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%%%% CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE kAo

This and any accompanying pades contain information from the Law
Office of Michael P. piRaimondo, Esg. which is confidential or
privileged. The information is intended to be for the use of the
individual or entity named above. If you are not the intended
recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or
use of the contents of this information is prohibited. If you have
received this facsimile in error, please notify my office by
telephone immediately so that we can arrange for the retrieval of
the original documents at no cost to you.
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A LA~ e e

October 22, 1992

\\\ '-::.9 Y,
Honorable D. Schutte TR i
Deputy Minister of Justice A a2
Pretoria, South Africa T Y . .
Re: Robert Oliver Hill AV B R
7 O :
Dear Deputy Minister Schutte: ) & {

I represent Mr. Robert Oliver Hill ("HILL"). I refer you to
the discussion you had with Mr. Porter concerning mny clients
pending case with the South African Attorney General and the United
States Department of Justice. I cannot provide you with any legal
papers at this time, since they are still in the process of being
prepared, and the gquantum of damages is still being assessed.
However, I believe it would be prudent for both you and my South
African correspondents to meet with the Attorney General to discuss
this case. They are the firm.of Moss-Morris in Johannesburg.

In assessing the substantial damages suffered by my client, we
are considering the facts as set forth below. AaAn arrest warrént
was applied for by the South African Government for the extradition
of Hill. Pursuant to this regquest, the grrest warrant was issued

[

by the United States Federal Court for the extradition of Mr. Hill

in December of 1990.
g
In opposition to the arrest warrant, an application was made

to quash the arrest warrant on behalf of Hill. We sought dismissal

of the warrant and i.zzsducad documentation to the United States
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,f;uthorﬁties that the South African Government had abused theﬂ

" judicial process of the United States Federal Courts, and had used

the exwtradition treaty both improperly and fraudulently. Although
giwvon ampleo opportunity te regpond, the Attorney tenaral af the
Tranevaal, at whase ingtanma the request  for axtradition was
prought, failed to respond to our charges.

In our application, it was explained that the Attorney General
had issued a warrant for the arrest of Hill iﬁQMgﬁ;gégéiy That
warrant discloséd-qﬁite clearly that Hill's alleged violations in
South Africa were merely Exchange Control offenses which are not

extraditable offenses under the treaty. This conclusion, was

Morris. 1In order toscure this legal deficiency, the Government of

pan s R

south Africa issued a second warrant for Hill's arrest in November

1990, This warrant was weed as the basis for the provisional

arrest warrant, This warrant was bare of any allegations of

Exchangs Qontrol mnffongses, hnt n'l"nrjpr:’l inatead the crimes of

_uttering and fraud., No mention was made of the earlier

warrant. Furthermore, the Attorney General refused to furnish
Moss-Morris with a copy of the second warrant.

In the papers before the Court, it was alleged that the
Attorney General had sought to concealrthgmfirst'warrant from the
court, because that warrant disclosed that the real offenses for
which the South African Government sought to extradite Hill were
Exchange Control related, and to the knowledge of the Attorney

General, ware therefore not extraditable offenses under the

“u simn wlo-afare asserted to the Court that

extraditisn Lraatby
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jébuth Africa had not been truthful with the United States
-{ i AR . T el ® PR
Goverhment, the United States Federal Court and had unclean hands
with respect to the extradition reauest. Once again, the Attorney

General failed reply to these allegations.

warrant, the United States Federal Court

In disnissing the

held thaE there was ¢riminal cause to dismiss the extradition

application and to set aside the arrest warrant on August{21iﬁl992.

Considerable damage was done to my client, as he has been
prevented from carrying on business in the United States as a
direct result of the alleged fraud which has been perpetrated by

the South African Government, apart from the personal damage to his

name and reputation. We are currently assessing the guantum of
| by q

damages which my c¢lient has suffered, for which redress will be

sought in the United States courts.

As I mentioned earlier, if this matter can be resolved without
raacrting.;;-lcgul action,; I would rooommond thim to my cliont. T
understand that you have suggested that a meeting could be arranged
between my South African correspondents and the Attorney General.

-

This can readily be done by c¢ontacting Mr. Tugendhaft at Moss-

Morris and arranging a meeting at a mutually convenient time.

Very +rn1§ yonrs,
5 - s - i /7, )
< c}/u—C{fi/Q/éﬂ-‘W

Michael P. DiRaimondo

cc: R.O. Hill

Mr.Tugendhaft



