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JL As I understand it you’ve concluded that the origin of the western fire was a smouldering fire caused by a lightning strike? Well, 
we’re not all owed to say that yet because we haven’t released the official report. That will happen now literally in the next, well it’s 
not going to be in the next few weeks, early Jan there’ll be an official press release, we’ll have a press briefing and it will be fully 
debriefed. But at this point we’re not allowed to say anything about what the findings are. 
 
JL I quite understand. But on a strictly non attrib basis, could you just confirm what I’ve been told? I’d be in such trouble if I confirmed 
anything from my side. I have to protect myself at this point. There’s going to be an official report with all the details. It will be made 
public, so then you will be able to see all the gory details. I’ve been specifically told not to make any official disclosures before we do an 
official press briefing.  
 
We’ve disclosed certain things to the disaster management group, but that was also in confidence. Disaster management who? 
Provincial Disaster Management. That’s the only people, because it’s an internal matter at this point. You know about the sensitivities 
obviously and all the issues related to. I wish I could but I’m not allowed to. 
 
JL I’ve been told by someone who’s seen your report that it concludes that the origin was the smouldering fire, and it wasn’t the pine 
cone? Obviously there’s a report from AfriForum has the smouldering fire as the cause. 
When announcement? It’s literally very, very soon, we’re busy setting up the details of the press conference. When it will all be 
revealed in detail. 
 
JL In early Jan? Well, it might even still be in December. We’re just busy now with our columns to set it up. It’s just a case of details. But 
the report has been completed. It’s not in the public domain yet, but it will be revealed very soon. 
 
When? Literally within the next month to month and a half, it will be done. December now obviously everything comes to a halt. IT 
would have been within the next few weeks had it not been with everybody going on leave in two weeks time. 
 
So it’ll probably be Jan? Probably 
 
So it’ll probably be Jan? Probably¸ but it might be earlier. Cannot confirm that at this point, I’m waiting literally for people to get back to 
me. 
 
I’m a scientist, it’s not because I don’t want people to know what’s going on. It’s purely for covering myself. It’s become quite a big 
issue and we’ve been dragged into this thing from the get-go in the wrong way and I’ve had to write reports to sort of look into what 
was really going on. 
 
B. JL As I understand it, Clinton Manuel in his press briefing on 14 August made much of how his report relied upon the CSIR’s scientific 
information and gave the indication that you supported his theory of the pine cone. And that the guys, David and Greg, at Stellenbosch 
(Le Maitre and Forsyth) were pretty annoyed about this and did some investigations and came up with that that’s a load of rubbish, and 
the CSIR certainly doesn’t support that theory. 
 
Well David and Greg wasn’t really involved in this directly. They are fynbos experts, they weren’t directly involved. There was a 
meeting. What was contributed the drone location. We helped Mr Manuel to identify the location of where the done footage was. That 
was basically our contribution to the (Manuel) report, to confirm that there was a drone that flew over an area where there was a 
smouldering patch. That was our only contribution. 
 
You gave him the images from the drone? No, not at all. He brought it to us.  We weren’t even aware of the drone imagery. He showed 
us a drone image and we helped to identify the location of the drone footage by comparing it to satellite information. That’s where our 
involvement started. But at that point we had no information about anything about what was going on. But we only subsequent to his 
findings did a full analysis which included satellite information, drone information, weather information. That’s what we produced for 
our report now and since his report there’s a lot of new information that’s come to light, so I think this will add a lot of information that 
certainly not available at the time when they did this first report. (Manuel’s report? Yes). 
 
JL Is it correct that the CSIR was a bit annoyed at the inference re thanks to CSIR for info for the report? Annoyed at name taken in vain 
and so inaccurately? No, I think it was just the context that needed to be set right, what we contributed, which was not clear. There 
was never an endorsement, an official endorsement from the CSIR. So our contribution was not specific, but we’re not annoyed by it. It 
will come out now in the press briefing what our specific contribution is and was. And hopefully, we don’t know, but maybe it will even 
be a joint press briefing with Knysna. There’s a lot of internal meetings that still need to take place. 
 
But we weren’t annoyed, it was just a case of making it clear what was our contribution. Because we are not forensic experts. We look 
at satellite information and from that point do an analysis, but we are not forensic experts. So I cannot…show me a picture of a pine 
cone. I cannot comment on that and we have never commented on that part. We have contributed towards special information. We’re 
not involved by it, it’s just the context which was maybe not made clear. 
 
 


