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PROCEEDINGS HELD ON 30 JULY 2026   

CHAIRPERSON :    Now you confuse me,  but  good morning ,  

Ms Sel lo .    

ADV SELLO SC :    Apologies .   As I  have previously 

ind icated,  Chai r,  I  am a creature o f  inst ruct ion .   So when I  

am inst ructed to move,  I  move.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay,  and good morning ,  Ms Maya.  

MS MAYA:   Good morning,  Chai r.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  and I  do not  know whether  to  

say Advocate.   You say you were appointed as an advocate 10 

upon jo in ing IDAC, I  th ink  you say in  your  statement .   But  

wi th  regard to admission,  I  saw no admission other  than 

your admission as an at torney.   So i t  may be a technica l  

issue,  but  i t  exerc ised my mind.   So I  do not  know whether  

to  refer  to  you as Advocate Ramsamy i f  you were never 

admi t ted as an advocate.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Good morning,  Chai r.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Good morning.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Chai r,  I  am an admit ted at to rney.   State  

advocate is  the t i t le  that  i s  g iven to a prosecutor  upon 20 

promot ion.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    So Ms Ramsamy or  Dru is  f ine.  

CHAIRPERSON :    And you are per fect ly  f ine wi th i t?    

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.    
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CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight .   Good morning,  Ms Ramsamy.   

Thank you very much.   Let  me just ,  before we star t ,  say 

something.   We received the statement ,  I  th ink,  in  the  

evening yesterday,  I  th ink.  

ADV SELLO SC :    Yes,  Chai r.   Perhaps before you make 

any remarks regard ing the statement ,  may I  address the 

Commissioners?   

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.    

ADV SELLO SC :    Because I  have got  a request  to  make.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.    10 

ADV SELLO SC :    As the Commiss ioners are wel l  aware,  as  

we were leading the evidence of  Advocate Johnson,  some of  

my col leagues were at tending to  other  mat ters,  inc luding 

th is  par t icu la r  wi tness.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

ADV SELLO SC :    Now,  the administ rat ion has  not  qui te  

caught  up,  I  th ink ,  wi th  us.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.    

ADV SELLO SC :    So even the w i tness does not  have a  

statement .   So we cannot  sta r t .   I  was going to ask fo r  a  20 

stand down to a l low copies to be made and at  least  avai l  to  

the wi tness to enable the proceedings to star t .    

CHAIRPERSON :    I  thought  the one we got  was the 

e lect ronic vers ion .   Are we not  able to  star t  perhaps using 

that  e lect ronic vers ion so that  we t ry  to  save t ime?   
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ADV SELLO SC :    I t  is  c lar i f ied fo r  me,  Chai r.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay.   I  am actual ly  being shown a hard  

copy in  f ront  of  me.    

ADV SELLO SC :    Yes.   Though the wi tness  may have an 

e lect ronic vers ion of  her  own statement ,  she has got  

s ign i f i cant  annexures,  and i t  is  the product ion of  those f i les  

that  seems to have been delayed.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.    

ADV SELLO SC :    Advocate Segeels -Ncube would ,  i f  she 

had her  way,  her  preference would be to star t  wi th  the 10 

annexures immediate ly avai lab le fo r  the wi tness,  but  we are  

not  cur rent ly  in  that  posi t ion.   I  am not  in  a pos i t ion to 

ind icate how long a stand down would be requi red.    

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  then we wi l l  s tand do wn,  but  

that  i s  your  preference.   Good morn ing,  Ms Segeels .   Is  that  

your  preference?   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  Cha i r,  that  i s  the preference.    

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And is  the wi tness '  p reference as 

wel l .    20 

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  a l l  r ight .   Let  me ra ise the point  

or  the issue I  wanted to ra ise.   Having gone th rough the 

e lect ronic vers ion of  the statement ,  which,  as I  say,  we 

received in  the evening yesterday,  I  not iced,  and th is  must  

be t rue of  my col leagues as wel l ,  that  th e sta tement  
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impl icates Advocate Johnson qui te  ser iously.    

 What  I  wanted to  ra ise,  I  do have thoughts of  my 

own as to why what  I  am going to ra ise d id not  happen.   My 

mind is  focussing,  for  example,  on the fact  that  what  

Advocate Johnson is  impl icated on was not  put  to  her.   I  can 

imagine why not ,  but  I  would l ike you to p lease comment  on  

that ,  Ms Segeels -Ncube,  and perhaps a lso address us on 

how,  in  p ract ica l  terms,  th is  i s  going to be addressed so as  

to t reat  Advocate Johnson fa i r l y.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r.   Chai r,  the 10 

posi t ion is  that  on the 22 n d  o f  Ju ly,  when Advocate Johnson 

gave evidence regard ing cer ta in events that  occur red in  the 

Mokwele invest igat ion,  she ment ioned the name of  Ms 

Ramsamy.   And dur ing that  ev idence,  I  received personal ly,  

because I  was assist ing Advocate Sel lo ,  I  rece ived a  

message f rom a DPCI off icer  who had ind icated to  me that  

Ms Ramsamy had made cer ta in d isc losures to h im regard ing 

these mat ters and had wanted to consul t  on the mat ters.    

 That  is  why I  excused mysel f  f rom those 

proceedings and d iscussed i t  wi th  the NPA,  and we 20 

ar ranged a consul tat ion wi th Ms Ramsamy for  the  22 n d  o f  

Ju ly whi le  Advocate Johnson was g iv ing evidence.   So we 

f i rs t  became aware of  these a l legat ions against  her  dur ing  

her  ev idence,  and the wi tness was very c lear  that  she had 

wanted to g ive ev idence in  publ ic .    
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 She was aware of  the a l legat ions that  she was 

making,  that  they were ser ious,  bu t  had not  wanted them to 

be put  to  Advocate Johnson unt i l  she had been g iven an 

opportuni ty  to  g i ve  her  fu l l  vers ion,  because her  in tent ion 

was in  any event  to  only make th is  d isc losure under 

protected d isc losure protect ion af ter  Advocate Johnson 

gave her  ev idence.    

 But  g iven that  Advocate Johnson had impl icated her  

in  these proceedings,  she thought  that  the correct  process 

to fo l low would be to come to us w i th that  ev idence.   So we 10 

d id not  have th is  in format ion pr ior  to  Advocate Johnson 

g iv ing her  ev idence.   I t  on ly became known to us dur ing her  

ev idence.   The in tent ion is  to  serve a Rule 3 not ice o n 

Advocate Johnson to address these a l legat ions,  Chai r.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  wi l l  be done dur ing the 

course of  today and tomorrow,  depending on whether  there 

are fur ther  mat ters that  emanate f rom her ev idence.   As 

Chai r  would  not ice  f rom her statement ,  she wants to  g ive  

evidence in  two par ts,  and she has only submi t ted one 20 

statement  thus fa r.   There wi l l  be another  statement  which  

fur ther  impl icates Advocate Johnson.    

 So i t  is  e i ther  tha t  we wi l l  serve the not ice today in  

respect  of  th is  f i rs t  s tatement ,  o r  we wi l l  wai t  unt i l  she 

concludes her  ev idence on both statements,  second 
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s tatement  not  yet  provided and concluded,  and then we wi l l  

furn ish a fu l l  Rule  3 not ice on Advocate Johnson.  

CHAIRPERSON :    And the f i rs t  s tatement  was f ina l i sed only 

yesterday,  which  was Advocate  Johnson 's last  day of  

test imony.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Correct ,  Chai r.   Last  n ight  is 

when the statement  was f ina l i sed,  shor t l y  af te r  s ix  and i t  

was s igned.   She s igned i t  th is  morning,  the statement .  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  d id  not  even not ice that  what  I  read was 

not  s igned.    10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  Cha i r.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  was an unsigned vers ion 

yesterday,  and she s igned th is  morning.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  thank you.   We wi l l  take the 

adjournment  then,  and we wi l l  hear  f rom you when we 

should come back.   Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r.  

ADV SELLO SC :    Thank you,  Chai r.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 20 

INQUIRY RESUMES 

CHAIRPERSON :    Ms Ramsamy,  wi l l  you be swear ing or  

aff i rming?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Swear ing.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Do you swear that  the evidence you are 
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go ing to g ive is  the t ruth,  the who le 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.    

MS RAMSAMY :    So help me God.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.    

DRUSHANTHA RAMSAMY :    (du ly sworn states)  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r.   Ms Ramsamy,  

i f  you can just  swi tch on the other  …[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    My apologies.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.    10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Can you p lease pronoun ce your 

surname?   

MS RAMSAMY :    My surname?   

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ramsamy.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Ramsamy.   Ramsamy.   Thank you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Drushantha.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Drushantha.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   I f  you can a lso jus t  ra ise 

your vo ice,  p lease,  Ms Ramsamy.    20 

MS RAMSAMY :    I  wi l l  t ry  my best .   I  am a l i t t le  b i t  nervous.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Noth ing to be  nervous 

about .   Can we s tar t  wi th  your statement?  So there  should 

be a f i le  in  f ront  of  you which says wi tness state ment ,  and 

that  is  the statement  at  page 1 to 33.   I f  you go to page 33,  
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i f  you can conf i rm that  that  i s  your  s ignature ? 

MS RAMSAMY :    Conf i rm.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And just  conf i rm that  i t  was 

s igned th is  morning,  the 30 t h ,  not  the 29 t h .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Conf i rm.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And do you conf i rm the 

correctness and t ruthfu lness of  the contents of  the 

statement?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  do.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Now,  there should be 10 

another  f i le ,  which is  Fi le  10,  Exhib i t  F i le  10.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Do you have that?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  is  CJC400,  and i t  has 

sub-exhib i t s  as wel l ,  exhib i t  numbers.   And those are  

pr imar i ly  the annexures or  the documents that  you refer  to  

in  your  statement .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    There are then other  f i les  in  f ront  20 

of  you,  but  that  re lates to the ent i re  IDAC st ream, which at  

some point  we wi l l  get  to  some of  those f i les ,  but  p r imar i l y  

we wi l l  be focussing on the documents in  Fi le  10.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   And those are the 
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documents that  you have provided to the Commission as  

par t  o f  your  wi tness statement .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Now,  Chai r,  as you 

ind icated ear l ier  about  the issue of  Ms Ramsamy being 

referred to as advocate,  and she expla ined why that  is .   For  

purposes of  ev idence,  when we do get  to  those aspects  

where emai ls  are addressed to  her  or  referred to as  

advocate,  we understand the context  wi th in which that  is .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  yes,  yes.    10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   Ms Ramsamy,  then i f  we can 

star t  wi th  your w i tness statement .   And i f  I  could ask you 

here,  p lease feel  f ree to e laborate on your statement  where  

you feel  necessary,  and we can star t  on page 1  of  the 

statement  at  the in t roduct ion.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay:  

“ I  am an adul t  female admi t ted at torney 

in  the fu l l  employee of  the Nat ional  

Prosecut ing Author i t y …” …[ intervenes] .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You 'd have to ra ise your vo ice  20 

again.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We wi l l  b r ing the mic c loser.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Can I  b r ing the mic c loser?   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    There we go.    
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MS RAMSAMY :    Can we do i t?   Is  that  bet ter :  

“ I  am an adul t  female admi t ted at torney 

in  the fu l l - t ime employee of  the  Nat ional  

Prosecut ing Author i ty,  a t tached to the 

Invest igat ing Di rectorate Against  

Cor rupt ion,  commonly known as IDAC, 

which is  establ ished in  te rms of  sect ion  

7(1) (A)  of  the  Nat ional  Prosecut ing 

Author i t y  Act  1998,  Act  number  32 of  

1998.   I  jo ined the IDAC as a state 10 

advocate on the  1 s t  o f  March 2023.   I  

ho ld an LLB degree obta ined f rom the 

Univers i t y  of  KwaZulu -Nata l ,  and I  was 

admi t ted  as an at torney of  the High Court  

o f  South Af r ica on the 7 t h  o f  June 2013.   I  

was appointed as  an aspi rant  p rosecutor  

in  P ietermar i tzburg -KwaZulu -Nata l  on the  

1 s t  o f  February  2015.   I  wanted to 

cont inue wi th the just ice…”  

Oops,  rather,  sorry:  20 

“ I  wanted to cont r ibute to  the just ice 

system af ter  a personal  t ragedy.   What  

star ted off  as a two-year commitment  as 

a prosecutor  has turned out  to  be an 11 -

year journey.   I  was based wi th in the 
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P inetown c luster,  KwaZulu -Nata l ,  f rom 

the per iod of  2016 to 2020.   Dur ing th is  

per iod,  I  have deal t  wi th  drug - re lated 

prosecut ion and worked c losely wi th 

SAPS members,  such as Kar l  Saunder,  

who has g iven evidence before th is 

Commission.   Thereaf te r,  I  was a 

Regional  Court  prosecutor  in  Pretor ia  

Court ,  CBD,  and I  was then appoin ted as 

a state  advocate on the  1 s t  o f  March 2023 10 

in  the Invest igat ing Di rectorate,  IDAC,  or  

which la ter  became IDAC.   

Given the extens ive nature o f  my 

evidence,  I  wi l l  submi t  two statements.   

The f i rs t  s tatement  being the statement  

which deals wi th the genesis of  the Cr ime 

Inte l l igence  invest igat ions unt i l  my 

consul tat ion wi th  the compla inant ,  Mr 

Fadie l  Adams,  on the 6 t h  o f  January  

2025.   In  the second statement ,  I  wi l l  20 

deal  wi th  the events that  t ranspi red af ter  

January 6,  2025,  regard ing  my 

involvement  in  the Cr ime Inte l l igence  

invest igat ions and the Medicare24 

invest igat ion. ”  
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I f  I  may c la r i fy  wi th  regards to the Medicare24 invest igat ion ,  

the Commission wi l l  see emai ls  and cor respondence that  

re late to  Tembisa .   However,  the Commission wi l l  a lso see 

that  the documents that  I  have provided does not  re late to  

Tembisa.   I t  was just  t i t led that ,  and my opin ion is  that  i t  

was a guise.   I t  is ,  in  fact ,  the Medicare24 cont ract .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can I  just  c lar i f y  on that?  So,  

la ter  on,  we wi l l  see handwr i t ten notes f rom you of  

consul ta t ions tha t  were held and meet ings that  were held 

where reference is  made to SAPS cont ract ,  Tembisa  10 

Hospi ta l .   You say that  that  is ,  in  fact ,  the Medicare24 

invest igat ion or  Medicare24 mat ter.   That  i s  what  the off ice 

referred to i t  as a t  the t ime.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

CHAIRPERSON :    So,  the reference to Tembisa in  emai ls  is  

in  the subject  l ine?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

CHAIRPERSON :    And who in i t ia ted the emai ls  referr ing to 

Tembisa?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Advocate Johnson.  20 

CHAIRPERSON :    You then communicated in  la te r  emai ls  

s t i l l  us ing that  same subject  l ine?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   I t  la ter  then,  Advocate Joh nson 

would t i t le  pro jects,  l i ke the Cr ime Inte l l igence became 

known as Pro ject  Divers ion,  which I  expla in in  my aff idavi t .    
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CHAIRPERSON :    You do expla in in  that  s tatement .  

MS RAMSAMY :    In  my second statement ,  you would see 

that  what  was in i t ia l ly  t i t led as Tembisa,  which was actual ly  

the Medicare24,  becomes Pro ject  Wel lness.    

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight .    

MS RAMSAMY :    So,  i t  progresses in  terms of  names and 

d isguis ing.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  thank you.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Is  an explanat ion g iven why i t  is  ca l led 

Tembisa,  why you are using that  t i t le?   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    L ike I  sa id,  my understanding is  that  i t  

was in i t ia l l y  to  guise and d isguise  what  was actual ly  being 

invest igated,  because I  mysel f  was confused.   And through 

the WhatsApps that  the Commiss ion wi l l  see,  there are 

ar t i c les that  I  sent  based on the Tembisa to Advocate  

Johnson.   I t  is  on ly la te r  towards me that  Advocate Johnson 

openly  stated tha t  i t  was the Medicare ,  but  in  meet ings wi th 

the team, we were aware that  i t  was a R360 000 000 

cont ract .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Which  is  the Medicare24  20 

cont ract?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Thank you.   Then the next  

top ic is  the personal  impact  of  the Commission.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you:  
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“Before I  test i fy  regard ing  my 

involvement  in  the mat ter  re lat ing to 

IDAC that  I  have been asked to  test i f y  

about ,  I  have to set  the record st ra ight  at  

the onset  regard ing Advocate  Andrea 

Johnson 's test imony before  the 

Commission.   Advocate Johnson to ld 

many unt ruths  about  me and my 

involvement  in  what  is  now known as the 

Mokwele case.   She d id not  d isc lose that  10 

I  ra ised concerns f rom the onset  and 

repeatedly thereaf te r,  which concerns I  

deal  wi th  in  deta i l .   These concerns are  

not  l imi ted to the  Mokwele mat ter.   I  had 

concerns about  the Cr ime Inte l l igence -

re lated cases and mat ters re lat ing  to the 

Nat ional  Commissioner,  General  Fan nie 

Masemola .   Advocate Johnson decided 

short ly  af ter  the sect ion  28(13)  

author isat ion of  the Cr ime Inte l l igence  20 

mat ters,  that  a l l  o ther  Cr ime Inte l l igence  

mat ters would be r ing- fenced in to a 

pro ject  which  she named Project  

Divers ion.   I  do not  know why she chose 

th is  name other  than that  what  i s  s tated 
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in  the WhatsApps that  I  have provided. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Which  we wi l l  get  to  in  the 

chronology of  events.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   The next  page,  paragraph 

5.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you:  

“ I  am profound ly d is tu rbed but  not  

surpr ised by  Advocate Johnson 's 

test imony.   She sought  to  b lame me for  10 

so-cal led i r regular  o r  p roblemat ic  

processes.   Let  me  make i t  c lear  that  

Advocate Johnson was in  charge of  

Pro ject  Divers ion ,  and in  par t i cu la r,  the 

Mokwele mat ter  f rom the onset .   I  deal  

la ter  wi th  the makeup of  the team ,  which  

was d i f ferent  to  how a pro ject  o r  

invest igat ion team is usual ly  const i tu ted.   

I t  is  my bel ie f  that  Advocate Johnson 

hand-picked me to be par t  o f  th is  pro ject  20 

because I  had successfu l l y,  or  rather  we 

had successfu l ly,  invest igated another  

sect ion 27 refer ra l  mat ter  involv ing a  

h igh-prof i le  ind iv idual .   I  a lso bel ieve that  

Advocate Johnson p icked me because 
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she thought  that  I  would not  quest ion or  

ask quest ions because I  am a  state  

advocate.   Not  a  senior  s tate advocate.   

Not  a Deputy  Di rector  of  publ ic  

prosecut ions.   What  she d id not  

ant ic ipate  was that  Mr Raphesu,  Mansha 

Raphesu,  the leading invest igator,  and I  

would quest ion Pro ject  Divers ion f rom 

the star t . ”  

May I  proceed?   10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Cont inue.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you:  

“ I  conf i rmed that  I  prepared documents  

on Advocate Johnson 's inst ruct ions that  

I ,  one…”  

Sor ry:  

“…inst ruct ions that  were:  

1.  not  in  accordance wi th IDAC standard  

operat ing procedures ,  which Advocate 

Johnson ind icated to th is  Commiss ion d id  20 

not  ex ist .    

2 .  the process fo l lowed in  Ju ly  2023 

referra l ,  and  

3 .  that  went  aga inst  my concerns when 

assessing the mer i ts  of  the compla ints by  
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Mr Adams.  

I  re fer  in  par t icu lar  to  the appl icat ion fo r  

author isat ion of  sect ion 28(13)  

invest igat ion that  I  prepared on the 5 t h  o f  

December 2024…” …[ intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sor ry,  can we just  in ter jec t?  Can 

I  just  in te r ject  there to deal  wi th  the issue of  the s tandard  

operat ing procedure which you deal  wi th  in  that  paragraph 

which you say Advocate Johnson said does not  ex ist ?  I f  we 

could ask the Commissioners to  go to Fi le  10 and page 9,  10 

which is ,  i f  you can ident i fy  that  document  for  us,  and the 

s ignature on page 10? 

MS RAMSAMY :    Page 9 is  the Invest igat ing Di rectorate  

Against  Corrupt ion Operat ions Manual .   This  is  

d isseminated v ia emai l  to  every person that  works a t  IDAC.   

I t  is  a lso re -d isseminated to every  staff  member upon the  

ar r iva l  o f  a  new staff  member.   So i t  cannot  be said that  

there are no operat ing procedures or  SOPs wi th in IDAC  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then …[ intervenes] .  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    The s ignature .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Page 10,  yes.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Page 10?   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Page 10,  i t  should be page 10.   

You were on 9,  which was the f i rs t  page of  the –  and then 
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page 10.    

MS RAMSAMY :    The last  paragraph or  por t ion of  that  page 

10 is  the s ignature of  Mr Mat thew Sesoko.   He i s  the Head 

of  Invest igat ions and Operat ions,  a lso known as the second 

in  charge of  our  o ff ice.   And then thereaf ter  is  the s ignature 

of  Advocate A Johnson,  Invest igat ing Di rector ate ,  Di rector  

IDAC.   P lease note that  the dates  a lso ind icate  16 October 

2024.   This is  vers ion 2.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  we can see there that  

vers ion 1 is  18 December 2023,  and then vers ion  2,  16  10 

October 2024.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can you just  br ie f ly  te l l  us what  

the operat ions manual  deals wi th?  We  are going to deal  

wi th  i t  in  deta i l  la ter  when we engage you on the processes,  

but  i f  you could just  g ive us a h igh - level  summary of  the  

document  for  now?  

MS RAMSAMY :    The operat ional  manual  …[intervenes] .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sor ry,  Ms Ramasamy 

…[intervenes] .  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Am I  speaking too  sof t ly?   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  apologise.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Closer,  yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    The operat ional  manual  is  supposed to,  
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and I  use the word very,  supposed to,  create st ruc tures in  

which the IDAC works.   These st ructures are based in  terms 

of  sect ions 7 and 27,  28,  and 29 of  the NPA Act .   I t  sets out  

procedures wi th  regards to invest igat ions,  referra ls ,  

re ferra ls  f rom the NDPP, team const i tu t ions,  report ing l ines,  

presentat ions,  inst ruct ions on how presentat ions are  

supposed to be  done,  on br ie f ings as to  as and when 

invest igat ions are  in  progress.  

 Basica l ly,  i t  is  the B ib le of  how a  st ructure of  our  

nature,  of  IDAC's  nature,  i s  supposed to work.   And when I  10 

use the word supposedly,  i f  I  may,  Advocate Segeels ,  

cont inue?  Advocate  Johnson would deviate constant ly.   I t  

was a s i tuat ion where  we had th is ,  but  she would a lso  have 

her  own way of  doing th ings wi th d i f ferent  groups,  d i f ferent  

invest igat ions,  d i f ferent  s t ructures.    

 So there was a constant  deviat ion f rom what  was in  

b lack and whi te  and i t  was a lways f rom her off i ce  that  the 

deviat ion was done.   And when the deviat ion  was done,  i t  

a lways came wi th  in t imidat ion.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Can you expla in in t imidat ion in  th is  20 

context?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Am I  a l lowed to say i t  as we say i t  in  the 

off ice?   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  p lease.    

MS RAMSAMY :    The n ickname for  Advocate Johnson in  the  
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o ff ice is  Fl ip  Flop  Knee Jerk.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  jus t  expla in that .    

MS RAMSAMY :    You would  get  ins t ruct ions in  the morning.   

Can I  speak f rom my personal  exper ience now?   

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  p lease.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.   You would  get  inst ruct ions,  or  you 

would have a conversat ion wi th Advocate Johnson in  the  

morning,  o r  te lephonical l y,  or  v ia  WhatsApp.   And i t  would 

be just  the two of  you,  or  maybe another  prosecutor  and 

you.   And you would f ind commonal i ty,  or  you would expla in  10 

the legal i t ies,  the  processes.  

 I  mean,  the e lements of  an offence changes,  but  

the pr inc ip les of  law does not  change.   I f  you have a  

document  in  a murder mat ter,  i t  does not  change when you 

are t ry ing to prove i t  in  a corrupt ion mat ter.   So,  you would 

have those engagements wi th her.  

 And then,  dur ing  the course of  the day,  there would  

be a conversat ion  that  would  ta ke p lace between Mr  

Perumal  and Dylan Perumal  and Advocate Johnson  and the  

f l ip - f lop would happen.   So,  no mat ter  how you expla ined i t  20 

to her,  or  how the decis ion was made in  a rat ional  manner,  

i t  would then change accord ing to what  Mr Perumal  wanted ,  

and my evidence wi l l  show how that  affected the 

invest igat ions.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And when you were engaging 
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Advocate Johnson wi thout  Mr Perumal ,  d id you f ind that  you 

were then speaking to somebody that  was a legal ly  t ra ined ,  

a prosecutor?  Was there tha t  leve l  o f  engagement?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.   When Mr Perumal  was not  p resent ,  

or  was not  invo lved in  the communicat ion,  o r  was not  

in f luencing the decis ions,  Advocate Johnson was a very 

act ive legal  mind.   You would be able to  engage,  and she 

would speak about  d i f fe rent  th ings that  she had done,  and 

how we can incorporate i t  in  sect ions of  Acts.   But  then,  

come Mr Perumal ,  a l l  o f  that  is  thrown out  the door  and we 10 

are now doing th ings that  we are not  even supposed to be 

doing,  and i t  is  becoming an inst ruc t ion.    

 Chai r,  f rom 2023,  le t  me speak for  me rather.   No,  I  

am going to speak col lect ive ly as the prosecutors o f  IDAC 

because the major i ty  of  us are rocking in  th is  boat .   I f  you 

defy an inst ruct ion of  Advocate Johnson,  or  you cont radict  

her,  the regime or  the wrath,  i f  you have to –  may I  speak 

about  –  i f  you have to go and check the records at  the 

wel lness programme that  NPA provides fo r  i ts  employees 

wi th regards to just  work st ress,  home st ress,  you know,  20 

counsel l ing,  you wi l l  be shocked at  the amount  of  

prosecutors and employees,  admin staff  f rom IDAC that  are  

receiv ing counsel l ing.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Is  that  not  because of  the nature of  the  

work you do?  Just  expla in.    
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MS RAMSAMY :    No,  Commissioner.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ja,  p lease expla in.    

MS RAMSAMY :    May I  deviate?  Am I  a l lowed to deviate?   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    S l ight ly,  yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    S l ight ly.   I f  you do not  fo l low the  

inst ruct ions,  you receive emai ls  of  a  nature that  –  when I  

was consul t ing w i th the DPCI off i cer,  when I  in tended on 

making p rotected d isc losure in  June last  year,  I  l ikened i t  to  

being t reated worse than a scul lery  maid.    

 You would be in ternal ly  invest igated,  unlawfu l l y  so.   10 

You would be made –  I  was made redundant  for  an ent i re  

per iod in  2023 because I  ob jec ted to Mr Perumal  and 

Advocate Johnson.   And i t  happened again th is  year  

because I  ob jected.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And when you say in ternal  

invest igat ions,  what  mechanisms would she adopt?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay,  now I  am jumping ahead of  my 

evidence.   I  apo logise.   Sect ion  28 does not  have any 

checks and balances  and i t  can be l ikened to a sect ion 205 

of  the Cr iminal  Procedure Act .   I t  is  invasive .   I t  is  20 

except ional ly  invasive ,  but  sect ion 205 of  the Cr iminal  

Procedure Act  a l lows for  a person to make submissions to a 

Magist rate or  a Judge to expla in why we are now invading 

th is  person 's pr ivacy,  or  we need th is  in format ion.   Sect ion 

28 a l lows unl imi ted cont ro l  by one person wi thout  any 
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checks or  balances ,  and that  is  how we were invest igated,  

through that .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Except ,  o f  course,  that  even i f  in  sect ion 

28 i tse l f  there  may be no speci f ic  p rovis ions,  the 

Const i tu t ion is  an overarching document .   So sect ion 28 

would st i l l  have to be appl ied wi th  the Const i tu t ion  or  the  

pr ivacy r ight  in  mind,  i f  you see what  I  mean.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    And my evidence,  not  very fa r  down the 10 

pages,  does deal  wi th  how th is  is  so severe ly abused and 

how i t  cont inued s ince my star t  a t  the ID to be . . . [ ind ist inct ] .   

Sor ry,  Advocate Sel lo .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  is  f ine.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    S t i l l  on th is ,  on  the operat ions manual ,  

the impression,  I  do not  know i f  i t  is  just  me,  but  the  

impression that  I  ga ined f rom Advocate Johnson 's evidence 

about  the  existence and appl icat ion of  an  operat ions manual  

was that ,  yes,  there is  such a document ,  but  we do not  

operate accord ing  to i t .  20 

 So the impression I  had was,  you know,  i t  is  s i t t ing  

somewhere in  your  computer  or  on your mainf rame,  but  in  

fact  i t  is  more,  you just  go about  doing your th ings and 

people exerc ise  thei r  d iscret ion at  any one t ime,  in  

meet ings,  wi thout  th is  ever  being appl ied.   Is  that  correct?  
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Because you speak of  i t  as a deviat ion.   In  your  test imony 

you say she deviated f rom what  is  p rescr ibed.   Is  that  

deviat ion as a mat ter  of  course,  that  is  what  happened,  and 

therefore th is  was just  good on paper fo r  a l l  in ten ts and 

purposes?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  appl ied as and when Advocate  

Johnson wanted to use i t .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    A l l  r ight .   I  am answered ,  thank you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   We can go back to your  

statement ,  paragraph 6,  the s ix th  l ine,  the sentence that  10 

star ts ,  I  wi l l  expla in.   I  wi l l  expla in why th is  d id no t  s i t  wel l  

wi th  me.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Page 3?   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  page 3,  paragraph 6 .   You 

wi l l  see af ter  you deal  wi th  the th ree points,  you then say,  I  

re fer  in  par t icu la r  to  the appl icat ion fo r  author isat ion.   Do 

you have that?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You can read f rom there.    

MS RAMSAMY :     20 

“ I  re fer  in  par t icu lar  to  the appl icat ion for  

author isa t ion of  a  sect ion 28(13)  

invest igat ion that  I  prepared on the 5 t h  o f  

December 2024.   I  wi l l  expla in why th is 

d id not  s i t  wel l  wi th  me.   However,  the 
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Commissioners must  bear in  mind that  at  

th is  point ,  Advocate Johnson had stated 

they had made a  decis ion that  the mat ter  

was to proceed in  terms of  sect ion 28(13)  

and that  I  was to  draf t  the author isat ion  

and emai l  i t  to  her  on the same day that  

the refer ra l  was handed to  me because 

she wanted to approve i t  by Fr iday,  the  

6 t h  o f  December 2024.   I  deal  wi th  th is  

fu l ly  la ter  in  the s tatement . ”  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Cont inue.  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“On or  about  the 30 t h  o f  June 2025,  af ter  

the Mokwele  ar rest  and the  f i rs t  

appearance,  I  contacted a DPCI off icer. . . ”  

I  must  s tate  I  t rust  th is  DPCI off icer,  which is  why I  

contacted h im:  

“…to in form him that  there is  a problem 

at  IDAC and that  I  need to see h im and 

expla in and show him the documentat ion  20 

that  I  had in  my possession,  I  asked i f  I  

could do protected d isc losure.   We 

agreed to meet  on the 2nd of  Ju ly  2025,  

where I  showed h im a prosecutor ia l  

memo prepared by me and another  
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prosecutor  regard ing the mat ter  of  

General  Masemola  and L ieutenant  

General  Khumalo ,  which I  deal  wi th  la ter.   

He said that  he would speak to a Colonel  

at  the DPCI and get  back to me as to how 

we were to proceed.    

The reason that  I  contacted DPCI is  

because I  had previously,  in  la te  Apr i l  

2025,  in fo rmed Advocate Sant hos 

Mani la l l ,  the DDPP that  I  report  to ,  o f  the  10 

d iscord amongst  the team, the  team 

being that  of  the Cr ime Inte l l igence 

Invest igat ion,  and  that  the invest igat ion 

procedures were  being f louted and that  

the invest igat ion was s loppy.   He repl ied  

that  he had h is own problems.   

In  August  2025,  I  s ta r ted col la t ing  

documents regard ing what  I  considered 

to be unlawfu l  ins t ruct ions f rom Advocate  

Johnson and Mr Perumal  regard ing 20 

Pro ject  Divers ion. ”  

May I  proceed?   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ms Ramsy,  Ramsamy,  I  am sorry.   When 

Advocate Mani la l l  says he has h is own problems,  was i t  

about  the same issue,  the Cr ime Inte l l igence Invest igat ion ,  



    30 JULY 2026 – DAY 151 
 

Page 27  o f  217  

 

 

or?   

MS RAMSAMY :    He had not ,  a l though he was on paper  as  

the Deputy Di rector,  he had not  been br ie fed on the  mat ter,  

which I  do d iscuss la ter  on in  the s tatement .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    The quest ion I  am asking is ,  when he 

said he has h is own problems,  d id you understand h im to 

mean about  the same subject ,  the same invest igat ion,  or  he  

had h is own problems wi th in IDAC?  I  am just  t ry ing to  

understand what  i t  is  he was  …[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  understood i t  to  mean that  he was not  10 

in terested in  my problems and th is  pro ject .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  see.   Yes,  thank you.   That  answers  

me.   Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  cont inue.    

MS RAMSAMY :     

“On the 8 t h  o f  August  2025,  Advocate 

Peter  Serunye,  a Deputy Di rector  of  

Publ ic  Prosecut ion,  came on board the 

Mokwele and Lushaba cases.   He star ted 

sending emai ls  and memoranda that  20 

accorded wi th my concerns on how the 

Mokwele mat ter  was being conducted.   

Advocate Joyce Hlatshwayo and I  a lso  

approached Advocate Serunye wi th our  

concerns.   He can conf i rm th is  to  the  
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Commission.    

When Advocate Serunye requested to be 

removed f rom the Mokwele and Lushaba 

cases,  I  was removed f rom the Mokwele 

case,  and a l though I  was apparent ly  kept  

on the  Lushaba case,  I  was excluded 

f rom the case f rom September 2025.  

I  a lso approached another  Deputy  

Di rector  and showed h im a l l  the 

documentat ion that  were concern ing.   He 10 

stated these th ings wi l l  never  come to 

l ight .    

In  November 2025,  af te r  Advocate  Johnson test i f ied at  the  

Ad Hoc Commit tee,  I  contacted the same off icer  at  the 

DPCI.   I  in formed h im that  Advocate Johnson had l ied to the 

Ad Hoc Commit tee and that  I  had proof  of  th is .   Once the 

new NDPP, Advocate Moth ib i ,  was appointed,  I  met  wi th the  

DPCI off i cer.   This would have been around March 2026.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can I  jus t  in ter ject  to  ask you why 

i t  is  s ign i f icant  that  you ment ion once the new NDPP was 20 

appointed that  you meet  wi th the DPCI off i cer?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Because I  knew that  i f  I  had reported or  

we had taken these concerns to  the then -s i t t ing  NDPP,  

noth ing would have been done.   A dvocate Johnson,  there  

would be no repercussions,  there  would be no correct ive 
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measures.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    By tha t  you mean Advocate 

Shami la Batohi?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Why wou ld you form that  opin ion?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  was aware  o f  the mat ter  that  was 

d iscussed wi th the Commission  about  the shar ing of  

documents,  but  that  was cor r idor  ta lk ,  so I  was not  

conf i rmed.   But  i f  I  may put  i t  f rankly f rom a prosecutor 's  

point  o f  v iew that  is  in  the off i ce every day,  Advocate 10 

Johnson was the  b lue-eyed g i r l  o f  Advocate Batoh i .   She 

could do no wrong.  

 I f  needs be,  o r  i f  the Commission so see f i ts ,  i f  you 

look at  any gr ievance that  was sent  about  IDAC f rom the 

staff  members,  i t  was squashed to an extent  where people  

star ted just  res igning.   People were apply ing for  posts.   I  

am an SA.   I  have been apply ing fo r  SA posts  just  to  get  out  

of  that  uni t .    

CHAIRPERSON :    And you refer  to  the shar ing of  

documents.   Are  you ta lk ing about  what  Mr Roelofse,  Mr  20 

McClean and Witness O said about  the sh ar ing of  a  docket  

by Advocate Johnson wi th General  Khan?  Is  that  what  you 

are refer r ing to?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Correct ,  but  at  that  t ime,  before the 

test imony,  i t  was just  corr idor  gossip.  



    30 JULY 2026 – DAY 151 
 

Page 30  o f  217  

 

 

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  thank you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you …[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Before you move on to the  next  

paragraph,  at  the end of  that  paragraph 9,  th is  is  the  

prosecutor 's ,  a f te r  you show him documents,  the DDPP, and 

he said these th ings wi l l  never  see the l ight  of  day.   What  

d id you understand by that?   That  they wi l l  be dest royed,  

they wi l l  be suppressed?  What  exact ly  d id you understand?   

MS RAMSAMY :    That  no one wi l l  ever  know that  these 

th ings were done by Advocate Johnson or  at  IDAC.    10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    So i t  would be suppressed ?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  paragraph 11 on page 5.    

MS RAMSAMY :     

“ I  ment ion th is  because I  do not  want  the 

narrat ive to  be  that  I  am reta l ia t ing  

against  Advocate  Johnson fo r  mak ing me 

the scapegoat  or  that  I  am comi ng 

forward wi th th is  in format ion now that  my 20 

name has been dragged through the 

mud. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Then the  mandate of  IDAC?   

MS RAMSAMY :     

“ IDAC's mandate,  as I  understand i t ,  is  to  
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invest igate and where suff ic ient  ev idence 

of  cr iminal i ty  i s  establ ished to prosecute  

mat ters of  ser ious,  h igh -prof i le ,  or  

complex cor rupt ion and re lated  

commercia l  or  f inancia l  cr ime.   As set  out  

in  sect ion 7 of  the NPA Act ,  the mandate 

extends to re lated common law offences,  

inc luding f raud,  forgery,  u t te r ing,  thef t ,  

and any offence involv ing d ishonesty and 

re lated to  offences inc luding 10 

cont ravent ion of  PREC CA, POCA, PFMA, 

and the Local  Government  Munic ipal  

Financia l  Management  Act ,  the Financia l  

In te l l igence Centre Act . ”  

May I  proceed:  

“Where appropr ia te,  IDAC also ins t i tu tes  

the resul t ing cr iminal  p roceedings.   I  

have had the benef i t  o f  l is tening  to the 

Commission 's engagement  wi th Advocate  

Johnson regard ing the word ‘or ’ in  20 

sect ion 7(1) (A)  of  the NPA Act .   My 

understanding is  that  IDAC interpre ts th is  

sect ion to mean  that  IDAC's mandate,  

insofar  as sect ion  7(1)(A)  is  concerned is  

to  invest igate ser ious corrupt ion or  
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ser ious commerc ia l  o r  ser ious f inancia l  

cr iminal  cases,  h igh -prof i le  cor rupt ion or  

ser ious commerc ia l  o r  ser ious f inancia l  

cr iminal  cases,  complex cor rupt ion or 

ser ious commerc ia l  o r  ser ious f inancia l  

cr iminal  cases.    

In  other  words,  the case may be ser ious 

or  h igh-prof i le  or  complex.   This may be 

an incor rect  understanding,  g iven the 

debate at  the Commission,  but  th is  i s  10 

how I  was made to understand IDAC' s 

mandate in  terms of  sect ion 7.    

This may be one of  those mat ters  where 

the Commission 's  recommendat ions may 

assist  our  off ice.   I  wi l l  not  deal  wi th  the  

st ructure or  the process of  how a referra l  

to  IDAC is supposed to be handled.   Mr 

Sesoko,  the Head of  Invest igat ions and 

Operat ions,  is  best  p laced to do th is .   I  

wi l l  deal  wi th  the sect ion 27 refer ra ls  20 

based on my personal  exper ience and 

understanding of  the SOP,  case 

select ion,  cr i te r ia  d i rect ive issued and 

s igned by Advocate Johnosn and Mr 

Sesoko in  October 2024 and in  August  



    30 JULY 2026 – DAY 151 
 

Page 33  o f  217  

 

 

2022 respect ive ly. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  the next  top ic is  a referra l  

to  IDAC.  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“ In  expla in ing the sect ion 27 referra l  

process,  I  must  set  out  the fo l lowing.   At  

the t ime of  the Adams referra l ,  the bulk 

of  IDAC's cases were e i ther  ex ist ing 

cases f rom other  uni ts ,  such as the  

Specia l i sed Commercia l  Cr ime Uni t ,  or  10 

cases emanat ing  f rom the reports of  

Commissions of  Inqui ry,  such as the  

State Capture Commission or  the Nugent 

Commission.   I  am only aware of  one 

other  27 referra ls  s ince I  jo ined IDAC in  

March 2023.    

This re lated to a mat ter  involv ing a h igh -

prof i le  ind iv idual .   I  have provided some 

documents re lat ing to th is  mat ter  in  the 

Commission  to  demonst rate  the  20 

d i f ference between how th is  sect ion 27 

referra l  was deal t  wi th  and how the  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence sect ion 27 referra l  was deal t  

wi th .   This was,  and st i l l  is ,  a  standard 

operat ing procedure refer red to as the 
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IDAC Operat ion  Manual  issued and 

s igned by Advocate Johnson and Mr 

Mat thew Sesoko,  the Head of  

Invest igat ion,  on 16 October 2024,  which 

I  have a lso provided. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You must  just  ra ise your vo ice 

again ,  ma 'am.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry.   I f  I  may just  have . . . [ ind ist inct ] :  

“Theres was,  and st i l l  is ,  a  standard 

operat ing procedure refer red to as the 10 

IDAC Operat ion  Manual  issued and 

s igned by Advocate Johnson and Mr 

Mat thew Sesoko,  the Head of  

Invest igat ion,  on 16 October 2024,  which 

I  have a lso provided to the Commission.   

In  addi t ion to  the SOPs,  Advocate 

Johnson would,  f rom t ime to t ime,  issue 

addi t ional  d i rect ives.    

Pr io r  to  the issuing of  the  SOPs,  

Advocate Johnson and Mr Sesoko a lso  20 

issued a Case Select ion Cr i ter ia  Manual  

of  sor ts ,  which  set  out  in  deta i l  the 

process to be fo l lowed in  se lect ing  cases 

to be invest igated by IDAC.   I  have a lso 

provided th is  document .    
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IDAC operates  on the pr inc ip le of  

prosecut ion- led  invest igat ions,  which  

means that  every mat ter  i s  led  by a  

senior  prosecutor  at  the level  o f  Deputy 

Di rector  of  Publ ic  Prosecut ion,  a  DDPP,  

work ing wi th in a mul t id isc ip l inary team of  

prosecutors,  c r iminal  invest igators,  

f inancia l  invest igators,  and data  

analysts. ”  

May I  just ,  on a s ide note,  p rosecut ion - led invest igat ions,  i f  10 

correct ly  done,  is  a br i l l iant  method.   But  as i t  s tands,  i t  is  

le f t  open to manipulat ion of  ta rgets.   I t  is  so easy at  th is  

point  o f  where  we are as IDAC to manipu late the 

statements,  who the suspects are,  how the invest igat ion is  

to  proceed,  who wi tnesses wi l l  be,  what  these wi tnesses wi l l  

say,  how they wi l l  say  i t ,  what  ev idence is  inc luded,  what  

ev idence is  not  inc luded.   And i t  has,  as I  wi l l  la ter  show,  

been manipulated by and used by Advocate Johnson and Mr  

Perumal .  

CHAIRPERSON :    When you say at  th is  stage i t  is  very easy 20 

for  th is  to  happen,  must  we unders tand that  to  mean th is  i s  

not  necessar i l y  about  the s t ructure,  i t  is  about  

personal i t ies,  or  what  makes i t  easy for  th is  to  happen?   

MS RAMSAMY :    There is  no checks and balances.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You need to ra ise your vo ice .  
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MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry.   There is  no checks and balances.   

Prosecut ion led wi t h proper checks and balances for  the  

purpose for  which IDAC was establ ished,  would excel  in  

recover ing money fo r  CARA, successfu l  p rosecut ions for  

corrupt ion.   As i t  s tands,  and I  am not  saying a l l  the  cases,  

I  mean we have got  some very good prosecutors,  and we 

have got  some very good,  honest  work ing people in  IDAC.    

 My reason fo r  b r ing ing th is  is  because there is  no  

checks and balances,  we are where we are today.   I  am 

giv ing evidence today because of  the manipulat ion of  10 

sect ion 20 and the prosecut ion l ed.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Do you,  but  only  i f  you have appl ied your 

mind to  i t  and are able to  answer,  do you have in  mind the 

sor t  o f  checks and balances that  would address the 

shortcomings?   

MS RAMSAMY :    The SOPs speak to a panel ,  a  panel  that  

inc ludes invest igat ion,  p rosecut ion,  and other  

mul t id isc ip l inary that  are housed wi th in IDAC.   And that  

panel  was supposed to make dec is ions col lect ive ly us ing  

d i f ferent  knowledge,  sk i l l  sets.   I t  is  not  appl ied .   The 20 

checks and balances are,  who checks the  –  where is  the  

author i ty  that  checks that  we are comply ing?   

CHAIRPERSON :    There is  that  o ld Lat in  saying,  I  wi l l  not  

say i t  in  Lat in ,  who wi l l  guard the guards?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  
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CHAIRPERSON :    I t  sounds l i ke that  is  basica l l y  what  you 

are saying.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  that  i s  what  I  am saying,  because i f  

you look at  the st ructure of  a  genera l  p rosecut ion ,  OCC,  

OCC is prosecut ion  guided.   There  are so many checks and 

balances in  p lace to prevent  th is  very th ing that  we are  

ta lk ing about  today.   Am I  too sof t?  So rry.   This very th ing 

that  we are ta lk ing about  today is  p revented in  that  uni t  

because there is  checks and balances.  

CHAIRPERSON :    And I ,  just  to  be  sure that  I  understand,  10 

are you saying in ,  le t  me loosely ca l l  i t  the broader  NPA,  the 

NPA outs ide of  IDAC,  are you saying these checks and 

balances do exist  there?  Is  that  what  you are saying?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  a l l  r ight .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can I  just  ask  a s l ight ly  d i f fe rent  the 

same quest ion?  Are you saying there are no checks and 

balances because people do not  adhere to the operat ions 

manual  which prescr ibes or  which sets out  that  there wi l l  be 20 

a team which is  const i tu ted in  the way that  you have 

descr ibed?   

 Is  that  where the  comment  comes f rom?  There  is  

no adherence to that ,  and i f  the answer is  yes,  i t  seems to  

me then you are saying i f  we adhere,  we do have something 
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that  is  supposed to guide us,  we just  do not  comply  wi th i t .   

And i f  we compl ied wi th i t  and adhered to i t ,  then what  is  

happening now would not  happen because we do have 

wr i t ten down checks and balances.   I  am just  t ry ing to 

understand whether  i t  is ,  there is  no provis ion,  adequate 

provis ion,  or  there is  provis ion,  i t  is  just  not  compl ied wi th.    

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  may just?  I f  I  am a pract ica l  s i tuat ion 

wi th in the off i ce,  so when you do the invest igat ion p lan and 

the taskings and the Deputy Di rector  is  in  charge of ,  the 

former  head of  IDAC would –  so  i f  I  had a problem wi th 10 

Advocate Ncube,  I  could go and gossip.   I  could real l y  just ,  

our  off i ce was run on gossip,  you would be cal led in to the 

off ice on gossip.  

 But  I  could go and gossip about  Advocate Ncube 

and say Advocate  Ncube does not  know what  she is  doing,  

she is  confusing the processes,  she is ,  and then the next  

meet ing Advocate Johnson is  at  the meet ing,  and what  I  

sa id is  golden,  but  the  correct  way that  Advocate Ncube is  

asking for  is  out  the door.   So in  as much as we have got  a 

st ructura l  basis,  the Head constant ly  would in ter fere and 20 

deviate f rom that .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    I t  is  not  a quest ion,  i t  sounds f rom what  

you are saying,  and p lease just  c la r i fy  for  me,  i t  sounds l ike 

i t  is  not  a quest ion of  something must  st i l l  be invented that  

wi l l  p rovide the checks and balances,  that  would  obviate  
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what  you are descr ib ing now,  but  rather  you do have the  

tool  on paper,  i f  on ly we a l l  compl ied wi th i t  and st r i c t ly,  

then th is  concern or  th is  compla int  and i ts  consequence 

would not  happen.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   A lso,  you must  understand,  unt i l  

March 2026,  none of  th is  could be r eported,  because who 

do we report  i t  to?  Now that  Advocate Moth ib i  is  there,  we 

are a l i t t le  b i t  braver  to  come forward about  these th ings 

that  we were being inst ructed to do .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  do not  know much about  i t ,  o ther  than 10 

what  has been reported in  the media.   You know bet ter  and 

much more about  i t .   Does the off ice,  the existence of  the 

off ice and now the appointment  of  the off ice of  the IDAC 

Judge,  I  am going to ca l l  h im tha t ,  in  i ts  mandate ,  in  i ts 

wr i t ten mandate,  I  am not  ta lk ing about  in f ormal i t ies,  I  am 

ta lk ing  about  fo rmal  mandate,  does that  address what  you 

are ra is ing i f  there is  concern about  mat ters that  re late to  

the ID,  o r  for  that  mat te r,  even the NDPP ?  Because there is  

now th is  g reat  f r iendship between the ID and NDPP, does 

the mandate of  the Judge inc lude that  you can escalate  20 

mat ters that  you are concerned about ,  you could escalate  

them to that  off ice?   

MS RAMSAMY :    To an extent .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    To an extent ,  but  i t  wi l l  become c learer  as 
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…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    As I  go.  

MS RAMSAMY :    As I  go on.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  thank you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ms Ramsamy,  I  do not  want  to  

keep reminding you to ra ise your vo ice.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am sor ry,  I  am sor ry,  I  am sorry.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can we then go to the next  top ic,  

the invest igat ion  process in  respect  of  a  sect ion 27 

referra l?   10 

MS RAMSAMY :     

“The invest igat ion  process is  supposed to 

fo l low a sequence as set  out  in  the SOPs 

in  the case select ion cr i te r ia  d i rect ive.   

This is  how the process is  supposed to 

work,  but  even in  other  sect ion 27 

referra l ,  the other  sect ion 27 re ferra l  I  

deal  wi th  la te r,  there  was no st r i c t  

compl iance wi th  th is  p rocess.   Once 

again,  th is  i s  how the process ought  to  20 

be implemented,  but  i t  is  not  a lways done 

th is  way.   Having said that ,  in  my v iew,  

the fa i lure to  adhere st r i c t l y  to  the SOP 

does not  mean that  the process is  

i r regular.   As long as the process 
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compl ies in  substance,  i t  would not  be 

i r regular.    

I  wi l l  expla in la ter  when I  deal  wi th  my 

f i rs t  sect ion 27 referra l .   S ince jo in ing  

IDAC, I  have been designated to a 

number of  mul t id isc ip l inary invest igat ions 

and prosecut ion pro jects,  p ro ject  teams 

deal ing wi th ser ious h igh -prof i le  and 

complex corrupt ion,  commercia l  and 

f inancia l  cr ime mat ters.   In  that  capaci ty,  10 

my funct ions have inc luded assessing a  

sect ion 27 refer ra l  fo r  the compl iance 

wi th the  IDAC mandate,  fo rmulat ing and 

execut ing the  prosecut ion st rategy,  

work ing wi th invest igators f rom the 

incept ion of  an invest igat ion,  and guid ing 

mat ters f rom intake through to enro lment .  

Given that  my exper ience of  deal ing wi th 

the sect ion 27 referra l ,  o ther  than the 

Cr ime Inte l l igence  refer ra l ,  is  l imi ted to  20 

only one pr io r  refer ra l ,  i t  would be easier  

for  me to expla in wi th reference to my 

pr ior  exper ience how a sect ion 27 

referra l  ought  to  be deal t  wi th  in  p ract i ce.   

The i r regular i t ies  of  the  Cr ime 
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In te l l igence  re ferra l  wi l l  become 

abundant ly  c lear  to  the Commission .    

In  Ju ly 2023,  I  received a meet ing  inv i te  

f rom Advocate Johnson .   The other  

at tendees were anothe r  State Advocate,  

Mr Dylan Perumal ,  Chief  Invest igator. . . ”  

Mr,  i f  that  may be corrected,  i t  is  Mr Tamanye Benang  [?] :  

“… Invest igator  Mr Mantsha Raphesu,  

Senior  Invest igator,  and Mr Sesoko,  Head 

of  Invest igat ions.   At  the meet ing,  10 

Advocate Johnson stated that  she had 

received a  sect ion 27 referra l  and that  

had held a consul tat ion wi th the  

deponent  and the deponent 's  legal  

representat ive.  

Advocate Johnson br ie fed us on the 

averments  and then inst ructed the team 

that  no one was to know that  we were 

handl ing the mat ter,  owing to the 

sensi t iv i t y  of  the  in format ion and of  the 20 

impl icated person or  persons.   Advocate  

Johnson then ins t ructed the prosecutors 

as fo l lows,  which I  might  add are  

consistent  wi th  the case select ion cr i ter ia  

in  SOP.   My under l in ing of  cer ta in  
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por t ions of  the subparagraphs that  fo l low 

is  del iberate fo r  the reason that  wi l l  

become c lear  la te r.  

We were to make copies o f  the 

statement ,  the prosecutor  and mysel f ,  

that  she had handed to us and return the 

or ig inal  to  her  o ff ice.   The prosecutors 

were to in ter rogate the aff idav i t  and 

decide  whether  i t  fe l l  wi th in the mandate  

of  ID.   Once the prosecutors had reached 10 

consensus,  we were to draf t  a  cer t i f icate  

of  mandate.    

I f  our  assessment  was that  the case d id 

not  fa l l  wi th in the IDAC's mandate,  we 

were to  compi le  a  comprehensive 

memorandum deta i l ing th is  f ind ing.   Once 

the cer t i f icate of  mandate was s igned,  

the prosecutors were to at tend to draf t ing 

the appl icat ion of  author isat ion  of  a  

sect ion 28(13)  invest igat ion.   And once 20 

author isat ion was s igned,  we were to 

consul t  wi th  the  invest igators and draf t  

an invest igat ion p lan.  

Should the invest igat ion y ie ld evidence of  

cr iminal i ty,  we had to mot ivate  for  a 
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sect ion 28(1)  author isat ion.   This 

mot ivat ion had to  be accompanied by an 

evident ia l  repor t  prepared by the 

prosecutors,  which is  a fu l l  and deta i led 

summary of  the  facts and evidence in  

each statement  obta ined.   Shou ld the  

invest igat ion show that  no cr iminal i ty  

could be proven or  that  there was no 

pr ima fac ie  case,  the prosecutors would  

prepare a deta i l ed memorandum set t ing  10 

out  a summary o f  each statement  and a  

deta i led submission as to why there was 

no pr ima fac ie  case,  as I  wi l l  i l lust rate 

la ter  in  the statement .  

This process was fo l lowed in  th is  regard.   

I  re fer  the Commission to the fo l lowing 

documents,  which I  ask not  to  be 

d isp layed or,  i f  d isp layed,  to  be 

redacted. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    A t  th is  point ,  Commissioners,  i f  20 

we can go to page 93 of  Fi le  10?  This can be d isp layed 

because i t  makes no reference to the mat ter  i t se l f ,  but  i t  i s  

an example of  the considerat ion of  mandate that  Ms 

Ramsamy is  test i f y ing to.   So that  is  page 93 of  Fi le  10 .   Do 

you have i t?    
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MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    This w i l l  then correspond wi th 

paragraph 23.1 of  your  statement?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So maybe i f  you can just  

take us th rough the document ?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Mysel f  and the other  advocate that  had 

been a l located to  the mat ter,  and I  might  add at  th is  point ,  

when we were g iven th is  27 refer ra l ,  we were  g iven a week 

to in ter rogate the evidence conta ined in  the aff idavi t  10 

referra l .   We then draf ted th is ,  ind icat ing that  we had found 

suff i c ient  ev idence that  i t  d id  fa l l  wi th in the IDAC mandate.   

Not  only under h igh -prof i le  ind iv idual ,  but  a lso ser ious 

corrupt ion.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  thank you.   So we can go 

back to your statement  23.1.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Maybe before you do that ,  page 93 is  

qui te  scanty.   Is  that  a l l  you say?  You have an in t roduct ion.   

I  am not  asking you to speak through that  speci f ic  referra l .   

I  just  want  to  get  a sense of  what  in format ion,  in  fact ,  gets  20 

covered in  th is  k ind of  document .   What  do you d iscuss?   

MS RAMSAMY :    There was a verbal  b r ie f ing about  the  

a l legat ions.   And then once we received the –  we d id a 

comprehensive appl icat ion for  28(13) .   When I  say 

comprehensive,  we a lso inc luded a 96 -page,  19-page,  sorry,  
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19-page summary of  the evidence that  was conta ined to 

conf i rm our  mandate and our  appl icat ion for  28(13) .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    So you set  out  what  the mat ter  i s  about ,  

what  you have found,  what  you have,  to  in form a decis ion 

on the recommendat ion that  you are making ? 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So th is  would be the f i rs t  page.   

This is  our  recommendat ion having  regard to what  had been 

provided to us ,  and then you inc lude your summary,  the 19 -10 

pager.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.    

MS RAMSAMY :    I  unfor tunate ly cannot  g ive that  to  the 

Commission.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    No,  no.   I  understand.   I  just  wanted to  

have a sense of  the decis ion-maker  because th is  on  i ts  own 

is  not  very helpfu l .   That  page 93 does not  te l l  you what  the  

decis ion -maker has in  f ront  of  them to exerc ise the  

d iscret ion whether  to  accept  or  not  accept  the  20 

recommendat ion.   Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then just  on that  document ,  

we have at  B,  i t  says recommendat ion.   This mat ter  fa l l s  

wi th in the mandate.   That  is  your  recommendat ion w i th the  

other  prosecutor,  and i t  then goes to Mr Sesoko and 
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Advocate Johnson for  the i r  recommendat ion.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Or  he recommends and she must  

approve.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   I t  is  what  I  spoke of  the previous 

way we deal t  wi th  checks and balances.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then at  23.2 of  your  

statement ,  you deal  wi th  the appl icat ion fo r  author isat ion  

for  sect ion 28(13) .   So that  happens af te r  Advocate Johnson 

conf i rms that  she approves that  i t  fa l ls  wi th in the mandate ,  10 

af ter  you submit  th is  document ,  the considerat ion memo of  

mandate  and the summary,  and then she would ask you who  

makes the decis ion that  there must  be an appl icat ion fo r  

28(13) .  

MS RAMSAMY :    A f ter  the report  and the cer t i f ica te,  we 

would then receive an emai l  or  a  WhatsApp f rom the PA 

indicat ing that ,  p lease come and col lect  your  cer t i f icate.   

And at  that  point ,  we  would be in formed to proceed wi th 

draf t ing  a 28(13) .   I t  was not  a mat ter  of  us just  bombarding 

them wi th the appl icat ions.   We had to get  permission for  20 

each step.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Let  us t ry  and f in ish th is  

sect ion before tea .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Paragraph 24.    



    30 JULY 2026 – DAY 151 
 

Page 48  o f  217  

 

 

MS RAMSAMY :     

“Thereaf te r,  a  meet ing wi th the 

invest igators took p lace and an 

invest igat ion p lan was draf ted.   This is  

referred to as a prosecutor ia l  p lan.   Once 

the invest igat ion was completed,  I  

draf ted what  is  refer red to as an 

evident ia l  report .   This report  provides a 

deta i led summary of  the ev idence 

conta ined in  each statement  ob ta ined ,  10 

how the ind iv idual  s tatements or  

co l lect ive evidence is  l inked to the 

e lements of  the of fence.    

A t  some point ,  the stat e advocate was 

removed by Advocate Johnson and a 

Deputy  Di rector  was a l located to the 

mat ter.   We draf ted  and submi t ted a 

request  for  sect ion 28(1)  to  be approved.   

And upon approval  o f  the request ,  the 

sect ion 28(1)  was submit ted and s igned 20 

by Advocate Johnson.   The process of  

register ing the docket  and enro lment  

then fo l lowed. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r.   Would th is  be  

a convenient  t ime to take the tea adjournment?   
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CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  le t  us adjourn and resume at  11:30.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can you swi tch on your  

microphones?  On.   Thank you.   We were on page 12 at  

paragraph 28,  s tar t ing a new topic,  which is  Pro ject  

Divers ion.   So you can star t  a t  paragraph 28.   Thank you.  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“Against  th is  backdrop,  I  now deal  wi th  10 

Pro ject  Divers ion.   On the morning  of  the  

3 r d  o f  December  2024,  the off ice staff  

received not i f i cat ion of  a  staff  meet ing  

scheduled for  Fr iday,  6 December 2025. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    24.  

CHAIRPERSON :    24.  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“On the morn i ng of  4  December 2024,  an  

invest igator  work ing on another  case wi th  

me sent  an emai l  to  Advocate Johnson,  20 

in forming her  that  we,  inc luding me,  would  

be in  cour t  on another  mat ter  that  Fr iday.   

In  other  words,  he was in forming 

Advocate Johnson that  we would  not  be  

able to  at tend the staff  meet ing .   
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Advocate Johnson responded to the emai l  

on the same day.   She asked me i f  the  

other  prosecutor  could not  go to court  

wi thout  me on the Fr iday.   In  her  emai l ,  

she said,  I  need to see you tomorrow.   

And thei r,  us,  which meant  is ,  a  product  I  

need you to compi le  for  my off ice  to  be  

submit ted  by Fr iday.   I  responded that  I  

would avai l  mysel f  o f  the br ie f ing,  and the  

other  p rosecutor  would at tend court  that  10 

Fr iday. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I f  we can just  pause there,  that  

correspondence appears at  page 100 to 101,  and the emai l  

f rom Advocate Johnson speci f ica l l y  inst ruct ing,  te l l ing you 

that  she needs you for  tomorrow,  i s  at  the top of  page 100,  

but  i t  s ta r ts  on 99.   The f i rs t  l ine is  cut  off ,  but  i t  says:  

“Drew can te l l ,  us car ry on wi thout  you on 

Fr iday. ”  

That  is  the  cut -of f  par t  a t  the bot tom of  99 and top  of  page 

100.   And then on page 100,  there is  the:  20 

“ I  need to see you tomorrow,  and there,  

us,  which is ,  i s ,  a  product  I  need you to  

compi le  for  my o ff ice to  be submi t ted on 

Fr iday. ”    

That  is  the emai l  you are refer r ing to.  
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MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you then respond at  the,  on  

page 99:  

“Morning Advocate Johnson,  apologies fo r  

the la te reply.   I  am in court .   Noted 

Advocate Johnson,  I  wi l l  avai l  my sel f  

tomorrow for  b r ie f ing,  and on Fr iday,  

Advocate wi l l  a t tend to the High Court  

postponement . ”  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  10 

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

statement ,  paragraph 29.  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“The next  morning,  the 5 t h  o f  December  

2024,  at  8  a.m. ,  I  went  to  Advocate  

Johnson 's off ice per  her  inst ruct ions the  

previous day.   When I  ar r ived at  her  

off ice,  she had a  grey document  bag wi th  

a z ip,  and she to ld me that  i t  conta ined a  

h ighly sensi t i ve  sect ion 27 referra l  20 

aff idavi t .   She to ld me  that  they had 

decided that  the mat ter  wi l l  be  

invest igated.   She d id not  say who they 

were,  and I  d id  not  ask.   I  assumed that  

she would be refer r ing to  hersel f  and Mr  
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Sesoko,  g iven my previous exper ience.   I  

la ter  learned that  Mr  Sesoko had no 

knowledge of  th is  mat ter.    

Return ing to the  document  bag,  i t  a lso  

conta ined a p ink ish -purp le page f rom a  

notepad wi th the names of  people in  

Advocate Johnson's handwr i t ing.   She to ld  

me that  these are the suspects Chief  and 

I  d iscussed are  to be inc luded in  the  

sect ion 28(13) .   By Chief ,  she meant  Mr  10 

Perumal .   Advocate Johnson handed me 

the bag and gave me the fo l lowing 

inst ruct ions.   Again,  my under l in ing is  

del iberate.   I  must  take the content  of  the  

bag and prepare an appl icat ion fo r  

author isat ion o f  a  sect ion  28(13)  

invest igat ion.    

The names on the notepad were the  

names of  the people who must  be l is ted  

as the suspects in  the appl icat ion for  the  20 

28(13)  invest igat ion author isat ion .   She 

gave me the names of  the IDAC members  

who would fo rm part  o f  the team on th is  

mat ter  in  order  fo r  me to inc lude i t  in  the  

appl icat ion.   She ind icated that  i t  would  
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be Advocate Mani la l l  as the DPP,  Mr  

Perumal ,  Chief  Invest igator,  Mr  Raphesu,  

Lead Invest igator,  Mr Padayachee,  Senior  

Invest igator,  Mr Wynand Wessels ,  Chief  

Financia l  Invest igator,  and me,  

Prosecutor.    

Advocate Johnson said that  she needed a  

DDPP on the mat ter  fo r  the purposes of  

author isat ion,  but  that  she would  

superv ise the mat ter.   I  must  not  make 10 

copies of  the 27 referra l  a ff idavi t . ”  

30.5:  

“ I  am al lowed to make note s regard ing the  

sect ion 27 refer ra l  a ff idavi t . ”    

30.6:  

“ I  must  not  show the sect ion 27 referra l  

af f idavi t  to  anyone due to the sensi t i v i t y  

of  the mat ter .    

Once I  have prepared the appl icat ion,  I  

must  emai l  the appl icat ion to her  as a  20 

mat ter  of  urgency,  and I  must  then return  

the contents of  the bag to her . ”  

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  me just  make a comment  here.   When 

Mr Padayachee test i f ied and said that  he never had s ight  of  

the sect ion 27 refer ra l  a ff idavi t ,  I  suggested to h im that  that  
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was very  hard to bel iev e because what  would he have 

invest igated i f  he d id not  have what  was in  effect  the source 

document?  What  you have jus t  sa id now appears to  

v indicate what  he  said.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Not  so soon,  Chai r.   She wi l l  get  

to  i t .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Oh,  spoke too soon,  spoke too soon.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  i t  is  an apt  observat ion,  which  

is  why she deals wi th i t .  

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  okay,  thank you.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Can I  just?  Because we have not  

seen the sect ion 27 aff i davi t  you are referr ing to.   You say 

there was th is  purp le -p ink ish notepad and i t  had names of  

people.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    When you looked at  that  aff idavi t ,  d id  

the names that  were on the purp le  notepad a lso appear  in  

that  aff idavi t  you were looking at  that  you were to ld not  to  

make copies of?  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  Commissioner.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Thank you.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    When she gave you the l is t  o f  names,  

d id she say where  she got  that  l i s t  f rom?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  Commissioner.   I  do deal  w i th  i t  in  
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paragraph 30.   On page 13:  

“She to ld me that  these are the suspects  

Chief  and I  d iscussed are to be inc luded 

in  the sect ion 28(13) .   Chief  be ing Mr  

Perumal . ”  

ADV BALOYI SC :    The more d i rect  quest ion,  perhaps,  

then.   When she test i f ied,  you were fo l lowing,  she d id not  

remember  where she got  th is  l is t  f rom.   She thought  i t  came 

f rom you.   And then she came back to report  that  she cal led  

you and you said  to  her  on that  ca l l  that  you said she to ld 10 

you when she gave you the l is t  that  she got  the l is t  f rom 

Chief  Perumal .   Is  that  cor rect  that  happened on that  day 

that  she gave you the l is t?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  Chai r,  sor ry,  Commissioner.   

Commissioner,  the page was her  handwr i t ing.   Her 

handwr i t ing is  very d is t inct ive and i t  was a p ink,  purp l ish  

page wi th notes that  she would usual ly,  or  a notepad that  

she would usual ly  keep in  her  off ice.   And she had c lear ly  

s tated to me,  these are the names Chief  and I  decided.   But  

i t  was her  handwr i t ing.  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  second quest ion.   When she 

cal led you now,  as she was test i fy ing here,  when she cal led  

you,  i f  she d id ca l l  you,  d id she cal l  you to ask about  the 

l is t?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  correct .  
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   Did you say to her  that  when you 

gave me the l i s t ,  you to ld me that  i t  came f rom Chief  

Perumal?  Did you say that  to  her?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Commissioner Baloyi ,  she is  

going to deal  w i th  i t  in  deta i l  because there is  some 

corroborat ing evidence that  she wants to  deal  w i th ,  but  

speci f ica l l y  deal ing wi th your quest ion.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  I  am happy to leave i t .   Thank 

you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   I  th ink we are now at  10 

paragraph 31.   

MS RAMSAMY :    31.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  just  before that ,  we do have 

the appl icat ion that  you submit ted to Advocate Johnson,  and 

you refer red to the names that  were on that  page that  she 

had g iven you that  should be the  suspects.   I f  we go to f i le  

10,  page 108,  i f  you could just  le t  us know,  because those 

are the names that  is  referenced in  your  appl icat ion.   So i f  

we can star t  on 106,  that  is  the appl icat ion that  you sent  to  

Advocate Johnson,  cor rect ,  for  author isat ion?  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We wi l l  deal  wi th  the emai l  

correspondence evidencing that  you had sent  to  her.   And 

then on page 108,  at  paragraph 3:  

“Names of  subjects  and ent i t ies forming 
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the subject  mat te r  of  the invest igat ion but  

are not  l imi ted to…”  

And there are names there,  and an automot ive engineer.   

Are those the names that  was on the page?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  because the 27 refer ra l  that  I  had 

s ight  of ,  a  lo t  o f  these names d id not  cor re late wi th that  27.   

So I  personal ly  do not  know.   I  can honest ly  te l l  you,  Chai r,  

even dur ing the invest igat ion por t ions of  i t ,  3 .11,  no  feature.   

3 .9,  a lso no feature.   3 .12,  I  wi l l  expla in as I  go on as to 

how that  name came about ,  but  i t  was not  in  the refer ra l .   10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So then le t  us go back to 

your statement ,  paragraph 31.  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“Advocate Johnson to ld me that  she 

needed the appl icat ion urgent ly  because 

she wants to  approve the  sect ion  28 (13)  

invest igat ion by Fr iday,  6 December 2024.   

She d id not  expla in the urgency.   I  

requested that  I  be a l lowed to draf t  the  

appl icat ion when I  got  home later  that  day 20 

because I  had to  be in  High Cour t  in  the  

morning for  another  mat ter.   She said i t  

was f ine as long as she received i t  that  

evening.   I  assumed that  when Advocate  

Johnson stated that  they decided that  
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there wi l l  be an invest igat ion,  that  she 

had a l ready rece ived a considera t ion of  

mandate memo f rom a senior  p rosecutor  

or  DDPP,  as th is  was done  in  the other  

sect ion 27 refer ra l  mat te r.    

The mat ter  immediate ly d id not  s i t  wel l  

wi th  me.   In  my l imi ted exper ience,  the  

prosecutors who prepared the  

considerat ion of  mandate memo ought  to  

be the prosecutors prepar ing the  10 

appl icat ion fo r  sect ion  28(13)  

invest igat ion author isat ion.   But  s ince the  

inst ruct ion came di rect ly  f rom Advocate  

Johnson and she had a l ready to ld me tha t  

the decis ion had been made and that  she 

wanted to approve the sect ion 28(13)  the  

next  day,  I  compl ied wi th her  inst ruct ions.   

Later  that  af te rnoon,  I  went  about  

prepar ing the app l icat ion.    

When I  read the sect ion 27 aff idavi t  that  20 

Advocate Johnson gave me,  I  became 

very concerned about  the mer i ts  of  the  

appl icat ion.   I  have to deviate before I  

deal  wi th  the appl icat ion i tse l f .   To deal  

wi th  the contents of  the sect ion 27 
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re ferra l  a ff idavi t  that  I  received f rom 

Advocate Johnson on the 25 t h  o f  

December 2024 . . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    5 t h .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry,  5 t h  o f  December 2024.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  then the sub - topic ,  the 

sect ion 27 refer ra l  a ff idavi t .   

MS RAMSAMY :     

“When Mr Padayachee test i f ied before the  

Commission,  a document  was f l ighted and 10 

i t  was ident i f ied as the sect ion 27 referra l  

a ff idavi t  o f  Mr  Fadie l  Adams.   This  

document  is  conta ined at  page 512 to 516 

of  the IDAC exhib i t  bundle.   When I  saw 

th is  document ,  my heart  d ropped to my 

stomach because th is  was not  the 27 

referra l  a ff idavi t  that  Advocate Johnson 

gave me on the 5 t h  o f  December 2024.   In  

fact ,  I  saw th is  document  for  the f i rs t  t ime 

when i t  was f l i ghted at  the Commission.   I  20 

in i t ia l l y  thought  I  was mistaken.    

I  then contacted Mr Raphesu to d iscuss 

wi th h im.   He conf i rmed that  the sect ion  

27 aff idavi t  tha t  was f l ighted at  the  

Commission  was not  the sect ion  27 
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a ff idavi t  I  had shown h im on the morning  

of  the 6 t h  o f  December 2024.   I  wi l l  re turn  

to  why I  showed the sect ion 27 aff idavi t  to  

Mr Raphesu in  v io lat ion of  Advocate  

Johnson 's inst ruct ions not  to  show the  

aff idavi t  to  anyone.   I  have not  seen the  

sect ion 27 aff idavi t  a f ter  the  6 t h  o f  

December 2024,  af ter  I  had returned i t  to  

Advocate Johnson.   What  I  recal l  o f  i ts  

contents i s  based on my memory,  but  as  10 

the Commission wi l l  see,  there are cer ta in  

contemporaneous recordals by me that  

somewhat  corroborate my recol lect ion of  

the contents of  the sect ion 27 aff idavi t .    

For  convenience,  I  wi l l  deal  w i th  the  

sect ion 27 aff idavi t  that  I  was g iven on 

the 5 t h  o f  December 2024,  compared to  

the sect ion 27 af f idavi t  that  was f l ighted 

before the Commission in  tabular  fo rm.”   

Page 16.  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So what  we then have is  a tab le 

wi th,  on the le f t ,  the sect ion 27 af f idavi t  that  was g iven to  

you on the 5 t h  o f  December,  versus,  on the r ight ,  the  sect ion 

27 aff idavi t  that  was f l ighted at  the Commission,  which is  

512 to 516 of  Fi le  2 of  the Exhib i t  Bundle.   
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MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So at  number 1,  you can star t  

there.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.    

“The sect ion 27 aff idavi t  seen on the 5 t h  

o f  December 2024 referred to Or lando 

CAS…”  

I  am not  going to read i t  in to the record;  

“…and a Vi l l ie r ia  CAS.   The sect ion 27 

aff idavi t  f l ighted at  the Commission,  page 10 

512 to 516,  l is ted Cape Town CAS 

dockets. ”  

2 .  

“Major  General  Modondo fa i l ing a  

polygraph test  whi le  seeking secur i ty  

clearance.   A l though . . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Maybe fo r  the record,  you are  

unfor tunate ly going to have to repeat  the heading.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay,  not  a problem.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  th ink you are going to say the  20 

sect ion aff idavi t  you saw,  and then say that  is  what  i t  

conta ined,  and then say the f l ighted one,  th is  i s  what…  

MS RAMSAMY :    Noted.    

“The one that  I  saw,  Major  General  

Modondo fa i l ing  a polygraph test  whi le  
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seeking secur i t y  c learance,  was noted.   

On the one that  was f l ighted,  a l though 

vet t ing is  ment ioned,  i t  is  in  a d i f ferent  

context ,  and no ment ion is  made of  a  

polygraph test .   The one that  I  had 

seen…”  

Number 3:  

“…al legat ions of  procurement  

i r regular i t ies wi th in Cr ime Inte l l igence 

regard ing the procurement  of  a  fork l i f t .   10 

On the one f l ighted,  there is  no ment ion  

of  a fork l i f t . ”  

Number 4:  

“On the one tha t  I  had seen,  mul t ip le  

a l legat ions of  a l leged cr iminal  conduct  by  

the Pol i t ica l  K i l l ings Task Team, such as 

procurement  of  vehic les,  excessive  

budget  for  laundry using the Secret  

Serv ice account .   This  is  not  ment ioned 

on the 27 f l ighted. ”  20 

Number 5:  

“Vehic les that  were procured for  the PKTT 

being used by the former Min ister  of  

Pol ice,  Mr Cele,  for  h is  personal  use.   

This is  a lso not  on the one that  i s  
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f l ighted. ”  

Number 6:  

“Purchasing of  hote ls,  lodges,  or  

propert ies using  the Secret  Serv ice  

account .   A lso not  ment i oned on the one 

f l ighted. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Paragraph 37.  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“The Commissioners wi l l  hear  f rom Mr  

Raphesu as to h is  recol lect ion of  the  10 

contents of  the sect ion 27 aff idavi t  that  I  

showed h im on the 6 t h  o f  December,  and 

whether  h is  recol lect ion accords wi th  

mine. ”  

Paragraph 8.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    38.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry,  38:  

“ In  corroborat ion  of  my recol lec t ion of  

what  was conta ined in  the sect ion 27 

aff idavi t  that  I  saw on the 5 t h  o f  December  20 

2024,  I  re fer  the Commission to a wr i t ten  

request  fo r  case dockets that  Advocate  

Johnson inst ructed me to prepare and 

address to Major  General  Mbuso 

Khumalo.   The le t ter  i s  dated 6 December  
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2024,  and was s igned by Advocate  

Johnson on the same day.   The request  

was based on dockets refer red to  in  the  

sect ion 27 aff idav i t . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can you just  pause there?  We 

want  to  refer  the Commissioners to  that .   I t  is  on page 111 

of  f i le  10.   And th is  i s  the le t ter  that  you prepared on 

Advocate Johnson's inst ruct ion request ing the dockets on 

the 6 t h  o f  December 2024,  f rom Major  Genera l  Mbuso 

Khumalo.   And at  paragraph 2 is  the l is t  o f  the case number,  10 

the dockets that  you were request ing.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And they are Vi l l ier ia ,  Or lando, 

Or lando,  Or lando.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you then say that  i s  what  was 

in  the sect ion 27 referra l  a ff idavi t  that  you saw.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Now,  i f  we can then go to  

f i le  1,  page 512.   Do you have i t?  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    A lmost .   Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  i s  the sect ion 27 aff idavi t  

that  we refer  to  as the f l ighted aff idavi t ,  sect ion 27 aff idavi t .   

And you wi l l  see in  paragraph 1,  i t  says:  

“ In  my capaci ty  as a Member o f  
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Par l iament  for  the Republ ic  of  South  

Af r ica,  I  f i rs t  opened three cases in  Cape 

Town pol ice stat ion wi th case numbers  

Cape Town…”  

And i t  g ives the case numbers expressly.   And there is  no 

case number for  the Or lando or  the Vi l l ier ia ,  but  there is  a  

reference to those case dockets,  and you wi l l  f ind  that  on  

page 515,  paragraph 8.    

“A few days af ter  I  opened the  three 

cases at  Cape Town pol ice sta t ion,  I  10 

decided to go to  Gauteng,  and I  went  to  

Or lando pol ice s tat ion,  where I  opened 

another  three cases based on the three 

cases I  opened in  Cape Town.”  

But  i t  does not  g ive the case numbers,  the CAS numbers.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And your point  is  that  you could 

have only prepared the  request  to  Major  General  Mbuso 

Khumalo,  speci f i ca l ly  ment ion ing the Vi l l ier ia  and Or lando 

case numbers,  because you had the sect ion 27 aff idavi t  that  20 

expressly refer red to those case numbers.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   I f  I  may a lso c lar i f y  another  

aspect .   A t  th is  t ime,  I  had no knowledge of  any emai ls  that  

had taken p lace between Chief  o f  S taff  Cedr ic  Nkabinde and 

Advocate Johnson,  or  any emai ls  between Pol ice Min ister  
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Senzo Mcunu and Advocate Johnson.   So what  I  worked off  

for  th is  request  f rom Lieutenant  General  Mbuso could only  

have come f rom the 27 refer ra l .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  assume you d id not  have any 

d iscussion wi th Chie f  Perumal ,  because we understood f rom 

Advocate Johnson that  he is  the one who went  to  Mr Adams 

to obta in the aff idavi t .   So you d id not  have any d iscussion  

wi th h im about  the Or lando cases and case numbers?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   The communicat ion I  had wi th Mr 

Perumal  on that  day was I  needed the deta i ls  of  L ieutenant  10 

General ,  I  d id  not  even know his name was Mbuso.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So he could not  have g iven you the  

Or lando numbers?  

MS RAMSAMY :    He could not  have g iven.   And everybody 

was rushing,  because a f te r  the meet ing he was leaving to 

the a i rpor t  to  go back home,  which  I  deal  wi th  la te r  on.   But  

the only in format ion that  I  requested f rom Mr Perumal  was 

who do I  address,  l ike you know the fu l l  t i t le  and the emai l  

address,  at  which  point  Mr Perumal  went  outs ide the  off ice,  

because we were open p lan,  but  we were in  h is  off ice  at  the 20 

t ime.   He went  outs ide.   He said,  le t  me cal l  Char i ty,  that  

being General  Char i t y  Mat loko,  to  get  the deta i l s .   And then 

he had come back to me wi th the deta i l s .   And then he 

spoke to Mr Raphesu,  and he le f t .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So we can go back to your  
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a ff idavi t ,  page 17,  paragraph 38.   And you say the request  

was based on the dockets refer red to in  the sect ion 27 

aff idavi t?  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“ I  could only have got ten the CAS 

numbers f rom the sect ion 27 af f idavi t ,  

because on the 6 t h  o f  December 2024,  I  

had noth ing more than the sect ion 27 

aff idavi t  and Advocate Johnson 's  

handwr i t ten notes wi th the names of  the  10 

suspect .   Whi le  reference is  made to the  

Or lando dockets in  the  sect ion 27 a ff idavi t  

f l ighted at  the  Commission,  the CAS 

numbers  do not  appear on the  af f idavi t .   

The sect ion 27 referra l  f l ighted at  the  

Commission could not ,  and is  not ,  the 27 

referra l  a ff idavi t  that  I  used to prepare the  

appl icat ion fo r  sect ion  28(13)  

invest igat ions. ”  

Paragraph 39:  20 

“The reason both  Advocate Johnson and 

Mr Padayachee have st ruggled to marry  

the a l legat ions conta ined in  the sect ion  

27 aff idavi t  f l igh ted at  the Commission  

wi th the contents of  the sect ion  28(13)  
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author isat ion is  because th e sect ion 27 

aff idavi t  f l ighted before th is  Commission  

is  not  the sect ion  27 aff idavi t  that  I  used 

to prepare the sect ion 28(13)  appl icat ion  

and which fo rmed the basis for  the  

author isat ion. ”  

Paragraph 40:  

“The a l legat ions about  the  PKTT featured 

prominent ly  in  Mr Adams'  sect ion 27 

aff idavi t ,  yet  the  one f l ighted makes no 10 

ment ion of  the PKTT.   The a l legat ions of  

Br igadier  Mokwele appointed was more a  

throwaway a l legat ion on the sect ion 27 

aff idavi t  that  I  saw.   My draf t  sect ion  

27(13) . . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    28(13) .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Paragraph 41:  

“My draf t  sect ion 28(13)  appl ica t ion is  

also corroborat ion of  the vers ion  of  the  

sect ion 27 refer ra l  a ff idavi t  that  I  saw on 20 

the 5 t h  o f  December 2024,  when I  draf ted  

the appl icat ion. ”  

41.1.    

“ In  paragraph 1.3  of  the draf t ,  I  re ferred  

to  the a l legat ions of  unlawfu l  act ions 
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regard ing the vet t ing and po lygraph 

test ing perpetuated by Cr ime Inte l l igence 

off ic ia ls . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can we just  pause there and refer  

the Commission as i t  is  on page 107 of  f i le  10?  That  is  the  

draf t  appl icat ion,  or  your  appl icat ion.   And you were  

referr ing us to paragraph 1.3,  the a l legat ions about  vet t ing  

and polygraph tes t ing.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  you can cont inue in  your  10 

statement .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

“The a l legat ions of  unlawfu l  act ions 

regard ing vet t ing and polygraph test ing is  

not  conta ined in  the f l ighted sect ion 27 

referra l .   I  could only have got ten the  

a l legat ions f rom the sect ion 27 refer ra l  

because at  that  s tage we had not  even 

requested the dockets. ”  

Paragraph 41.2:  20 

“The sect ion 27 referra l  a ff idavi t  I  

considered conta ined a l legat ions o f  

procurement  i r regular i t ies regard ing the  

procurement  of  a  fork l i f t  by  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence and procurement  of  vehic les  
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for  the PKTT,  hence the reference to  

awarding tenders  in  the sect ion 28(13)  

appl icat ion and author isat ion. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  is  on  page 107,  f i le  10,  

paragraph 1.7:  

“Fraud and corrupt ion per ta in ing to  

awarding of  tenders and/or  cont racts  

involv ing SAPS and/or  c i rcumven t ing o f  

procurement  processes. ”  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then we can go to the  

next  subtopic,  Mr Perumal 's  at tempt  to  scapegoat  me 

regard ing the sect ion 27 aff idavi t .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Paragraph 42:  

“On the 9 t h  o f  October 2025,  I  was 

contacted by Ms Innocent  Sekokane [?] ,  

personal  assistan t  to  Advocate Johnson.   

She in formed me that  she was to ld that  Mr  

Perumal  had cal led me that  same day 

regard ing the whereabouts of  the or ig ina l  20 

sect ion 27 referra l  a f f idavi t .   She said  

that  I  had to ld  Mr Perumal  that  I  was 

tasked wi th the safekeeping of  the  sect ion  

27 refer ra l  a f f idavi t  and that  I  could not  

t race the sect ion 27 referra l  a f f idav i t . ”  
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Paragraph 43.  

“ I f  I  recal l  correct ly,  in  September 2025 o r  

ear ly  October 2025,  the accused persons 

in  the Mokwele mat ter  had made 

numerous requests fo r  the sect ion 27 

referra l .   I  want  to  say that  Advocate  

Johnson and Mr Perumal  were st ruggl ing  

to f ind the sect ion 27 refer ra l  a ff idavi t  and 

perhaps thought  I  had the aff idavi t ,  but  I  

cannot  say. . . ”  10 

There is  a word missing.   I  want  to  genuinely say.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So i t  should read:  

“ I  want  to  genuinely say that  Advocate  

Johnson and Mr Perumal…”  

Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“…Mr Perumal  was st ruggl ing to f ind the  

sect ion 27 referra l  a ff idavi t  and perhaps 

thought  that  I  have the aff idavi t ,  but  I  

cannot  say that  because what  I  suspect  i s  20 

that  Advocate Johnson and/or  Mr Perumal  

d id not  want  to  d isc lose the sect ion 27 

referra l  a ff idavi t  to  the accused persons 

in  the Mokwele  mat ter  and needed a  

reason as to why i t  could  not  be  
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produced.   My suspic ion is  that  the  

f l ighted sect ion 27 referra l  a ff idavi t  was 

produced at  that  s tage and af ter  

L ieutenant  General  Mkhwanazi 's  press 

br ie f ing on the 6 t h  o f  Ju ly 2025,  where  he 

stated that  IDAC was invest igat ing the  

PKTT.”  

ADV BALOYI SC :    When you say i t  was produced on that  

day,  you mean created.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Created.  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you,  Commissioner.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    To be more  precise,  you say at  that  

s tage,  not  at  that  day.  

MS RAMSAMY :    A t  that  s tage,  yes.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So I  understand you to mean that  i t  

must  be af ter  September or  ear ly  October 2025,  because i f  

i t  ex is ted in  ear ly  October,  the f l ighted sect ion 27 would  

have been provided to the accused.   So i t  must  mean i t  d id  

not  ex ist  when the accused were asking fo r  i t .  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    The one that  is  f l ighted d id not  ex is t .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    The one that  is  f l ighted.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Did not ,  was not ,  yes,  created by them.  

“ I  do not  th ink i t  is  a  co incidence that  the  

f l ighted sect ion 27 refer ra l  a ff idavi t  makes 
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no reference to the PKTT,  whereas the  

vers ion I  saw in  December 2024,  does.   

And now there  is  no record of  that  

vers ion,  other  than the or ig inal  that  I  

re turned to Advocate Johnson on the 6 t h  

o f  December 2024,  which was not  

produced,  and in  respect  of  wh ich,  Mr  

Perumal  t r ied to c reate the narrat ive that  I  

had misplaced the or ig inal .    

I  was concerned that  I  was being b lamed 10 

for  something I  had no knowledge of .   I  

addressed an emai l  to  Advocate Johnson 

to set  out  the events that  t ransp i re d on 

the 5 t h  o f  December 2024 and thereaf te r,  

regard ing the sect ion 27 referra l  a ff idavi t .   

I  have provided the emai l  to  the  

Commission.   My reference to 5 of  

December 2025 in  the emai l  is  to  be  

corrected,  and i t  should be 5 t h  o f  

December 2024. ”    20 

I  get  my,  I  am dys lexic,  I  apologise.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We can go to that  le t ter  now,  the 

emai l  that  you sent ,  and that  is  in  f i le  10,  on page 402.   You 

wi l l  have to read the le t ter  to  us,  the emai l ,  the ent i re  emai l .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can I  have the reference again,  p lease?  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Page 402 of  f i le  10.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Let  me know when you are there.   

Do you have i t?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  do.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  is  an emai l  f rom you on 9  

October 2025,  13.47,  addressed to Advocate Johnson,  Mr 

Perumal ,  Mr Sesoko,  Mr Tla le,  who is  Mr T la le?  

MS RAMSAMY :    He is  the pro ject  manager.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then,  that  i s ,  Innocent  is  the  10 

assistant?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Advocate Johnson 's assistant .   

And the subject  is :  

“Sect ion 27 referra l ,  F  Adams”  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You can read i t .  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“Good day,  Advocate Johnson.   I  was 

contacted by Enoch,  in  respect  of :  20 

1.  That  I  was contacted by Mr Perumal  

today regard ing  the above referra l ,  

and that  I  ind ica ted you to ld me to 

keep i t  safe,  and that  I  cannot  t race 

i t .   Mr Perumal  d id not  contact  me 
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today.   Mr  Tla le contacted me today.   

He contacted me th is  morning,  and I  

expla ined to h im as fo l lows:  

 On the morning of  the 5 t h  o f  

December 2025…”  

But  i t  should be 2024;  

 “…at  8 a.m. ,  whi le  in  your  of f ice,  you 

gave me a grey document  bag ho lder  

wi th a z ip which conta ined the  27 

af f idavi t  re fer ra l  and a p iece of  10 

notepaper wi th your handwr i t ing.   I  

asked to at tend to the necessary a f ter  

cour t  f rom home,  which I  d id ,  and 

emai led you that  evening.  

1.2 . . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sorry,  can you just  ra ise your 

vo ice?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   1 .2?  

MS RAMSAMY :     20 

“1.2.  Your inst ruct ions regard ing the 

fo lder  was that  I  was returned i t  to  

your  of f ice the next  day,  and no 

copies of  the documents were to be 

made.   Because the grey document  



    30 JULY 2026 – DAY 151 
 

Page 76  o f  217  

 

 

bag was conspicuous,  I  put  i t  in  a 

large brown envelope and returned 

the same to your of f ice before the  

staf f  meet ing on the 6 t h  o f  December  

2024.”  

Once again,  I  apo logise.  

“1.3  On the 10th of  June 2025,  in  your  

of f ice,  where a meet ing was being 

held wi th mysel f ,  Mr Sesoko,  Mr 

Perumal ,  Mr  Padayachee,  Mr  10 

Mlambo,  and Mr Char les,  I  ind icated 

that  we needed the documents in  the  

fo lder .    

1 .4  At  that  point ,  we were a l l  packing to 

move of f ices.   You ind icated that  I  

should text  you the fo l lowing day,  

and you would look for  i t  through the  

many boxes.  

1.5  On the 11th of  June 2025,  I  a t tach a 

screenshot . ,  I  contacted Mr Perumal ,  20 

ind icat ing that  we would only need 

the fo lder  in  three or  four  weeks 

should I  t rouble the ID to look for  the  

fo lder ,  to  which  he repl ied,  i t  can 

wai t .    
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2 .  I  wish to state  I  d id  not  reta in 

possession of  the  or ig inal  sect ion 27 

af f idavi t  re fer ra l ,  nor  any copies  

thereof .    

2 .1  As inst ructed,  I  re turned the same to 

your of f ice on the same day af ter  

receiv ing i t .    

2 .2  I  d id  not  have any communicat ion  

wi th Mr Perumal  today.   Our last  

communicat ion was on the 18th of  10 

September 2025,  v ia  WhatsApp tex t .   

Thus,  I  could not  have to ld h im that  I  

was asked to keep i t  safe,  and I  

misplaced i t .    

2 .3  I  was contacted by  Mr Tla le  today,  

ear l ie r  th is  morn ing,  and stated to 

h im exact ly  what  I  have stated 

above.    

K ind regards,   

Drushanta Ransamy”  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  can we then go back to 

your statement?  You are at  paragraph 45.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.    

“Later  the same day,  at  3  or  4 p.m. ,  

Advocate Johnson responded to my emai l  
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v ia  WhatsApp.   In  the message,  she 

accepted that  she may have been 

mistaken about  the sect ion 27 referra l  

a ff idavi t .   She sa id she would look in  he r  

off ice the fo l lowing day.   I f  she d isagreed 

wi th the contents  of  my emai l ,  she would  

have sure ly  responded e i ther  d i rect ly  to  

the emai l  or  v ia  WhatsApp. ”  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Can I  just  in ter rupt  you here?  I f  what  

you are saying is  correct ,  and i t  goes back to the  point  10 

Chai r  made ear l ie r,  f rom January  when the  invest igat ion 

star ted and the summonses were  being issued,  January 

2025,  unt i l  the ar rests in  June,  a l l  the way unt i l  September,  

October 2025,  nobody at  IDAC knew where the  or ig inal  

sect ion 27 aff idav i t  was.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sor ry,  Commissioner…  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So how did they conduct  the 

invest igat ion lead ing to people being arrested and charged 

i f  nobody knew,  i f  they last  saw i t ,  accord ing  t o the 

enqui r ies  that  a re being made to  you,  i f  they last  saw i t  20 

when they handed i t  to  you and you handed i t  back?  

MS RAMSAMY :    That  is  a very good quest ion.   How did  

they do i t?   Because i f  the Commissioners have to marry  

what  has t ranspi red wi th the ar rests versus what  is  

conta ined in  that  27,  there is  g reat  d iscrepancies,  there is ,  
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i t  is  devastat ing.   And in  par t  2 ,  wel l ,  wi th in th is  statement  

and in  par t  2 ,  I  wi l l  demonst rate how the  Commission has 

been hoodwinked.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Or l ied to?  I  am not  saying we have 

concluded that  we have been l ied to.   But  I  am just  saying 

perhaps the l ied to is  an appropr ia te,  s t ronger word in  the  

context .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am t ry ing to be pol i te .   [Laughter ]  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   May I  ask you to read the 

last  sentence of  paragraph 5?  You d id not  read the have,  i f  10 

I  am not  mistaken.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Paragraph 5?  

CHAIRPERSON :    45.   The last  sentence,  s ta r t ing  wi th ‘ i f  

she’ .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.    

“ I f  she d isagreed wi th the contents of  my 

emai l ,  she would  sure ly h ave responded 

e i ther  d i rect ly  to  the emai l  or  v ia  

WhatsApp. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We are  just  t ry ing to locate the  20 

WhatsApp screenshot .   I  know that  i t  had been prov ided to 

us  where Advocate Johnson responds and i t  should be in  

the exhib i t  bundle.   But  fo r  some reason,  i t  is  not  in  the 

e lect ronic vers ion .   But  we wi l l  come back to i t  la te r.   But  

we have seen i t .   Can we then go to the next  top ic,  
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subtopic:  

“Explanat ion of  the names of  suspects in  

the sect ion 28(13)  author isat ion”  

MS RAMSAMY :    Paragraph 46.    

“Another  issue that  war rants  specia l  

ment ion is  the  issue ra ised by the  

Commission about  the lack o f  

substant ia t ion o f  the names of  the  

suspects l i s ted in  the sect ion 28(13)  

author isat ion.   As ind icated,  when  10 

Advocate Johnson inst ructed me to  

prepare the app l icat ion fo r  the sect ion  

28(13)  author isat ion,  she gave me a  l is t  

o f  suspects '  names on the p ink -purp le  

notepad page.   This has consisten t ly  been 

my vers ion. ”  

Paragraph 47:  

“On the 22 n d  of  Ju ly 2026 . . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  is  the  22 n d ,  yes,  so there is  a  

correct ion.   The s tatement  says 21,  but  i t  was 22.  20 

MS RAMSAMY :     

“…the Commission asked Advocate  

Johnson to expla in the source re l ied upon 

for  the names that  appeared in  the  

suspects on  the sect ion  28(13)  
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author isat ion.   As stated ear l ie r,  I  got  the  

names f rom Advocate Johnson,  together  

wi th the sect ion 27 refer ra l  a ff idavi t .   

Advocate Johnson undertook to make 

enqui r ies.   Later  that  day,  at  

approximate ly 10  past  3,  whi le  I  was 

consul t ing wi th  the Commission 's  

ev idence leader,  Advocate  Johnson cal led  

me,  and the cal l  was recorded.    

The Commission  is  in  possession of  the  10 

record ing because Advocate Johnson had 

a l ready scapegoat  me in  her  test imony 

before the Commission,  and I  fe l t  I  

needed to record our  conversat ion.   In  the  

record ing,  I  exp la ined how the  names 

ended up in  the sect ion  28(13)  

author isat ion based on the names she 

gave me.   At  the  stage of  the record ing  

. . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    S tar t  o f  the record ing.   Sor ry.  20 

“At  the star t  o f  the record ing,  Advocate  

Johnson made a star t l ing remark,  that  we 

have got  to  f igure  out  how you do not  go .   

In  other  words,  f ind a way for  me not  to  

test i fy  before the  Commission.   I  have no 
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object ion to the record ing being p layed. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Chai r,  Commissioners,  a t  th is 

stage,  we want  to  p lay that  record ing  for  you.   I t  is 

approximate ly 12  minutes.   We have t r ied to only deal  wi th  

what  we consider  to  be important ,  but  actual ly  a l l  o f  i t  is  

important  and there may be a point  that  we do cut  i t ,  but  i t  

has noth ing to do wi th the sub ject  mat te r.   I t  deals  wi th 

three aspects.   Number one,  what  the wi tness had just  

ind icated in  her  comment ,  that  they must  f ind a way not  for  

her  to  test i fy  before the Commission.   10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Her being. . .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Her being the wi tness before you 

now.   The second issue is  a debate or  an exchange about  

the names,  how the names came about  in  the 28(13) .   And 

then there is  some cr i t ic ism that  Advocate Johnson makes 

towards the Commission and the process that  the 

Commission is  fo l lowing,  which w e do not  th ink is  re levant ,  

but  i t  may be tha t  we have to p lay  the ent i re  record ing,  so 

that  i t  is  not  suggested that  we are wi thhold ing anyth ing 

insofar  as the  record ing is  concerned,  Chai r,  but  20 

. . . [ in tervenes]  

CHAIRPERSON :    And I  be l ieve that  a l l  th ree of  us have 

very th ick sk ins.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  be l ieve so too,  Chai r.   Thank 

you.   So i f  you wi l l  just  indulge us,  we wi l l  be l i s tening to i t  
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for  the next  10 to  12 minutes.   Sor ry,  Advocate Ramsamy,  i f  

you can swi tch off  your  microphone.   

[RECORDING PLAYED BACK]   

“MS RAMSAMY :   Hi ,  Advocate  Johnson.   

Hel lo?  

ADV JOHNSON :   How are you?   

MS RAMSAMY :    F ine and you?   

ADV JOHNSON :   They put  me through the  

cases for  the sect ion 28(13)  on the…  

MS RAMSAMY :    On thei r  vers ion?  10 

ADV JOHNSON :   On the Khumalo mat ter ,  

ja . .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.   I  have not  been 

watching.   I  have been so busy.  

ADV JOHNSON :   Ja.   Do not  worry.   I  

th ink they are going to ca l l  you.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.  

ADV JOHNSON :   Can I  te l l  you why?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Mmm? 

ADV JOHNSON :   We wi l l  have to f igure  20 

out  how you do not  go.   Okay,  so they 

said to  me,  I  must  te l l  them step by step.   

I  sa id,  I  get  the 28(13) .   Usual ly  we g ive i t  

to  a team.  You know,  Santosh is  the 

deputy,  but  I  g ive  i t  to  Drew.  
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MS RAMSAMY :    Ja.  

ADV JOHNSON :   You use i t  to  compi le  a  

sect ion 28(13) .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Mmm-mmm? 

ADV JOHNSON :   Now they are  saying  

when they look at  the 28(13)…  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja?  

ADV JOHNSON :   …you must  just  check.   

You know the annexure that  has a l l  the  

names of  the people,  Annexure  A ,  i t  has 10 

a l l  the suspects.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja,  ja ,  ja .  

ADV JOHNSON :   When you look at  the  

28(13) ,  you could only real l y  make out  

Khumalo,  maybe Madondo and Lushaba.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja?  

ADV JOHNSON :   Where d id you get  a l l  

the other  names f rom?  

MS RAMSAMY :    That  page that  you gave 

me.   The names were on that  page tha t  20 

you gave me.   The one in  the fo lder .   The 

one in  the handwr i t ing on the p ink,  purp le  

page.  

ADV JOHNSON :   Where would we have 

got  those names f rom?  
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MS RAMSAMY :    I  do not  know.   You gave 

i t  to  me on the  morning just  before I  

rushed to  court .   You gave me the 27 

referra l  and the names on the handwr i t ten  

page.   

ADV JOHNSON :   Because they are  asking  

me where you got  the names f rom,  and I  

honest ly  am saying,  I  am not  sure.   

Because I  remember Dushen [ ind ist inct ]  

me,  I  cannot  remember e i ther .   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  no,  I  remember  

d is t inct ly  because that  i s  why I  a lso put  i t  

in  my emai l ,  where  I  received the 27 

referra l ,  and I  received that  p iece o f  

paper wi th handwr i t ing,  and i t  was the  

suspects that  was wr i t ten on there.   And 

you exp la ined to  me that  the suspects  

was af ter  Dylan had consul ted wi th  

Fadie l .   That  is  how the l i s t  came about .   

ADV JOHNSON :   So Dylan wou ld have 20 

consul ted Fadie l  before you d id the 28?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Before I  d id  the 28.   Ja,  

before I  even received the 27.   The l is t  

was compi led on that  page wi th the  

handwr i t ing,  and you had ind icated that  
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Fadie l  and Dylan had consul ted,  and that  

is  where i t  came f rom.  

ADV JOHNSON :   I  am going to have to  

speak to Dylan.   He cannot  remember hal f  

the th ings.   

MS RAMSAMY :    But  i t  is  on my emai l .  

ADV JOHNSON :   Because they say I  have 

now abused my power by author is ing  

other  people 's  names that  are there.  

MS RAMSAMY :    E ish,  I  do not  know what  10 

to say,  Mama,  because I  speci f i ca l l y  

remember,  and i t  is  a lso on my emai l ,  

because af te r  you phoned me last  n ight ,  I  

went  and found that  emai l  where I  

expla ined what  I  received f rom you and 

what  I  re turned to  you.   

ADV JOHNSON :   And the…  

MS RAMSAMY :    Mama? 

ADV JOHNSON :   The sect ion 28(13) ,  you 

would have brought  an appl icat ion,  would  20 

you not?  

MS RAMSAMY :    You asked me to emai l  i t  

to  you.   Remember,  I  was in  Court  wi th  

Speaker mat ter?  

ADV JOHNSON :   Ja.  
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MS RAMSAMY :    And then you asked me 

to emai l  i t  to  you that  evening,  so that  you 

can s ign i t  the next  morning.   

ADV JOHNSON :   Ja,  but  what  I  am saying  

is ,  so I  s igned the  author isat ion.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja,  the  28(13)  

author isat ion.  

ADV JOHNSON :   Yes,  but  d id you put  an  

appl icat ion together  for  the author isat ion?  

What  I  am t ry ing  to get  at  is ,  remember ,  10 

for  us to  author ise Drew,  usual ly  we just  

put  a th ingy wi th a short  summary of  

facts.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja,  but  you to ld me not  

to  do the mandate memo.   I t  was just  

the… I  am just  opening my laptop for  you 

now,  one second.   What  date was i t ,  

Mama,  the 5 t h  or  the 6 t h? 

ADV JOHNSON :   I  s igned on the 6 t h .   I t  

should be 5 t h .  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay,  I  am just  checking  

now. . .   Why can I  not  f ind  that  emai l?   

Mmm… No,  I  th ink I  d id  not  do that .   I  

th ink the facts and a l l  o f  that  was covered 

in  the emai l  I  sent  . . . [ in tervenes]  
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ADV JOHNSON :   [ Ind ist inct ]  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja,  in  the 27,  and then 

remember I  d id  a  summary of  the 27 and 

the dockets that  we col lected,  and that  i s  

when I  sa id to  you I  need to consul t  wi th  

Fadie l  because . . . [ in tervenes]  

ADV JOHNSON :   No,  no,  wai t .   

Remember,  Drew,  the author isat ion  is  the  

6 t h  o f  December.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Mmm? 10 

ADV JOHNSON :   You a l l  got  the dockets  

on the 9 t h  o f  December.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Mmm-mmm.  

ADV JOHNSON :   So you would not  have 

had the dockets.  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  I  d id  not  have the  

dockets,  but  we only received the dockets  

because on the 6 t h  you sent  a le t ter  to  

send to Moi le .    

ADV JOHNSON :   Yes,  that  is  what  I  am 20 

saying.   So what  would you have based… 

that  is  what  I  am t ry ing to get  to ,  you 

based your facts on that  sect ion 27?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV JOHNSON :   Did you chat  to  anyone 
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before that  o r  d id  you base your facts on  

anyth ing e lse for  us to  have those other  

names?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  was on the page tha t  

you gave me.   That  is  why those names 

are there.    

ADV JOHNSON :   And how do we a l ign  

wi th some of  those other  of fences l ike  

forgery and ut ter ing and…  

MS RAMSAMY :    Forgery and ut te r ing we 10 

general ly  put  in  our  28…  

ADV JOHNSON :   That  is  how I  want  to  

expla in i t ,  but  you said I  have abused my 

power by doing that .  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  i t  is  a  standard th ing  

because out  of  f raud we get  fo rgery and 

ut ter ing.  

ADV JOHNSON :   And that  is  what  I  sa id.   

When you look at  that  one paragraph 

where he says the a l leged manipulat ion of  20 

procurement  processes,  that  would  

appear for  me at  f raud,  a lmost  invar iab ly  

that  i t  is  forgery and ut ter ing.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja.    

ADV JOHNSON :   And that  i f  we do not  put  
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i t  in  then we cannot  deal  wi th  i t .  

MS RAMSAMY :    And remember wi th the  

. . . [ in tervenes]  

ADV JOHNSON :   So what  they are doing 

is ,  do they d issect  word fo r  word.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja,  that  is  why I  s topped 

watching.  

ADV JOHNSON :   Ja.   Today I  must  have 

been the dumbest  lawyer South Af r ica has 

seen.    10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Are you done for  the  

day?  

ADV JOHNSON :   Ja,  I  was actual ly  

fee l ing s ick.   You know I  got  s ick las t  

week remember and I  had a panic at tack.   

So fo r  the f i rs t  t ime I  am taking meds fo r  

i t  and af ter  a wh i le  I  just  thought  I  was 

soaked and I  rea l ised I  was not  even 

paying at tent ion.   

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  but  to  answer your  20 

quest ion,  the names that  I  obta ined or  

p laced in  the 28(13)  was the page wi th  

your handwr i t ing  and the  names of  the  

suspects and then when I  asked about  i t  

you said that  you… Dylan consul ted wi th  
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Fadie l  and that  i s  how the names came 

up.   

ADV JOHNSON :   I  must  ta lk  to  Dylan.   I f  

we have to have a quick WhatsApp cal l  

la ter ,  i s  i t  okay wi th you?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  that  is  f ine,  I  am 

f ree.  

ADV JOHNSON :   Ja,  because otherwise I  

am very confused because they need to  

know f rom me tomorrow,  where d id I  ge t  10 

these names?  And I  need to understand 

where d id I  get  those names?  Now i t  is  

f ine i f  you say you got  i t  f rom me,  but  I  do  

not  know where I  got  i t  f rom.  

MS RAMSAMY :    What  you to ld me is  tha t  

Dylan obta ined i t  a f ter  consul ta t ion wi th  

Fadie l .   That  is  my understanding o f  i t .  

ADV JOHNSON :   Okay.   A l l  r ight ,  I  have 

to speak to h im.   I  have to speak to h im 

because… he must  have known 20 

somewhere.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  you look at  my emai ls ,  

ask h im to check the emai ls .   

ADV JOHNSON :   But  my laptop was 

sto len,  my laptop was sto len in  January  
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last  year ,  so I  have lost  lo ts of  my s tuf f .  

MS RAMSAMY :    But  ask Dylan to check 

because he has h is emai ls  on h is  phone.   

There is  an emai l  between h im,  you and I ,  

ADV JOHNSON :   Ja.  

MS RAMSAMY :    About  the names as wel l  

as  about  the documents,  the ones that  

were s lot ted under Fadie l 's  door.   

ADV JOHNSON :   Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    So there was a chain  10 

emai l  between us,  he should remember.  

ADV JOHNSON :   Okay,  I  wi l l  ta lk  to  h im 

and then i f  you do not  mind,  we wi l l  chat  a  

b i t  la te r  on.   Or e lse,  you know,  I  go  

there,  I  have a l ready abused my power by  

not  asking where these names came f rom.   

I  sa id to  them, you know what ,  maybe I  

had a d iscussion  wi th  you,  I  just  cannot  

remember r ight  now.  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.  20 

ADV JOHNSON :   And what  would then be 

t rue,  Drew,  we had a d iscussion…  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja.  

ADV JOHNSON :   …i f  you say tha t  ther e 

was th is  paper.  
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MS RAMSAMY :    Mmm.  

ADV JOHNSON :   But  where d id th is  paper  

come f rom?  Where would those names 

have come f rom?   

MS RAMSAMY :    That  was what  our  

conversat ion was,  i t  came f rom 

consul tat ion wi th  Dylan and Fadie l .   And 

then you had wr i t ten i t  down,  ja .   

ADV JOHNSON :   Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.  10 

ADV JOHNSON :   A l l  r ight ,  I  am going to  

ta lk  to  h im,  then you and I  wi l l  chat  i t .   

But  thank you,  and sor ry,  but  they asked 

me for  the name of  every person who has 

deal t  wi th  the mat ter .   

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  i t  is  f ine.   I  do not  

even know what  is  happening.   I  wi l l  be  

very honest  wi th  you,  I  s topped watching  

because we are so busy wi th preparat ion  

for  B lue L ights that  I  just  do not  have the  20 

t ime to l is ten.  

ADV JOHNSON :   No,  no,  I  know much 

because i t  wi l l  rea l ly ,  i f  they cal l  you,  you 

wi l l  leave the count ry.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay,  oh God,  okay.   
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ADV JOHNSON :   I t  is  not  what  you know.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay,  no.  

ADV JOHNSON :   Today,  I  d id  no t  know 

sect ion 28,  I  d id  not  know sect ion 27,  I  

know noth ing.   I  am as dumb  as two 

br icks.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am sor ry.  

ADV JOHNSON :   Ja,  i t  is  okay because,  

you know what ,  whether  we l i ke i t  or  not ,  

they are going to make our  names shi t  10 

anyway because you can just  see,  you 

know,  especia l ly  when,  remember he is  a  

judge,  you know,  for  h im to make a  

comment ,  oh,  th is  i s  basic law 101,  I  am 

surpr ised you do not  know i t  wi th  your  30  

years '  exper ience.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Oh,  I  do not  even know 

what  to  say to tha t .   

ADV JOHNSON :   Exact ly .   And he makes 

faces,  they laugh wi th each other  whi le  20 

you are st i l l  answer ing.   I t  is  so  

unprofessional .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Mmm.  Ja,  no,  I  do not  

want  to  go there.  

ADV JOHNSON :   Ja.   Wel l ,  we w i l l  see 
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what  we are a l l  go ing to do,  but  i t  is  just  

go ing to be a sh i t  show.   But  I  am going 

to ta lk  to  Dylan quick ly.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay,  but  ask  h im to  

check my emai ls  f rom,  i t  must  have been 

around the 11 t h ,  12 t h  o r  13 t h  o f  December  

because I  went  on leave on the  14 t h  o f  

December.   

ADV JOHNSON :   Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    So i t  would have been 10 

the 11 t h ,  the 12 t h  or  the 13 t h  o f  December.   

ADV JOHNSON :   But  he would have had 

to speak to Fadie l  a f ter  Fadie l  gave us 

the 27,  remember?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja.  

ADV JOHNSON :   Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  h is  ind icat ion  is  that  

he had spoken to  h im in  December .   So i t  

was la te November.   

ADV JOHNSON :   Ja,  la te November.  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja.  

ADV JOHNSON :   Ja,  because Fad ie l 's  27  

is  dated 21 November.   So he wou ld have 

had to speak to h im between 21 

November and the 5 t h  o f  December  
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because on the 6 t h  we s igned the  

author isat ion wi th  these ext ra names.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja.  

ADV JOHNSON :   Ja.   Okay.   A l l  r ight ,  I  

am going to ta lk  to  h im.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay,  okay,  Mama.  

ADV JOHNSON :   A l l  r ight ,  thanks.  

MS RAMSAMY :    No problem.  

ADV JOHNSON :   Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Bye.  10 

ADV JOHNSON :   A l l  r ight ,  bye. ”  

Thank you,  Cha i r,  Commissioners.   Ms Ramsamy,  you 

referred to Advocate Johnson as Mama.   Why is  tha t?  You 

can swi tch on your mic.  

MS RAMSAMY :    When I  s tar ted wi th ID,  before i t  became 

IDAC, Advocate Johnson was the Head of  Off ice.   We had a 

choice between cal l ing her  ID  or  Mama J.   And I  respect fu l l y  

ca l l  her  that  because she is  not  a bad person.   She is  not .   

You know,  when I  got  s ick,  she was there.   She is  k ind.   I t  is 

just  the work eth ic  that  I  have a problem wi th.   And so I  20 

respect fu l l y  ca l l  her  Mama.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So th is…  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  just  le f t  the J par t  out .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  th is  was the record ing on 

the 22 n d  o f  Ju ly where you are  te l l ing her  how those names 
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came about .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you are  referencin g  emai ls  

that  were sent  in  December 2024 where Mr  Perumal  

ind icated that  he had consul ted wi th Mr  Adams.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And those emai ls  you have 

provided to us,  we wi l l  get  to  that .   But  i f  I  understand i t ,  

the emai ls  you are referr ing to in  that  record ing are  emai ls  

that  were sent  af te r,  in  response to  your docket  report .   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Which comes af ter  the 

dockets were col lected and af ter  the 28(13)  is  author ised.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Okay.   So we should then 

go back in to your statement  to  deal  wi th  the  28(13)  

invest igat ion,  which is  on page 21 at  paragraph 49.   

MS RAMSAMY :     

“Mr Raphesu . . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  page 21,  paragraph 49.   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    49.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    A t  28(13)  invest igat ion.  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“Return ing to the events of  December  

2024,  on the 6 t h  o f  December  2024,  
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before the staff  meet ing,  I  went  to  Mr  

Raphesu,  who had been designated as  

one of  the invest igators in  the  Ad ams 

referra l .   I  t rusted Mr Raphesu.   I  had to  

show him the  a ff idavi t ,  because I  had 

such unease about  what  I  was ins t ructed 

to do,  especia l ly  g iven the lack o f  

substant ia t ion  of  the a l legat ions 

conta ined in  the sect ion 27 referra l  

a ff idavi t ,  and the fact  that  I  had been 10 

g iven names of  suspects to  inc lude in  the  

sect ion 28(13)  appl icat ion,  that  I  s imply  

could not  reconc i le  wi th the contents of  

the sect ion 27 refer ra l  a ff idavi t . ”  

Paragraph 50:  

“Mr Raphesu br ie f ly  perused the a ff idavi t  

before I  had to  return i t  to  Advocate  

Johnson,  shor t l y  before the staff  meet ing.   

I  went  to  Advocate Johnson 's off i ce and 

returned the sect ion 27 refer ra l  a ff idavi t ,  20 

and she gave me the s igned 28(13)  

author isat ion.   There was a meet ing  

scheduled for  11 a.m.  wi th the team 

assigned to the  Adams referra l ,  which  

took p lace in  Advocate Johnson's  off ice.   
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Present  in  the meet ing was Advocate  

Johnson,  Mr Perumal ,  Mr Raphesu.   Mr  

Padayachee and Wessels were not  

present…”  

Sor ry,  and I .  

“Mr Padayachee and Mr Wessels were not  

present  in  th is  meet ing.   Before  I  dea l  

wi th  the events that  t ranspi red f rom the 

6 t h  o f  December 2024,  I  want  to  make i t  

c lear  that  Advocate Johnson and Mr  10 

Perumal  launched an orchest rated at tack  

on General  Masemola and General  

Khumalo,  us ing IDAC's powerfu l  

invest igat ion tools.   And th is  wi l l  become 

evident  in  my statement  and test imony. ”  

CHAIRPERSON :    Sorry,  as I  understand th is ,  correc t  me i f  

I  am wrong,  the a t tacks were made at  the meet ing or  not?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  make the statement  . . . [ in tervenes]  

CHAIRPERSON :    Or do you mean they were made as the 

invest igat ion was going on?  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    I  th ink when my second statement  is  

before Chai r,  for  the 22 n d  o f  January,  Chai r  wi l l  understand 

the c lear  p ic ture,  inc luding the notes.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay,  okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    But  I  do not  make a statement  of  th is  
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nature l ight ly.   

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  no,  thank you,  thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can I  a lso just  see c la r i f icat ion?  

So when you say an orchest rated at tack f rom the 6 t h  o f  

December,  you are refer r ing  to the inves t igat ions 

themselves being an orchest rated a t tack?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And when you say using  

IDAC's powerfu l  too ls,  i t  is  the  tools that  one f inds in  

sect ion 28,  fo r  example,  the invest igat ion i t se l f?  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    28(6)  and (7) ,  speci f i ca l l y,  which  has no 

jud ic ia l  overs ight ,  but  is  s igned.   And i f  I  may g ive an 

example.   Yesterday Chai r  was very concerned about  a 28  

that  was sent  wi th  regards to Fadie l  Adam's arrest  and who 

made the arrest .   Had that  been a sect ion 205 of  t he 

Cr iminal  Procedure Act ,  an aff idav i t  expla in ing the request  

would have been accompanying,  and a magist rate  would 

have in terrogated the reasons.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Go to page 22,  paragraph 

51.  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Paragraph 51:  

“Everyth ing about  the process was 

concern ing. ”  

51.1:    

“The speed wi th  which everyth ing  had to  
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be done wi thout  any evident ia ry basis and 

in  cer ta in instances,  against  my st r i c t  

inst ruct ions to the invest igators,  the  

makeup of  the team, whi le  Mr Mani la l l  

was designated as the Dep uty Di rector  o f  

Publ ic  Prosecut ion,  he had no 

involvement  in  the mat ter .   I  was the only  

prosecutor  who had to report  d i rect ly  to  

Advocate Johnson.   Mr Sesoko,  who fo r  

a l l  in tents and purposes is  the  Chief  10 

Operat ing Of f icer  of  IDAC,  was not  aware  

of  the mat ter .   The lack of  ev idence on 

the Mokwele mat ter ,  I  d is t inguish th is  

mat ter  f rom the Lushaba mat ter ,  where  

there was a pr ima fac ie  case.   But  in  my 

v iew,  I  quest ioned whether  i t  was wi th in  

IDAC's mandate to invest iga te the  

Lushaba mat ter .   The t iming of  c er ta in  

decis ions and act ions. ”  

Paragraph 52:  20 

“Return ing to the  meet ing,  i t  was a short  

meet ing.   Advocate Johnson in formed us 

that  she wi l l  be  superv is ing the  mat ter  

personal ly,  l ike she had done in  the July  

2023 refer ra l .   As wi l l  become evident ,  
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Advocate Johnson was not  merely  

superv is ing.   She was d ictat ing key 

decis ions throughout  the invest igat ion .   

Before we le f t  Advocate Johnson 's  off ice,  

she said that  the dockets had to be  

col lected that  day and inst ructed me to  

draf t  a  wr i t ten request  immediate ly f or  her  

signature and she repeated that  ‘ the  

dockets must  be  col lected today’ .   I  d id  

not  understand the urgency,  especia l ly  as  10 

i t  was Fr iday and noth ing would happen 

unt i l  Monday anyway.   She to ld  me to  

address the le t ter  to  Major  General…”  

There is  an er ror  here.  

“ I  was to ld to  address the le t te r  to  Major  

General  Khumalo.   I  d id  not  know the f i rs t  

name at  the t ime,  as I  had previously  

expla ined.   Mr  Perumal  inst ructed Mr  

Raphesu to co l lect  the dockets  

immediate ly,  he should not  wai t  for  the  20 

le t te r,  because  he,  Mr Perumal ,  wanted to  

take the dockets home wi th h im to  

Eastern Cape.   Mr Perumal  a lso  

ment ioned that  Mr Padayachee had 

a l ready been br ie fed on the mat ter.   I  
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found th is  very st range,  because we were  

being br ie fed fo r  the f i rs t  t ime on the  

sect ion 28(13)  author isat ion and i t  had 

only been s igned ear l ie r  that  morning.   

Clear ly  Mr Padayachee was br ie fed on an 

invest igat ion tha t  he knew would be 

author ised before i t  was author ised.   

A l low me to d igress again before I  

cont inue the t imel ine. ”  

CHAIRPERSON :    Sorry,  can you p lease re -read the  10 

sentence star t ing,  ‘ I  found th is  st range’ .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  Chai r.  

“ I  found th is  st range,  because we were  

being br ie fed fo r  the f i rs t  t ime and the  

sect ion 28(13)  au thor isat ion had just  been 

signed ear l ie r  tha t  morning. ”  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Then the  next  sub - topic is :  

“Did Mr Padayachee see…”  

There is  a miss ing E there;  20 

“…the sect ion 27 referra l  a ff idavi t . ”  

This is  the quest ion that  Chai r,  o r  the issue that  Chai r  had 

ra ised ear l ie r  about  Mr Pada yachee.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  th ink i t  was Commissioner Khumalo who 

asked.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  i t  was Chai r.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Paragraph 53.    

“ I  heard the evidence of  Mr Padayachee 

that  he had not  seen the sect ion 27 

referra l  a ff idavi t .   I  conf i rm that  Mr  

Padayachee had not  seen the sect ion 27 

referra l  a ff idavi t  in  my presence.   

However,  I  be l ieve that  Mr Padayachee 

e i ther  saw a draf t  o f  the sect ion 27 

aff idavi t  or  the s igned vers ion.   I  say th is  10 

because when Mr Perumal  and Mr  

Raphesu and I  went  to  Cape Town o n the  

6 t h  o f  January  2025,  and whi ls t  a t  the  

a i rpor t ,  Mr Raphesu went  to  co l lect  the  

renta l  vehic le.   Mr Perumal  compla ined to  

me that  when h im and Mr Padayachee 

were in  Cape Town in November 2024,  

there was a shor tage of  hote ls and they 

were forced to s tay at  the Formula One 

hote l .   He expressed how embarrassing i t  20 

was for  h im and Mr Padayachee to meet  

wi th a Member  of  Par l iament  at  the  

Formula One.    

For  th is  reason,  I  doubt  Mr Padayachee 's  

vers ion that  he d id not  see the sect ion 27 
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re ferra l  a ff idavi t .   Having said that ,  there  

was a lo t  o f  secrecy around th is  sect ion  

27 referra l  a ff idavi t .   Had i t  not  been for  

Mr Perumal 's  comments at  the a i rpor t ,  I  

would have bel ieved Mr Padayachee that  

he had not  seen the sect ion 27 referra l  

a ff idavi t .   As fa r  as I  was aware,  before  

Mr Perumal 's  comments at  the a i rpor t ,  the  

only people who had seen the sect ion 27 

aff idavi t  Advocate Johnson,  Mr Perumal ,  10 

and Mr Raphesu,  because I  had shown i t  

to  them.”  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I s  your  po int  that  because he was 

wi th Mr Perumal  when  they were consul t ing wi th Mr  Adams 

in November 2024,  he would have seen a draf t  o f  that  

aff idavi t ,  o r  on thei r  way back,  he would have seen the 

s igned vers ion?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  could not  be possib le to  s i t  in  a  

consul tat ion to draf t  an aff idavi t  and not  know the contents 

thereof ,  or  see i t .  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  he could have wai ted outs ide 

whi le  they were doing that .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  wi l l  get  to  the re lat ionship and the  

c loseness la ter  on,  i f  i t  w i l l  be a l lowed.  

CHAIRPERSON :    So here you are ta lk ing about  the or ig inal  
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a ff idavi t ,  not  the  one that  has Pretor ia  and Cape Town 

issues?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight .   Thank you.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    But  i t  would seem that  when you say i t  

would not  be possib le,  that  Mr Padayachee,  Colonel  

Padayachee was wi th Perumal  in  Cape Town,  a s tatement 

was taken,  that  he would not  have seen that  aff idavi t .   So i t  

must  be that  you are refer r ing to the November…  

MS RAMSAMY :    The November statement .  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    The one that  was shown here  in  the 

Commission.  

MS RAMSAMY :    The one that  I  re ferred to here.   I t  could 

be cor rect  that  he d id not  see the one that  was f l ighted,  

because I  have heard that  that  is  not  the cor rect  one.   But  

my statement  here is  that  the one that  I  am speaking about ,  

the one that  conta ins the PKTT and the vehic les and the 

lodges,  i t  would have been improbable that  he,  impossib le,  

that  he would not  have seen the or ig inal .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You misunders tand.   Are you therefore  20 

saying that  th is  t r ip ,  the two of  them in Cape Town,  that  

would have been when they took the aff idavi t  that  you saw,  

the or ig inal  one.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Not  the one tha t  was f l ighted?  
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MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  I  understand.  

CHAIRPERSON :    And on,  oh.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sorry.   Where you have to c lar i f y  for  

Commissioner  Ba loyi ,  even the aff idavi t  that  you saw,  the  

or ig inal  one,  i t  was a lso dated 21 November 2024.    

MS RAMSAMY :    I  cannot  conf i rm that .   I  have a  

recol lect ion of  a  d i f ferent  date.   I  a lso have a recol lect ion of  

a  conversat ion between Perumal  and mysel f ,  when th is  

whole debacle of  where is  the 27 referra l  as per  my emai l  10 

was happening,  where Perumal  says to me,  no,  the ID must  

check,  the ID must  check,  refer r ing to Advocate Johnson,  

because I  have WhatsApps f rom the 13 t h  o f  November 

where Fadie l  i s  asking fo r  th ings.   So…  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So i t  was November,  but  you are not  

sure whether  i t  was the 21 s t  or  the 13 t h? 

MS RAMSAMY :    I  cannot  conf i rm the date.   I  just  know that  

i f ,  may I  just  po in t  to  the 22 n d ,  Advocate,  January?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Before you get  to  that ,  the one 

that  you saw would have been dated November 2024 as 20 

wel l .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Because in  your  appl icat ion  

28(13) ,  you referred to the sect ion 27 in  November 2024.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   But  you cannot  recal l  who 

the commissioner  was,  you cannot  recal l  the date,  because 

i t  was not  something that  you were focused on necessar i l y  

at  that  s tage.  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  I  th ink my focus was more  on the  

content  of  that  s tatement .  

CHAIRPERSON :    And your assumpt ion that  the aff idavi t  

was taken in  November when the  two of  them were there 

together,  is  based on the fact  that  they were there in  

November and i t  is  a  November af f idavi t .   Is  that  why you 10 

th ink i t  must  have been taken?  

MS RAMSAMY :    That  is  my th ink ing,  my l ine of  th ink ing  

wi th regards to that .   A lso,  there are la ter  emai ls  that  the  

Commission wi l l  have s ight  of  where Advocate Johnson,  I  

am now quest ion ing the veraci ty  o f  the aff idavi t  i tse l f  and 

the lack thereof  in  the dockets tha t  were opened.   I t  was at  

that  point  that  Advocate Johnson even sends me an emai l  

saying,  ask Chief ,  he consul ted ,  he should have those 

th ings.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   So i f  we can then go 

to the dockets,  the topic,  the dockets,  page 24,  paragraph 

55.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Paragraph 55:  

“Af ter  the meet ing,  I  prepared the le t ter  to  
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Major  General  Khumalo.   I  po int  ou t  again  

that  the le t te r  asks for  the Vi l l ie r ia  and 

Or lando dockets  ment ioned in  the 27 

refer ra l  a ff idavi t ,  not  Cape Town dockets  

l is ted in  the f l igh ted sect ion  27 af f idavi t .   

There was a lo t  o f  commot ion on that  

day. ”  

I  do not  refer  to  outs ide the off ice  commot ion.   I  am ta lk ing  

about  wi th in the o ff ice.  

“Mr Raphesu wi l l  e laborate on the  docket  10 

ret r ieval  i ssue.   Ul t imate ly on the  9 t h  o f  

December 2024,  I  had to change the le t te r  

request  f rom Major  General  Khumalo to  

L ieutenant  General  Jacobs.   I  sent  

Advocate Johnson a WhatsApp message 

to te l l  her  that  based on the in format ion I  

received f rom Mr  Rap hesu,  the le t ter  had 

to be changed to L ieutenant  General  

Jacobs.   Her response was that  I  must  

shred the le t ter  because i t  was not  going  20 

to L ieutenant  General  Jacobs.    

She said she had wr i t ten to Div is ional  

Commissioner  Detect ive  Serv ices,  

L ieutenant  General  Sentumule.   I  was st i l l  

unclear  on the process to co l lect  the  
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dockets.   Advocate Johnson to ld  me to  

ask Mr Raphesu to ca l l  Colonel  Phi l l ips  

and ask i f  L ieutenant  General  Sentumule  

had asked Colonel  Phi l l ips to  hand the  

dockets over. ”  

The WhatsApp exchanges have been provided.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  we can go to f i le  10,  page 

113.   That  is  where the WhatsApp exchanges between you 

and Advocate Johnson that  morning .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You can take us through i t .   So 

the b lack would  be yours and then the whi te  would be 

Advocate Johnson.  

“Morning,  Advocate Johnson. ”  

This is  the 9 t h  o f  December 2024,  8.38 a.m.    

“Morning,  Advocate Johnson.   I  t rust  you 

are wel l .   The le t ter  that  was sea led fo r  

Khumalo has to be changed to L ieutenant  

General  Jacobs.   I  have the sealed bag.   

May I  leave the deta i ls  and bag wi th you 20 

and awai t  new s igned le t te r.   Once 

received,  Mansa has made arrangements  

to  co l lect  the dockets. ”  

Not  going,  th is  i s  now Advocate Johnson:  

“Not  going to Jacobs.   Shed the le t ter.   I  
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wrote to  DivCom on Fr iday.   She wi l l  

rever t  today. ”  

I  know I  s tayed at  8.40:  

“Noted,  thank you. ”  

A t  11.40,  I  send another  message.    

“Advocate Johnson,  my apologies fo r  

disturb ing you.   P lease advise what  the  

inst ruct ions are  about  co l lect ing the  

dockets.   Are the invest igators to  wai t  

upon the reply and you g iv ing them the go 10 

ahead to co l lect  the dockets?  Thank 

you. ”  

114.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You can just  go to her  reply  

because that  is  a repeat  of  your  quest ion,  of  your  message.   

MS RAMSAMY :    She repl ies at  11.40:  

“They must  wai t  unt i l  I  get  the go ahead.”  

11.42:  

“ I  wi l l  advise the team.  Thank you. ”    

I  then send another  message at  11.44:  20 

“Mansa received a ca l l  to  come col lect  the  

dockets in  30 minutes in  CBD.”  

CBD being Pretor ia .    

“P lease adv i se i f  he should,  f rom Colone l  

Phi l l ips. ”  



    30 JULY 2026 – DAY 151 
 

Page 112  o f  217  

 

 

Advocate Johnson repl ies at  12.00:  

“Ask h im to ca l l  Colonel  Phi l l ips  quick ly  

and ask i f  General  Sentumule asked h im 

to g ive us the dockets.   Once you rever t ,  I  

wi l l  te l l  you what  to  do. ”  

They conf i rm . . . [ in te rvenes]  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Just  go to the next  page and read 

i t .   I t  is  the fu l l  message on 115.   They conf i rm?  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“They conf i rm that  i t  came f rom General  10 

S.   They are asking us to a lso g ive  them a 

copy of  the le t ter  sent  fo r  the i r  record  

purposes.   But  they wi l l  p rov ide the  

dockets today and we must  d rop off  the  

le t ter  at  our  convenience. ”  

Advocate Johnson repl ies:  

“Get  a copy of  the le t ter  to  General  

Sentumule f rom Enoch and take i t  wi th .   

The dockets must  be copied immediate l y  

and then the or ig inals handed to Enoch.  20 

Thank you.   We wi l l  a t tend to i t  now.”  

A t  14.53,  I  send another  message:  

“Good af te rnoon,  Advocate Johnson.   I  

have received dockets.   I  have made a  

copy and handed or ig inals in  an envelope 
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to  Enoch.   I  wi l l  peruse a l l  the sect ions 

and provide a report  to  yoursel f . ”    

She repl ies,  thank you.   The next  morning . . . [ in te rvenes]  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  we wi l l  get  to  that  la ter.   So 

then we have to return to  your  statement  at  page 24,  

paragraph 56.  

MS RAMSAMY :     

“ I  la ter  conf i rmed wi th Advocate Johnson 

that  the dockets were received f rom 

Lieutenant  General  Sentumule and that  10 

Raphesu had been requested to provide  

wr i t ten requests for  the i r  record purposes,  

but  that  the dockets would be made 

avai lab le that  day.   Advocate Johnson 

then asked me to get  a copy of  the wr i t ten  

request  to  L ieutenant  General  Sentumule  

f rom her assistant  and that  i t  must  be  

del ivered when the dockets are co l lected.    

She a lso gave me an inst ruct ion that  the  

dockets must  be  copied immediate ly and 20 

the or ig inals must  be handed to her  

personal  assistan t .   A few hours la ter,  I  

advised Advocate Johnson that  I  had 

received the dockets,  a  copy was made,  

and the or ig inal  p laced in  an envelope 
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g iven to her  personal  assistant .   I  to ld  her  

that  I  would peruse a l l  the sect ions an d 

prepare a report  to  her.   The request  fo r  

the dockets was yet  another  mat ter  that  

d id not  s i t  wel l  wi th  me.   We usual ly  

request  cer t i f ied  copies of  the dockets  

and the or ig inals are reta ined by 

whomever the request  is  addressed to.   In  

th is  instance,  I  was asked to request  fo r  

the or ig inal  dockets,  which is  ev ident  f rom 10 

the le t ter  to  Major  General  Khumalo . ”  

Before I  deal  wi th  my report ,  I  must  address the issue of  the  

le t ter  to  Major  General  Khumalo.   Advocate  Johnson 

test i f ied that  we sent  the le t ter  req uest ing the dockets to  

Major  General  Khumalo  and that  he had ind icated that  the  

dockets were not  wi th  h im or  were not  h is .   As stated above,  

the le t ter  was never sent  to  Major  General  Khumalo and 

Advocate Johnson knew that  because she to ld me to shred 

the le t te r.   Advocate Johnson to ld me that  the  le t ter  had 

been changed and addressed to General  Sentumule .  20 

CHAIRPERSON :    Sorry,  I  may have misunderstood.   Was 

the one that  you had to shred not  the one that  was to go to  

L ieutenant  General  Jacobs?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  Chai r.   The inst ruct ion on the 6 t h  was 

to draf t  to  L ieutenant  General  Mbuso Khumalo.   That  le t te r 
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was in  the envelope that  was sealed,  marked by hand.   That  

le t ter  was never sent .   So when I  got  to  the off ice  on the 

9 t h ,  that  le t ter  was handed in  a sealed,  a lmost  l ike an 

exhib i t  bag le t te r,  a  document  th ing,  and handed to  me by 

Innocent ,  because obviously Raphesu had to go and fetch  

the dockets.   Raphesu,  he had not  come to the off i ce wi th 

regards to co l lect ing the le t ter  or  anyth ing,  but  he wi l l  

expla in what  h is  act ions were.    

 He cal led me and stated they want  the le t ter  

changed f rom Khumalo to Jacobs.   I  then contacted 10 

Advocate Johnson.   Remember,  I  am not  the s ignatory of  

the le t te r,  so I  am informing her  that  the person i t  is 

addressed to needs to be changed to Jacobs.   She says not  

to  worry,  shred the le t te r  because they have a l ready 

contacted Sentumule.   I  apologise for  not  us ing the t i t les fo r  

L ieutenants.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay,  a l l  r ight .   I t  was a reference to  

Jacobs at  a  t ime when you were ta lk ing about  a le t ter  that  

was to have gone to h im,  that  you then ta lked about  the 

shredding and the thought ,  ja ,  the shredding re lated to  20 

L ieutenant  General  Jacobs.   No,  thank you,  thank you.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry,  sorry,  Chai r.   I  wi l l  read s lower but  

louder.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  is  at  page 113 where you 

say:  
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“Morning Advocate Johnson,  the  le t ter  

that  was sealed for  Khumalo has to be  

changed to L ieutenant  General  Jacobs. ”  

So at  that  s tage i t  is  s t i l l  to  General  Khumalo.   You are 

te l l ing her  i t  has to be changed.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And she then says shred.   I t  is 

not  going to Jacobs,  shred the le t te r,  which the only le t te r  

then is  to  General  Khumalo at  that  s tage in  the sealed bag.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Is  there a par t icu la r  reason why you,  the  

process you descr ibe about  get t ing  dockets,  that  you make 

copies,  you get  cer t i f ied copies and leave the or ig inal  wi th  

i ts  owners,  the agency that  owns the docket ,  is  there a  

par t icu lar  reason for  that?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  may just  put  i t  in  a s imple example.   

Centur ion  pol ice  stat ion  is  the  owner of  that  docket .   

Vi l l ier ia  pol i ce stat ion is  the owner of  that  docket .   The 

t racking of  those dockets are done on the CAS - ing system.   20 

I f  Vi l l ier ia  is  asking for  Centur ion dockets,  i t  must  be 

t ransfer red to Vi l l ier ia .   On the face of  the brown copy of  

the docket ,  i t  wou ld be scratched of f  Centur ion,  put  Vi l l ier ia .   

Vi l l ier ia  wi l l  have to re -CAS i t ,  so that  i t  can be t racked for  

safety reasons.    
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 We a l l  know dockets go missing,  get  bought ,  

dest royed.   So that  is  the reason.   We do not  have a CAS -

ing system at  IDAC.   A lso wi th the other  27  referra ls  that  I  

d iscussed ear l ie r  that  I  a t tended to in  2023,  there  was a  

reference to another  docket .   We d id not  ca l l  for  the 

physica l  docket  in  i ts  or ig inal  s tate,  we cal led fo r  a copy.   

That  copy comes wi th the f ront  cer t i f ied.   For  me,  i t  was a  

s i tuat ion of  what  are we going to  do wi th these?  Are we 

now taking these dockets?  Are they going to be CAS’d on 

one of  our  invest igators?  I f  the system shows,  i t  is  s t i l l  not  10 

CAS’d on one of  our  invest igators.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    I t  is  not?  

MS RAMSAMY :    As far  as my involvement  in  i t ,  i t  would 

only be Lushaba that  was now recent ly  in  June,  the  12 t h  o f  

June.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    But  I  wi l l  deal  wi th  that  aspect  and I  speak 

about  the movement  and the changing of  the  CASes 

because i t  comes up la ter  as wel l  w i th  the Lushaba mat ter.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Commissioners.   I  am 

going to move on to a  next  top ic,  Chai r,  but  I  see i t  is  three 

minutes to one.   I f  maybe i t  would  be a convenient  t ime to  

take the adjournment  now because that  deals w i th the 

docket  report ,  which is  going to be lengthy.  
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CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn and resume at  2 p.m.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS  

INQUIRY RESUMES  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  Ms Segeels -Ncube.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .   Ms Ramsamy,  

can you put  on  your –  thank you.   Just  before the  

adjournment  we had deal t  wi th  paragraph 59 of  your  

statement  on page 25.   We were moving on to your docket  

summary report .   So we can star t  a t  paragraph 60 on p age 

25,  but  I  just  want  to  conf i rm f rom you that  on the 9 t h  o f  10 

December when you received the dockets whether  the 

dockets that  we have in  the bundle ,  f i le  10,  are the dockets  

that  you had received and whether  they were only the 

V i l ler ia  and Or lando or  whether  you had received others as 

wel l .   So i f  we can go to page 117 of  f i le  10,  and I  th ink i t  

goes a l l  the way to page 160.   

MS RAMSAMY :    117?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  117.   I f  you could just  have 

a look at  whether  those were,  I  th ink they are because of  

how you descr ibed the dockets in  your  docket  summary 20 

report ,  but  I  just  want  you to conf i rm.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so i f  we can then go to 

your statement  at  paragraph 60 on page 25,  you can star t  

there.   
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MS RAMSAMY :    Paragraph 60:  

 “On the 9 t h  o f  December 2024,  we 

received the dockets. ”  

 61:  

 “ I  then proceeded to prepare a docket 

summary report .   This is  a report  set t ing  

out  my assessment  of  the evidence 

conta ined in  the dockets and whether  the 

evidence revealed a pr ima fac ie  case of  

the a l legat ions conta ined in  the sect ion 10 

27 referra l  a f f idav i t . ”  

 Paragraph 62:  

 “ I  sent  the  docket  summary report  to  

Advocate Johnson on the morning  of  the 

10 t h  of  December 2024. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Before you proceed,  can we just  

ident i fy  the document  summary report  i f  you go to page 163 

of  f i le  10?  Are you there?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  i t  is  the  cor rect  report .   I t  s ta r ts  

at  163 and ends a t  165.   20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and how we are to  

understand i t  is  that  you had your deal  wi th  the do ckets that  

were referenced in  the sect ion 27 referra l  a f f idavi t .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And d id you receive the Cape 
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Town dockets as wel l?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Now,  what  I  propose we 

do is  we go through your report  and then we can go back 

in to your statement .   So i f  we can go to the report  a t  163,  I  

wi l l  then ind icate on the docket  which dockets we are 

deal ing wi th when you go th rough your report .   So the f i rs t  

one is  403.   You can go through that  and in  that  docket  

should be at  page 146 to 154 of  the bundle,  i f  you can just  

conf i rm that .   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so  le t  us go to the report  a t  

163 and you can just  read for  us f rom number 1.   You do 

not  need to read the case number,  but  we know i t  is  403.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  marked the report  conf ident ia l .   I t  is  

t i t led “Docket  Report ” .   Number  one is  403,  a l leged 

of fences,  corrupt ion and defeat ing the ends of  just ice.   

Docket  content .   A  c l ip .   One statement .   A1,  F Adams.   

A l legat ions that  a  polygraph test  was fa i led in  Ju ly 2024 by 

Major  General  Modondo who had two cases of  tax evasion  20 

and that  the head of  vet t ing,  Br igad ier  Ncube,  was tasked to  

ensure that  no invest igat ion ensued.   This statement  is  

vague,  does not  ind icate where the a l legat ions emerged 

f rom,  nor  what  ev idence is  at  hand to substant ia te same.   B 

c l ip  has an in format ion note to  the  Provincia l  Commissioner,  
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L ieutenant  General  Mthombeni .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Before you proceed,  can I  just  

ask you what  is  a B c l ip?  

MS RAMSAMY :    A  docket  is  made up of ,  when i t  opens up,  

there is  th ree par ts to  i t .   So the A c l ip  i s  where the 

statements are f i led.  The B c l ip  i s  genera l ly  cor respondence 

between the prosecutor ,  the at to rney,  maybe LCRC, or  i t  

a lso has,  you would f ind stapled  in  there the receipts i f  

exhib i ts  are handed in  or  taken for  test ing,  and you wi l l  

have a lab rece ipt .   So that  is  where we note ,  or  as  10 

prosecutors and pol ice of f icers,  we would see what  is  

t ranspi r ing or  whether  th is  has been done,  what  

communicat ion has been f i led.   The C c l ip  is  a d ia ry.   I t  is  

supposed to be communicat ion between the Commander,  

the invest igat ing  of f icer ,  or  the person a l located to the 

docket ,  and then la ter  on i t  becomes communicat ion 

between the prosecutor  and the invest igat ing of f i cer ,  or  the 

commander of  the  invest igat ing of f i cer .   But  that  is  A c l ip ,  B 

c l ip ,  and C c l ip .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then,  so you were  20 

going to say something when I  asked you about  the B c l ip  

when you were reading about  the in format ion note.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.   Wi th regards to the in format ion 

note,  I  do not  summarize i t  here,  but  in  essence,  because 

the dockets had a l ready been in  Advocate Johnson of f ice  
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and we had d iscussed a lso la ter  on wi th regards to the  

in format ion note,  I  just  want  to  p lace on record that  the 

in format ion notes  of  address to provinc ia l  Commissioner  

state the same th ing that  I  am saying,  there is  noth ing in 

the docket .   There is  an A1 and unsubstant ia ted a l legat ions.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    The words in  i ta l i cs,  is  that  you 

expressing your v iew about  the contents of  the docket?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  must  be  honest ,  Commissioner  

Khumalo,  i t  is  me expressing my i r r i ta t ion.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Why were you i r r i ta ted?  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    We have a 27.   We have a 28(13) .   We 

now have dockets .   I  have never in  my l i fe ,  and I  have been 

in  NPA,  and pr io r  to  that  I  was wi th Legal  A id,  I  have seen 

statements.   To me,  i t  looked l ike someone just  went  and 

scr ibb led,  just ,  you know,  threw th ings in ,  which is  then 

expla ined in  the  body of  my emai l  to  Adv ocate Johnson 

when I  sent  the report .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And just  to  be c lear ,  the s tatement  

you are referr ing  to is  the statement  of  the compla inant  in  

the docket?  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  would be the A1.   And the  

in format ion note is  the document  at  page 151,  i f  you can go 

to 151 of  f i le  10.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  cor rect ,  th is  is  the in format ion  note.    
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And so  that  was in  the  docket  

when you got  i t  on the 9 t h?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  was in every docket  that  I  received,  yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    This in fo rmat ion note is  not  an IDAC 

document .  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  Commissioner,  i t  is  not .   I t  is  the,  my 

understanding of  th is  i s  that  when these a l legat ions were  

made against  h igh -ranking of f ic ia ls  wi th in SAPS,  the 

inst ruct ion was that  the Provincia l  Commissioner is  to  get  10 

weekly or  month ly updates.   Mr Raphesu wi l l  speak to that  

because he was the one that  co l lected the dockets and he 

was to ld wi th regards to that .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so then we  can go back to  

your report .   

MS RAMSAMY :    C-Cl ip ,  one ent ry upon open ing the 

docket .   So the ent ry in  the C -Cl ip  is  what  is  genera l l y  

termed the opening ent ry on a C -Cl ip .   General ly ,  i t  would  

be the date,  t ime of  the opening and the A1 being obta ined,  

the contact  deta i l s  of  the A1,  just  so that  i t  is  not  on the A1.   20 

A lso,  i f  there is  potent ia l  wi tnesses that  the A1 or  the  

person,  the compla inant  has,  i t  wou ld be noted there,  and a  

br ie f  summary of  the A1 a l legat ions.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  the next  one,  which  is  404,  

V i l ler ia ,  and i t  is  on  page 163,  and the docket  i s  at  page 
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136 to 145,  i f  you could just  conf i rm.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And those in format ion notes were  

ident ica l  in  each docket  because i t  deal t  wi th  a l l  the  cases,  

correct ,  in  one in format ion note?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So you can then go to 

your report  a t  163.   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “404,  a l leged of fences,  cor rupt ion and 10 

defeat ing the ends of  just ice.   A -Cl ip ,  one 

statement .   A1,  F Adams,  a l l eges that  he 

has sensi t ive in format ion re lat ing  to the 

abuse of  funds f rom the Secret  Serv ice 

account  that  cont ravenes PFMA.  

Further ,  that  the docket  CAS 38 …”  

 I  wi l l  not  repeat ,  or  we wi l l  cont inue wi th that .  

 “… in which General  Lushaba was the 

compla inant ,  in  which L ieutenant  General  

Khumalo,  the Div is ional  Head of  Cr ime 20 

Inte l l igence,  fac i l i ta ted the act  of  

defeat ing.   Fur ther ,  a l legat ions of  

nepot ism,  p lac ing persons and fami ly  

members in  st rategic key posi t ions that  

af fect  serv ice del ivery. ”  
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 I  make the same statement  in  i ta l ics.   

 “This statement  is  vague,  does not  

ind icate where the a l legat ions emerged 

f rom,  nor  what  ev idence is  at  hand to 

substant ia te same.  

 B-Cl ip ,  i t  has the  in format ion now to the  

Provincia l  Commissioner. ”  

 And the C-Cl ip  again:  

 “One ent ry. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then the th i rd one,  which is  10 

405,  that  docket  is  at  page 117 to 125,  i f  you can just  

conf i rm.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Conf i rm.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and then you can deal  wi th  

your report  a t  164.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

 “A l leged of fences,  corrupt ion,  A -Cl ip ,  A1,  

a l leges major  abuse of  power of  the 

Secret  Serv ice account  by L ieu tenant  

General  Khumalo ,  Div is ional  Com of  CI ,  20 

together  wi th Major  General  Lushaba,  the  

CFO of  CI ,  funds being channel led in to 

the KZN Pol i t ica l  Task Team, which  is  a 

f ront  for  the fo rmer Min ister ,  Mr  Cele.   

Purchases of  vehic les through th is  fund 
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a l legedly bought  for  the Task Team, but  

used for  the fo rmer Min ister 's  act iv i t ies. ”  

 I  s tate in  i ta l ics again:  

 “This statement  is  vague,  does not  

ind icate where the a l legat ions emerged 

f rom,  nor  what  ev idence is  at  hand to 

substant ia te same.    

 B-Cl ip  has an in format ion note to  

Provincia l  Commissioner. ”  

 And the C-Cl ip :  10 

 “One ent ry upon opening of  docket . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now then,  you deal  at  number 4  

wi th the Cape Town dockets,  and you say:  

 “Respect ive ly are the f i rs t  dockets 

opened and have the same informat ion  

as above. ”  

 Where  d id you get  that  in format ion f rom,  f rom the 

bundle?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and then:   20 

 “V i l le r ia  38 has been perused and wi l l  be  

re levant  for  ev idence purposes. ”  

 You do not  summarize the A1 or  deal  wi th  that .   Do 

you see that?  

MS RAMSAMY :    The 38 was not  one of  the dockets that  
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was refer red by Adams.   The 38 was what  we would term an 

exhib i t  in  the sense that  the c la im was that  that  docket  was 

not  p roper ly  invest igated.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and which docket  was not  

proper ly  invest iga ted,  that  one i tse l f?   

MS RAMSAMY :    That  38.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.    

MS RAMSAMY :    And that  one was opened a l ready in  2024.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    22.   

MS RAMSAMY :    22,  sorry,  22.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.   My mother is  not  going to be  happy 

wi th my dyslexia af ter  th is .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ja,  okay.   Now you say the 

invest igat ion in to  th is  mat ter  i s  poor and d isturb ing,  the  

of fence of  thef t .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  I  had,  as I  had done wi th a l l  the other  

dockets,  I  had thoroughly perused A -Cl ip ,  B-Cl ip ,  and C-

Cl ip .   I  found d iscrepancies,  but  I  am not  an invest igat ing  

of f icer .   My d iscrepa ncies were based as a prosecutor  on  20 

the,  I  a lso real ized that  very l i t t le  ef for t  had gone in to that  

docket  and had i t  come to me for  a decis ion,  I  p robably 

would have put  a very nasty d iary  ent ry to  the Commander  

as to why i t  was done so,  fo r  lack o f  a  bet te r  word,  s loppy.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  may have missed i t .   Did you,  I  see 
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i t  is  on 161,  but  d id you p lace i t  on record,  the date of  the 

summary?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We are  get t ing back to i t  as to  

when i t  was sent  and,  because there is  a WhatsApp before  

that  that  precedes the sending of  the document .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   So that ,  and then i f  

we can just  f in ish of f  wi th  the report ,  you then have s ix  

inst ruct ions to invest igators.   So th is  i s  going to,  is  i t  

pr imar i ly  addressed to the invest igators,  o r  is  i t  p r imar i l y  10 

addressed to Advocate Johnson and the invest iga tors are 

copied in?  How do you …[ incomple te] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Advocate Johnson had not  asked for  th is  

report .   No one had asked me for  th is  report .   I ,  upon  

receiv ing the dockets,  fe l t  compel led to do th is  report  

because of  my gut  inst inct  and whatever happened on the  

6 t h .   And then when I  received the  dockets i t se l f ,  i t  needed 

to be reported in  a manner that  we as prosecutors would  

report  dockets.   When you g ive an evidence repor t ,  i t  is 

genera l ly  to  a senior  to  make a decis ion because you are 20 

not  f ind ing what  you are supposed to,  or  they th ink you are 

supposed to be f ind ing,  or  what  the SAPS th inks you are 

supposed to be f ind ing,  or  the compla inant  th inks yo u are 

supposed to be f ind ing.   So,  but  my inst ruct ions to the 

invest igators were based on my unease and the lack of  
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substant ia t ion in  the docket  i tse l f .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  can you just  take us 

through your inst ruct ions to the invest igators?  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “ Inst ruct ions to invest igators.   I f  Adams 

i s  to  be consul ted,  fu l l  and deta i led draf t  

a f f idavi ts  to  be  obta ined before 

prosecut ion p lan can be d iscussed.   One 

of  the two prosecutors must  be present  

when th is  consul ta t ion takes p lace. ”  10 

 You wi l l  a lso note that  I  am t ry ing to now involve  

the DD that  i s  a l located on paper,  because I  am work ing on 

my own under the,  I  am going to  do th is ,  superv is ion of  

Advocate Johnson.   So,  by saying  that ,  I  am saying one of  

us,  e i ther  the DD or  mysel f ,  need to be present  when th is  

consul ta t ion takes p lace.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  cont inue.   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “A l l  in format ion,  documentat ion,  and 

witness names,  et  cetera,  to  be 20 

conta ined in  the  af f idavi t  d raf t  f rom F 

Adams.”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So you want  the ev idence.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   He is  saying that  he has proof .   

He is  saying  tha t  someone s lot ted th ings under h is  door.   
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He is  opening dockets,  but  he only  makes vague a l legat ions 

and then props up a name here and there,  and then you do 

not  know what  is  happening exact ly .   So I  wanted a  fu l l  and 

deta i led draf t  report  o r  af f idav i t  f rom him.   And he 

misadvise us,  okay,  th is  is  a wi tness that  I  know wi l l  come 

forward,  or  th is  is  a possib le wi tness,  and th is  is  the  

evidence that  I  have.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can I  just  ask you before you 

cont inue,  why d id you not  at  th is  stage say to Advocate 

Johnson that  that  sect ion 28(13)  that  you had asked me to  10 

apply for ,  to  do the appl icat ion for ,  on the 5 t h ,  I  have now 

looked at  the docket .   I  was uneasy before then,  I  am even 

more so now because,  in  fact ,  the  evidence that  he  says is  

conta ined in  these dockets,  i t  is  not  there.   I  do not  see 

anyth ing,  so I  do not  th ink we should cont inue wi th the  

28(13) .   

MS RAMSAMY :    That  was one of  the reasons I  d id  the  

report  and the WhatsApp’s wi l l  show that  I  request  that  I  

send i t  to  her  before I  send i t  to  the rest  of  the team.  My 

in tent ion was to  d iscuss i t  wi th  her  and to d iscuss my 20 

concerns on that  day.   However,  the preceding messages 

that  wi l l  be shown to the Commission wi l l  then i l lust ra te why 

that  conversat ion  never took p lace.   I t  d id ,  however,  take 

p lace la ter  on.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Which is  that?  Which does 
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…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You say i t  d id  take p lace la ter .  

MS RAMSAMY :    The conversat ion between mysel f  and 

Advocate Johnson d id take p lace in  January about  my 

concerns.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then just  before we,  

okay,  I  th ink you should f ina l ize  or  f in ish of f  w i th  the 

inst ruct ions,  and then we wi l l  go back to what  you say in  

th is  report  and then what  was in  the 28(13) .   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Prosecutors to  be in formed before any 

in terv iew consul tat ion to take p lace wi th 

any person re lat ing to th is  mat ter . ”  

 May I  expla in why I  put  th is  in?  There was so much 

of  speed and so  much of  need to get  going where the 

prosecutor  is  not  even ready to say,  le t  us set  down a p lan 

of  act ion,  how are we going to r ing fence?  What ,  and Mr 

Perumal  was on th is  whole mission  of ,  we need to do th is ,  

we need to do tha t ,  we need to contact  th is  person,  we need 20 

28’s for  th is ,  we need 28’s for  that ,  we need the f i les for  the 

vet t ing.   But  I  am saying there is  no substance.   I  do not  

have anyth ing to  even draf t  a  prosecut ion p lan.   So my 

inst ruct ion is  very c lear ,  noth ing is  to  be done wi thout  my 

knowledge.   



    30 JULY 2026 – DAY 151 
 

Page 132  o f  217  

 

 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Would a prosecut ion p lan proceed 

ord inar i l y?  Would a  prosecut ion  p lan proceed the  k ind of  

act iv i t y  that  you say Mr Perumal  was involved wi th,  

demanding or  …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Requi r ing th is  and that  s tatements being 

taken.   That  would be led by the prosecut ion p lan?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and number 4?  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Number 4 is :  

 “No Sect ion 28 is  to  be issued or  served 

without  the prosecutor  perusing  same 

and then submit t ing to the Head of  of f ice 

for  s ignature. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    What  do you mean by sect ion 28?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Sect ion 28(6)  or  (7)  for  in format ion or  for  

persons to be consul ted wi th or  in te rv iewed …[ intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Summonsed.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Or summonsed to be in terv iewed or  for  20 

any documentat ion books or  anyth ing l is ted in  Sect ion 28(6)  

and (7)  to  be done.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And why d id you put  that  in?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Because of  the way Mr Perumal  was  

ins ist ing th is ,  th is ,  th is .   I t  was br ie f  conversat ions that  he 
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would phone me and say,  hey,  hey,  we need to do th is ,  we 

need to do th is ,  or  hey,  hey,  hey,  we need to star t  moving 

wi th th is  mat ter .   I  was a lso going on leave.   So,  and I  am 

going to repeat  i t ,  and I  know i t  is  going to sound l ike I  am 

repeat ing i t  ad nauseum ,  but  my gut  was not  fee l ing 

comfor table compared to the 27 I  had done in  2023 versus 

th is .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And at  that  s tage there is  no  

evidence,  so …[ incomplete] .   

MS RAMSAMY :    There is  noth ing,  there is  no ev idence.   10 

What  do you 28 i f  there is  no evidence?  What  ev idence are 

you,  a re you going on a f ish ing expedi t ion?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and then you say:  

 “P lease note that  there are 5  CAS 

numbers a l located.   Once draf t  is  

obta ined,  the team can d iscuss the way 

forward. ”  

 This i s  the dra f t  a f f idavi t .   Now,  can I  just  

understand why you were asking fo r  a draf t  a f f idavi t ,  

because you have the sect ion 27.   What  is  the status of  the 20 

sect ion 27 in  the invest igat ion?  In  the 28 (13)  invest igat ion,  

what  do you cal l  the sect ion 27 referra l  a f f idavi t?  

MS RAMSAMY :    My understanding is  that  the  27 is  

supposed to be your A1.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Is  supposed to be your A1?  
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MS RAMSAMY :    A1.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  a  compla int  received,  but  that  is  my 

understanding.   I t  is  not  implemented wi th in IDAC.   My 

understanding is ,  i f  you are f i l ing an af f idavi t  wi th  

a l legat ions,  that  is  your  A1.   That  is  your  compla int  

s tatement .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Can i t  be supplemen ted?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  i t  should be supplemented i f  needs 

be.   But  i t  cannot  be a standalone af f idavi t ,  and f rom there,  10 

invest igat ions f low in  a d i f fe rent  d i rect ion,  or ,  not  d i f ferent  

d i rect ion,  but  invest igat ions f low where we are tak ing now 

new A1’s.   But  I  was to ld that ,  th is  was to ld to  me in  2023.   

I  was shut  down wi th th is .   When I  was deal ing wi th that  

speci f ic  27 in  2023,  I  he ld the same v iew that  the  referra l  

a f f idavi t  needs to  be  the A1 in  the  dockets.   I  was to ld that  

is  incor rect  and i t  is  not  going to happen that  way.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So,  once the invest igat ion has 

been author ized under 28(13) ,  was the process then that  

you have to then obta in a new af f idavi t?   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   Wi th the previous,  the 2023,  I  am just  

going to refer  to  i t  as the 2023 referra l ,  that  compla inant  

had come wi th a le t ter  and a statement ,  an uncommissioned 

statement .   When the mat ter  progressed before mysel f  and 

the other  prosecutor  got  involved,  the legal  representat ive  
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o f  that  refer ra l  submit ted  a very extensi ve fo rmal  af f idavi t ,  

and that  is  in  the docket .   So,  we received two d i f ferent ,  

how do I  expla in th is?  So,  i t  would  have been l ike th is .   We 

had the f i rs t  where she,  in i t ia l l y  i t  was just  a  statement  that  

she s igned,  and then we had the af f idavi t  re fer ra l  in  2023.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  but  that  I  suppose is  

d i f ferent  because in  th is  instance wi th Mr Adams,  you have 

an af f idavi t .   The sect ion requi res that  i t  be e i ther  an 

af f idavi t  or  i t  be a declarat ion.   So,  in  th is  instance,  you do 

have the af f idavi t  f rom him,  but  in  your  docket  report ,  you 10 

are saying we must  get  a draf t  a f f idavi t  f rom him.   

MS RAMSAMY :    But  a draf t  supplementary.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Oh,  okay.   So,  what  you are 

in tending is  that  i t  must  be …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    [ Ind ist inct ]… [cross- ta lk ing] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Because a lso,  you must  a lso  remember 

now,  I  am in possession of  o r ig ina l  dockets where A1 's are  

a l ready exist ing.   So,  you can never have an A1 and then 

take another  A1 and then take a supplement ary.   I t  is  an A1 20 

and a supplementary or  an A2 and a supplementary.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And the purpose of  th is 

af f idavi t  that  you were saying now needs to,  because you 

say,  i f  Adams to be consul ted,  fu l l  and deta i led draf t  

a f f idavi t  to  be obta ined,  you put  d raf t  in  bold and what  is  
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the purpose of  that?  So,  you are  not  want ing a complete  

document  f rom him.   You as the prosecutor ia l  team wi th the  

invest igators want  to  s i t  wi th  h im and take a statement  f rom 

him and that  is  now part  o f  the preparatory  invest igat ion,  

which is  the 28(13) .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Is  that  how the process works  

and is  supposed to work?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Which process?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wel l ,  the  process . . . [ in tervenes] .  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  i t  is  not  supposed to be l ike that .   But  

i t  is  genera l l y  in  IDAC space at  the moment  that  people or  

prosecutors get  draf t  a f f idavi ts .   When most  prosecutors 

prefer  the draf t  on ly  i f  the invest igat ing of f i cer  i s  suggest ing 

that  th is  person is  a 204,  then i t  would be a dr af t .   But  we 

genera l ly ,  because we are prosecut ion led,  i f  the  

invest igator  says he needs to consul t  wi th  you and he goes 

to you,  I  wi l l  constant ly  be updated about  what  is  in  the 

draf t .   They wi l l  e i ther  send me WhatsApp p ictures.   They 

wi l l  emai l  me the draf t .   I  wi l l  read.   I  wi l l  say,  okay,  but  th is  20 

wi tness is  ind icat ing that  Mr X has in  h is  possession emai ls .   

Has i t  been canvassed?  Or i t  would be the deponent  is  

saying,  in  2024,  I  was in  L impopo and,  you know,  whereas 

we have proof  tha t  he was in  fac t  in  Dubai ,  and I  wou ld then 

ask,  has th is  been canvassed,  why is  he saying th is?  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so you are,  when th is  

af f idavi t  is  being prepared for  Mr Adams,  you are t ry ing to  

gather  ev idence …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    To see whether  there is  a case,  a  

pr ima fac ie  case,  but  you are a lso in  that  p rocess prepar ing  

an af f idavi t  fo r  h im as the prosecutors.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  i s  supposed to  be that  way,  yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Because of  the prosecut ion led guidel ines.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And assume that  i f  you meet  wi th  

h im and he g ives you a l l  the documents and you are now 

convinced that ,  wel l ,  there is  a case here,  you then assist  

h im in  prepar ing that  s tatement  fo r  h im as the prosecutors.    

MS RAMSAMY :    I  would not  assist .   I  would be present .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   

MS RAMSAMY :    The reason I  would be present  is  that  I  

would be able to  assist  the invest igat ing of f i cers and the 

wi tness wi th regards to the st ructur ing of  the af f idavi t .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Which is  what  happens la ter  on in  20 

January wi th supp lementar ies.  

MS RAMSAMY :    The prosecutor  i s  not  a l lowed to become a 

wi tness in  the i r  own mat ter .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  tha t  is  what  I  was t ry ing to 

understand.   So when you g ive  the inst ruct ion  to the 
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invest igators,  you are removing yoursel f  as  being 

potent ia l ly  a wi tness,  but  you are  st i l l  consul t ing wi th the 

wi tness when that  s tatement  is  being prepared or  being  

taken.   I t  is  just  that  i t  is  the invest igator  that  is  doing the 

draf t ing and that .   Okay.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Can I  put  i t  to  you in  a d i f fe rent  way,  in  an  

easier  way?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ja.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Because of  sect ion 28,  prosecutors are  

a l lowed to consul t  wi th  wi tnesses,  r ight .   My previous DD 10 

who has ret i red,  Deputy Di rector ,  he a lways said  to  me,  

because he comes f rom DSO, never consul t  wi th  a wi tness 

where you do not  have a statement ,  a t  least  a draf t ,  

because you are walk ing in  b l ind and you are going to be a  

wi tness.   So i f  you are going to  consul t  wi th  a wi tnes s,  

ensure that  you have a draf t  in  f ront  of  you,  you know what  

you are going to quest ion and how you are going to  assist  

the invest igators.   So that  i s  what  I  was t ry ing to say.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So as par t  o f  that  process,  

you say that  Adams is  consul ted and then one of  the two 20 

prosecutors  to  be present  when that  consul ta t ion takes 

p lace.   So you want  the draf t  s tatement  before you prepare 

your prosecutor ia l  p lan.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  there is  ever  going to be a p lan,  

because my th ink ing was when we  go fo r  these 
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supplementar ies,  because now we have got  dockets and we 

are inst ructed to invest igate these dockets,  when we go fo r  

the supplementar ies,  obviously  he  is  now saying,  and he 

has publ ic ly  sa id i t ,  I  have got  documents,  they were s lot ted  

under my door.   Obviously in  those documents,  i t  might  

actual ly  substant ia te,  and to an extent ,  some of  them did.   I  

am not  going to l ie .   Some of  the documents that  I  saw on 

the 19 t h  o f  December d id substant ia te.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Substant ia te what  was conta i ned 

in  the A1’s of  the dockets …[ intervenes] .  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    A1’s.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Not  the  sect ion 27 af f idavi t  that  

we have seen,  or  …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Some of ,  no,  no t  the one that  you have 

seen,  no.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Because,  am I  a l lowed to speak about  the 

fork l i f t?   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The fork l i f t?   

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  yes,  no,  ja .  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    One of  the issues that  I  p icked up here of  

the one that  was f l ighted,  i s  there is  no ment ion of  a  fork l i f t  

a t  a l l ,  but  Mr Raphesu wi l l  conf i rm that  we received,  we just  

had to t race i t ,  Langlaagte docket  for  a fork l i f t ,  and i t  was in  

the 27 referra l .   And the supplementar ies that  we took was 
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one of  them for  the fork l i f t  and the f i rs t  three wi tnesses that  

were ident i f ied were f rom the fork l i f t  documents.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  your  point  be ing  that  i f  

there was not  ment ion of  the fo rk l i f t ,  why were you going 

down that  rabbi t  ho le of  invest igat ing the fork l i f t?   

MS RAMSAMY :    [ Ind ist inct ]… [cross- ta lk ing]  ja ,  i t  was 

mul t ip le  consul tat ions.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can I  just  ask,  re lat ing to th is ,  the,  what  

in formed,  what ,  is  there a guidel ine or  what  in forms what  

goes in to th is  dra f t  a f f idavi t  that  you are get t ing?  And i t  is  10 

re lated to what  you have just  spoken to now,  which is  you 

have a sect ion 27 af f idavi t .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And then you get  the,  so the one that  

was f l ighted here,  I  want  to  use i t  as an example.   And then 

you get  the Raphesu,  Mr Raphesu supplementary af f idavi t  

that  speaks about  the PKTT when the sect ion 27 that  

supposedly i s  the basis for  the invest igat ion says noth ing  

about  the PKTT.   On the face of  i t ,  i t  looks l ike Mr Raphesu 

would have sat  down and suggested to the wi tness that  you 20 

are not  saying anyth ing about  the PKTT.   Let  us ta lk  about  

the PKTT wi thout  i t  be ing,  I  am saying on the face of  i t ,  

wi thout  i t  be ing founded on the sect ion 27.    

 And I  guess my quest ion is ,  what  is  there that  

avoids suggest ing th ings to wi tnesses or  in  a statement  to  



    30 JULY 2026 – DAY 151 
 

Page 141  o f  217  

 

 

avoid and to prevent ,  in  fact ,  invest i gators imposing what  

they real ly  would l ike to  be in  a statement ,  which the 

wi tness may not  have been in terested in .   But  i t  seems to 

have happened in  your  cases that  we are  concerned about ,  

that  invest igators  had thei r  own stor ies that  they wanted to  

te l l  and that  they wanted to be invest igated and they went  

to  a wi tness and said,  g ive me something  that  deals  wi th 

th is .  

MS RAMSAMY :    General ly ,  I  would assume i t  is  eth ics and 

morals that  would guide someone that ,  e th ics and morals 10 

that  would guide someone not  to  do that .   As we can see,  i t  

is  not  done that  way.   But  genera l ly ,  cer ta in invest igators  

and cer ta in prosecutors do not  work in  i so la t ion.  I  

personal ly ,  s ince the 1 s t  o f  March 2023,  have never gone to 

a consul tat ion wi thout  at  least  two invest igat ing of f icers or  

another  prosecutor  and mysel f .   I t  just ,  i t  is  the safety net .    

 So,  in  some groups they do and some groups they 

do not ,  but  wi th  the team that  I  worked wi th,  i t  was never a 

prosecutor  or  an invest igator  going on h is own.   But  I  wi l l  

qual i fy  that  wi th  the fact  that  you must  a lso know that  i f  you 20 

have two invest igators that  have the same agenda going to  

that  wi tness,  which is  one of  the compla ints that  I  do make 

to Advocate Johnson,  and i t  is  in  an emai l ,  where people 

were being,  prosecutors and other  invest igators were being 

excluded and th ings were being done in  a cer ta in way and 
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s tatements were taken in  such a manner that  i t  does not  

even g ive you an of fence.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  guess what  I  am asking is ,  and i t  is  

par t  o f  a  debate that  was had wi th Ms Johnson,  about  what  

sect ion 28(13)  permi ts to  be done,  because you look at  a  

referra l ,  i t  does not  speak to anyth ing that  you now f ind in  

an af f idavi t ,  and I  th ink her  answer about  those k ind of  

concerns,  and I  paraphrase how i t  would have been ra ised 

wi th her ,  her  answer would have been a long the l ines that  

when we invest igate and the stu f f  comes up,  i t  may not  10 

have been in  the sect ion 27,  which is  s i lent  about  a 

par t icu lar  top ic,  but  when we now,  you know,  as  we do 

invest igat ions under 28(13) ,  then we end up,  you know,  

f ind ing the  stuf f ,  and that  becomes just i f icat ion  fo r  why,  you 

know,  you have mat ter  that  looks l ike you went  outs ide the 

parameters of  your  af f idavi t .   

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  may g ive  a pract ica l  example of ,  

remember I  d id  the 23,  or  27 in  Ju ly.   So between 1 s t  o f  

March and Apr i l ,  ja ,  I  was g iven what  we cal l  a lphabet  soup.   

So we have at tached acronyms because the companies,  o r  20 

whatever,  just  to  shor ten i t ,  that  we were invest igat ing.   And 

in ,  I  th ink i t  was towards the end of  March,  I  had d iscovered 

that  there is  a l ink f rom a pro ject  that  is  a l ready author ized 

to another  docket  that  i s  wi th in the DPCI space.   I t  is  a lso  

invest igated by the DPCI that  has been seconded to IDAC,  
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but  the l ink and the suspects are g lar ing.   And I  approached 

the pro ject  manager as  to what  do we do now,  because 

some of  the accused or  ident i f ied suspects are on the 28 

that  is  a l ready author ized.   Some are not ,  and the scope in  

which the,  o r  the  parameters,  the leg is la t ion,  that  some of  

the leg is la t ion that  i s  appl icable  to  that  of fence is  not  

covered in  the in i t ia l  28.   

 She said to  me that  we would have to do a new 28.   

So I  sa id,  no,  but  why?  Why would  we need to,  why can we 

not  do an addendum, because an addendum is cont ractual ly  10 

b inding,  and i t  would make sense because we d iscovered i t  

dur ing the course of ,  and so there  was a meet ing that  was 

set  up wi th Advocate Johnson and we asked her ,  should we 

do another  new 28?  So then I  asked,  but  can I  no t  do an 

addendum and she said i t  was f ine.   The addendum wa s 

draf ted and i t  was at tached and f i led to the or ig inal  28.   And 

that  is  the process we fo l lowed wi th three other  of  my 

mat ters.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    So that  addendum would  be a  

foundat ion and an explanat ion how you end up wi th these 20 

new other  people that  were not  in  the or ig inal .   Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  in  th is  instance,  i f  the sect ion  

27 af f idavi t  that  you saw did not  have the a l legat ions 

conta ined that  you see in  some of  the A1’s in  the dockets,  

what  do you do then i f  the decis ion is  then made that ,  wel l ,  



    30 JULY 2026 – DAY 151 
 

Page 144  o f  217  

 

 

even though i t  is  not  in  the sect ion 27 af f idavi t ,  because i t  

is  in  the dockets  that  have been referred,  we should st i l l  

invest igate i t ,  what  would the process then be?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  would have st i l l  asked to do an 

addendum, but  because in  my 28(13) ,  and I  am standing by  

i t ,  the or ig inal  27  had PKTT and Slush Fund and polygraph,  

that  28(13)  stood.   However,  my concerns were about  what  

substant ia ted i t .   We now,  you have got  resources.   I  have 

got  in ter locutor ies,  I  have got  h igh court  appl ica t ions,  I  

have got  ch i ld  mat ters to  be at tended to and I  am deal ing  10 

wi th something that  does not  have substant ia t ion.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And in  your  28(13) ,  you do not  

ment ion the PKTT.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  was to ld speci f i ca l ly  not  to  ment ion 

PKTT.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Was tha t  in  the –  okay,  so le t  us  

just  s tep back.   So you do the 28(13)  on  the 6 t h .   A t  that  

s tage a l ready,  you d id not  ment ion PKTT.   Was that  a 

speci f ic  inst ruct ion or  was i t  to  keep the 28(13)  vague?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  was to keep the,  I  was ,  in  the  28(13) ,  I  20 

was not  a l lowed to ment ion deta i l .   I  was to ld keep i t  vague.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so  even though,  okay,  that  

makes more sense.   I  just  wanted to conf i rm that  i t  was not ,  

as you said ear l ie r ,  a  speci f i c  inst ruct ion not  to  ment ion the 

PKTT,  i t  was not  the deta i l  o f  the a l legat ions in  the 27.   I t  is  
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l ike how you would just  say th is  is  what  there was.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  may expla in  why I  understood what  

keep i t  vague meant .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can you do i t  wi th  reference to  

the actual  28(13) .   Maybe we should do that  on page 107,  

because you do not  ment ion any names or  speci f i cs .   So at  

1 .2,  for  example,  you say:  

 “The of f ice received a compla int  in  terms 

of  27 in  November. ”  

 1 .3:  10 

 “A l legat ions level led against  senior  

members of  SAPS;  a l legat ions regard ing 

the appointments  of  var ious h igh -prof i le  

of f ic ia ls ;  un lawfu l  act ions regard ing the  

vet t ing and polygraph test ing perpetuated 

by of f ic ia ls  of  Cr ime Inte l l igence. ”  

 But  you say in  the sect ion 27 that  you saw,  names 

were ment ioned.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  not  a l l  the names that  you 20 

were g iven by Advocate Johnson to be suspects.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  can just  exp la in .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    P lease.   

MS RAMSAMY :    The pract ica l  reason why maybe even 

Advocate Johnson said keep i t  vague and she knew I  would 
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understand.   When we were deal ing wi th the 27 in  2023,  the 

names of  the ind iv iduals in  that  invest igat ion were so h igh -

ranking,  and so h igh -ranking,  le t  us keep i t  a t  that ,  that  we 

kept  our  documents vague,  even our  reports and a l l  o f  that ,  

unt i l  the invest igat ion was completed.   We would  hand -

del iver  progress reports.   In format ion leaks.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so I  can understand that  

because when we looked at  the,  wh ich Commissioner  Baloyi  

ment ioned,  the considerat ion of  mandate document ,  for  

example,  does not  real l y  g ive you any deta i l .   I t  is  very  10 

scant .   So I  can understand that  you would want  to  keep 

that  vague,  r ight ,  the 28(13) .   But  here we are ta lk ing  

about ,  so there is  a ment ion about  the PKTT.   Where  would  

one then f ind in  your  vague 28(13) ,  where do we s lot  PKTT 

in between 1.3 to  1.7?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Fraud and cor rupt ion per ta in ing to 

awarding of  tenders and or  cont racts wi th in SAPS and or  

c i rcumvent ing of  procurement  processes,  because 

remember,  i t  i s  the purchase of  the propert ies,  i t  is  the  

fork l i f t  and i t  is  the use of  the SSA fund for  laundry and 20 

those th ings.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And the 20,  th is  was not  

your ,  I  mean,  you have done a 28(13)  before,  in  respect  of  

the previous 27 referra l  a nd,  but  have you only  done two 

28(13)s or ,  before  th is?  



    30 JULY 2026 – DAY 151 
 

Page 147  o f  217  

 

 

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  I  have done mul t ip le  28(13) ’s .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Most  of  them are as vague as th is .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And that  is  in tent ional  or  

is  i t  a lways on a  case -by-case basis that  she g ives that ,  

that  the inst ruct ion is  g iven to keep i t  vague?  

MS RAMSAMY :    This t ime she said keep i t  vague,  and I  am 

assuming that  she understood,  or  she knew that  I  would  

understand because of  the mat ter .   But  our  28(13) ’s  a re  not ,  

we do not ,  we work,  so we are d i f ferent  uni ts ,  r ight .   We 10 

have got  the Eskom, the Transnet ,  the,  I  work in  secur i t y  

c luster  uni ts .   I t  is  the Zondo recommendat ions for  the 

secur i t y  c luster .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  h igh- ranking Cr ime Inte l l igence,  h igh -

ranking SAPS,  h igh -ranking pol i t ica l  ind iv iduals tha t  were 

a l leged to have f leeted money f rom SAPS and SSA.   So we 

general ly  keep i t  vague l i ke th is .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then can we,  are you 

covered?  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We can go then to the emai l .  I  

th ink i t  is  f i rs t  the WhatsApp message that  you send to 

Advocate Johnson on page 161 of ,  f i rs t ly ,  we wi l l  f i rs t  deal  

wi th  the WhatsApp,  which is  on 116 of  f i le  10.   
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MS RAMSAMY :    Are you going to f lag the whole th ing?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We are  just  going to deal  wi th  

the:  

 “Good Morning,  Advocate Johnson.   I  

have prepared the summary and 

pre l iminary inst ruct ions fo r  the  team.  

May I  emai l  them to you fo r  your  

guidance before sending to the te am?”  

 That  is  at  10:50 on the 10 t h .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And she says:  

 “Yes,  p lease. ”  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Which you then do i f  we go to,  

s t i l l  in  that  same f i le ,  we go to page 161,  the bot tom of  161 

at  10:57.   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Good day.   IDAC docket  summary.   

Good day,  Advocate Johnson,  fo r  your  

perusal  and guidance. ”  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And she does,  Advocate  

Johnson,  then la ter  responds to that .   But  can we just  deal  

wi th ,  a t  that  s tage,  I  th ink  there  is  an  acknowledgement  i f  

we go to 167 of  the document ,  f i le  10,  at  the middle of  the 

page …[ intervenes] .  
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MS RAMSAMY :    16?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Page 166,  my apologies.   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “From Advocate  Johnson,  Tuesday,  10 

December 2024,  11:05.   To Drushantha 

Ramasamy,  Dylan Perumal .   Re IDAC 

docket  summary.   Dru,  noted.   Thank 

you.   P lease run th is  by Chief .   He had 

in terv iewed the compla inant .   I t  would  

help i f  he was able to  peruse the  10 

document  and then ind icate i f  he  th inks 

the compla inant  wi l l  have ac cess to the 

deta i ls  we requi re . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  is  in  response to  what  i s  

set  out  in  your  docket  summary because your emai l  to  

Advocate Johnson just  says for  your  perusal  and gu idance.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So she is  responding to what  i s  

conta ined in  the docket  summary.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    To say you must  run th is  by the 

Chief .   So what  is  i t  that  you are running by h im,  the 

requi rement  to  get  the,  o r  the inst ruct ion to get  the draf t  

a f f idavi t  and the documentat ion,  I  am assuming?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  would be the documentat ion because I  
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remember having a conversat ion.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  th ink we get  to  that  la te r  where 

he responds,  yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  that  i s  la ter  in  the day 

because there was a lo t  go ing on.  

MS RAMSAMY :    There was a lo t  go ing on,  but  he ind icated 

that ,  yes,  they have seen the documents that  is  in  Fadie l ,  or  

Mr Adams'  possession,  and a lo t  o f  my concerns wi l l  be 

calmed.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then I  th ink we have at ,  

then back to the  WhatsApp’s f rom Advocate Johnson at  

page 116,  f i le  10.   So we know tha t  she acknowledged your 

summary report ,  and then she,  that  was in  the emai l  a t  

11:05.   You do not  real l y  have any d iscussions wi th her  

dur ing that  day.  

MS RAMSAMY :    [ Ind ist inct ]… [cross- ta lk ing] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    She sends you a  WhatsApp at  

16:03,  which star ts  wi th the one just  below “yes,  p lease”.   

You can read that  and then take us f rom there.   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Dru,  speak to  Ch ief .   I  nee d you guys to 

urgent ly  subpoena Lushaba 's  bank 

accounts before they move money f rom 

the date he was act ing as DivCom to 
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date. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  le t  us just  pause there.   So 

at  th is  stage,  we know that  you have sent  the summary,  and 

in  that  summary,  docket  summary report ,  you are  saying  

that  no sect ion 28 ’s are to  be issued wi thout  your  perusal .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Do you know whether  Advocate 

Johnson and Mr Perumal  had had any conversat ions dur ing  

that  day before she sen ds th is  WhatsApp to you?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  ev ident  f rom “Dru,  speak to  Chief ” ,  10 

because when I  ca l led the Chief ,  he ind icated that  Advocate  

Johnson received in format ion that  there was R50 mi l l ion 

worth,  o r  R50 mi l l ion of  SSA money,  Secret  Serv ice Account  

money,  that  was being moved out  of  Lushaba 's account .   I  

apologize for  not  us ing t i t les again.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  but  that  is  when you then 

cal l  h im af ter  she sends th is  message.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    She does not ,  she is  j ust  te l l ing  

you to speak to Chief .   And at  th is  stage,  Chief  has not  yet ,  20 

which is  Mr Perumal ,  he has not  responded to your emai l  

where you have deal t  wi th  the docket  summary 

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Because you sent  i t  to  both of  
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them.  So you then,  i f  we can go in to your statement  before  

we cont inue wi th what  happens the rest  of  that  day,  

paragraph 62 on page 26.   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “ I  sent  the docket  summary to Advocate  

Johnson on the morning of  the 10 t h  o f  

December 2024.   To summarize,  I  

reported that  there is  no substant ia t ion in  

the dockets  for  the a l legat ions conta ined 

in  the sect ion 27 referra l  a f f idavi t .   Had 10 

the correct  p rocess been fo l lowed,  I  

would have considered the dockets  at  the 

t ime when I  p repared the sect ion 28(13)  

appl icat ion for  author izat ion.   In  fact ,  i t  

would have been preferable to  have had 

the dockets s ince they were exist ing case 

dockets at  the t ime when the 

considerat ion fo r  the mandate memo was 

prepared,  which I  was not  involved in . ”  

 63:  20 

 “ In  the 6 December 2024 meet ing,  Mr 

Perumal  and Advocate Johnson ind icated 

that  the dockets are what  was referred to 

IDAC in terms of  sect ion 27 referra l  and 

could only be  col lected af te r  the 
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author izat ion.   This d id not  make sense 

and was yet  another  red f lag that  caused 

my unease. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Let  me just  understand what  is  

being said there is  that  Mr Adams is  referr ing in  h is  sect ion  

27 refer ra l  a f f idavi t  to  dockets and what  Mr Perumal  i s  

saying is  that  you cannot  have the dockets be fore the  

28(13)  is  author ized,  then you have author i ty  to  go and get  

the dockets.   

MS RAMSAMY :    What  they are saying in  essence is  that  10 

Fadie l  d id  not  only make a referra l  to  us,  Mr Adams,  I  

apologize,  d id not  only make a referra l ,  but  he referred 

those exist ing dockets to  IDAC.   I  d id  not  understand i t  that  

way.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so i t  was not  just  the 

sect ion 27,  i t  was to invest igate the dockets as we l l .   That  

is  what  he said.  

MS RAMSAMY :    But  i t  d id  not  read l ike that .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   I f  we go to 64.   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  20 

 “S ince the sect ion 27 refer ra l  a f f idavi t  

referred to the dockets,  I  thought  that  

what  we would f ind in  the dockets  would  

be pr ima fac ie  ev idence of  the 

al legat ions conta ined in  the af f idavi t . ”  
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 I t  d id  not .   In  fac t ,  i t  had no new deta i ls .   

Again,  I  need to d igress before I  cont inue 

wi th the chronology.   The Commission 

wi l l  note  f rom my docket  summary report  

that  the B -Cl ip  to  a l l  the three dockets 

conta ined an in format ion note f rom Major  

General  Khumalo  to L ieutenant  General  

Mthombeni ,  the  Gauteng Provincia l  

Commissioner,  where in an assessment  

s imi lar  to  mine on the mer i t s  of  the 10 

dockets were made.   Advocate Johnson 

would have had the benef i t  o f  that  

in format ion note and my docket  summary 

report  as ear ly  as  10 December 2024. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  then we get  to  the  

premature summonses.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Before you do that .   Advocate Johnson 

gave the impression in  so many words that  she does not  get  

involved in  the minut iae of  reading documents.   I t  depends 

on,  i t  works on br ie f ings by in vest igators,  I  th ink la rgely,  but  20 

by yourselves,  that  team, and so some of  the th ings that  are  

quest ionable that  she was taken through to expla in  where 

d id th is  come f rom,  her  answers would be,  that  is  what  my 

invest igators to ld  me.   And yet  here you say that  she would 

have had the benef i t  o f  the in format ion note as ear ly  as 10 
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December.   Can you just  expla in how i t  worked?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  expla ined ear l ier  in  my af f idavi t ,  and I  

wi l l  e laborate now,  Advocate Johnson said she was going to  

be the superv isor  of  th is  mat ter .   She was the d ictator  of  

th is  mat ter .   There was not  a s ingle move for  the per iod that  

I  was involved,  r ight  unt i l  2025,  September,  there was not  a  

s ingle act ion  that  was done in  the  Medicare or  the  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence that  Advocate Johnson d id not  know about .   

And i t  must  a lso be noted that  between Advocate Johnson 

and Mr Perumal ,  they would ta lk  to  each other  and update 10 

each other  about  everyth ing and that  i s  why I  ear l ier  sa id  

you could have a  conversat ion wi th Advocate Johnson and 

make sense now,  and 5 minutes af ter  speaking to  Perumal ,  

she has complete ly  changed her  mind and we are  now on 

the beat  of  what  Mr Perumal  wants.   So her ,  was i t  

Commissioner or  Khumalo or  Chai r  that  sa id i t  is  a  l ie?  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  am just  g lad i t  is  not  me.   [ Ind is t inct ]… 

l i s t .    

CHAIRPERSON :    But  I  …[ intervenes] .   

MS RAMSAMY :    [ Ind ist inct ]… very badly v ic t imized by,  20 

when I  get  back to the of f ice,  i t  is  a  l ie .   I t  is  a  st ra ight  l ie .   

There is ,  I  wi l l  demonst rate now,  Chai r  …[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    But  I  d id  say,  o f  course,  that  we are yet  

to  make a f ina l  conclusion on the issue,  but  you as a 

wi tness,  you are ent i t led to say i t  is  a  l ie  i f  you consider  i t  
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to  be a l ie .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Am I  a l lowed to say i t  is  a  b ig,  fa t  l ie?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No.   

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   Okay,  I  re t ract .   I t  is  a  l ie .   I  am going 

to i l lust rate now,  Chai r ,  you are,  and Commissioner,  you are  

a b i t  ahead of  us.   We are  about  to  show how Advocate  

Johnson ran the pro ject  and gave inst ruct ions.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so  we are at  the premature  

summonses.   That  is  66 on page 27.   We a l ready looked at  10 

the WhatsApp,  bu t  you can read the paragraph.    

MS RAMSAMY :    I  need to take a deep breath before  I  read 

th is  and we show the WhatsApp 's.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ja,  I  know,  but  take your t ime.   I t  

is  f ine.   Are you f ine?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am f ine.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  know th is  top ic is  not  an easy 

one,  so take your t ime.  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you,  Advocate .   

 “On the morning of  the 10 t h  o f  December 

2024,  three business days af ter  the 

preparatory invest igat ion was author ized,  

I  sent  Advocate  Johnson a WhatsApp 
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message in forming her  that  I  had 

prepared a summary and a pre l iminary 

inst ruct ion fo r  the team.  I  was not  

inst ructed to prepare th is  report .   Be that  

as i t  may,  I  asked i f  I  could emai l  i t  to 

her  for  her  guidance before sending i t  to  

the team.  She sa id that  I  should,  which I  

d id .   She d id not  get  back to me on the 

docket  summary unt i l  the emai l  aspect ,  

which we wi l l  deal  wi th .   Instead,  la ter  10 

that  af te rnoon,  Advocate Johnson to ld me 

to speak to Mr  Perumal  because she 

needed us to do urgent  subpoenas on 

Major  General  Lushaba 's bank accounts 

before they move money.   She said i t  

should be f rom the t ime he was act ing as  

the Div is ional  Commissioner to  date.   

This inst ruct ion confused me.   I  had just  

sent  the docket  summary report  to  her ,  

where in I  s tated that  there is  basica l ly  no 20 

evidence to support  the a l legat ions in  the 

sect ion  27 refer ra l  a f f idavi t .   And  

important ly ,  I  had g iven st r i c t  inst ruct ions 

that  no sect ion 28 summonses should be 

issued wi thout  me perusing them and 
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submi t t ing to Advocate Johnson for  

s ignature.   I  was not  sure i f  she read the 

report  a t  the t ime when she had g iven 

th is  inst ruct ion. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wel l ,  I  th ink le t  us just  go back.   

You do not  know whether  she read,  but  she cer ta in ly  

responded to your emai l  where you at tached the report  and 

said:   

 “Speak to Chief ,  because he spoke to the 

compla inant  and he wi l l  be able to  te l l  us  10 

whether  the compla inant  has the 

documentat ion. ”  

 Your cover ing emai l  to  her  d id not  g ive any deta i l  o f  

the docket  summary report ,  so she could have only known 

that  you had had an inst ruct ion that  you must  get  

in format ion and documentat ion i f  she had read the report .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  th ink my statement  there is  more wi th 

regards to the ins t ruct ions.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The ins t ruct ion.   Okay,  not  the 

…[intervenes] .  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Because she is  automat ica l l y  over r id ing  

my concerns now about  28’s being iss ued.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Or you being generous to her  that  

that  was in  fact  the case,  that  she was,  that  she had not  

read the inst ruct ions.   But  she would have had to because 
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the in format ion about  obta in ing the documents was in  the 

inst ruct ion.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And she is  d i rect ly  te l l ing  you in  

that  emai l  that  you must  speak to the Chief  because the  

wi tness could have that  substant ia t ion.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  cont inue.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    In  any of  the documents,  and I  know you 

have to ld us about  the sect ion 27 that  you saw and you 10 

have done that  tab le fo r  us,  you have looked at  the docket ,  

in  any of  the documents up to th is  point ,  had you come 

upon any a l legat ion that  leads to the R50 mi l l ion,  le t  us get  

h is  bank account  deta i ls?  Was there anyth ing?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   No,  Commissioner,  noth ing,  which is  

why I  s tated I  was uneasy wi th th is  inst ruct ion.   We had 

author ized,  i t  was not  even author ized for  a fu l l  day.   We 

received dockets.   I  on ly d id the  summary on the 10 t h ,  and 

on the 10 t h ,  but  a lso my b igger concern was where d id th is  

in format ion,  how did th is  in format ion come to Advocate 20 

Johnson?  But  I  w i l l  …[ incomplete] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Cont inue,  67.   

MS RAMSAMY :    67.2:  

  “She was inst ructed …”  [ in tervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  no,  no,  67.1,  “ th is  ins t ruct ion  
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confused me”.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

 “This inst ruct ion confused me.   I  had just  

sent  a docket  summary report  to  her ,  

where in I  s tate that  there  is  basica l ly  no 

evidence …” [ in te rvenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    My apologies,  I  have been to ld 

you d id read that ,  sorry.   I  am behind.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    67.2.  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    67.2:  

 “She was inst ruct ing me to issue sect ion  

28 summonses notwi thstanding my 

inst ruct ions to the invest igators no t  to  do 

so wi thout  my perusal .   In  ef fec t ,  she 

over turned my inst ruct ions and th is  

i l lust rates how Project  Divers ion was 

dictated by her  and Mr Perumal . ”  

 May I  cont inue?  67.3:  

 “ I  could not  understand the urgency fo r  20 

two reasons.   Fi rs t ,  the 28(13)  was 

author ized on Fr iday,  the  6 t h  o f  

December,  the dockets obta ined on the  

9 t h  o f  December,  and my report  submit ted 

that  day.   I  could not  understand on what 
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basis we could issue summons when we 

had no pr ima fac ie  ev idence of  a cr ime.   

Secondly,  the urgent  summons f rom bank 

records would not  s top the d iss ipa t ion of  

funds in  the bank account .   What  d id i t  

mat te r  that  the money was being moved?  

I t  would have been d i f ferent  i f  we …”  

[ in tervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wel l ,  you sk ipped a l ine there,  

“ the bank records would merely ” .  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Oh,  sorry.    

 “The bank records would merely show the  

movement  of  the  funds.   I t  would have 

been d i f fe rent  i f  we had evidence that  

there was an at tempt  to  d iss ipa te the 

funds and sought  an urgent  o rder  to  

f reeze the account .   I f  there was a pr ima 

fac ie  case,  obta in ing bank statements on 

an urgent  basis would serve no purpose. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Cont inue.   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “ I  to ld  Advocate Johnson that  I  wou ld ca l l  

Mr Perumal .   Before I  ca l led Mr Peru mal ,  

I  forwarded Advocate Johnson 's message 

to a S ignal  g roup chat  wi th  Perumal ,  
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Padayachee and Raphesu in  the  group.   

Thereaf ter ,  I  ca l led Mr Perumal  as 

inst ructed.   He to ld me that  Mr Raphesu 

must  move fast  wi th  the  28 summonses 

for  Major  General  Lushaba 's  bank 

account .   He said  that  Advocate Johnson 

had received in format ion that  funds in  the 

amount  of  50 mi l l ion  f rom the Secret  

Serv ice account  was being moved.   As 

stated above,  the movement  of  funds 10 

being the reason for  urgent  summons for  

bank statements  s imply d id not  make 

sense to me.   But  i t  was c lear  to  me that  

the decis ion had been made that  the  

summonses would be issued i f  both the  

Chief  Invest igator  and the Head of  IDAC 

have decided that  i t  should be.   Af ter  th is  

ca l l ,  I  sent  Advocate Johnson a message 

in forming her  that  the sect ion 28 

summonses would be ready as soon as 20 

possib le fo r  her  s ignature and serv iced 

by Mr Raphesu.   I  asked her  i f  we should  

process i t  under  the V i l ler ia  dockets or  

the Cape Town dockets. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Why d id you ask that ,  just  expla in  
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that  to  us?  I  just  wanted to understand,  because you have 

your own invest igat ion under 28(13) ,  why must  i t  be  issued 

under dockets,  under other  dockets?  How does i t  work?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  may just  refer ,  I  do not  remember i f  the  

CIN number had been author ized by …[ intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  that  is  what  I  wanted you,  

there was no CIN number.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  remember cor rect ly ,  they had not  been,  

i t  was only la ter  on  that  a CIN number was a l located to the  

mat ter .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And what  is  the s igni f i cance of  

the CIN number?  

MS RAMSAMY :    A  CIN number is  our  in te rnal  inqui ry 

reference number .   We general ly  do not  even use the CAS 

numbers where they are a l ready author ized.   But  because I  

d id  not  have a CIN number and we were in  possession of  

dockets,  but  i t  d id  not  make sense which docket  to  use,  I  

had asked her  to  advise.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    To which one should i t  be issued 

under.   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    [ Ind ist inct ]… [cross- ta lk ing] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So i f  you had a CIN 

number,  that  is  what  …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    The CIN number would have been used as 

the reference number.   
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And when does the CIN number 

get  i ssued?  

MS RAMSAMY :    CIN number is  supposed to  be issued on 

the day that  the 28(13)  is  s igned.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can you just  ra ise your vo ice?   

MS RAMSAMY :    The CIN number is  supposed to be  issued 

on the day that  the 28(13)  is  s igned of f .   But  i f  you look at  

the composi t ion o f  the team on the  28(13)  s igned on the 6 t h  

o f  December,  there is  not  a pro ject  manager.   The pro ject  

manager i s  only a l located af ter  everyth ing is  done and that  10 

is  why I  say the whole process of  th is  28(13) ,  us ing  Chai r 's  

favour i te  word,  is  “deurmekaar” .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Is  “deurmekaar” ,  okay.   So i f  you 

had the,  i f  there was a pro jec t  manager,  the  pro ject  

manager would have been the one tasked wi th get t ing the  

CIN number and a l l  o f  that  or  what  i s  the …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   I  would not ,  you know,  when a 

pro ject  manager i s  a l located  to the  pro jects,  as is  wi th  most  

pro jects,  I  would not  even have d i rect  emai l  wi th  Advocate  

Johnson.   I t  would go me to the DD,  or  me to the  pro ject  20 

manager,  one of  the two,  depending on how good you are at  

format t ing your documents.   Then f rom the deputy d i rector  

to  the pro ject  manager.   The pro ject  manager would then 

take the documents to  Advocate Johnson 's PA.   And then 

once i t  is  s igned,  Advocate Johnson 's PA would  le t  the 
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pro ject  manager know,  he would co l lect  i t ,  he would scan i t ,  

and i t  would be d isseminated amongst  the team.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So le t  us then go to page 

171,  which is  the WhatsApp exchange between yoursel f  and 

Advocate Johnson.   Af ter  you say,  “ I  wi l l  ca l l  h im now”,  

which is  you are  going to ca l l  Mr  Perumal ,  which you do.   

She says,  “ thank you”,  and then you send a WhatsApp to 

her af te r  you spoke to h im.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    On page 171.   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    171:   

 “Advocate Johnson,  i t  wi l l  be ready for  

your s ignature as  ear ly  as possib le 

tomorrow and serv ice by Mantsha 

tomorrow.   Should we proceed wi th the 

V i l ler ia  CAS 405 or  the Cape Town CAS?  

They both have the same A1 a l legat ions 

for  enro lment  purposes.   The V i l ler ia  

would be easier . ”  

 I f  I  may expla in that .   I f  a t  a  g iven point  there was 20 

pr ima fac ie  ev idence,  to  use the Cape Town CAS,  we would 

have to enro l  in  Cape Town.   V i l ler ia  is  wi th in our  

jur isd ict ion,  which  is  why I  s tate same.   Her reply:  

 “Do 2.   The sect ion 28 must  use the next  

number in  the reg ister . ”  
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 The register  being the CIN register .   

 “ I  was th ink ing that  we cal l  th is  mat ter  

Divers ion.   Then we fo l low the register .   

Say Divers ion and then no one knows 

what  i t  is  and we are using our  systems 

in  process. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so  that  is  where we get  the  

name Project  Divers ion f rom.   That  is  the f i rs t  t ime i t  is  

ment ioned.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And d id she,  other  than th is  

explanat ion,  was there ever  an explanat ion,  deta i led 

explanat ion g iven fo r  the choice  of  name for  Divers ion?  

How did you understand i t?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Pro jects  that  ran out  of  Advocate 

Johnson 's of f i ce that  were not  wi th in the,  pro jects that  ran  

out  of  Advocate Johnson 's of f ice that  were not  wi th in the  

ordinary SOP’s,  the ones that  Advocate Johnson superv ised 

hersel f ,  she gave t i t les to ,  Mat te r  X,  Pro ject  Golden,  there  

is  even a pro ject ,  Sect ion 41(6) ,  which she is  invest igat ing  20 

in ternal  people wi th in IDAC.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So what  is  the 41(6)  reference to,  

just ,  I  know what  i t  is  now,  but  i f  you can just  say for  the  

benef i t  o f  the Commissioners.  

MS RAMSAMY :    41(6) ,  sect ion  41(6)  of  the NPA Act  
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prevents a member or  an employee or  a serv ice provider  o r  

a cont ractor  to  NPA f rom divu lg ing in format ion wi thout  the 

author izat ion of  the Nat ional  Di rec tor  of  Publ ic  Prosecut ion.   

I t  is  a  cer t i f icate that  is  g iven to a person where we are,  for  

example,  I  am now speaking about  WhatsApp 's,  emai ls ,  that  

are in ternal .   I  had to have a cer t i f icate f rom the NDPP to  

a l low me to speak today.   Wi th  regards to that  pro ject ,  

Advocate Johnson is  in te rnal ly  invest igat ing a speci f i c  

person who wi l l  expla in.   The 28(13)  there is  even,  I  th ink i f  

the Commissioners and Chai r  had to see i t ,  they would 10 

probably,  I  do  not  know,  maybe th row a chai r .   There is  no  

prosecutor  a l loca ted to the mat ter .   I t  is  an invest igat ing  

of f icer  that  reports to  Perumal  d i rect ly  and a serv ice 

provider .   So i f  there is  no prosecutor  on the mat ter ,  who 

even draf ted i t?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And th is  is  Pro ject  41(6)  o r ,  okay.    

MS RAMSAMY :    The reason I  am br ing ing th is  up is  to  

i l lust rate how sect ion 28 has been abused.   And I  am not  

just  ta lk ing about  28(6)  and (7) ,  I  am ta lk ing about  just  

author iz ing invest igat ions has been abused for  the past  20 

…[incomplete] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  person wi l l  be the  

subject  of  that  invest igat ion,  that  41(6) .   Is  i t  just  one 

person or  more than one that  you are aware of?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am aware of  one person being named as 
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the suspect ,  but  I  am also  aware because I  had handed the  

documents to  the DPCI of f icer  through the protected 

d isc losure  that  I  wa s busy wi th pr ior  to  th is  happening.   

That  CIN number  was used to obta in bank statements and 

cel lphone records of  mul t ip le  employees,  inc luding mysel f .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  okay,  that  wi l l  be deal t  wi th  

by other  wi tnesses,  yes.   Okay,  so we were then deal ing 

wi th the,  she says i t  is  Divers ion and we are using  our ,  so  

that  no one knows that  we are  using our  system and 

process.   And you say:  10 

 “ I  wi l l  advise the team.  Thank you. ”  

 This is  s t i l l  on page 171.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We then go back in to your 

statement  at  paragraph 69 on page 29.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “The fo l lowing day,  11 December  2024,  

Mr Raphesu sent  me a WhatsApp 

message to ra ise the same concerns I  

had.   I  forwarded th is  message to  20 

Advocate Johnson.   Essent ia l l y ,  Mr 

Raphesu suggested that  we sta l l  or  park 

the summonses unt i l  we had consul ted 

wi th the compla inant  because h is 

af f idavi ts  s imply d id not  set  out  a case. ”  
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 I  paraphrase.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Before  we deal  w i th  that  

WhatsApp of  Mr Raphesu,  i f  we can then go st i l l  on the 10 t h ,  

we then get  a response to your docket  summary emai l .   Mr 

Perumal  responds to that  and that  is  on page 168.   I  th ink  

you sent  h im an emai l  a t  11.   My mistake,  I  fo rgot  to  

ment ion that  at  11:16 on page 169 you sent  h im an emai l  

a f ter  Advocate Johnson says that  you must  speak to  Chief .   

You sent  h im an emai l  a t  11:16 on that  same day saying:  

 “Hi  Dylan,  t rust  th is  f inds you wel l . ”  10 

 Then you can cont inue f rom there.   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “As per  t ra i l ing,  p lease advise.   The A1 

ind icates  that  he has sensi t i ve  

in format ion …”  [ in te rvenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Raise your vo ice.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry.   

 “As per  t ra i l ing,  p lease advise.   The A1 

ind icates that  he has sensi t i ve  

in format ion.   Af ter  your  consul ta t ion wi th  20 

h im,  can you ind icate what  does he have 

in  h is  possession that  substant ia tes the  

a l legat ions?  Does he know of  wi l l ing 

wi tnesses?  The report  in  the docket  is  

very vague but  a l ludes to h im having 
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sensi t ive in format ion to assist  wi th  the 

foundat ion of  the invest igat ion. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  just  before you expla in  

th is ,  in  the cal l  between you and Advocate Johnson that  we 

p layed ear l ie r ,  the record ing on the 22 n d  o f  Ju ly,  you say to 

her ,  i t  is  a l l  in  my emai ls  as to  what  happened.   You can 

look at ,  there were emai ls  that  were sent  on the 11 t h  or  the  

12 t h .   These were  the emai ls  you were refer r ing to?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  to  say that  Dylan had 10 

ind icated that  he had spoken to the  compla inant .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that ,  i f  we go to,  because 

you say to h im,  you are referr ing in  your  message to when 

you consul t ,  a f te r  your  consul ta t ion wi th h im,  suggest ing  

that  there is  s t i l l  a  consul ta t ion to come,  but  in  the cal l  wi th  

Advocate Johnson,  you were refer r ing to that  she had to ld 

you that  Dylan had consul ted wi th  the wi tness a l ready and 

that  would have been at  the t ime that  you had prepared the  

28(13) ,  which would have been on the 5 t h .    20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So that  you are not  referr ing to  

here now.   He then responds and refers to  the prev ious,  to  

the November consul tat ions.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So i f  we can go then to h is  

emai l  in  response to you on page 168.   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Good evening,  Advocate Dru.   Our 

ear l ie r  te lecom has reference.   I  am 

wai t ing for  the compla inant  to  conf i rm h is 

dates of  avai lab i l i ty  so that  we can meet 

wi th h im.   He does have documents  in  h is  

possession,  which I  understand were 

shared wi th h im in  conf idence.   I  am of  10 

the v iew that  we should reques t  the same 

f rom him dur ing our  meet ing.   He might  

put  us in  touch wi th possib le wi tnesses or  

sources to  fur ther  our  invest igat ion.   I  

wi l l  advise as soon as he returns my 

cal l . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so our  ear l ie r  te lecom has 

reference.   This conf i rms that  when Advocate Johnson says 

cal l  h im,  you cal led  h im.   That  was about  the summons,  but  

here you must  have spoken about  other  th ings as wel l .  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    I  asked about  the documents and the  

evidence.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and he is  then saying to 

you he does have i t ,  so i t  means that  he would have spoken 

to the compla inant  before then to know that  he has the 
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documents.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and dur ing the  

conversat ion wi th h im,  d id he te l l  you whether  he d id 

consul t  wi th  the compla inant  before?  

MS RAMSAMY :    He d id,  and i t  would be i l lust rated in  the  

meet ing of  the 19 t h  o f  December that  I  moved on to just  

now.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ja,  okay.   So,  in  our  chronology,  

th is  i s  now the 10 t h  o f  December,  19:39.   You have th e 10 

inst ruct ion to do the summons,  and on the  11 t h  you get  a  

WhatsApp,  p r ivate WhatsApp f rom Mr Raphesu in  response 

to your S ignal  messages that  the summons must  be 

prepared,  the 28’s must  be prepared.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and that  is  at  172 now,  f i le 

10.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

 “Good morning,  Advocate Dru.   I  have 

noted your …”  [ in tervenes] .  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    P lease ra ise your vo ice again.   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “ I  have noted your inst ruct ions to prepare 

sect ion 28’s.   I  was su ggest ing that  we 

sta l l  or  park i t  unt i l  we consul t  w i th  the  
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compla inant ,  the  reason being that  h is  

af f idavi ts  are not  draf ted proper ly .   We 

need to consul t  wi th  h im so that  we may 

be in  a bet te r  posi t ion to do same.   I  wi l l  

prepare them in  the meant ime so that  

af ter  consul ta t ion  we could move faster . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  you then forward that  to  

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Advocate Johnson.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  you can read that  10 

message.   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Morning,  Advocate Johnson.   A 

suggest ion sent  by Mantsha.   I  wi l l  awai t  

your inst ruct ions. ”  

 I  speci f i ca l l y  put  in  there,  because I  have a l ready 

expressed my unease about  these th ings,  I  speci f i ca l ly  say 

that  the consul ta t ion is  set  for  the 19 t h  o f  December in  

Gauteng,  GP.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    This i s  the consul tat ion wi th Mr  20 

Adams.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Wi th Mr Adams.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And why are you put t ing i t  in  

there?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Because,  one,  I  wanted to know that ,  we 



    30 JULY 2026 – DAY 151 
 

Page 174  o f  217  

 

 

are now on the 11 t h .   On the 19 t h  is  when the consul tat ion is  

going to take p lace,  so that  even what  Mr Raphesu is  

saying,  that  af te r  the consul tat ion we can move fo rward wi th 

h im,  but  at  th is  point  in  t ime we do not  have enough.   I  was 

a lso t ry ing  to i l lust rate that  i t  was only an  e ight -day per iod,  

the d i f fe rence between serv ing the 28’s now for  the bank 

accounts,  as compared to i f  we consul t  wi th  the compla inant  

and get  bet ter  deta i ls  to  just i fy  serv ing these.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Just  a moment .   The a f f idavi ts  

referred to by Mr  Mantsha,  are these the statements in  the 10 

docket ,  so that  we do not  confuse them wi th the sect ion 27 

af f idavi ts  o r  the  la ter  A1’s,  because those came in,  in  

January 2025.   So when he says h is af f idavi ts  are not  

draf ted proper ly ,  what  a re the af f idavi ts  that  he is  referr ing  

to?  

MS RAMSAMY :    He would have been referr ing  to the  

af f idavi ts ,  the A1 af f idavi ts  in  the dockets.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    In  the docket .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Because I  had made copies for  a l l  par t ies '  

concerned so that  they could fo l low as to what  was 20 

happening,  and i t  d id  not  make sense fo r  the or ig inals to  be 

them not  to  have copies of  them to work of f .   So they had 

copies of  those.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  he is  not  refer r ing to the  sect ion  

27 af f idavi ts?  
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MS RAMSAMY :    No,  Commissioner,  he is  referr ing to the  

af f idavi ts  in  the dockets,  the actual  dockets.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then we can then go,  

so you are saying  to her  the consul tat ion is  set  for  the 19 t h  

o f  December,  Mr Raphesu suggest ing that  we wai t ,  park i t  

just  fo r  8 days,  le t  us consul t  wi th  h im ef fect ive ly.   That  is  

why you are te l l ing her  that  i t  is  on the 19 t h .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So we can go back to your 

statement  at  paragraph 70 on page 29.   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “When I  forwarded the messages to 

Advocate Johnson,  I  a lso said that  th is  

was the suggest ion f rom Mr Raphesu and 

that  I  awai t  her  inst ruct ions.   I  a lso 

in formed her  tha t  the consul tat ion wi th 

the compla inant  was scheduled for  the  

19th of  December  2024 in  the Gauteng.   I  

had hoped tha t  the fact  tha t  the 

consul tat ion was the fo l lowing week 20 

would persuade her  to  pause the Sect ion  

28 summonses in  l ine wi th Mr Raphesu’s 

suggest ion unt i l  a f ter  the consul tat ion. ”  

 Paragraph 71:   

 However,  she responded that  she had her  
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reasons for  the summons and that  she 

was going to d iscuss i t  wi th  us.   She was 

going to d iscuss i t  when we,  Mr Raphesu 

and I ,  go to her  w i th the summonses. ”  

 May I  just  expla in?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You can go to the WhatsApp and 

then you can exp la in as wel l .   So the WhatsApp is  st i l l  on  

172 where she says you say consul tat ion is  set  for  19 

December in  GP.   Her response?  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  10 

 “ I  have reasons to ask fo r  the  

summonses,  which I  was going to d iscuss 

wi th you guys when you guys came wi th 

the summonses.   P lease prepare so long 

and i f  you guys s t i l l  fee l  l ike put t ing i t  on 

hold af te r  ta lk ing to me.”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  th ink  i t  is  cut  of f .   I  th ink the  

last  th ing says then i t  is  f ine and we wi l l  just  get  that  last  

one.   I t  seems to be missing f rom the bundle.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  may just  expla in.  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You can expla in i f  you promise to  

ra ise your vo ice.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  promise to ra ise my voice.   I  apologize,  

Advocate.   The process for  28’s i s  not  that  the prosecutor  

takes i t .   Usual ly  i t  is  the pro ject  manager,  bu t  l ike I  
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expla ined wi th pro jects run out  of  Advocate Johnson 's 

of f ice,  i t  is  a  d i f ferent  p rocedure.   The 28’s,  because i t  

would have come to me to approve what  was being 

requested and a l l  o f  that ,  i t  would then be taken by the 

invest igat ing of f icer  to  Advocate Johnson.   So that  message 

where  you guys com e to  s ign does not  make sense because 

I  probably would  not  have been there.   I f  I  d id  not  have,  

wi th  the  normal  p rocess of  i t ,  I  wou ld never have been there 

to s ign a 28.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So the pro ject  manager would get  10 

her  to  s ign i t .   

MS RAMSAMY :    The pro ject  manager would leave i t  wi th  

her  personal  assistant ,  un less i t  was urgent  then they would 

go to her .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  now she is  te l l ing you to have 

i t  ready but  she is  s t i l l  open to  a d iscussion and you 

understood i t  that  way?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   I f  you are saying prepare them and,  

because I  have worked wi th Advocate Johnson fo r  such a  

long t ime,  Advocate Johnson and Mr Perumal  had a l ready 20 

decided that  those summonses were going out .   We were 

just  being p lacated.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    And was there a pro ject  manager  here?   

MS RAMSAMY :    A t  that  point  there was no pro ject  

manager.  
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Oh,  for  th is .   

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  am not  mistaken and I  s tand to be  

corrected,  I  wi l l  in  par t  2  deal  wi th  that .   The pro ject  

manager comes on board around February,  March.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And we can then go to,  we 

were at  paragraph 71.   

 “She to ld me to prepare the summons in  

the meant ime and i f  we st i l l  fe l t  that  i t  

should be put  on hold af ter  ta lk ing to her ,  10 

she wi l l  be f ine wi th that . ”  

 You can cont inue then on page 30,  the second  

sentence,  th is  message.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “This message was a l ready conf i rmat ion  

to  me that  the summonses was going to 

be issued by Advocate Johnson whether  

we l iked i t  or  not .   She to ld us to prepare 

the summonses because she knew she 

would not  take no for  an answer when we 20 

met wi th her . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You can cont inue.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Pr ior  to  th is  exchange,  in  respect  of  Mr 

Raphesu 's suggest ion and in  the 
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response to my messages as to whether  

the summonses must  be issued under the 

V i l ler ia  or  Cape Town docket ,  Advocate  

Johnson responded that  I  must  do two 

summonses and then she referred to the  

pro ject  fo r  the f i rs t  t ime as Divers ion.   

She said i t  would be cal led  Divers ion,  

then no one wou ld know what  i t  is  and 

that  we were using our  systems and 

process.   None of  i t  made sense. ”  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  then on the 12 t h .    

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “On the 12 t h  o f  December 2024,  Mr  

Raphesu and I  met  wi th Advocate  

Johnson regard ing the summonses.   As 

she had suggested,  there was no 

d iscussion on the  summonses as 

predicted.   Advocate Johnson gave an 

inst ruct ion to serve summonses because 

she had in format ion about  R50 mi l l ion 20 

and that  we need to stop i t  f rom being 

moved out  of  the  account .   Mr Raphesu 

compl ied and sent  the summonses to me.   

His annoyance is  noted in  the t i t le  of  the 

emai l  a t tached to the summonses. ”  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And I  th ink we must  go  to i t  a t  

173.   Mr Raphesu is  a lso the person in  the voice note that  

said they “ j ihad”  the s ignature.   You wi l l  recal l  that ,  he said.   

So he sends the emai l  on 173 on the 12 t h  o f  December in  

the af ternoon,  15:32,  to  Mr Perumal ,  yoursel f ,  and he 

copies Mr Padayachee and the subject  says?  

MS RAMSAMY :    “Summonses what  what” .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ja,  “Sect ion what  what?”  

MS RAMSAMY :    [ Ind ist inct ]… [cross- ta lk ing] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And he at taches them 10 

…[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    No,  sor ry,  you a l l  spoke at  the same t ime.   

P lease just  re - read i t .    

MS RAMSAMY :    “Sect ion what  what ’s ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And he then at taches the,  and 

you can go to 174,  those are a l l  the  sect ion 28 summonses 

that  he had prepared and that  Advocate Johnson s igned.   

So i f  we can then go to 175,  that  is  where we see one of  the 

summonses that  had been prepared and s igned by Advocate  

Johnson.   Are you there?  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  has got ,  a t  the bot tom of  the  

page i t  has got  “Enqui r ies Mr Raphesu”.   Do you see that?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    What  I  want  to  show you is  on  
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page 176 under background,  i f  you can read background 

in to the record fo r  us,  p lease.   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “The in format ion requi red f rom you 

re lates to the conduct  of  an invest igat ion 

in to ser ious h igh prof i le  o r  complex 

corrupt ion wi th in the South Af r ican Pol ice 

Serv ices,  author ised by the Invest igat ing  

Di rector  who is  the Head o f  the 

Invest igat ing Di rectorate,  in  terms of  10 

sect ion 28(1) (a)  of  the NPA Act ,  in to 

a l legat ions of  the commission of  the 

fo l lowing of fences,  f raud,  corrupt ion,  

defeat ing,  o r  obst ruct ing of  the 

administ rat ion of  just ice. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Just  the reference to 28(1)(a) ,  on  

some of  the  other  summonses under the  preparatory  

invest igat ion there,  i t  speci f i ca l l y  says 28(13) .   Th is one 

says 28(1) (a) .   Was i t  used i n terchangeably,  because i t  

does seem to me that  on th is  one,  and i f  you,  I  th ink you 20 

have been g iven a copy of  the Act ,  i f  you go to 28(1) (a) ,  is :  

 “ I f  the Invest igat ing Di rector  has reason 

to  suspect  that  a speci f ied of fence has 

been or  i s  being  commit ted or  that  an  

at tempt  has been or  is  being made to 
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commit  such an of fence,  he or  she may 

conduct  an invest igat ion on the mat ter  in 

quest ion whether  or  not  i t  has been 

reported to  h im or  her  in  terms of  sect ion  

27. ”  

 And then (b)  says:  

“ I f  the Nat iona l  Di rect or refers the 

matter . ”  

 So,  and i t  then says:  

 “The Invest igat ing Di rector  shal l  conduct  10 

an invest igat ion or  p reparatory  

invest igat ion as referred to in  subsect ion  

(13)  on that  mat te r . ”  

 Now here there is  reference to 28(1)(a)  and we 

understand that  we,  here there was a 28(13)  invest igat ion,  

i t  was a preparatory invest igat ion.   Do you understand 

28(1)(a)  reference here to be something other  than a 28(13)  

invest igat ion?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  d id  not  peruse these documents  before 

they were d isseminated.   I ,  a f ter  that  meet ing,  went  home.   20 

I  advised Mr Raphesu,  he has rece ived h is inst ruct ions f rom 

the ID.   I  had addressed h is concerns.   He had received 

inst ruct ions f rom the Head of  of f ice and I  then d istanced 

mysel f  f rom these 28 's because how were you going to  

expla in  th is  at  cour t  and who was going to expla in i t  a t  
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cour t?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    And so I  th ink that  quest ion is  best  

reserved fo r  Mr Raphesu.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  but ,  and he wou ld have 

known that  i t  is  a  28(13) .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   I  just  wanted to know i f  

there is  a d is t inct ion because some of  the summons 

speci f ica l l y  say 28(13)  and th is  one says 28(1) (a) ,  so that  is  10 

why I  wanted to know whether  there was a d ist inct ion.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  th ink maybe he would be able to  answer  

as to why i t  is  28(1)  versus.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.   Do you know whether ,  so he went  

wi th,  you guys went  wi th hard copies to her  of f ice for  her  to  

s ign on that  day.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So he would have p repared i t .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    A l l  you have at  th is  stage are the 

dockets and the  sect ion 27.   How do the two of  you know 

that  General  Lushaba banks wi th bank A and that  i t  is  bank 

A that  you must  subpoena for  h is  bank statements?  Where  

does a l l  that  in fo rmat ion come f rom,  because i f  you were,  i t  
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was a  subpoena to SAPS,  everybody knows that  a  General  

is  employed by SAPS.   But  once you issue a subpoena to a 

bank,  i t  means you must  know that  Khumalo banks w i th that  

bank and that  is  the person we must  issue a subpoena to,  

because th is  i s  s t i l l  the 11 t h  o f  December.   I f  you,  there is  a 

weekend on the 7 t h  and the 8 t h ,  the  dockets only came in on 

Fr iday,  so two days la ter  and th is  in format ion is  not  in  the 

dockets.   What  is  going on here?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  was another  p ink note on another  p iece 

of  paper.  10 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I t  was on the p ink note?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Another  p iece of  paper.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Another  one,  not  the or ig inal  one?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja,  wi th  handwr i t ing.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You just  need to ra ise your vo ice,  

but  can I  just  say before you say that  i t  is  someth ing that  

was going to be covered by Mr Raphesu,  but  you can deal  

wi th  i t  because i t  happens in  your  presence on the day 

when Advocate Johnson te l l s  you to come to her  of f ice,  so 

you can deal  wi th  i t .  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    May I  expla in the meet ing on that  day?   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Do you want  her  to  deal  wi th  i t  in 

deta i l  or  to  only summarize i t  because you say Mr Mantsha 

is  going to deal  wi th  i t  in  deta i l .   How do you want  her  to  
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…[intervenes] .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    His in tent ion is  to  deal  w i th  i t  in 

deta i l  but  to  the  extent  that  Ms Ramsamy was going to  

corroborate h is  vers ion,  I  guess she can deal  wi th  i t  br ie f ly .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Because I  was happy wi th the answer 

that  i t  was in  a  second p ink note.   That  is  where the  

in format ion comes f rom.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  so  the evidence is  that  i t  

was a l l  the banks were being used,  but  there is ,  i f  you go to  

page 177 and i t  should be the speci f i c ,  there is  personal  10 

deta i l  on there.   On 177,  can you see h is name and then ID 

number?  So perhaps you can expla in where they got  that  

f rom.   

MS RAMSAMY :    The p ink note wi th the  handwr i t ing,  the  

penci l  handwr i t ing.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I t  came f rom Advocate Johnson?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  th ink we can …[ incomplete] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    And r ight ,  i t  was her  wr i t ing?  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Which was g iven in  that  meet ing.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  maybe just  te l l  us the  

process,  not  f rom Mr Raphesu 's po int  o f  v iew,  but  f rom your  
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po int  o f  v iew.   He has the prepared documents,  but  he does 

not  have the Annexure B which has that  deta i l  on.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    He gets  g iven that  deta i l  in  the 

meet ing.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   And d o you know 

more or  less what  t ime that  meet ing was,  because h is emai l  

at taching the sect ion what  what ’s  i s  at  15:32 on that  day.    

MS RAMSAMY :    We were cal led in  at  about ,  I  th ink i t  was 10 

e i ther  10 to 3 or  3 .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So he had,  I  mean,  but  

insofar  as Annexure B is  concerned,  when would he have 

done that?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Maybe I  am get t ing my t imel ines,  I  do not ,  

I  cannot  remember,  because we went  in .   The meet ing was 

not  even that  long.   I t  was maybe 5 minutes.   Paper is  

g iven.   Mr Raphesu goes to h is  of f ice because the  

invest igators share an of f ice on tha t  end,  p rosecutors are in  

the open p lan on the oth er  end.   And i t  was home t ime for  20 

me,  so I  le f t .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  thank you.   Then we can go 

to your next  page 30 of  your  statement .   The conf ident ia l  

Cr ime Inte l l igence documents,  paragraph 74.   

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn fo r  what?  We wi l l  ind icate  
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when we are ready.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES 

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .   Put  on your,  

and ra ise your  vo ice.   Let  us,  page 30,  and we are star t ing 

a new topic,  but  i t  is  a  short  one,  the conf ident ia l  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence documents,  paragraph 74.   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Before you do that ,  le t  me put  th is ,  

whose answer may be obvious,  but  le t  me put  i t  to  you and 

for  your  comment ,  i f  you want  to .   Wi th th is  summons,  the  

R50 mi l l ion summons,  we know i t  is  not  in  the sect ion 27 

af f idavi t  that  you have seen.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And i t  is  not  in  the one that  was f l ighted 

here that  is  dated November.   We know that .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    And i t  is  not  in  any of  the A1 statements 

and there is  no a f f idavi t ,  a t  least  before us,  yet .   And you 

say ear l ier  that  i t  is  nowhere.   I t  i s  not  in  any documents.   I t  

seems to me,  and th is  is  what  I  want  you to comment  on,  i t  

seems to me that  e i ther  Advocate Johnson or  Chief  
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Perumal ,  because they are the two people that  you say 

were in t imate ly deal ing wi th th is ,  the two of  them would 

have or  must  have received in format ion i f  they d id about  the 

R50 mi l l ion i t  i s  about  to  be  moved f rom a Secret  Serv ice 

account ,  that ,  and they have a  l is t  o f  bank deta i l s  of  

General  Lushaba.   That  k ind of  in format ion,  i f  indeed they 

had i t ,  would have had to have come f rom someone at  

Cr ime Inte l l igence,  because we are ta lk ing about  funds 

being moved f rom a Cr ime Inte l l igence account .   Is  that  a  

fa i r  summat ion?  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  i s  the same conclus ion that  I  came to.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    You drew that  conclusion too?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  drew the same conclusion.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Because upon d iscussing,  wel l ,  I  had 

drawn that  conclusion f rom the prepare i t  in  the meant ime,  I  

have my reasons,  and f rom the conversat ion wi th Mr  

Perumal ,  saying that  the ID has received in format ion.   And 

when I  had d iscussed i t  p r io r  to  going in to Advocate  

Johnson 's  of f i ce wi th Mr Raphesu,  Mr Raphesu asked me,  20 

and I  sa id to  h im,  you are now plac ing me in  a very d i f f icu l t  

s i tuat ion,  so can you p lease ask fo r  ID in  the meet ing.   He 

asked me i f  he gets asked about  th is  28 and why i t  was 

done so premature ly and on what  basis,  because he,  and so 

was I ,  o f  the opin ion that  i t  was unlawfu l  to  proceed wi th the  
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28.   He said to  me,  i s  she going to come and tes t i fy  that  

she received the  in format ion?  Is  she going to f i le  an 

af f idavi t  that  she received the in format ion?  There was a lo t  

o f  d iscomfor t  and annoyance about  th is  whole inst ruc t ion.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    And to your knowledge,  d id anyth ing 

fur ther  happen about  th is  R50 mi l l ion invest igat ion,  i f  i t  was 

an invest igat ion.   I  mean,  we see in  the summ ons,  she says 

that  she has author ized the sect ion 28(1) (a)  invest igat ion,  

so le t  us assume for  present  purposes that  is  what  

happened.   Did anyth ing fu r ther ,  to  your  knowledge,  happen 10 

about  th is  par t?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Pr io r  to  me being removed,  there was a lo t  

o f  d is t rust ,  d iscord.   As I  s tated before,  i f  you went  against  

what  Perumal  was want ing to do,  you were at tacked by 

Advocate Johnson.   So at  that  point ,  I  was current ly  the 

target .   I  was l i te ra l l y  the bul lseye for  that  at tack.   And in  

the meet ing,  I  had  asked speci f ica l l y ,  what  has happened 

wi th those and because I  knew that  Advocate Johnson had 

g iven inst ruct ions to the whole  team that  once i t  is  

received,  i t  must  be g iven to the F inancia l  Invest iga tor ,  Mr 20 

Wynand that  was designated on the  mat ter .   So in  Apr i l ,  and 

i f  memory serves,  i t  was in  the meet ing of  the 24 t h  o f  Apr i l  

2025.   Yes,  i t  was.   I t  is  in  the notes.   I  had asked,  what  

was th is  about  and where are we wi th th is  invest igat ion,  

what  have been done,  to  the extent  that  Wynand had not  
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been g iven the USB.   Perumal  den ies the knowledge of  the  

28’s being done.   I  had to f i le  a subsequent  af f idav i t  as a 

prosecutor  for  one of  those in ternal  invest igat ions that  I  

expla ined ear l ie r  and in  that  af f idavi t ,  i t  is  par t  o f  par t  two,  

i t  expla ins how angry I  got  that  i t  had not  been handed 

over.   When i t  was handed over,  la te September,  jus t  before 

I  got  removed f rom the mat ters,  I  th ink i t  was the,  no,  i t  

would have been August  because I  was removed on the 2 n d  

o f  September last  year ,  Wynand ind icated that  he f ound 

three suspic ious t ransact ions,  but  he was st i l l  invest igat ing  10 

them.  There was no conclusive proof ,  and they were 

50,000,  not  50 mi l l ion.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Before we get  to  19 December,  you 

ment ioned a name ear l ie r .   I  th ink  you were responding to 

one of  the quest ions.   In  our  engagement  wi th Advocate 

Johnson,  the f i rs t  t ime we see that  name is  the 29 t h  o f  Apr i l  

2025.   I t  is  the name of  General  Mat lou,  who is  the Head of  

Risk at  SAPS.   But  ear l ier ,  in  response to a quest ion ,  you 

said something a long the l ines that  somebody said in  20 

December,  speak to General  Mat lou,  or  General  Mat lou wi l l  

provide the in format ion.   How does she come in,  because at  

th is  stage there  is  no af f idavi t  f rom her.   There is  no sect ion  

27 f rom her.   How does that  name keep coming up,  

especia l l y  in  December 2024,  can you just  c la r i fy  that  
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before we go to the Cr ime Inte l l igence documents?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am going to g ive a comprehensive  

explanat ion.   General  Mat lou is  a wi tness on many mat ters 

wi th in the  IDAC,  okay.   She has a very c lose personal  

re lat ionship wi th Mr Perumal .   He is  a lso former SAPS,  so,  

but  on the 6 t h  when I  asked Perumal  where do I  get  the  

deta i ls  for  L ieutenant  General  Khumalo,  because I  d id  not  

even know his name,  he said to  me,  no,  hold on,  I  wi l l  

speak to Char i t y  and that  is  …[ intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You mean Major  General ,  not  10 

L ieutenant?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  Major  General .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Major  General .   I  get  confused,  sor ry.   He 

contacted her ,  and that  i s  how I  got  the  deta i l s .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And,  so you d id not  speak to her ,  he  

contacted her?  

MS RAMSAMY :    On that  par t i cu lar  day,  no,  I  d id  no t  speak 

to her .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So you had no in teract ion wi th her  

throughout  December 2024?  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Dur ing December  2024,  no,  I  had no.   My 

in teract ions,  once again,  wi th  General  Mat lou wou ld come 

in to par t  2 ,  s ta r t ing …[ intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Let  us leave i t  for  par t  2 ,  thank you.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja.    
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ADV BALOYI SC :    S t i l l  on the summons,  before you go to 

274,  insofar  as the summons,  and I  am looking at  Annexure 

A at  page 176 that  where i t  says the ID has author ized an 

invest igat ion in  terms of  sect ion 28(1) (a) .   Can we,  at  least  

wi th  you as wel l ,  conf i rm that  as at  the date of  th is  

summons,  which is  December 2024,  there was no decis ion 

yet  in  te rms of  28(1)  in  respect  of  these Cr ime Inte l l igence 

mat ters?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   So here  was no such 10 

invest igat ion at  th is  point  that  has been author ized.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI  SC :    And what  i s  the formal i ty  or  the  formal  

ev idence of  a decis ion of  the ID that  now I  am author iz ing  

an invest igat ion in  terms of  28(1)?   What  form does i t  take,  

is  i t  in  wr i t ing,  is  i t  a  cer t i f icate?  How do we know?   

MS RAMSAMY :    [ Ind ist inct ]… [cross- ta lk ing]  appl icat ion  

form.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    The appl ica t ion must  then set  out  20 

comprehensive ly,  as I  deal t  wi th  ear l ier  in  my statement ,  i t  

has to set  out  the evidence in  each statement ,  o r  how the  

evidence col lect ive ly obta ined spea ks to  each e lement  of  

the of fence that  we are a l leg ing .   We would then do a  

breakdown.   I t  is  in  par t  2  where we would do a breakdown 
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o f  A1,  Mr Adams,  and then I  would  say what  he says in  h is ,  

I  would then a lso put  the possib le problems and which of  

the of fences i t  re la tes to,  and then I  would go on and on 

and on as per  the  evidence col lected.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    So the point  i s  there wi l l  be a document  

which records the  decis ion i t se l f ,  the decis ion to  conduct  an 

invest igat ion?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  should be done that  way.   The 28(1) ’s  

that  I  had author ized a l l  came wi th evidence reports.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  thank you.   Last ly ,  before  you go 10 

to your paragraph 74,  i t  is  about  that  28(13)  that  you 

prepared and I  just  want  to  check that  maybe we made too  

much ado about  noth ing wi th Advocate Johnson.   Now,  that  

document ,  you remember i t?   I t  s tar ts  at  106,  107,  108.   I t  

is  that  one that  has the names that  she d id not  remember 

where she got  the  names f rom.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Now,  i f  you look  at  109,  the foot  of  that  

page,  i t  g ives you the date and s igned where,  and then the 

next  page at  110,  i t  has Ms Johnson 's deta i l s .   And i t  d id  20 

not  make sense to us that  she would have wr i t ten a 28(13)  

to  hersel f  because we have a document  that  does not  

ind icate who is  the author .   On the f ront  of  i t ,  i t  does.   I t  

has said,  I  th ink,  that  i t  is  wr i t ten by you and somebody 

e lse.   But  then you get  the s ignature page at  110 when we 
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expected that  there would have been where somebody 

recommends and then an ind ica tor  where she approves.   

And she was chal lenged on i t  that  th is  looks l i ke she wrote  

th is  fo r  hersel f .   She prepared i t .   Do you care to expla in  

what  happened here?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Can I  go back to the f l ip - f lop s i tuat ion?   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  you can f l ip - f lop.   

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  I  am not  f l ip - f lopping.   I  am going back 

to the n ickname.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ja,  you may,  okay.   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  we go to the 2023 author izat ions,  you 

would see i t  would be …[ intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    2023 referra l  that  you w orked on.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Refer ra l  that  I  worked on,  yes.   So i t  

would be a recommendat ion by Mr Sesoko af ter  perusing a l l  

our  documents and then an author izat ion by Advocate 

Johnson.   Later  on,  i t  was changed to,  i t  has to be s igned 

by the DD or  Deputy Di rector  and then,  or  recommended by 

the Deputy Di rec tor  and author ized,  and then Mr Sesoko 

was removed.   Later  on,  i t  just  became Advocate Johnson 20 

that  s igned.   And then why I  say f l ip - f lop is  because when 

the Medicare24 was done in  16 t h  o f  May 2025,  I  was,  so I  

d id  i t  exact ly  l ike th is  because I  wi l l  expla in why.    

 I  was cal led by  the PA to come and add my 

s ignature and then Advocate Johnson 's s ignature went 
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there as recommended.   So l i ke I  sa id,  i t  was a f l ip - f lop 

s i tuat ion where one day we d id i t  l ike th is  and the next  day 

we were to ld to  remove i t .   And i t  was th roughout  the of f ice 

in  that  way to a  point  where Mr  Sesoko has been made 

redundant  wi th regards to s igning or  approving documents.   

He does not  even see that .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    So here what  would h ave happened is  

you prepared the  document .   You d id not  s ign i t .   I t  does 

not  have provis ion.   As you prepared i t ,  there  was no 

provis ion for  you to s ign or ,  ja ,  a  provis ion for  you to s ign.   10 

I t  on ly provided for  her  to  s ign.   Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  page 30,  paragraph 74,  the  

conf ident ia l  Cr ime Inte l l igence documents.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.   Paragraph 74:   

 “On the 19 t h  o f  December 2024,  the team 

was scheduled to meet  wi th Mr Adams.   

However,  Mr Perumal  stated that  there 

was a miscommunicat ion and Mr Adams 

was at  Sun Ci ty  Resort .   I  re fused to  

t ravel  to  consul t  a t  that  venue.   20 

Arrangements were then made to meet  in  

Cape Town on the 6 t h  o f  January 2025.   

In  the meant ime,  on the same day,  Mr 

Perumal  and Raphesu and I  met  at  a  spa 

in  Midrand,  Hal fway Gardens regard ing 
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the conf ident ia l  documents that  Mr  

Adams a l leges was pushed under h is  

door.   Mr Perumal  was to provide me wi th  

the documents to  peruse. ”  

 F i rs t ,  the documents re lated to Cr ime Inte l l igence.   

I f  i t  were up to me,  and I  d id  say so du r ing the consul tat ion 

wi th Mr Adams,  I  wanted to charge h im.   I  a lso wanted an 

explanat ion f rom him as to what  d id he do wi th the  

documents.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    This  is  now in January,  not  10 

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja,  I ,  sor ry,  sorry,  Advocate.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    You are moving ahead.  

MS RAMSAMY :    F i rs t ,  the documents re lated to Cr ime 

Inte l l igence.   I f  i t  were up to me,  I  would have considered 

charg ing Mr Adams for  possession of  these documents.   In  

the bundle of  documents were 74.1 :  

 “Receipts of  a  fork l i f t  in  respect  of  which  

payment  has been made,  a copy of  the  

in ternal  vet t ing report  o f  Major  General  20 

Modondo. ”  

 This was par t i cu la r ly  concern ing to me,  and I  

vo iced th is  d iscomfor t .   May I  expla in why?  A vet t ing  

document ,  I  th ink most  of  us here would know,  conta ins 

your address,  your  ID numbers,  the ID numbers of  your  
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k ids,  your  spouse,  your  banking deta i l ,  and th is  document  

is ,  the school  that  your  k ids go to is  now s lot ted  under 

someone's door and they are in  possession of  i t .   I t  was 

very concern ing the amount  of  in fo rmat ion that  i t  had.   74.3:   

 “A statement  f rom ei ther  Mr P ienaar  of  

Cr ime Inte l l igence or  Mr Van Vuuren …”  

 I  am not  sure i f  i t  was Mr or  Ms,  but  i t  was e i ther  

P ienaar or  Van Vuuren.   I  cannot  recal l  the name.   

 “… re lat ing to Lushaba 's housebreaking 

and the involvement  of  the vet t ing uni t . ”  10 

 74.4:  

 “Media ar t i c les  about  Mr Lushaba 's  

housebreaking inc ident . ”  

 75:  

 “These are the  documents I  recal l  

because …”  [ in te rvenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The only documents I  recal l .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry.    

 “These are the only documents I  recal l  

because I  saw those documents once,  on 20 

that  day,  and never again.   I  perused the  

documents and asked Mr Raphesu to 

take notes.   The documents appeared to 

ident i fy  possib le wi tnesses and suspects.   

However,  the names in  the documents  
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d id  not  cor re late  wi th the l i s t  o f  names 

that  Advocate Johnson gave me on the  

5 t h  of  December 2024. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Not  corre late ent i re ly  because 

there were some that  d id.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  d id  not  cor re late ent i re l y .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then,  6 January 2025 

consul tat ion wi th Mr Adams.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Paragraph 76:  

 “We a l l  went  on  our  annual  b reak,  and on 10 

our  return in  January 2025,  Mr Raphesu 

and Perumal  and I  went  to  Cape Town on 

the 6 t h  o f  January 2025,  to  consu l t  wi th  

Mr Adams.   We met  Mr Adams at  the 

Cape Town DPP's  of f ice.   I  quest ioned Mr  

Adams about  how he came into 

possession of  the Cr ime Inte l l igence 

documents,  and what  he d id w i th the  

documents f rom the t ime he had received 

them.  He said  that  he had reta ined 20 

copies and g iven the documents  to  Mr 

Perumal .   He stated that  he reported the 

inc ident  to  the Po l ice Port fo l io  Commit tee  

and was shut  down by Mr Ian Cameron, 

the Chai rperson o f  the commit tee. ”  
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 77:  

 “Thereaf ter ,  we in formed Mr  Adams that  

his A1 statements in  a l l  the dockets 

would have to be  supplemented because 

they were whol ly  inadequate,  and what  

was requi red was actual  p roof  of  the 

a l legat ions conta ined in  h is  A1 

statement ,  the sect ion 27 refer ra l  and the 

sect ion 27 refer ra l  a f f idavi t .   We 

proceeded to draf t  the af f idavi ts ,  and i f  I  10 

recal l  correct ly ,  Mr Perumal  t yped the 

supplementary af f idavi t ,  and I  was 

assisted by a prosecutor  to  pr in t  the 

af f idavi ts ,  the prosecutor  being par t  o f  

DPP, Cape Town. ”  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Can I  ask a  quest ion?  You obviously  

spoke to Mr Adams on the 6 t h .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Did he expla in to  you how the  

documents,  because you say you wanted to charge h im for  20 

that ,  and i f  I  remember cor rect ly ,  the suggest ion  is  that  

somebody s l ipped the document s  under h is  door  at  the 

of f ices  in  Par l iament .   I s  that  poss ib le?  I  mean does that  

s to ry make sense to you,  because i f  i t  d id ,  then they would  

have fa l len in to h is  lap,  you know.   I t  is  not  as i f  he  was in  
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possession of  them.  I f  somebody dropped c lassi f ied th ings 

on my desk,  they are there.   

MS RAMSAMY :    May I ,  f rom my consul tat ion wi th h im,  

expla in why I  agree wi th the Commissioner?  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ja.  

MS RAMSAMY :    When I  was consul t ing,  I  was expla in ing to  

h im,  you are in  possession of  these docume nts.   What  d id 

you do,  you know,  that  process.   And I  sa id to  h im,  do  you 

understand th is  i s  a cr iminal  o f fence?  And he said to  me 

that  i t  was s lot ted under h is  door in  an envelope.   And then 10 

I  sa id to  Mr Raphesu,  we are in  Cape Town.   Wel l ,  I  sa id i t  

to  Mr Raphesu and to Mr Perumal ,  because they were 

s i t t ing  on thei r  own,  and I  was on my,  on the other  end of  

the boardroom.  So I  sa id to  them, we are in  Cape Town,  we 

can go to the Par l iamentary bui ld ing and go and get  the 

v ideo footage.   A lso,  we can get  t he register  of  who s igned 

in to that  bui ld ing  on that  day.   And Mr Adams'  reply was,  

there is  no cameras on that ,  in  h is  cor r idors where h is  

of f ice is .   And I  f ind i t  very st range.   And then,  wi th  regards 

to the register ,  Mr Perumal  to ld  me i t  would be fut i le 20 

because of  how many people s igned in  and out .   So,  yes,  I  

d id  draw the same conclusion as the Commissioner,  that  

th is  could not  have happened.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And i f  somebody le f t  c lassi f ied 

documents on my desk,  and I  happen to open the envelope,  
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and I  see that  they are there,  and I  report  the mat ter  to  

IDAC,  why would  you charge me for  that ,  because I  found 

them there.   I t  is  not  as i f ,  you know,  I  acqui red them 

through some improper means.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner,  we must  look at  the  

t imel ines and that  is  what  I  quest ioned about .   I  quest ioned,  

you received in  September,  under your  door,  you opened 

your cases at  the end of  October .   You referred to IDAC 

middle/end of  November.   That  i s  a very  long t ime to be in  

possession of  those documents.   10 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    That  means he had them wi th h im for  

at  least  two months before he came to IDAC.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   Correc t .   The other  concern is  

that ,  when you were opening the dockets,  i f  you d id not  

want  to  g ive the or ig inal  o f  the documents that  were s lot ted  

under your door,  why not  make copies,  have them cer t i fy  i t ,  

and at tach i t  to  the A1 in  the dockets?  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    He kept  them wi th h im even af ter  the 

sect ion 27 refer ra l  to  IDAC?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No …[ intervenes] .  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    He gave them to IDAC.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  wel l ,  the in format ion that  was re layed 

to me d i rect ly  by Mr Adams,  and conf i rmed by Mr Perumal ,  

and i t  is  in  the record ing that  I  have provided,  i t  is  just  a  

very lengthy record ing,  I  recorded the ent i re  consul tat ion  
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wi th  Mr Adams.   When I  s tar t  asking Mr Adams,  we have the 

documents,  he sa id,  no,  I  kept  cop ies,  but  I  had g iven the 

documents to  Dy lan,  and Dylan conf i rmed,  yes,  yes,  yes,  

no,  we have them, we have them.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    And Dylan is  Perumal?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Thank you.    

CHAIRPERSON :    The af f idavi ts  obta ined by you and your 

co l leagues are very terse in  content .   What  is  that  a 

funct ion of?  Why is  that  so?  I  do not  f ind them to be bet te r  10 

than which af f idavi ts?  

ADV BALOYI SC :    The A1’s.  

CHAIRPERSON :    The A1’s.  

MS RAMSAMY :    They were not .   They were st i l l  fu t i le .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Why is  that  so?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Because he d id not  have anyth ing fur ther  

than what  was s l ipped under h is  door.   

CHAIRPERSON :    So Mr Adams could not  g ive  

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    He could not  supp lement .   20 

CHAIRPERSON :    Give any usefu l  substant ia t ion?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  back to your statement ,  78.   

Thank you.   
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MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Thereaf ter ,  Mr Raphesu commissioned 

al l  four  supplementary af f idavi ts .   Those 

four  supplementary af f idavi ts  were the 

only af f idavi ts  commissioned in  my 

presence in  Cape Town.   Mr Perumal  d id 

not  commission  any af f idavi ts  in  my 

presence.   I  do not  know when he would 

have met  wi th Mr Adams th at  day to 

commission any other  af f idavi ts .   More 10 

important ly ,  I  do not  understand why the 

same wi tness would depose to a main 

af f idavi t ,  be ing an A1,  on the same day 

he deposes to a supplementary af f idavi t . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Cont inue.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    But  i t  a lso seems,  is  i t  not  a misnomer 

to  ca l l  the Perumal  af f idavi ts  A1’s,  because in  the docket  

you a l ready have A1 statements.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   You cou ld never do that ,  never.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ja.  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    And i t  cannot  be that  i t  is  mism arked,  

because the Mokwele docket  is  an A1.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    And when we were in  Cape Town,  there  

was no Mokwele supplementary taken.  
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   Thank you.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Can you just  deal  wi th  th is  issue.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  Commissioner.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    The three of  you are in  Cape Town.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  Commissioner.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Together .   S tatements are being 

prepared.   Did Mr Perumal  have h is Commissioner of  Oath 

stamp wi th h im in  Cape Town,  because the other  af f idavi ts  

that  we have seen,  and they were commissioned on the 6 t h  

o f  January 2025,  they bear h is  s tatement ,  and he is  the 10 

commissioner,  s tamp,  sor ry,  not  the statement ,  the,  h is  

stamp is  used to commission those statements.   Did he 

have i t  wi th  h im on the day that  the three of  you were in  

Cape Town?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner …[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    And would he ord inar i l y  carry h is  stamp 

around?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  none of  the invest igators genera l l y  

carry.   A lso,  the Pretor ia  stamp wi l l  be fut i le  in  Cape Town.   

But  on that  day,  Mr Perumal  had no stamp,  and he 20 

commissioned no statements.   That  is  why I  sent  the voice  

note that  I  d id .   I  th ink i t  was on the 22 n d  or  23 r d .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So what  conclusion must  we draw 

when we see af f idavi ts  Commissioned by h im on the 6 t h  o f  

January 2025,  subject  to  h im coming to expla in,  o f  course.   
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But  because you are here and you were wi th h im that  day,  

what  conclusion do you say we must  draw?  

MS RAMSAMY :    The exact  conclusion that  Commissioner  

Kamala used on  that  day,  those sta tements are doctored.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  do not  th ink  that  came f rom me,  but  

I  wi l l  take that .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  was you,  Commissioner.   I  remember  

speci f ica l l y .   I  was watching i t .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Are you sure i t  was not  Advocate 

Sel lo?  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Advocate Sel lo  is  very n ice compared to  

you.   No,  i t  is  the conclusion that  the Commissioners can 

draw.   A lso,  I  can at test ,  and I  am under oath,  and I  have 

f reely provided the evidence,  the  four  supplementar ies d id 

not  inc lude Mokwele.   And i f  I  may e laborate just  a  l i t t le  b i t  

on that  aspect ,  Advocate.   When I  say the Mokwele  aspect  

is ,  i t  is  l ike i t  is  not  even ment ion ing Mokwele in  the 27th  

referra l  that  I  saw.   I t  says A …[ indist inct ]  D.   We d id not  

even know the name of  Mokwele when we went  to  Mr Adams 

for  those supplementar ies.   20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Did he know the name?  Did Mr  

Adams know the name?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  he d id,  he d id not  ment ion i t .   I t  was,  the  

Mokwele name was never ment ioned.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    In  the voice note that  you sent ,  and now 
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you say that  Mr Perumal  d id not  commission  any 

statements,  can we,  for  the record,  now that  you are s i t t ing 

there,  just  conf i rm that  you were wi th Mr  Perumal  the ent i re  

t ime that  you were in  Cape Town unt i l  you departed,  and d id  

you depart  together?  And you conf i rm that  there  would  

have been,  forget  that  i t  does not  make sense that  a 

wi tness on the same day would do an A1 and supplementary 

ar is ing f rom the same consul tat ion.   Forget  that  for  now,  for  

the purpose of  my quest ion.   But  there  was no opportuni ty  

that  you could have missed where Mr Perumal ,  a f ter  a l l ,  10 

commissioned a s tatement .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Except  for  my 1½ hour to  2 hour  nap on 

the 6 t h ,  because we f lew at  hal f  past  4 in  the morning,  I  was 

very t i red.   Except  for  that  nap just  before d inner,  we were  

together .   In  fact  …[ intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Magic hour.   

MS RAMSAMY :    How would he have t ravel led?  How would  

he have pr in ted?  These are a l l  the  th ings that  p layed on my 

mind when I  saw i t  f l ighted,  and I  was l ike,  how did I  miss  

th is ,  because in  par t  two,  I  d id  miss i t ,  in  June when I  saw 20 

the af f idavi t .   I  d id .   I  missed i t  unt i l  i t  was f l ighted.   But  

that  is  for  a d i f fe rent  reason that  I  missed i t .   My quest ions 

then would be,  we had one vehic le.   Mr Raphesu was the  

designated dr iver .   He had the vehic le keys.   Except  for  that  

few hours,  we were together .   So,  and even i f ,  le t  us say,  
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hypothet ica l l y ,  Mr Adams came to  the hote l ,  where would 

you have pr in ted  i t?   We d id not  even have a business 

cent re at  the hote l  we were sta ying at .   Where would you 

have stamped …[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  have pr in ted documents at  a  hote l .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Did you have your stamp?  Because i f  he  

had the stamp,  obviously i t  would have been produced when 

we were at  the boardroom at  DPP 's  of f ice.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    So what  you are saying is ,  but  for  that  2  

hours,  1  to  2 hours that  you took a nap,  there  was no 10 

opportuni ty  …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    For  Mr Perumal  to  have sa t  down,  

taken a statement ,  and then got  i t  commi ssioned.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner,  even i f  i t  was the next  day,  

because we d id have other  meet ings,  we decided to ut i l i ze 

the t r ip ,  so we have another  mat ter  that  we were 

invest igat ing,  and I  d id  not  know that  the ID d id not  

author ize a consu l tat ion  wi th the at torneys.   I  on ly found out  

when I  got  to  the consul tat ion,  because Perumal  had to ld  20 

me the n ight  before that  we were going fo r  th is  consul ta t ion.   

I t  was the 7 t h  o f  January,  so in  that  t ime where I  was busy,  I  

had a lo t  o f  o ther  work and a lo t  o f  o ther  th ings that  I  

needed to do.   So I  used that  t ime,  I  sat  a t  the pool  wi th  my 

laptop and I  was busy.   So even in  that  t ime,  i t  would not  be 
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the 6 t h ,  i t  is  the 7 t h .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Advocate Ncube,  just  a  moment .   This  

is  important ,  because when Mr Adams gets here,  we must  

put  some of  the  quest ions to  h im.   Commissioner Baloyi  

ment ioned the happy hour and the possib i l i ty  tha t  dur ing 

that  happy hour,  a  statement  could  have been taken f rom Mr  

Adams and commissioned.   Would i t  have been proper,  

seeing that  the three of  you t ravel led together ,  would i t  

have been proper  for  Mr Perumal  to  consul t  wi th  Mr  Adams 10 

separate ly and take a statement  and commission i t  in  your  

absence and Mr Mantsha's absence?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  i t  would not  be.   I t  would be i r regular .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  and then you were st i l l ,  a l though 

you were no longer par t  o f  the case in  October las t  year ,  

when the issue o f  d isc losure of  the docket  to  the accused 

was being d iscussed,  remember,  there  was a d iscussi on  

wi th you about  the sect ion 27.   Now the supplementary  

af f idavi ts  that  were d isc losed to  the accused,  was i t  the  

Perumal  af f idavi ts  or  the af f idavi ts  that  the three of  you 20 

took,  the four  that  you took in  Cape Town when you were a l l  

there?  Which ones were d isc losed to the accused?  

MS RAMSAMY :    As far  as my memory serves,  and I  have 

got  the USB here,  as fa r  as my memory serves,  I  d id  not  

see Raphesu’s supplementary in  the d isc losure that  was 
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g iven to me by the team.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So the  d isc losure g iven to the  

accused,  remember when the docket  i s  d isc losed to the 

accused,  which sets of  a f f idavi ts ,  was i t  the af f idav i ts  that  

you were aware  of  or  was i t  the ones that  Mr Perumal  

commissioned?  

MS RAMSAMY :    When d isc losure  took p lace,  and when I  

saw the f l ighted,  and then when I  went  to  the USB that  was 

d isc losed to me,  which is  the same copy that  was d isc losed,  

i t  is  the 6 t h  o f  January 2025,  commissioned by,  the  10 

schizophrenic af f idavi t ,  the Pretor ia ,  Cape Town,  Dylan 

Perumal .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So i t  is  the Perumal  af f idavi ts  that  

were d isc losed to the accused.   Is  that  not  improper  

because i t  means incor rect  af f idavi ts  are d isc losed to the  

accused and not  the or ig inal  a f f idavi ts  that  were taken f rom 

the wi tness?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  would say that  the Commiss ioner i s  

being k ind.   I t  is  unlawfu l .   I t  is  unlawfu l .   I t  is  not  i r regular ,  

i t  is  unlawfu l .   I t  is  an of fence.  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And then you mis lead the court  when 

you say to the court  a  fu l l  d isc losure of  the docket  has been 

made to the accused,  when i n  fact  that  is  not  the case.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   And you are supposed to,  by law.   

Even i f  i t  does not  support  the State 's  case,  you are st i l l  



    30 JULY 2026 – DAY 151 
 

Page 210  o f  217  

 

 

supposed to d isc lose because we are not  persecutors,  we 

are prosecutors.   Our job is  to  present  the evidence for  the 

court  to  decide.   

CHAIRPERSON :    I  just  wanted to  say,  a person who does 

that  just  to  avoid  the you,  there just  might  be people who 

might  understand the you as referr ing to you.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  meant  IDAC,  sor ry.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  take no of fence.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  d id  not  mean you personal ly ,  I  

meant  IDAC.   10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    You say i t  is  unlawfu l .   In  fact ,  your  

Code of  Conduct  says you must  d isc lose even mater ia l  that  

assists an accused person that  is  in  your  possession .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   You said something about  the  

d isc losed docket ,  when i t  was g iven to you,  you do not  

recal l  seeing the Raphesu af f idavi ts ,  supplementary  

af f idavi ts .   Ord inar i l y ,  you as the  prosecutor  in  th is  team, 

what  ro le do you have when i t  comes to the d isc losure of  

the docket?   Do you look th rough i t?   Does i t  get  g iven to 20 

you?  Do you have any ro le whatsoever,  even i f  i t  is  a 

passive ro le of  …[ indist inct ]  g iven a copy.   

MS RAMSAMY :    May I  expla in Perumal 's  team and 

d isc losure versus IDAC at  d isc losure?  Even the 

prosecutors do not  get  g iven the or ig inal  dockets.   
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ADV BALOYI SC :    [ Ind ist inct ]… [ microphone of f ]  Perumal 's  

team you are ta lk ing about .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Perumal .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.    

MS RAMSAMY :    We get  g iven scanned copies  of  the  

docket .   We have to work of f  scanned copies of  the  docket .   

Advocate,  may I?  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    So,  even when you are draf t ing,  you would 

work of f  the scanned copy that  they have g iven you.   You 10 

do not  have the  physica l ,  which  is  not  p roper.   You are  

supposed to have the physica l  docket .   You are supposed 

to,  in  the DPCI mat ters,  we do a th ing cal led docket  audi t ,  

where i f  we are  d isc los ing e lect ronica l l y  because i t  is  

thousands and thousands of  pages,  or  maybe just  two,  f ive 

hundred pages,  whatever ,  we would s i t  wi th  the 

invest igat ing of f i cer  and the prosecutors,  and we would go,  

A1,  check,  A2,  check.   That  process,  whenever asked for  by 

Perumal 's  team, is  bypassed.   And the reason I  am br ing ing 

th is  up is  I  recent ly  d id a memo say ing that  charges must  be  20 

wi thdrawn on another  mat ter ,  because when mysel f  and my 

co-prosecutor ,  a f ter  numerous emai ls  and numerous f ights,  

f ina l l y  got  the A ,  B,  and C c l ip ,  we found exonerat ing  

evidence in  the C c l ip .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    This i s  af te r  d isc lo sure of  the docket?   
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MS RAMSAMY :    This i s  when I  set  the mat ter  down for 

t r ia l .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   

MS RAMSAMY :    So,  I  d id  a memo,  and I  s t i l l  have not  

received a reply f rom Advocate Johnson,  stat ing that ,  one,  

because of  th is  ev idence,  so,  the prosecutor  and I  then 

embarked on our  own invest igat ion .   We went  and checked.   

We conf i rmed wi th the wi tness.   The wi tness then emai led  

us another  supplementary af f idavi t  conf i rming that  the 

invest igators d id not  ask about  these th ings.   We at tached 10 

a l l  o f  t hat ,  and we d id a memo saying,  th is  mat ter  needs to  

be wi thdrawn.   So,  there is ,  and I  expla ined i t  ear l ier ,  there  

is ,  so,  Advocate Johnson cal l s  Perumal 's  team the A team, 

and then there is  IDAC.   So,  the A  team, they do not  fo l low 

the ru les and tha t  is  why we d id not ,  I  s t i l l  have not  seen 

the physica l  docket .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.   Last ly ,  on th is  d isc losure  

issue,  is  there a  ru le in  IDAC about  the d isc losure of  the 

Rule 27 af f idavi t?   

MS RAMSAMY :    The refer ra l .  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    The referra l ,  ra ther .   Is  that  par t  o f ,  as a 

mat ter  of  ru le,  i t  may be that  i t  is  not  compl ied wi th .   I  am 

asking that  k ind of  quest ion,  whether  there is  a ru le or  i t  is 

a ,  i t  is  as you deem f i t  about  that  referra l .   Is  i t  par t  o f  the  

docket?  Does i t  get  d isc losed?  
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MS RAMSAMY :    Advocate Johnson 's inst ruct ions is  a 27 

referra l  does not  get  d isc losed.   However,  I  am aware that  a  

legal  opin ion on th is  has been sought .   We have not  

received i t  yet .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Received the opin ion.   And is  there a  

reason that  has been o f fered by Advocate Johnson why you 

would not?  I  mean,  i t  is ,  in tu i t i ve ly i t  seems the source of  

the compla int ,  wh ich  is  an af f idavi t ,  would be par t  o f  what?  

I t  would  be par t  o f  your  docket .   I s  there an explanat ion or  

just i f i cat ion that  has been g iven fo r  non -d isc losure?   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner,  when I  brought  th is  up in  

2023,  I  was shut  down as i f  i t  is  just  not .   There  is  no 

explanat ion.   I t  is ,  I  sa id,  and that  i s  i t .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And I  th ink you said you consid er  

the sect ion 27 af f idavi t  to  be an A1.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   I t  should be the A1,  because i t  is  

the founding document  to  a docket  and invest igat ion,  or  an 

invest igat ion lead ing to a docket ,  whichever comes f i rs t .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  in  th is  instance where you 20 

have dockets tha t  were a l ready ex ist ing before the sect ion 

27,  could there be some just i f icat ion as to why i t  would not  

be considered as par t  o f  d isc losure because you a l ready 

have four  A1’s in  ex ist ing dockets?  

MS RAMSAMY :    To answer you ,  Advocate,  i f  the A1’s had 
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suf f i c ient  ev idence,  i t  would have been,  i t  could have maybe 

been just i f iab le,  but  because the  A1’s d id not  have any 

substance,  i t  should have,  in  fact ,  that  should have been 

the supplementary,  the 27 refer ra l .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Can we then go back to 

your statement ,  paragraph 79?  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “As an aside,  I  recal l  that  dur ing the  

meet ing Mr Adams showed us messages 

that  he had received f rom ei ther  Min ister  10 

Mchunu d i rect ly  or  f rom Mr Cedr ic  

Nkabinde.   I  cannot  re cal l .   These 

messages were a l legedly f rom Lieu tenant  

General  Mkhwanazi  f rom the PKTT. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  i s  about  the PKTT.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry,  about  the PKTT.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Read that  sentence again.   Just  

s ta r t  the paragraph again,  as an aside.    

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “As an aside I  recal l  that  dur ing the 20 

meet ing wi th Mr Adams,  Mr Adams 

showed us messages that  he  had 

received f rom e i ther  Min ister  Mchunu 

d i rect ly  o r  Mr Cedr ic  Nkabinde.   I  cannot  

recal l .   These messages were a l legedly  
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f rom Lieutenant  General  Mkhwanazi  

about  the PKTT.   I  d id  not  read the 

messages.   I  f rankly was not  in te rested.   

And I  just  handed the phone back to Mr 

Adams.”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can you te l l  us what  Mr  Adams 

said the messages were about?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Mr Adams said that  the messages were  

L ieutenant  General  Mkhwanazi  threatening to  ar rest  

Min ister  Mchunu i f  the PKTT were shut  down.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And th is  was on 6 January  2025?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   You d id not  see the  

messages?  I t  was not  something that  in terested you?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then paragraph 18.   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “The events that  fo l lowed af te r  6 January 

2025 were  even more concern ing,  which I  

wi l l  deal  wi th  in  my second statement . ”  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Chai r ,  as  ind icated,  the wi tness is  

going to test i f y  in  two par ts.   She is  s t i l l  in  the process of  

f ina l i s ing the second statement .   We would ask that  her  

ev idence be parked unt i l  Tuesday for  her  to  f ina l i se  that ,  be 

in terposed by a w i tness t omorrow,  potent ia l ly  two tomorrow,  
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a long the same st ream, the IDAC st ream, Chai r .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  Ms Segeels -Ncube.   Thank 

you,  Ms Ramsamy.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    The hear ing of  your  test imony is  

postponed to 9:30 on Tuesday,  4  August  2026.   Lete us 

adjourn and resume at  9:30 tomorrow.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.  

INQUIRY POSTPONED TO 31 JULY 2026  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS  10 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

 

 

 


