues may be discussed and schedule can be
created o ensure that ail the issues are addressed.

All that is complete will be snagged ASAF and final completion will be achieved.

Bonelena

$.Ngcongo confirmed that there are no outstanding issues with the staff houses and
snagging will take place on the 18 January 2012,

Y. Ramsudh suggested that the coiitractor inforrm the Principal Agent via reporifletter that
completion has been achieved, Thereafler a meeting can be arrariged. The inspaction is fo
happen prior to the 24" of January, thereby allowing the practical completion to happen oh
the 24" January.

. Schutte is to ask Betafenge to reissue drawings for the fence at the Helipad. E. Magubiane
is to complete this fence.

o

Al




24

2.5

2.8,

2.7

2.8,

2.9.1

211

21
2.1

2.11

211

2,11

2.1

2.1
2.1

2,18,

4.2.

J. Rindel requested that E. Schuttts obtain all quotes from Betfafence and send through to
P.Thevan by Monday 16 Jahuary 2012,

P. Thevan to have the V.0. completed by Tuesday and send to J.Rindel who will then send it
to the bid committee,

Y. Ramsudh stated that the Clinic cannot be handed over until the gate is put in place;
therefore E. Séhiitte is (o address the above mentioned item ASAP.

O. Nxumalo awalts site instruction from M.Molefe detailing from the Principal Agent and the
Engineer as how to install the lighting at the Healipad ~ O. Nxumalo is to foliow up with M.
Molefe,

H. Oberhclzer to address drainage issue at the Reservoir, as wall as haw storm water
drainage will be managed.

Moneymine

E.Schutte to address the V.O. for E. Magubane's éentract for the Conitrol Room- this is to be
done by Tuesday 17 Jan. 2012,

Drainage at the pool pump is fo be addressed. The Pool pumg hole is below the water level
and could sasily flood- B. Rumble and M, Makhanya to address.

Pool net is fo be brought to site- Bongani Mieka to address

The drager unit at the funnel has not been commissioned. BRG door at the Tunnal s to be
fitted- 20 January 2012,

Guard Houses have been snagged; however is still to ba actioned.

B. Mfeka is to confirm if hand rails and balustrades are mounted in the tunnel.

H. Oberhalzer is to inspec! Road 1 and Road 3 to ensure that broken bricks have been
replaced.

H. Oberholzer suggested to 5.Ngcongo that a gutter grid be fitted along the opening of the
VIP garagé to ensure that witer drains out of the garage when heavy rains ccour.

B.Mfeka and M.Makhanva to address all window issues in Holigs 1.

H.Oberholzer and B. Rumble o address the grassing issug oulside the Ressrvoir,

Direct Cantracts

Intercom at the lift is to be fitted; D.Dellar is fo contact Otis by Monday 16 January.

1, Gowaru expressed concern with regards o prastical completion riot Bging addressed; he
further stated that penalties have been imposed,
J. Rindel stated thal this will have {6 be revised and penailies will only be imposed with

discretion.

>

/‘/




4.3 Y. Ramsudh stated that Boneléna is to find ot if their "Extenision of Timie” claim has been
approved. Owen js to follow up with Mino.

4.4 Y. Ramsudh stated that confractors are to take responsibility of the deadlines that were
missed.

4.5 D.Gqwaru stated that there is a particular exercisé that can be put in place.

5.1 J. Rinde! stated that the scope for phase 3 hasn't changed considerably and will be treated
as a new project.

52  The Architect is to provide the scope of works.

53 J. Rindel further added that nomination will noi be used in the procurement process.

g,

8.1 J. Rindei siated thal the park homes can be disconnected and removed off site.

8.2 Decormnrnissioning of the park homes will be a separale conlract,

7. Genstal

7.1 List of furpiture that is required for the clinic~ Siyathemba is fo follow up dn and provide
feedback,

7.2, Next Mesting: Technical meeting will be on the 18 January 2012, and the steering commiltee

meeting will be held on the 24 January (TBA).
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ATTENDANCE REGISTER AND OATH OF SECRECY

1. 1, the undersigned, herewith declare that | amn aware that | have privileged access to classified decuments and
information which are protected under the provisions of the Protection of Information {Act 84 0f 1982) as amended,
that it fs my duty to ensure my acquaintance with all the provisions of the said act,

2. Iunderstand that the above places a duty of responsibillities in respect of secrécy upon me, and that 1 shall be guilty of
an offence if | reveal any information beyond that whichis authorized in my official line of duty, which contravenes
the abovementioned Act.

3. | understand that the said provisions and instructions shail apply not only during my tenure on the Committee but
also after the completion of my special project and/or an termination of my service with the DPW or other
stakeholders, provided that this restraint does not limit, my right to apply my trade in terms of the Constitution.

CONTRACTORS * .-
PRESTIGE DURBAN PROJECT A: CONSULTANTS CO-ORDINATION MEETING

DATE: 1zdamuon] 2002 Time ! rilf».f}sFM

NAME ORGANISATION TELEPHONE NUMIBER FAX NUMBER SIGNATURE
gnavona Pare) | Raweon 03 %0 3436 | 031 266 1028 Phihat-
S! Oretiotien {ir o gt P31 3y Lo _ lofiIvmiezar
0. Btumane |\ Poveenad | 0FR-SR GRORD v88- 286 CURS
VT Meekd | VIoeyun €] 093 NB7HE o DWS8Z
B - Punildies | WALA: o8B 280 0187 - (OB AYTZLO!
N Rowsudln | Rameon, oyt - 166 3L 031 266 (023
5 Mgange | Mwnagac (08 0% ATS |0 0% 4204
{ .’TWW% A6 Consulbage o3 Fb1 Tned o3l SCCTYET A,
D EQwARu] e Ca o3isEL 7363 031 ALd o2 (|
Scuutts  |CAdutoir 1081 2669602 031 46962y
DRMer | m3t | ocaR2$0% —
ralmaecon
o) e supss | CHRsuitants
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FEPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRIA,

NON - PISCLOSURE AGREBMENT: NOOP

CNT RWbOL. |

(> andd Full wayaes)

Solewnly declare that:

.

Mtwaéses

! have tajkeen Mtgbf the provisions of the Protection. of Information Ack (Ack g4 of
1982} and b partiouldr the provistons of seotion 4 of the Act;

understand that 1 shail be guilty of aw offence 1 1 veveal/ disolpse any bnformation
which { have in wy disposal by virtie of belng n weenber of the Mattonsl Conumities
on Prestioe (MCOP) and concerning which [ know or should reaconable now thar the
seourlty) o other Dnderests of the DPW and the republio vequive that it be kept cecvet
frome anl] percon(s) or body othey thaw. a person(s) or Loy -

() to whomt Liay lawfully reveal tt, or
() to whom ft fs my dutly to reveal it b the twberests of the DPW andsor the
republie, or
() to whow 1 awm authorized by the Head of the Departiignt or by the Chalrperson
" of'the NCOP or an offlsér authorized by hiw to veveal i

Tunderstand that the sate provisions and tnstruetions shatl apply wot only during

wy tenire as o member of the NGOP but also afeer the conpletion of vepresentation. tn
this covmmitiee/or on termination of my senvice with the DR, provided that this
vestrabing does ot Linit, vy vight to applyy my trade bn termes of the Constitution;

i

(t has aleo beew explatned to e, by ML a“ ( N 08 .
the policy vegulating the disclosure and Jov vevealing of confidential formntion,
witleh [have at ney disposal or have aequived by vistue of iy coitriist with BEW;

Caw fully aware of the serous consequences thit may follow
conkravention of the sald provisiow or instruction;

g
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MO ~ DISCLOSHWRE AGREEMENT: NCOP

L ... Shavona Takor Patel 290§ 21008089

O N T T T T T PRI F PY TRy -

(> and Full nowes)

Solernly teslave that:

1.

(

:1‘:.

5.

Witmésm

U have tmken wote of the 'prwis'wws of the Protection of tw{ormatﬁm Act (At 84 of
19822) ol b partiouldy the provisions of seetion 4 of the Act;

[ understand that 1 shatl be guilty of an offence B 1 veveals disclose mny information.
which t have fn oy disposal byt virtue of beling a menmber of the Matlonal Covanditee
oA Wﬁsﬂge (MOGE) dnd concerning whwh ! lewnow or should reasonable now tak the
seourity or other tnierests of the BPW el Hhe Republlo vequive that it be Rept secret
frowt any) persow(s) or body; othier than o person{s) of body :-

(1) to whom [ may Law’fuligj yevéal It or

{it) to whohe it fs my duty to reveal i b the tnterests of the PPW and/or the
Republie, or

(i) to whome [ an authorized by the Head of the Deparbment or by the Chailrperson
ofthe NCOP or an officer authorized by him to reveal £t

tunilerstand that the sals provisicins and instructions skl apply wot only during

' my tenure s o wevabier of the NCOP but also after the conepletion of vepresentation tn

this commdttes/or on termination of my servies with the DPW, pravided that this
restratnt does wot Limik, wyy right to apply my trade tn terms of the Comstitution;
¥

t has also beew explained to we, by Yash ?Mudh
the policy regulating the disciosure and Jor revenling of Confidentiol !w{o?wtwm
whiteht | hiave at vay disposel or hiave dequibved by vivtue of my contract with BPW;

Cam fully aware of the serious constquences that way follow any breach or

{(name. and signature)

oo (8L BV ST RGLLYE)
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REPUSHG OF STUTHARRICA

NMON - PISCLOSHRE AGREEMENT: NCOP

{, é{%.t.‘(},ug?):é)&filﬁ.tg.{g ..... é(.w&-c},ﬁgﬁ'%?ng}a;gﬁfj =
, {i> and Full nawmes) .
Solewnly deslare that: )

L. 7 1 have takew wate-of the provisions of the Protection ef nformation Act (Aot g of
1982} and tin partisuliy the provistons of seotion 4 of the Ak

2. Lunderstawo that | shall be guilty of an offence i 1 veveals dicelose any information
which { have n ny disppsal by virtue of belng a member of the Nativnal Commiittes
on Brestige (NooP) and sonetrning which t lnow or should reasonabile o Hhetr the
seouiit or other trterests of the DPW and the Republic require that it be kept seoret
frovk any person(s) or bordy othier thaw 4 person (s} o body;

(i) to ok i még lawfuttg reveal it op
(i) o whom Bt ig i duty to reveal it i the Linterests of the BPW and/or the
republic, or
() to whome | s authorized bl the Head of the Depariment: or by the Chatrperson.
" of the NCOP or an officer authorized byj hiw to reveal tE

2 Lunderstand that the saiok provistons and tnstructions shatl apply not only during
Wy tenadre Gs & menber of the NOOP but slso after the ooapletion of represenintion i
this sommities/or on términation of my service with the BPwW, provided that this
vestraink does vot Limit, my vightt to apply way trade in. %:e{fms of the Constitution,

4. [£hns also beew explatined to me, by yff}S tt “
the policy regulniing the diselosure’ anil Jor vevealing of Confldentinl Information,
which (have at vy disposal or have acquired by vivtue of wy contract with DR

5. Came fully awarve of the serlpus conséquences that may follow any breash or
contravertion. of the sald provision or tistruction,

(signaturg) & M:y)

{pla ca}&z&@ﬁ?’%ﬁ% S
(pate).. /?ﬁ‘ i j/rjfﬁ e
;o

Witnesses 1




MON = DISCLOSURE AGREEMENT: NCOP

L, -&Nfﬁ'f\f r@'){;fmﬁmww PR PR SRy PEW

N L R O U EOL T

4 (1> andd Full nanes)
Solemnly declave that:

. 1 have ken v‘wte'of tie provisions of the Protection of twformation Act (Ace g4 of
1982} and in partiouldy the provisions of seotion 4 of the Ack;

2 (understane that | shall be guilty of aw offence f | veveal/ disctose awy information
whiteh { have b wy disposal by virtue of belng & mendber of the Matfonal Copmities
ov Prestige (NCOP) and conaeriibing Whieh [ kuow or should résconable Rnow thilt the
seewrity or other nterests of the BPW dndd Hhe Republin vequive that it be Rept seeret
from. any persow(s) or body other thiwn. o persine(s) or body o

(i) to whowe L may Lavifilly reveal iy, or
(18} to whoke Tt s wy duby to reveal [t Dn the Tntereste of the BPW and/pr the
repnblic, or
(B to whom 1 am authorized by the Head of the Department oy by the Chatrperspn.
" of the NCOP or aw offteer authorized by hive to veveal it

2 lunderstand that the satd provisions and tnstuetions shall apply met only during
my Lenitre oe 8 wember of the NCOP buk aleo after the completion of vepresemtation, fin
thls eomwmitiee/or on tenatination of wy service with the BPW, provided thet thie
vestvabnt does ot it vty right to apply wy trade in ta‘rwc.g of the Constitution;

%, ft hes also been explained to me, by j A -
the policy regulating the dissloswye and Jor reverling of Cowflaenital nformation,
whiteh t have at wy disposal or have aeauived by vivtue of wyy contract with DPyy;

5. Lava {ully awave of the seripus consequences that way follow any breach oy
. contravention of the suid provision or instruetion; i%iﬁ
{slgnature)..\F. 0. SPEE R

................................

Witnecses bt o o (rame and stonnture)




T MEeCA LSON0ZS e 0T

(1> aind Full nanies)
salemmg daclaye that:

1. 7 | have taken wote of the Pmmgwws of the Protection of Inwforiation Ast (Ack 84 of
1982) and bapartionldr the provisions of sectlon 4 of the Act;

2 Punderstand that | shall be gullty of an offense U T veveal/ diselose anl bformatton
which { have tn wmy disposal by vivtue of belug o merber of the Matlonal Commities
o Prestige (NCOP) and consérning which { kwow or should reasonnble kinow that the
scourtty) or other interests of the BPW and the Republis require thot it be kept seevek
frove anyj person(s) or body other thaw a persoin(s) or body -

(i) to whowe [ meay Lawfully reveal i or
() o whom b fs my duby to veveal it bn the interests of the DPW and/or the
republic, or
(it} to whom | am authorized by the tead of the Department: or by the Chatrperson
" ofthie NCOP or an offiser nuthorized by hive to veveal it

)

1 understang that the saiek provistons and tnstruetions shall applyg wot ol dutring

vl tensre as i wienber of the NCOP buk also after the completion of representation. in
this comumdtiee/or on termination of my senvice with the Pw, provided that this
vestrrbint does ot Livult, vy ight to apply my trade tn terms of the Constitution;

4, it has aise been explained to wme, by @gjg’n{

the policyy regulating the disclosure and Jor Yﬂv’aatmg of confidentiol twformation,
witeh have at vay disposal oy Wave equived by vivtue of Y eovkract with DPw;

2

b {ully aware of the serous consequences that wmay follow . D7
contravention of the said provision or bastrustion; '
(stanature).. AL
(PLM&)....DM..
(‘Data) ...... l ..............
Wiknesses

e (WRME BE STE OS]

2. VI . :j ........ L T N (Wﬂm& ﬂm Sig%ﬂtt{yﬁj
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NOB - DIBCLOSURE AGRGEMENT: NCOP
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(Ip mad Full names)

Solemnly deelare that:

1.

W

Withnesses 1

| Wave taken wote of the mesiows of the Protestion of twforivation Act (Ack g4 of
1982) and bnprrtouldi the provistons of section 4 of the Ack;

( wnderstand that  shall be guilty of aw offence U revenl/ diselose any informakion
whith [ have in wy disposal by virtue of bebng @ member of the National Compmities
o Prestige (NCOP) and concerning which | kinaw or should reasonable kunow that the
seeurity or other Interests of the DPW and the republic vequire that it be kept secvet
frowa any person{s) o boddy) other thave n persoinds) or boddy -

(8] tp whowt | meay Lawfidly reveal it oy

(£} to whon B fe wmy duty to revenl it b the interests of the PPW and/or the
eepublic, oy

(L) towhowe tan authorized by the Head of the Department or by the Chatrperson
of the NCOP or an offleer authorized by hive to veveal it

! wnddgrstaid taat the sale }:mvisiaws awndd bnstrietions shatl apply) wot only during

mips temire as o member of the NCOP but dlso after the completion of representation tn
this commitiee/or on termination of my service with the DPW, provided that this
vestralnt does wot Lt wmy right to applyy mey trade tn terus of the Constitution;

it has also bean explotned to wme; by T &MC’/{ '

the policy regulnating the disclosure and Jor veventing of Cowfidential wformation,
whitehs | have at vy disposal or have aequived by virtue of my contrack with DPw;

toom fully awarve of the sevfous consequeinces that may {ollo
contravention of the sald provision or nstruction;

fnys braneh oy
(sStgnature) Sl

(Pmce)..%“,\Jﬂ_.,;,_..-.”m...

o {sivne and signature)

o {name and siondtiere)

(mu,) (2 O\ ZO|7




) public works

........................................................................................................................

(ib _mwt Full wit mas}
Solemnly declave that:

1.1 have tiken note of the provistoins of the Proteotion of tinformation Act (At 24 of
19%2) gnd b pavtiowldr the provisions of section 4 of the Act;

2. [ wndgrstand that { shall be guilty of an offence U | revedl/ disclose any lnformation
which  kave n ney disposal by vivtue of belng a wenber of the Mationnl Comumittes
ow Prestige (MCOP) and conseriing whilch t know or should vensonable emow that: the
55{%%‘:@ ov other tnterests of the DPW and the Rﬁ'\b{hf.w vequive thik it be i?,epi: sepyel
from aviy person(s) or body other thaw @ person(s) ov body -

i to whowm | ww;g Lawfully reveal i, or
it to whom it fs wy duty to veveal it tn the futerests of the DPW and/or the
republie, or

(i) to whowe § ave authorlzed by the Headl of the Departiment or by the Chatrperson
of the NCOP o aw officer authorized by hiwe to reveal it

2. | understand that the sale provisions and tnstiuetions shall apply ot only during
iy tewnre as o member of the NCOP but also after the conpletion of vepresentation tn
this committee/or on termination of wmy service with the DPW, provided that this
vestraint does not Limit, my vight to apply my trade in t%rm of the Constitutton;

4 It has alse beew explained to me, by RAM’&

the policy vegulnting the disclosure and Jor rev&almg of confldential tnformation,
wiiiel [ hove L My ole,s]aosm, ov have asguived b'{i vivtue of my comtrack viAth BPW;

5, Uam {fully aware of the serlous consequences that way follow an, Y breach or
contravention of the satd provisiow or trstrction; W

{Place) ‘@Iﬁﬂ”ﬁ

......................

ste).. R0l 202 -

\Wititesses v AU W - A\ 5.5 L R rveeriens ererns (nawe and stgnatire)

é. ..................... {(nwavee and slgniture)




Solewnly declare that:

1. have taken wote of the provislons of the Protection of twformation Act (Act 24 of
1922) auel b partiouldy the provisions of section ¢ of the Act;

2. [ understand that § shall be guilty of an offewee i 1 revenl/ disclose any information
which ( have fn my disposal by virtue of belng o waember of tae Natigwnl Conmittee
on Prestige (MCOP) and concerning which [ Rinow or should reasomable Rinow that the
seeuyity or othey interests of the DPW and the Republic requive that It be kept seovet
frove any person{s) or body other than 2 persoin{s) or boolys o

{3 to whov [ may lawfully reveal i or

(it} to whont it is ney duty] to revenl it L the inderests of the DPW and/or the
republic, or

(1) o whowi | av authorized by the Head of the Department or by the Chatrperson
of the NCOP oF an offleer authiorlzed by hiva to vevenl it

2 understand that the sale provistons and instructions shall apply not onty during
) temure as @ member of the NCOP bub aleo after the completion of vepresentation bn
this conmmmittee/or pn termination of wy service with the DPW, provided that this
vestetitnt does ot Liwmit, vy vight to apply way trade in terns of the Constitution;

4. it has also beew explained to me, by l\i G gh _
the polley) reguiating the disclosure and Jor vevealing of confidential Inforveation,
whileh t have at wyy disposal or have aoquived by virtue of wmy contract with Pw;

5. tam {ully aware of the serlpus consequences that waay {ollow gl breach or
‘ sonbeavention of the satd provision or instructions

(slonnture)

{place) ... N ﬁ\.w’ ............
(eate).., \7/\@\& \7,,(3 Ve

witnesses R Q%%Gdf}’ﬁ?ﬂ»if)\‘ ...... (nanie and stginatiiye)
2, %'(2; ........ M‘lg,%mmlfﬂm (name and signature)
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e LRENDLA | THEVAN | 8700250155082

...............................................................................

{1 and Fudl names)

saLamMg deckaye that:

1. 1 have taken inote of the provisions of the Protection of tnformation Act (Ack 84 of
19£2) and in partieuldy the provisions of section 4 of the Acts

2 [ understand thot { shall be guitty of an offense Uf t veveal/ dizelose any) information
whieh [ Wave bn ey disposal by vivtue of being a wember of the Natlonal Commbttes
ow Prestige (NCOP) and concerning whileh t kinow or should reasonnble knovw that the
seewrity) or other Interests of the DPW and the Republio vequive that it be lkept secret
frone any person(s) or body other thaw & personfs) or body) -

“© to whom | m&ig Lawfully reveal Bt or

(ti) to whowe it is 1y duby to reverl it in the tnterests of the DPW and/or the
R’_tlp-uhtia, or

(fil) o whom t aw authorized by the Herd of the Deparbment or by the Chalrperson
of the NCOP o an officer authorized by hive to vevenl it

2. Lunderstand that the sald provisions and bnstyuetions shall apply wot only during
iy tewtre as o wewber of the NCOP but also aftey the completion of vepresentation in
this cormmittee/or on termination of vy servige with the DPw, provided that this
vestroluk does wot Limit, wy vight to apply my trade in tervs of the Constitution;

4, it has also been explatngd to we, by Fotpine &1
the policy regulating the disclosure avd Jor vevenling of confldentinl tnformation,
wiiich | have at wey disposal or hitve acopubyed by virtue of my contract with DPw;

5. Uaw {ully aware of the serlous consequences that wmay Foltow Ay breach or
sontravention of the said gxmwswm ov Liastruction

Witngsses 1 @‘Qﬁ‘t\'\@mm . J}(V{mm and slgnature)

s s s e evnsne e (AAME OAE STopALYE)

s

AT
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NON - DISCLOSURE AC;RE’EME?N T NCOP

........................................................................................................................

(H:: mwi Fu.ti, WAPAES)

Solewmnly declave thot:

.

&

| have taken wote of the provisions of the Protestion of tnformation Act (Act 24 of
198:2) andd b pavtiowldr thie provisions of seetion 4 of the Act;

l understand that t shall be guilty of an offence Uf [ veveal/ disclose any information
which { have in wy disposal by virtue of veing a mewber of the Natlonal Copumnittes
on Prestige (NCOP) and conserning which [ Rnow or shouldl venseinable fenow that the
seeurityy ov other Literests of the PPW ond the Republie requive that it be Rept seevet

frove any personds) or borly other thaw g person(s} or body :-

(8] 0 whiom L may law{ully reveal it or

(i) ko whont it i wy duty to vevenl it fn the bnterests of the PPW Gnd/or the
republic, or

(18] to whom I ane authorized by the Head of the Departient or by the Chatrperson
of the NCOP or an offietr authorized by him to veveal it

funderstand thnt the salid provisions and bustructions shiall apply net only during

’ vl tenure os o werrber of the NCOP but also after the conplekton of representation tn

this committee/or on termination of my service with the DPW, provided that this
restraint does ot Limit, vy vight to apply ma trada tir {:swws of the Constitution;
D L
(t hias also beew explained to wme, by ARG \ —et e \ —
the "pauméj regulating the disclosure and /or reventing af confldential mformution,
whiteh [have atwy dicposal or have aoquired by virtue of way contract with DPW;

p—

Cane fudly aware of the serious consequences that wmay {oLLow awg-breach or
CoMEYAVEIRELOW a{' the suld ?YOVLSLBW OF brnstivietiong

(Si@watuve e e

(Placa) v bu{ l(y;;,-\ i

................................

.................................

Witnesses TR M s o L o AU v (naime and stgnaticre)

b S I @S\ .............. 5 \® ........................ (wame and siguature)

Dy g,
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MON - BISCLOSURE AGREEMEBENT: NCOP

..... Etaek. lung. SShuwrrs. . 1308501so5¢087.

{ie and Full nawmes)
Sc-Lew_mJ.g déclaye that:

1. Uhave takew wote of the provisions of the Protection of twformation Ack (Act g4 of
1922} and bn particuldr the provisions of section 4 of the Act;

2. Uunderstawnd that ( shall be guilty of an offence Uf | veveal/ disclose any bnformation
whieh 1 hiave b my) disposat by vivtue of belng 2 wevaber of the Natlonal Comumities
o Prestlge (MCOP) and conagrning which t Rnow or should veisorable kinow that the
seourity or dthey interests of the DPW and the Fgpublic vequive thst [k be kept seover
from any person(s) or body other than a person(s) or body -

(i) o Wb { mﬁg lawfuily reveal it oy

(il} to whom it is iy Auty to revenl it in the Dnbrests of the DPW and/or the
Repicblic, or

() to whom | awe authorized gy the Head of the Bepartment ov by the Chalipersoin
of the NCOP or an offioer authorized by Wi to veveal it

3, 1 understand that the <ald provisions and instasetions shatl apply wot only during
) tenare s A wewber of the NCOP but also after thie completion of vepresentation in
this committtee/or on termination. of my serviee with the DPwW, provided that this
vestralvit does wot Limik, my vight to apply my tride Ew’c—efms of the Constitutlon;

= tt has also been explained to wme, vy QA MDEL
the poliey vegulating the disclosure and /oy revealing of confidentlal mnformation,
whileh Fhave ai iy disposal o have aeoquived b3 virkue of ey contract with BPwW;

5 Uam {ully aware of the serlous constquences that wmay follow any byeaaiq oy
conkravention of the said provision or tnstruction;

(stonature)
(Place).. &8 Lo,
(brits) DW

withesses 1 {/7' EM(M%%/"ZM e (wame and signature)

{nawme and signalure)
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Solewnlyy declare thot;

NON - DISELOSURE AGREEMENT: NCOP

g3 D208,

{I> amdd Fudl vinmes)

Uhave taken note of the provisions of the Protectlon of Information Act (Aot 24 of
1982} onil ln pavtloular the provisions of section 4 of the Act; '

tunderstand that t shatl be guitty of an offence Bf | veveal/ disclose any information
which | have tn vy disposal by vivtue of belng a vaeniber of the Natlonal Conumittes
ows Prestige (NCOP) and concerning which | Rinow or should reasonable lewow thak the
seourity or other twkerests of the DPW and the reepublio requive that it be kept seovet
front any pevson(s) or body other than a personds) or body -

{t) to wiion | mci_g tawfully reveal it, or

(1) to whon [t {s wy) duty to reveal TE in the tnterests of the DPW nnd/or the
repiblic, oy

(i) to whone | ans authiorized by the Head of the Department or by the Chalrperson
of the NCOP or aw offieer authorlzed by hiva to veveal tt

o wunderstand that the sold pr{avf,sicmg pnd bnstrustions shall applis ot only during

Ay tenure as a menibér of the NCOP but also after the completion of vepresentation tn
this commiittee/or ow tenimduation of Y service with the DPW, provided that this
restrabng dlogs wob Linlt, my dght to apply wiy trade in terms of the Constibution;

. i &L
€ has also beew explatined to wae, by_ [ ‘
the policy vegulating the diselosure zyﬂ Jor vevenling of Comfldential nformation,
whiteh [ have at wyy disposal o have Redudred by vivtue of way contract with Py

Cawe fully aware of the serfous consequences that way follow
conkravention of the satn })rovisiaw or tngtvuetion;

(Stgnature;

Venstiabsens s e CABIRE B0 STEMARUTE)

> M_.:m,/\&w/’%

=T AU R f ............................. (Hame and signature)
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Office of the State Attorney
Pretoria

Private Bag X 91
PRETORIA
Q0

SALL BULDING

SEE Frahois Beard {Schoeman) Street

Cot Francis Baard {(Schoeman) &

Ttbho, Sehime (Andries) Slresls

PRETORIA

Te:r  {(Switchboard: (012) 308 1500
{Direct Linal {02 308 1538

Direot fooc 085 644 8417
Doteyc 298
2 May 2013

Encudres; B Minnsar
Emall  bininesc@justicegov.zs

My Raf THAN20{2/E50
Your Ret: D MIW E Badigly/ 23202085

By Pax: 011 5306232
Messrs Webber Wentzal
Higvo Bouleverd
Johapnesiucy

Dear Mr Milo

ANDG CENTRE FOR INVESTIGATIVE JOURNALISM AND ANGTHER / THE

MENISTER OX PUBLIC WORXS AND ANOTHER

Pleass riote thet that the Responds will not be filing headks of argurnent ot tis stagn, We botend to flle
;Wﬁdwﬁ_duﬁngmm.ofmwwbﬁw‘ £will geduce the lssues in dispule

Petween the parties and might pave the way for 5 settiemant of fhe muer, We slso anicipac ttthe
a@ﬁmmwmmumaﬁiwtsnraze@w:mms y#hidavit

1fthe applicents elett novio file a futhes affidavit and / or the sostter s not seitied we will then flg heads
of srewnet.

Yours feithifully

B»{. ‘e
FOR: STATE ATTORNEY (PRETORIA)
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Office of the State Attorney

Pretoria
Privats Bag X 81 315 Francis Baard Sireet
PRETORIA Salu Building
0001 Entrance Thaho Sehuime Street

Tel: (Swilchboard): (012) 308 1500
(Direct Line):  (012) 309 1562
{Secretary): {012) 309 1530/23

Fax  (General)  (012) 309 146%/50
{Direct) (086) 507 3326

10 SEPTEMBER 2013

Enquires: K { CHOWE My ref: T930/2012/Z74/j5

Emailichowe@iustice.gov.za Your ref O Milo/8 Winks 2328298

PER FAX: (011) 530 5111 /6137

Messrs Webber Wentrel Altorneys
JOHANNESBURG

Dear Sir

RE: M AND G CENTER FOR INVESTIGATION JOURNALISM NPC &
VINAYAK BHARDWAJ vs. THE MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS
AND ANOTHER

We refer to the above matter and hereby advise that our clients will not be in the
position to file their supplementary affidavit by the 11% September 2013.

We are working on the affidavit and we will deliver the affidavit by the 1%
September 2013.

We trust you find the above in order.

Yours faithfully

Access to Justice for All ' ' Aﬁvéys Quote my referance number

- A {]/
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WEBBER WENTZEL

in stimce with 3 Linklaters

Mr lsaae Chowe 14 Frickar Rosd, IHove Boutevard
State Atorney, Pretoria iohennesburg, 2156

" [ PO Box 61771, Marhalwn
Respondents’ Attarrieys Iohanressurg, 2167, Spath Africa
By fax: 088 BO7? 2104 T 27 11 530 5000
By email; johowefiustics nov.za # 427 13 850 5111

wiew v abrbierw entzal. com

Your teference Cur referance Dratte

K1 Chowe B 84k 7 D Wid / B Winks 12 Beplembor 2013
TR0 21259 P

Dear Sir

MandG Centre for Investigative Journalism NPC and Ancther v Minister of Public Wearks
and Another (North Gauteng High Court Case No E7874112)

1. We have received and noted the conlents of your letter dated 10 September 2013,

2. In light of the fact that the date of 11 Seplernbar 2013 for the filing of your clients’ affidavit
was fixed not by the parties but by the Court, we point out anly that the Court may require
an application for cordonation of the late filing,

3. Qur clients’ righte, particularly reigt?ng ta any costs that may be accastoned by the delay,
remiin resetyved,

Yours faithfully

< w:*ik "_
WEBBER WENTZEL

Bario Milo { Duncar Wild / Ben Winks
Ehssctiel: +27 11 B30 STEr

Dbt e F3T 11 850 8187

Emallr’ darinmilo@webbervantzel som

Lizear K]

$enfoe Poringr: OB Locastr  Porteers BN Adeck RE Ak W RlAvpsibowm Sawr® 88 olle Jelolow A Duselt WD Bhster
DHL Bobysan AR Buwley PG Brodthaw X Surkiemd 15 Sunneven g WalE RS fouhe CHLGoRer R Colipan - WE Comper. ¥ Qo T Taste
HDovies P Doys S de Liigs BEC Didingda MA Seciodt DN Disgley 50 Missned 12 Laeshl HYdu Prepn OF dhu Yokt » Btiahba S Blnuamtan
B AT Etechocen  MUR GG GA Fhardy B Pueie GFBagl CiGdwvg RGoyws P Greoly  SuGumedy miGwonpse YW Haniion
M Hetdny MR Hethew 9 Hooelw WA Hieenr R MRS N4 Hlafshevevs  YNE HaEmweys FHackey CHBGEMC PMiCigwaY  MGH Heniad
SEnufton RIsmad AR Jamwms Wk GRS DIE Srvis O Tonier Supsle € ondEan LUKsRn W Keneoy A Kevser € FIng. . Fheodi Ve Leen
U Rowse Mol T Mamingt B NeOsREdy MO Heldesh 81 Melbier 93¢ Hethals TR A 41 Blthe 26 Bl 15 S NP Miamanaln Y Mocasiey
b Buphat 8N Myshosh UM Moveiguih  MB meshill F sgmepn 29 fightis N6 fetvangs B3P Offeies W Peion o Burblbt AMY Padil RS Pliny
£l OR Penfold BE Shptend  HK olueter U Rangetisn RS Rebh: B Radinian 5 Bl ol Schons 5 Shaatiend 6 Sibands | By Blimen
#3 Simpron IBimpsan B Sigh ME Sogitiog L Bek PSS (ISwsing ER Swerigeul A hernepect & Thee OR Theslteida & ool D Wsltsih
PRVGMIR 3P viek der ool RE van der Medlen - 20 vEn g0 Viacer MRS T Wal - Y Dy BT vah SchaatdEntargh 06 Yavmn D oWeler M1 Verter
8 Yorsfild 0l Vorgfild TR % R D Vishgie JHL Wedtgils KL YIRS R WHSSH M Yuraksn ORgef Omerabing Oficesn A% By

Woblber Wigntre! ix sprociated with ALy




IN THE NORTH GAUTENG HIGH COURT, PRETORIA
(REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA)

CASE NO: 67574/12

In the matter between:

M AND G CENTRE FOR INVESTIGATIVE JOURNALISM NPC First Applicant
VINAYAK BHARDWAJ Second Applicant
and

THE MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS First Respondent
THE INFORMATION OFFICER: DEPARTMENT OF Second Respondent
PUBLIC WORKS

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT

|, the undersigned,

MZIWONKE DLABANTU

state the following under oath:

1. I am the Director General of the Department of Public Works (“the
Department”). | deposed to the answering affidavit on behalf of the
respondents in this application. | also deposed to a confirmatory
afffidavit in respect of Mr Phillip Masilo’s further affidavit of 14 June

2013.




The facts contained in this affidavit are within my personal knowledge
unless stated ctherwise or apparent from the context. To the best of

my knowledge and belief they are both true and correct.

| have read the suppiementary affidavit of 4 September 2013 deposed
to by Mr Bhardwaj on behalf of the applicants. | have also read the
further answering affidavit deposed to by Mr Masilo. | understand that
this affidavit will be served and filed together with Mr Masilo's affidavit.
I confirm that the contents of Mr Masilo’s affidavit are true and correct
in so far as they relate o me and 1o the atiempts by the Department

to locate the documents sought by the applicants.

| confirm that | am the Information Officer for the Department and that
I instructed Mr Masilo to attempt to locate the documents listed as
missing in the schedule to the applicants’ letter of 29 July 2013 (being
annexure SA4 to Mr Bhardwaj's affidavit). Mr Masilo has informed me

of his progress in this regard.

I submit that the Department has taken all reasonable steps to find
and deliver to the applicants all documents in its possession related to
the Nkandla security upgrade, including the documents in annexure
SA4 that are listed as missing. | further submit that those documents
that have not been located cannot reasonably be found, and may not
even exist. It is therefore not possible to give the applicants access to

those documents.




6. Mr Masilo and Mr Rindel, the project manager responsible for the
Nkandla security upgrade, have spent many hours searching for the
missing documents. The documents that have been found have been

tendered to the applicants.

7. Mr Masilo has not been able fo confirm the existence of some of the
documents. Given the vast number of documents in the possession
of the Department, it is neither feasible nor practical to expend any

more resources searching for something that may or may not exist.

8. { confirm that the respondents request this Court to dismiss the
application with costs, on the scale as between attorney and client,

including the costs of two counsel.

MZIWONKE DL TU™ -

This affidavit was signed and sworn to before me at DR 7R 1 P onthis
the Zaﬁ\ay of SEPTEMBER 2013, the deponent having acknowledged that
he knows and understands the contents of this affidavit and that they are true

and correct. | certify that the Regulations contained in Government Naotice

R.1258 of 21 July 1972, as amended, have been complied with.

e (e {a

Jj
COMMISSIONER OF OATHS

NOKO DANIEL MABUELA
COMMISSIONER OF OATHS
PRACTISING ATTORNEY R.S.A.
4th FLOOR - CHARTER HOUSE
179 BOSMAN STREET
0002 - PRETORIA



IN THE NORTH GAUTENG HIGH COURT, PRETORIA
{(REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA)

CASE NO: 6757412

in the matter between:
M AND G CENTRE FOR INVESTIGATIVE JOURNALISM NPC First Applicant
VINAYAK BHARDWAJ Second Applicant
and
THE MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS First Respondent
THE INFORMATION OFFICER: DEPARTMENT OF Second Respondent
PUBLIC WORKS

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT

b, the undersigned,

JEAN RINDEL

_state the following under oath:

1. | am amployed by the Department of Public Works (“the Departrment”)
as a project manager in its KZN Regional Office. | am the project

manager responsible for the Nkandla security upgrade.



2, The facts contained in this affidavit are within my personal knowledge
unless stated otherwise or apparent from the context. To the best of

my knowledge and belief they are both true and correct.

3. I have read the furthar answering affidavit deposed to by Phillip Sobi
Masilo. | understand that this affidavit will be served and filed
together with Mr Masilo’s affidavit. | confirm that the contents of Mr
Masilo's affidavit are true and correct in so far as they relate to me

and to the KZN Regional Office.

A st

JEAN RINDEL

This affidavit was signed and sworn t¢ before me at on thig
the  day of SEPTEMBER 2013, the deponent having acknowledged that
he knows and understands the contents of this affidavit and thst they are true
and cormrect. | certify that the Regulations contained in Government Notice
R.1258 of 21 July 1972, as amended, have been complied with.

( g *qim?-zthﬁgdq&

COMMISSIONER OF OATHS ©& 5 teme)




