IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA
(WESTERN CAPE DIVISION)

CASE NO:
In the Matter between:; " j“gom";j OL/
RICARDO MAARMAN APPLICANT '
AND
THE PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC
OF SOUTH AFRICA FIRST RESPONDENT
AND

THE MINISTER OF CO-OPERATIVE

GOVERNANCE AND TRADITIONAL
AFFAIRS

SECOND RESPONDENT
AND

PROFESSOR SALIM ABDOOL KARIM on behalf of the

GOVERNMENTAL COVID 19 ADVISORY COMMITTEE THRID RESPONDENT

NOTICE OF MOTION
(Interim urgent Interdict)

TAKE NOTICE THAT:

should not be issued in the following terms:

1. That this Application is heard as a matter of urgency and that the Applicant’s

failure to comply with the time limits imposed by the Rules of this Honourable

Court be condoned in terms of Rule 6 (12).



3. Further or alternative relief

Cost of the application f opposed.

your intention to oppose.

To file your answering affidavit, if dny on or before 12April 2021.

And further_ that you are required to appoint in such notification an address

of the office of the registrar.



The applicant consents to exchange taking place via email to

carlo@victorlegal.co.za or tammy@victorlegal.co.za

Bloubergstrand

Cape Town

TEL 074 707 8168
FAX 086 294 5204
EMAIL

victorlegalinfo@gmail.com
C/O



TO:
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The Applicant js an adult male, Ricardo Maarman, who holds an MA

Internationa] Politics obtained at the University of Leicester in the Uk he

Specialized in the Post-



9. This matter is of such urgency that it sImply cannot wait for the norma] procedures
to be complied with

13. This vaccine-roll-out has begun in other countries and it has resylted in deaths ang
vaccine injuries, RM1.






21. Attached hereto and marked RM3 is 13 medico legal report from.... stating that the

virus has not yet been proven to exist
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f Rights applies to all law, and binds the legislature. the executive, the

Judiciary and all organs of state.
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physical SARS-CoV-2-virys (not a
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60. This applicant has a réasonable suspicion abouyt the existence of SARS-CoV-
2-Virus
61. Itis respectfully submitted that this Honourable Court must at least agree that
the South African nation is at least entitled to know beyond any doubt that all
the damages and restrictions and violations of their rights is based on a virus
that is proven to exist
62.

To date it has simply been assumed that the SARS-CoV-2-virus does exist,

without question.
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63.  The respondent has alleged that the SARS-CoV-2-virus does exist as such
she needs to prove it
64. This can easily be done by the réspondent since it should already be in
possession of the SARS-CoV-2 VIrus.
65.

The supposed existence of SARS-CoV-2 virus has not been established, an

RNA-sequence obtained through an RNA-sequencing device RT-PCR test. a

68.

There is no evidence existence of the SARS-CoV-2 virus.
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(@) must promote the values that underlie an open and democratic soclety Based on human
dignity . equality and freedom:

(b), must consider International law; and

(C), must consider a foreign law

on the Portuguese Judgment

(Please find attached hereto marked RM?7), The Court here concludes that:

"Any diagnostic test must be interpreted in the context of the actual possibility of the

disease, which existed before jts realization. For Co Vid-

2. However, and more relevantly, there is no scientific data to Suggest that
low levels of vira/ RNA by RT-



SARS-CoV.-

2, written by Huihuij Wang et al. RM7
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Council of Sciences, which in turn has a forma relationship with UNESCO since

1947, which in turn IS a specialised agency of the UN.

‘In addition. the World Health Organisation has named the disease caused by

SARS-CoV-2 as Coronavirus disease 2019 (Covid-19)”.

a diagnostic RT-PCR test was developed. RT-

PCR tests based on the RNA-
dependent RNA polymerase (RARp) gene of the ORF Tab sequence, E gene,

N gene and S gene of the SARS-CoV-2 genome”

* "The genome of Coronaviruses, ranging from 26 to 32 kilobases in length,

Includes a3 variable number”

* "The SARS-CoV-2 Jenome was reported to possess 14 ORF’s encoding 27

proteins”

75. From scientific article: SARS-CoV-2 jsolation and propagation from Turkish

Covid-19 patients, as published in the Turkish journal of Biology 44 (3) 192,

2020:

* “Samples were collected from the nasopharyngeal and oropharyngeal cavity of

Covid-19 positive diagnosed patients according to their real-time PRC analysis”

* "Next, SARS-CoV-2 specific RT-PCR was performed”
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cell culture tropism”

“Confirmed PCR-positive specimens were aliquoted and frozen untii virus

Isolation was Initiated”

Individual nested PCRs”

‘A nearly full-length viral contig obtained in each Sample had 100% identity to

the 2019—nCoV/USA—WA1/202O strain  (GeneBank accession no.

MN985325.1)"

/7.From the Australian claim of Isolation of the virus, Isolation and rapid sharing

of the 2019 novel coronavirus (SARS-Co V-2) from the first patient

diagnosed with COVID-19 in Australia, we get the following telling
statement: RM8
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further distribution is underway”.

/8. These claims of isolation at best are based on the matching of one sequence

of RNA with another Séquence, without producing the actual virys.

It is the

responsibility of those who make the claim to produce the proof, the

government claims the existence of the SARS-CoV-2 virus. there is reasonable

suspicion of this claim, therefore it is reasonable that they be ordered to provide

adequate proof.

conducted several times over a period of time. Lastly, these experiments must

be iIndependently reviewed, only then can it be said that a link has been

established between a virus and a disease

21



€. 7" January 2020 SARS-CoV-2 was isolated by China.

. 10" January 2020 fi

g. 23" January 2020 Wuhan C
h. 30t

ity was locked down.

January 2020 WHO declared a “public health eémergency of

International concern’”.
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public health officials. the Executive and the Legislature did not allow and put

through such changes in protocol.
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the conduct of 3 bio-medical

éxperiment upon the entire Population of South Africa.

THE LOCKDOWN MEASURES ARE UNREASONABLE, HARMFUL AND DEADLY
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96. Declaring the pandemic itself is traumatizing and greatly imposes on the rights

and freedoms of people.

97.The restrictions on trade and Movement, is devastating to the economy, to

social life, education et cetera.

100.
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British Medical Journal published a paper entitled , A Cluster Randomised Tnal
of Cloth Masks
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113.

116.
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Masks have no significant preventative impact against any known

pathogenic microbes, specifically, regarding covid-19, we have shown.. that

"...'the use of face masks will

contribute to far more morbidity and mortality than has occurred due to covid-

If the virus has not been Isolated nor a link established to a disease, then

there can’t be any remedy, much less a vaccine.

122,
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Myalgia Bell’s palsy etc. Vaccine Analysis Profile - Pfizer/BioNTech Vaccine
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medical experimentation on an entire population, using a harmful bio-chemical

compound with known risks to health and life.

PRIMA FACIE RIGHT.

129.  The applicant, and the public have the following undisputable prima facie

rights.

d. To make decisions concerning the security and control over their body
e Freedom to practice their trade OCcupation and profession
f. Not to be treated in a cruel, inhuman or degrading way
g The right to have access to health care services
h. Freedom of movement.
. Just administrative action.
130.

Not to have limitations Imposed on their rights entrenched In the Bill of

Rights and if so that it must be restrictively interpreted. so as to Impose a

minimum limitation on those rghts, in accordance with section 36 of the

Constitution.

131. That the Bill of Rights be applied to all law including the DMA..
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| submit that harm is apparent in this instance, as set out throughout

this founding affidavit.
135.

, It 1S submitted that If South Africa’s

présent economically restrictive lockdown measures are not discontinued
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BALANCE OF CONVENIENCE.

139. The balance of convenience favours the granting of the interdict.

140. | submit that on weighing up the consequences of the prejudice that

each party would suffer if this Interdict is not granted. it would be

Immeasurably more detrimental towards the applicant than it would be for the

réspondent if it is not granted.

the period of verification.

NO OTHER REMEDY.

142, We have written to the réspondent in this regard which has simply

been ignored. (See Annexure RM12).
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IN THESE PREMISES, | respectiully pray for an Order in terms of the Notice

of Motion prefixed hereto

. “ . .

day of March 2021.

COMMISSIONER OF OATHS

FULL NAMES:

BUSINESS ADDRESS:
DESIGNATION:
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