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Mr. Leo LOVELL, Swaziland attorney, has confirmed press 
reports that Rosemary WENTZEL told him she was kidnapped, rather 
than enticed, across the border from Swaziland into South Ai'rica. 
From Mr. Lovell's contacts with South African Minister of Jus
tice VORSTER, 1 t appears that the latter is determined not 
to release Mrs. Wentzel, la Denis HIGGS, but will in due course 
bring her to trial for sabotage. From his previous acquaintance 
with Mrs. Wentzel, Mr. Lovell feels it is likely that she was 
involved in some form or forms of violent protest against 
NationalistGovernment policies. He intends, however, to inves
tigate the case further, having already satis.fied himsel.f of 
the identity of one person involved in the abduction, with the 
hope of proving the kidnapping charge, prosecuting those res
ponsible, and hopefully, securing Mrs. Wentzel's release before 
she is charged. His efforts come, however, at a t1me ·vmen anti
refugee opinion in Swaziland is gaining in influence. 

In an interview on September 14, ~~. Leo Lovell con
firmed press reports of the kidnapping version of her departure 
from Swaziland given to him last week by Mrs. Rosemary Wentzel 
in a meeting at the South African Police (SAP) security branch 
headquarters in Johannesburg. ~~. Lovell, a one-time {1949-58) 
Labor Party member of the South African Parliament, was granted 
permission for the interview by South African Minister of Jus-
t!ice VORSTER, on the strength of his perscnal relationship _J 
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with Vorster and on the sole condition that Mr. Lovell not 
reveal the results of the interview to the press. When I arrived 
in his office, Mr. Lovell was handing to his clerk for mailing 
a letter he subsequently told me was a handwritten personal 
apology to the Minister for the leak of the -story to the press 
by Mr. Joel CARLSON, a Johannesburg attornf!Y who is collaborating 
with Mr. Lovell in investigating the case. 

Until Mr. Lovell's interview with Mrs. Wentzel, it was 
assumed that Mrs. Wentzel, a political re.fugee from South Africa, 
had been enticed across the border, presumably by a call relating 
to her children's welfare (Mr. Lovell's first connection with Mrs. 
Wentzel - he had known her ex-husband slightly when both were 
members of the bar in South Africa - occurred earlier this year 
when he was approached by the two Wentzels to mediate a difference 
between them over - custody of their children. The result of his 
mediation was Mrs. Wentzel's agreement to allow the children to 
visit their father for three months. When approximately two months 
of this period had elapsed, Mr. Wentzel was seized by the South 
Af'rican police under the 90-day detention law. He was subsequently 
released). 

Mrs. Wentzel's Storz 

Mrs. Wentzel's version of her disappearance from Swazi
land, as given to Mr. Lovell in the presence of four SAP Special 
Branch officers, was, briefly,as follows: At about 9:30 on the 
night of August 10, she left her bat~ in response to urgent knock• 
ing at her door (taking time simply to pull on a coat). She was 
then seized by three men, a fourth hovering in the background, 
and trundled off in a large American car, which the fourth abduc
tor followed in her own small car. After some four hours of 
driving over roads not familiar to her, the car she was in stopped, 
her own car pulling in front and stopping, and a third oar she 
then saw for the first time driving up behind to block the road. 
She was then told by one of the men that they had done 'What they 
had done only to teach her a lesson, that she was now free to drive 
straight ahead down the road to her home if she would give her 
word of honor not to report the affair until the next day in order 
to give the men time to get out of Swaziland, and that if she were 
to be stopped by anyone, she should give a false name. A-fter 
agreeing to their conditions, she drove her car off in haste, to 
be stopped after a drive of only a few hundred yards by a SAP 
road block. Only when she saw the SAP uniform did she realize 
that she was in South Africa., not Swaziland. She then immediately 
identified herself as Rosemary Wentzel and told of her kidnapping, 
to which the SAP officers responded that they could hardly be 
expected to believe such a "James Bond" story. She was there-
upon arrested and detained under the 90-day detention law. A 
fuller newspaper version is contained in Enclosure No. 1. 
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Mr. Lovell noted several items of circumstantial evidence 
which, in his opinion, strongly supported Mrs. Wentzel's account: 
(1) aside from the coat she wore, she had been completely naked, 
ladd.ng even underclothes (some had to be bought for her by the 
SAP), hardly the attire one would wear if leaving voluntarily, 
even 11' in considerable haste; (2) her tinted glasses were found 
by the Swaziland police in her home - Mr. Lovell noted that she 
had some eye trouble that required her to wear tinted glasses, 
which he had never seen her without in all his contacts w1 th her, 
even at night; (3) she had left no note of any kind explaining 
her sudden departure to her friends, but had left several letters 
ready for mailing to friends, none of which conveyed any sense of 
alarm (one was addressed to Mr. Lovell). 

In Mr. Lovell's opinion, this kidnapping was not of the 
same amateurish type as the Higgs affair but had certain quite 
professional touches: the request for he~ord •f honor not to 
report the incident until the next day, calculated to make her 
believe that she was still in Swaziland; the urging that she give 
a false name "if' she were stopped", which would have provided 
justification for the SAP to insist that her trip was voluntary 
and planned out in advance by her; the carefully pre-arranged 
road-block. He also voiced his suspicion that the third car 
whieh blocked the road behind must have been a South African 
police car. 

Mr. Lovell also claims to be fairly certain of the identity 
of one of those involved in the kidnapping. He -.>uld not identify 
him beyond stating that he is a South African resident in the 
Republic. He said that he had had a 9 hunch• about this person, 
and had mentioned this to the Swaziland police, who then retumed 
shortly thereafter with some evidence to justify his hunch: an 
apparently abandoned oar found inside Swaziland had been traced by 
the SwaziJand police and found to be registered in that indivi
dual's name. Two of the kidnaipers gave what were undoubtedly 
false names to Mrs. Wentzel: Richards" and "Jackson". 

Mr. Lovell acknowledged that there was one factor in the 
case which was causing him some difficulty: Mrs. Wentzel 1s ser
vant had told the Swaziland police that he had seen her walking, 
alone, to her already-running car, get in and llri ve off. The 
possibility that the servant might have been bribed is admitted 
by Mr. Michael FAIRLIE, Secretary for Social and Pol1$ical Affairs 
of the Swaziland Government (who otherwise would only tell me 
that the Swaziland Government is still investigating the case to 
ascertain the facts and would decide its next step once the facts 
were firmly established). 
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Meeting with Minister Vorster a.fter his interview with 
Mrs. Wentzel, Mr. Lovell sketched out her version ot the affair 
and then suggested to the Minister, only halt jokingly, that, it 
the Minister would be willing, the Lovells had a large car that 
would easily accommodate Mrs. Wentzel on their return trip to 
Swaziland. The Minister responded ~uite firmly that this case 
would not be a repetition of the Hfggs case. According to his 
information, the fac111, except tor Mrs. Wentzel 1s unsubstantiated 
story, were that she was seen by her servant to drive oft alone in 
her car and that she was next seen by the SAP at a road-block 
(the Mini! ter skinmed over the circumstances surrounding the 
setting-up of the road-block, well within South African terri
tory, some 70 miles from the nearest border post). The Minister 
asserted that, since kidnapping was not proved, in due cowrae 
Mrs. Wontzel would be charged tor her previous activities in 
the Republic. Though he did not mention sabotage at the time, 
he has since been quoted in the press as indicating that this 
was the nature of the offense she would be charged with. He 
was adamant in his assertion that she would not be released. 

Mr. Lovell thinks it is more than likely that Mrs. Wentzel 
was involved in sabotage or like activities. She had admitted to 
him before her disappearance that the SAP "had plenty" on her. 
In addition, Mr. Lovell says he once gave her a lecture on the 
futility and self-defeating nature of the •pylon dynamiting" 
type ot protest against South African policies, to which her 
reaction was a soornf'ul "You sound like Alan Paton!" 

Comment 

Mr. Lovell seems to "protest too much" concerning his 
alleged anger at Mr. Carlson for leaking the .story to the press. 
He was obviously pleased at the interest the South African press, 
especially the Rand Daily Mail, has shown in the case, mainly 
for the effect this press interest might have on British Govern
ment attitudes towards the case. It seems likely that, in 
having his associate rather thm himself' leak the story, he felt 
he had lived up to· the letter of the commitment he had made to 
Vorster, and also secured the desired publicity. 

A long-time foe of Nationalist Party policies, and an 
effective one by all aQ.qounts (including, not the least, his own), 
Mr. Lovell moved to Sw~ziland in December 1961, not as a political 
refug~e, but because, he says, it would have been unforgiveably 
hypocritical to continue to enjoy the undoubted benefits of being 
a white man in South Africa without being able to make an effec
tive protest against Nationalist racial poli*ies (he had•" had a 
heart attack, and, of course► had lost his parliamentary seat 
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in 1958). He said he also felt the time approaching when he would 
be in a no-man's-land between the defenders of white privilege 
and the attacking army of ruthless black extremists, neither of 
whom he could join and both of whom would be shooting at him as 
well as at eaoh other. He seems to see in the Wentzel case an 
opportunity to carry on the liberal struggle in South Africa, 
albeit from the relative safety of Swaziland. It seems more than 
likely that he hopes through his activities in this ease to expiate 
the guilt he seems to feel for having left the principal battle
ground. 

Mr. tiovell was or1 tioal of the Swaziland and Bri tl.sh 
Govemments for tailing to pursue this case more vigorously 
with the South African authorities. He says that he deoided 
to seek the interview with Mrs. Wentzel only after repeatedly 
urging the British authorities to do so, '&hout result. He 
acknowledged that the man in charge Gt the case tor the Swazi
land police had done his best to carry out a thorough investiga
tion. However, he questioned whether the Swaziland police, given 
their day-to-day dependenoe on the cooperation of the SAP in a 
variety ot matters, would be eager to bring to light information 
reflecting adversely on their neighbor service. He has therefore 
decided to proceed with an investigation on his own, both in 
Swaziland and, through his associate Mr. Carlson,in Johannesburg. 

He is embarking on his investigation at a time when 1:he 
Imbokodvo National Movement and the United Swaziland Association, 
the black traditionalist/white reactionary coalition that won 
all the seats in the Swaziland LegCo, have just placed firmly on 
record their antagonism towards political refugees (and presumably 
towards those who assist them) (see my A-4 and A-6). Since the 
Swaziland Government, and ultimately Her Majesty's Government, 
now must for the first time take into account the necessity of 
working with the members of LegCo and ExCo elected by these two 
rabidly anti-regugee organizations, Mr. Lovell may well find 
this a qualifying ractor in the extent t.o which he receives 
cooperation from the British local and metropole authorities 
as he pura·ues his inves tiga.tion and it he seeks action baaed 
on his f'indings. ~ ,& ✓ µ;-

Richard st. F. Post 

Enclosure: cat--
American Consul 

Article from Rand Daily Mail, 9/12/64 
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