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PROCEEDINGS HELD ON 10 JULY 2026  

ADV SELLO SC :    Good morning ,  Chai r .   Good morning,  

Commissioners .   Commissioners,  today we star t  a  new 

st ream, but  before we do so,  there  is  before  you two 

appl icat ions in  respect  of  two wi tnesses fo r  the i r  test imony 

to be had in  par t ia l  camera .   In  ant ic ipat ion of  the order ,  the  

respect ive orders  being granted,  we have taken the l iber ty  

of  naming one Wi tness N and Witness O.   And we are  just  

s imply fo l lowing the order  of  the wi tnesses thus far  i n  

camera .   I  wi l l  s ta r t  wi th  the f i rs t  wi tness,  which is  the  10 

Wi tness N i n  camera  appl icat ion.  

 You should have before you two bundles,  one fo r  

Wi tness N and the other  for  Wi tness O.   P lease do not  look 

at  the spine .   I  learned that  i t  i s  mis label led  as statement ,  

but  i t  i s  actual ly  the i n  camera  appl icat ion .   I t  should  be the 

only two f i les be fore you.   Now,  i f  you tu rn our  at tent ion to  

Wi tness N 's appl icat ion,  at  the get -go,  I  must  d isc lose to 

you,  Commissioners,  that  the appl icat ion was served out  of  

the prescr ibed t ime per iod  and we star t  by ask ing for  

condonat ion for  the la te f i l ing of  the appl icat ion.  20 

 I t  was f i led,  as I  understand,  yesterday morning,  

eventual ly ,  scheduled for  Wednesday evening,  but  fo r  

reasons that  are not  immediate ly necessary fo r  the moment ,  

i t  was f i led yesterday morning .   I t  was duly received by the  

press,  and there has been no ind icat ion of  any opposi t ion to  
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the appl icat ion .   So,  f i rs t  and fo remost ,  we would l ike to  

apply fo r  condonat ion .   The basis for  the la te f i le  

. . . [ in tervenes]  

CHAIRPERSON :    Sor ry,  p lease repeat  what  you are saying 

about  the evening?  Because you say serv ice was in  the 

morning and then you said something about  . . . [ in tervenes]  

ADV SELLO SC :    I  sa id i t  had been due for  serv ice  

Wednesday evening .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Oh,  I  see.  

ADV SELLO SC :    And actual ly  the serv ice was e f fected 10 

only yesterday morning .   So,  there  are d i f fe rent  reasons for  

the la te serv ice o f  these respect ive  appl icat ions .   In  respect  

of  Wi tness N,  the wi tness was scheduled to test i f y  in  

person.   I f  then I  may turn to  the actual  a f f idavi t  to  expla in 

the c i rcumstances that  led to th is  appl icat ion  being moved  

and for  that  purpose,  I  would l ike  to  refer  you to page 5,  

f rom paragraph 5 .    

“This wi tness is  a  female,  adul t  female,  and 

member of  the  PKTT team current ly  

deployed in  the Eastern Cape to  20 

invest igate mat ters re lat ing to the  

Univers i t y  of  For t  Hare . ”  

So,  that  i s  her  main assignment ,  and that  is  where she has 

been.    

“During the course of  invest igat ions,  



   10 JULY 2026 – DAY 137 

Page 3  o f  181  

 

 

through an in termediary,  she was 

approached and in formed of  a compla in t  

f rom members of  the publ ic  re lat ing to a  

speci f ic  senior  invest igator  at  IDAC in the  

Eastern Cape.   She was approached 

because of  the t rust  reposed in  members o f  

the invest igat ing  team in the Fort  Hare  

mat ter .   She took the mat ter  up and 

invest igated and concluded that  the  

concerns expressed ,  war ranted fur the r  10 

invest igat ions.    

She registered an inqui ry and proceeded 

wi th the invest iga t ions .   Her chal lenge now 

becomes,  because she is  par t  o f  a  b igger  

team invest igat ing a  much broader i ssue,  

the Fort  Hare issues,  the d isc losure of  her  

ident i ty ,  both physica l  in  terms of  her  

p ic tures and images,  and her  name,  r i sks  

the inadvertent  d isc losure of  her  team 

members in  the ent i re  For t  Hare  20 

invest igat ion .   Thei r  success thus fa r  i s  

based in  la rge par t  on the fact  that  they are  

“anonymous ” ,  and they are able to  access 

the communi ty,  and those who want  to  

provide evidence in  so far  as Fort  Hare is  
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concerned,  a re comfor table to  approach 

them and be seen wi th them .    

She,  as par t  o f  the invest igat ing team, is  

protected by members of  the NIU and TRT 

and is  a lways in  the i r  company .   The 

d isc losure  of  her  face and her  ident i ty  wi l l  

by def in i t ion extend to the members of  her  

protect ion team.  That  would  requi re the  

PKTT to replace a lmost  the ent i re  team 

that  has been seen in  her  presence and 10 

reconst i tu te the team for  the purposes o f  

the Fort  Hare  invest igat ions .   Her  

employers expressed ser ious concerns wi th  

that  and thei r  un intended impact  on the  

or ig inal  invest igat ion for  which  she i s  

tasked and requested whether  her  ident i t y  

could be wi thheld ,  but  her  test imony in  no  

way wi l l  i t  be cur ta i led by these issues .    

So the appl icat ion is  that  she test i fy  

v i r tua l l y ,  remote ly,  her  vo ice wi l l  not  be  20 

d istor ted,  her  name wi l l  be wi thheld,  and 

her  images wi l l  not  be d ist r ibuted . ”  

And that  i s  the  appl icat ion in  so far  as Wi tness N is  

concerned,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Paragraph 6,  having said everyth ing that  
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you have said,  do you th ink paragraph 6 is  necessary?  Of 

the not ice of  appl icat ion or  the not ice  of . . .  

ADV SELLO SC :    Of  the not ice or  of  the af f idavi t ,  Chai r?  

CHAIRPERSON :    Of  the not ice,  of  the not ice,  even 7,  even 

7.  

ADV SELLO SC :    I  agree wi th you,  i t  is  over ly  b road,  i t  

defeats the very  purpose of  the  appl icat ion  being made 

now.   Her  test imony is  not  subject  to  any non -d isc losure 

and her  t ranscr ip t  would be f reely  avai lab le as any other ,  

except  under the,  you know,  the new name of  Wi tness N.    10 

CHAIRPERSON :    I t  seems,  i t  seems. . .  

ADV SELLO SC :    Absolute ly ,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    You s imply used a precedent ,  I  assume.  

ADV SELLO SC :    Ja,  that  is  the r i sk of  p recedence,  huh ?   

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

ADV SELLO SC :    And judging by what  the Chai r  says,  that  

must  be a problem that  af f l i c ts  the  next  appl icat ion,  but  we 

wi l l  deal  wi th  i t  a t  the t ime,  when the t ime comes.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  take i t  you wi l l  repor t  yoursel f  then?  

ADV SELLO SC :    For . . .   I  am happy to report  mysel f ,  20 

Commissioner,  as  long as I  know what  fo r ,  misconduct .  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  wi l l  do as  I  a lways do in  these 

appl icat ions,  I  am not  going to rat t le  of f  what  you have in  

the not ice of  app l icat ion,  I  wi l l  just  say the appl icat ion is  

granted,  and then you wi l l  furn ish me wi th a draf t  o rder  fo r  
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me to have a look at ,  and then the Commission Secretary 

wi l l  s ign i t .  

ADV SELLO SC :    As I  understand,  a draf t  order  has been 

presented,  i t  shou ld be in  your  bund le.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us f ina l ise  a l l  o f  that  at  a  la ter  s tage.  

ADV SELLO SC :    As soon as I  have d isposal  o f  both 

appl icat ions,  we shal l  make the respect ive. . .  

CHAIRPERSON :    For  your  present  purposes,  app l icat ion  

granted.  

ADV SELLO SC :    I  am indebted to the Chai r .  10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.  

ADV SELLO SC :    Thank you.   The next  appl icat ion  then is  

in  respect  of  Wi tness O,  fo l lowing the order  of  th ings .    

“Today,  the Commissioners wi l l  actual ly  

hear ev idence f rom four  wi tnesses .   Three 

wi tnesses cover the same issues,  but  they 

p lay d i f fe rent  ro les .   The appl ica t ion the  

Chai r  has just  granted in  respect  of  

Wi tness N is  a separate issue,  now we are  

le f t  wi th  the other  three .    20 

Of  the three,  two wi l l  be present  in  the  

audi to r ium to  test i f y .   These are  

invest igators in to  an  issue that  had ar isen 

some t ime back,  but  the i r  invest igat ions 

were t r iggered by a whist le -b lower .   So 
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e f fect ive ly,  the facts they re l ied upon to  

in i t ia te the  invest igat ion  are  for  your  

purposes,  we conclude d hearsay.   The 

or ig inal  whist le -b lower is  p repared to  

test i fy  to  con f i rm the cor rectness of  the  

reports  she had made to the invest igators,  

and any documentary evidence she may 

have g iven in  support  o f  her  report .  

That  whist le-b lower,  however,  is  a  member  

of  SAPS,  is  current ly  in  serv ice,  and has 10 

got  ser ious personal  concerns .   One is  she 

was eventual ly  persuaded to report  the  

mat ter ,  but  only  as a whist le-b lower,  to  

enjoy the benef i t  o f  anonymity whi le  

shedding l ight  on  the concerns there may 

be.   Her d isc losure was then in i t ia ted in  

terms of  the Protected Disc losures Act ,  and 

her  name has not  been c i rcu lated o r  

publ ished in  any manner.  

She would  l ike to  Commiss ion to  provide  20 

the necessary ev idence,  but  would prefer  

that  the anonymity extends .   S ince she 

reported the mat ter ,  she has had no 

negat ive react ion  f rom,  in  par t i cu lar ,  her  

seniors and her  co l leagues wi th in the  
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SAPS envi ronment .   She fears that  i f  her  

ident i ty  is  now d isc losed,  she may suf fe r  

pushback and some level  o f  occupat ional  

det r iment ,  inc lud ing in t imidat ion  or  any 

other  that  may eventual ly  af fect  her  

employment .  

Her request  is  for  the Commiss ion to  

extend the protect ion af fo rded her  by the  

Protected Disc losures Act ,  and as a  

whist le-b lower,  and not  requi re  her  to  10 

d isc lose e i ther  her  name or  her  physica l  

ident i ty  and i t  is  on that  basis that  she 

moves the appl icat ion fo r  an i n  camera .   I f  

the Commiss ioners are inc l ined to grant  i t ,  

the idea is  that  she,  as wi th Wi tness N,  wi l l  

be test i fy ing v i r tua l l y ,  remote ly,  her  vo ice  

wi l l  not  be d isto r ted .    

I t  is  accepted that  those people who are  

impacted by her  ev idence wi l l  know who 

she is ,  and that  has a lways been the case,  20 

even dur ing the s tage of  invest igat ion .   But  

the broader SAPS communi ty does not  

know who she is ,  and that  is  what  she is  

qui te  desi rous to reta in  and that  is  the sole  

basis fo r  why she is  in  camera .  
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She wi l l  take any quest ions that  the  

Commiss ioners  may have for  her ,  

par t icu lar ly  because the invest igators  

s igni f i cant ly  re l ied on her  own 

documentat ion and report ,  as long as the  

quest ions do not  run the r i sk of  d isc los ing  

her  ident i t y  wi th in  the SAPS env i ronment . ”    

That  is  the second appl icat ion and the basis for  moving i t ,  

and equal ly  i t  is  par t ia l  in  camera ,  and she is  scheduled,  I  

th ink,  somet ime today in  the af te rnoon.  10 

CHAIRPERSON :    I  d id  not  hear you apply fo r  condonat ion .   

Must  I  assume that  serv ice was la te?  

ADV SELLO SC :    Serv ice was la te,  and i f  the Chai r  has 

regard to the not ice of  mot ion,  once again we are apply ing 

for  condonat ion.  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  do see i t  s igned 9 July .  

ADV SELLO SC :    Yes,  thank you fo r  br ing ing i t  to  my 

at tent ion .   Yes,  the la te del ivery of  th is  par t i cu lar  

appl icat ion was a  delay in  determin ing whether  or  not  her  

ev idence is  whol ly  necessary before th is  Commiss ion,  or  20 

whether  i t  is  suf f ic ient  fo r  the invest igators to  run wi th the 

whist le-b lower report  she had made .   Some issues for  

c la r i f icat ion became apparent ,  and nei ther  invest igator  

could speak to those issues .    

 She was qui te  re luctant  to  p lace hersel f  on th is  
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p la t fo rm,  and i t  took some persuasion,  and I  th ink she was 

only the  day before yesterday,  o r  yesterday,  f ina l l y  

persuaded wi th the necessary level  o f  support  to  present  

hersel f  before you .   So,  th is  i s  a  sor t  o f  a  la te  determinat ion 

to present  th is  wi tness,  but  now we f ind ourselves in  a  

posi t ion where her  presentat ion o f  her  test imony has got  

th is  at tended d i f f icu l t ies .   Thank you,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  Ms Sel lo .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ms Sel lo ,  i f  you would perhaps just  

c la r i fy  where you speak about  persuasion,  that  she was 10 

persuaded.   I t  is  capable of  an understanding that  you may,  

or  the Commiss ion may have gone out  f ish ing fo r  a wi tness 

to come and test i f y .   I f  you could just  expla in that .  

ADV SELLO SC :    Yes,  indeed.   No,  no,  no .   Thank you,  

Commissioner Baloyi .   To the  cont rary,  the evidence 

leaders worked w i th the invest igators .   They have got  the i r  

docket  re lat ing to that  par t i cu lar  invest igat ion,  but  the  

under ly ing cause of  invest igat ion was the whist le-b lower 's  

report .   The repor t  is  avai lab le,  as I  understand i t ,  but  there 

are cer ta in i ssues around the events on which she b lew the  20 

whist le  that  wou ld requi re engagement  wi th her ,  and i t  

became necessary to  consul t  wi th  her .    

 The consul tat ion i tse l f  was not  an  issue to c la r i fy .   

The quest ion tha t  arose was,  in  l ight  of  some facts not  

conta ined in  the or ig inal  repor t ,  can the invest igators 
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purpor t  to  g ive c lar i t y  on that ?  And i t  was determined that  

perhaps her  appearance before yourselves would serve to  

c la r i fy  a l l  factua l  issues surrounding the inc ident ,  and 

therefore enable the invest igators to  act  in  the manner they 

d id .   The persuasion was in  re lat ion to her  g iv ing  c lar i t y  

d i rect ly  to  the Commiss ion,  because that  requi red that  she 

appear.  

 Does she stand by her  report ?  Absolute ly .   Does 

she stand by everyth ing the invest igators d id ?  At  her  

instance,  she does .   She was just  in te rested in  reta in ing the  10 

anonymity and not  be known that  she was the inst igator  of  

the ent i re  invest igat ion .   As I  ind icated,  both invest igators 

would,  in  essence,  i f  they speak to some fact  that  they 

learned f rom her  through engagement  and consul tat ions,  

which they d id,  bu t  that  is  not  ref lected in  the or ig inal  report  

she made,  would  basica l ly  be test i fy ing on the basis of  

hearsay.  

 To cure that ,  i t  was considered that  i f  she avai ls  

hersel f  to  deal  wi th  a l l  mater ia l  facts around that  issue,  

then any hearsay that  would have been test i f ied to by e i ther  20 

invest igator ,  would be cured by her  own appearance .   So 

persuasion was not  because she was hunted down or  

sought  by the ev idence leaders .   Her ident i ty ,  her  name,  

and her  report  was a lways avai lab le .   I t  was a quest ion of  

how are those presented to the Commiss ion.   Thank you.    
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

CHAIRPERSON :    So i t  was more an issue of  how 

anonymity would be mainta ined.  

ADV SELLO SC :    Indeed,  indeed,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    That  i s  a l l .  

ADV SELLO SC :    That  i s  a l l .  

CHAIRPERSON :    No re luctance at  a l l  wi th  regards to the  

content  of  the test imony .   There she was prepared to  

test i fy .  

ADV SELLO SC :    Yes.  10 

CHAIRPERSON :    But  how do you make sure that  my 

ident i ty  wi l l  not  be d isc losed?  

ADV SELLO SC :    And that  is  the only basis,  as I  say,  fo r  

which she moves the appl icat ion .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   Thank you.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  wanted to  add,  Advocate Sel lo ,  that  

she was wi l l ing  to  g ive the s tatement ,  the issue of  

anonymity re lated  to her  appearance.  

ADV SELLO SC :    Was she wi l l ing to  g ive a statement  to  

the Commiss ion?  She could have g iven a  statement  to  the  20 

Commiss ion,  but  then she would  have st i l l  had to be a 

Wi tness O or  some wi tness .   And the  quest ion  was i f  she is  

wi l l ing to  g ive a s tatement ,  quest ions ar ise in  the course of  

present ing the statement  and we thought  the Commiss ion  

would best  be  served by her  being avai lab le to  c la r i fy  some 
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quest ions.    

 The benef i t  we would not  have i f  she just  submit ted  

a statement .   Because,  as I  say,  the or ig inal  report  she 

made is  in  the docket .   And she would have made a  

statement  more or  less a long the same l ines .   So the issue 

was i f  she could avai l  hersel f  to  provide any c la r i ty  that  the 

Commiss ioners may requi re .   And once again,  on the basis  

of  anonymity.  

CHAIRPERSON :    The ear l ie r  comment  wi th regard to 6 and 

7 appl ies here .  10 

ADV SELLO SC :    As I  had said,  yes,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

ADV SELLO SC :    Thank you.  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  wi l l  do what  I  d id  wi th the f i rs t  

appl icat ion,  which is  merely to  say the appl icat ion is  

granted.   You wi l l  a t tend to the content ,  the fu l l  content .  

ADV SELLO SC :    Def in i te ly ,  we shal l  do so short l y ,  Chai r .   

I  am indebted to  the Commiss ioners.   Commissioners,  we 

are ready then to  star t  wi th  our  f i rs t  wi tness .   Maybe i f  we 

get  two,  three minutes to set t le  down,  to  br ing the  wi tness 20 

in ,  and we should  be ready.  

CHAIRPERSON :    We wi l l  s tand outs ide .   Let  us adjourn.  

ADV SELLO SC :    Thank you.  

CHAIRPERSON :    I t  is  not  necessar i l y  three minutes .   We 

wi l l  come back when we are to ld to .  
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INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES  

CHAIRPERSON :    Who is  leading in  th is  one?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  is  me,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Good morning,  Ms Segeels-Ncube.   Good 

morning,  Colonel  Roelofse.    

COL ROELOFSE :    Good morning,  Commissioner .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Good morning,  Chai r .   Good 

morning,  Commissioners .   Chai r ,  the f i rs t  wi tness is  ret i red 10 

Colonel  Kobus De Meyer Roelofse ,  and he wi l l  take the  

oath.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Colonel ,  do you swear that  the evidence 

you are going to  g ive is  the t ruth,  the whole t ruth,  noth ing 

but  the t ruth?  I f  so,  p lease ra ise your r ight  hand and say,  

So help me God.    

COL ROELOFSE :    So help me God.  

KOBUS DE MEYER ROELOFSE :    (du ly sworn states)  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  Colonel .  

EXAMINATION BY ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  20 

Chai r .   Colonel ,  there should be in  f ront  of  you two f i les .   

One is  a smal l  f i le  wi th  your wi tness statement ,  and then 

there is  a second f i le  that  we wi l l  be using,  which says 

IDAC Exhib i t  Bundle,  Wi tness Bundle .   Yours should say 

Wi tness Bundle .   Do you have i t?  
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COL ROELOFSE :    Yes,  I  do have i t .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then i f  I  could ask you to go 

to the f i le  wi th  your statement ,  and i f  you can conf i rm that  

page 12 of  that  s tatement ,  the s ignature on page 12 of  that  

s tatement  i s  your  s ignature.  

COL ROELOFSE :    Yes,  i t  is  cor rec t .   I t  is  my s ignature.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And do you conf i rm tha t  f rom 

page 1  to 12  is  the statement  prepared for  purposes of  your  

ev idence today?  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct ,  Commissioner.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Do you conf i rm the cor rectness of  

the contents of  the statement?  

COL ROELOFSE :    I  do.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Colonel ,  so i f  we can star t  wi th  

your ev idence .   And usual ly  what  seems to be ,  assist  wi th  

f low of  the evidence is  for  you to read your statement  in to  

the record.   But ,  o f  course,  there w i l l  be instances where  we 

wi l l  ask quest ions of  you and where you feel  the need to  

e laborate or  where you have fa i led  to state something and 

want  to  now deal  wi th  i t ,  you are  more than welcome to do 20 

so at  the appropr ia te t ime as you are  going through your 

statement .   So do not  fee l  rest r i c ted by us saying that  you 

must  read your s tatement .   You are welcome to add as we 

go a long.  

COL ROELOFSE :    Yes,  thank you,  Commissioner.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Shal l  we star t  a t  the in t roduct ion ,  

which is  paragraph 1 ?   

COL ROELOFSE :     

“ I  was a member of  the South  Af r ican 

Pol ice Serv ice,  SAPS,  wi th the  rank of  

Colonel ,  a t tached to  the Di rectorate o f  

Pr io r i ty  Cr ime Invest igat ions,  commonly  

known as the DPCI,  and a lso known as the  

Hawks.   I  re t i red on the 31 s t  o f  January  

2025.   In  May 2020,  I  was par t  o f  a  team…”  10 

Maybe I  must  just  c la r i fy  the team .  The team just  consisted 

of  me and Capta in McLean.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Capta in Mark McLean.  

COL ROELOFSE :    Mark McLean,  yes ,  re lat ing to th is  

mat ter .   There were a team placed at  IDAC wi th more 

members of  the DPCI,  but  in  terms of  th is  mat ter  and CI ,  

Cr ime Inte l l igence Invest igat ion,  i t  was just  me and Capta in  

McLean and myse l f .    

“ I t  was par t  o f  a  team placed at  the  

Invest igat ive Di rectorate of  the  Nat iona l  20 

Prosecut ing Author i t y ,  or  now known as 

IDAC, wi th a spec ia l  assignment  to  conduct  

invest igat ions re lat ing to in ter -a l ia  state -

owned enterpr ises .   Capta in McLean and I  

a lso invest igated mat ters re lat ing  to the  
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Cr ime Inte l l igence Div is ion,  inc luding th e  

Secret  Serv ices account  that  we star ted in  

2011.   Whi le  conduct ing invest igat ions in to  

Cr ime Inte l l igence,  we became fami l iar  wi th  

Cr ime Inte l l igence of f ic ia ls  who would  

provide us wi th  in fo rmat ion .   At  t imes,  

these of f icers would provide in format ion to  

ongoing invest iga t ions or  mat ters that  we 

were not  aware of . ”  

CHAIRPERSON :    Is  the voice car r ied suf f ic ient ly ?  Colonel ,  10 

can you p lease s i t  cent ra l ly  in  re lat ion to the two 

microphones?  Try to  be cent ra l .   No,  just  you .   Yes,  

cent ra l l y .   And pul l  them as  c lose as possib le,  i f  they do 

come c loser .  

COL ROELOFSE :    Is  that  c lose enough ,  Commissioner?  

My wi fe to ld me to speak up .   [Laughter ]  

CHAIRPERSON :    You bet te r  obey then .  

COL ROELOFSE :    Ja.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us cont inue.   Paragraph 3,  I  th ink.  

COL ROELOFSE :    Paragraph 3 of  my statement :  20 

“The purpose of  th is  statement  is  to  in form 

the Commission  of  a  mat ter  regard ing  

events  in  2018 reported to  Capta in  McLean 

and me in  2022 involv ing Advocate Andrea 

Johnson and Major  General  Khan,  Feroz  
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Khan. ”   

Commiss ioners,  for  context ,  maybe I  should just  refer  to  our  

invest igat ion in  2020 in  te rms of  Cr ime Inte l l igence and the 

conduct  that  we exper ienced at  the  t ime,  which inc luded the 

using of  the media to  put  pressure on us when we 

invest igated th is  mat ter  f rom Cr ime Inte l l igence .   Major  

General  Khan p layed a huge ro le in  that .   In  fact ,  I  have a  

wi tness that  is  s t i l l  in  the programme who test i f ied or  who 

has provided me wi th an af f idavi t  regard ing General  Dramat  

at  the t ime,  where he was a wi tness to a  conversat io n 10 

where General  Khan was a lso ,  to  p lace a media  report  

regard ing the rendi t ion to get  r id  of  General  Dramat  

because we were report ing to h im d i rect ly  at  the t ime .    

 So that  media report  was then p laced a nd there  

was a lo t  o f  fa l lout  in  respect  of  that .   But  that  is  what  they 

are capable of  and that  is  what  they are doing .   So I  expect  

no less now than what  we went  th rough .   That  is  only one 

inc ident  that  I  am now informing th is  Commission of .   There 

were var ious other  inc idents of  the same th ing in  2011 .   We 

have in formed the pol ice management  at  the t ime of  th is .   I  20 

have g iven so  many br ie f ings to pol ice management 

regard ing Khan,  Cr ime Inte l l igence,  and the th ings that  they 

were get t ing up to .   But  noth ing was done .   In  fact ,  we were 

just  f i rs t  i t  was covert ly ,  t hey t r ied  to stop us cover t ly ,  but  

la ter  on i t  just  became overt ly .    
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 So between the pol ice and the NPA,  we st ruggled 

about  15 years,  12 years to  get  a Cr ime Inte l l igence mat ter  

on the ro l l  because of  a l l  the  in ter ference that  we 

exper ienced.   And I  test i f ied to th is  in  the Mak goro  

Commission as wel l  as the Zondo Commission re lat ing to 

these inc idents .   We could have stopped th is  in  2012 or  

2011,  i f  the pol ice had l i s tened to  what  we were saying to  

them.  Sorry,  Commissioner,  there was just  a  l i t t le  b i t  o f  

context  in  terms o f  what  we have been exper iencing.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sorry,  Colonel .   As I  understand 10 

i t ,  you real ly  wanted to ment ion th is  to  g ive context  

regard ing th is  speci f i c  inc ident ,  that  i t  is  not  an iso lated 

inc ident  and the s igni f i ca nce of  th is  inc ident .   A l though i t  

re la tes to a  smal ler  mat ter ,  there were b igger mat ters that  

were being invest igated.  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  i s  correct ,  Commission ers.   This i s  

a pat te rn of  behaviour  that  I  have exper ienced,  and th is  

speci f ic  inc ident  just  forms par t  o f  that  pat tern of  behaviour .   

The impuni ty ,  the fact  that  they th ink they can get  away wi th 

i t ,  and they d id fo r  a long t ime .   So i t  is  in  that  context  that  I  20 

am referr ing to what  happened in  2011 because,  how do I  

say,  I  have seen th is  movie before.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Colonel .   Then i f  we 

can go to the next  page.  

COL ROELOFSE :    Paragraph 4 .    
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“Somet ime in  May 2022,  a Colone l  who was 

a capta in at  the  t ime of  the inc ident  in  

2018,  and a l ieu tenant  Colone l  when she 

approached us in  2022,  in  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence,  approached Capta in Mark  

McLean and me to make a d isc losure which  

I  deemed to be in  terms of  the Protect ion  

Disc losure Act  of  26 of  2000 .   She 

in formed us that  in  2018,  she shared an 

of f ice wi th General  Khan,  who had been 10 

appoin ted as the Head of  Operat iona l  

In te l l igence Support  in  September 2017 .    

General  Khan shared an of f ice wi th the  

Colone l  and another  member o f  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence because at  the t ime he had not  

yet  been assigned to h is  own of f ice .   The 

Colone l  in fo rmed us that  on 4 Ju ly 2018,  

whi le  she was work ing in  the of f i ce,  

General  Khan,  who was at tending a  

meet ing in  the main boardroom,  20 

approached her ,  handed h is ce l l  phone to  

her  and requested her  to  g ive an emai l  

address to the person on the other  end of  

the phone.  

General  Khan to ld the Colonel  that  the  
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person on the other  end was Andrea .   She 

d id not  immediate ly recognise the voice,  

but  i t  was a female voice on General  

Khan 's phone. ”  

Paragraph 6:  

“According to the Colone l ,  the female cal le r  

requested her  personal  emai l  address and 

she compl ied .   The Colone l  to ld  us that  the  

female cal ler  to ld  her  that  she would send 

her  an emai l  and the contents of  the emai l  10 

must  be g iven to General  Khan  and 

thereaf ter ,  the Colone l  must  delete the  

emai l .   Short ly  a f ter  the cal l ,  the  Colone l  

received an emai l  f rom a Gmai l  address 

bear ing the name Andrea Johnson@ 

. . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Colonel ,  you do not  have to read 

the Gmai l  address in to the record .  

COL ROELOFSE :    Okay.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You can just  s ta r t  wi th  the  subject  20 

header.  

COL ROELOFSE :     

“The subject  header of  the emai l  was Pet le  

Compla int .   The emai l  had photo  

at tachments and an audio f i le .   The emai l  
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conta ined photographs of  the A1 s tatement  

of  Br igadier  Pet le ,  a t  the t ime a Cr ime 

Inte l l igence of f i cer ,  in  a c r iminal  compla int  

by her  against  General  Khan fo r  assaul t  

common,  in t imidat ion as wel l  as a J88 

medical  report  and an audio record ing of  

General  Khan taken at  the t ime of  the  

a l leged inc ident .  

The a l leged inc ident  took p lace on 26 June 

2018 and the A1 was commiss ioned on the  10 

same day at  S i lver ton pol ice sta t ion and 

the case opened under S i lver ton  CAS 

number 422/06/2018.   The emai l  f rom 

Andrea Johnson's Gmai l  address to the  

Colone l 's  pr ivate  emai l  address was a  

forwarded emai l  or ig inat ing f rom Barry  

Bateman,  who at  the t ime was a  senior  

journal is t .   Mr  Bateman had sent  the Pet le  

compla int  emai l  wi th  the at tachment  to  

Andrea Johnson 's  Gmai l  address on the 3 r d  20 

of  Ju ly 2018.    

The Colonel  p r in ted the emai l  and 

at tachments,  p laced them in an envelope 

and gave the envelope to General  Khan .   

She d id not  delete the emai l  as  requested 
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by the female cal ler . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Colonel ,  i f  we can just  pause 

there and i f  you can go to the Exhib i t  Bundle f i le  and go to  

page 5,  just  to  conf i rm that  th is  is  what  the Colonel  

conf i rmed to you was the emai l  tha t  she had received.  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  i s  correct ,  Commiss ioners .   That  is  

the emai l  that  was provided to me that  she received .   And 

she was able to  ret r ieve the emai l  f rom her emai l  box.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So on page 5 ,  what  we see is  that  

the top of  the page i t  says :  10 

“Forward Pet le compla int ”  

And then i t  has Andrea Johnson and a  Gmai l  emai l  address 

to the Colone l  at  her  Gmai l  address and i t  is  sent  f rom my 

iPad,  meaning that  Andrea Johnson sent  the emai l  f rom he r  

iPad and the emai l  is  dated Wednesday 4 Ju ly 2018 at  

12.42 p.m.   Cor rect?  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then just  below that  i t  says :  

“Begin forwarded message ”  

So she was forwarding a message that  she had or ig inal l y  20 

received f rom Barry Bateman on the 3 r d  o f  Ju ly 2018 at  

18.05.01 to Andrea Johnson subject  saying :  

 “Pet le compla int ”  

And then there is  a message in  h is  emai l  saying :  

“ I  have inc luded the record ing . ”  
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S igned BB.  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct ,  Commiss ioners.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Commissioners,  we are  just  

having an issue wi th d isp lay ing the redacted vers ion .   I  

th ink they have not  done the connect ion .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us cont inue.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  thank you .  

CHAIRPERSON :    A t  least  you have p laced the  ent i re  

content  of  the cover emai l  on record .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Then i f  we go back to  10 

your statement ,  Chai r ,  i t  is  being d isp layed now,  and then i f  

we can go back to  your statement  a t  paragraph 8.  

COL ROELOFSE :    Yes,  Commiss ioners:  

“The Colonel  had essent ia l ly  d isc losed to  

us that  Genera l  Khan was g iven the  

contents of  the cr iminal  compla int  against  

h im,  when he was not  ent i t led  to the  

contents of  the docket ,  as the suspect ,  and 

important ly ,  before he submit ted a warning  

statement  as a suspect .   A t  th is  stage,  20 

General  Khan had not  been charged and no 

decis ion had been made whether  or  not  to  

prosecute .    

The Colone l  in formed us that  General  

Khan 's statement  in  the cr iminal  compla int  
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was typed by another  co l league in  the  

of f ice on the same day an d that  the emai l  

was received and Commiss ioned by her ,  

the Colone l ,  a lso  on the same day,  being  

the 4 t h  o f  Ju ly  2018.   In  other  words,  

General  Khan prepared th is  e -s tatement  

wi th the benef i t  o f  the evidence against  

h im.    

This was par t icu la r ly  concern ing  in  th is  

case because the compla inant  and the  10 

suspect  worked a t  the same place and the  

suspect  was the compla inant 's  senior  and 

d i rect  super super ior .   Receipt  o f  such 

sensi t ive in format ion would enable the  

suspect  to  manufacture and ta i lor  h is  

vers ion,  but  a lso approach other  w i tnesses 

to in f luence thei r  vers ions before they are  

approached to submit  s tatements. ”  

Paragraph 9 .    

“We informed the Colone l  that  she would  20 

have to provide us wi th an af f idavi t  set t ing  

out  th is  inc ident  and we wi l l  invest igate the  

mat ter  fur ther . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Colonel .   I f  we can 

just  pause there and go back to the exhib i t  f i le  and just  to  
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ident i fy  the at tachments to  the emai l  that  was sent  by  

Andrea Johnson to the Colone l .   I f  you can go to  page. . .   

You wi l l  see at  the foot  of  page 5 ,  you wi l l  see i t  says 13 

at tachments and then i t  goes over  the fo l lowing few pages 

unt i l  page 18 .   You wi l l  see i f  you go unt i l  page 10,  these 

are a l l  the photographs and can you just  ident i f y  to  us what  

those photographs were of?  

COL ROELOFSE :    Commissioners,  these were  photographs 

of  the actual  s tatement  of  the compla inant ,  Br igadier  Pet le .   

I  cannot  read them f rom th is .   My eyes are not  tha t  good,  10 

but  I  presume they are a fu l l  vers ion.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    There are bet ter  cop ies f ro m 

page 11.  

COL ROELOFSE :    So what  I  know f rom th is ,  no t  f rom 

reading i t ,  but  I  recognise the documents f rom what  s he has 

g iven to me at  the t ime and on which af f idavi t  was 

prepared.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then you a lso said  that  i t  

inc luded an audio  record ing,  cor rec t?  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct ,  Commiss ioners.  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And we see that  on page 10,  the 

last  a t tachment  on page 10 says 2018 -07-03 audio  wi th a  

number.  

COL ROELOFSE :    787,  i t  is  a lso on page 8,  the top of  page 

8.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

COL ROELOFSE :    And then there is  a lso photos of  the J88 

that  was ins ide the docket  at  the t ime.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  the  J88 appears on page 9,  

the second last  photograph on page 9 .  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct ,  Commiss ioners .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Is  i t  cor rect  then that ,  especia l l y  when 

you make reference to the J88,  tha t  these documents would  

have been the content  of  a  docket?  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  is  a  proper descr ip t ion.  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  cor rect ,  Commiss ioner .   I t  would  

have been in  the docket  i tse l f .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then i f  I  could just  ask you,  

Colonel ,  why was i t  so concern ing  to you that  the suspect  in  

th is  case,  Genera l  Khan,  had been g iven the contents of  the 

docket?  I  know you say there is  issues about  he may 

in f luence the invest igat ion,  but  at  which stage ?  I  mean,  we 

do know that  i f  somebody is  then charged as an accused 20 

person,  they are ent i t led at  some point  to  the docket .   Why 

was i t  a  concern that  i t  was at  that  s tage?  

COL ROELOFSE :    Commissioners,  when we got  hold of  the  

docket ,  because we went  to  the pol ice 's  a rchive  and we 

physica l l y  fe tched the actual  docket ,  i t  became c lear  f rom 
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the docket  and the ent r ies in  the docket  that  General  Khan 

would have been in terv iewed  on,  and I  now have to re ly  on  

the date that  the in terv iew was held ,  and I  cannot  remember  

that  speci f i ca l l y  of f  the top of  my head .   But  he was 

supposed to be in terv iewed by the invest igat ing of f icer  on  

that  speci f ic  day,  and he received th is  document  just  p r io r  

to  be in terv iewed for  a warning statement  on that  speci f ic  

day.  

 So he would have known the contents of  the  

compla inant 's  s ta tement  pr ior  to  h im submit t ing h is warn ing 10 

statement .   And to me that  i s  a huge red f lag and a very  

huge concern  because you are  not  ent i t led to any 

statements at  tha t  point  in  t ime .   You are  ent i t led to what  

the charges,  and I  th ink in  th is  case i t  was assaul t  common,  

happened on such and such a date .   That  i s  what  you are  

ent i t led to .   And they do g ive you that  in fo rmat ion when 

they take your warning statement .    

 But  to  come to  the invest igat ing of f i cer  wi th  a  

prepared statement ,  warn ing statement ,  i t  seems to  me that  

you had to have pr ior  knowledge of  your  vers ion  o f  events  20 

based on the evidence that  was g iven to you and on which  

you can base your af f idavi t .   So that  was my b iggest  

concern.   We cannot  s i t  and put  our  thumb on the scales of  

just ice one way or  the other .   I t  has to be done cor rect ly .  

CHAIRPERSON :    In  sum, you are saying hav ing the 
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compla inant 's  s ta tement ,  there was at  the lowest ,  there was 

the possib i l i t y  of  h im ta i lor ing h is vers ion in  accordance 

wi th the content  o f  the statement .  

COL ROELOFSE :    Yes,  Commissioner .   In  fact ,  I  w i l l  go a  

l i t t le  b i t  fur ther  than that  because there is  another  reason 

as to why you want  the compla inant 's  s ta tement  

beforehand.   You want  to  see what  she is  saying or  he is  

saying.   And you have to then,  and you wi l l  ta i lor  your 

vers ion so that  i t  does what  the compla inants say .   So i t  i s  

d i f f icu l t  for  me to understand any other  reason fo r  you doing 10 

i t  because that  is  the only in fe rence that  I  take away f rom 

th is .    

 And that  is  why i t  was so concern ing .   And I  mean 

th is  k ind of  modus operandi  is  being,  I  have seen th is  

before where suspects get  access to documents pr ior  to  

them having warn ing statements or  pr ior  to  them when they 

are only ent i t led to have documents .   So th is  does happen 

and in  th is  speci f i c  case i t  d id  happen.  

CHAIRPERSON :    How does that  d i f fer  f rom a s i tuat ion  

where before a w i tness test i f ies  in  Court ,  that  is  a Cr iminal  20 

Court ,  they actua l ly  do get  the sta tement ?  So in  a  sense 

one could say or  make the point  that  the s i tuat ion is  s imi lar .   

So what  is  the d i f ference?  

COL ROELOFSE :    No,  i t  is  not  s imi lar ,  Commiss ioner s.   

From my point  o f  v iew,  and I  am an invest igat ing of f icer ,  i t  
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is  very important  to  me when I  do a  warning statement  that  I  

in form the suspect  of  the compla int ,  not  what  the wi tness 

was saying ,  because I  need the suspect 's  vers ion of  events,  

i f  he is  going to g ive i t  to  me or  not .   That  i s  a d i f ferent  

bal lgame.   I f  he is  not  g iv ing i t  to  me,  then obviously I  

cannot  take i t  fur ther .   But  i f  he is  wi l l ing to  g ive i t  to  me,  I  

cannot  te l l  h im beforehand what  the  suspect  sa id because i t  

is  uneth ica l  and i t  is  not  a l lowed.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  thank you.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Can I  just  f ind out ,  in  the  normal  10 

course of  events,  when does a suspect  become ent i t led to 

the contents of  a  docket ?  I f  th ings are done procedural l y ,  

when does the suspect  become ent i t led?  

COL ROELOFSE :    Procedural l y  is  when he is  e i ther  

represented or  no t  represented in  the case before Court  and 

there is  a d isc losure to the defence,  e i ther  to  h is  lawyer or  

to  h imsel f ,  the suspect  h imsel f .   That  is  when you get  

ent i t led to the documents .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So i t  is  a f te r  you are charged?  

COL ROELOFSE :    A f ter  you are charged .  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Not  dur ing the invest igat ion.  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct ,  Commissioner.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Colonel ,  a t  th is  point ,  Ms Johnson would 

have been in  the NPA at  th is  point .  
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COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct ,  Commissioner.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    In  terms of  process,  i s  there a leg i t imate 

basis on  which she would have had access to the docket  at  

th is  point  o f  th ings?  

COL ROELOFSE :    No,  Commissioner .   I  just  want  to  

c la r i fy ,  we are ta lk ing about  2018 now ? 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.  

COL ROELOFSE :    Ja,  no,  there was no reason fo r  i t .   I t  

was a stat ion mat ter .   In  other  words,  i t  was conf ined to that  

speci f ic  pol i ce stat ion and I  cannot  remember  which  10 

jur isd ict ion,  in  te rms of  Court ,  they fa l l  under .   What  d id I  

say?  I t  was the S i lver ton CAS? 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    S i lver ton ,  yes .    

COL ROELOFSE :    Sorry?  S i lver ton case,  yes .   So they 

would have fa l len under that  ju r isd ict ion of  that  Court ,  for  

that  area.   So in  the normal  course of  business,  she does 

not  have any reason as to why she wants to  get  ho ld of  the 

docket .   In fact ,  i f  she wanted to ge t  hold of  the docket ,  she 

probably would have been able to .   She could have just  

ca l led for  i t  because of  her  posi t ion wi th in the NPA and I  20 

th ink she was Head of  Organised Cr ime at  the t ime,  i f  I  am 

not  mistaken .   So she would have been able to  ca l l  for  the  

docket  in  her  capaci ty  as an advocate wi th in the NPA .  

Whether  there was a reason for  her  to  ca l l  for  i t ,  I  do not  

know,  because i t  would not  normal ly  fa l l  wi th in the i r  
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mandate,  what  they invest igate and what  they prosecute .   

But  under normal  c i rcumstances,  there is  no reason for  her  

to  request  the docket .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

CHAIRPERSON :    A lso,  other  s i tuat ions whe re there would 

be ear ly  access by prosecutors are those instances where 

the invest igat ion  is  prosecut ion -d i rected.   So there are 

those instances where. . .  

COL ROELOFSE :    Yes,  but . . .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  yes.   I  am not  counter ing what  you 10 

said .   You are  saying but?  

COL ROELOFSE :    No,  what  I  am saying is  at  the t ime,  you 

must  remember,  th is  i s  at  the stat ion level .   So you are  

ta lk ing about  p rosecutor ia l  advice in  terms of  a  docket .   

What  I  cannot  say now is  whether  the docket  went  to  a  

prosecutor  before  the t ime or  not .   And i f  i t  d id ,  yes,  that  

prosecutor  can have access.  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  am just  ta lk ing genera l ly .  

COL ROELOFSE :    I  understand that ,  s i r ,  but  she could 

have contacted the prosecutor  as wel l .  20 

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  yes.  

COL ROELOFSE :    So she d id not  have to contact  someone 

e lse.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Colonel .   Then i f  we 
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can go back to your statement ,  page 4,  the invest igat ion .   

That  is  the heading.  

COL ROELOFSE :    In  paragraph 10 :  

“ In  June 2022,  a f ter  the mee t ing wi th the  

Colonel ,  I  wanted to in te rv iew Mr Bateman 

regard ing the emai l  he sent  on the 3 r d  o f  

Ju ly 2018.   I  contacted Mr Andrew Leask of  

Af r iForum because Mr Bateman was now 

employed at  A f r iForum as a  media  

manager .   Capta in McLean and I  10 

in terv iewed Mr Bateman in  the presence of  

Mr Leask and Advocate Gerr ie  Nel ,  a lso of  

Af r iForum.    

Mr Bateman in formed us that  he received 

the emai l  a t tachments on the 3 r d  o f  Ju ly  

2018 v ia WhatsApp f rom a source that  he  

was not  wi l l ing to  d isc lose .   Mr Bateman 

said that  Advocate Andrea Johnson,  who at  

the t ime was a senior  publ ic  prosecutor  in  

the Nat ional  Prosecut ing  Author i ty ,  20 

requested the in format ion f rom him,  being  

the A1 statement ,  J88 and audio f i le ,  and 

he compl ied wi th  the request  on the same 

day.    

I  could not  remember why Advocate  
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Johnson requested the in format ion. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    He could  not .  

COL ROELOFSE :    Sorry,  he could not  remember .   

Paragraph 11 .    

“Mr Bateman a lso  stated that  he had a very  

good re lat ionship  wi th Advocate Johnson 

going back to 2011. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Colonel ,  your  vo ice is  taper ing 

again .   Just  ra ise i t .   P lease l is ten to your wi fe 's  advice.  

COL ROELOFSE :    Sorry,  wi fe .   [Laughter ]  10 

“Mr Bateman a lso  stated that  he had a very  

good re lat ionship  wi th Advocate Johnson 

going back to 2011 .   He saw noth ing  

untoward about  Johnson 's request .   Mr  

Bateman was requested to provide a  

statement  regard ing the mat ter .    

Despi te numerous fo l low-ups pr io r  to  my 

ret i rement  in  2025,  January,  for  the  

statement ,  I  was in formed that  he  only  

provided the statement  to  Capta in  McLean 20 

in  June 2026,  four  years af ter  we met  wi th  

h im and requested the statement . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Colonel .   Can we then 

go to the Exhib i t  Bundle and go to page 45?  And I  just  

have a few quest ions fo r  you regard ing the in terv iew wi th 
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Mr Bateman.   And 45,  i t  says BB1 .   I t  is  an at tachment  to  Mr 

Bateman 's statement  that  he provided to Capta in  McLean 

th is  year .   But  I  just  want  to  deal  wi th  the at tachment  to  

that ,  which is  the WhatsApp that  he received f rom his 

source wi th the in format ion .   Cor rect?  

COL ROELOFSE :    I  am sor ry,  just  repeat ,  who is  i t  f rom 

and to whom? 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The BB1 is  what  Mr Bateman 

indicated is  the WhatsApp conversat ion where he received 

the in format ion f rom the source that  he eventual ly  sent  to  10 

Advocate Andrea Johnson.  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct ,  Commissioner s.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And the f i rs t ,  you see i t  is  on the 

3 r d  o f  Ju ly  2018,  at  11.08,  the source sends the audio c l ip .   

And h is message,  Mr Bateman 's message is :  

“What  is  th is  about?  I  make out  a  Genera l  

Khan and Br ig Pet ley. ”  

And then the next  message is  f rom the source :  

“An inc ident  between them .  He a l legedly  

a lso assaul ted her  wi th a  pen .   Case was 20 

opened,  assaul t  and in t imidat ion. ”  

And Mr Bateman then asks :  

“When d id th is  take p lace ? ”  

The source says :  

“A  week ago. ”  
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And then Mr Bateman says:  

“How assaul t  wi th  a pen? ”  

And then you can see that  on the le f t ,  the at tachments are  

being sent ,  the same at tachments that  we looked at  ear l ie r ,  

which is  the A1 statement .  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct ,  Commissioner s.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now,  can I  just  understand,  so we 

are now in 2022 when you meet  wi th Mr Bateman,  Mr Leask,  

is  i t  Leask? 

COL ROELOFSE :    Leask,  yes.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And Advocate Gerr ie  Nel  of  

Af r iForum.  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct ,  Commissioner s.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And we understand,  of  course,  Mr 

Bateman 's decis ion not  to  reveal  h is  source .   But  d id he  

expla in to  you how i t  came about  that  Advocate Johnson 

requested the in format ion ?  How did he say that ,  how s he 

knew that  he had th is  in format ion and had received i t  the 

very day that  she requested f rom him?  

COL ROELOFSE :    Commissioners ,  he mainta ined f rom the 20 

f i rs t  t ime that  I  saw h im,  he d id not  deny that  he provided 

the documentat ion  and the WhatsApps .   What  he could  not  

remember at  that  t ime is  why i t  was asked of  h im .   But  he 

conf i rmed i t  was asked by Advocate Johnson .   But  he could  

not  remember as  to why i t  was asked f rom him .   He is  
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expla in ing i t  in the sense that ,  you know,  we are in  

communicat ion regular ly .   So i t  might  be just  he was g iv ing 

her  in fo rmat ion,  she was g iv ing h im informat ion f rom what  I  

understood.   So i t  might  be in  that  context .   He cannot  

speci f ica l l y  remember why she asked h im .   But  she was 

speci f ic  in  te rms of  what  she asked h im .   Because otherwise  

he would not  have provided th is .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  i f  you just  look at  page 46 of  

the bundle,  because then I  just  want  to . . .   I f  you look at  

page 46,  th is  i s  the emai l  that  he  sends to her  la ter  that  10 

evening,  3 Ju ly 2018,  at  18.05 .   So he sends i t  to  her ,  what ,  

s ix  hours,  s ix ,  seven,  ja ,  s ix  hours la ter ,  s ix ,  seven hours 

la ter .   He receives i t  that  same day .   So when you engage 

h im,  d id he expla in whether  he a l ready had the in format ion 

and she knew he had the in format ion ?  Or whether  she 

asked h im to get  the in format ion ?  And he then got  i t ,  

because i t  cannot  be a co incidence that  she requests i t  on  

the very day that  he receives i t  f rom a source.  

COL ROELOFSE :    No,  the impression that  I  had dur ing the  

whole conversat ion is  that  she spec i f i ca l l y  requested th is  20 

docket .   He would not  have known g iv ing i t  to  her  i f  i t  was 

not  requested.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

COL ROELOFSE :    Which is ,  as far  as I  am concerned,  a  

log ica l  answer f rom his point  o f  v iew.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  her  request ,  yes,  but  how 

would she know that  he had i t  and had received i t  that  same 

day that  she requested f rom him?  

COL ROELOFSE :    From what  I  understood,  she requested 

h im to see i f  he can get  i t .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

COL ROELOFSE :    So he was supposed to source the 

documents and then provide i t  to  her .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So he in i t ia tes her  request  and 

asks h is source to get  i t .  10 

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  what  I  understood,  yes,  that  is  

correct ,  Commissioner s.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  would seem to be in  l ine,  

because any other  scenar io would not  make sense.   I t  would 

just  be a happy coincidence for  her  to  ask i t  on the same 

day that  he has i t  wi thout  even knowing that  he had i t .   She 

would have to have known that  he  had i t  to  request  i t .   Or,  

as  you say,  the  impression you had was that  she requested 

h im to obta in i t  fo r  her .  

COL ROELOFSE :    Ja,  I  th ink one should a lso take in to 20 

account  that  between the request  on the same day,  which  

was in  the  morning,  i t  was only sent  in  the af ternoon la te,  

which suggests to  me that  i t  took some t ime for  h im to  

source the documents.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  bu t  i t  would seem that  on  
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page 45,  by 12 o 'c lock at  least ,  he  a l ready has i t ,  because 

the at tachments s tar t  coming in  at  11.24 .  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct ,  Commissi oners.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And he gets the audio record ing 

at  11.08.   So i f  i t  was an instance where she requested i t  

f rom him to obta in i t ,  so he d id no t  have i t  a t  the t ime that  

she made the request  and she wanted h im to get  i t  for  her ,  

then I  suppose he gets i t  and we do not  know what  in forms 

h is decis ion to only send i t  la ter  that  evening,  because he 

only sends i t  a t  6 .00 in  the evening to her .  10 

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  my sense when I  had an 

in terv iew wi th h im in  terms of  what  happened.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  he d id not  speci f ica l ly  g ive 

you the in format ion about  how the request  came about ,  

whether  i t  was her  asking h im to get  i t  fo r  her ,  or  whether  

she knew that  he a l ready had i t  and asked to send i t  to  her .  

COL ROELOFSE :    No,  Commissioners,  as  fa r  as  I  am 

concerned,  he was qui te  c lear  on  that .   He was asked to 

source the documents,  because he would not  have 

otherwise. . .   I  do not  see a scenar io where  he would 20 

volunteer  in format ion l ike that  to  her .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ms Ncube,  because we have Mr  

Bateman 's statement ,  I  th ink you should put  on record what  

he says about  th is  top ic .   I  know you have had the 

d iscussion wi th the Colonel  and you have an account  f rom 
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h is  in te rv iew of  Mr Bateman,  but  I  th ink,  in  fa i rness to Mr  

Bateman,  and fo r  completeness of  your  d iscussion,  you 

should put  what  he says .   So i t  seems he deals wi th i t  f rom 

paragraph 5,  maybe,  and then 6 and 7.  

COL ROELOFSE :    Yes.   Commiss ioner Baloyi ,  the reason 

why I  am asking the Colonel  is  because that  in te rv iew 

happens in  2022,  and the statem ent  is  in  2026,  so  I  just  

wanted to know,  when he had the conversat ion in  2022,  

what  was h is vers ion as to the request ,  because in  2026,  

Colonel  Roelofse  was not  around when the statement  was 10 

taken.   That  was Capta in McLean.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  understand that ,  but  because we do 

have the statement  on th is  very top ic that  you are  

canvassing,  I  th ink i t  should be put  on record .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So i f  you go to  page 14 of  the 

bundle,  that  is  Mr Bateman 's statement ,  which he deposed 

to in  June 2026,  and at  paragraph 5 ,  he says :  

“5.  In  Ju ly 2018,  a  vo ice record ing  and 

p ictures of  an af f idavi t  deposed to by 

Br igadier  Pet le  of  the South Af r ican 20 

Pol ice Serv ices were sent  to  me .   The 

record ing was of  a conversat ion  

between SAPS’  Major  General  Feroz  

Khan and Pet le .  

6 .  I  received the  in format ion f rom a  
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source whose ident i ty  I  cannot  reveal .   

I  a t tach here to a  redacted screenshot  

of  the message.  

7.  I  do not  have any recol lect ion o f  the 

c i rcumstances that  led me to send the  

record ing and documents to  Johnson .   

However,  I  can only in fe r  that  i t  was 

fo l lowing a d iscussion and in  response 

to a request  f rom Johnson .   I  rece ived 

the in format ion and sent  i t  to  Johnson 10 

on the same day,  3 Ju ly 2018. ”  

COL ROELOFSE :    Commissioners ,  i t  is  more or  less in  l ine 

in  terms of  what  was said to  me .   I  th ink th is  is  now four  

years la ter .   I  th ink he probably could  not  remember a l l  the  

deta i l  that  he gave to us when we had the conversat ion wi th  

h im in  2022.   But  i t  is  in  l ine,  and that  is  how I  understood i t  

as to  what  had happened .   There was a request ,  and based 

on the request ,  he would have provided the in format ion.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We can go back to your statement 20 

at  paragraph 12,  page 5.  

COL ROELOFSE :     

“ In  August  2022,  I  received a statement  

f rom the Colonel  set t ing out  the events on  

4 Ju ly 2018.   At  th is  stage,  Advocate  
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Johnson was the  head of  IDAC,  where I  

was p laced even though I  was at tached to  

the DPCI .   I  could not  approach Advocate  

Johnson,  g iven the a l legat ions o f  

in ter ference and defeat ing the ends o f  

just ice .   At  th is  stage,  Capta in McLean had 

a lso ascer ta ined that  the NPA dec ided on 

15 December 2021 a l ready not  to  

prosecute the assaul t  and in t imidat ion  

docket ,  and the docket  had been wi thdrawn 10 

f rom the CAS system on 13 January  2022. ”  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Colonel ,  what  does i t  mean the  docket  

had been wi thdrawn f rom the CAS system?  

COL ROELOFSE :    I t  actual ly  should read c losed,  

Commissioner .   What  we have,  we  have a CAS 

administ rat ion system,  which is  an  administ rat ion system for  

our  dockets .   So i f  the case docket  is  opened,  i t  would be 

registered on the CAS system .   So at  the end of  an  

invest igat ion,  whether  i t  i s  unfounded,  whether  a warrant  of  

ar rest  was issued,  you wi l l  then c lose the docket  and i t  wi l l  20 

be c losed on the  CAS system ,  as in  I  th ink in  th is  speci f ic  

case,  i t  was a no l le  prosequi ,  i f  I  am not  mistaken .   So the 

docket  would have been c losed on the CAS system as a  

nol le  prosequi .  

 But  as I  sa id,  I  do not  have the docket  in  f ront  of  
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me,  so I  am not  sure exact ly  as what  i t  was c losed .   But  

then i t  would get  archived .   So that  is  in  essence what  

happened.   So there wi l l  not  be any fu r ther  quer ies on the 

administ rat ion system,  br ing forward dates and that  k ind  of  

th ing.   But  the docket  wi l l  show that  i t  has been archived,  

and you can go and f ind the docket  there.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I t  does not  mean,  because that  is  how I  

had read i t ,  because I  do  not  know your systems.   So when 

you say wi thdrawn f rom the CAS system,  I  had read i t  to  

mean i t  had been deleted f rom the systems.  10 

COL ROELOFSE :    No,  i t  cannot  be deleted .   There wi l l  

a lways be an audi t  t ra i l ,  so you cannot  delete that .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Page 5 ,  paragraph 13 of  your  

statement ,  Advocate Johnson's knowledge of  the a l legat ions 

against  her .  

COL ROELOFSE :     

“ I  decided to approach the Nat ional  Head 

of  the DPCI,  L ieutenant  General  Lebeya,  

for  assistance,  because of  the  20 

c i rcumstances that  I  found mysel f  in .   I  met  

General  Lebeya in  the last  week o f  August  

2022,  but  I  do not  recal l  the exact  date .   I  

in formed h im of  the a l legat ions conta ined 

in  the Colonel 's  s tatement  and furn ished 
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h im wi th a copy o f  the Colonel 's  s tatement .   

I  to ld  General  Lebeya that  we needed the  

NPA to assign a  senior  p rosecutor  to  the  

mat ter .    

I  expected General  Lebeya to request  the  

NPA head,  at  the t ime,  Advocate  Shami la  

Batohi ,  for  a  senior  p rosecutor  to  be  

assigned to the case .   I  could not  take the  

mat ter  to  a lower Court  due to Advocate  

Johnson 's  posi t ion as Head o f  IDAC.   10 

Advocate Johnson's posi t ion a lso  p la ced 

me in  a precar ious posi t ion,  because I  had 

been p laced at  IDAC in Advocate Johnson 's  

of f ice,  as par t  o f  a  duty arrangement  

between the DPCI and IDAC. ”  

Paragraph 14:  

“On 7 September  2022,  Advocate Johnson 

approached me a t  work,  I  was st i l l  a t  IDAC 

at  the t ime,  and asked me to see her  in  her  

of f ice .   She to ld  me that  she had been 20 

cal led by Advocate Batohi 's  of f i ce,  who 

in formed her  of  the Colonel 's  af f idavi t  and 

the a l legat ions against  her ,  Advocate  

Johnson,  conta ined there in .    

Advocate Johnson to ld me the name of  the  



   10 JULY 2026 – DAY 137 

Page 45  o f  181  

 

 

Colonel  who deposed to the af f idavi t .   I  

found i t  ext remely concern ing that  

Advocate Batohi  would have to ld Advocate  

Johnson about  a protected d isc losure  

impl icat ing her ,  Advocate Johnson,  in  

wrongdoing .   I  a lso  thought  that  perhaps 

Advocate Johnson was able to  f igure out  

the ident i ty  of  the  Colonel  wi thout  Advocate  

Batohi  in forming her  thereof .    

But  then Advocate Johnson cont inued to  10 

reveal  that  she knew the Colonel 's  af f idavi t  

was commiss ioned by Colonel  Odendaal ,  

and she re layed in format ion conta ined in  

the Colonel 's  af f idavi t .   She then to ld me 

that  she read the Colonel 's  af f idavi t ,  and 

that  she denied any wrongdoing . ”  

Paragraph 15:  

“She a lso in formed me that  she spoke to  

Mr Bateman before meet ing wi th  me,  and 

to ld Mr Bateman not  to  wor ry .   She a lso  20 

said that  she understood the reason I  

approached General  Lebeya.   By th is  I  

understood Advocate Johnson to mean that  

g iven that  the a l legat ions impl icate her ,  

she understood why I  d id  not  deal  wi th  the  
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inc ident  wi th in IDAC,  but  instead went  to  

the Head of  the DPCI . ”  

Paragraph 16:  

“When Advocate  Johnson approached me 

on the 7 t h  o f  September  2022,  I  a l ready 

knew that  she had spoken to Bateman …”  

I  can just  say here that  I  d id  not  te l l  her  that  I  knew that  she 

had spoken to Bateman ;  

“…because Mr Leask to ld me that  Bateman 

had in formed Mr Gerr ie  Nel  of  the  10 

conversat ion between h im,  Bateman,  and 

Advocate Johnson.   Mr  Leask d id  not  g ive  

me the deta i l s  of  what  was d iscussed 

between Mr Bateman and Advocate  

Johnson.   I  do  not  recal l  the exact  date  

when he would have in formed me of  th e  

cal l ,  but  f rom my WhatsApp exchanges wi th  

Mr Leask on 5 and 6 September,  I  th ink i t  

would have been on the 6 t h  o f  September  

2022. ”  20 

Paragraph 17 :  

“During our  invest igat ion,  I  was able to  

conf i rm that  General  Lebeya met  wi th  

Advocate Batohi  on the 2 n d  o f  September  

2022.   That  was conf i rmat ion for  me tha t  
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General  Lebeya  gave the Colonel 's  

af f idavi t  to  Advocate Batohi ,  which I  d id  no t  

take issue wi th ,  s ince my reason fo r  

approaching General  Lebeya was fo r  

assistance wi th the appointment  of  a  senior  

prosecutor .    

To my knowledge,  the only people who had 

s ight  of  the Colonel 's  af f idavi t  when I  met  

wi th General  Lebeya were the Colonel ,  

Capta in McLean,  General  Lebeya,  and me.   10 

Advocate Batohi  is  the only other  person,  

the only person I  can th ink of ,  who would  

have shown or  g iven the Colonel 's  af f idavi t  

to  Advocate Johnson af ter  General  Lebeya  

gave i t  to  her  at  the meet ing on the 2 n d  o f  

September  2022.  

I  do  not  bel ieve that  General  Lebeya  

showed or  shared the Colonel 's  af f idavi t  

wi th  Advocate Johnson.   The i rony of  the  

s i tuat ion was not  lost  on me .   Advocate  20 

Batohi ,  by shar ing the Colonel 's  s tatement  

wi th Advocate Johnson,  d id the same th ing  

Advocate Johnson had done by shar ing  

Br igadier  Pet ley 's  cr iminal  compla int  

against  General  Khan wi th h im. ”  
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Paragraph 18 . . . [ in te rvenes]  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Before you proceed,  Colonel ,  in  th is  

d iscussion wi th Advocate Johnson,  d id  you ask or  d id she 

say why i t  was that  she forwarded the documents to  General  

Khan?  Did she say anyth ing about  that?  

COL ROELOFSE :    Commissioners,  she sa id noth ing .   I  

would have expected under the c i rcumstances ,  i f  she was 

to ld,  i f  she was g iven access to the af f idavi t  o f  the 

compla inant ,  o f  the Colonel ,  then I  would have expected,  

that  was my expectat ion,  I  mean,  f i rs t l y ,  I  d id  not  expect  10 

that  i t  would have been g iven to her ,  but  now i t  has been 

g iven to her .   She had access to i t .   I  would have expected 

the fo l lowing react ion .   Where can I  s ign the af f idavi t ?    

 Because th is  was done,  I  was duped by provid ing  

th is  in format ion to h im .   I  unders tand the problem and I  

th ink I  need to provide you wi th an  af f idavi t  to  fur ther  your  

invest igat ion .   That  is  what  I  expected .   Because to me that  

would have been the r ight  th ing to do .   But  she d id not  

touch on why she asked fo r  i t .   She d id not  t ry  to  expla in  

the s i tuat ion .   She just  sa id to  me,  and I  th ink i t  is  quoted 20 

here somewhere,  I  d id  not  do anyth ing wrong .   And that  is  

the extent  of  what  she said.  

 And apart  f rom that ,  she was te l l ing me about ,  she 

spoke to Bateman.   She is  now speaking to me.   We both 

are wi tnesses in  th is  mat ter .   A f ter  that  conversat ion wi th  
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Bateman,  i t  took us four  years to  eventual ly  get  Bateman 's 

statement .   So f rom where I  sat ,  that  ca l l  d id  in  fac t  p lay a 

ro le in  h im not  f ina l i s ing h is af f idavi t .   And i t  is  a  very  

subt le  way to te l l  someone not  to  assist  in  an invest igat ion .    

 I  mean,  in  mere fact ,  in  one of  the  WhatsApps,  she 

te l ls  h im,  I  am giv ing you a heads up,  the Hawks w i l l  come 

and ta lk  to  you .   I  mean,  you do not  do that .   That  is  not  

your  funct ion,  to  do that  k ind of  th ing .   So I  had a huge 

problem wi th the s i tuat ion as i t  was .   I  have been f ight ing  

wi th the NPA,  as I  sa id,  s ince 2011 .   So I  have been 10 

through th is  process .   I  know tha t  when the NPA is  not  

going to prosecute or  do not  want  to  have a look at  the 

docket  or  at  the s i tuat ion,  they wi l l  not .    

 So i t  took the mat ter  that  I  was wi th,  the Mdlu l i  

mat te r ,  i t  took about  12 years to  get  in to Court .   So I  knew 

at  that  point  in  t ime when I  had th is  d iscussion wi th her  that  

we are very l imi ted in  te rms of  what  we can do f rom n ow on.   

Because I  am not  going to r i sk the Colonel 's  career  and l i fe  

by  cont inu ing the s i tuat ion that  I  now know for  sure the NPA 

is  not  going to do anyth ing about .   So that  i s  the posi t ion  20 

that  I  found mysel f  in .    

 And I  was very upset  by i t .   But  i t  happens wi th in  

our  envi ronment  a t  t imes .   So you have to deal  wi th  i t .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    When she says,  I  d id  noth ing  wrong,  

when she says that  to  you,  d id you understand her  to  say by  
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forwarding these documents to  General  Khan she d id not  

consider  that  to  be anyth ing wrong about  i t ?   Was that  your  

understanding of  her?  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  was my understanding f rom the 

comment  she made.   There was no explanat ion as  to why .   

Because on the face of  i t ,  there cannot  be,  and that  is  my 

in terpretat ion,  there cannot  be a good explanat ion  as  to why 

you d id i t .   Except  i f  you d id not  know and you were duped .   

And then I  expect  the other  react ion which I  descr ibed 

ear l ie r .   Where can I  s ign the af f idavi t ?   Because I  was put  10 

in  a posi t ion where I  was not  supposed to be p ut  in .   And 

you get  that  normal ly  wi th  a lo t  o f  these cases that  you 

invest igate :  had I  known that  scenar io .   So i f  she had 

known,  then she would not  of fe r  assistance in  terms of  an  

af f idavi t .   I f  she d id not  know,  I  would have got ten her  

assistance.   So that  is  how I  see the s i tuat ion.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you,  Colonel .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Commissioner .   

Colonel ,  back to your statement ,  paragraph 17,  on page 7.  

COL ROELOFSE :     20 

“ I  have led many invest igat ions in to  

corrupt ion by pol ice of f ic ia ls  w i th in the  

SAPS,  wi th a speci f i c  reference to Cr ime 

Inte l l igence.   I  am wel l  aware  of  how 

important  i t  is  not  to  premature ly  re lease 
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the name of  a  wi tness .   I t  puts the  

invest igat ion in to jeopardy,  and more  

important ly ,  i t  has the potent ia l  to  put  the  

l i fe  of  the wi tness in  danger .   This i s  

ampl i f ied in  th is  speci f ic  s i tuat ion because 

General  Khan and the Colonel  were both  

work ing at  Cr ime Inte l l igence in  the same 

of f ice at  the t ime .    

As stated ear l ier  before my meet ing wi th  

Advocate Johnson,  I  had a l re ady been 10 

in formed that  Advocate Johnson had 

spoken to Mr Bateman about  the Colonel ' s  

af f idavi t .   My in teract ion wi th Mr Leask on 

5 and 6 September is  set  out  below,  and I  

have provided the Commission wi th the  

screenshots of  the exchange as we l l .    

Mr Leask to ld me that  Mr Bateman sent  a  

WhatsApp message to Advocate Gerr ie  Ne l  

af ter  h is  conversat ion wi th Advocate  

Johnson on 5 September .   I  quote the  20 

conversat ion between Mr Leask  and me 

below,  as wel l  as  the fo rwarded messages 

wi th my t ransla t ion f rom Afr ikaans to  

Engl ish where necessary. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Colonel .   I f  we can 
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just  pause here .   Commissioners,  t he conversat ion appears  

on page 49,  the screenshot ,  and the Colonel  had apologised 

for  the qual i t y  thereof .   He needed h is daughter  to  assist  

h im wi th tak ing the screenshot ,  so i t  is  on page 49,  and you 

wi l l  see i t  there .   That  is  between you and Mr Leask.  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  i s  correct ,  Commission ers.   That  is  

between mysel f  and Mr Leask.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You may proceed,  Colonel .   You 

do not  have to read the date and t ime,  and we are looking  

at  the screenshot ,  so you can just  read the t ranslat ion,  10 

perhaps,  f rom Mr Leask.  

COL ROELOFSE :    The t ranslat ion f rom the af f idavi t ?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

COL ROELOFSE :    I t  says:  

“Hi ,  Kobus ,  we need to ta lk . ”  

Which is  on the 5 t h ,  and on the 6 t h ,  there  is  a missed cal l  

f rom Mr Leask ,  and a lso on…  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  th ink you are  now at  paragraph 

20,  so there is  the missed cal l ,  and then you expla in what  

happened af te r  there,  because there is  a gap between the 20 

missed cal l  and the  next  message .   So you can just  go to  

your statement ,  paragraph 20.  

COL ROELOFSE :    Paragraph 20 :  

“A l though I  do not  have a c lea r  

recol lect ion ,  at  th is  stage,  Mr Leask  and I  
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must  have had a te lephonic conversat ion  

about  the mat ter .   I  recal l  I  was in  Cape 

Town between 2  and 6 September 2022,  

and f lew back to Gauteng on the 6 t h  o f  

September 2022,  i t  would have been in  the  

af ternoon.   I  th ink i t  was dur ing th is  ca l l ,  

on e i ther  the evening of  5  September or  6  

September 2022 that  Mr Leask in formed me 

of  the conversat ion between Mr Bateman 

and Advocate Johnson .    10 

I  say so because af ter  Mr Leask requested 

us to ta lk  and h is missed cal l ,  the next  

message is  f rom me asking which number  

was used,  refer r ing to the number that  

Advocate Johnson used to contact  Mr  

Bateman.   Dur ing th is  ca l l ,  Mr Leask to ld  

me that  Advocate Johnson contacted Mr  

Bateman to assure h im not  to  wor ry .   I  

remember  asking Mr Leask to  te l l  Mr  

Bateman to immediate ly make a  note o f  20 

what  he could remember and what  was 

d iscussed wi th Advocate Johnson .   The 

WhatsApp exchanges cont inue below. ”  

A t  14.25,  I  asked which number was used .   Mr Leask  

responded.   I  wi l l  read the Engl ish vers ion.  
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“BB says he got  a ca l l  on WhatsApp and 

she said he must  go to S ignal .   I  do not  

know which one she used,  but  i t  was to he r  

number . ”    

And then i t  g ives a number and i t  says :  

“ I  wi l l  f ind out . ”  

Then I  send h im a  thumbs up.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I f  we can just  then go to that  

message where that  references that  Mr Bateman said that  

he got  a ca l l  on  WhatsApp and she said he must  go to  10 

S ignal  on page 58 of  the Exhib i t  Bundle .   I f  you can just  

expla in to  us what  we are looking a t  on page 58.  

COL ROELOFSE :    This i s  a screenshot  o r  a photo that  I  

took of ,  I  th ink i t  is  Mr Bateman's  phone,  wi th the request  

by Advocate Johnson to go to S ignal .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    The request  f rom Advocate  

Johnson to Mr Bateman? 

COL ROELOFSE :    To Mr Bateman.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    On the 5 t h  o f  September.  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct ,  Commissioner s.   I  can 20 

a lso in form the  Commission that  on var ious occasions 

Advocate Johnson was not  only stat ing to me but  to  the  

of f ice as wel l ,  you need to use S ignal  because WhatsApp is  

not  as secure as  you th ink and she prefers to  use S ignal  

because i t  is  much more secure .   So I  presume that  is  the  
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reason why he was asked to go to S ignal .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    And th is  was the cal l  on the  

5 t h  o f  September which you knew about  a l ready when 

Advocate Johnson approached you on the 7 t h  o f  September.  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correc t ,  Commissioners.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    Okay.   So we can go back to 

your statement  at  paragraph 21.  

COL ROELOFSE :     

“Mr Leask and I  arranged to  meet  to  

d iscuss the mat ter  fur ther .   He sent  me h is  10 

locat ion because the locat ion was d i f ferent  

to  where I  had met  h im and Mr Bateman 

and Advocate Nel  the f i rs t  t ime . ”  

And i t  just  shows a map that  was sent  to  me.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    And then paragraph 22.  

COL ROELOFSE :     

“ I f  I  recal l  cor rect ly ,  on 7 September 2022,  

I  would have met  Mr Leask af ter  my 

meet ing wi th Advocate Johnson .   I  do  

recal l  that  Mr Leask sent  the WhatsApp 20 

exchange between Bateman and Advocate  

Johnson and Advocate Nel  before I  went  to  

meet  h im.   I  know that  I  d id  not  have the  

WhatsApp exchange between Mr Bateman 

and Advocate  Nel  when I  met  Advocate  



   10 JULY 2026 – DAY 137 

Page 56  o f  181  

 

 

Johnson,  which  means that  Mr Leask  

forwarded the exchange to me af ter  my 

meet ing wi th Advocate Johnson but  before  

my meet ing wi th h im . ”  

Paragraph 23,  page 10 :  

“Mr Leask fo rwarded the WhatsApp 

messages f rom Mr Bateman to Advocate  

Nel  on 5 September 2022 to me.   These 

messages are quoted below. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    And then,  i f  we could go to  10 

page 51 of  the Exhib i t  Bundle .   So th is  i s  what  Mr  Leask 

forwards to you which is  a conversat ion,  which is  the  

messages that  Mr  Bateman sends to Advocate Nel  a f ter  he 

gets the cal l  f rom Advocate Johnson on the  5 t h  o f  

September.  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  cor rect ,  Commissioners,  a f ter  h is  

d iscussion wi th her .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    Okay,  you can then just  read 

f rom the fo rwarded,  sor ry,  51.  

COL ROELOFSE :    Must  I  read f rom the actual  document?  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    Yes,  I  th ink i t  is  easier .   I  wi l l  

just  remind you that  there is  redact ion so I  wi l l  te l l  you 

when to stop.  

COL ROELOFSE :    Okay,  i t  s ta r ts  as fo l lows .    

“Sorry to  hassle you,  Mr Nel .   Andrea jus t  
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ca l led me,  ca l led to say she was ca l led in to  

a meet ing  wi th the NDPP .  Lebeya had 

approached the  NDPP last  week wi th  

in format ion. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    Then you do not  have to read 

the next  par t .   You can star t  aga in by ‘she has provided 

statement ’ .  

COL ROELOFSE :     

“She has provided statement  about  an  

emai l  that  I  apparent ly  sent  in  2018,  10 

something about  request ing in format ion .   

Unclear .   Andrea not  worr ied .   She says 

there is  noth ing  that  she said to  me or  

communicated tha t  she could not  repeat . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    ‘Elsewhere ’  on the next  page,  

53.  

COL ROELOFSE :    In  the middle of  the page i t  cont inues :  

“… that  she could not  repeat  e lsewhere .   

Refer red to i ssues between Khan and 

Pet le ,  sa id I  o f ten approach her  about  20 

media issues and quest ions .   Told the  

NDPP she is  not  in te rested in  seeing the  

statement…”  

Next  page;  

“…saying that  i f  there is  to  be an 
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invest igat ion,  they must  invest igate .   Just  

wanted to g ive me the heads up in  the  

case,  in  case the Hawks came asking…”  

Next  page;  

“…came asking quest ions .   She says Kobus 

was approached wi th the statement  and he 

works for  us,  so he had no choice to  

approach Lebeya. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    By Kobus,  that  i s  you.  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  me,  yes,  Commiss ioners .    10 

“Rei terated that  he is  not  concerned…”  

Sor ry that  re i te rated ,  I  presume she is ;  

“… that  she is  not  concerned .   She has 

work to  do and wi l l  get  on wi th what  she 

has to do. ”  

Says…  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Next  page.  

COL ROELOFSE :     

“…says  i f  there is  something to expla in ,  

she wi l l .   Told me not  to  be worr ied . ”  20 

And then there is  another  photo of  the phone i t se l f .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wi th the  message to go to where  

the request  is :  

“Are you on S igna l? ”  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct ,  Commiss ioners.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    And th is ,  Mr Leask,  fo rwards 

to you before you met  wi th h im.  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

COL ROELOFSE :    Yes,  Commiss ioners.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    Then i f  we go back to your  

statement  at  paragraph 24 on page 11.  

COL ROELOFSE :    

“Whi le I  was in  the meet ing wi th Mr Leask ,  

I  took a screenshot  of  h is  phone conta in ing  10 

the messages f rom Advocate Johnson to Mr  

Bateman on 5 September 2022,  where she 

asked h im i f  he was on S ignal . ”  

Paragraph 25 .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Conclusion .  

COL ROELOFSE :     

“ I  do not  know as a f act  that  General  

Lebeya gave the Colone l 's  af f idavi t  to  

Advocate Bateman.   However,  Advocate  

Johnson . . . [ in tervenes] ”  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Advocate  Batohi .  

COL ROELOFSE :    Oh,  sorry,  Advocate Batohi .    

“However,  Advocate Johnson to ld  me that  

Advocate Batohi  showed her  the Colone l 's  

af f idavi t  (when I  when I  met  in  brackets,  



   10 JULY 2026 – DAY 137 

Page 60  o f  181  

 

 

when I  met  wi th her  on the  7 t h  o f  

September 2022 ).   In  Mr Bateman 's  

WhatsApp messages to Advocate Nel  on 5  

September 2022,  he said that  Advocate  

Johnson to ld h im that  Advocate Batoh i  

approached her  about  the Colone l 's  

af f idavi t .    

He says that  Advocate Johnson to ld h im 

she was not  in te rested in  seeing the  

statement .   Mr Bateman a lso ment ioned in  10 

h is WhatsApp messages to Advocate Nel  

and Advocate Johnson that  I  to ld  h im that  

. . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Told h im that  I  had no choice.  

COL ROELOFSE :     

“… I  had no choice  and no choice but  to  

approach Genera l  Lebeya.   This conf i rms 

to me that  General  Lebeya met  Advocate  

Batohi  and gave her  the Colonel 's  af f idavi t .   

And thereaf te r ,  Advocate Batohi  e i ther  20 

showed or  gave the Colone l 's  s tatement  to  

Advocate Johnson . ”  

There is  a par t  in  one of  the messages,  and I  do not  recal l  

reading i t ,  in  which he,  Bateman,  as par t  o f  h is  WhatsApp 

messages,  says there was an issue between Khan and 
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Pet le .   That  in fo rmat ion could have only come f rom the 

af f idavi t  i tse l f .   From the…  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    Yes,  i t  is  there .   You d id read 

i t .  

COL ROELOFSE :    I  d id ,  sor ry .   So i f  I  d id  read i t ,  I  am 

sorry ,  but  that  in format ion was in  the af f idavi t .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    Yes,  i t  is  on page 53 of  the 

screenshots.  

COL ROELOFSE :    I f  you have access to the af f idavi t ,  you 

would have known that  k ind of  deta i l .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    You may cont inue,  paragraph 

26.  

COL ROELOFSE :     

“On 31 January 2025,  I  re t i red f rom the 

South Af r ican Pol ice Serv ice .   At  that  

s tage,  we were  unable to  secure the  

appointment  of  a  prosecutor  to  consider  

both Br igadier  Pet le  c r iminal  compla int  

against  General  Khan and the a l legat ions 

against  Advocate Johnson of  what  I  20 

considered to be def eat ing the ends 

just ice .   When I  re t i red,  the docket  was 

assigned to Capta in McLean,  who had 

worked wi th me on the case f rom the star t  

and to whom I  report  regular ly  on  my 
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in teract ions wi th ro le p layers where he had 

not  accompanied me.  

I  th ink i t  is  important  for  the Commission to  

hear f rom Capta in McLean and the Colone l  

as wel l ,  because they wi l l  corroborate my 

vers ion,  especia l ly  regard ing  what  I  

reported to  Capta in  McLean 

contemporaneous ly .   I t  may be important  

corroborat ion i f  those impl icated a t tempt  t o  

rewr i te  h is to ry . ”  10 

And then paragraph 28 :  

“ I  hope that  my test imony wi l l  assist  the  

Commission in  i ts  important  work. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE SC :    Thank you,  Commiss ioners .   

That  is  the evidence of  the Colonel .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Colonel ,  when you met  w i th Advocate 

Johnson on the 7 t h  o f  September,  d id you ment ion to  her  or  

d id you get  the impression,  i f  you d id,  that  she knew that  

th is  was a protected d isc losure?  

COL ROELOFSE :    Commissioner,  I  cannot  answer the  20 

quest ion because she d id not  a l lude to anyth ing l i ke  that .   

But  what  I  do know,  i f  she had access to the af f idavi t ,  which 

I  be l ieve she d id,  she would have seen i t  would have been 

in ,  i t  was a protected d isc losure based on the facts  in  the  

af f idavi t  i tse l f .  
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Based on the facts,  you mean the  nature  

of  the a l legat ion?  

COL ROELOFSE :    The nature of  the a l legat ion,  where she 

worked,  the fact  that  she could be in t imidated,  the fact  that  

the guy was a super io r  of f icer .   So those are the th ings,  i f  

you look at  the Act  i tse l f ,  those are the k ind of  th ings that  

you look out  for  when i t  is  a  protected d isc losure .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Kolonel ,  I  pre fer  the Af r icans because 

I  am RAU’t j ie .  10 

COL ROELOFSE :    And I  do not  prefer  the rank because,  

qui te  f rankly,  I  am not  a good,  I  am not  a huge fan of  the 

ranks wi th in the pol ice.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    The Engl ish and the Aust ra l ians 

prefer  Colonel .    

COL ROELOFSE :    Yes.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    In  paragraph 12 of  your  statement ,  

you seem to be suggest ing that  what  Advocate Johnson d id 

amounts to  in te r ference wi th invest igat ion and defeat ing the  

ends of  just ice .   What  i s  i t  about  her  conduct  const i tu tes,  20 

accord ing to you,  in ter ference wi th invest igat ion and 

defeat ing the ends of  just ice?  

COL ROELOFSE :    Wel l ,  Commiss ioner,  there is  two,  wel l ,  

there is  more than two issues,  but  the one that  comes to 

mind is  the fact  that  she would warn a suspect  be fore the 
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t ime of  and prov ide the statement ,  before that  person is  

ent i t led to the sta tement ,  the suspect  i s  ent i t led .   And as a 

prosecutor ,  she must  kno w that .   The second th ing is  ca l l ing 

the wi tnesses and cal l ing me in  and cal l ing Bateman .   That ,  

to  me,  is  another  huge red f lag because she is ,  as far  as I  

am concerned,  an  impl icated person .    

 She d id not  deny that  she was duped by Khan .   She 

d id not  say that ,  had I  known th is  was the issue .   So that  

never happened.   So as fa r  as I  am concerned,  when I  was 

in  there and that  happened,  that  is  why I  am saying th is ,  10 

that  i t  was done del iberate ly .   So there is  more than two 

th ings,  and i t  is  a lso the ef fect  o f  a  ca l l  f rom someone of  

her  stature to  a wi tness saying to  h im,  I  am giv ing  you a 

heads up that  Hawks is  going to  come and ta lk  to  you .   

That ,  to  me,  is  a lso not  on .    

 And then the second th ing is  to  imply you do not  

have anyth ing to  worry about ,  you know,  sor t  o f  t ry ing to 

comfor t  the guy .   But  why make the cal l  in  the f i rs t  p lace ?  

Because you are  te l l ing h im,  actual ly ,  you know,  you have 

got  something to  worry about ,  so  make sure that  you say 20 

the r ight  th ing .   That  i s  my in ference f rom the s i tuat ion  

i tse l f .   Because we do not  do th ings l ike th is  when we 

invest igate mat ters .   As an invest igat ing of f icer ,  I  do  not  do 

th ings l ike th is .   So I  expect  more f rom a prosecutor  when i t  

comes to th is  k ind of  act ion.  
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ADV KHUMALO SC :    And then the documents that  she 

would have obta ined f rom Mr Bateman.   I  understand that  

Mr Bateman at  the t ime was a journal is t?  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correct .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So is  i t  not  fa i r  then to say the 

documents or  the  docket  or  h is  contents were a l ready in  the  

publ ic  domain because the journal is t  a l ready was in  

possession of  them?  Even the journal is t  h imsel f  cou ld have 

g iven them to General  Khan.  

COL ROELOFSE :    I  understand the quest ion,  but  the 10 

docket  or  the in format ion in  the docket  is  not  supposed to  

be in  the publ ic  domain .   I t  got  there in  an unsanct ioned 

format .   Because i f  you look at  i t ,  Mr Bateman was not  

ent i t led to  that  document .   So i t  is  not  par t  o f  the  publ ic  

domain.   The publ ic  domain comes when you go to Court  

and the documents are handed up .   Then i t  is  publ ic  

domain.  

 But  at  that  point  in  t ime,  i t  is  not  in  the publ ic  

domain.   The fact  that  you have a source who gave you the  

documents does not  make i t  in  the publ ic  domain .   Not  as  20 

far  as I  am concerned when i t  comes to a reporter .   You 

cannot  c i rcumvent  the process just  because the  source 

gave you the in format ion.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So in  shor t ,  you say even Mr 

Bateman was not  proper ly  in  possession of  the docket  and 
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Ms Johnson shou ld have known that  when she rece ived i t  

f rom him and she should not  have sha red i t  wi th  the suspect  

in  the assaul t  compla int?  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  cor rect ,  Commissioner s.   And I  

th ink what  takes i t  fur ther  for  me is  the fact  that  she 

requested that  p r ivate emai ls  be  used .   Because i t  was 

done on her  Gmai l  account .   She asked the Colone l  to  go to  

her  Gmai l  account  and she a lso asked the Colone l  to  delete 

the emai ls  when i t  was done .   So those th ings,  i f  i t  was a n 

above board conversat ion,  you would use your NPA emai l  10 

account .   You would request  the  documents because you 

are actua l ly  ent i t led to request  documents in  her  pos i t ion.  

 But  i f  you want  to  put  a layer  between yoursel f  and 

the request ,  that  is  when you go o f f  the gr id  and you do i t  

that  way.   She had access to her  o f f ic ia l  emai l .   She d id not  

have to use her  Gmai l  address and d id not  have to  ask the  

wi tness to dest roy or  to  delete the emai ls .   So those are the  

th ings that  is  what  in formed me of  what  she d id in  terms of  

th is  speci f ic  i ssue .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Thank you.  20 

CHAIRPERSON :    On the face of  i t ,  subject  to  an  

explanat ion by Advocate Johnson,  there appears to  be 

impropr ie ty .   Just  making a comment .  

COL ROELOFSE :    That  is  correc t ,  Commissioner .   There 

appears to  be,  and I  th ink  to  me,  and once again,  i t  is  my 
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op in ion.   Once again,  i f  there was not  any impropr ie ty,  she 

would have to ld me on the 7 t h .   She would have vo lunteered 

in format ion saying that  I  was duped .   I t  might  not  look good,  

but  i t  is  an explanat ion and we could have actua l ly  gone 

af ter  General  Khan ,  because what  she is  a l legedly gui l ty  of ,  

he is  a lso a l legedly gui l ty  of  because he sourced the 

documents f rom her.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   Thank you.   Ms Segeels-

Ncube,  is  there a  reason why we d id not  l is ten to the audio  

that  came wi th the emai l?  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Chai r ,  we thought  that  we would 

p lay i t  when. . .    

CHAIRPERSON :    When Witness N is  i t?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wi tness O,  in  the incorrec t  order ,  

yes,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Oh,  a l l  r ight .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Or even Capta in McLean comes 

because he was the invest igator .    

CHAIRPERSON :    But  are there issues of  conf ident ia l i ty  

wi th  regard to i t ?   Why should i t  not ,  why should the publ ic  20 

not . . .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  there is  not ,  Chai r .   We wi l l  

p lay i t .  

CHAIRPERSON :    In  that  case,  should we not  p lay i t  here ?  

Or wi l l  i t  be p layed when. . .  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Chai r ,  when Capta in McLean 

comes because he is  the current  invest igat ing of f icer .  

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  no,  that  is  f ine,  that  i s  f ine.   I  

was just  concerned i f  we p layed outs ide of  th is . . .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  we wi l l  not .  

CHAIRPERSON :    . . . th is  forum.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    In  th is  fo rum,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  a l l  r ight .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Colonel ,  a t  the end of  paragraph 17,  you 

read what  you descr ibe as the  i rony in  the conduct  of  10 

Advocate Batohi  v is-à-v is  Advocate Johnson,  that  very last  

par t  o f  paragraph 17.   Do you,  in  so many words,  consider  

the conduct  of  Advocate Batohi  to  have been inappropr ia te  

in  the same way as wel l ?   I  just  want  to  be c lear  what  i t  is  

you are  saying about  i t .  

COL ROELOFSE :    I  do not  know,  I  do not  know.   I  was not  

pr ivy to  the conversat ion between her  and Advocate 

Johnson,  or  between her  and General  Lebeya.   But  i f  she 

has read the af f idavi t  that  was g iven to her ,  and I  am 

ta lk ing about  Advocate Batohi ,  she would have real ised that  20 

what  she is  doing  then by showing that  af f idavi t  to  Advocate  

Johnson,  that  is  exact ly  the same that  Johnson d id wi th  

Khan.    

 So I  would have expected her  to  understand the  

s i tuat ion,  because what  I  would have expected f rom her i s  
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to  appoint  a  prosecutor ,  and i f  she wan ted to,  inst i tu te 

d isc ip l inary proceedings .   That  is  what  I  would expect  in  the  

c i rcumstances l ike th is .   But  that  d id not  happen.   So I  was 

never contacted by a prosecutor .   So as far  as I  am 

concerned,  there  was never a prosecutor  appointed,  and 

there was no d isc ip l inary proceedings af ter  that  as wel l .   I  

was not  contacted by the NPA for  d isc ip l inary proceedings .    

 I  mean,  i f  you have an af f idavi t  l i ke that  in  f ront  of  

you,  you have to  take some act ion .   And the same appl ies  

to  an explanat ion .   I f  an exp lanat ion was g iven to her  that  10 

was duped,  I  d id  not  know what  th is  guy was going to do  

wi th th is ,  then i t  is  the same explanat ion  that  I  expected her  

to  g ive me,  but  i t  was not  g iven to me.   So I  am not  sure 

what  took p lace between the two of  them, but  I  am sure that  

she should have seen the c i rcumstances in  respect  of  the  

af f idavi t  o f  the Colonel  v is -à-v is  the c i rcumstances of  the 

af f idavi t  g iven to General  Khan.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  guess what  I  am t ry ing to get  in  very 

c lear  words ,  so that  there is  no conf usion about  th is  is ,  in  

respect  of  Advocate Johnson's conduct  to  General  Khan,  as 20 

i t  re la tes to General  Khan,  you unequivocal ly  say there was 

in ter ference wi th  an act ive invest igat ion .   And what  I  am 

seeking to c lar i f y  wi th  you is ,  do you s imi la r ly  express the  

same v iew about  Advocate Ba toh i  speaking to Advocate 

Johnson about  th is  invest igat ion that  you are now 
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conduct ing in to her  behaviour?  Do you consider  that  to  

have been an in ter ference in  an invest igat ion or  not?  

COL ROELOFSE :    Commissioner,  i t  is  a  d i f f icu l t  quest ion  

to answer because as I  was not  there .   So I  do not  know her  

in tent .   So I  on ly can deduce f rom the act ions what  the  

in tent  was.   Now,  I  am not  sure that  the in tent  was to dera i l  

the invest igat ion ,  but  i f  you look at  what  happened 

af terwards,  the  fact  that  no one was appoin ted,  no  

d isc ip l inary act ion was taken,  and shar ing th is  document ,  

because she must  have real ised th is  i s  exact ly  the same 10 

s i tuat ion that  Advocate Johnson is  f ind ing hersel f  in .   So 

under those c i rcumstances,  I  have no do ubt  that ,  le t  me 

c lassi fy  i t ,  she made exact ly  the same mistake,  i f  you want  

to  ca l l  i t  a  mistake,  because i t  is  not  a mistake,  as Advocate  

Johnson d id by her  act ions .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

CHAIRPERSON :    The wi tness may be excused?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  Cha i r  

WITNESS EXCUSED 

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you very much,  Colonel .  20 

COL ROELOFSE :    Thank you,  Commissioners.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn and resume at  11.45.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES 

CHAIRPERSON :    Is  i t  s t i l l  you,  Ms Segeels-Ncube? 
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  yes,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Good morning,  Capta in McLean.    

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Good morning,  Commissioners.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Do you pronounce i t  MacLean? 

CAPT.  McLEAN :    McLean,  not  too thpaste,  McLean,  but  the  

A out .    

CHAIRPERSON :    I  am asking because when I  was a  

student ,  we had a dean who was Dean McLean,  bu t  wr i t ten 

exact ly  the same way.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Same way.  10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.   Yes? 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .   The Capta in 

wi l l  take the oath.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Do you swear that ,  oh,  p lease p lace your 

fu l l  names on record,  Capta in .    

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Mark McLean.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   Do you swear that  the 

evidence you are going to g ive is  the t ruth,  the whole t ruth,  

noth ing but  the t ruth?  I f  so,  p lease ra ise your r ight  hand 

and say,  so help me God.  20 

CAPT.  McLEAN :    So help me God.    

MARK McLEAN :    (du ly sworn states)  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  Capta in.  

EXAMINATION BY ADV SEGEELS -NCUBE :    Thank you,  

Chai r .   Capta in,  in  f ront  of  you are  two f i les .   The f i rs t  one 
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has a smal l  f i le  wi th  your statement  in  i t ,  and then the 

second f i le  is  an Exhib i t  Bundle .   I  just  want  you to conf i rm 

in  the smal l  f i le ,  page 8,  that  the s ignature that  appears on 

there is  your  s ignature.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Do you conf i rm that  the statement  

was prepared fo r  purposes of  your  ev idence today?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Do you conf i rm the cor rectness of  

the contents of  the statement?  10 

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Correct ,  Commissioner.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Chai r ,  g iven that  

Capta in McLean is  cor roborat ing to a large extent  Colonel  

Roelofse ’s evidence,  we have agreed that  cer ta in par ts of  

h is  statement ,  he wi l l  not  read i t ,  but  he wi l l  basica l l y  

summarise based on what  Colonel  Roelofse has done,  has 

a l ready test i f ied to,  and then he wi l l  cont inue at  a  cer ta in 

point  wi th  aspects that  only re late to  h im .   And when we 

deal  wi th  what  i t  is  that  the Colonel  had g iven,  the  

in format ion the Colonel  had g iven to h im,  we wi l l  then p lay  20 

the record ing as wel l .   Thank you.   Capta in,  i f  we can then 

star t  wi th  your statement  on page 1.   And you can read th is  

par t  in to the record,  and then i f  there is  any por t ions that  

you want  to  e laborate on or  c lar i fy ,  you can do so .   You do 

not  have to fee l  rest r ic ted .   Thanks.  
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CAPT.  McLEAN :    Thank you,  Commissioner .    

“ I  am a member o f  the South Af r ican Pol ice  

Serv ices wi th the rank of  a  Capta in  

at tached to the  Di rectorate of  Pr ior i t y  

Cr imes Invest iga t ion,  a lso known as the  

Hawks.   In  May of  2020,  I  was par t  o f  a  

team placed at  the Invest igat ing  

Di rectorate,  the  ID,  of  the Nat iona l  

Prosecut ing Author i ty ,  a lso commonly  

known as IDAC, as par t  o f  a  duty  10 

ar rangement  between IDAC and the DPCI,  

where we were assigned to  conduct  

invest igat ions re lat ing to in ter -a l ia  state -

owned enterpr ises or  s tate -owned ent i t ies.  

We invest igate these mat ters re lat ing to  

the Cr ime Inte l l igence Div is ion,  inc luding  

the Secret  Serv ice Account ,  SSA .    

Whi le  conduct ing  these invest igat ions in to  

Cr ime Inte l l igence,  the team became 

fami l ia r  wi th  Cr ime Inte l l igenc e of f ic ia l s  20 

who would provide the team wi th  

in format ion .   At  t imes,  these of f icers would  

provide in format ion on ongoing 

invest igat ions or  mat te rs that  we were not  

aware of  as a team. ”  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now,  Capta in,  when Colonel  

Roelofse gave evidence,  he ment ioned that  invest igat ions 

had star ted as ear ly  as 2011 .   Were you involved in  those 

invest igat ions?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Commissioners.   In  2011,  

I  th ink i t  was March,  i t  was our  publ ic  hol iday,  we were  

in formed to fo rm part  o f  a  team co ming up to  Gauteng to  

invest igate a murder of  Oupa Ramogibe in  Vosloorus 

against  General  Mdlu l i  a t  the t ime.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and at  that  s tage,  was i t  10 

just  you and Colonel  Roelofse? 

CAPT.  McLEAN :    I t  was mysel f ,  Colonel  Roelofse ,  Colonel  

V i l joen,  P iet  V i l joen ,  and Cathy Wi l l iams,  Sergeant  Cathy 

Wi l l iams.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And just  insofar  as you have 

ment ioned the issue about  the Secret  Serv ices Account ,  

was that  a lso par t  o f  the 2011 invest igat ion?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Not  r ight  in  the beginning,  

Commissioners.   L ike I  sa id,  as th ings progressed,  because 

you are deal ing  wi th a murder  of  the then D iv is ional  20 

Commission of  Cr ime Inte l l igence,  the of f ic ia ls  in  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence,  you get  to  know them and then they wi l l  

approach you wi th in fo rmat ion .   And that  is  exact ly  what  

t ranspi red here.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You say in format ion unre lated to . . .  
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CAPT.  McLEAN :    Unre lated to the murder,  Commissioner.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then Colonel  Roelofse  

ment ioned something about ,  he sa id we could have stopped 

th is  in  2011 and d id not  real ly  e laborate .   I  th ink  i t  was 

actual ly  my faul t  that  I  d id  not  ask  h im to e laborate on .   Do 

you have a v iew on that ?  Because I  had engaged you on 

that  issue as wel l ,  about  2011.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Yes,  Commissioners.   Most  o f  these 

issues that  i s  ar is ing now that  is  coming out  at  the  

Commission,  not  a l l ,  we a l ready knew about  some of  these 10 

th ings in  2011 .   And i t  was brought  to  the at tent ion of  a  lo t  

o f  Generals that  something must  be  done.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Can you just  p lease expla in  these th ings?   

CAPT.  McLEAN :    These th ings was the abuse of  the Secret  

Serv ice Account .   We opened,  at  that  t ime we opened two 

other  separate cases that  was running .   One was against  

General  Lazarus and Colonel  Barnard .   And then the other  

mat ter  was General  Lazarus,  General  Mdlu l i  and Colonel  

Barnard.   The f i rs t  one was on a  Lyt te l ton  mat ter  against  

General  Lazarus and Barnard for  abusing the  Secret  20 

Serv ice Account .   What  they d id was they created wi th in a 

server  p rovider  . . . [ in tervenes]  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  just  wanted to get  the nature,  not  

necessar i ly  deta i l s .    

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Thank you,  Commissioner.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  th ink  the Chai r 's  quest ion was 

more about  what  are these th ings that  you say could have 

been stopped in  2011 .   That  was the context ,  not  the actual  

cases that  were invest igated,  but  the reference to that  th is  

could have been stopped in  2011.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    L ike I  sa id,  the abuse of  the  Secret  

Serv ice Account ,  the appointments,  a l l  o f  that  was known to  

us in  2011.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   You may cont inue .   

Paragraph 3.  10 

CAPT.  McLEAN :     

“The purpose of  th is  statement  i s  twofo ld .   

The f i rs t  is  to  in form the Commiss ion of  a  

mat ter  regard ing events in  2018 reported to  

me and the ret i red Colonel  Roe lofse in  

2022 involv ing Advocate Andrea Johnson 

and Major  General  Feroz Khan.   And 

secondly,  to  cor roborate ret i red  Colonel  

Roelofse 's  vers ion of  events. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then can I  just  pause to  20 

ask you,  so you go in  May 2020 as par t  o f  the duty  

ar rangement .   Where are you based?  Are you based at  

IDAC? 

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Both mysel f  and Colonel  Roelofse  at  the  

t ime,  and the rest  of  the team was based at  the DPCI in  
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Cape Town.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then in  May 2020,  

when you are  now on the specia l  assignment?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    I t  was mysel f  and Colonel  Roelo fse  who 

was p laced at  ID when they star ted ,  to  assist  wi th  

invest igat ions there.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And at  that  s tage,  Advocate 

Johnson was not  yet  at  IDAC? 

CAPT.  McLEAN :    No.   Advocate Johnson only arr i ved there  

in  2022.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And your assignment ,  was 

i t  speci f i c  to  Cr ime Inte l l igence?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Not  speci f i ca l ly  to  Cr ime Inte l l igence,  but  

a lso to state -owned enterpr ises.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And at  that  s tage,  had you 

been aware of  Major  General  Feroz Khan wi th in Cr ime 

Inte l l igence?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    We were aware of  General  Khan,  but  not  

a l l  the issues that  came out  in  the Commiss ion at  that  

s tage.  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now,  I  am just  meaning the  

person,  so he was. . .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Correct .   We knew him.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You may then go to paragraph 4 

of  your  statement  on page 2 .   And as ind icated,  th is  por t ion,  
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Colonel  Roelofse  had g iven extensive evidence on the  

d isc losure by the  Colonel .   I f  you could just ,  for  purpose of  

corroborat ion,  just  summarise what  t ranspi red wi th the 

wi tness that  d isc losed the inc ident .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Commissioners,  a t  the  t ime,  I  th ink i t  was 

May,  we were approached by,  actual ly ,  General  Jacobs,  

who in formed us about  the Colonel ,  who had in format ion 

regard ing an inc ident  that  took p lace in  2018 re la t ing to  

Major  General  Khan and Advocate Johnson.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you were referr ing to 10 

General . . .   Did you say General  Jacobs?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    I t  was refer red to  us by General  Jacobs.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And General  Jacobs was. . .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    He was the head of  the Div is ion for  

Cr ime Inte l l igence at  the t ime .   The Colonel  was work ing 

under h im in  h is  o f f ice as a staf f  o f f icer .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Cont inue.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    We then approached the Colonel ,  and 

l ike Colonel  Roelofse test i f ied,  we then requested a 

statement  wi th a l l  the necessary  documents,  a  record ing  20 

that  she had,  that  was sent  to  her .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And just  br ie f ly  te l l  us what  i t  is  

that  she had communicated to you.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    She in formed us that  in  Ju ly of  2018,  the  

4 t h  o f  Ju ly of  2018,  she was in  her  of f ice,  and Major  General  
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Khan was a lso there,  but  he was in  a boardroom not  fa r  

f rom her of f ice,  next  to ,  he was in  a  meet ing ,  he came to  

her  of f ice wi th h is  ce l l  phone ,  he was ta lk ing to some 

person on the ce l l  phone .   He then in formed the Colonel  

that  i t  is  Andrea on the  phone,  and that . . .   He then handed 

h is  phone to the  Colonel .   The Colonel  was then requested 

by the lady on the phone to g ive a  personal  emai l  address,  

and she wi l l  send something for  General  Khan that  she must  

g ive to General  Khan,  and then she must  delete the  emai l ,  

which she d id.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and she then provided you 

wi th the in format ion.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Commissioner s.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And what  was that  that  she had 

provided you wi th?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    She provided us wi th a statement ,  her  

own statement ,  a  statement  of  the A1 in  a docket  of  

S i lver ton 422/05/ 2018,  and the J88.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And the emai l  as wel l?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    And the emai l .  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    And a lso the record ing.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    When you say the record ing,  what  

do you mean?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    I t  is  a  record ing  that  was. . .   I  th ink i t  was 
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done by the compla inant ,  Br igadier  Pet le ,  o f  the assaul t  

case,  and that  was a lso g iven to the Colonel .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Had you ever  in terv iewed 

Br igadier  Pet le?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Correct ,  Commissioners.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And she conf i rmed that  

that  record ing was a record ing of  a  par t  o f  the inc ident ,  a  

por t ion of  the inc ident .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Commissioners.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  10 

CAPT.  McLEAN :    I t  a lso fo rms par t  o f  that  case docket .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Chai r ,  we wi l l  p lay the  

record ing now.  

[VOICE NOTE PLAYED BACK]  

“Brig Petla :   Open.  

Maj-Gen Khan :   Morning.  

Brig Petla :   Mmm. 

Maj-Gen Khan :   How are you?  

Brig Petla :   Good,  yoursel f ?   Can you 

c lose the door?  20 

Maj-Gen Khan :   No,  I  do not  want  to  ta lk  

wi th the door c losed .  

Brig Petla :   Why? 

Maj-Gen Khan :   I  have got  my reasons.  

Brig Petla :   What  wi l l  be the reasons?  
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Maj-Gen Khan :   No,  no,  no,  leave that  to  

me.  

Brig Petla :   No,  but  you come here in to my 

of f ice and you just  leave the door wide 

open.  

Maj-Gen Khan :   [ ind ist inct ]  

Brig Petla :   No,  but  the door was c losed.  

Maj-Gen Khan :   No,  no,  no,  I  do not  c lose,  

because I  do not  want  tomorrow to be 

accused of  anyth ing here.  10 

Brig Petla :   What  would I  accuse you fo r?  

Maj-Gen Khan :   [ ind ist inct ]  

Brig Petla :   Ja ,  but  what  have I  ever  

accused you fo r ,  about?  

Maj-Gen Khan :   Ja,  but  I  do not  want  

. . . [ in tervenes]  

Brig Petla :   You see th is  door,  you cannot  

ta lk  to  me in  an  open p lace,  people wi l l  

. . . [ in tervenes]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   Let  us go to  another  20 

p lace.  

Brig Petla :   No,  there is  no other  p lace.  

Maj-Gen Khan :   You can come here.  

Brig Petla :   No.  

Maj-Gen Khan :   You can come here .   Why 
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you do not  want  to  come here? 

Brig Petla :   I  do not  want  to  come there  

because i t  is  not  warm enough.   I  have got  

my heal th reasons.  

Maj-Gen Khan :   [ ind ist inct ]  . . . [ in tervenes]  

Brig Petla :   No,  no,  no,  s i t  here and then 

c lose the door .    

Maj-Gen Khan :   No,  I  do want  to .  

Brig Petla :   Even i f  you do not  c lose i t  

fu l ly ,  i f  you do not  t rust  me.  10 

Maj-Gen Khan :   [ ind ist inct ]  . . . [ in tervenes]  

Brig Petla :   Or go you can get  a w i tness,  i f  

you feel  . . . [ in tervenes]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   No,  ca l l  your  wi tness.  

Brig Petla :   And then you wi l l  wa i t  unt i l  I  

ca l l  my wi tness  then.  

Maj-Gen Khan :   I  do not  need to l is ten to  

you.  

Brig Petla :   But  you said ca l l  your  wi tness,  

so how do I  ca l l  when you are  walk ing out?  20 

Maj-Gen Khan :   Where  i s  Zandi?  Where  is  

Zandi?  

Brig Petla :   Khan,  i f  you are  coming here  

to shout  at  me . . . [ in tervenes]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   I  am not  your  Khan,  I  am 
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General .   Do not  address me as Khan .   

That  is  the last  t ime you cal l  me Khan.  

Brig Petla :   You see now.  

Maj-Gen Khan :   You cal l  me General .  

Brig Petla :   No,  do not  shout  at  me.  

Maj-Gen Khan :   You cal l  me General .   You 

do not  ca l l  me Khan.   I  am not  your  f r iend,  

I  am your commander .   Do not  address me 

as Khan.   Am I  c lear  to  you?  

Brig Petla :   [No answer]  10 

Maj-Gen Khan :   Am I  c lear  to  you?  

Brig Petla :   [No answer]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   Do not  address me as 

Khan.   You have no d isc ip l ine .   Do you 

know standing orders of  the pol ice?  

Brig Petla :   [No answer]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   Are you fami l iar  wi th  

standing orders?  

Brig Petla :   [No answer]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   Are you fami l iar ,  20 

Br igadier?  

Brig Petla :   [No answer]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   I  am not  Khan to  you .   I  

am not  your  f r iend .   Where were  you th is  

morning?  
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Brig Petla :   [No answer]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   I  am here f rom 7.30 .   Why 

were you not  at  work?  

Brig Petla :   [No answer]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   Answer me.  

Brig Petla :   [No answer]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   Where were  you th i s  

morning?  

Brig Petla :   [No answer]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   What  t ime d id you star t  10 

work?  

Brig Petla :   [No answer]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   You are  not  going to ta lk  

to  me?  The pen is  very powerfu l .   You 

have lo ts of  issues at  the moment .   You 

want  me to add to  them?  

Brig Petla :   [No answer]   

Maj-Gen Khan :   Br igadier ,  you want  me to  

add to your i ssues?  

Brig Petla :   [No answer]  20 

Maj-Gen Khan :   I  need to know where were  

you.   I  need answers f rom you.  

Brig Petla :   [No answer]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   You want  me to add to  

your issues?  
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Brig Petla :   [No answer]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   Have I  been rude to you ?  

Why are you rude to me ?  Do I  ca l l  you 

Cather in?  Lebo?  I  have never ca l led you 

anyth ing but  Br igadier .   But  can you say 

the same in your  heart ?  You cannot .   Do 

some int rospect ion a nd f ind out  why these 

th ings are happen ing to you .   Okay? 

Brig Petla :   [No answer]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   Okay?  10 

Brig Petla :   [No answer]  

Maj-Gen Khan :   You come to my of f ice  

tomorrow morning  at  hal f  past  7 .   I  wi l l  see 

you at  work .   Br ing your wi tnesses .   And 

that  is  General  fo r  you. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .   That  is  the  

audio .   Capta in,  could I  ask you to p lease ident i fy  the  

female voice?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    The female is  Br igadier  Pet le .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And the male vo ice?  20 

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Is  General  Khan.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And when you in terv iewed 

General  Pet le ,  we know that  one of  the a l legat ions was that  

there was assaul t .   Did she te l l  you what  had t ranspi red?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Commissioners,  we d id not  go in to deta i l  
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o f  what  t ranspi red ,  because I  have l is tened to the record ing 

and read a statement .   So we basica l l y  just  went  over  a 

statement  of  what  t ranspi red  and she conf i rmed what  was in  

her  A1 statement  at  the t ime.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And to you,  what  d id she say was 

the assaul t?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    The genera l  spoke about  a pen .   And i f  I  

look at  the J88 and what  Br igadier  Pet le  i s  saying,  i t  is  

more about  the pen .   Because he was doing th is .   And the  

J88 a lso speaks about  in jur ies on the chest .   10 

CHAIRPERSON :    And what  is  the descr ip t ion  of  the  

in ju r ies?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    I t  just  shows that  there is  marks.   L ike i f  

somebody press you wi th a pen,  that  is  the type of  in jur ies  

i t  shows on the J88.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    On page 17 of  the Exhib i t  Bundle.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Capta in,  the J88 is  completed by  whom ?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    An independent  doctor ,  Commiss ioner .   I  

must  a lso state that  when I  went  to  fe tch the in i t ia l  docket ,  

the or ig inal  docket ,  the 422,  some of  the J88 pages is  20 

missing.   So I  am fo l lowing up wi th the doctor  to  see i f  we 

can get  a proper J88.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So i f  you go to page 17,  which is  

the J88,  can you just  ident i fy  to  us  how does one see what  

the in jur ies are?  We are not  d isp lay ing i t  though.  
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CAPT.  McLEAN :    I f  I  look at  the J88,  there is  a few 

p ictures of  a  body there,  Commiss ioners.   And you can see 

where  the doctor  made c i rc les .   I t  i s  where  you can,  what  I  

see as,  that  is  my vers ion of  a  pen,  when somebody pokes 

you wi th a pen.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  am looking at  page 20 .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    17.  

CHAIRPERSON :    No,  20,  i s  that  not  where the doctor  is  

expla in ing the nature of  the in jur ies  perhaps?  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Yes.  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  cannot  read that .   Do we have 

something leg ib le?  I  do see swel l ing,  fo r  example .   And 

then number 3,  because there is  one,  two,  th ree .   I  a lso see 

what  looks l ike four ,  mul t ip le ,  something,  something.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Chai r ,  that  i s  a l l  that  we have of  

the docket  and there  is  on page 33 a b igger vers ion of  i t .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    On page?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Page 33,  I  th ink i t  says one 20 

swel l ing on the upper par t  o f  the middle le f t  forearm.   That  

is  at  1 .   And then i t  g ives  a,  I  guess,  the  s ize of  i t ,  p lus 

minus 2.2 ,  I  cannot  see what  that  is .   And then the second 

one,  bru ise super f ic ia l  on fac ia l  le f t .   And then three,  four  

mul t ip le  smal l  b ru ises on,  I  cannot  read the rest .   And then 
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i f  you go to page 17,  which has the markers of  the in ju r ies .   

We can go then back to your statement .   So that  is  what  

was conta ined in  the docket .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Or what  the Colonel  had g iven 

you as what  she had received f ro m Advocate  Andrea 

Johnson.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then i f  you can just  

then go to page four  of  your  statement .  10 

CHAIRPERSON :    I  am just ,  sorry,  sorry,  sorry .   I  have just  

been t ry ing to cross -refer  here .   I  have gone back to page 

17 because look ing at  number 2 ,  which is  what?   No,  

number 1.   The swel l ing,  no,  bru ise,  bru ise ,  number 2,  

superf i c ia l  on,  is  that  fac ia l ?  And le f t .   So I  went  back to 17 

and I  am looking at  what  appears there .   I f  you look at  the 

top l ine,  one,  two,  there is  a c i rc le  there,  do you see that?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    On top of  the  head.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Correct ,  Commissioner.  20 

CHAIRPERSON :    And i t  is  on the le f t  hand s ide .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    That  i s  cor rect .  

CHAIRPERSON :    I f  th is  has not  been f i l led in ,  would you 

ord inar i l y  have the c i rc le  that  we see there?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    No.  
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CHAIRPERSON :    Or is  that  c i rc le  . . . [ in tervenes]  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    That  is  where the doctor  wi l l  say th is  i s  

where in jur ies ,  when he you examine the pat ient ,  that  is  

where i t  shows.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Then the doctor  means that  as an 

ind icat ion .   A l l  r ight ,  I  just  wanted to  know,  a l l  r ight .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  thank you,  Ms Segeels -

Ncube.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ms Ncube,  before you go to the  10 

d isc losure,  Capta in,  I  am just  t ry ing to understand 

procedural ly  what  happened .   So you have the compla int  

f rom the whist le-b lower and then you have the sta tement  

f rom the docket  f rom the 2018 inc ident .   What  do you do 

now?  Do you open a separate docket  deal ing wi th what  the 

whist le-b lower to ld you Advocate Johnson d id.   What  

exact ly  do you do?  Is  that  a new case or  do you open a 

new docket?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Correct ,  Commissioner.   So what  we d id 

in  th is  case or  wi th  any other  case,  we do not  use the 20 

or ig inal  case docket  that  i s  there .   We t ry to  preserve that  

as i t  is  for  the Court  to  see what  was in  that  case docket .   

So what  we d id in  th is  case,  we opened an inqui ry in to the 

mat ter .   And in  that  inqui ry,  I  d id  not  even want  to  p lace the 

statement  of  the Colone l  in  that  inqui ry .   I  just  wrote up the  
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invest igat ing d ia ry,  a l though I  know I  had the or ig inal  

s tatement .   So that  is  how we proceeded wi th th is .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So you open an inqui ry and then i t  

has an inqui ry number?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Yes,  8 /9/2022.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Do you invest igate i t  as a  cr iminal  

o f fence?  What  do you invest igate i t  as ?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    As a normal  cr iminal  o f fence,  but  i t  is  

just  an inqui ry at  that  s tage .   Unt i l  you have a l l  the 

evidence,  a l l  the statements,  and then open a case docket .  10 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Let  me te l l  you where I  am going wi th 

th is  so that  you can understand me .   There is  a suggest ion 

by a wi tness before you that  once your invest igat ion  

star ted,  how the  content  of  the whist le-b lower statement  

was shared between DPCI and the NPA and Advocate  

Johnson may in  i tse l f  have been improper .   So what  I  am 

t ry ing to understand is ,  i f  i t  is  a  normal  inqui ry as opposed 

to a cr iminal  invest igat ion,  i s  there  anyth ing untoward wi th 

the statement  being shared between var ious uni ts  or  

inst i tu t ions?  20 

CAPT.  McLEAN :    I  do not ,  we  do not  have an issue 

because we requested,  the reason we gave that  copy of  the  

statement  to  General  Lebeya is  to  request  a prosecutor  

f rom the NPA to  assist  us,  to  guide us in  the invest igat ion 

and a lso to get  our  Sect ion 205s author ised because 
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o therwise we cou ld  not  get  anyth ing done .   That  is  the only 

reason we d id i t  that  way .   But  there is  noth ing untoward.   

 But  where i t  becomes a problem  . . . [ in tervenes]  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Sorry,  I  know Advocate Ncube is  

get t ing to that .   I  just  needed to understand,  is  i t  a  c r iminal  

invest igat ion or  i s  i t  an  inqui ry?   The d i f ference between the  

two,  you have c la r i f ied i t .   

CAPT.  McLEAN :    I t  is  a  cr iminal  invest igat ion .   The one 

has just  got  an inqui ry number and the other  wi l l  have a  

case number when the invest igat ion is  f ina l i sed.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Capta in .   Page 4 of  

your  statement ,  the invest igat ion,  paragraph 10 ,  you can 

read there.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :     

“ In  June of  2022,  af ter  meet ing  wi th the  

Colonel ,  Colonel  Roelofse  and I  met  wi th  

Mr Andrew Leask  of  Af r iForum and 

Advocate Gerr ie  Nel  and Mr  Bateman.   As 

an aside,  Advocate Nel  and Andrea 

Johnson worked together  at  the  NPA at  20 

some point  and most  notably  on the  

prosecut ion of  Oscar P istor ius . ”   

 I  can add there,  at  that  t ime in  2011,  Advocate Johnson 

a lso worked wi th us when we d id the General  Mdlu l i  mat ter ,  

the f raud and corrupt ion mat ter .   But  la ter  she w i thdrew 
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f rom al l  act iv i t ies  on that  invest iga t ion .   Obviously because 

her  husband is  work ing for  Cr ime Inte l l igence,  Junaid  

Johnson.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :     

“ I  have read Colonel  Roelofse 's  s tatement  

submit ted to  the Commission and 

conf i rmed that  my recol lect ion  of  the  

meet ing is  the same as h is,  as conta ined in  

h is  statement .   In  par t i cu la r ,  I  want  to  10 

h ighl ight  that  Mr  Barry Bateman to ld us  

that  Advocate Johnson had requested the  

in format ion,  the Pet le  cr iminal  compla int ,  

f rom him.   

I  note that  in  h is  statement  that  I  obta ined 

f rom Mr Bateman on the 23 r d  o f  June 2026,  

he stated he does not  have a recol lect ion  

of  the c i rcum stances that  led  to h im 

sending the in format ion to Advocate  

Johnson.   However,  he can only in fer  that  i t  20 

was fo l lowing a d iscussion and response to  

a request  f rom Advocate Johnson .    

Th is,  together  wi th Mr Bateman 's  

re luctance to provide a statement  when the  

same was requested in  2022,  suggests to  
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me that  Mr Bateman is  aware that  Advocate  

Johnson 's request  to  h im was not…”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Innocuous.   Now,  can I  just  ask 

you,  at  the t ime when you asked Mr Bateman for  h is  

statement  in  June 2022,  had he p repared something?  Did  

he g ive an undertaking that  he would prepare a sta tement?   

Why d id i t  take four  years to  secure that  s tatement?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    We d id have. . .   Colonel  Roelofse  d id get  

a draf t  s tatement  f rom Mr Bar ry  Bateman.   There were 

quest ions that  we had re lat ing to  the events and how i t  10 

occur red and we wanted h is downloads of  the cel l  phone .   

But  when Advocate Johnson were in formed by Advocate 

Batohi  and he received a ca l l  f rom Advocate Johnson,  I  

th ink i t  was fo r  that  reason that  we could  not  f ina l ise h is 

statement  at  that  point  in  t ime.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  what  do you mean by that ?  I  

mean you are  just  leaving i t  hanging in  the a i r .   What  do  

you mean that  that  is  the reason that  i t  took so long to get  

the statement  f rom him?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    I  can just  say that  my. . .   But  what  I  th ink 20 

what  Mr Bateman was doing was to see whether  anyth ing is  

going to happen wi th the  invest iga t ion before f ina l i s ing h is 

statement .   Because i f  I  was in  issues and I  received ,  he is  

t rust ing the pol ice ,  he is  in fo rming us of  the in format ion that  

he received or  the request  that  he  received.   Now,  a l l  o f  a  
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sudden,  the same person who he g ives the in format ion  

about  is  phoning h im .   I  wi l l  a lso perhaps just  wai t  unt i l  

something wi l l  happen f rom the NPA’s side.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  he d id not  express to you the 

reason why he was delaying wi th the statement?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Not  at  a l l .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And do you recal l  how 

many t imes you would fo l low up to get  the statement  f rom 

him? 

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Qui te a few t imes.   But  I  must  say that  10 

Advocate Gerr ie  Nel  and Mr Leask assisted me a lo t  in  th is 

mat ter  to  get  the statement  f ina l i sed.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then you can cont inue 

wi th your statement .   A t  page 5,  the top of  page 5,  you say,  

‘ I  would suggest  the cal l  Mr Bateman received ’ .   That  was 

where you were a t ,  middle of  that  paragraph.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :     

“ I  would suggest  that  the cal l  Mr Bateman 

received f rom Advocate  Johnson in  

September of  2022,  which I  deal  wi th  la ter ,  20 

had p layed a par t  in  h im no t  f ina l i s ing h is  

statement .   We requested the statement  

f rom Mr Bateman in  June of  2022 ,  but  Mr  

Bateman only  provided the statement  in  

June of  2026,  four  years af ter  he was 
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requested to submit  the statement . ”  

ADV BALOYI SC :    When he submits the statement  now in  

June 2026,  is  i t  because you fo l lowed up on i t  or  he  

volunteered i t  f ina l ly?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Sorry,  Commissioner .   Yes,  

Commissioner ,  a f ter  I  now rece ived or  I  requested a  

prosecutor  and there was a promise of  a  prosecutor ,  I  then 

requested Mr Gerr ie  Nel  and Andrew Leask again to  assist  

me to get  the statement  done ,  because we need to g ive i t  to  

the prosecutor  so they can have a p icture of  what 10 

t ranspi red.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  cont inue wi th your 

statement .   I  th ink i t  is  paragraph 13.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    

“ In  August  of  2022,  we received the  

statement  f rom the Colonel ,  set t ing out  

events of  4  Ju ly 2018 .   At  th is  stage,  

Advocate Johnson was the head of  IDAC 

where I  was p laced ,  even though I  was 

at tached to the  DPCI.   We could not  20 

approach Advocate John son g iven the  

a l legat ions of  in ter fe rence and defeat ing  

the ends of  just ice.   At  that  s tage,  I  had 

a lso obta ined the  assaul t  and in t imidat ion  

docket  to  establ ish whether  the in format ion  
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o f  the Colonel  was indeed the A1 

statement ,  J88 and audio f i le  of  the  

inc ident .    

I  conf i rmed that  what  the Colonel  gave us 

matched the in format ion conta ined in  the  

docket .   Accord ing to SAPS records,  on 15 

December 2021,  the NPA informed the  

invest igat ing of f icer  that  i t  would not  

prosecute the assaul t  and in t imidat ion case  

against  General  Khan and on the  13 t h  o f  10 

January 2022,  the docket  has been 

wi thdrawn. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Then on the next  top ic,  i f  I  could 

just  ask you,  i t  is  Advocate Johnson 's knowledge of  the  

a l legat ions against  her .   That ,  you were not  personal ly 

involved in  the meet ing between Advocate Johnson and 

Colonel  Roelofse  or  h is  approach,  Colonel  Roelofse 's  

approach to General  Lebeya,  cor rect?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Correct ,  I  was not  personal ly  involved ,  I  

d id  not  at tend the meet ing wi th  Colonel  Roelofse  wi th  20 

General  Lebeya,  our  Commiss ioners.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then,  do you know whether  

General  Lebeya d id g ive the Colonel 's  af f idavi t  to  Advocate 

Batohi?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Commissioners,  what  I  can say about  
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th is ,  because I  recent ly  in te rv iewed General  Lebeya,  I  

asked h im about  the inc ident  and whether  he can remember  

any of  such that  happened .   At  that  s tage,  General  Lebeya  

could  not  remember  and he requested me to get  h is  d iary 

f rom his of f ice,  h is  o ld of f ice,  which I  d id .   I  saw that  there  

was indeed a meet ing on the 2 n d  o f  September 2022 wi th  

the NDPP, a l though there is  no  reference to what  the  

meet ing was a l l  about .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And have you obta ined the  

copy of  the d iary?  10 

CAPT.  McLEAN :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Commiss ioners .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Unfor tunate ly I  asked my of f ice 

permission to share i t  wi th  the Commiss ion and they never 

repl ied to me in  an emai l .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then at  paragraph 15,  

th is  is  the,  you were  not  involved in  the,  l ike I  sa id,  the 

meet ing between Colonel  Roelofse  and Advocate Johnson .  

But  d id Colonel  Roelofse te l l  you what  t ranspi red  in  that  

meet ing?  20 

CAPT.  McLEAN :    I  can conf i rm that  Colonel  Roelofse  was 

approached by Advocate Johnson and what  t ransp i red on 

that  speci f ic  day.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And does what  he says t ranspi re d  

accord wi th  what  he  to ld  you at  the t ime ,  you heard h is  
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ev idence,  does i t?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Commiss ioners.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Then i f  I  could ask you to then 

read f rom paragraph 16 on page 7 o f  your  statement .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :     

“Both Advocate  Batohi  and Advocate  

Johnson are wel l  aware of  the potent ia l  

ser ious consequences of  the i r  conduct ,  

which has the potent ia l  to  compromise the  

invest igat ion and p lace the safety o f  10 

whist le-b lowers l ike the Colonel  at  r i sk .   

Had i t  not  been for  the Colone l 's  decis ion  

not  to  delete the emai l  f rom Advocate  

Johnson to her  and then to come forward  

wi th the in format ion,  we never would have 

known as a senior  prosecutor  and now the  

Head of  IDAC had furn ished a suspec t  wi th  

the contents of  a  docket  when he was not  

ent i t led to th is  in format ion at  that  t ime . ”    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Capta in,  you  say at  the beginning of  20 

that  paragraph both Advocate Batohi  and Advocate Johnson 

are wel l  aware  of  the ser ious consequences of  the i r  

conduct ,  so  you are saying Advocate Batohi  d iscussing  th is  

mat ter  wi th  Advocate Johnson would have consequences ,  

would have had consequences  for  the case,  can you just  
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expla in that?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Commissioner,  yes,  the very same th ing  

that  we are accusing or  saying Advocate Johnson d id by 

supply ing a person of  in te rest  wi th  a copy of  a  docket  to  

prepare h imsel f  and to prepare h imsel f  to  make a  

statement ,  to  ta i lor  the evidence that  is  there in  the case 

docket ,  is  exact ly  the same what  Advocate Batohi  d id to  

Advocate Johnson at  that  t ime.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   Maybe then just  to  be  c lear ,  

expla in what  you say in  paragraph 14 r ight  at  the end,  th is  10 

is  where you d iscuss the meet ing  of  General  Lebeya and 

the NDPP and you say in  the last  sentence :  

“ I  th ink i t  is  l ike ly  that  General  Lebeya met  

Advocate Batohi  on that  day and gave a  

copy of  the Colone l 's  s tatement ,  which is  

what  we expected h im to do . ”  

Can you just  expla in that  in  your  own words ,  when you say 

General  Lebeya was expected to g ive i t ,  what  wou ld have 

been the purpose of  h im g iv ing th is  to  Advocate Batohi?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Commissioner,  yes,  the purpose o f  g iv ing  20 

the statement  to ,  a  copy of  the  statement  to  Advocate  

Batohi ,  the sole purpose of  that  is  so that  Advocate Batohi  

can be in  a posi t ion to se e for  hersel f  and read fo r  hersel f  

the statement  and the impl icat ions of  what  Advocate 

Johnson d id .   I t  was not  g iven to  her  wi th the purpose of  
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shar ing i t  wi th  a person of  in terest ,  def in i te ly  not ,  

Commissioners.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  I  mean i t  seems there may have 

been,  you g ive i t  to  her  for  purposes of  making the decis ion  

about  appoint ing  a prosecutor  or  fo r  her  to  inst i tu te  

d isc ip l inary act ion,  was that  the second par t ,  was i t  ever  in  

the contemplat ion  when you gave i t  to  her ,  in  which  case i t  

would expla in why she would d iscuss i t  wi th  Advocate 

Johnson?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Commissioner ,  a t  that  point ,  we only  10 

wanted a prosecutor  to  see whether  what  is  to ld  to  us is  

indeed so,  so tha t  we can get  ce l l  phone records and see i f  

we can col laborate what  the wi tness is  ta lk ing about .   That  

is  the sole purpose of  i t .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  want  to ,  Capta in,  fo l low up f rom 

that .   In  paragraph 12 and 15 of  your  statement ,  so 

obviously you ta lk  about  the meet ing between General  

Lebeya and Advocate Batohi  on the 2 n d  o f  September,  but  

then in  paragraphs 12 and 15 you ta lk  about  Advocate 20 

Johnson speaking to Mr Bateman af ter  she is  made aware 

of  th is  whist le-b lower compla int  or  the statement .   Now,  my 

understanding is  that  once there  is  such a compla int ,  Mr  

Bateman would be a Wi tness Or a potent ia l  wi tness .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Commissioner .   



   10 JULY 2026 – DAY 137 

Page 101  o f  181  

 

 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Now,  would  i t  be proper for  Advocate  

Johnson,  when the compla int  is  against  her ,  to  be ta lk ing to 

wi tnesses and assur ing them tha t  they have noth ing to 

worry about  and th is  i s  not . . .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Sorry,  Commiss ioner.   That  i s  where  we 

are saying the in ter ference came,  Commissioner .   Why wi l l  

you,  knowing tha t  you are a person of  in terest ,  you know 

the wi tness,  why wi l l  you now go and approach the wi tness ?  

Are you t ry ing to in t imidate the  wi tness?   Are you t ry ing to 

te l l  the wi tness the Hawks is  going to come there ,  ta i lor  10 

your ev idence?  We do not  know.   But  i t  is  improper for  a  

person of  in te rest ,  especia l l y  a  sen ior  prosecutor  wi th in the  

NPA,  knowing the law,  to  approach a wi tness in  th is  

fashion.   Thank you,  Commissioners.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And you even te l l  them that  the  

Hawks might  be coming to speak to  you .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Cor rect ,  Commissioner .   That  is  what  I  

am ta lk ing about ,  Commissioner .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Why d id you have to wai t  for  Mr 

Bateman 's statement  which you only received in  June 2026 ?  20 

I  do understand a statement  f rom Mr Bateman cou ld have 

completed the p ictu re .   But  i f  i t  was not  for thcoming,  why 

wai t  for  i t  forever?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    That  is  a good quest ion,  Commissioner .   

L ike I  sa id,  a f te r  request ing the statement  f rom Mr Bateman 
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in  June 2022 and subsequent  get t ing a ca l l  f rom Advocate 

Johnson te l l ing h im we know,  do not  worry,  we are st i l l  

f r iends.   The Hawks is  going to come to you .   What  we 

understood was he became s ick.   I  am not  sure whether  that  

had a d i rect  impact  on h im becoming s ick .   I  can on ly say i f  

I  was in  h is  shoes ,  I  th ink I  wou ld have done the same 

th ing.   Because here I  am t rust ing the pol ice.   I  am giv ing  

them the evidence .   But  now i t  goes back to the person of  

in terest .   And the person of  in terest ,  who is  supposed to  

uphold the law,  then phones the w i tness t ry ing to in t imidate 10 

the same wi tness.   I  would a lso th ink ,  i f  I  was in  h is  shoes ,  

I  would wai t  unt i l  I  am approached again .   

CHAIRPERSON :    I  am not  sure that  answers the quest ion 

why you wai ted unt i l  four  years la ter .   

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Why I  wai ted,  Commissioner?  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    I  had to. . .   

CHAIRPERSON :    The two of  you as invest igators up  to the 

ret i rement  of  Colonel  Roelofse  and then you cont inu ing unt i l  

a  per iod of  four  years had e lapsed .   At  which point  you d id 20 

get  Mr Bateman 's  statement .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Commissioner,  I  th ink my b iggest  issue 

was that  we d id not  have a prosecutor  at  the t ime .   And fo r  

me to go back to the wi tness and say I  want  your  sta tement ,  

I  must  be able,  I  must  be in  the posi t ion to te l l  h im yes,  
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indeed,  we have prosecutor ,  we wi l l  proceed .   I  must  t ry  and 

convince h im now again to  g ive me that  s t atement  and t rust  

us again .   But  what  happened before that ,  is  in  my opin ion ,  

the reason why we were st ruggl ing  to get  the statement  and 

only got  i t  in  th is  year .  

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  no,  thank you .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .   Capta in,  I  

th ink that  Commissioner Khumalo  has paragraph 15 of  your 

statement  as wel l  which you maybe i f  you can read that  

por t ion.  10 

CAPT.  McLEAN :     

“On the 7 t h  o f  September 2022 Colonel  

Roelofse  to ld me that  Advocate  Johnson 

approached h im at  work and they had a  

br ie f  meet ing in  the of f ice .   Accord ing to  

Colonel  Roelofse  Advocate Johnson to ld  

h im that  she saw Colonel 's  s tatement  and 

ment ioned the Colonel 's  name as wel l  as  

the name of  the of f icer  who commiss ioned 

the Colonel 's  s tatement ,  Colonel  Odendaal .   20 

He a lso to ld me that  Advocate Johnson to ld  

h im that  Advocate Batohi  had d iscussed 

the mat ter  wi th  Advocate Johnson and 

showed her  the Colonel 's  s tatement .   In  

other  words,  Advocate Batohi  now revealed 
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to  Advocate Johnson that  the Colonel  had 

impl icated Advocate Johnso n in  

wrongdoing .   I  was d isappoin ted wi th  

Advocate Johnson's conduct . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Batohi .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Agh Advocate Batohi 's  conduct .    

“She had done fo r  Advocate Johnson what  

Advocate Batohi  d id fo r  Advocate Johnson ,  

had i t  not  been fo r  General  Khan. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  just  read i t  again,  sor ry.  10 

CAPT.  McLEAN :     

“ In  other  words,  Advocate Batohi  is  doing  

exact ly  the same as what  Advocate  

Johnson d id for  General  Khan.   Colone l  

Roelofse ,  who to ld me that  Advocate  

Johnson to ld h im that  she spoke to Mr  

Bateman before meet ing h im wi th  Colonel  

Roelofse ,  and that  to ld  Bar ry Bateman not  

to  wor ry. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then we were at  16 .   So 20 

maybe you can just  then read f rom paragraph 17.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :  

“ I f  Advocate  Johnson was of  the v iew that  

her  conduct  was proper ,  she would have 

sent  the in format ion d i rect ly  to  General  
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Khan in  her  professional  capac i ty  as a  

senior  p rosecutor  us ing a work emai l  

address.   Advocate Johnson c lear ly  

understood that  what  she d id  was a  

cont ravent ion of  her  dut ies as a prosecutor  

who must  act  wi thout  fear ,  favour and 

pre judice .   In  th is  instance she c lear l y  

in tended to favour General  Khan,  so tha t  

he could have the benef i t  o f  the  

compla inant ’s  sta tement  and the contents  10 

of  the docket  when he prepared h i s  

warn ing statement ,  which he submit ted on 

the same day that  Advocate Johnson sent  

the in format ion to  the Colonel .    

The Colonel  a lso  in formed me of  a  

d iscussion he had wi th Mr Leask on the  5 t h  

or  the 6 t h  o f  September 2022 ,  before he 

met  w i th Advocate Johnson on the 7 t h  o f  

September 2022.   Mr Leask to ld  Colone l  

Roelofse  that  Mr Bateman in formed 20 

Advocate Nel  about  the conversat ion he 

had wi th Mr Bateman …”  

Sor ry.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  he ,  Mr Bateman,  had wi th 

Advocate Johnson .  
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CAPT.  McLEAN :    Correct .  

“…on the 5 t h  o f  September 2022 regard ing  

the Colonel 's  s ta tement .   I  conf i rmed that  

Colonel  Roelofse in formed me of  the  

WhatsApp conversat ion wi th Mr Leask and 

that  on the day when Advocate  Johnson 

cal led Mr Bateman about  the Colonel ' s  

s tatement ,  Mr Bateman had sent  a ser ies  

of  WhatsApp messages to Advocate Gerr ie  

Nel ,  set t ing out  the conversat ion w i th  10 

Advocate Johnson on the 5 t h  o f  September  

2022. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Conclusion.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    

“After  Colonel  Roelofse  ret i red at  the end 

of  January  2025 ,  the dockets  was assigned 

to me.   On the 23 r d  o f  June 2026,  I  f ina l l y  

obta ined a statement  f rom Mr Bateman .   

My opin ion of  Mr Bateman 's statement  i s  

that  he is  t ry ing to downplay the ser ies of  20 

Advocate Johnson’s  conduct  

. . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ser iousness.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :     

“…the ser iousness of  Advocate Johnson 's  
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conduct  by saying that  he saw noth ing  

unusual  about  sending the in format ion to  

Advocate Johnson and that  he had no 

reason to quest ion her  in tegr i t y  o r  

in tent ions .   Be i t  as i t  may ,  a  prosecutor  

has now been assigned to the case .   Af te r  

Colonel  Roelofse  ret i red I  was unable to  

secure a su i tab le prosecutor  for  the  case to  

progress in  the  mat ter  in  so  far  as  

Advocate Johnson is  concerned. ”  10 

CHAIRPERSON :    What  was the problem in that  regard ?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Excuse me?  

CHAIRPERSON :    What  was the problem in that  regard?   

You say af ter  Colonel  Roelofse 's  ret i rement ,  you were 

unable to  secure  a su i tab le prosecutor .   What  was the 

d i f f icu l t y?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Commissioner,  I  had to wai t  for  Advocate  

Batohi  to  vacate her  post  before I  could approach the NPA 

again for  a prosecutor .  

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  thank you.  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Why do you say that?  Why do 

you say you had to wai t  for  her?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Because of  what  happened to us in  2022 

when Colone l  Roelofse approached Advocate ,  agh General  

Lebeya to approach Advocate Batohi  and subsequent  to  
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that ,  Colonel  or  Advocate Johnson,  then spoke to our  

wi tnesses.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Maybe you need to expla in what  was 

d i f ferent  th is  t ime.   When you went  to  the NDPP in May th is  

year ,  what  was d i f ferent  to  what  happened in  August  2022 ?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    There was a new NDPP appointed at  the  

NPA.   That  was the d i f fe rence.   We d id not  have Advocate  

Batohi  there anymore .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  d id the  new NDPP know that  he  10 

has to appoint  a  prosecutor  o r  d id you have to make 

representat ions to h im ? 

CAPT.  McLEAN :    We f i rs t  had to approach h im and expla in  

to  h im about  the invest igat ion.   In  actual  fac t ,  a f ter 

approaching ,  the  new NDPP was approached v ia other  

prosecutors,  i t  was only yesterday that  a meet ing cou ld take 

p lace between mysel f  and some o f  the prosecutors  at  the 

NPA.   And then only,  now,  there is  movement  on the mat ter .   

I t  was only yesterday af ternoon at  two o 'c lock.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Why was i t  necessary for  the appointment  20 

of  a  prosecutor  to  be done at  the level  o f  the NDPP,  

Advocate Batohi?   To be honest…  

CHAIRPERSON :    There are,  for  example,  there are 

Di rectors of  Publ ic  Prosecut ions ,  the  DPPs.   Could they not  

appoint  a  prosecutor?  
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CAPT.  McLEAN :    Commissioner,  the person that  is  

involved in  th is  mat ter ,  we were looking at  her  stature in  the 

organisat ion,  very senior ,  now the Head of  IDAC,  worked 

wi th a l l  the prosecutors,  most  of  the prosecutors in  

Gauteng.   The on ly way and the on ly reason we wa i ted for  

the new NDPP,  is  to  get  us someone that  is  not  in  th is  

province,  that  does not  know Advocate Johnson or  d id  not  

work wi th  her  much,  to  assist  us w i th th is  prosecut ion .   That  

is  the only reason .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Assuming that  th is  happened at  a t ime 10 

when there was st i l l ,  what?  Four  years or  even more,  in  

fact .   NDPP is  there for  seven years .   Let  us say everyth ing 

had happened,  o r  rather  the beginning of  everyth ing had 

happened when seven years of  Advocate Batohi ’s  per iod 

was st i l l  to  run,  would you have wai ted fo r  seven years?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    To be qui te  honest ,  we were actual ly ,  we 

d id not  know what  to  do at  the t ime ,  Commissioner .   And 

even af te r  she le f t ,  our  only hope was to see the new NDPP 

and to get  a prosecutor  to  assist  us to  take th is  case 

forward.   20 

CHAIRPERSON :    I  am just  t ry ing,  you know,  in  my mind,  I  

am t ry ing to th ink what  makes someone that  senior  

d i f ferent .   Let  us  say somebody that  senior  wi th in the NPA 

had commit ted the of fence of  murder,  for  example,  would  

you not  just  invest igate that  c r ime in  the same manner you 
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would invest igate  any other  c r ime and take i t  to  the re levant  

Magist rates Court ,  for  example,  for  the in i t ia l  Court  

processes,  bai l  appl icat ions,  f i rs t  appearance,  bai l  

appl icat ions,  and so on?  Then the prosecutor  would be the  

prosecutor  at  that  level .   You do not  need an NDPP to  

pronounce on that .    

CAPT.  McLEAN :    That  is  correct ,  Commissioner,  but  l ike I  

sa id,  I  was th ink ing of  where Advocate Johnson was s i t t ing,  

excuse me,  and the in f luence she have,  we normal ly  do  

invest igat ions,  take i t  to  the local  Courts ,  but  th is  one,  we 10 

had to approach the NDPP’s  to  ass ist  us wi th a prosecutor ,  

because of  where  she was s i t t ing.  

CHAIRPERSON :    You are repeat ing what  you have been 

saying th roughout  and you are not  addressing the analogy I  

am drawing,  just  to  understand your th ink ing,  you are not  

addressing that .    

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Commissioner ,  I  do not  know what  to  

answer.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay,  a l l  r ight .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    The issue is  s imple fo r  me,  approach any 20 

prosecutor  at  any Court ,  they wi l l  go to Advocate Johnson 

and say,  th is  docket  is  here.   There wi l l  be in f luence,  l ike  

she was in f luenc ing the wi tnesses.   That  same inf luence 

could have been pract iced to these prosecutors,  i f  we had 

to approach any prosecutor  at  any of  these local  Courts,  i t  
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would have been the same resul t  as  what  Advocate  Batohi  

d id wi th us g iv ing the statement  or  in forming Advocate  

Johnson about  the invest igat ion.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Wi th the except ion that  there might  be 

except ions of  p rosecutors w ho might  say,  on my CV I  want  

to  have on there that  I  p rosecuted someone as senior  as the  

Head of  IDAC.   Anyway,  you have made your responses.   

Thank you very much,  Capta in .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Thank you,  Commissioner .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Sorry,  Capta in,  I  want  to  fo l low up on 10 

th is  d iscussion .   Did Advocate Batohi  refuse to appoint  a  

prosecutor?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    To be honest  wi th  you,  Commissioner,  we 

just  never heard anyth ing f rom Advocate or  General  Lebeya  

or  Advocate Batohi .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  d id you ask for  a meet ing or  make 

a fo l low-up?  Because I  do not  want  you leaving here wi th  

the suggest ion that  Advocate Batohi  refused and because 

she refused,  you decided to wai t  unt i l  her  term was 

f in ished,  then you approached her  successor and he 20 

agreed.   So i t  is  just  not  c lear  to  me what  happened af te r  

you correct ly  gave the docket  or  the inqui ry  to  your  

super ior ,  Genera l  Lebeya.   He engaged wi th Advocate 

Batohi ,  wi th  a v iew to her  appoint ing a prosecutor .   But  you 

never received feedback that  she refuses to appo int  a  
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prosecutor .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    That  is  cor rect ,  Commissioner.   We never 

got  any response f rom her of f ice .   And because of ,  I  do not  

want  to  say because of  Colonel  Roelofse that  was 

in teract ing wi th General  Lebeya,  he  should have gone back .   

He in formed me what  t ranspi red  now wi th h im going to 

General  Lebeya,  General  Lebeya going to Advocate Batohi .   

I f  Advocate Batohi  wanted to g ive us a prosecutor ,  why 

would you then d iscuss the mat ter  wi th  a person of  in te rest ,  

instead of  just  saying to General  Lebeya,  I  am going to g ive 10 

you th is  p rosecutor  f rom wherever,  they wi l l  assist  you wi th 

whatever you need .   And then only ,  when the invest igat ion 

is  done,  br ing i t  back to  me and then we wi l l  make a  

decis ion.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  now you take over  the  inqui ry  

f rom Colonel  Roelofse at  the  beginning of  January.   

Advocate Batohi  is  s t i l l  there .   What  stopped you f rom 

approaching her  and say,  p lease appoint  a  prosecutor ,  I  am 

now the invest iga t ing of f icer  in  th is  mat ter ?  What  is  your  

reason for  wai t ing unt i l  she ha s le f t  and then approaching 20 

her  successor?   I t  cannot  be Mr Bateman’s statement  

because that  only comes in  la te June .   So in  May a l ready 

you had approached Advocate  Moth ib i .   What  stopped you 

f rom approaching Advocate Batohi  when you became the 

invest igat ing of f icer  in  January and asking her  to  appoint  a  
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prosecutor?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Commissioner ,  le t  me just  go back to 

when we star ted in  2011 .   So in  2011 when we star ted wi th  

the General  Mdlu l i  invest igat ion,  we requested assistance 

f rom the NPA.   We requested the pol ice to  assist  us wi th  

declassi fy ing documents.   We wai ted  12 years .   So wi th a l l  

these th ings that  happened to us in  the past  and knowing 

that  Colonel  Roelofse was a l ready approaching General  

Lebeya,  he a l ready approached Advocate Batohi ,  I  d id  not  

see why a d i f fe rent  response f rom Advocate Batohi  to  the 10 

one i t  was g iven to General  Lebeya,  no response,  no  

prosecutor .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    You do not  know what  that  response 

was because you never got  feedback .   So i t  cannot  be 

correct  to  say you assumed  that  she wi l l  g ive the same 

response i f  you d id not  know what  that  response was.    

CAPT.  McLEAN :    The only response that  I  got  is  what  

Colonel  Roelofse  said  what  happened to h im and Advocate 

Johnson.   We never heard back f rom Advocate Batohi  or  

General  Lebeya.  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Capta in,  you do not  know i f  

General  Lebeya in  fact  asked Advocate Batohi  to  appoint  a  

prosecutor .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    When I  had a d iscussion wi th General  

Lebeya,  he said  that  is  exact ly  what  he d id .   What  we 
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requested,  he requested  f rom Advocate Batohi .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    When d id  he say th is  to  you?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    In  th is  year ,  a  few weeks ago.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  he a lso does not  recal l  having  

the meet ing.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  he recal led . . . [ in tervenes]  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    He said,  sorry,  Advocate,  he said that  i f  

we requested f rom him to get  a prosecutor ,  that  is  exact ly  

what  he would have done when you went  to  Advocate 10 

Batohi .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  he does not  recal l .  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    He does not  reca l l .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    But  he a lso  to ld me yesterday in  a 

WhatsApp when I  requested h is statement  and how far  he  

is .   He in formed me that  he is  s t i l l  draf t ing  on h is statement ,  

but  he is  wai t ing for  h is  counsel  to  set t le  the statement .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Assuming that  Advocate Batohi  showed 20 

the documents to  Advocate Johnson in  th is  manner,  I  see 

a l l  th is ,  what  the  hel l  is  going on here ?  Would that  have 

been wrong?  I  am not  saying that  is  what  happened,  but  I  

am just  put t ing that  to  you because a l l  o f  us  do not  know 

what  happened.   And at  th is  stage,  one does not  want  us to  
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leave th is  room wi th a negat ive impression about  Advocate  

Batohi ,  when we do not  know what  actual ly  t ranspi red .   

Would there have been anyth ing  wrong i f  that  was what  

t ranspi red?  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    I f  in  th is  case,  i t  was indeed l ike we were 

to ld that  Advocate Johnson said to  Colonel  Roelofse ,  i f  i t  

was indeed l i ke that ,  and I  do not  have any reason not  to  

bel ieve what  Colonel  Roelofse  is  saying,  yes,  then there is  

a lo t  wrong.   Because how can I ,  as a head of  a department ,  

and I  receive in format ion of  wrongdoing in  my department ,  10 

of  one of  my sen ior  s taf f  members ,  I  must  address i t .   But  

the quest ion is ,  what  was asked f rom me?   What  must  I  do?  

The s imple  quest ion that  we ask,  g ive us a prosecutor  to  

invest igate the mat ter  so we can put  i t  to  bed i f  there is  

noth ing.   I f  there  is  something,  le t  us prosecute.   That  is  

what  our  request  was .   So yes,  there was lo ts,  everyth ing 

wrong wi th the conduct  of  Advocate  Batohi .  

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  okay ,  maybe a lso the fact  that  

noth ing appears  to  have happened in  the face of  what  

Advocate Johnson had done in  re lat ion to the Colone l  now,  20 

the Colonel  who made the d isc losure.   I  am saying,  I  am 

adding to what  you are saying,  I  am saying maybe one 

could add to what  you are saying,  the fact  that  noth ing ever  

became of  that ,  when on the face o f  i t ,  that  appears to  have 

been improper .   
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CAPT.  McLEAN :    Correct ,  Commissioner .   

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Commissioners,  that  

is  the evidence of  th is  wi tness.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you very much,  Capta in.  

CAPT.  McLEAN :    Thank you,  Commissioners.  

CHAIRPERSON :    You are excused.   Can we adjourn to 

come back at  2 .00 p.m.?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  Chai r ,  because the next  

wi tness is  the i n  camera  wi tness.   Par t ia l  in  camera  10 

wi tness.  

CHAIRPERSON :    But  we are going to be here?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn and resume at  2.00  p.m.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES  

CHAIRPERSON :    Do I  now …[ intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  i t  is  s t i l l  me,  Chai r .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Oh,  i t  is  s t i l l  you,  oh.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   Chai r ,  the next  wi tness is  20 

Wi tness O,  who has been ident i f ied  to us  as the  Colonel  by 

the other  two wi tnesses,  and she wi l l  be g iv ing evidence i n  

par t ia l  camera.   Wi tness O,  are you there?  

WITNESS O :    I  can hear you,  Counsel .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Chai r ,  the wi tness 
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wi l l  take the oath.   

CHAIRPERSON :    Good af ternoon,  Wi tness O.   

WITNESS O :    Good af ternoon,  Chai r  and Commissioners.   

A l l  protocols observed.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Do you swear that  the evidence you are 

going to g ive is  the t ruth,  the who le t ruth,  noth ing but  the 

t ru th.   I f  so,  p lease ra ise your r igh t  hand and say,  “So help 

me God”.  

WITNESS O :    So help me God.  

WITNESS O    (du ly sworn states)  10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   I  forgot  –  yoh.   Let  us star t ,  

Ms Segeels -Ncube.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  am sure you know what  I  a lmost  d id 

there.   I  a lmost  sa id p lease state  your fu l l  names for  the 

record.    

EXAMINATION-IN-CHIEF BY ADV SEGEELS -NCUBE :   

Wi tness O,  I  just  want  to  conf i rm that  you have in  f ront  of  

you two f i les.   The one conta ins your statement ,  which 

should  be unt i l  page 6,  and then the other  i s  an exhib i t  20 

bundle.   

WITNESS O :    I t  is  correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Do you conf i rm on page 6 

of  the statement  that  that  is  your  s ignature?  

WITNESS O :    That  is  my s ignature .   
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And do you conf i rm the  

correctness of  the  statement  at  page 1 to 6?  

WITNESS O :    I  conf i rm the cor rectness thereof .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Wi tness O,  we have been 

in t roduced to you by the other  two wi tnesses as Colonel ,  so  

forg ive us i f  we do refer  to  you as Colonel  now and then.   

Could I  ask  you to star t  wi th  your statement  at  paragraph 1,  

and as ind i cated,  you do not  need to say where you are 

current ly  deployed wi th in SAPS.   

WITNESS O :    Okay,  thank you.   10 

 “ I  am an adul t  female employed wi th in 

the South Af r ican Pol ice Serv ice,  

former ly  at tached to the Cr ime 

Inte l l igence Div is ion,  and current ly  s t i l l  

employed in  SAPS wi th the rank of  a  

Colonel . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Cont inue.  

WITNESS O :    Do I  cont inue?  Okay.  

 “The purpose of  th is  statement  is  to  

in form the Commission of  my personal  20 

involvement  regard ing  an inc ident  that  

occur red on 4  Ju ly  2018,  involv ing 

Advocate Andrea Johnson and Major  

General  Feroz Khan,  and my subsequent  

d isc losure of  th is  inc ident  to  members of  
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the Di rectorate  for  Pr io r i ty  Cr ime 

Invest igat ion,  a lso known as the Hawks.   

At  the t ime of  the inc ident ,  I  he ld the  

rank of  a  Capta in. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  the next  …[ intervenes] .  

WITNESS O :    Can I  cont inue?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    … is  the  inc ident  on 4 Ju ly 2018.   

Please proceed.  

WITNESS O :    - :  

 “On 4 July 2018,  I  was work ing  in  my 10 

of f ice when Major  General  Khan,  who 

was at tending a  meet ing in  the  main 

boardroom, entered my of f ice on the 

ground f loor  near the boardroom and 

handed me h is ce l lphone and requested 

me to g ive my personal  emai l  address to 

the person he was speaking to on the 

cel lphone.   He sa id the person 's name is  

Andrea.   On the  other  end of  General  

Khan 's phone was a female.   The 20 

conversat ion was br ie f  and I  cou ld not  

immediate ly p lace the voice of  the female  

cal ler .   The female cal le r  asked for  my 

pr ivate emai l  address and to ld me that  I  

should g ive the contents of  the e mai l  to  
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General  Khan.   I  gave her  my emai l  

address.   She to ld me that  once I  have 

g iven the contents of  the emai l  to  

General  Khan,  I  must  delete the emai l .   I  

thought  i t  was a  st range request ,  but  I  

ob l iged.   At  12:46,  I  received the  emai l  

f rom an emai l  address wi th the  name 

Andrea Johnson. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You do not  have to read i t  in to 

the record,  the emai l  address.  10 

WITNESS O :    Okay.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then could I  just  ask you,  you 

say that  the female cal ler  asked you to g ive the contents of  

the emai l  to  General  Khan.   Did she say how you should do 

that ,  in  other  words,  must  i t  be ,  should you emai l  i t?   

Should you pr in t  i t?   How would  General  Khan get  the 

contents of  the emai l?  

WITNESS O :    I  cannot  recal l  now the exact  words or  

exact ly  what  she said,  but  I  pr in ted  the emai l  and gave i t  to 

h im.   I  p laced i t  in  a whi te envelope.  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   

CHAIRPERSON :    And what  do you mean when you say you 

obl iged?  

WITNESS O :    I  gave my personal  emai l  address to the 

cal ler .   
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CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  thank you.   I  thought  you meant  

you deleted i t .   

WITNESS O :    No,  I  d id  not  delete the mai l .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So when you say in  paragraph 4  

that  you obl iged,  you are refer r ing to the request  to  provide 

the contents of  the emai l  to  Genera l  Khan?  

WITNESS O :    Yes,  and to  g ive my pr ivate emai l  address to 

her ,  yes.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  thank you.   And then 

paragraph 5.  

WITNESS O :    Okay.  

 “The subject  header was Phet lhe  

Compla int .   The fo l lowing documents and 

audio f i le  was at tached to the emai l . ”  

 Should I  read i t  out?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  you do not  need to.   We take 

note that  i t  was photographs and audio.   We wi l l  go to those 

documents just  for  you to conf i rm that  that  is  indeed what  20 

was at tached to the emai l .   But  be fore that ,  when you saw 

the subject  header,  “Phet lhe Compla int ” ,  d id  you know what  

i t  is  re lated to?  

WITNESS O :    Not  at  that  s tage.   Only when I  opened the  

f i les,  I  rea l i zed i t  is  re lated to an inc ident  that  occur red 
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between Br igadier  Phet lhe and General  Khan.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Perhaps just  a  minor ,  minor  issue.   The 

documents,  or  rather  you i temized them under 5.1 to  5.13 of  

your  statement .   P lease cont inue.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Thank you,  Chai r .   

And d id you know a person known as Phet lhe?  

WITNESS O :    Yes,  I  knew Br igadier  Phet lhe.   She was 

work ing under General  Khan.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then could I  just  ask you,  

you can cont inue wi th your …[ intervenes] .  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Maybe before  that ,  the  person named 

Andrea that  you u l t imate ly speak to  and eventual ly  a re able  

to  know who i t  is ,  before th is  te lephone cal l ,  had you ever  

spoken to her?  

WITNESS O :    Not  personal ly ,  but  I  could not  recal l  exact ly 

when,  but  I  d id  at tend a meet ing where she was a lso.   And 

a lso,  I  fo l lowed her  on the TV when she covered the mat ter  

of  Oscar P istor ius .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  so you d id not  have a personal  

re lat ionship wi th her?  20 

WITNESS O :    No,  not  a personal  re lat ionship.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   So can we then go to 

paragraph 6 of  your  statement .  

WITNESS O :    - :  
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 “The at tachments  consisted of  12 JPG 

photos and one audio f i le .   The audio f i le  

is  avai lab le i f  requi red.   The above -

ment ioned mater ia l  has been under my 

cont ro l  s ince I  received i t  on 4 Ju ly 2018.   

I  d id  not  delete the emai l .   I  rea l i zed that  

the person I  had spoken to was Advocate  

Andrea Johnson,  who was a  senior  

prosecutor  at  the t ime and is  cur rent ly  

Head of  the Independent  Di rectorate of  10 

the Nat ional  Prosecut ing Author i t y ,  a lso 

known as IDAC.  The at tachments  and …”  

[ in tervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sorry,  Wi tness O,  can I  just  ask  

you,  why d id not  you delete the emai l?   

WITNESS O :    Wel l ,  I  thought  the request  was st range.   

Why would you emai l  something and then request  to  delete 

i t?   So I  was th ink ing,  I  was caut ious and I  kept  i t .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    When you say you real ized that  the 

person you had spoken to was Andrea Johnson,  you 20 

real ized th is  f rom the emai l  i tse l f?   

WITNESS O :    From the emai l ,  yes .   Her ema i l ,  o r  her  name 

appeared on the emai l .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  thank you.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   You can proceed wi th  
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paragraph 7.   

WITNESS O :    - :  

 “The at tachments to  the  emai l  f rom 

Advocate Johnson or ig inated f rom the 

Gmai l  address f rom Mr Bar ry Bateman,  

known to me at  that  t ime as a journal is t .   

Mr Bateman sent  the emai l  to  Advocate  

Johnson at  18:05 on 3 Ju ly 2018 wi th the 

same subject  header.   I  assisted General  

Khan by pr in t ing …”  [ in tervenes] .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sorry,  Wi tness O,  i f  you  can,  in  

the second f i le  that  you have,  go to page 5,  just  to  conf i rm.  

We have a l ready deal t  wi th  i t ,  but  just  for  you to conf i rm for  

the record that  th is  was the emai l .   

WITNESS O :    I  conf i rm that  th is  i s  the emai l .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Are you on page 5?  

WITNESS O :    On page 5,  yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you conf i rm that  that  was the  

emai l  that  you received f rom Advocate Andrea Johnson?   

WITNESS O :    Yes,  I  see my pr ivate emai l  address on top,  20 

so I  conf i rm that  th is  i s  the emai l  I  received.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And at  the bot tom of  page 5 unt i l  

page 8,  actual ly  page 10 I  th ink i t  is ,  can you conf i rm that  

those were the at tachments to  the emai l?   

WITNESS O :    I  conf i rm that  those are the at tachments to  
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the emai l .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And what  were the at tachments,  

the photos,  what  were they photographs of?  

WITNESS O :    When I  pr in ted them, I  rea l ised that  i t  seems 

l ike the contents of  a  docket .   I t  looks l ike an A1 statement  

of  Br igadier  Phet lhe.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Had you read the contents?  

WITNESS O :    No,  I  d id  not .   No.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    In  that  page 5 emai l ,  you conf i rm,  10 

because,  you conf i rm that  the,  because the emai l  address is  

not  shown,  i t  has been redacted for  good reason,  but  you 

conf i rm that  the emai l  address of  Andrea Johnson is  not  an 

NPA or  SAPS emai l  address?  

WITNESS O :    Yes,  I  conf i rm that  i t  is  a  Gmai l  address.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Commissioner.   You 

may cont inue.  

WITNESS O :    - :  

 “ I  assisted General  Khan by p r in t ing the  20 

contents of  the  emai l .   There was noth ing  

st range about  th is  because at  the  t ime, 

General  Khan d id not  have h is own 

support  s taf f  as yet ,  and I  used to assist  

h im wi th h is  administ rat ion together  wi th 
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another  co l league of  mine.   What  was 

st range was tha t  the in format ion was 

sent  to  my pr ivate emai l ,  and I  was 

inst ructed to dele te the emai l  thereaf te r .   

A f ter  I  received the emai l  f rom Advocate  

Johnson,  I  forwarded the emai l  to  my 

SAPS emai l  address,  pr in ted the  

at tachments,  put  the contents in  a  whi te 

envelope,  and gave i t  immediate ly to  

General  Khan.   Whi ls t  I  was pr in t ing the  10 

at tachments,  I  rea l i zed that  they were 

photos of  the contents of  a  case docket  

and an audio f i le .   I  cannot  remember  

whether  I  somehow gave the  audio 

record ing to General  Khan.   The emai l  

conta ined …”  [ in tervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can I  just  ask you then i f  you 

could p lease go to page 8 of  the bundle.  

WITNESS O :    Okay.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And jus t  to  conf i rm that  at  the  20 

date there,  there  is  an emai l  f rom your Gmai l  account  to  

another  emai l  address wi th your name,  and is  that  the work 

emai l  address?  

WITNESS O :    A t  the t ime,  i t  was my work emai l  address,  

yes.   
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and then the date and t ime 

is  4 Ju ly 2018 at  13:45.  

WITNESS O :    No,  i t  says 12:45.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    12:45,  my apologies ,  12.45.   

Cor rect?  

WITNESS O :    Yes,  cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You can go back to your,  i f  we 

can then go to page 9.   That  i s ,  again,  the at tachments t i l l  

page 11 of  the emai l .   

WITNESS O :    Okay.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then back to your statement  

at  paragraph 10.   

WITNESS O :    - :  

 “The emai l  f i le  conta ined photos of  the 

A1 statement  of  Br igadier  Phet lhe,  a 

female Cr ime In te l l igence Of f icer  who 

had made a  cr iminal  compla int  against  

General  Khan for  an inc ident  that  

occur red on 26 June 2018 at  the Cr ime 

Inte l l igence of f ice.   She had accused 20 

General  Khan of  assaul t  and in t imidat ion.   

What  I  know now is  that  the audio f i le  

conta ined a record ing of  par ts of  the 

inc ident  between General  Khan and 

Br igadier  Phet lhe .   I  was aware of  the 
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a l leged assaul t  and in t imidat ion inc ident  

because on the  day of  the inc ident ,  

General  Khan came to our  of f i ce and to ld 

my col league and me about  i t .   My 

col league assisted General  Khan …”  

[ in tervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sorry,  Wi tness O,  do you recal l  

what  he to ld you had occur red?  

WITNESS O :    Yes,  when he came to our  o f f ice,  he 

ind icated,  I  cannot  now exact ly  recal l  the words,  but  i t  came 10 

down to he has put  her  in  her  p lace.   But  the way he 

expla ined i t ,  i t  was out  of  h is  charact er  for  me.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You say i t  was out  of  h is 

character  that  the  inc ident  occurred?  

WITNESS O :    Yes,  and that  he had th is  a l tercat ion wi th 

Br igadier  Phet lhe .   I  d id  not  know him as a person that  

f ights wi th other  people.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Cont inue,  paragraph 11.  

WITNESS O :    - :  

 “My col league assisted General  Khan 20 

wi th a draf t  o f  h is  statement  in  the 

a l leged assaul t  and in t imidat ion mat ter .   I  

know th is  because General  Khan la ter  

came to me to commission the statement ,  

which I  d id .   I  cannot  remember whether  
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my col league and General  Khan were 

a l ready busy wi th the statement  when I  

handed them the contents of  Advocate 

Johnson 's af f idav i t ,  but  I  know tha t  they 

cont inued draf t ing the statement  af ter  I  

handed Genera l  Khan the  whi te 

envelope.   I  a lso know …”  [ in te rvenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sorry,  Wi tness O.   Can we just  

make a cor rect ion  there,  when I  handed h im the contents of  

Advocate Johnson's emai l ,  not  af f idavi t .   10 

WITNESS O :    Okay,  sorry,  I  am making the correct ion.   I  

wi l l  read the paragraph again.  

 “ I  cannot  remember whether  my 

col league and General  Khan were 

a l ready busy wi th the statement  when I  

handed them the contents of  Advocate 

Johnson 's  emai l ,  but  I  know tha t  they 

cont inued draf t ing the statement  af ter  I  

handed Genera l  Khan the  whi te 

envelope.   I  a lso know that  I  20 

commissioned the af f idavi t  somet ime 

af ter  I  handed General  Khan the whi te  

envelope.   I  am aware that  i t  is  s tated on 

General  Khan 's statement  that  i t  was 

commissioned at  12:30,  but  th is  is  not  
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correct .   I  on ly com missioned the  

af f idavi t  a f te r  I  handed the  whi te 

envelope to General  Khan,  which I  would 

have handed to h im short ly  before 1 or  at  

1  o 'c lock at  the la test .   In  support  o f  th is ,  

I  have looked at  the propert ies 

in format ion of  the typed statement  and I  

not iced that  the document  was modi f ied  

at  13:33. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  Wi tness O,  i f  you can just  10 

pause there,  there is  a few th ings to deal  wi th  in  that  

paragraph.   So,  i f  you go to page 116 of  the bundle.  

WITNESS O :    Okay.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And unt i l  118,  is  that  the 

statement  that  was prepared by General  Khan on the 4 t h  o f  

Ju ly 2018?  

WITNESS O :    I  conf i rm i t  is ,  but  not  wi th  th is  st r i keout  at  

the bot tom here.   I  made a copy of  th is  af f idavi t  when I  

s igned i t ,  or  when I  commissioned i t  for  mysel f .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   20 

WITNESS O :    On my copy,  there is  noth ing st r i ked out .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  you are refer r ing on page 

118,  you conf i rm that  that  is  the af f idavi t  …[ intervenes] .  

WITNESS O :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you conf i rm th at  where i t  is  
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the Commission o f  oath that  is  your  s ignature.  

WITNESS O :    I  conf i rm that .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And what  you are saying  is  that  

the t ime that  i s  re ferred to there where i t  says:  

 “ I  cer t i fy  that  the deponent  is 

acknowledged,  that  he knows and 

understands the contents of  the 

statement  which was sworn to before me,  

and he p laced h is s ignature  in  my 

presence in  Pretor ia  on 2018 -07-04 at  10 

12:30. ”  

 … that  is  an incor rect  t ime.    

WITNESS O :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You say i t  would have been la ter  

based on …[ intervenes] .  

WITNESS O :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    What  you could see f rom,  when 

the propert ies of  the document  which we wi l l  get  to .  

WITNESS O :    I  conf i rm that .   The t ime and date was 

a l ready pre- typed when Genera l  Khan gave me the  20 

statement .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And th is  is  important  because of  

the t ime when Advocate Johnson sent  the emai l  to  you,  i t  

was a lso af ter  tha t ,  a f ter  12:30.   

WITNESS O :    Yes.   I  commissioned the statement  af te r  
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receiv ing the emai l .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And in  support  o f  that ,  you 

ment ioned the propert ies of  the document  being  the 

statement  of  General  Khan which we f ind on page 38 of  the 

bundle.   You can go there.    

WITNESS O :    I  conf i rm th is  i s  the last  document ,  date  

modi f ied 2018-07-04,  13:33.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So what  you are saying is  

that  i t  fo l lows that  he would have only  commissioned,  you 

would have only commissioned h is  statement  af te r  hal f  past  10 

1.  

WITNESS O :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can we go back …[ intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sorry,  before you move on,  at  that  page 

118,  the af f idavi t ,  the st r ikeout  that  you say was not  there  

when you commissioned th is ,  there are in i t ia ls  next  to ,  I  

suppose,  ver i f y ing or  conf i rming the st r i keout .   Does any of  

that  scr ibb l ing belong to you?  

WITNESS O :    No,  ma'am.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  thank you.  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   We can go back to 

your statement .   

WITNESS O :    - :  

 “Some t ime la ter ,  the same day,  I  th ink,  

or a day la ter ,  General  Khan gave the 
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whi te  envelope wi th the contents of  

Advocate Johnson's emai l  back to  me.   I  

kept  the envelope,  and as stated above,  I  

d id  not  delete Advocate  Johnson's  emai l .   

I  do not  have one speci f ic  reason fo r  

keeping the envelope and not  delet ing  

the emai l .   The request  just  seemed 

suspic ious,  especia l l y  because Advocate 

Johnson asked for  my personal  emai l  

address and sent  the emai l  f rom her 10 

personal  emai l  address and asked me to  

delete the emai l  thereaf te r .   I  kept  the 

in format ion and thought  that  i f  there was 

ever  an invest igat ion in to the assaul t  

mat te r ,  that  perhaps th is  wou ld be 

re levant .   But  Br igadier  Phet lhe resigned 

some t ime in  2020,  and noth ing became 

of  the assaul t  case.   I  was very fear fu l  to  

vo lunteer  in fo rmat ion,  especia l l y  g iven 

the envi ronment  at  Cr ime Inte l l igence at  20 

the t ime.   I  was a lso aware that  Advocate  

Johnson 's husband,  Colonel  Junaid  

Johnson,  worked at  Cr ime Inte l l igence,  

and h im and General  Khan had worked 

c losely together .   A  d isc losure of  th is  
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nature may have been det r imenta l  to  me.   

However,  when Advocate Johnson was 

appointed the Head of  IDAC in  ear ly  

2022,  I  s ta r ted  th ink ing about  th is  

inc ident  again,  and i t  t roubled me a l l  over  

again.   At  the t ime,  members of  the 

Hawks were p laced at  IDAC to 

invest igate mat ters at  Cr ime Inte l l igence.   

I  approached them on the condi t ion that  

my ident i ty  would be protected.   I  10 

in formed them of  the inc ident  and that  I  

would prepare a s tatement  set t ing out  my 

recol lect ion of  the inc ident .   I  d id  so in  

August  2022.   As far  as I  am aware,  the 

DPCI of f icers invest igated the mat ter ,  but  

noth ing has come  of  i t . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sorry,  Wi tness O,  just  for  

conf i rmat ion,  that  s tatement  of  yours  appears on page 1 to  

4 of  the bundle.   I f  you can go to  the exhib i t  bund le,  and 

then the annexures thereaf ter ,  do you conf i rm?  20 

WITNESS O :    1  to  4,  where,  ma’am?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Page 1 to page 4 of  the exhib i t  

bundle,  page 1,  2 ,  3 ,  4 .   

WITNESS O :    Yes,  I  conf i rm th is  is  my statement  and my 

s ignature.   
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And th is  was the statement  that  

you had submit ted to the DPCI of f icers?  

WITNESS O :    Yes,  in  2022.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  thank you.   You can 

cont inue.   

WITNESS O :    - :   

 “ I  am conf ident  that  the person I  spoke to  

on General  Khan 's phone on 4 Ju ly was 

Advocate Johnson,  and that  she is  the 

person who sent  me the emai l ,  ins t ructed 10 

me to g ive the contents of  the emai l  to  

General  Khan,  and delete the  emai l  

thereaf ter .   I  do  not  know i f  Advocate 

Johnson and General  Khan have any 

connect ion,  other  than the fact  that  

General  Khan and her  husband work 

together .   In  January 2020,  I  was inv i ted 

to General  Khan 's 50 t h  b i r thday par ty,  

where Advocate  Johnson and Colonel  

Johnson were a lso  in  at tendance.   I  do  20 

not  know i f  Advocate Johnson denies that  

she to ld me to g ive the contents of  the 

emai l  to  General  Khan,  and dele te the  

emai l  thereaf te r ,  but  i f  she does so deny,  

she would have to expla in why would she 
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send the emai l  to  me,  a person that  she 

does not  know.   I  t rust  that  my tes t imony 

wi l l  be of  assistance to the Commission 

and i ts  work. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Wi tness O.   Chai r ,  

that  is  the evidence of  th is  wi tness.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Wi tness O,  in  paragraph 15 where you 

say,  af te r  Advocate Johnson was appointed Head of  IDAC in  

2022,  you star ted  th ink ing about  th is  inc ident  again,  and i t  

t roubled you a l l  over  again.   Can you just  expla in a b i t  what  10 

is  i t  about  that  would have t r iggered that  concern,  when she 

got  appointed?  

WITNESS O :    I  th ink because she was appointed to an  

important  post ,  i t  concerned me because i f  th is  was above 

board,  she would  have sent  i t  a t  the  t ime f rom her  of f ic ia l  

emai l  to  my of f ic ia l  emai l ,  and that  for  me was suspic ious.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    And d id General  Khan g ive you any 

explanat ion when he said you speak to her  on the  phone,  

why the emai l  was being sent  to  you?   

WITNESS O :    No,  he d id not  g ive me an explanat ion.  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Before and af te r?  

WITNESS O :    No.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  thank you.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Commissioners .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you very  much,  Colonel ,  you are  
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excused.   

WITNESS O :    Thank you,  s i r .   Thank you,  Commissioner s.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Chai r ,  we just  need a short  s tand 

down to get  Wi tness N ready.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn.   We wi l l  hear  f rom you.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES 

CHAIRPERSON :    Are our  laptops supposed to be l ike th is?  

MR MICHAELS :   Yes,  Chai r .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Chai r ,  we have tested the connect iv i ty  10 

and the audio wi th respect  to  the  next  wi tness and i t  is  

…[incomplete] .   

AUDIO DEVICE :    This meet ing is  being recorded.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay,  maybe le t  us go on then.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Chai rperson,  i t  seems Mr Michaels i s  

at tempt ing to get  v isual  for  the wi tness.   

CHAIRPERSON :    Should we not  just  maybe two or  three 

minutes?  We wi l l  hear  f rom you when th is  i s  sor ted out .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Indeed so,  thank you,  Chai r .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn.   20 

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES 

CHAIRPERSON :    Good af ternoon,  Ms Mot lhasedi .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Good af te rnoon,  Chai rperson,  and 

Commissioners.   We apologize  fo r  the mishap.   The next  
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wi tness is  Wi tness N,  who has ind icated that  she wi l l  be  

tak ing the oath.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Good af ternoon,  Wi tness N.   

WITNESS N :    Good af ternoon,  Cha i rperson.   

CHAIRPERSON :    Do you swear that  the evidence you are 

going to g ive is  the t ruth,  the who le t ruth,  noth ing but  the 

t ru th.   I f  so,  p lease ra ise your r igh t  hand and say,  “So help 

me God”.   

WITNESS N :    So help me God.  

WITNESS N    (du ly sworn states)  10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   

EXAMINATION-IN-CHIEF BY ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank 

you,  Chai r .   Wi tness N,  I  would l ike to  star t  o f f  by 

conf i rming that  you should have two whi te f i les in  f ront  of  

you.   The one f i le  should conta in your wi tness statement  as  

wel l  as annexures,  and there should be another  la rger  f i le  

which conta ins the exhib i t  bundle.   Do you conf i rm?  

WITNESS N :    I  conf i rm,  Advocate.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.   I f  I  ask  you to  put  the  

exhib i t  bundle aside,  we wi l l  be work ing la rgely f rom the f i le  20 

conta in ing your w i tness statement  and annexures.   Are you 

wi th,  do you have that  f i le  nearby?  

WITNESS N :    I  do.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.   The f i rs t  e ight  pages o f  

that  f i le  conta in your wi tness statement .   P lease conf i rm 
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that  that  is  your  s tatement  as prepared for  purposes of  your  

test imony before the Commission.  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct ,  I  do conf i rm.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And you stand by i t s  contents and 

af f i rm them to be t rue?  

WITNESS N :    Yes,  I  do.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.   And i f  you turn to  the last  

page of  your  wi tness statement  on  page 8,  do you conf i rm 

that  the s ignature  that  appears there on page 8 is  yours?  

WITNESS N :    I  conf i rm i t  is  my s ignatu re.  10 

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.   Wi tness N,  I  would inv i te  

you to tu rn to  page 1 of  your  wi tness statement  under the 

heading of  “ in t roduct ion” .  

WITNESS N :    I  am there.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.   You can star t  by,  I  wi l l  

inv i te  you to read your statement ,  and at  var ious po ints we 

wi l l  ask you quest ions for  c lar i f i cat ion where necessary.   

But  you could p lease star t  a t  paragraph 1.   

WITNESS N :    Okay.  

 “ I  am an adul t  female employed by the 20 

South Af r ican Pol ice Serv ice  as a 

Detect ive.   I  ho ld  the rank of  a  Sergeant ,  

and I  am a member of  the Pol i t i ca l  K i l l ing  

Task Team deployed to the Eastern Cape 

Province to invest igate mat ters re lat ing 
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to  the Univers i t y  of  For te Hare.   In 

addi t ion to my assignment  to  the PKTT,  I  

am a Detect ive in  the KZN Ant i -

Cor rupt ion Uni t ,  and my dut ies in  th is  

ro le inc lude gather ing comprehensive 

and complete evidence at  the scene of  

cr ime and dur ing the invest igat ion of  

case dockets,  ga ther ing in format ion and 

compi l ing of  case dockets,  mainta in ing  

and ensur ing case docket  management ,  10 

recru i t ing and mainta in ing sources. ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.   Wi tness N,  just  to  c lar i f y  

wi th  respect  to  paragraph 3,  the dut ies you set  out  there,  

are they dut ies,  genera l  dut ies in  your  ro le as a Detect ive,  

or  a re they speci f ic  to  your  assignment  to  the current  task 

team you are a member of?  

WITNESS N :    They are genera l  dut ies to  a Detect ive,  but  

they do summarise the mandate of  the Corrupt ion Uni t ,  the  

Ant i -Corrupt ion Uni t .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    As wel l  as your cur rent  assignment?   20 

WITNESS N :    That  i s  correct .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.   Can I  inv i te  you to tu rn  to  

page 2 of  your  wi tness statement ,  and you can cont inue 

under the heading of  “Overv iew”,  p lease.  

WITNESS N :    - :  
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 “ In  the course of  my work,  I  am 

somet imes approached by the members 

of  law enforcement ,  in fo rmers  and 

members of  the publ ic  who want  to  report  

suspected cr iminal  act iv i ty  o r  otherwise  

d isc lose potent ia l ly  unlawfu l  conduct .   I  

would then meet  wi th these ind iv iduals,  

consider  the in format ion that  they are 

shar ing and d iscuss wi th  my super io rs 

what  steps I  shou ld take in  re lat ion  to the 10 

in format ion that  I  received.   Towards the 

end of  2025,  I  received in format ion 

concern ing a l leged cr iminal  conduct  on 

the par t  o f  Mr Suneel  Belochan,  a senior  

Invest igator  at  the Invest igat ing  

Di rectorate Against  Cor rupt ion,  wh ich is  

known as IDAC. ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    P lease cont inue.   

WITNESS N :    - :  

 “The in format ion conta ined in  th is  20 

statement  remains under invest igat ion,  

and I  br ing i t  fo rward in  order  to  assist  

the Commission and for  the Commissio n 

to determine whether  i t  necessi ta tes 

fur ther  d i rect ion by the Commission . ”  
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ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.   Yes,  p lease cont inue to 

paragraph 7 under the heading “Engagement  wi th the  

Compla inant ” .   

WITNESS N :    Paragraph 7 reads as fo l lows.   

 “ In  December 2025,  I  was conduct ing 

invest igat ions in  the Eastern Cape when I  

was contacted by  Mr Nei l .   Mr Nei l  was a 

d i rector  in  the Department  of  Communi ty 

Safety in  the Eastern Cape.   He was 

responsib le fo r  communi ty pol i ce 10 

re lat ions and is  known to me as we had 

previously worked together  on  some 

cr iminal  mat te rs.   Mr Nei l  expla ined that  

he has been approached by a Mr Asi f  

Habib Muhammad,  who is  a Pakistan  

nat ional  . . . ”  

 I f  I  may add there,  he has an RSA ident i ty  

document .  

 “… who compla ined that  he,  a long wi th  

other  Pakistani  shop owners,  were  being 20 

assaul ted by a law enforcement  of f icer .   

Mr Nei l  fur ther  in formed me that  Mr Asi f  

Muhammad had been assaul ted by  the 

same law enforcement  of f ic ia l  ear l ier  in  

2025,  and that ,  despi te  lay ing a cr iminal  
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compla int ,  Mr Asi f  Mu hammad had not  

been assisted.   I  agreed to s i t  down and 

ta lk  to  Mr Asi f  Muhammad.   In  December 

2025,  an in i t ia l  meet ing was held 

between Mr Nei l ,  Mr Asi f  Muhammad,  

members of  the Tact ica l  Response Team, 

and I .   A t  that  meet ing,  Mr Asi f  

Muhammad informed me that  he had 

been assaul ted by h is landlord,  which is  

Mr Suneel  Bel lochun on the 27 t h  o f  10 

September 2025.   He expla ined that  h is  

landlord was a law enforcement  of f icer  

and a member o f  IDAC.   He said that  

dur ing the assaul t ,  Mr Bel lochun had 

punched h im,  leaving h im wi th a b loody 

nose,  loose teeth ,  and torn c lothes.   He 

provided a photograph he had taken of  

h imsel f  d isp lay ing the in jur ies he said 

had been caused by the assaul t .   This  

photograph is  at tached as X1. ”  20 

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you,  Wi tness N.   I  wi l l  just  

p lace on record that  Annexure X1 appears on page 1 o f  

your  annexure bundle.   We wi l l  not  f lag that  v isual ,  but  just  

for  you to conf i rm that  that  i s  the  image that  was provided 

to you,  page 1 of  your  annexure bundle.   
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WITNESS N :    I t  is ,  Commissioners .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And perhaps fo r  complet ion,  can I  

inqui re why in  paragraph 10 that  in i t ia l  meet ing was 

at tended by members of  Tact ica l  Response Team as wel l?    

WITNESS N :    Commissioners,  because I  am always 

accompanied by members of  Combat ,  which happened to be 

the Tact ica l  Response Team on the  day.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you,  Wi tness N.   You are at  

paragraph 11 on page 3.  

WITNESS N :    Paragraph 11.  10 

 “Mr Asi f  Muhammad expla ined that  on the 

same day of  h is  assaul t ,  he went  to  the 

East  London Pol ice Stat ion and la id a  

cr iminal  charge against  Mr Bel lochun fo r  

assaul t  wi th  the in tent  to  cause gr ievous 

bodi ly  harm.   He fur ther  expla ined that  on 

the same day,  he received a te lephone 

cal l  f rom someone who said that  they are 

ca l l ing f rom the East  London Pol ice 

Stat ion.   Whi le  he was st i l l  speak ing to  20 

that  person,  Mr Bel lochun could be heard 

shout ing that  Mr  Asi f  Muhammad must  

come back to the  pol ice stat ion and that  

my pol ice wi l l  dea l  wi th  you. ”  

 That  is  quoted f rom what  he actual ly  sa id.   
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ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you,  Wi tness N.   P lease 

proceed.   

WITNESS N :    Paragraph 13.  

 “Mr Asi f  Muhammad said that  la ter  that  

day,  he received an SMS f rom Mr  

Bel lochun in forming h im that  a case of  

f raud in  the amount  of  R400,000.00 had 

been opened against  h im by Mr 

Bel lochun.   Mr As i f  Muhammad exp la ined 

to me that  he had l i ved at  a  property 10 

belonging to Mr Bel lochun,  bel iev ing that  

he would be safe l i v ing at  a  property  

belonging to a  pol iceman.   Instead,  he  

was fur ther  subjected to more demands 

for  money and that  he wi tnesse d the 

del ivery of  suspic ious goods to the 

property such as te lev is ions,  et  cetera.   I  

then caut ioned Mr Asi f  Muhammad that  

the in format ion he was provid ing wi th  

regards to an of f ic ia l  had to be ver i f ied.   20 

Upon being presented wi th  th is  

in format ion,  I  e lected to  go to  the East  

London Pol ice Stat ion and asked the  

Branch Commander to  upl i f t  the dockets.   

In  the usual  course,  i f  a  member of  the 
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publ ic  approaches me wi th  such 

in format ion,  I  wou ld e i ther  advise them to 

go to the pol ice  stat ion and report  the 

cr ime or  I  would commence a pre l iminary 

invest igat ion mysel f .   In  th is  case,  

however,  Mr Asi f  Muhammad had a l ready 

la id  a compla int  and he in formed me that  

s ince opening the  case in  September,  he 

had never  been contacted by a member  

of  the SAPS.   I  then decided to approach 10 

the Branch Commander fo r  the East  

London Pol ice S tat ion and expla in the 

s i tuat ion to h im.   He gave me permission 

to upl i f t  the dockets and make copies.   I  

in  tu rn undertook to update the Branch 

Commander in  the event  that  my 

invest igat ion y ie l ded any developments. ”  

 And I  tu rn over  to  the paginated f i le .  

 “ I  took i t  upon mysel f  to  make fur ther  

enqui r ies as the mat ter  involved possib le 20 

pol ice cor rupt ion which I  am empowered 

to invest igate.   This g ives a member of  

the publ ic  an anonymous route to  report  

in format ion about  potent ia l ly  c r iminal  

conduct  by a pol ice of f i cer ,  s taf f  member  
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or vo lunteer . ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Wi tness N,  when you say in  

paragraph 19 that  you took i t  upon yoursel f  to  make fur ther  

enqui r ies,  and you say at  the end of  the sente nce you know 

that  th is  is  something which you are empowered to  

invest igate,  p lease expand on that  and expla in what  you 

mean by empowered to invest igate.   

WITNESS N :    When I  say empowered to invest igate,  

Commissioners,  I  mean that  s ince I  am in the Ant i -

Cor rupt ion Uni t ,  we look in to the abuse of  ent rusted power 10 

or  author i t y  for  personal ,  f inancia l  o r  potent ia l  ga in and a lso 

that  corrupt ion undermines the  ru le  of  law and erodes publ ic  

t rust  in  inst i tu t ions.   I  am under Ant i -Corrupt ion,  so ,  and a  

pol ice of f icer  so I  am empowered to do so.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Okay,  p lease proceed.   You are at  

paragraph 20 on page 5.   

WITNESS N :    - :  

 “ I  a lso took steps to ver i fy  the  

in format ion that  I  received f rom Mr Asi f .   

In  par t icu lar ,  I  contacted a  law 20 

enforcement  who I  was in formed had 

resided in  the same property belonging to 

Mr Bel lochun.   I  spoke to h im in  order  to  

seek fur ther  in fo rmat ion about  the  

property and le f t  my contact  deta i l s  wi th  
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h im.   On the  22 n d  o f  December 2025,  I  

was contacted by Mr Bel lochun v ia a 

WhatsApp  cal l  and text  making me to 

understand who he was.   The WhatsApp 

texts are at tached as X1. 1.   He 

communicated wi th me using the number 

…”  [ in tervenes] .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    You do not  need to,  you do not  need 

to read the number,  r ight .   Yes,  you can cont inue wi th the 

sentence.  10 

WITNESS N :    Okay.  

 “Which is  the same number that  Mr Asi f  

Muhammad has registered as  

“Suneel .Bro”  on h is phone.”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And before …[ intervenes] .  

WITNESS N :    I  thereaf ter  …[ intervenes] .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Hold,  Wi tness N.   B efore we go to the  

annexure that  you referenced in  paragraph 21,  p lease 

expla in to  the Commission why you received a phone cal l  on  

the 22 n d  o f  December f rom Mr Bel lochun,  why d id he phone,  20 

te lephone you?  

WITNESS N :    Remember Commissioners,  I  had proceeded 

to the law enforcement  of f icer  above on paragraph 20.   So 

when I  le f t ,  I  had le f t  my deta i ls  wi th  h im and I  be l ieve 

Suneel  might  have been contacted by the ind iv idual  and 
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then he took i t  upon h imsel f  to  conf i rm or  to  in form me of  

what  he d id.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.   And i f  I  could ask you to  

go to page 2 of  your  annexure bundle,  page 2,  that  is 

Annexure X1.1.  

WITNESS N :    X1.1,  I  am there.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Yes,  and p lease descr ibe what  is  that  

image we are looking at  there.  

WITNESS N :    I t  is  an ext ract  of  a  WhatsApp communicat ion 

between Suneel  Bel lochun and mysel f .   10 

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And you conf i rm that  there is  a  

te lephone number  r ight  underneath that  name?  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Right .   Could I  then ask you to tu rn to  

page 55 of  your  annexure bundle,  page 55.   That  i s  under 

Annexure X7,  wh ich we wi l l  get  to  la te r ,  but  p lease go to 

page 55.   

WITNESS N :    I  am there,  Commiss ioners.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.   And so when you say in  

your  paragraph 21 that  he communicated wi th me using the 20 

same number,  wh ich is  the number  that  Mr Asi f  Muhammad 

has registered as Suneel .Bro on h is phone,  are you 

referr ing to the image on page 55?  

WITNESS N :    Yes,  Commissioners ,  th is  image is  that  of  Mr 

Asi f  and th is  i s  how he has saved Mr Suneel  Bel lochun and 
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i t  is  the same number that  a lso re fers to  the same number 

that  I  saved d i f fe rent ly  though.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you,  Wi tness N.   You can then 

proceed to paragraph 22,  p lease.   

WITNESS N :    - :  

 “ I  thereaf ter  managed to obta in  both 

dockets.   The assaul t  case where Mr Asi f  

Muhammad is  the compla inant  i s  

registered as  East  London CAS 

436/9/2025 and is  at tached as X2.   The 10 

f raud docket  where Mr Bel lochun is  the  

compla inant  i s  registered as East  London 

CAS 4 …[ indis t inct ]  9 /2025 and is  

at tached as X3. ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Proceed to paragraph …[ intervenes] .  

WITNESS N :    - :  

 “Upon obta in ing the dockets and 

consider ing the contents,  I  noted that  the 

assaul t  docket  was c losed as 

undetected. ”  20 

 Commissioners,  i f  you may just  note,  i t  says that  

just  a  week la ter ,  but  I  have amended to say just  two weeks 

la ter ,  because i t  is  not  the 3 r d .   In  fact ,  i t  is  the 9 t h  o f  

October 2025 that  the docket  was f i led undetected.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And for  fur ther  c la r i f icat ion then,  
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could you go to page 4 of  you r  annexure bundle.   That  is  

Annexure X2,  correct?  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Cor rect .   And that  is  the East  London 

CAS 436 which you are referr ing to,  is  that  correct?  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct ,  Commissioners.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    That  is  the assaul t  docket  where Mr 

Muhammad is  the  compla inant .  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct ,  Commissioners,  o f  which at  

the bot tom lef t  is  the stamp dated the 9 t h  o f  October 2025.    10 

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And the s tamp is  what  reads as 

undetected,  is  tha t  cor r ect?  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Wi tness O,  on that  same page,  in  the  

middle,  i t  seems to record the nature and descr ip t ion of  

o f fence.   You see where I  am reading,  where I  am looking?   

WITNESS N :    I  do Commissioners,  yes.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ja,  what  i s  that?  What  does i t  say?   

WITNESS N :    The nature and descr ip t ion of  the of fence is  20 

abbreviated ASS GBH, which refers to  assaul t  wi th  gr ievous 

bodi ly  harm.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Wi th in tent  to  do gr ievous bodi ly  harm.    

WITNESS N :    Pardon,  thank you,  Chai rperson.   Wi th in tent  

to  cause gr ievous bodi ly  harm,  yes.   
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ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you,  Wi tness N.   Whi le  st i l l  on  

page 4,  would you p lease read,  you have just  descr ibed to 

the Commissioners what  the nature and descr ip t ion  of  the 

of fence is .   Do you see the column r ight ,  on the r ight  of  that  

t i t led “cr ime code”?  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And the other  co lumn immediate ly to  

the r ight  of  that  t i t led “nature of  property /  in ju r ies” .  

WITNESS N :    Yes,  Commissioners .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Could you read what  is  f i l led out  10 

underneath there,  p lease.  

WITNESS N :    I t  is  wr i t ten:  

 “Loose teeth and b leeding nose. ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you,  Wi tness N.   You are now 

at  paragraph 24 o f  your  statement  on page 6.   

WITNESS N :    Yes,  Commissioners .   

 “ I  met  wi th Mr  Asi f  Muhammad and 

updated h im on these developments.   He 

was d isappointed wi th the outcome and 

shared more in format ion wi th me about  20 

the background of  h is  re lat ionship wi th 

Mr Bel lochun wi th  the hope that  he  could 

st i l l  seek just ice.   In  January 2026,  he 

prepared a statement  which I  a t tach as 

X4.”    



   10 JULY 2026 – DAY 137 

Page 153  o f  181  

 

 

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    You can proceed.   

WITNESS N :    - :  

 “The upshot  of  th is  statement  is  that  he 

arr ived in  South  Af r ica in  1998 as an 

undocumented immigrant  f rom Pakistan.   

In  o rder  to  surv ive  he star ted a  smal l  

shop and where he thought  …[ ind ist inct ]  

East  London a long wi th other  Pakistani  

nat ionals.   Some t ime dur ing the year 

2000 he was pul led over  by Mr Bel lochun 10 

for  dr iv ing wi thout  a l icense.   Mr 

Bel lochun demanded a br ibe f rom him 

and he paid i t .   A  few months thereaf te r ,  

Mr Bel lochun began extor t ing money f rom 

Mr Asi f  Muhammad as wel l  as  other  

Pakistani  shopkeepers in  the area.   Mr 

Bel lochun d id  so  because he knew that  

many of  them were undocumented 

immigrants or  that  they were operat ing 

businesses wi thout  permi ts.   They paid  20 

h im so as not  to  be ra ided by the pol ice.   

He had borrowed money f rom Mr  

Bel lochun at  exorb i tant  rates and even 

af ter  paying Mr  Bel lochun back,  Mr 

Bel lochun cont inued to demand more 
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money f rom him.   He a lso expla ined that  

Mr Bel lochun par t i c ipated in  unlawfu l  

act iv i t ies such as sel l ing counter fe i t  

c igaret tes and that  Mr Bel lochun had 

assisted some Pakistani  nat ionals to  

obta in f raudulent  South Af r ican ident i ty  

documents in  exchange fo r  money. ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Wi tness N.  

WITNESS N :    Pardon?   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Wi tness N.  10 

WITNESS N :    Yes,  I  am good.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Yes,  you re ferenced Annexure X4 in  

paragraph 25.  

WITNESS N :    Yes,  I  d id .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.   Could you turn to  page 27 

then of  your  annexure bundle.  

WITNESS N :    Yes,  I  am there.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And p lease conf i rm that  tha t  is  the 

af f idavi t  o f  Mr As i f  Muhammad whose contents you refer  to  

in  paragraph 26.   20 

WITNESS N :    A f f i rmat ive,  Commissioners,  th is  is  the  

af f idavi t .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.   

WITNESS N :    May I  proceed wi th th is  statement?  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Yes,  Wi tness N,  you are now on page 
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7 ,  paragraph 27.  

WITNESS N :    - :  

 “Mr Asi f  Muhammad fur ther  shared wi th  

me that  Mr Bel lochun rout ine ly explo i ted  

other  Pakistani  nat ionals who were  

desperate fo r  money.   He in t roduced me 

to two of  h is  acquaintances who provided 

statements in  support  o f  th is . ”  

 I  am not  going to read the name.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Yes,  p lease do not  read the name and 10 

we have redacted those,  but  p lease just  cont inue wi th the  

content  of  your  statement  there.   

WITNESS N :    Okay.  

 “The par t icu lar  ind iv idual  prepared a  

statement  where  he shared deta i ls  that  

he bor rowed R20,000.00 f rom Mr 

Bel lochun at  in terest  of  R3,000.00 per  

week.   Mr …[ indis t inct ]  …”  

 Pardon.   

 “… expla ined tha t  he gave h is car  to  Mr 20 

Bel lochun to keep unt i l  he repaid the 

loan.   When the guy was unable to  repay 

the loan,  he contacted Mr Bel lochun 

request ing the car  back so that  he can 

sel l  i t  and repay h im but  Mr Bel lochun 
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re fused and instead sold the car  h imsel f  

and kept  a l l  the money.   His statement  is  

at tached as X5. ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Can I  ask you at  that  juncture,  

Wi tness N,  to  p lease go to Annexure X5.   I t  is  on page 30 of  

your  annexure bundle,  page 30.   

WITNESS N :    Yes,  that  i s  the statement .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And can you conf i rm,  thank you.   

WITNESS N :    Conf i rm.   

 “Another  ind iv idual  prepared a sta tement  10 

conf i rming the above account  of  the guy 

who sold the vehic le,  who gave the  

vehic le back and h is statement  is  

at tached as X6. ”   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    P lease tu rn to  page 32 of  your  

annexure bundle and conf i rm that  that  is  the statement  you 

are referencing in  paragraph 27.2.   

WITNESS N :    I  do conf i rm that  is  the statement .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    P lease proceed,  Wi tness N.   

WITNESS N :    - :  20 

 “ In  that  same engagement  Mr Asi f  

Muhammad expla ined to  me that  he  fears  

for  h is  l i fe  as Mr Bel lochun regular ly  

demands money f rom him and that  he has 

received WhatsApp text  f rom Mr  
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Bel lochun asking  h im to pay h is  money 

back or  e lse he w i l l  k i l l  h im.”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And,  Wi tness N,  what  do you,  what  

d id you understand as wi th reference to the statement  that  

Mr Bel lochun regular ly  demands money f rom him?  Why was 

money being demanded f rom Mr As i f  Muhammad?  

WITNESS N :    I  understood th is  to  be some k ind of  a  

protect ion fee,  Commissioners,  that  Mr Bel lochun was 

extor t ing f rom th is  ind iv idual .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And your basis for  that  understanding 10 

stems f rom?  

WITNESS N :    I t  s tems f rom the provided bank statement  

f rom the v ic t im which depicts regu lar  payments,  weekly or  

two days apart  o r  three days apart  o f  exorb i tant  amounts.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Wi tness N,  perhaps before we go to 

those bank statements,  in  the  paragraph immediate ly  

thereaf ter ,  in  paragraph 29,  you deal  wi th  the issue of  the  

WhatsApp conversat ions.   Perhaps address that  paragraph 

and then le t  us cont inue f rom there p lease.  

WITNESS N :    - :  20 

 “He shared a pr in tout  of  the WhatsApp 

conversat ion which I  a t tach as X7.   A 

reading of  the  messages reveals a 

pat te rn of  Mr  Bel lochun repeatedly 

demanding money f rom Mr  Asi f  
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Muhammad and threats to  h im are  

h ighl ighted.   He a lso provided bank 

ext racts. ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Before,  Wi tness N,  before we get  to  

paragraph 30,  you reference Annexure X7 in  paragraph 29.   

You see that?  

WITNESS N :    X7,  yes,  I  do.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Could I  ask  you to go to page 33 of  

your  annexure bundle,  page 33.   

WITNESS N :    Yes,  I  am there,  Commissioners.  10 

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And what  i s  the,  where d id you source 

th is  document?  

WITNESS N :    I t  was Mr Asi f  Muhammad himsel f  who gave 

me th is p r in tout  …[ intervenes] .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.  

WITNESS N :    From his ce l lphone and the conversat ions 

between h imsel f  and Suneel .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And,  Wi tness N,  th is  document  is  

qui te  a vo luminous document ,  but  in  cer ta in p lace s,  cer ta in  

aspects of  the document  have been h ighl ighted.   I  wi l l  take 20 

you,  for  example,  to  page 46.  

WITNESS N :    Yes,  where i t  says:  

 “ I  wi l l  k i l l  you. ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    The p ink h ighl ight  on page 46.  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct .   
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ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Do you see the date there?  Could 

you read the date  and the t ime?  

WITNESS N :    The date is  the 21 s t  o f  August  2025 at  17:25.    

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And the sender of  the message is?  

WITNESS N :    I t  is  wr i t ten “Suneel .Bru” .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And th is  i s  the ind iv idual  who,  the  

screenshot  that  you referred to ear l ier  on page 55?  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And in  your  wi tness statement ,  you 

ind icate that  th is  is  an ext ract  p rovided to you by Mr Asi f  10 

Muhammad of  h is  WhatsApp chats wi th Mr Bel lochun,  is  that  

correct?  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct ,  yes.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And who h ighl ighted,  who presented 

th is  h ighl ight  in  the text?  Who made these markings in  the  

WhatsApp chats?  

WITNESS N :    When Asi f  po inted out ,  I  then h ighl ighted i t  

as he pointed out  the,  because I  d id  ask h im to show me 

when exact ly  and where does he state cer ta in averments  

were made.   20 

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And,  so i f  in  your  reference in  

paragraph 29 to saying that  there  was regular  demands of  

money and threats to  h im,  are h ighl ighted.   Those are the  

h ighl ights you refer  to  here?  

WITNESS N :    Yes,  Commissioner.   
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ADV MOTLHASEDI :    So i f  we turn to  page 49 for  example,  

page 49 of  your  annexure bundle.  

WITNESS N :    49,  yes.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    There is  a h ighl ight  there  in  the  

midd le of  the page.    

WITNESS N :    I  see that ,  which is  the 11 t h  o f  September 

2025.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And p lease read what  the message 

says and who is  the sender,  accord ing to your  

understanding.   10 

WITNESS N :    The message is  wr i t ten at  16:23 by 

Suneel .Bru,  and i t  says:  

 “My people are looking for  you. ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you,  Wi tness N.   There are 

numerous cont inuat ions of  the h ighl ights that  you have 

ind icated you made.   And when you were presented wi th the  

ext ract  of  th is  communicat ion,  what  d id Mr Asi f  Muhammad 

say the purpose was?  What  d id he  in tend to  show you by 

provid ing these WhatsApp chats to  you?  

WITNESS N :    He wanted to prove that  the reason fo r  h im to  20 

fear  for  h is  l i fe  by the th reats made by an enforcement  law 

of f icer  and that  he c la ims to be k i l l ing h im,  wi th the  threats 

amount ing,  wi th  the,  i t  escalated towards the v io lence that  

was promised to h im.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And on that  score,  could you turn to  
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page 53 of  that  Annexure X7,  page 53.  

WITNESS N :    I  am there.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And do  you see the h ighl igh ted text  

on page 53?  

WITNESS N :    I  do,  yes.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Could you read the f i rs t  h ighl ighted 

text  in to the record?  

WITNESS N :    The f i rs t  i s  on the 26 t h  o f  September 2025 at  

11:24.   Suneel .Bru text :  

 “Dies,  your  c rook bastard. ”  10 

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And the next  h ighl ight?  

WITNESS N :    The next  h ighl ight ,  i t  is  s t i l l  on the  26 t h  o f  

September 2025 at  11:32 where Suneel .Bru text :  

 “You must  d ie in  the st reets.   You are 

rot ten.   Musl im bastard,  God knows you 

are a crook.   You a crook ,  that  i s  why you 

suf fer .   You …”  

 I  do not  know,  I  cannot  …[ intervenes] .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you,  Wi tness N.   Thank you.   

And that  date of  the 26 t h  o f  September 2025,  that  date is  20 

one day before the assaul t  that  Mr Asi f  re late to  you he was 

the v ic t im of ,  is  that  cor rect?  

WITNESS N :    Yes.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.  

WITNESS N :    I t  is  before a l l  cases were opened,  inc luding  
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the f raud that  was opened by Sunee l .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Wi tness N,  you are now,  le t  us go 

back to your wi tness statement .   A t  the bot tom of  page 7,  

you deal  wi th  the issue of  the bank statements at  paragraph 

30.  

WITNESS N :    - :  

 “He a lso  provided bank ext racts showing 

the t ransact ions between h imsel f  and Mr  

Bel lochun and I  a t tach th is  as X8. ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Could we p lease go to Annexure X8 in  10 

your annexure bundle.   I t  s tar ts  on page 56.   

WITNESS N :    Yes,  I  am there.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Could I  ask  you to expla in how you 

sourced th is  document  and what  i t  is?  

WITNESS N :    Mr Asi f  Muhammad expla ined that  he has a  

Capi tec account  of  which he gave the account  number and 

when I  asked h im for  the t ransact ions,  he then brought  

a long th is  pr in tou t ,  which is  a,  which is  f rom his bank app.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And so i f  we tu rn to  page 57 of  

Annexure X8,  cou ld you expla in what  that  is?  At  the  top of  20 

the page is  a b lue box.   Could you read the content  of  that?   

I t  says …[ indist inct ]  [ in tervenes] .  

WITNESS N :    Page 57,  Commissioner,  repeats the account  

number that  Asi f  s tated to be of  Suneel  Bel lochun business 

account  fo r  Nedbank.  
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ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And how would one in terpret  the 

f igures below there?  

WITNESS N :    There is  a to ta l  which is  wr i t ten on top and 

he states that  is  the t ransact ions he made to that  account ,  

which amounted to R203,099.88.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And the ent r ies beneath that?  

WITNESS N :    Those are the t ransact ions that  a re made 

wi th those dates.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And,  Wi tness N,  i f  we turn over  to  

page 58.  10 

WITNESS N :    Yes,  Commissioners .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And p lease expla in what  is  the  

content  of  that  b lue box at  the top  of  the page,  as wel l  as  

the in format ion beneath that?  

WITNESS N :    That  b lue box,  Commissioners,  dep icts the  

account  of  Sunee l  Bel lochun,  which is  h is  normal  account  

that  was g iven to  Asi f  Muhammad by h im.   So he had two 

d i f ferent  accounts,  one business account  and th is  one,  but  

both of  them are Nedbank.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And the t ransact ions beneath that?   20 

WITNESS N :    And below that ,  the  tota l  o f  the t ransact ions 

made is  R84,300.00.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And,  Wi tness N,  the bank sta tements 

provided are a l so  qui te  comprehensive.   I  wi l l  not  take you 

through a l l  o f  them.  I  wi l l  ask you to draw some 



   10 JULY 2026 – DAY 137 

Page 164  o f  181  

 

 

observat ions based on the ent r ies themselves.   I f  I  ask you,  

i f  you could p lease turn to  page 61 of  Annexure 8.   

WITNESS N :    Yes,  I  am there.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Do you see that  there are  cer ta in  

mark ings on the page?  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Could you p lease expla in  to  the 

Commission what  those markings ind icate,  what  re levance 

they have?  

WITNESS N :    As he submit ted th is  bank ext ract ,  I  wanted 10 

to understand where and how wi l l  I  ident i fy  the t ransact ions 

that  he was ta lk ing about  and as he pointed out ,  I  would  

take some of  those t ransact ions tha t  he ment ioned.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And so am I  correct  in  saying that  the  

bank statement  was presented to you by Mr Asi f  

Muhammad?  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    He then pointed out  cer ta in  

t ransact ions to you re lat ing to deposi ts  made in  favour of  

Mr Bel lochun.  20 

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And the markings we se e on the 

statement  are markings by you based on the conversat ion 

wi th Mr Asi f  Muhammad?  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct ,  Commissioners.   Some are 
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h igh l ighted and some are just  marked by a pen.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And,  Wi tness N,  having been p laced 

in  possession of  the WhatsApp’s and the bank statements,  

what  compla int  or  what  was Mr Asi f  Muhammad 

communicat ing,  what  point  was he making to  you by 

provid ing you wi th the WhatsApp ext racts as wel l  as the 

bank t ransact ions?  

WITNESS N :    He was expla in ing the k ind of  abuse that  he  

is  faced as wel l  as the extor t ion.   So wi th me asking fo r  the  

proof  for  h im to submit  in  order  to  gather  the evidence,  th is  10 

was,  indeed concluded to amount  to  cr iminal  act iv i t ies.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And perhaps for  c lar i f i cat ion,  what  d id  

you understand the purpose of  these payments to  have 

been?  You have taken us through them in some deta i l  and 

provided the statements in  the i r  to ta l i ty ,  but  what  d id Mr 

Asi f  Muhammad te l l  you was the purpose of  these 

payments?  

WITNESS N :    Some,  Commissio ners,  o f  the payments are  

that  of  rent  and then the other  t ransact ions are tha t  when 

he says he had borrowed a cer ta in amount  of  money f rom 20 

Mr Suneel  Bel lochun and he would charge an in terest ,  but  

the in terest  here shows to have been paid exorb i tant ly .   I t  

does not  amount  or  equate to,  i f  you do the calcu la t ion,  i t  

becomes more than that .   So I  drew an in ference to  say th is  

could have been protect ion fees because of  what  he 
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narrated to me.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    So i f  in  cer ta in par ts of  what  Mr  

Muhammad to ld you,  he acknowledged that  he paid rent  to  

Mr Bel lochun and in  cer ta in instances he borrowed money 

f rom you,  was an exerc ise done in  order  to  at tempt  to  

determine what  exact ly ,  which t ransact ions speci f i ca l l y  he 

c la ims were  wi th  reference to  the payment  of  so -cal led 

protect ion fees,  as you say?  

WITNESS N :    Not  ent i re ly ,  Commissioners,  because there  

are no cont ract  deta i l s .   So wi th just  these amounts  10 

appear ing,  i t  can only be deducted wi th the bare in format ion 

that  is  in  f ront  of  us,  but  i t  would need a  prop er  

invest igat ion in to  the mat ter  to  subpoena the bank for  the 

actual  bank accounts in  order  to  be able to  ca lcu late and be 

able to  do a proper analys is.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Okay,  Wi tness N,  that  is  the 

conclusion of  paragraph 7,  page 7.   Could I  ask  you to 

…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Maybe before you move of f  the  

WhatsApps,  Wi tness O,  I  just  want  to  get  your  overa l l  v iew 20 

of  what  was go ing on,  the nature of  the re lat ionship  

between the compla inant  and Mr Bel lochun.   Now,  the 

WhatsApp texts that  you have he re in  the t ranscr ip t ,  and I  

am going to p ick  paragraphs qui te  randomly and then ask 

you a quest ion.   I f  you tu rn to  page 35,  I  want  to  star t  there,  
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but  I  am being random.  There is  a lo t  o f  th is  throughout  

th is  document ,  but  I  am going to read and then propose to  

you what  i t  looks l ike and get  your  comment .   So at  

paragraph 35,  th is  is  on the,  is  i t  07 -08-2025,  at  10:11.    

WITNESS N :    Yes,  Commissioner Baloyi ,  I  am there .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  so there,  Suneel .Bru says:  

 “ I  am in so much that  you w i l l  not  

be l ieve.   I  am so s ick f rom st ress.   I  can 

fa l l .   I  d id  not  ea t  a l l  day yesterday and 

today f rom st ress. ”  10 

 That  is  the one.   And then go to page 36,  at         

07-08-25,  18:57,  Suneel  Bru says:  

 “ I  downloaded a l l  the messages.   You are 

making me a fool  and a l ia r .   My name is  

rot ten because of  you.   My account  is  so 

bad.   No one in  my fami ly  even wants to  

borrow me money because you never  

paid them back.   Everyone does not  ca l l  

me or  Zai ra because of  you.   I  so ld my 

mother 's  jewel lery because of  you. ”  20 

 And then in  the  same page,  you go towards the  

bot tom,  07-08-2025,  19:17.   You see where I  am?  

WITNESS N :    I  do see.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Suneel .Bru says:  

 “What  about  Enzo and Leon?  You 
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wor r ied about  you,  what  about  me?  

Tomorrow,  i f  I  do  not  get  the 25K to pay 

them, I  wi l l  make sure I  wi l l  F up  

everyone that  F 'd  up my l i fe . ”  

 And then the next  page,  I  am going to read for  you.   

You do not  have to keep up wi th me,  but  I  just  want  to ,  i t  

makes my point .   The next  page at  page 37,  08 -08-25,  

14:14:  

 “Every promise you make,  I  te l l  Enzo and 

Leon.   Now they are te l l ing everyone I  10 

am a crook and running away wi th the i r  

money. ”  

 And maybe I  can stop there.   There is  a lo t  o f  the  

same th ing as the one that  I  have just  read now.   Now,  i t  

seems to suggest  that  Mr Bel lochun may,  f i rs t l y ,  they have 

a re lat ionship where they are lend ing money to each other  

wi th the compla inant ,  one.   But  two,  that  in  fact ,  Mr  

Bel lochun is  a lso  get t ing money f rom other  people,  so,  sor t  

o f  l ike a money lending scheme that  involves other  people,  

such as Enzo and Leon,  that  he is  compla in ing that  they 20 

th ink he is  running away wi th  the i r  money.   In  your  

invest igat ion,  i f  you have a l ready got ten to that  point ,  what  

is  your  overa l l  impression of  what  Mr Bel lochun is  involved 

wi th?  

WITNESS N :    Commissioner Baloyi ,  yet  I  have not  gone 
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through to those people,  but  my conclusion to th is  k ind of  

re lat ionship was that  i t  is  not  a proper re lat ionship,  because 

i t  is  e i ther  they are loan sharks or  there is  th is  k ind of  

protect ion fee,  as I  have stated before,  because there is  

th is  lending of  money to and f ro.   And then when the 

payment  comes back,  i t  does not  come necessar i l y  to  that  

amount  that  was borrowed.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   

WITNESS N :    I t  is  …[ indist inct ]  k ind of ,  i f  I  can expla in i t  

that  way.  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    A l l  r ight .   Thank you.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you,  Commissioner.   Wi tness 

N,  perhaps to t ie  up th is  point ,  could I  ask you to go to page 

27 of  your  annexure bundle,  page 27.  

WITNESS N :    Yes,  I  am there.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Now that  is  Annexure  X4.   

WITNESS N :    Correct .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And th is  is  the af f idavi t  you 

referenced ear l ie r  as being made by Mr Asi f  Muhammad.   

Could I  ask you to turn to  paragraph 3 there,  p lease.  20 

WITNESS N :    Yes,  I  am there.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Could you read paragraph 3.  

WITNESS N :    - :   

 “ In  the year 2014,  he  was suspended 

f rom work. ”  
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ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Just  hold on for  me,  p lease.   Could I  

ask you to star t  a t  paragraph 2.  

WITNESS N :    Okay.   

 “Af ter  4 to  5 months,  he approached to 

ra id my shop and asked …”  [ in terv enes] .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    I  apologize,  Wi tness N,  could you 

star t  a t  paragraph 2?  

WITNESS N :    Where i t  says I  was stopped …[ intervenes] .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    [ Ind ist inct ]… [cross- ta lk ing ]  yes,  

p lease.  10 

WITNESS N :    Oh,  okay.  

 “ I  was stopped by an Indian pol ice  of f icer  

stat ioned at  Duncan Vi l lage. ”  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ms Mot lhasedi ,  sorry,  paragraph 2 of  

…[intervenes] .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Commissioner Baloyi ,  we are on page 

27.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Annexure X4.   Paragraph 2,  you can 

cont inue,  Wi tness N.   20 

WITNESS N :    - :  

 “ I  was stopped by an Indian pol ice  of f icer  

stat ioned at  Duncan Vi l lage at  the t ime 

by the name Suneel  Bel lochun back in  

the year 2000 when I  was dr iv ing wi thout 
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a  l icense.   He asked me to g ive h im 

R100.00 and I  d id .   Af ter  4 to  5 months,  

he approached to ra id my shop and 

asked for  R500.00,  and I  made a p lan 

and gave h im.   He would do the same to 

a l l  my neighbour ing shops and asked me 

to te l l  my f r iends to make a p lan,  and I  

d id .   He therefore never arrested us.   

This went  on for  some years. ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you,  Wi tness N.   You ind icated 10 

in  paragraph 8 that  when Mr Muhammad was in t roduced to  

you,  the compla int  was that  he,  a long wi th severa l  o ther  

Pakistani  shop owners,  were being extor ted.   Having 

l is tened to what  you read in  paragraphs 2 and 3,  have you 

come to a point  in  your  invest igat ion where you have 

determined or  a re  in  the process of  determin ing whether  the  

compla int  made by Mr Asi f  Muhammad is  l imi ted to h im or  

whether  there are other  shop owners who have a  s imi la r  

compla int  to  h im?  

WITNESS N :    No,  Commissioners,  i t  is  beyond Asi f  20 

Muhammad coming fo r th.   I t  is ,  there is  other  explo i ted 

fore igners.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And how would you know that?  Have 

you in terv iewed them?  Have they approached you?  What 

is  the basis fo r  saying that  there are other  shop owners in  
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the posi t ion of  Mr  Asi f  Muhammad?  

WITNESS N :    Besides just  the  two that  submit ted thei r  

s tatements there  is ,  unfor tunate ly,  Commissioners,  i t  d id  

not  make i t  to  my statement ,  but  I  do undertake to provide 

the Commission should  a need ar ise.   There  is  an  ar t i c le  

dated 2014,  December 30,  f rom the Dai ly  Dispatch,  whereby 

Mr Bel lochun was arrested on a st ing operat ion by the DPCI 

of f icers fo r  the  very same conduct ,  whereby he was 

sol i c i t ing R30,000.00 f rom a spaza shop owner,  who only  

ra ised R27,000.00 and promised to pay h im the outstanding 10 

amount  of  R3,000.00 on the Saturday,  which  is  then the day 

that  he was apprehended when that  R3,000.00 t ransact ion  

took p lace.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    But  you conf i rm tha t  that  ar t i c le  that  

you are referencing is  not  par t  o f  your  statement  at  

present?  

WITNESS N :    No,  i t  is  not  par t  o f  the ar t i c le .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Wi l l  you prov ide that  to  us?  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct ,  Commissioners,  yes.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you.   And Witness N,  you had 20 

just  deal t  wi th  paragraph 30 of  your  statement ,  which then 

br ings you to paragraph 31 on page 8.   

WITNESS N :    Yes,  Commissioners .  

 “Mr Asi f  Muhammad remained qui te  

adamant  that  he wanted some 
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assistance.   In  par t i cu lar ,  he aske d me,  

as  a law enforcement  of f i cer ,  how can a 

person who is  a  wanted suspect  wi th  a 

J50 warrant  of  arrest  work for  an 

organisat ion such as IDAC?  I  asked h im 

what  was he ta lk ing about ,  and he then 

showed me an ar t ic le  d isp lay ing that  a 

warrant  for  ar rest  was issued for  Mr 

Bel lechun,  which  was as per  Pretor ia  

West  CAS 97/05/2021,  which  I  a t tach the 10 

art i c le  as X9. ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Wi tness N,  p lease then turn to  

Annexure X9,  tha t  is  on page 115 of  your  annexure bundle,  

Annexure X9.  

WITNESS N :    Page …[ intervenes] .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    115.  

WITNESS N :    Correct ,  I  am there,  Commissioners.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And is  that  the ar t ic le  that  you are 

referr ing to in  paragraph 31?   

WITNESS N :    Indeed,  th is  is  the ar t ic le .  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ms Mot lhasedi ,  maybe you look at  page 

116,  i t  looks l ike that  i s  where i t  s ta r ts ,  i f  i t  is  the same.    

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Okay.   Wi tness …[ intervenes] .  

WITNESS N :    Yes,  Commissioner Baloyi .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Yes,  p lease.   Could you p lease tu rn 
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the page over  to  116.  

WITNESS N :    Yes,  Commissioner Baloyi ,  I  am there ,  116.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Could you read the heading of  that  

p ic ture of  the document  lay ing there?  

WITNESS N :    The heading states:  

 “ IDAC appoints a wanted suspect . ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And i f  you look at  the bot tom of  the  

page,  do you see that  last  paragraph there?  

WITNESS N :    Yes,  I  do.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And i f  you f l ip  the page to page 117.  10 

WITNESS N :    Yes.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Could you expla in i f  th is  i s  one news 

ar t i c le  or  two?  

WITNESS N :    No,  i t  is  one.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And which page does i t  begin on?  

WITNESS N :    I t  begins on the  second page,  116,  as 

Commissioner Ba loyi  s tated,  because on top i t  says the 

person who publ ished i t  and the days,  and then the  second 

page is  supposed to be 115 and the last  page be 117.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    The second page is  115?  20 

WITNESS N :    Correct .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Even though i t  has a heading on the  

top?  

WITNESS N :    That  i s  cor rect .   This i s  how the v ic t im had 

brought  i t  to  me,  so that  i s  why I  concluded i t  is  one ar t ic le ,  
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Commissioners.   I  may stand to be corrected.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    But  on a reading now of  page 115,  in  

l ight  of  the boldness of  the heading there,  do you see the  

heading on page 115?  

WITNESS N :    Oh,  yes,  pardon me for  that .   I t  reads two 

d i f ferent  headings.   The other  on 115 reads the heading of :  

 “Corrupt ion a l legat ions prompt 

Par l iamentary enqui ry focussed towards 

some IDAC of f ic ia ls . ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And the heading on page 116 reads?   10 

WITNESS N :    The heading on 116 reads:  

 “ IDAC appoints a wanted suspect . ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Can we focus on page 116,  because i t  

deals wi th the contents of  your  paragraph 31.   

WITNESS N :    Yes,  Commissioner,  I  am there.   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Are you able to  g ive the date of  that  

ar t i c le?  

WITNESS N :    The date of  the ar t i c le  i s ,  i t  s tates publ ished 

two days ago,  19 July 2025.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And the f i rs t  paragraph there star ts  20 

“ in  a star t l ing revelat ion” .  

WITNESS N :    Yes,  that  i s  cor rect .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    P lease read that .   

WITNESS N :    - :  

 “ In  a star t l ing revelat ion  the 
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Invest iga t ions Di rectorate  against  

Cor rupt ion,  which  is  IDAC,  has appointed 

Suneel  Bel lochun as a senior  

invest igat ing of f i cer  despi te  h im having a 

warrant  for  h is  a rrest  fo r  a l leged f raud.  

The second status surrounding th is  

appointment  ra ised concerns regard ing 

accountabi l i t y  and t ransparency wi th in  

the ent i ty . ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Could I  ask you to read the fo l lowing 10 

paragraph that  s tar ts  “ the case against ” .  

WITNESS N :    - :  

 “The case agains t  Bel lochun was opened 

by a former pol ice of f icer ,  James 

Ramanja lum.”  

 I  cannot  p ronounce that ,  pardon me.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    P lease cont inue.   

WITNESS N :    - :  

 “Who opened a case,  a docket  of  f raud at  

Pretor ia  West  CAS 97/5/2021.  Fol lowing 20 

the lodging of  the compla int ,  a  war rant  

for  Bel lochun 's ar rest  was issued,  yet  he  

remains at  large,  fur ther  compl icat ing the  

t rust  vested in  IDAC and the  South 

Afr ican Pol ice Serv ices. ”  
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ADV MOTLHASEDI :    We can note the contents  of  the 

paragraph immediate ly thereaf te r ,  but  could I  p lease ask 

you to read the f ina l  paragraph on page 116.  

WITNESS N :    I t  says:  

 “According to a  sworn statement  f rom 

Invest igat ing Of f i cer  David Mashaba …”  

[ in tervenes] .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Yes,  cont inue.  

WITNESS N :    - :  

 “His at tempts to  arrest  Bel lochun were 10 

thwarted by f raud and money launder ing 

charges in  2018 and lodged her  

compla int  in  2020. ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    I t  looks as i f  something is ,  i t  looks as 

i f  the page immediate ly thereaf ter  does not  fo l low the  

sequence of  th is  ar t i c le .  

WITNESS N :    I  note that ,  Commiss ioner.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ms Mot lhasedi ,  i t  looks l ike 

…[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Does i t  not?  Does i t  not?  20 

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    S tar t  a t  115 …[ indist inct ] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  am saying 117,  is  i t  not  a cont inuat ion 

f rom 116?  I t  seems to read wel l  o r  not ,  not  at  a l l .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I t  looks l i ke  we have two d i f ferent  

ar t i c les and both of  them are incomplete.   
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WITNESS N :    That  might  be the case,  Commissioner 

Khumalo,  yes.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Because 117 could belong to e i ther ,  

but  i t  does not  fo l low.   You know,  when you read 115 

separate ly,  117 looks l i ke i t  is  out  of  context ,  and i t  is  the 

same wi th 116.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Agree.   I  agree wi th that ,  

Commissioner Khumalo.   Perhaps the point  being  made,  

Wi tness N,  is  tha t  you were provided wi th an ar t i c le  by Mr  

Asi f  Muhammad.   That  is  what  you say in  paragraph 31,  10 

correct .  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And the ar t ic le  accord ing to your 

paragraph 31 makes reference to a Pretor ia  West  CAS 

97/05/21.   

WITNESS N :    Yes,  Commissioners .  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Have you had regard to that  docket?   

WITNESS N :    I  just  recent ly  had s ight  of  i t ,  Commissioners.    

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And so what  you at tach at  X9 is  what  

you were provided by Mr Muhammad,  i s  that  correct?  20 

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct .   

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Chai rperson,  we can conf i rm that  the 

docket  referred to in  paragraph 31 was obta ined by the 

Commission and i t  is  inc luded in  the exhib i t  bundle in  i ts  

to ta l i ty .   The wi tness ind icated that  she only recent ly  had 
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come to be in  possession of  i t  and i t  was secured and 

inc luded in  the exhib i t  bundle as CJ C369.1.   Wi tness N,  you 

are at  paragraph 32 of  your  statement .   

WITNESS N :    Yes,  Commissioner.   

 “Af ter  receiv ing  these statements and 

af ter  d iscussion  wi th my super iors,  I  

opened an enqui ry as per  Eastern  Cape 

PECO 04/06/2026 wherein these mat ters 

have been registered for  fur ther  

invest igat ions.   Upon opening th is  10 

enqui ry,  I  in tend to take up the fo l lowing 

steps which is  to  compi le  a sect ion 205 

appl icat ion for  the bank account  numbers 

provided to me,  request  the  h istory  of  the 

vehic le ownership regist rat ion for  the  

Nissan Capt iva  and therefore analyse a l l  

the evidence,  thereaf te r  the case 

docket . ”  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    And wi th reference to your paragraph 

33.2 when you say you are going,  you in tend to request  the 20 

h istory for  the vehic le ownership regist rat ion,  is  that  a 

reference to the  content  of  the af f idavi t  you c i te  in  your  

wi tness statement  about  the car  tha t  was sold?  

WITNESS N :    That  is  correct ,  Commissioners.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you,  Wi tness N.   Chai rperson,  
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those are our  quest ions for  Wi tness N.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you very much,  Wi tness N,  you are 

excused.  

WITNESS N :    Thank you,  Chai rperson.  

ADV MOTLHASEDI :    Thank you,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    We resume at  9:30 on Monday.  

WITNESS O :    Monday,  yes,  Chai r .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn.  

INQUIRY POSTPONED TO 13 JULY 2026  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS  10 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

 


