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AFFIDAVIT 
 

 

 

I, the undersigned, 

JACQUES FLORIS LOUW 

do hereby make oath and say: 

 

1. I am an attorney of the High Court of South Africa, practising under the name 

Lionel Murray Schwormstedt and Louw, at 2nd Floor, 42 Burg Street, Cape 

Town. 

2. The facts attested to herein are within my personal knowledge, unless the 
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contrary appears from the context, and, to the best of my belief, true and correct. 

3. I am making this affidavit of my own volition, as an officer of the Court and a 

member of the Legal Practice Council, as well as in my capacity as 

representatives of my clients, the 2nd and 3rd Complainant.  For the sake of this 

affidavit I shall refer to them as Geffen and Joseph respectively. 

4. I submit this affidavit for the purposes of a complaint to the Legal Practice 

Council.  I do so as I believe that the practitioner (the abovementioned 

Respondent) has committed an egregious and blatant breach of ethics that 

justifies immediate action on the part of the Legal Practice Council.  I will also 

file a substantially similar affidavit with the South African Police Services as and 

official complaint.  

5. Geffen and Joseph are clients of my firm, in, amongst other, the matter filed 

under case number 23291/19 in the High Court of South Africa, Gauteng 

Division, Pretoria (“the Interdict Application”).  The Applicants in the Interdict 

Application are the Respondent, to whom I shall refer as Ramulifho, and his law 

firm, Ramulifho Incorporated Attorneys.  Joseph and a news publication, 

GroundUp, are the first and second Respondents respectively in the Interdict 

Application.  Geffen is the editor of GroundUp. 

6. Ramulifho practises as an attorney at 21A, Garsfontein Office Park, 645 

Jacqueline Drive, Garsfontein, Pretoria at Ramulifho Inc Attorneys, registration 

number 2016/528937/07. 

7. The nature of the Interdict Application is not relevant to this complaint and the 
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court papers are voluminous.  The full set of original papers is filed at the High 

Court, but I can make copies available on request. 

8. This complaint relates to what my clients and I believe to be fraudulent 

documents created by and perjury committed by Ramulifho, in the Interdict 

Application.  In some instances, our complaint is based on strong suspicion.  In 

other instances, the probabilities of fraud and perjury are overwhelming.  I will 

highlight each instance separately. 

Brief Background 

9. Joseph has written and Geffen (as editor of GroundUp) has published a range 

of articles highlighting improper conduct in management of Lottery Grants 

received by Denzhe Primary Care NPO (“Denzhe”) from the National Lotteries 

Commission.  Amongst the conduct highlighted were the following: 

9.1 The allegation that Denzhe was highjacked from its former members 

by, amongst other, Ramulifho. 

9.2 The fact that Denzhe paid two amounts of R264,240.34 and 

R271,000.00 in respect of Ramulifho’s personal business, two Ocean 

Basket franchises, in 2016. 

10. Following the publication of these articles, Ramulifho and Ramulifho Inc 

Attorneys served and filed the Interdict Application, on 9 April 2019. 

11. The Founding Affidavit dealt with the allegations of the hijacking and the Ocean 
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Basket payments, amongst many others. 

12. The Interdict Application came before the Pretoria High Court on 16/17 April 

2019 and was struck from the roll due to a lack of urgency. 

13. Subsequently, Joseph has written and Geffen (as editor of GroundUp) has 

published further articles, in which various allegations of impropriety are made 

about Ramulifho, including the following: 

13.1 That he seemingly paid R5,000,000.00 from the Denzhe funds to 

Etienne Naude Attorneys as part payment of the R11,000,000.00 

purchase price for a property transaction, being a house in the 

Mooikloof Equestrian Estate. 

13.2 Questioning Ramulifho’s claim that he repaid the monies paid to Ocean 

Basket and that the amounts were loans. 

14. In the Interdict Application the following affidavits have been filed that are 

material to his compliant: 

14.1 The Founding Affidavit, commissioned by Willem Frederick Ludick, of 

586 Chopia Street, Constantia Park. 

14.2 The First and Second Respondents’ Answering Affidavits (“the 

Answer”). 

14.3 Ramulifho’s Replying Affidavit to the Answer (“the First Reply”), 

commissioned by Heila LHC Kruger of 710A Picasso Street, 
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Moreletapark, Pretoria.  

14.4 Geffen’s Supplementary Affidavit (“the Supplementary Affidavit”). 

14.5 Ramulifho’s Reply to the Supplementary Affidavit (“the Second Reply”), 

commissioned by Werner Prinsloo, of Garsfontein Office Park 32, 

Jacqueline Rylaan 645, Pretoria. 

15. I will annex hereto pages from the relevant affidavits, but I shall make the 

complete set of affidavits available when required.  As mentioned, the original 

documents should be in the court file. 

16. The complaints all relate to, what Joseph, Geffen and I believe to be, false 

statements in the Founding Affidavit, the First Reply and the Second Reply, as 

well as falsified documents annexed to the affidavits and confirmed by 

Ramulifho under oath as the truth.  Over and above the false statements and 

fraudulent documents, we also allege that Ramulifho has falsified or caused to 

be falsified an affidavit by Etienne Naude, a senior attorney of Pretoria (“the 

Naude Affidavit”). 

17. The Naude Affidavit purports to be commissioned by Werner Prinsloo, of 

Garsfontein Office Park 32, Jacqueline Rylaan 645, Pretoria. 

18. The First Reply also contains as an annexure an affidavit purporting to be 

signed by Ms Tshikalange (“the Tshikalange Affidavit”).  We have reason to 

suspect that the Tshikalange Affidavit may also be fraudulent. 

19. This affidavit does not address the underlying crimes that may have been 
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committed relating to the monies of Denzhe.  The complaints herein relate solely 

to the suspected perjury and fraud contained in the statements under oath made 

by Ramulifho.  The other crimes are for the relevant authorities to investigate 

separately. 

First Complaint (Founding Affidavit – the Tshikalange Affidavit) 

20. On or about 26 March 2019, Ramulifho deposed the Founding Affidavit. 

21. On pages 6 (page 16 of the court record) of the Founding Affidavit, which I 

annex hereto marked JFL 1, Ramulifho makes the following averments: 

21.1 That he instructed his attorney, Keegan Elliott, to write a letter to 

Joseph. 

21.2 The letter, including certain annexures, was sent, in accordance with 

his instructions to Joseph, on 12 December 2018. 

21.3 That the letter and annexures are confirmed as if incorporated into the 

affidavit. 

22. One of the allegations Joseph made in an article published on 22 November 

2018, was that Ramulifho had hijacked Denzhe.  To refute the allegation, 

Ramulifho attached as part of Annexure G to the Founding Affidavit an affidavit 

signed by Tshikalange.  A copy of the Tshikalange Affidavit is attached marked 

JFL 2. 

23. In the Tshikalange Affidavit she purportedly made various claims that directly 
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contradict her earlier statement that she made to the South African Police 

Services (“the Tshikalange Statement”).  I annex the Tshikalange Statement 

hereto marked JFL 3. 

24. On an inspection of the Tshikalange Affidavit we found the signature of Ms 

Tshikalange suspect.  The following was found: 

24.1 The signatures on the Tshikalange Affidavit and the Tshikalange 

Statement are on the face of it significantly different. 

24.2 The content of the Tshikalange Affidavit and the Tshikalange Statement 

are irreconcilable. 

24.3 On the Tshikalange Affidavit the pages other than the signature page 

are initialled with the initials in print form TT.  [The relevance of this 

manner of initialling will become apparent when I address the complaint 

in 40 below]  

25. Joseph informs me that Tshikalange has, in an interview, denied that she signed 

the Tshikalange Affidavit. On 16 and 18 March 2020 I contacted Tshikalange’s 

attorney, Moleko Ratau, of Johannesburg. He told me that his client is not the 

person who deposed to an affidavit in support of Ramulifho in December 2018.  

However, numerous subsequent attempts to obtain further confirmation from Mr 

Ratau remain unanswered.  I attach hereto a transcript of a WhatsApp 

conversation between Joseph and Tshikalange on 8 October 2019, marked JFL 
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4. 

26. In the circumstances, we believe that:  

26.1 The Tshikalange Affidavit was not signed by Tshikalange and is a 

forgery.  

26.2 The statements made by Ramulifho in the Founding Affidavit under oath 

relating to the Tshikalange Affidavit are false and made by Ramulifho 

knowing that they were false. 

Second Complaint (Founding Affidavit and First Reply – the Proof of Payment) 

27. As part of Annexure G to the Founding Affidavit Ramulifho attached to 

documents purporting to be proof of repayment of the Ocean Basket loan 

amounts to Denzhe.  Ramulifho’s version in both the Founding Affidavit and the 

First Reply is that he borrowed the amounts of R264,240.34 and R271,000.00 

from Denzhe and then repaid it within a week. 

28. Ramulifho made the averments relating to proof by incorporating them into the 

Founding Affidavit under Annexure G.  He repeats the allegations with reference 

to the Tshikalange Affidavit on page 41 (record page 474) of the First Reply.  I 

annex the page hereto marked JFL 5. 

29. On 29 November 2019, Geffen made a Supplementary Affidavit in which he 

drew the court’s attention to the following: 

29.1 The Denzhe FNB bank statements for the period October to November 
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2016 have reliably been leaked to Joseph and Geffen. The Denzhe 

bank statement shows that the account number ends in …48493.  

29.2 One of the alleged repayments was made on 7 November 2016 of an 

amount of R264 240.34. This amount does not reflect in the Denzhe 

bank statement of the same period.  

29.3 Both alleged proofs of payment (the November Notification and the 

“December Notification” of 7 December 2016) reflect the last six digits 

of the FNB account to which the alleged repayments were made as 

…695264.   

29.4 To the best of his knowledge there is no account (with FNB or 

otherwise) of Denzhe Primary Care NPO ending in the number 

…695264.  

29.5 There is however a different banking number that entails a number that 

ends on …695264: The profile number - not the bank account number 

- of Denzhe’s Nedbank account that was opened on 8 December 2016.  

29.6 A letter which was sent to Denzhe Primary Care NPO on 8 December 

2016.  The letter shows that Nedbank Limited opened an account for 

Denzhe Primary Care NPO on that date, with account number 

1140184083, that is, the Nedbank Account.  The letter further shows 

that Nedbank accorded to the account number 1140184083 a profile 

number, which is 3076695264.  Quite remarkably, the last six digits of 

the Denzhe Primary Care NPO Nedbank profile number is …695264, 
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the number that appears on the proof of payment. 

29.7 Geffen submitted that the most reasonable inference was that the 

proofs of payment have been manipulated to fraudulently show a bank 

payment. 

30. We submit that the overwhelming probabilities are that the two proofs of 

payment are falsified and accordingly: 

30.1 That Ramulifho committed an act of perjury by referring thereto in the 

Founding Affidavit and the First Reply; and 

30.2 That Ramulifho possibly committed the fraud, but probably associated 

himself with the fraud after the fraud was committed and thereby 

participated therein. 

31. I attach the two alleged proofs of payment marked JFL 6 and JFL 7.  I also 

attach the Supplementary Affidavit (without annexures) marked JFL 8. 

Third Complaint (Second Reply – the FNB bank Statement) 

32. On 5 March 2020 Ramulifho made the affidavit which was the Second Reply.  

The Second Reply was served on 13 March 2020.  A copy of the entire Second 

Reply (without the annexures) is attached marked JFL 9. 

33. In paragraphs 17.4 to 22 of the Second Reply, Ramulifho responds to the 

allegations made by Geffen referred to in paragraph 29 above.  Ramulifho 

explains that the repayments which were reflected in the proofs of payment 
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were in fact made to a FNB Money Market account ending in the number 

…695264.    

34. Ramulifho attaches to his affidavit a copy of what purports to be a bank 

statement relating to the alleged Money Market account.  The statement is 

marked LR 3.  I attach it hereto using the original reference. 

35. LR 3 is a patent fraud.  I will illustrate this in several ways: 

35.1 The statement period reflected on the first page of LR 3 is for the period 

“31 October 2016 to 30 November 2016”.  However, the statement date 

is 31 October 2016.  The statement date or statement period or both 

must have been falsified. 

35.2 The summary of transaction on the first page of LR 3 reflects an opening 

balance of R150,000.00, credits of R535,000.34 and a debit of R 14.10 

which should leave a balance of R684 986.24.  However, the amounts 

are added to a closing balance of R685,240.34.  Bank automated 

statements do not make such calculation errors.  Some or all of the 

entries in the summary on page one of LR 3 have accordingly been 

fraudulently altered to fit the narrative of the Second Reply. 

35.3 At the bottom of page one of LR 3 appears the inscription: CSFZFNO: 

62781923737.  FNB has similar inscriptions on all electronically 

delivered statements issued by FNB. It reflects the account number of 

the account in respect of which the statement is issued.  I know that the 

account number 62781923737 belongs to an account used by Dinosys 
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NPC, registration number 2015/12967/08, a non-profit company, which 

was a shelf company until January 2018, when Ramulifho took it over, 

and from which Ramulifho resigned as a director on 20 September 

2018.  To the best of my knowledge it is under his control and at least 

two of his staff members (Liesl Joy Moses and Tsietsi Joseph 

Tshabalala) are directors. 

35.4 On page 2 of LR 3 two entries are reflected.  The one entry is dated 25 

October 2016.  However, the statement period only commences on 31 

October 2016 (according to page one of LR 3).  Both entries are likely 

to be fraudulently inserted on page 2. 

35.5 Moreover, according to the proofs of payment in respect of the 

repayments referred to under the second complaint above, the 

repayments were made on 7 November 2016 and 7 December 2016.  

The dates of the credits do not accord with the proofs of payments. 

35.6 The VAT Rate at the bottom of the second page of LR 3 is indicated as 

15%.  However, the VAT rate as at October and November 2016 was 

14%.  It is therefore clear that the person who falsified LR 3 used a 2018 

or later bank statement.  The VAT rate changed to 15% on 1 April 2018. 

35.7 On the second page of LR 3 the following words appear:  On 23 

November 2016, the Prime lending Rate changed to 10.25%. It is a 

fact that the prime lending rate increase with effect from 23 November 

2018 was announced by the governor of the Reserve Bank on 22 
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November 2018.  There was no interest rate increase on 23 November 

2016.  

35.8 This document is not in the format of an FNB Money Market Account, 

which is a simpler document showing only the transactions for the 

relevant period, but it matches the format of an FNB Current Account 

statement. 

36. The only conclusion that is logically possible in light of the discrepancies 

highlighted in paragraph 35 above is that Ramulifho, or someone under his 

direction, used the FNB current account, with number 62781923737, statement 

issued to Dinosys NPC some time after November 2018 and inserted false 2016 

dates, a false account number, a false account holder and fictitious amounts 

with a view to present the document to court as evidence in support of other 

fraudulent  documents and numerous perjurious made by Ramulifho. Any of the 

seven discrepancies highlighted in paragraph 35 above is independently fatal 

to authenticity. 

37. We submit that the overwhelming probabilities are that LR 3 is a fraudulent 

document and accordingly: 

37.1 That Ramulifho committed an act of perjury by referring thereto in the 

Second Reply, in all likelihood in an attempt to conceal another act of 

dishonesty and perjury; and 

37.2 That Ramulifho either committed the fraud, or he associated himself 

with the fraud after the fraud was committed and thereby participated 
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therein. 

Fourth Complaint (Second Reply – the Naude Affidavit) 

38. Ramulifho refers to and attaches to the Second Reply an affidavit which 

purports to be an affidavit of senior Pretoria Attorney and Conveyancer, Etienne 

Naude.  The Naude Affidavit is attached to the Second Reply as LR 2.  I attach 

LR 2. 

39. He refers to Naude in paragraphs 17.2 and 33.2.1 of the Second Reply and 

claims that Naude confirms the facts that he attests to in these paragraphs. 

40. I have inspected LR 2 and found that the signature of Naude on LR 2 is 

significantly different to his normal signature as it appears on transfer 

documents signed by him.  I attach a copy of two pages with Naude’s actual 

signature marked JFL 10.  Moreover, the pages on LR 2 that are initialled, 

purports to be initialled with in print capital letters merely as EN.  I know of no 

attorney who would initial that way, nor did Naude do so on the transfer 

documents attached as JFL 10.  Further, the initials are also remarkably similar 

in form to the initials TT of Tshikalange. 

41. On Friday 13 March 2020 I called Naude and asked whether he indeed signed 

LR 2.  He had no knowledge of the matter and asked to look at the document.  

He called me on Monday 16 March 2020 to confirm that the signature on the 

affidavit was not his and that he did not depose to the affidavit.  He further 

confirmed that the facts claimed by Ramulifho about the payment in the Second 

Reply, insofar as they relate to him, were not true.  His sole involvement with 
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Ramulifho was to act as transferring attorney on behalf of a certain Dr Nel in a 

property transaction in 2016. 

42. LR 2 was filed in in support of Ramulifho’s statements in paragraphs 17.2 and 

33.2.1 of the Second Reply, which, in turn were made in response to the portion 

of the Supplementary Affidavit under the heading – Property purchase Plot 

448 The Farm Rietfontein 375 – which I annex hereto marked JFL 10. 

43. The facts alleged by Ramulifho in paragraphs 17.2 and 33.2.1 are accordingly 

wilfully fabricated and perjurious. 

44. Following the discussion with Naude, on Tuesday 17 March 2020, I called 

Werner Pretorius, the commissioner of oaths for the Naude Affidavit.  I also sent 

a copy of LR 2 to him.  He confirmed that Naude never appeared before him on 

5 March 2020, or otherwise in relation to the Interdict Application.  He said he 

would have recalled it if Naude had appeared before him as a deponent.  He 

said he had a vague memory of acting as commissioner of oaths for Ramulifho 

on 5 March 2020 and mentioned that he often commissions affidavits for 

Ramulifho.  Pretorius understandably had no independent recollection of the 

Naude Affidavit, but he speculated that he must have assumed at the time that 

Ramulifho was the deponent for whom he was acting as commissioner.   We do 

not lodge any complaint against Pretorius. 

45. LR 2 is a fraud and produced solely with the view to support perjurious claims, 

to mislead the court and, in all likelihood, an attempt to conceal another crime 
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involving dishonesty. 

Conclusion  

46. We have limited our complaints only to the matters which relate to actual 

fraudulent manipulation of documents that have been presented to court in the 

Interdict Application and the perjurious statements related to the documents.  

We are of the view that it is for the prosecuting authorities to investigate, 

independently, the other crimes that may or may not have been committed.  

47. My clients and I regard the conduct of Ramulifho as a serious breach of ethics 

involving criminal conduct committed by an officer of the court, in court 

documents, and request the LPC to investigate the matter and to take the 

necessary steps against him. 

 

 

JACQUES FLORIS LOUW 

 

I certify that the Deponent has acknowledged that he knows and understands the 
contents of the Declaration and that the Deponent uttered the following words: "I swear 
that the contents of this Declaration are true, so help me God."  I certify further that 
the provisions of Regulation 1258 of the 21st July, 1972, (as amended) have been 
complied with. 
 
Signed and sworn to before me at CAPE TOWN on this the           day of March 2020. 
 
 
 

     
 ____________________________________ 

      Ex Officio Commissioner of Oaths 
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In the matter between: 

TAKALANI TSHIKALANGE Applicant 

AFFIDAVIT 

I, the undersigned, 

TAKALANI TSHIKALANGE 

Do hereby make oath and slate that 

1. I am an adult female of full legal capacity a chairwoman of Denzhe Primary Care

NPO and I am the Applicant In the court proceedings against House Regeneration

I/a Extreme Freedom Foundation which is represented by Ado Krldge.

2. The allegations contained herein are within my personal knowledge and befief and

are, both true and correct.

BacJ!;ground 

3. After noting misleading headlines from the various media on the "how a hijacked

organisation scored mllllons from lottery "1 found it duty bound to refute the

allegatrons as untrue and misleading.an. i.e publications on the daily maverick,

Limpopo Mirrior, news 24 and Ground up.

4. For several months Mr Raymond Josephs and Ado Kridge having been harassing

me for information about our organization and they offered to get me a body

JFL 2
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I know and understand the pontents of this declaration. ' -T

I have no objection in taking the prescribed oath.

I consider the prescribed oath to be binding on my conscience.

I certiry that the deponent knows and understand the contents of this dec{aretion and that he/she knows
and understands the contents thereof. This statement was swo!'n before rne and the deponent,s signature
was placed thereon in my presence,
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Conversation via WhatsApp between Joseph and Tshikelange on 8 October 

2019 

Joseph: I'm going to send you an affidavit to look at. I'l page it page by page via 

WhatsApp. I want to know if you know anything about it and whether it's your 

signature on the document. Thanks, Raymond 

[PDF Pages of the Tshikalange Affidavit sent by Joseph to Tshikalange before 

conversation continued] 

Joseph: The main things I'd like you to see is the affidavit signed by "you" that says 

you have settled with Ramulifho and he has paid back Lottery money he 

borrowed from Denzhe. And the other is a supposed new constitution, again 

signed by you. 

Tshikalange: That's fraudulent I can't just resigned  and give my Npo to Lesley , 

themba and Liesel. May you please check  the Resolution it has been 

audited from  the date, my I'd number and signature 

Tshikalange: I don't know what is happening  at denzhe since Lesley Ramulifho 

hijacked  my Npo in 2016 . 

Tshikalange: He took that R535 000 ,while I was not part of  his fraud he must face 

the music alone with those people who have changed  my resolution 

Joseph: I think you should take the affidavit to the police and swear an affidavit 

saying it is a forgery and it's not your signature on it 

Tshikalange If its like that i will take it the police and the problem  is our government 

which is failing us because it recognizes only the rich people , I really 

need a lawyer  on my side. Maybe things will work out for me 

Joseph: I will expose them but I need help. Please urgently take the fake affidavit to 

the police and make an affidavit saying you were never consulted and had 

nothing to do with compiling it, and that it is not your signature. And send me 

a copy. My email is rayjoe@iafrica.com Thank :) 

Tshikalange:  Thank you I will do that tomorrow,  do you know that he called me 

same day that you called  me on the 29 August saying that he won  case 

is it was against you and the sheriff is going to attach the property. 

Tshikalange:  He lost the case and had to pay all my legal costs 

Tshikalange: He said he is  going  to  give me lot of money and just said ok. 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 
GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA 

In the matter between: 

LESLEY NKHUMBULENI RAMULIFHO 

RAMULIFHO INCORPORATED ATTORNEYS 

And 

RAYMOND JOSEPH 

GROUND UP 

THE CITIZEN NEWSPAPER 

THE NATIONAL LOTTERY 

THE DAILY DISPATCH NEWSPAPER 

CASE NO: 23291/19 

FIRST APPLICANT 

SECOND APPLICANT 

FIRST RESPONDENT 

SECOND RESPONDENT 

THIRD RESPONDENT 

FOURTH RESPONDENT 

FIFTH RESPONDENT 

REPLYING AFFIDAVIT: FIRST AND SECOND RESPONDENTS' 
SUPPLEMENTARY AFFIDAVIT 

I, the undersigned, 

LESLEY NKHUMBULENI RAMULIFHO, 

do hereby make oath and say: 
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'DENZHE PRIMARY CARE 
645 JACQUELINE STREET 
GARSFONTEIN 
MENLO 
00081 
LESLEYRAM@TELKOMSA.l,ET 

Money Market Account -0695264 
Summary in Rand 

Opening Balance 

Funds Received tCreditsl 
Cash Deposits 
other Deposits 
Inter-Account Transfers In 
Electronic Payments Received 

Funds Used (Debits) 
Cash Withdrawals (Branch) 
cash Withdrawals (Other) 
Cheques Processed (Non Cash) 
Debit Orders/Scheduled Payments 
Account Payments 
Inter-Account Transfers Out 
Card Purchases (Swipes) 
Fuel Purchases 

Bank Chames 
Service Fees 
Cash Deposit Fees 
Cash Handling Fees 
Other Fees 

other Entries 
Interest on Credit Balance 
Interest on Debit Balance 
Inward Unpaid Items 
Unpaid Cheques and Debits 
Refunds/Ad1ustments 

Closing Balance 

Overdraft Limit 

2 

0 

0 

2 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

ZAR 

150,000.00 Cr 
535.000.34 Cr 

0.00 
0.00 

535,000.34 Cr 
0.00 

0,00Dr 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00Dr 
0.00Dr 
0.00 
0.00 

0.00 Dr 
0.00 

0.00 
0.00 

14.10Dr 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

685,240.34 Cr 
0.00 

�t e..Mail 
@ Web 

B Olympus Plaza 
P.O. Box 2782 
Olymp,us Plaza. Faerie Glen 0043 

Branch Code 2581:55 

Customer VAT Regislrafion Number: Not Provided 
Bank VAT Reglslration Number: 4210102051 

Tax Invoice/Statement Number: 7 

Statement Period :31 October 2016 to 30 November 2.016 
Statement Date :31 Octobor 2016 

Contact us 
info@fnb_co.za 

'ii' Lost Cards 
fnb.CJ}.Za 

087-575-9406
087-575-9479
087-31·1-3607

'is.' Account Enquiries 
� Fraud 

Updated Temis and Conditions: Your transactional -account 
terms and conditions have been update<.!. You can access the 
updated terms and condilions on ourwebsile. 

Debit Interest Rafe5 {Non NCA) 
24.00% 

Pdcir1u Op\lon: Your account is on the Business Single Fee pricing option. For more information, Contact Us or visit our website. 

Page 1 of 2 
Delivery Method E1 R05 
EN/31/NV/DDAM 
983 

586749 





IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA 
GAUTENG DIVISION, PRETORIA 

In the matter between: 

LESLEY NKHUMBULENI RAMULIFHO 

RAMULIFHO INCORPORATED ATTORNEYS 

And 

RAYMOND JOSEPH 

GROUND UP 

THE CITIZEN NEWSPAPER 

THE NATIONAL LOTTERY 

THE DAILY DISPATCH NEWSPAPER 

CASE NO: 23291/19 

FIRST APPLICANT 

SECOND APPLICANT 

FIRST RESPONDENT 

SECOND RESPONDENT 

THIRD RESPONDENT 

FOURTH RESPONDENT 

FIFTH RESPONDENT 

CONFIRMATORY AFFIDAVIT 

I, the undersigned, 

ETIENNE NAUDE, 

do hereby make oath and say: 

1.
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