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PROCEEDINGS ON 6 AUGUST 2026  

CHAIRPERSON :    Good morning ,  Mr Ramatsekisa .   Good 

morning,  Ms Pooe.   And good morning ,  Mr Sesoko.  

MR SESOKO :    Good morning ,  Commissioner .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   

ADV POOE :    Good morning Cha i r ,  Commissioners.   The 

wi tness th is  morn ing is  Mat thew Sesoko and the wi tness is  

ready to be sworn  in .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   Is  Mat thew Sesoko,  are 

those your fu l l  names or  do you want  to  state your fu l l  10 

names?  

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect  Chai r ,  my name is  Mat thew 

Sesoko.   

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   Do you swear that ,  you are  

going to swear or  af f i rm,  which one ?  

MR SESOKO :    I  wi l l  swear.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Do you swear that  the evidence you are 

going to g ive is  the t ruth,  the who le t ruth,  noth ing but  the 

t ruth?  I f  so,  p lease ra ise your r igh t  hand and say,  “So help 

me God ” .  20 

MR SESOKO :    So help me God.   

MATTHEW SESOKO    (du ly sworn states)   

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.  

ADV POOE :    Thank you,  Chai r .   Chai r ,  th is  morning,  just  

one housekeeping issue,  yesterday the Commissioners were  
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furn ished wi th the statement  and annexures of  the wi tness .   

A t  that  t ime the wi tness was st i l l  commission ing the 

af f idavi t ,  but  because we wanted to make sure that  the 

Commissioners are furn ished wi th  the statement ,  we d id  

make i t  avai lab le unsigned .   Later  in  the evening we 

received the s igned vers ion and there is  no d i f fe rence but  

for  in  paragraph 26 of  the statement  and that  re la tes to a 

date.   I  am doing th is  in  case you made notes in  the  o ld 

one,  so the only d i f ference is  i f  you go to page 12 .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Of the one we were g iven yesterday,  12 10 

of  the one g iven to us yesterday ?  

ADV POOE :    I t  would be  …[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Paragraph? 

ADV POOE :    Paragraph 26,  so i t  w i l l  be page 11.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

ADV POOE :    Paragraph 26.   So the o ld one,  the last  

sentence,  the second last  sentence reads :  

 “The operat ions manual  vers ion 2 .0 was 

s igned by me as Head of  Invest igat ions 

and Operat ions and by the ID on 16 20 

October 2024 and i t  was shared wi th 

every employee at  IDAC.   I t  is  in  

substance and in  the manner of  i ts  

adopt ion,  a pol icy  of  the uni t . ”  

 The new one inser ts the date on which i t  was 
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shared wi th a l l  o f  the employees and so i t  says :  

 “… and i t  was shared wi th  every  

employee of  IDAC on the 22 n d  o f  October 

2024 at  11 :31. ”  

 So,  that  i s  the inc lus ion .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Just  a minute p lease .   Yes we are ready,  

thank you.  

ADV POOE :    Thank you.   And so whether  or  not  you look at  

the s igned or  unsigned,  that  i s  real l y  the d i f fe rence between 

the two.   For  th is  morning  Chai r ,  I  cannot  guarantee for  10 

about  th is  af te rnoon but  cer ta in ly  th is  morning we wi l l  be 

using one f i le  and that  is  the statement  f i le  wi th  the ,  I  have 

one f i le  but  I  am advised you have two f i les .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  yes.  

ADV POOE :    One conta in ing the statement  and the other  

conta in ing the annexures .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  yes.    

EXAMINATION-IN-CHIEF BY ADV POOE :    Mr Sesoko,  you 

a lso would have two f i les in  f ron t  of  you,  one conta in ing 

your statement  and the other  conta in ing your annexures.   20 

Can we then go on to just  conf i rm your statement .   I f  you 

look at  the statement  f i le ,  the f i rs t  document  should  be your  

statement .   Can you conf i rm that  th is  is  a statement  that  

you have prepared for  purposes of  g iv ing your test imony 

before the Commission?   
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MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .   

ADV POOE :    And i f  you can go to page 25,  is  that  your  

s ignature?  

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV POOE :    And do you conf i rm that  the contents of  the  

statement  are t rue and correct  to  the best  of  your  

knowledge?  

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .   

ADV POOE :    A l l  r ight ,  thank you .   Chai r ,  Commissioners,  I  

have d iscussed i t  wi th  the wi tness and I  have in formed the  10 

wi tness that  we have read the  statement  and so our  

approach to the statement  th is  morning wi l l  be to h ighl ight  

cer ta in aspects and then we wi l l  focus in  on the par ts of  the 

operat ions manual  and then h is involvement  in  the cas es 

that  the Commiss ion  is  looking in to.   Mr Sesoko,  i f  we can 

then star t  a t  page 2 of  your  statement  where you deal  wi th  

your background and exper ience .   Can you summarise fo r  

us your background and exper ience wi th par t icu la r  

reference to paragraph 4 of  your  statement?  

CHAIRPERSON :    Just  s tate only  the sal ient  features of  20 

your background,  your  qual i f icat ions and your exper ience ,  

just  the sal ient  features ,  because I  see th is  is  qui te  a 

lengthy one.    

MR SESOKO :    I  wi l l  do so,  Chai r .   

CHAIRPERSON :    We have read everyth ing,  ja .   



    6 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 155 

Page 5  o f  169  

 

 

MR SESOKO :    I  wi l l  do so,  Chai r .   Basica l ly ,  my career  in  

the cr iminal  just ice system star ted as a prosecutor .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Sorry,  maybe before you go there,  

your  cur rent  posi t ion at  IDAC and then move to the o ther .  

MR SESOKO :    A l l  r ight .   A l l  r ight ,  my current  posi t ion at  

IDAC is the Nat ional  Head of  Invest igat ion and Operat ions .   

I  assumed that  posi t ion in  October of  2021 as a seconded 

employee f rom IPID and then fo rmal ly  t ransferred to the 

NPA in 2022,  December .   Before then,  I  was the Head of  

Invest igat ions at  IPID and then I  had an i l lust r ious career  10 

wi th in IPID and i ts  p redecessor,  ICD,  f rom 1997 unt i l  2021.  

ADV POOE :    And ICD …[intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    And before then I  …[ intervenes] .  

ADV POOE :    My apologies .   And ICD is?  

MR SESOKO :    The ICD is  the predecessor to  IPID.   

ADV POOE :    Yes,  i t  is  the Independent  Compla ints  

Di rectorate .  

MR SESOKO :    Independent  Compla ints Di rectorate.  

ADV POOE :    Thank you.   And pr ior  to  that?  

MR SESOKO :    And pr ior  to  that ,  I  was a pro secutor  wi th in  20 

the Department  of  Just ice f rom 1993 to 1997 .   

ADV POOE :    Thank you.   You then say in  your  statement  

af ter  you deal  wi th  the var ious t ra in ings you have a t tended 

that  there are two features of  your  background that  wi l l  be  

re levant  to  what  we wi l l  be d iscussing at  paragraph 7 of  
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your  statement .   Can you deal  wi th  those two aspects ?   

MR SESOKO :    Thanks,  Chai r .   F i rs t ,  I  am the former Head 

of  Invest igat ion at  IPID.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Sor ry,  where is  the statement ?  Oh,  there 

i t  is ,  okay.   Thank you.   No,  I  wanted to ask why i t  is  not  

being f l ighted .   I  see i t  is  on the screen now.   

MR SESOKO :    A l l  r ight .   

 “And together  wi th the former  IPID 

Execut ive Di rec tor ,  Mr McBr ide,  I  

test i f ied before the Zondo Commission  10 

about  pol i ce cor rupt ion .   When the ID 

was establ ished,  invest igat ions re lat ing  

to pol i ce corrupt ion ar is ing f rom that  

test imony were author ized and moved 

in to ID,  which is  now IDAC, together  wi th 

set t ing invest iga tors who worked on 

those mat ters .   That  is  how invest igators 

such as Mr Mantsha Raphesu,  Mr  

Temane Binang and Mr Anthony Sehas,  

and Mr Stanton Govender came into the 20 

IDAC.   On the  20 t h  o f  Ju ly 2026,  I  

forwarded to the ID documents that  I  was 

able to  source re lat ing to d iscussions 

between the fo rmer ID and the  act ing 

Execut ive Di rector  of  IPID re lat ing  to the 
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process of  case handover to  ID and 

secondment  of  IPID invest iga tors in  

IDAC,  then ID.   The documents are  

at tached and marked MS01 .   The bundle  

of  documents is  a memo f rom the former  

ID,  Advocate  Cronje,  and has Annexures 

A to H.   Annexure G of  the at tached 

document  is  a l is t  o f  cases that  were  

requested f rom IP ID. ”  

 Chai r ,  I  put  th is  in  the statement  because the  10 

Commission  asked me to deal  wi th  th is  i ssue,  but  a lso  

important ly  that  Advocate Johnson test i f ied about  i t ,  that  

she had asked me to get  th is  in fo rmat ion,  assist  to  get  the 

in format ion f rom IPID,  and th is  i s  the in format ion I  go t .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Mr Sesoko,  j ust  out  of  in te rest ,  good 

morning.   Are you an at torney or  advocate?  

MR SESOKO :    No,  I  am not  e i ther .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So you were a prosecutor  

…[intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And then rose through the ranks as a  

prosecutor?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.   Yes,  so I  moved f rom prosecut ion s ide  

and went  to  invest igat ion s ide .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So in  your  ro le at  IDAC you cannot  
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prosecute?  

MR SESOKO :    No.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Thank you.  

MR SESOKO :    - :  

 “Secondly,  my own h istory at  IPID 

in forms the approach I  took to the  

mat ters descr ibed below as I  expla ined 

under the heading why I  d id  not  inser t  

mysel f  in to these mat ters . ”  

ADV POOE :    Thank you.   Chai r ,  you wi l l  recal l  that  dur ing 10 

Advocate Johnson's test imony,  the Commission  wanted to  

know which cases were t ransferred f rom IPID to IDAC,  and 

that  i s  conta ined at  page 47 of  the bundle of  documents that  

is  inc luded as Annexure MS01.   I t  then a lso inc ludes 

requests for  deviat ions for  members,  some of  the members 

to be t ransferred,  and those are the documents that  fo l low  

Annexure G.   The second aspect  of  your  statement  that  I  

would  l i ke  us to turn to  is  in  the  mandate  of  IDAC.   Now,  a 

number of  wi tnesses have expla ined the mandate of  IDAC.   

So i f  you can,  at  a  snapshot ,  what  exact ly  is  the mandate of  20 

IDAC?  You do not  need to expla in at  length.    

MR SESOKO :    So,  Chai r ,  the  mandate of  IDAC is to  

invest igate complex cor rupt ion,  commercia l  cr imes,  h igh -

prof i le  commercia l  cr imes,  and f inancia l  cr imes .   And those 

invest igat ions should be looked at  wi th in the context  of  



    6 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 155 

Page 9  o f  169  

 

 

o ther  statutory of fences and common law of fences .   But  the 

pr imary issues  that  they must  be complex,  h igh -prof i le ,  

corrupt ion,  commercia l ,  and f inancia l .  

ADV POOE :    And is  i t  that  when i t  is  a  corrupt ion case,  i t  

must  have the features of  being  ser ious,  h igh -prof i le ,  and 

complex,  or  i s  i t  or  each one of  those th ree ,  ser ious,  h igh -

prof i le ,  and complex? 

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  so i t  must  be e i ther  of  those,  but  i t  

should be,  there  should be complexi ty  to  these mat ters,  

because otherwise  you have got  other  law enforcement  10 

agencies l i ke DPCI that  deals  wi th s imi lar  cor rupt ion  

mat ters .   So IDAC would then concent rate mor e  on the 

complex,  h igh-pro f i le  ones,  and those commercia l  ones that  

are h igh -value mat ters.    

ADV POOE :    Okay,  thank you .   And then we can then move 

to the operat ions model  of  IDAC and you deal  there  wi th i t  

a t  paragraph 10 of  your  statement .   And I  th ink the  DDPP,  

Advocate  Serunye,  deal t  wi th ,  in  some deta i l ,  on the 

pr inc ip le of  p rosecut ion - led invest igat ions and what  the i r  

ro les are .   But  can you,  in  summary,  deal  wi th ,  a t  i ts  core,  20 

how do you opera te wi th in IDAC?  

MR SESOKO :    So,  how we operate at  IDAC,  Chai r ,  the  

prosecut ion- led invest igat ion presupposes that  i t  is  a  

mul t id isc ip l inary team that  is  led by the DDPP .  I t  wi l l  have 

a lead prosecutor ,  a  lead invest igator ,  a  lead cr iminal  
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invest igator ,  a  lead f inancia l  invest igator .   Then there wi l l  

be a lso other  lower -ranking invest igators and lower - ranking 

f inancia l  invest igators .   You wi l l  a lso have a data analyst  as 

par t  o f  the team.  In  pract ice,  the  DDPP wi l l  be the one that  

would normal ly  submit  an author izat ion fo r  invest igat ion to  

the ID and even propose the team that  is  to  be des ignated 

in to that  invest iga t ion to be par t  o f  that  invest igat ion.    

 Once the ID approves that  author izat ion,  then the  

Pro ject  Manager who is  designated to that  pro ject ,  wi l l  then 

convene a team meet ing of  everyone who is  par t  o f  that  10 

team.  Then they wi l l  s ta r t  to  p lan  for  that  pro ject  in  te rms 

of  the invest igat ion and prosecut ion st rategy and they wi l l  

then develop a pro ject  p lan for  that  invest igat ion .   Then 

there wi l l  be taskings that  wi l l  be issued to the d i f ferent  

funct ionar ies who wi l l  then execute the taskings as  per  the  

pro ject  p lan.  

ADV POOE :    So,  in  essence,  you say that  the  DDPP ’s lead 

a mul t id isc ip l inary team which consists of  the var ious 

funct ionar ies that  you ment ioned .   Now you then say at  

paragraph 11 that  in  terms of  how the f low of  in fo rmat ion or  20 

how report ing happens is  that  then these DDPP ’s report ,  

one,  to  the ID and then in  another  sense they are then 

these operat ional  management  commit tees  …[intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV POOE :    Which you would be the Chai r  o f  where they 
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report .   

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .   So the DDPP ’s report  

d i rect ly  to  the ID .   The operat ional  management  meet ing,  

which we cal l  OMC, is  for  the management  to  moni to r  

progress on these invest igat ions as wel l  as the prosecut ion 

thereof  and to see that  mat te rs progress as per  the  pro ject  

p lans.   And where there are issues that  need to be  

addressed then there are recommendat ions made in  terms 

of  how th is  should be addressed.  

CHAIRPERSON :    You ment ioned the OMC in the past  10 

tense.   You say you used to chai r  i t .   Why the past  tense?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  Chai r ,  I  used to chai r  i t .   What  

happened is  tha t  when I  came back to work af ter  my 

unfor tunate inc ident  of  k idnapp ing ,  I  found that  had 

changed.   A decis ion was made that  the DDPP ’s would now 

chai r  that  commit tee .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Would they rotate because there  is  what ,  

four  of  them, or  not?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.   Yes,  they would rotate.    

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight .   20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    When d id you come back to work  to  f ind 

th is  new arrangement?  

MR SESOKO :    I  th ink i t  was the 13 t h  o f  January 2026 .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    And was an exp lanat ion g iven fo r  that ?   

MR SESOKO :    No,  there was not .   
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV POOE :    Advocate Serunye descr ibed the re lat ionship 

between the DDPP ’s and your o f f ice as a dot ted  l ine of  

report ing .   Would th is  new arrangement  then change that ,  o r  

is  there any repor t ing anymore that  is  done to you?  

MR SESOKO :    Chai r  …[intervenes] .  

ADV POOE :    Or your  of f ice,  sor ry .   

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  there is  no dot ted l ine of  report ing.   

The DDPP ’s do not  report  to  me,  they report  to  the ID .   

What  happens is  because I  am involved wi th operat ions,  10 

hence I  was chai r ing that  OMC was just  to  oversee that  a l l  

the pro jects are  executed in  l ine wi th the p lans .   So in  

pract ice what  would happen is  that  the Pro ject  Managers 

would then repor t  i f  there are any issues in  the  pro jects,  

and then they would report  to  me.   I  would  make 

in tervent ions to unlock whatever  issues that  would have 

been ra ised wi th me .   And i f  they needed escalat ion to the  

ID,  then I  would escalate those to  the ID .   And what  would 

normal ly  happen a lso is  that  when the teams are sat is f ied  

that  invest igat ions are complete and they are ready to enro l  20 

a mat ter ,  then a meet ing would be cal led.   Some co l leagues 

cal l  i t  the panel ,  as I  heard Advocate Serunye tes t i fy .   A 

meet ing would be cal led where mysel f  and the ID and the 

DDPP responsib le for  that  mat ter  would get  a presentat ion 

f rom the lead prosecutors about  that  mat te r  and to assess i f  
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the i r  decis ion to enro l  i s  something that  is  va l id  and based 

on the factual  basis,  based on thei r  presentat ion .   And then 

once we are of  the v iew that  i t  is  ready to be enro l led,  then 

the ID wi l l  g ive the stamp of  approval ,  and then i t  wi l l  then 

be enro l led and other  p rocesses wi l l  fo l low in  terms of  the  

takedown and so for th.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Just  to  be sure ,  do I  understand you to 

mean,  except  for  being d ivested of  your  power to  chai r  the 

OMC, your powers remain ed the same,  or  not?  

MR SESOKO :    Ja ,  the powers remained the same.   10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   Thank you.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    This process that  you descr ibe ,  where  

you,  the ID,  and the,  I  th ink you said the DDPP,  would  

const i tu te  a panel  where a presentat ion is  made and a  

decis ion is  made to,  eventual ly  a decis ion is  made whether  

mat ters are ready fo r  enro lment  for  a f ina l  decis ion by the 

ID,  d id that  cont inue to be the pos i t ion unt i l  last  week whi le  

Advocate Johnson was st i l l  there ?  Or are you descr ib ing 

h istor ica l ly  that  is  how i t  used to be,  or  are you saying that  

has cont inued to be the case even af ter  you were removed ?   20 

MR SESOKO :    Histor ica l l y ,  Chai r  and Commissioners,  that  

is  how i t  used to be .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   

MR SESOKO :    In  recent  past ,  i t  was no longer l ike that .   

But  in  most  of  the mat ters  that  we deal t  wi th  and were able 
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to  enro l ,  that  is  how i t  used to happen.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV POOE :    In  your  descr ip t ion  of  what  is  reported at  

OMC ’s,  I  got  the sense that  you,  i t  was operat ional  mat te rs 

that  were reported .   You are both  the Head of  Operat ions 

and Invest igat ions,  so at  that  leve l ,  do you a lso g ive input  

on what  i s  happening on the invest igat ive s ide of  th ings ?   

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV POOE :    So you deal  wi th  th ings l ike capaci ty  issues .   

Would i t  extend to the approaches in  the var ious mat ters ?   10 

MR SESOKO :    As i t  re la tes to invest igat ion,  yes .   When i t  

comes to prosecut ion,  i t  is  only the prosecutors tha t  would  

deal  wi th  that  issue .   But  when i t  re la tes to invest igat ion,  

we would make our  inputs in  re lat ion to that .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    P lease c lar i f y  th is .   Do the 

invest igators,  tha t  is  Mr Bel lochun,  Mr Padayachee,  and a l l  

those people,  do they report  to  you as Head of  

Invest igat ions?  How does i t  work?  Who do they report  to ?   

MR SESOKO :    Only Mr Dylan Perumal  and Chief  B ooi  

reported to me as chiefs .  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Perumal  and who?  

MR SESOKO :    Booi ,  Chief  Booi ,  yes,  Nico Booi .   So how 

the st ructure used to look l i ke ,  a l l  personnel  who are under 

invest igat ion wi l l  fa l l  under my command,  to  use that  word .   

So the chiefs wi l l  repor t  to  me,  and then those that  fa l l  
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under them wi l l  report  to  them.   For  instance,  the  senior  

invest igators wi l l  repor t  to  the  chiefs,  and then the 

invest igators wi l l  repor t  to  senior  invest igators or  d i rect ly  to  

the chiefs,  depending on the mat ter .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And then the prosecutors,  who would  

they report  to?  

MR SESOKO :    The prosecutors wi l l  pr imar i l y  report  to  the  

DDPP ’s.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And then the DDPP ’s …[intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    In  the d i f fe rent  …[ indist inct ]  [ cross- ta lk ing] .  10 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Wi l l  report  to  Advocate Johnson.  

MR SESOKO :    And then the DDPP ’s wi l l  repor t  to  Advocate  

Johnson.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So you were Mr Perumal 's  boss?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  I  was.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    When d id that  change?  

MR SESOKO :    So what  happened is  that  af ter  I  came back,  

I  found that  apparent ly  there was a st rategic p lan that  was 

convened that  came wi th changes ,  to  the extent  that  even 

the report ing l ines were changed .   So Chief  Boo i ,  Chief  20 

Perumal  s igned thei r  per fo rmance agreement  wi t h Advocate  

Johnson,  and not  wi th  me,  as i t  were previously .   

CHAIRPERSON :    So s ince that  p lan,  they have been 

report ing d i rect ly  to  the ID,  Advocate Johnson ?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  wi th  the i r  new performance agreement .  
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Even though administ rat ive ly,  I  would s ign of f  on thei r ,  

which is  the le t te r  that  the ID issued wi th me af ter  I  ra ised 

the issue wi th  her  and then she issued me a de legat ion  

le t ter ,  basica l l y  to  deal  wi th  adminis t rat ive issues re la t ing to  

the i r  work,  l ike leave,  t ravel ,  and so for th .   

CHAIRPERSON :    So you were d ivested of  more than just  

the power to  chai r  the MOC.   Remember ,  I  asked you 

whether  the only  power you were  d ivested of  was chai r ing 

the OMC, and you said yes .   So i f  …[ intervenes] .  10 

MR SESOKO :    That  is  my mistake,  Chai r .   I  d id  not  th ink  

about  th is  one at  the t ime.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  yes.   No,  thank you .   No prob lem.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sorry,  just  last ly ,  how long were you 

away f rom work?  You say you came back in  January 2026 ,  

having been away,  s ince when ?  

MR SESOKO :    The inc ident  happened on the 6 t h  o r  7 t h  o f  

November .   So I  was away f rom work f rom then unt i l  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    For  about  two months?   20 

MR SESOKO :    About  two months,  yes.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.   

ADV POOE :    So just  to  be c lear ,  p r ior  to  th is  roundabout ,  I  

th ink you said in  your  statement ,  the 8 t h  o f  November,  Chief  

Perumal  and Chie f  Booi  reported to  you?  
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MR SESOKO :    Yes,  they d id .   

ADV POOE :    Okay,  t hank you.   And then at  paragraph 12,  

we deal  wi th  tha t ,  you know,  the  teams do not  share the  

deta i ls  of  each team's mat ters  and that  has been exp la ined,  

but  one th ing that  I  was par t i cu lar ly  in terested in  is  what  

you say about  report ing of  the ID 's mat ters at  OMC .  Can 

you expla in what  you say there in  paragraph 12?  

MR SESOKO :    So,  Chai r ,  there were mat ters tha t  would  

come di rect ly  to  the ID 's of f ice  and col loquia l ly  in  the of f ice,  

they would ca l l  them ID mat ters,  because the ID would have 10 

taken decis ion on those mat ters .   And in  the OMC, they 

would not  be d iscussed.   A l l  o ther  mat ters would be 

d iscussed except  for  those because  of  i t  was ind icated they 

were sensi t ive mat ters.   So the CI  mat ters would be one of  

those where there was no d iscussion real ly  about  them ,  

except  in  those teams where they were deal ing wi th them .    

ADV POOE :    Outs ide of  the CI  mat ters,  what  other  mat ters 

existed that  were deemed ID mat ters ?  

MR SESOKO :    I  th ink one mat ter  that  I  can th ink o f  is  the 

Speaker mat ter .   There was a lso Pro ject  Golden .   20 

ADV POOE :    My apologies,  Pro ject ?  

MR SESOKO :    Pro ject  Golden .  

ADV POOE :    Golden.  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.   So those were the mat ters that  were  

author ized f rom ID 's of f ice .   But  my understanding is  that  
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those mat ters,  even though they were author ized f rom ID 's 

of f ice,  for  instance,  the Speaker  mat ter ,  she d id  ca l l  a  

meet ing.   I  was par t  o f  that  meet ing  and the assessment  of  

that  mat te r  was done wi th us and the prosecutors .   The 

Pro ject  Golden,  I  was not  par t  o f  that  assessment ,  but  I  am 

informed that  the  DDPP responsib le fo r  that  mat te r  d id the  

assessment  wi th  the prosecutors  and that  is  how those 

mat ters were author ized .   

ADV POOE :    Just  to  be c lear ,  i f  the Speaker mat ter ,  as I  

understand i t ,  and you have conf i rmed i t  now,  you were 10 

involved in  that  author izat ion process ?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  so the ID cal led a meet ing to say she 

received th is  mat ter  and that  inv i ted a lso the prosecutors 

that  we must  assess i t  and then advise her  and then she 

was,  in  fact ,  advised.   We d id have a conversat ion about  i t  

and I  th ink there was a genera l  consensus that  i t  fa l ls  wi th in  

our  mandate .   But  the prosecutors went  fur ther  to  do  fur ther  

assessment  and then advised her  that  i t  does fa l l  wi th in our  

mandate and i t  should be author ize d.   An author izat ion  

submission was prepared fo r  her .   20 

ADV POOE :    So a l though i t  came in through her  o f f ice,  i t  

ran through the ord inary process of  evaluat ion  

…[intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV POOE :    And recommendat ion fo r  her  to  author ize and 
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proper author izat ion.    

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV POOE :    Now wi th the Golden mat ter ,  you say that  

s imi lar ly  there,  a l though you were  not  involved,  the DDP 

was involved in  the processes .   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  and other  p rosecutors.  

ADV POOE :    So the only one tha t  is  t ru ly  d i f ferent  would  

be the CI  mat ters because we know f rom test imony before  

th is  Commission  that  i t  d id  not  go  through any of  that  

process.   10 

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can I  just  ask,  the pro ject  Golden,  you 

were not  par t  o f  i t  because you were excluded or  you were 

not  avai lab le?  I  am just  t ry ing to understand why you would  

have been involved wi th the Speaker mat ter  o r  referra l  and 

then you do not  get  involved wi th pro ject  Golden.  

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  to  be  honest ,  somet imes the  

decis ions that  the ID would take,  I  would not  real l y  

understand.   Somet imes she wou ld say to me,  I  forgot  to  

in form you and then in form me of  a  mat ter  af ter  the fact  that  20 

she had taken th is  decis ion ,  you know.   So I  th ink  i t  is  the  

same also wi th pro ject  Golden.   From what  I  understood,  

she cal led the Deputy,  d iscussed the mat ter  wi th  the  

Deputy,  wi th  the  prosecutors,  and then they  then  d id the  

assessment  and prepared submissions to her  for  
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author izat ion .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    So i s  i t  one of  those that  she said,  I  

forgot?  I  am just  t ry ing to understand,  you were at  work in  

that  per iod,  I  assume.   

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You do not  become involved .   Is  i t  

because,  does she then subsequent ly  say,  I  forgot ,  or  she 

says noth ing,  the  pro ject  just  cont inues to run and you are 

not  involved wi th i t ?   

MR SESOKO :    Ja,  I  on ly  got  to  know about  i t  when I  was 10 

d iscussing wi th the Pro ject  Managers,  then I  found out  that  

there is  th is  au thor izat ion on pro ject  Golden .   When I  

enqui red fu r ther  wi th the Deputy,  then the Deputy expla ined 

to me how i t  came about .   From what  I  understand,  i t  is  a  

SARS refer ra l  to  IDAC.   So that  i s  how I  got  to  know about  

i t .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    You know,  Mr Sesoko …[ intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    So I  must  a lso ind icate,  Chai r ,  so that  there  

is  a complete p ic ture for  the Commission ,  there was a point ,  

I  just  cannot  remember exact ly  when,  i t  might  have been 20 

two years or  so ear l ier ,  where she cal led me in to a meet ing 

wi th the management  of  SARS and there was a d iscussion 

about  the same issue,  but  i t  was much b igger,  f rom what  I  

understand.   But  the conclusion of  that  meet ing  was that  

because the mat ter  i s  a l ready wi th DPCI and because of  
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how huge the invest igat ion is ,  we d id not  have enough 

resources to deal  wi th  i t  and i t  was agreed that  i t  wi l l  be le f t  

wi th  DPCI.   So,  I  on ly learned,  i t  must  have been a year  

la ter  or  so,  that  now i t  has been author ized ,  but  i t  is  only  

some part  o f  t hat ,  not  the ent i re  invest igat ion .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    So I  have to ask,  and I  ask because we 

now know a lo t  happened,  a lo t  o f  wrong happened in  the 

way th ings were done in  ID AC,  so  I  have to ask again the 

d i rect  quest ion .   Is  th is  one of  the  mat ters where she said 

to  you,  I  forgot  to  te l l  you ?  10 

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  we never spoke about  i t .   She never  

sa id anyth ing to me about  i t .   I  never,  I  am just  say ing that  

somet imes,  o r  f rom t ime to t ime,  there wi l l  be decis ions 

taken where she would then,  when I  am in a meet ing wi th 

her  and she says,  I  am sor ry,  th is  is  what  happened,  I  took 

th is  decis ion,  I  fo rgot  to  in form you .   But  not  speci f i ca l ly  on 

th is  mat ter .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV POOE :    And then just  …[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Sorry,  can you just  g ive us a p ic tu re of  20 

how your of f ices,  hers and yours,  are posi t ioned or  located 

wi th in your bui ld ing ?  Are you here,  and then there are  

severa l  o f f ices in  between,  and s he is  that  s ide?  Or are 

your of f ices next  to  each other ?  Just  g ive us an idea .   

MR SESOKO :    They are not  next  to  each other ,  but  they 
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are not  far  f rom each other .   We are on the same f loor .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay.  

MR SESOKO :    So she is  s l ight ly  on the other  end,  I  am on 

the other  end ,  you know.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay.   I  just  wanted to  …[intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    I t  is  a  long passage .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

MR SESOKO :    Her of f ice is  in  the middle of  the passage,  

and then my of f ice is  on the other  end of  the passage .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay,  I  just  wanted to understand the  10 

forget t ing ,  you know.   For  example,  i f  you are r ight  next  

door to  each o ther ,  I  just  would not  understand the  

forget t ing whatsoever .   Not  that  I  understand i t  now,  not  at  

a l l .   Anyway,  le t  us cont inue.  

ADV POOE :    Can I  just  …[ intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    A lso can I  just  ask st i l l  on th is ,  Mr  

Sesoko.   The impression that  I  had gained was that  through 

your in take processes that  a re set  out  in  your  manual ,  that  

process would resul t  in  a record,  or  a ta l l y ,  i f  you l ike,  o f  

mat te rs that  a re  coming in .   And you descr ibe,  you te l l  us 20 

your process that  i t  comes in ,  in  terms of  the manual .   And 

there would be evaluat ions,  some would be taken on,  some 

would not  be taken on,  and there is  a process i f  mat ters are  

not  taken on.   

 So I  would expect  that  somewhere you have a  
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record of  mat ters that  have been refer red  and I  would  

expect  they would inc lude mat ters that  become the ID 's 

mat ters .   And I  would have thought  by v i r tue  of  your  

posi t ion,  I  assumed by v i r tue  of  your  posi t ion,  you would be,  

you would have a  reposi to ry of  tha t .   I f  we asked you  what  

mat ters have been taken on by ID,  you would be able to  

pr in t  i t  o f f ,  because i t  is  mat ter  that  as Invest igat ing 

Di rector  o r  Head,  you would have access to that .    

 What  does i t  mean then for  mat ters such as th is ,  

where  there is  a Pro ject  Golden,  you know noth ing about  i t ,  10 

i t  is  the ID 's mat ter ,  she has spoken to the DDPP, and 

invest igat ions run .   When i t  comes to your records of  you 

knowing what  your  organizat ion is  deal ing wi th,  what  does i t  

mean fo r  mat ters l ike that ?  In  pract ice,  what  is  the 

consequence?  

MR SESOKO :    So in  pract ice,  Chai r  and Commissioners,  

when a mat ter  is  author ized,  i t  goes to the Pro ject  

Managers,  the Pro ject  Managers responsib le for  that  

pro ject .   Then they would assign  i t  a  case in take number,  

and then i t  wi l l  be put  on a register ,  a  case in take register ,  20 

which have a l l  the mat ters that  are wi th in IDAC.   So we 

created that  register ,  especia l ly  when I  came in ,   I t  was 

there but  i t  was not  fu l ly  developed,  and then I  assis ted that  

the register  becomes fu l ly  developed and be abl e to  cater  

for  a l l  the d i f fe rent  scenar ios that  might  be needed for  
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in format ion purposes,  and a lso for  per formance in format ion  

purposes.   So tha t  register  wi l l  have a l l  these mat ters.    

 So how I  get  to  know,  for  instance,  is  when I  see in  

the register ,  the register  does not  have fu l l  deta i ls  of  the 

mat ter ,  except  l ike in  that  case i t  wi l l  say CIN number so  

and so,  and then  i t  is ,  maybe each pro ject  has a name,  so i t  

wi l l  be Pro ject  Go lden,  fo r  instance,  in  th is  case .   So when I  

have a meet ing w i th Pro ject  Managers then I  ask what  th is  

mat ter  is  about ,  because I  was not  aware of  i t ,  then they 

wi l l  expla in,  no,  th is  i s  what  i t  is  about ,  and I  would  engage 10 

the Deputy concerned about  i t .   

 So,  and the th ing is ,  that  is  how we have been 

operat ing,  and when I  came back f rom leave,  I  f ind that  a lso  

that  register  i s  no longer made avai lab le to  everyone,  as i t  

were,  and hence la ter  I  ta lked to  a mat ter  that  I  became 

aware of ,  which  was author ized in  my absence,  which I  

found a lso concern ing.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.   

CHAIRPERSON :    That  is  very help fu l .   I t  g ives meaning to 

CIN.   I  have seen CIN a number of  t imes,  and I  d id  not  th ink  20 

i t  actual ly  s tands for  something .   

MR SESOKO :    Case Intake Number .   CIN stands for  Case 

Intake Number.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you very much .   Thank you .   

ADV POOE :    Mr  Sesoko,  what  I  wanted to know,  just  one 
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more aspect  in  re lat ion to the three cases that  were  sor t  o f  

deemed ID mat ters.   The f i rs t  one speak ,  i f  I  am not  

mistaken,  was in  2023 .   

MR SESOKO :    Yes …[indist inct ] .  

ADV POOE :    Correct .   Now,  when you s i t  a t  OM, and th is  

ran th rough the processes we know,  and you were involved 

in  the process ,  when you then s i t  a t  OMC,  and you no 

longer get  reports about  th is ,  was th is  then ra ised wi th the 

ID? 

MR SESOKO :    We had a d iscussion about  these mat ters,  10 

and her  v iew has a lways been that  these are sensi t i ve  

mat ters that ,  you know,  must  remain l ike that .   However,  

when a mat ter  has been enro l led  you know,  then i t ,  we then 

ta lk  about  i ts  p rocesses,  even at  OMC  you know,  whether  i t  

is  postponed for  t r ia l  o r  whatever  the case may be.   But  at  

the stage when there is  s t i l l  invest igat ion on i t ,  they were  

not  d iscussed.   

ADV POOE :    There was resistance,  you say?  

MR SESOKO :    They were not  d iscussed at  the OMC .  

ADV POOE :    They were not  d iscussed.   Okay,  thank you.   20 

We …[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can I  jus t  understand how i t  is  

expla ined.   I  accept  when people are work ing,  that  you have 

a system where one team that  is  work ing in  the mat ter ,  they 

wi l l  keep i t  wi th in  the team .  And i t  is  easy to th ink about  a 



    6 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 155 

Page 26  o f  169  

 

 

need-to -know pr inc ip le,  that  peop le do not  need to know,  

and that  is  how you manage in format ion.   But  the idea that  

mat te rs are sensi t ive,  therefore they wi l l  not  be d iscussed 

wi th you,  for  example ,  when you hold a par t icu la r  posi t ion,  

you are Head of  Invest igat ions,  you have taken oath,  you 

are bound to the same pr inc ip les or  the same ru les as your 

ID of  conf ident ia l i ty ,  and i f  you d isc lose,  you have  broken 

the law.   I t  appl ies equal ly  to  her .   How does i t  get  

expla ined,  and how do you reco nci le  wi th,  you cannot  know 

cer ta in th ings ,  and DPP,  another  DDPP wi l l  know,  but  you 10 

cannot  know as i f  you  are not  subject  to  the same ru les .   

Can you just  expla in to  us how i t  i s  expla ined in  the of f i ce 

and how that  is  reconci lab le wi th the posi t ion you hold ?   

MR SESOKO :    Commissioners,  some of  those sensi t i ve  

mat ters,  as i t  were,  l ike I  ind icated,  l ike your Speaker  

mat ter ,  they were d iscussed wi th  me .   The explanat ion  

about  sensi t iv i t y  s tems f rom the fact  that  they are  mat ters  

that  sor t  o f  the ID owns.   You know,  they come f rom her  

of f ice,  she decided on thei r  author izat ion,  and then she 

decides a lso who,  as opposed to other  mat ters,  who is  20 

designated in  those mat ters .   So,  for  instance,  other  

mat ters,  as I  ind icated,  i t  wi l l  be the Deput ies that  decide  

the designat ions of  members who wi l l  be par t  o f  that  team .   

However,  in  those mat ters,  the ID hersel f  wi l l  decide who 

she wants to  be in  those mat ters.   So that  is  how i t  worked,  
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and I  would  f rom t ime to t ime get  compla ints,  fo r  instance,  

f rom even Deput ies  that  you f ind  there  are  resources in  

the i r  p ro jects who have been roped in  to  the ID mat ters,  and 

they would want  them to task them on other  mat ters,  and an 

invest igator ,  for  instance,  wi l l  say,  no,  I  am busy wi th an ID 

mat ter  you know,  and there would  be those k ind of  issues 

that  I  have now to deal  wi th  to  say how do I  then assist  wi th  

resources so that  the other  p ro jects do not  suf fe r  because 

some resources are put  on those mat ters .   

CHAIRPERSON :    And by that  you mean they wi l l  be taken 10 

out  of  the i r  teams,  because as I  understand i t ,  they a l l  

be long to those four  teams.    

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

CHAIRPERSON :    So they would  be taken out  of  those 

teams and p lonked e lsewhere a l together .   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  on these pro jects .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Maybe las t ly ,  i t  sounds f rom your  

explanat ion,  inc luding the answer to  the Chai r ,  tha t  there  

was no,  or  there is  no,  there was no object ive cr i te r ia .   You 

have to ld us about  the in take process and what  cr i te r ia  and 20 

the scor ing that  you do about  mat ters that  eventual ly  get  

taken or  re jected .   The ID mat ters,  as you cal l  them, there 

was no object ive organizat ional  cr i ter ia .   I t  was ent i re ly  up  

to the ID.   She gets a mat ter  and she decides,  however she 

gets i t ,  i f  i t  came to her  d i rect ly ,  she decides whether  th is  



    6 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 155 

Page 28  o f  169  

 

 

gets t reated l ike  the Speaker mat ter  or  gets t reated l ike 

your Pro ject  Golden mat ter ,  where i t  is  ent i re ly  up to  her  to  

make the decis ion .   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  that  is  correct ,  Commissioner .   And 

that  is  why I  am saying not  a l l ,  in  fact ,  a lmost  a l l  mat te rs 

were deal t  wi th  in  l ine wi th ,  you know,  what  I  previously 

sa id about ,  you know,  being assessed and so fo r th  you 

know,  e i ther  by me or  by my other  co l leagues,  the  Deput ies.   

But  those that  she made decis ions on,  that  is  where there 

was that  d i f fe rence because the approach would be 10 

d i f ferent  as compared to other  mat ters .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.   Thanks,  Ms Pooe.  

ADV POOE :    And just  one more  quest ion on th is .   A t  a 

stage where i t  is  c lear  now,  I  mean,  you are now 

implement ing th is  process where ID mat ters are not  

d iscussed,  at  a  s tage that  you cannot  do your job because 

there are compla ints coming in  about  resources,  there are  

invest igat ions you know noth ing about .   Do you again ra ise 

th is  as an impediment  to  your  job and your ab i l i ty  to  

funct ion?   20 

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  we would a lways f ind ways ,  you 

know,  to ,  because what  we a lways understood is  that  when 

they came f rom the ID ’ s  o f f ice,  those are pr ior i t y  mat te rs.   

So we wi l l  a lways f ind ways to make sure that  these other  

pro jects ,  you know,  st i l l  cont inue wi th whatever,  you know,  
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resources we have,  you know,  move people around so that  

they can assist .   So for  instance,  i f  there is  a par t i cu lar  task 

in  another  mat ter  and then the resource work ing  on another  

mat ter  is  being used in  the ID pro ject ,  then we would f ind 

another  resource somewhere to deal  wi th  whatever task that  

needs to be done on th is  other  mat ter .   So we wi l l  a lways 

f ind ways to amel iorate that  chal lenge.  

ADV POOE :    Okay.   Now,  you have  descr ibed in  deta i l  the  

in take process and we have heard test imony f rom o ther  

wi tnesses about  how i t  works and how i t  ord inar i l y  un fo lded .   10 

Unless the Commissioners want  you to go in to deta i l ,  my 

proposal  would be,  because I  th ink what  i s  d i f fe rent  is  your  

explanat ion of  why th is  mul t i - level  in take process was 

important .   So could you deal  wi th  that ,  un less,  

Commissioners,  there is  a quest ion  around what  was set  out  

in  the OPS manual  about  how the in take process ord inar i l y  

works.   

CHAIRPERSON :    Should Mr Sesoko not  perhaps star t  

reading f rom paragraph 16 or  not ?  

ADV POOE :    Chai r ,  my proposal  was that  we do not  20 

…[intervenes] .   

CHAIRPERSON :    We skip even that .   So where do we 

star t?   

ADV POOE :    We skip i t  t o  deal  wi th  why the mul t i - level  

in take process mat ters.  



    6 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 155 

Page 30  o f  169  

 

 

CHAIRPERSON :    Which is  about  which paragraph ? 

ADV POOE :    A t  paragraph 23 .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Oh,  I  d id  not  hear that .   

ADV POOE :    Yes.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Ja,  le t  us do th is  one.  

ADV POOE :    Jus t  for  the record,  in  some of  the paragraphs 

before deal  wi th  how mat ters reach IDAC, the regist rat ion  

process,  ver i f i cat ion and scr eening,  the in take assessment  

and the scor ing process,  the author izat ion of  invest igat ions,  

the p lanning and conduct ing  and f ina l izat ion of  10 

invest igat ions,  and thereaf ter  secur ing at tendance and 

prosecut ion and u l t imate ly the c losure of  mat ters .   What  is  

d i f ferent  about  your  statement  is  you deal  wi th  why th is  

process is  important .   Can we then go to paragraph 23 of  

your  statement?  

MR SESOKO :    Thanks,  Chai r .   Maybe before I  deal  wi th 

that  quick ly ,  so I  do not  want  the Commission  to be le f t  wi th  

the wrong impression .   The manual  was approved,  as I  have 

ind icated and other  co l leagues have a lso stated that .   I t  

was shared wi th a l l  the col leagues in  IDAC and when new 20 

people come,  you know,  those responsib le DPP’s  wi l l  

a lways workshop i t  to  them .  The fact  o f  the mat ter  is  the 

in take process d id not  operate to  the T as provided for  in  

the manual .   So that  is  what  the real i ty  was,  as ,  you know,  

my previous explanat ion had expla ined about  how some of  
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the mat ters came in.   But  even though i t  was not  to  the T,  

but  most  mat ters  would go through that  assessment  process 

and la ter  in  my af f idavi t  we show that  in  fact  most  of  the 

mat ters that  we d id in  IDAC are mat ters that  came f rom the 

Commissions which  came in as a resul t  o f  the pres ident ia l  

proclamat ion and therefore d id not  go through th is  process 

but  rather  as a resul t  o f  the  president ia l  proclamat ion and 

the former ID would have author ised them because of  that  

president ia l  p roc lamat ion and wrote to  law enforcement  

agencies l i ke IP ID and DPCI and requested a l l  those 10 

mat ters to  come to the ID then fo r  them to be invest igated .   

So I  just  wanted to c lar i f y  that .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Just  –  oh,  thank you,  thank you.   

Advocate Johnson said,  for  example,  about  Mr  Adams'  

referra l ,  she said she d id not  d iscuss that  wi th  you because 

i t  was a s imple mat ter  and she was of  the v iew that  she 

could handle i t  a l l  by hersel f  wi thout  involv ing you .   Are you 

aware of  any instances or  rather  how should I  put  i t ?   Are 

you aware that  the fact  that  a mat ter  was s imple ,  whatever  

that  means,  that  that  was a factor  or  a cr i te r ion that  could 20 

be used not  to  involve other  people at  the in i t ia l  s tages of  a  

mat ter  o r  of  an in take ?   

MR SESOKO :    I  am not  aware of  any except  for  that  

speci f ic  mat te r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    And that  i s  not  an issue that  was ever  
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d iscussed wi th in IDAC? 

MR SESOKO :    No.    

CHAIRPERSON :    So she never sa id wi th s imple mat ters I  

wi l l  not  bother  you ,  Mr Sesoko.   

MR SESOKO :    No.   The decis ion to author ize that  mat te r  

was not  d iscussed wi th me ,  Commissioners.   As I  wi l l  

cont inue my test imo ny you wi l l  understand what  happened .    

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight .   No,  I  just  wanted to understand 

the cr i te r ion she said she used in  respect  of  th is  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence ,  these Cr ime Inte l l igence mat ters .   10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  would have asked the same quest ion in  

a d i f fe rent  way so  I  am covered by the Chai r ,  thank you.   

ADV POOE :    And then just  on the appl icat ion of  the 

manual ,  so to the extent  that  Advocate Johnson test i f ied  

that  the manual  was just  a  draf t ,  she would have been 

mis leading th is  Commission .   Wel l ,  a t  i ts  l ightest  she would  

have l ied to th is  Commission .   

MR SESOKO :    Ja,  I  do not  understand why she sa id that .   

The manual  was s igned by mysel f  and her  and then at  her  

inst ruct ion i t  was d ist r ibuted to a l l  IDAC staf f .  20 

CHAIRPERSON :    Just  remind us fo r  purposes of  the 

record,  we have seen i t ,  but  fo r  the record when d id she 

and you s ign i t ?   

MR SESOKO :    I  have a  date  somewhere .   I  cannot  

remember the paragraph now.   But  I  do ind icate tha t  in  my 
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a f f idavi t .   I  th ink  i t  was October ,  16 October 2024 i f  I  am 

not  mistaken .   

ADV POOE :    Cha i r ,  i t  is  a t  f i le  10.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Paragraph?  Oh,  but  in  the af f idavi t  i t  is  

paragraph 26,  top  of ,  foot  of  page 11  …[intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  paragraph 26.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Top of  page 12.   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  yes.  

CHAIRPERSON :    But  Ms Pooe wants to  take us  to the 

document  i tse l f .  10 

ADV POOE :    A t  page 10 of  paragraph,  page 10 of  f i le  10 .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay,  le t  us ,  so i t  was not  a draf t ,  i t  was 

s igned.   

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Even d ist r ibuted  to  …[ intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.   Ja,  and I  do  ind icate that  i t  was 

d ist r ibuted on the ,  what  we cal l  ID  Coms.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.   

MR SESOKO :    Where i t  inc lude a l l  s taf f  on the  22 n d  o f  

October.    20 

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  t hank you.   

MR SESOKO :    2024.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Did i t  d i f fe r  much f rom vers ion one ?   

MR SESOKO :    Sor ry,  Commissioner?  
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ADV KHUMALO SC :    Just  look at  your  screen.   Do you see 

that  there is  amendment  h is tory,  the heading,  and vers ion  

1.   

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Was s igned on 18 December 2023 

and then the current  vers ion ,  16 October 2024.   So d id the 

current  vers ion d i f fer  much f rom vers ion 1?  

MR SESOKO :    So,  Commissioners,  vers ion 1 was never 

s igned.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Was never s igned .   10 

MR SESOKO :    I t  was a d iscussion document .   As you wi l l  

see f rom my af f idavi t ,  I  ind icated that  i t  was a consul tat ive  

process.   So we had consul tants that  were assist ing us wi th  

th is  document  and then they would send a draf t .   So the  

vers ion 1 is  the draf t  that  was f i rs t  sent .   We had to  engage 

wi th i t  and then make changes on i t .   And when everyone 

was sat is f ied that  the vers ion 2 i t  i s  the product  of  what  we 

agreed on,  then that  i s  when i t  was s igned of f .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And the way th ings work at  IDAC,  you 

know in other  o rganizat ions,  a document  gets s igned and 20 

then i t  wi l l  have an ef fect ive date .   And somet imes the  

ef fect ive date wi l l  be somet ime in  the future .   So wi th th is  

manual ,  what  was the ef fect ive date ?  Did i t  take ef fect  f rom 

the moment  the two of  you s ign ed and author ized i t ?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  
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ADV POOE :    Thank you.   Mr  Sesoko,  then i f  you can then 

go to why the mul t i - level  in take process mat ters .   

MR SESOKO :    Yes.   

 “So I  emphasize  the in take and case 

select ion process,  case select ion  stage 

of  the  process because i t  i s  del iberate ly 

mul t i - layered and col lect ive .   

[ Ind ist inct ]… s ta ted object ive is  that  case 

select ion is  t ransparent ,  ob ject ive,  

audi table,  and defensib le,  and that  i t  10 

cannot  be manipulated .   There is ,  

however,  a  fur ther  and equal ly  important  

object ,  to  insulate the ID f rom any 

a l legat ion that  IDAC is ta rget ing 

par t icu lar  persons or  p ick ing or  decl in ing  

cases wi thout  proper basis.   I f  a  mat ter  i s  

received,  assessed,  and scored and 

recommended by a team and a commit tee  

before i t  reaches the ID for  author izat ion,  

the ID decis ion rests on a documented 20 

defensib le  foundat ion and the ID is  

protected agains t  the very a l legat ions 

that  a re now being made .   I  was c losely 

involved in  creat ing th is  f ramework .   I  

draf ted the case in take process that  
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became a  case select ion cr i ter ia ,  

Annexure A to the manual ,  in  August  

2022,  and I  am a s ignatory to  i t .   The 

purpose of  that  process,  as recorded in  

the document  i tse l f ,  was to  establ ish a  

case in take and select ion process that  is  

imper ious to undue external  in f luence 

and that  ensures IDAC is not  manipulated 

to se lect  cases fur ther ing a personal  or  

pol i t i ca l  agenda .   I t  provided fo r  case 10 

in take to assess mat ters and advise the 

ID.   In  2024,  IDAC embarked on an 

inc lus ive process involv ing members 

across the departme nt  to  produce the  

operat ional  manual ,  which sets out  

processes in  deta i l  and incorpora tes the  

in take cr i te r ia .   The operat ional  manual  

vers ion 2 was s igned by me as Head of  

Invest igat ion and Operat ion and by the  

ID on the 16 t h  o f  October 2024,  and i t  20 

was shared wi th every staf f  o f  IDAC on 

the 22 n d  o f  October 2024,  at  11 :31.   I t  is ,  

in  substance and in  the manner  of  i ts  

adopt ion,  a pol i cy of  the uni t .   The 

f ramework contemplated a  s ingle 
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designated in take point  together  wi th the 

case in take commit tee .   I t  mot ivated for  a 

dedicated post  to  fu l f i l  th is  funct ion . ”  

CHAIRPERSON :    And you say I ,  not  i t .   The “ I ”  mot ivated .    

MR SESOKO :    No,  sor ry :  

 “ I  mot ivated for  a  dedicated post  to  fu l f i l  

th is  funct ion .   A person who would 

receive a l l  incoming compla ints,  conduct  

f i rs t  assessment  of  whether  the  mat ter  

fa l ls  wi th in the mandate,  refer  qua l i fy ing 10 

mat ters to  the case in take commit tee,  

and act  as secre tary to  that  commit tee .   

The object ,  again ,  was to ensure that  the 

ID does not  take in take decis ions a lone 

and that  she is  insulated f rom al legat ions 

of  target ing a par t icu lar  person or  having 

an in terest  in  a par t icu lar  invest igat ion.   

The job descr ip t ion for  that  post  records 

these funct ions expressly,  inc luding that  

the incumbent  i s  to  receive and register  20 

a l l  incoming cases,  evaluate whether  

they are wi th in mandate,  refer  out -of -

mandate mat ters,  convene the  case 

in take commit tee,  and act  as i ts  

secretar ia t .   See the at tached job  
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descr ip t ion,  MS1.   I  in i t ia l ly  designated 

the post  invest igat ing coord inator .   

Through the organizat ional  development  

and job evaluat ion process,  i t  was re -

t i t led Deputy Di rector ,  ID AC Operat ions 

Support  and graded .   The post  was 

p laced before the  job evaluat ion panel  on  

the 25 t h  o f  November 2025 .   The 

recommendat ions were approved by the 

Min ister  on the 31 s t  January 2026.   The 10 

post  was graded at  level  12 and feedback 

on the outcome was provided on the 5 t h  

o f  March 2026.   I  a t tached the 

conf i rmat ion of  the job grading marked 

MS2.   The process to create and f i l l  that  

post  was,  however,  not  car r i ed through.   

When I  fo l lowed up wi th  the 

organizat ional  development  uni t ,  I  was 

in formed that  they had been inst ructed to 

stop the process on the basis that  the 20 

post  would not  ex ist  and that  the  

responsib i l i t ies would not  l ie  wi th  i t ,  

pending a rest ructur ing .   The outcome 

was not  communicated to me at  the t ime .   

I  on ly learned of  i t  on the 27 t h  o f  Ju ly  
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2026 . ”  

CHAIRPERSON :    You say th is  in  the passive voice .   You 

say you were in formed that  they had been inst ructed to stop  

the process .   Who had inst ructed th em?  

MR SESOKO :    The ID.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   

ADV POOE :    You can cont inue .   

MR SESOKO :    - :  

 “The consequence is  that  the  s ingle  

in take point  and the case in take 10 

commit tee were never  fu l ly  

operat ional ized.   In  pract ice,  mat ters 

cont inued to be received d i rect ly ,  main ly  

through the  IDAC spokesperson,  

inc luding by the ID hersel f  and me,  and 

were not  a lways routed through the  

col lect ive assessment  that  the manual  

and the case in take cr i ter ia  

contemplates .   I t  is  agains t  th is 

background that  I  ra ise a c oncern of  20 

genera l  appl icat ion and not  as  a 

comment  on the gui l t  or  innocence of  any 

person.   Where  a mul t i - level  in take 

process is  bypassed and a mat ter  is  

received,  assessed,  and author ized by ID 
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a lone,  the very  protect ion tha t  the 

process was designed to provide  

object ive ly,  audi t ably ,  and the insulat ion 

of  the ID f rom al legat ions of  ta rget ing 

fa l ls  away.   That ,  in  my respect fu l  v iew,  

is  the s igni f icance of  the process for  the  

Commission .   I  am aware that  the 

operat ional  manual  has been descr ibed 

before the Commission  as a draf t .   I  

record that  the manual  was s igned by the 10 

ID and me,  and was d ist r ibuted to staf f ,  

to  every employee of  IDAC as an 

operat ional  manual .   A  rev iew of  the 

manual  was subsequent ly  undertaken by 

a s ingle person,  which is  d i f fe rent  f rom 

the inc lus ive consul tat i ve process by 

which the manua l  was or ig inal l y  made .   

In  my exper ience in  government ,  a  pol icy  

of  th is  k ind is  developed and reviewed 

through a consul tat ive process and 20 

remains appl icab le unt i l  any review is  

completed .   I  have not  seen the review. ”  

CHAIRPERSON :    Was there an actual  rev iew ?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  I  have learned that  there was an actual  

rev iew.   
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CHAIRPERSON :    Have you seen a document?  

MR SESOKO :    I  have not  seen a document .   

CHAIRPERSON :    How did you get  to  know that  there was a 

rev iew?  

MR SESOKO :    I t  was d iscussed.   In  my d iscussion wi th the 

ID,  she ind icated that  she had inst ructed Advocate 

Mohammed to do the review .   We a lso had an invest igator s '  

work ing session  where Advocate Moham med was in  

at tendance and she ind icated that  she was in  the process of  

rev iewing the manual .   10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Is  Advocate Moham med wi th in IDAC or  i s  

…[intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    She is  wi th in IDAC.  

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  thank you .   

ADV POOE :    In  what  posi t ion?  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sorry,  exact ly  my quest ion.   Is  she a  

prosecutor?  What  is  her  posi t ion in  IDAC?    

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  she is  a senior  s tate Advocate .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV POOE :    Not  at  the level  o f  a  DDPP ?   20 

MR SESOKO :    No.  

ADV POOE :    A l r ight ,  thank you .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    As mat ters stand,  you say you have  not  

seen that  rev iewed manual ,  but  you know that  there is  a 

manual .   To your knowledge,  as  mat ters stand,  what  i s  
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appl icable,  even i f  i t  is  not  being  appl ied?  Is  i t  th is  new 

vers ion or  a re you st i l l ,  to  your  knowledge,  at  vers ion 2 that  

is  supposed to be  appl ied ?  

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  as a mat ter  of  p rocess,  as  long as 

the reviewed manual  has not  been approved,  the or ig inal  

manual  s t i l l  s tands and remains operat ional .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    You would be one of  the ap provers by  

v i r tue of  your  pos i t ion ?  

MR SESOKO :    I  am not  sure wi th the reviewed one .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  so …[ intervenes] .  10 

MR SESOKO :    I  was not  par t  o f  the review.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   No,  I  am just  t ry ing to  

understand,  you were a s ignatory to  vers ion 2 .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And I  have assumed by v i r tue  of  your  

posi t ion  as the,  you are the Head o f  Invest igat ions .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    So I  assume that  is  why you s igned th is  

manual .  

MR SESOKO :    That  is  cor rect ,  because i t  was,  as I  sa id,  a  20 

consul tat ive process,  and we d iscussed extensive ly a lso 

wi th the ID and the other  co l leagues .   So af ter  that  

consul ta t ive process and I  presented i t  to  her ,  we agreed 

that  i t  is  r ipe for  approval  and then that  is  why I  s igned on 

i t .   The review process,  as I  sa id,  I  was not  par t  o f  i t .   So I  
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cannot  say to the Commissioners  now that  I  was going to 

s ign or  not ,  because I  am not  sure.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  thank you.    

ADV POOE :    Did th is  . . . [ i n tervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Sor ry,  what  does the manual  say 

about  consequences for  fa i lure to  fo l low i t s  p rocesses ?  

Does i t  say anyth ing at  a l l ?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes …[intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So say,  fo r  example,  a case comes 

in ,  the case assessment  report  is  not  there,  that  CIS 10 

process that  you ment ioned,  I  hope I  am saying i t  cor rect ly ,  

i f  a l l  o f  those processes are not  fo l lowed,  what  does the 

manual  say wi l l  be the consequence ?  

MR SESOKO :    I  th ink the manua l  does a l lude to the fact  

that  fa i lu re to  comply may lead to a d isc ip l inary proce ss.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  the ID cannot  d isc ip l ine hersel f ,  

so  i f  she is  the one who is  f lout ing the manual ,  does the  

invest igat ion cont inue even i f  the processes set  ou t  in  the 

manual  are not  fo l lowed ?  That  i s  real l y  what  I  am get t ing 

at .   20 

MR SESOKO :    Commissioner,  obviously i f  the ID hersel f  

f louts the manual ,  then the person that  she reports to  would  

have the responsib i l i ty  to  take that  act ion .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So that  would  be the  …[intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    The NDPP.  
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ADV KHUMALO SC :    Does the manual  say i t  appl ies  to  her  

or  only those below her?  Can we just  c la r i fy  that ?  Does i t  

apply to  everyone at  IDAC or  only those below the ID ?  

MR SESOKO :    I t  appl ies to  everyone .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Inc luding the ID?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  me ask a  re lated quest ion .   Are 

except ions provided fo r ,  that  is  except ions not  to  fo l low the  

process st r ic t l y?  Are there provis ions for  except ions ? 

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  on the top of  my head,  I  cannot  10 

remember i f  there  were except ions ,  but  my understanding o f  

the archi tecture o f  the NPA Amendment  Act  is  such that  the 

Invest igat ing Di rector  has got  a l l  the  powers to  decide on 

anyth ing,  inc luding deviat ion .   So for  instance,  even wi th 

author izat ion tha t  she can  mero moto  decide  on an 

author izat ion.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Can you p lease look at  the manual  dur ing  

the tea adjournment  and see i f  the manual  i tse l f  does 

provide fo r  except ions?  I  hear  you on what  you say about  

the Act .   Did you refer  to  a speci f i c  sect ion ?  20 

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  i t  is  sect ion 28(1) ,  I  th ink .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Is  28(1)  not  about  invest igat ions?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  on the author izat ion that  she can  

normal ly  do.   

CHAIRPERSON :    But  I  am not  sure that  answers my 
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quest ion about  except ions wi th regards to the appl icat ion of  

the manual .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  no,  that  does not  deal  w i th  that ,  

Commissioner.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Ja.   

MR SESOKO :    I  wi l l  check the manual  as suggested .    

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  p lease.   Thank you.    

ADV POOE :    Mr Sesoko,  you said that  the,  I  th ink i t  was in  

response to Commissioner Khumalo,  that  i t  would  be the 

NDPP that  would have to deal  wi th  that  mat ter .   10 

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV POOE :    And how would the NDPP know ?  

MR SESOKO :    Obviously there should be reports that  go to 

the NDPP.  

ADV POOE :    And the reports would  come f rom the ID ?  

MR SESOKO :    No.   I f  I  understand you wel l ,  you mean i f  

there is  an issue about  non -compl iance?  

ADV POOE :    Yes .   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  so i f  there  is  an issue about  non -

compl iance,  i t  means employees who become aware  of  the 20 

non-compl iance,  who report  i t  to  the NDPP, the NDPP would 

have to take act ion about  i t .  

ADV POOE :    So essent ia l l y  employees would have to  

report  to  the NDPP?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.   
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ADV POOE :    You know the natura l  quest ion that  fo l lows is ,  

in  these instances we know there was f lout ing of  th is  

manual ,  and you were wel l  aware o f  that .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV POOE :    Did you report  to  the NDPP ?  

MR SESOKO :    I  personal ly  d id not  report ,  Chai r ,  but  I  am 

aware that ,  I  was in formed that  there were a number of  

compla ints  that  were referre d to the of f i ce  of  the NDPP, the  

former NDPP.   

ADV POOE :    I  may have misheard you,  d id you say that  10 

you cannot  o r  you d id not  report ?  

MR SESOKO :    No,  I  d id  not  report .   

ADV POOE :    Is  there a reason?  

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  I  do not  have a reason why I  d id  not  

report .   I  th ink I  say something about  i t  la ter  in  my af f idavi t .   

I  have been through a lo t ,  and when some of  these th ings 

happen and you hear that ,  you know,  there were  reports 

that  were reported to the fo rmer NDPP,  and there was 

noth ing that  happened,  you know,  I  just  fe l t  that  i t  wi l l  not  

assist  me anyway .   20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Now i t  looks l ike you were par t  o f  the  

problem.   Two of  your  co l leagues came to th is  Commission  

and they could show us emai ls  that  they wrote in  2024 ,  

2025 ra is ing ser ious concerns .   A l though noth ing was done,  

i t  is  c lear  f rom thei r  emai ls  and thei r  communicat ion that  
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they ra ised concerns about  how th ings were done .   You now 

have to account  to  us and you d id not  do anyth ing.    

MR SESOKO :    Ja .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Because you d id no t  do anyth ing,  i t  

looks l i ke you were par t  o f  the problem .   You were par t  o f  

the reason why the manual  was not  fo l lowed to the le t ter .    

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  I  wi l l  take responsib i l i t y  fo r  that ,  but  I  

have my own personal  reasons.   The fact  o f  the mat ter  is ,  

these issues,  as they were ra ised,  and you have seen in  the  

emai ls ,  the col leagues were sending these emai ls  to  the ID 10 

hersel f  and  I  am copied in  those emai ls .   And in  b i la tera l  

meet ings wi th the ID,  we would d iscuss these issues  and 

she would ind icate,  for  instance,  h is  d isp leasure about  the 

col leagues on how they ra ised these issues or  ra is ing these 

mat ters ,  because she bel ieved that  there was noth ing  wrong 

in  how they were approaching that  case .   So I  le f t  i t  a t  that .    

ADV POOE :    You,  I  mean you ment ioned in  your  response 

that  you were copied.   In  some of  those emai ls ,  they were  

sent  d i rect ly  to  you .   And par t icu lar ly ,  I  know one of  the 

wi tnesses,  Mr Raphesu,  you would have been a lso h is  20 

superv isor  because that  would  have come out  in  the  

invest igat ion  s ide  of  th ings ,  so,  and you say that  in  the n 

d iscussions wi th the ID,  she would ra ise d isp leasure about 

them ra is ing these issues.   And in  response to that ,  then 

noth ing is  …[intervenes] .  
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MR SESOKO :    Yes.   And as i t  re la tes to Mr Raphesu 's 

issues that  she ra ised wi th me,  I  took them up wi th Chief  

Perumal  and in  those d iscussions,  Chief  Perumal  would 

make i t  look l i ke  there is  a d i f fe rence of  opin ion  in  the  

invest igat ive approaches.   So par t  o f  what  I  would want  to  

do is  to  t ry  and get  the team to be coher ent .   So I  t r ied to 

sor t  o f  mediate whatever conf l i c t  they have about  a  speci f ic  

issue and how an issue is  deal t  wi th .   So that  i s  how I  

approached i t .  

ADV POOE :    But  I  am sure you could te l l  that  there is  a  10 

d i f ference between what  you cal l  sor t  o f  a  d i f fe rence in  

approach or  when Perumal ,  Chief  Perumal  says to you i t  i s  

more of  a  d i f ference in  approach,  that  there is  a d i f ference 

between that  and b latant  d isregard  of  ru les,  the law .   When 

you are then dea l ing wi th those issues,  and that  occurs to  

you that  that  is  happening,  sure ly there is  more to be done 

than just  bui ld ing coherence in  the team.  

MR SESOKO :    So as far  as I  can recal l ,  the issues that  

Raphesu ra ised wi th me was in  re lat ion to the process of  

the dockets  and the issue re lat ing  to one speci f i c  wi tness 20 

and how that  had been approached ,  and the inst ruct ion f rom 

Chief  Perumal ,  which he was uncomfor table wi th,  which as I  

sa id was d iscussed wi th them.  But  not  long af ter  that ,  that  

is  when he was removed f rom the invest igat ion.   That  i s  

how I  recal l  i t .  
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ADV POOE :    I t  is  f ine.   I  th ink  we wi l l ,  in  the sect ions 

deal ing wi th your  involvement ,  deal  wi th  some of  the  issues 

that  were ra ised  and I  th ink the records wi l l  show that  i t  i s  

more than just  a  d i f ference in  approach.   There was actual  

d is regard of  both your in te rnal  operat ions manual  and I  

would say the  law as wel l .   We can then move to  the next  

sect ion of  your  statement ,  which deals wi th your  

involvement  in  the cr ime in te l l igence -re lated invest igat ions .   

Chai r ,  uncharacter is t i c  to  seek  …[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us …[intervenes] .  10 

ADV POOE :    [ Ind ist inct ]… [ cross- ta lk ing] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us star t .   Were you going to say  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV POOE :    I  was going to say,  because th is  is  the  second 

hal f  o f  h is  statement  …[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us star t .   Let  us star t .   We can stop  

at  11.   

ADV POOE :    A l l  r ight .   Mr Sesoko,  then we can move to 

paragraph 33,  where you deal  wi th  your involvement  in  the 

Cr ime Inte l l igence- re lated mat ters .   20 

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .   

 “Before deal ing w i th the deta i l ,  I  s tate at  

the outset  that  I  have no d i rect  or  

substant ia l  involvement  in  these mat ters.   

I  was not  inc luded in  the  team and in  the 
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ord inary course was excluded .   

Somet ime,  Chief  Perumal  would ment ion 

something to me in  passing about  a case 

and how good evidence he had obta ined .   

I  th ink there were a  number of  meet ings 

where I  was inv i ted,  which I  cannot  

remember deta i l s  of .   I  came to learn of  

aspects of  the  mat ters largely  when 

compla ints were  reported .   Given the  

posi t ion I  ho ld and the l eadership  ro le I  10 

ord inar i l y  p lay,  the exclusion was 

unusual  and had not  previously occurred 

in  my t ime at  IDAC.   I  was drawn in  only 

in  d iscrete issues.   There  were,  in  

essence,  four  occasions on which  I  had 

involvement .   Assist ing Mr Raphesu to 

obta in the docket ,  a  meet ing convened by 

the ID to d iscuss the CI  invest igat ion and 

a report  to  the Min ister ,  a  conf l i c t  

between Advocate Ramsam y and Chief  20 

Perumal ,  and the d isc ip l inary  and  

, , , [ ind ist inct ]  mat ter  concern ing Mr 

Raphesu. ”  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  th ink i t  is  important  to  ment ion which  

Min ister .   P lease re -read …[intervenes] .  



    6 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 155 

Page 51  o f  169  

 

 

MR SESOKO :    Min ister  Mchunu,  the Min ister  of  Pol ice .  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  just  meant  o f  po l i ce .   You just  sa id  

Min ister  Mchunu.  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  the Min ister  o f  Pol ice ,  Mchunu.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   

ADV POOE :    You can then deal  wi th  the f i rs t  issue,  which  

is  when you were assist ing Mr Raphesu to obta in the  

dockets .   

MR SESOKO :    - :  

 “On or  about  the 6th of  December,  10 

Fr iday,  I  received a ca l l  f rom an IDAC 

invest igator ,  Mr Raphesu,  who in formed 

me that  he had been inst ructed by  Chief  

Dylan Perumal ,  to  fe tch the  dockets 

conta in ing the a l legat ions against  the CI  

of f ic ia ls  f rom the stat ion  and that  he had 

been to ld the dockets were held by  the 

Inspectorate wi th General  Jacobs .   

Because of  the level  involved,  he  asked 

me to fac i l i ta te .   I  te lephoned General  20 

Jacobs and to ld h im that  the 

invest igators would l i ke to  see h im in 

re lat ion to the dockets in  h is  possession.   

He d id not  inqui re why .   He d id no t  seem 

surpr ised.   I t  was a  very  short  
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conversat ion and he said that  I  could 

come and see h im . ”  

 I  th ink I  meant  he  could come and see h im .   

 “At the t ime,  I  d id  not  know. . . ”   

[ in tervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    He,  as in  Mr Raphesu?  

MR SESOKO :    Raphesu,  yes.  

 “At the t ime,  I  d id  not  know whether  the  

invest igat ion was author ized .   I  assumed 

that  i f  an inst ruct ion to obta in the 10 

dockets had been g iven,  the invest igat ion 

must  be author ized .   I  la ter  learned that  

when Mr Raphesu sought  to  co l lect  the  

dockets,  General  Jacobs asked for  a 

le t ter .   Mr Raphesu rever ted to  Chief  

Perumal .   The ID wrote the le t te r .   The 

le t ter  was sent  to  General  S enthumule,  

and she then dea l t  wi th  General  Jacobs,  

which is  how the dockets were u l t imate ly 

obta ined.   I  was not  involved in  those 20 

la ter  s teps,  and know of  them only f rom 

what  I  was subsequent ly  to ld . ”  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  th ink at  th is  point ,  we may take the 

adjournment .   

ADV POOE :    Thank you,  Chai r .  
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CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn and resume at  11 :30.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  Ms Phooe?  

ADV POOE :    Chai r ,  just  a  smal l  mat te r  of  housekeeping.   I  

had ear l ie r  asked the at torneys to make copies of  a  set  of  

screenshots.   They should be somewhere in  f ront  of  you,  

marked CJC400.29.   They wi l l  be added to the next  exhib i t  

f i le .   Essent ia l ly ,  they are  screenshots of  emai l  

correspondence involv ing the CI  mat ters,  and these come 10 

f rom Advocate Ramsamy.   They are  not  on the record .   They 

wi l l  form part  o f  her  upcoming test imony,  but  I  would  l ike to  

make reference to the fact  o f  her  sending the emai ls  at  

some point  dur ing  the test imony,  so  I  just  thought  to  provide 

everyone wi th i t .   But  i t  is  not  for  use now.  

CHAIRPERSON :    When documents are handed to us at  

hear ings,  I  a lways make the request  that  they should be 

p laced where they should be in  the f i les.   I  not iced,  I  th ink  

yesterday,  that  some documents are in  the pockets,  f i le 

pockets on the ins ide covers,  and that  th is  is  not  a lways 20 

done.   This i s  a  request  I  have a lways d i rected at  our  

at torneys,  the Commission 's at to rneys.   I t  seems we have 

not  a lways been assist ed in  th is  regard.  

ADV POOE :    Chai r ,  I  wi l l  ensure they not  have lunch unt i l  

they have inser ted them proper ly  in  your  f i les.   Before we 
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tea adjournment ,  Commissioners,  before we return to  the  

statement ,  Chai r  had asked the wi tness to have regard to 

the operat ions manual .   Perhaps we can star t  there.  

CHAIRPERSON :    P lease assist ,  Mr  Sesoko.  

MR SESOKO :    Thanks,  Chai r .   I  th ink the two issues Chai r  

wanted me to address was the issue of  appl icabi l i ty ,  that  

issue is  addressed in  the manual ,  page 18 of  the man ual ,  

where i t  ta lks to  scope and appl icabi l i ty .   I t  reads:  

“The manual  i s  designed to provide  

comprehensive  guidance and 10 

standard isat ion  wi th in IDAC and 

encompasses a l l  aspects of  the  IDAC's  

funct ion.   The manual  is  in tended for  use 

by  a l l  personne l  work ing wi th in  IDAC,  

inc luding invest igators,  prosecutors,  

support  s taf f ,  management .   I t  is  

appl icable to  a l l  levels of  the IDAC.”  

So that  is  the app l icabi l i ty  par t  o f  i t .   However,  in  re lat ion to 

consequence for  fa i lu re,  i t  is  not  p rovided for .  

CHAIRPERSON :    I  th ink I  had a lso ask the  quest ion about  20 

whether  i t  provides for  except ions.  

MR SESOKO :    Oh,  yes.   I  could  not  f ind anyth ing  re lat ing 

to except ion in  the manual .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  thank you.  

ADV POOE :    Thank you,  Chai r .   Mr Sesoko,  i f  we can then 
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re turn to  the sect ion that  you deal t  wi th  before  the tea 

adjournment ,  and that  re lates to assist ing Mr Raphesu wi th  

the docket ,  am I  correct  to  understand that  th is  wou ld have 

been the f i rs t  t ime you learned of  the CI  mat ters?  

MR SESOKO :    That  is  correct ,  Chai r .   The cal l  I  received 

was a l ready af te r  hours.   I f  I  am not  mistaken,  i t  should  

have been around 6.00,  a round there in  the evening.   And 

as I  sa id,  a f te r  the conversat ion wi th Invest igator  Raphesu,  

I  ca l led General  Jacobs and fac i l i ta ted that  meet ing and 

then I  gave Mr Raphesu that  feedback.   As I  sa id,  on ly la ter  10 

I  have learned what  t ranspi red af te r .  

ADV POOE :    Yes.   My in terest  is  in  when he te l l s  you he is  

seeking these documents,  dockets,  and he is  essent ia l l y  

a le r t ing you of  th is  new invest igat ion.   This was the f i rs t  

t ime you are f ind ing out  about  that  invest igat ion?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  i t  was the f i rs t  t ime I  found out  that  

there is  such an invest igat ion.   As I  sa id that ,  when he said 

that  he got  the inst ruct ion f rom Chief  Perumal  that  he must  

get  the dockets and he has been to a stat ion,  the  stat ion  

in formed h im that  they are wi th Inspectorate and tha t  is  why 20 

he was asking for  me to assis t  for  the fac i l i ta t ion,  I  

assumed at  the t ime that  i t  must  be author ised,  because 

otherwise why would you  go and look fo r  the dockets  

wi thout  an author isat ion?  But  I  d id  not  have that  d iscussion 

wi th h im.   A l l  that  I  d id  was,  because he is  asking me to  
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fac i l i ta te,  I  just  fac i l i ta ted that .   And then,  of  course,  I  

learned la ter  tha t  there was th is  mat ter  which has been 

author ised.  

ADV POOE :    So in  th is  instance you are now f ind ing out  

that  Chief  Perumal  i s  i ssuing inst ruct ions re lated to an  

invest igat ion you know noth ing about .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV POOE :    And at  th is  t ime Chief  Perumal  was report ing  

to you,  i s  that  cor rect?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  10 

ADV POOE :    Did you then go to  Chief  Perumal  and say,  

what  i s  th is  invest igat ion?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  I  th ink subsequent  to  that  we would 

have had a d iscussion wi th Chief  Perumal .   And as usual  

wi th  these mat ters where he says,  no i t  is  a  mat ter  that  

comes f rom ID’s of f ice who are invest igat ing CI .   So that  

would have been subsequent  to  my d iscussion wi th Mr  

Raphesu.   In  any event ,  I  would have expected tha t  Chief  

Perumal  would br ie f  me about  i t .   But  as I  sa id,  i t  was a 

tense conversat ion about  i t  to  say i t  is  a  CI  invest igat ion  20 

author ised by ID and there is  a team al ready work ing on i t .  

ADV POOE :    And in  th is  instance d id you then approach 

the ID to enqui re about  i t?  

MR SESOKO :    No,  I  d id  not  approach the ID to  enqui re 

about  i t .  
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ADV POOE :    Thank you.   I  th ink then you can move on in  

your  statement .  

MR SESOKO :    Okay.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  assume then that  you d id not  see the 

sect ion 27 refer ra l?  

MR SESOKO :    No,  I  d id  not  see a  sect ion.   I  had not  seen 

anyth ing in  re l at ion to the mat ter  at  that  point .   I  d id  not ,  

actual ly  I  d id  not  see anyth ing in  re lat ion to the mat ter .   I  

th ink the f i rs t  t ime I  saw anyth ing about  i t  would have been 

in  one of  the meet ings where there was a presenta t ion,  i f  10 

my memory serves me wel l .  

ADV POOE :    We can then proceed wi th the second 

instance of  your  involvement  in  these mat ters.   I t  is  the 

meet ing convened by the ID and the report  to  the Min ister  

of  Pol ice,  that  is  paragraph 36 of  your  statement .    

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

“So approximate ly a mo nth la ter  in  

January 2025 the  ID convened a meet ing  

which…”  

I  do not  know what  I  was t ry ing to say.   20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    To which?  

MR SESOKO :    To which I  was cal led,  yes.    

“She said the  meet ing was to d iscuss the  

CI invest igat ion and that  she was requi red  

to report  or  wr i te  something to the  
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Min iste r  of  Pol ice ,  Min ister  Mcunu and to  

send correspondence to the Chief  o f  Staf f ,  

Mr Cedr ic  Nkabinde.   The meet ing  was 

short ,  d id  not  go  in to deta i l  o f  the case.   

When the ID ment ioned Mr Nkab inde,  I  

a le r ted her  to  h i s  h is tory.   In  my 

assessment ,  Mr Nkabinde is  a d ishonest  

man and I  expla ined to her  there was 

evidence,  inc luding data analys is  by our  

data analyst  in  the B lue L ights  10 

invest igat ion mat ter ,  ind icat ing that  Mr  

Nkabinde was work ing wi th or  was 

col lud ing wi th the suspects in  the B lue 

L ights  mat ter  and agains t  tha t  

invest igat ion. ”   

CHAIRPERSON :    You use the def in i te  ar t i c le ,  the B lue 

L ights mat ter .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Which B lue L ights mat ter  i s  th is?  

MR SESOKO :    So the B lue L ights  mat ter ,  i t  is  a n  20 

invest igat ion that  we star ted whi ls t  we were in  IPID.   I t  is  on  

a h igh level  po l i ce cor rupt ion.   The suspects in  that ,  or  they 

are choosed because now they are appear ing in  Court  on  

that  mat te r ,  are Generals in  the pol ice.   General  Phahlane,  

General  Ngwenya,  General . . .   Oh,  i t  is  qui te  a number of  
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them and Br igadiers and so for th.   So,  that  for  me,  as I  

ind icate here,  i t  was a concern that  she wi l l  be. . .   

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  I  wanted was a reader  of  the  

t ranscr ip t  must  know what  B lue  L ights mat ter  you are 

ta lk ing about .   

MR SESOKO :    Okay,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Is  i t  ca l led B lue L ights mat ter  because i t  

re la tes to the SAPS General  or  i t  has to do wi th  

procurement  re lat ing to insta l la t ion of  B lue L ights?  10 

MR SESOKO :    I t  has to  do wi th procurement  and 

insta l la t ion of  B lue L ights for  pol ice  vehic les.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Mr Sesoko,  p lease just  c lar i f y  

paragraph 36.   You say:  

“The ID convened a meet ing to which you 

were cal led.   She said the meet ing  was to  

d iscuss the CI  invest igat ion and she was 

requi red to report  to  or  wr i te  something fo r  

the Min ister  of  Po l ice,  Min ister  Mcunu. ”    20 

That  report  to  the Min ister  of  Pol ice,  d id i t  re la te to  the CI  

invest igat ion or  something e lse?  

MR SESOKO :    To the CI  invest iga t ion.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And d id she te l l  you why she needed 

to report  to  the Min ister  on the CI  invest igat ion?  
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MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  I  th ink she ment ioned,  and I  am 

speaking under correct ion because i t  is  something that  

happened a long t ime ago,  but  i f  memory  serves me wel l ,  i t  

was about  the fact  that  she had received cor respondence 

f rom the Min ister  about  th is  CI  invest igat ion.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Did you see that  correspondence?  

MR SESOKO :    No,  I  had not  seen i t .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Thank you.  

ADV POOE :    And in  th is  instance,  when you were cal led to  

th is  meet ing,  you st i l l  d id  not  know anyth ing about  th is  10 

invest igat ion?  

MR SESOKO :    Ja.   In  fact ,  that  meet ing was real ly  the f i rs t  

t ime where I  got  a  g l impse of  what  th is  i s  about .  

ADV POOE :    Do you recal l  the  exact  date of  the meet ing?  

MR SESOKO :    I  th ink i t  might  have been the  22 n d  o f  

January,  i f  I  am not  mistaken.  

ADV POOE :    When you say you caught  a g l impse,  you were 

not  par t  o f  the fu l l  d iscussion?  

MR SESOKO :    No,  I  am saying i t  was for  the f i rs t  t ime that  

I  got  to  hear what  is  being invest igated and who are the  20 

targets of  invest igat ion or  persons of  in te rest .  

ADV POOE :    Okay.   And in  th is  instance,  is  th is  considered 

you star t ing to become part  o f  th is  team, or  what  would 

have been the purpose of  you r  involvement?  

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  I  reckoned i t  was to be br ie fed ,  to  get  
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a  b r ie f  about  i t ,  because as I  sa id,  I  had not  known about  i t  

before.   So I  th ink that  was the purpose of  being inv i ted to  

the meet ing.   

CHAIRPERSON :    Was th is  before or  af te r  Chief  Perumal  

had to ld you how good evidence that  he had obta ined was?  

MR SESOKO :    No,  i t  was before.  

CHAIRPERSON :    I t  was before.   A l l  r ight ,  thank you.  

ADV POOE :    You can cont inue.   You were at  the last  

sentence.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  advised her  to  be car efu l .  10 

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

“ I  advised her  to  be carefu l  and sa id that  I  

would not  advise her  to  report  to  or  

through h im,  meaning Mr Nkabinde.   The 

ID asked me to obta in in format ion f rom the 

data analyst ,  so  that  she would have 

something she could work wi th and so tha t  

she could advise the Min ister  or  the  

Minister 's  advisor . ”  

I  d id  so and prov ided i t  to  her .   The in format ion I  obta ined 20 

f rom the data analyst  is  marked MS3.   I t  is  a  document  I  

provided to her ,  showing Nkabinde 's co l lus ion w i th the  

accused in  our  invest igat ion.    

“ I  understood tha t  there had at  one stage 

been considera t ion to charge Mr  
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Nkabinde,  but  tha t  th is  was not  done.   The 

DPP at  the t ime,  Advocate Louw,  decided 

to defer  the quest ion of  Mr Nkabinde and 

focus on the mat ters involv ing the  pol ice  

Generals and other  pol i ce of f ic ia ls  and 

serv ice provider ,  in  par t  out  of  concern  

about  possib le  sect ion 342A of  the  

Cr iminal  Procedure Act  appl ica t ion to  

remove the mat ter  f rom the court  ro l l .   I  

was in formed of  these decis ions.   I  was 10 

not  at  the ID at  t he t ime when they were  

taken.   My concern is  that  th is  mat ter  was 

not  deal t  wi th  in  the normal  way.    

Ord inar i ly ,  even a mat ter  received by the  

ID hersel f  would be referred to me or  one 

of  the DPP col leagues or  the chiefs to  

evaluate whether  i t  fa l ls  wi th in the  

mandate and to  advise her  before she 

takes a decis ion.   Here,  the ID received 

the mat ter  and i t  appears took the  20 

decis ion on i t  hersel f .   The operat ional  

manual ,  especia l l y  as i t  re la tes to case 

in take,  was not  fu l ly  operat ional ized.   

Before the  ID 's  test imony at  the Ad Hoc 

Commission,  there were very few sect ion  
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27 refer ra ls  that  came through.   I f  they d id  

come through,  they would be rece ived by 

her  of f ice.    

I  speci f i ca l ly  recal l  the Speaker  mat ter  

where she cal led a meet ing about  the  

mat ter  and inst ructed that  i t  be considered 

and appointed a  team to deal  wi th  i t .   

Whereas wi th the  CI  mat ter ,  I  on ly learned 

of  them when they were a l ready 

author ised.   They were not  d iscussed wi th  10 

me before they were author ised.   I  d id  not  

see Honourable Adams’  sect io n 27 referra l  

e i ther .   Even when Advocate Serunye 

asked me about  i t ,  I  in formed h im that  I  

d id  not  see i t .    

By way of  context ,  on referra ls  genera l l y ,  

h is tor ica l ly ,  most  of  our  mat ters  f lowed 

f rom the Zondo Commission,  Mpat i  

Commission,  and the Nugent  Commission ,  

in  respect  of  which the former  ID had 20 

a l ready granted sweeping author isat ions 

under the President ia l  Proclamat ion  

establ ish ing the  ID.   At tached is  the  

President ia l  Proclamat ion marked MS4.   

There was therefore no need fo r  sect ion  
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27 referra l .   As  per  pract ice,  most  mat ters  

are referred to the DDPPs,  who then 

prepare a submission to the  ID for  

author isat ion.   Most  mat ters in  ID space 

were author ised as a  resul t  o f  the  

President ia l  P roclamat ion.   The table  

below i l lust rates th is  point . ”    

So the table shows that  the  Secur i t y  Cluster  and 

Commission mat ters are 137 in  number,  which represent  88  

percent  of  mat te rs that  are wi th in IDAC.   And the other  10 

IDAC mandate,  those are the mat ters that  would have come 

ei ther  f rom other  law enforcement  agencies or  t hrough 

sect ion 27 refer ra l .   They are 18 in  number,  represent ing 

only 12 percent  of  the mat ters that  came to IDAC.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Mr Sesoko,  we now know that  IDAC 

received a Medicare 24 referra l .   Where does i t  fa l l  in  your  

tab le?  

MR SESOKO :    I t  wi l l  fa l l  under the IDAC mandate mat ters.  

ADV POOE :    Mr  Sesoko,  you say that  very few sect ion 27 

referra ls .   From previous wi tnesses,  what  we heard was that  20 

there was only one other  refer ra l  pr ior  to  th is .   Is  that  your  

recol lect ion?  And that  would have been t he Speaker mat ter  

and that  the one that  comes under Medicare would have 

been the th i rd.  

MR SESOKO :    No,  as I  sa id,  I  am work ing f rom our 
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reg ister .   This  stat is t ica l  in format ion comes f rom the 

register .   As I  sa id that  these IDAC mandate mat ters ,  which  

are 18,  would be mat ters that  e i ther  come f rom law 

enforcement ,  which  they refer  to  us,  or  they come as a  

resul t  o f  sect ion 27 referra l .   The ones that  a re sect ion 27 

referra l  that  I  can th ink of  r ight  away is  l i ke your Speaker 

mat ter ,  your  Pro ject  Golden,  an d which one am I  miss ing  

now?  Yes,  the Medicare one.  

ADV POOE :    Does the register  del ineate wi th  that  number  

of  18 which ones were sect ion 27 referra ls  and which ones 10 

emanated f rom other  law enforcement  agencies?  

MR SESOKO :    No,  the register  wi l l  show that  these mat ters 

are the mat ters that  came af ter  those president ia l  

proclamat ion mat ters,  which are main ly f rom the Zondo 

Commission,  the Mpat i ,  and the Nugent  Commission.  

ADV POOE :    So in  essence the  18 is  just  mat ters that  

came af te r  the Commission m at ters?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.   So they would not  have been 

author ised in  te rms of  that  p roclamat ion.  

ADV POOE :    They would  have been author ised in  terms of  20 

your protocol?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV POOE :    Except  fo r  Pro ject  Golden and the Speaker 

mat ter?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  and of  course the CI  mat ters.  
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ADV POOE :    Excuse me?  

MR SESOKO :    And the CI  mat ter .  

ADV POOE :    Oh,  the CI  mat ter .   Yes,  of  course.   A l l  r ight ,  

thank you.   You can proceed wi th paragraph 44.  

MR SESOKO :     

“Af ter  the ID gave publ ic  test imony at  the  

Ad Hoc Commit tee,  the volume of  

compla ins increased.   My own pract ice on 

receiv ing a compla int ,  whether  a sect ion  

27 refer ra l  o r  an  emai l  f rom the 10 

spokesperson Mr  Hendr ik  Mathomane,  i s  

to  assess whether  i t  fa l ls  [Wi tness through 

in terpreter ]  mandate.   I f  i t  p la in ly  does 

not ,  I  respond or  refer  i t  out  i f  the posi t ion  

is  unclear .   I f  the posi t ion is  unclear ,  I  

meet  the compla inant  to  establ ish  whether  

i t  fa l ls  wi th in the  mandate,  and i f  i t  does 

not ,  I  re fer  i t  to  the appropr ia te agency.   

This would be done by way of  a memo to  

the ID wi th recommendat ions.    20 

Of  the mat ters  I  have received,  I  

recommended only one for  author isat ion .   

At tached MS5 is  the register  of  mat te rs  

that  went  through my of f ice or  I  became 

aware of .   Of  the 27 mat ters that  were  
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recorded in  the register ,  13 of  them were  

received by me.   I  on ly recommended one 

for  author isat ion.   Chief  Booi  received 5  

mat ters,  and Chief  Perumal  received 10 

mat ters.   At  the t ime when the CI  mat ters  

were author ised,  I  was on duty and no one 

was act ing in  m y posi t ion.   I  went  on s ick  

leave on the 10 t h  o f  November af ter  I  was 

k idnapped.   Then Chief  Perumal  was 

appointed to act  in  my posi t ion  unt i l  I  10 

returned to work  on the 13 t h  o f  January,  

2026.”  

ADV POOE :    Just  to  understand,  the mat ters that  Chief  

Booi  author ised,  when would that  have been?  

MR SESOKO :    Some of  them would have been,  I  th ink  most  

of  them was when I  was on leave,  i f  my memory serves me 

wel l .   I  th ink the register  wi l l  be able to  ind icate,  because i t  

ind icates when they were received.   The MS 5 would show 

when they were received,  e i ther  by me or  Chief  Perumal  o r  

Chief  Booi  and what  was done wi th  those mat ters.  20 

ADV POOE :    A l l  r ight ,  thank you.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can I  just  ask,  what  in forms the  

decis ion whether  mat ters get  referred?  They do not  fa l l  in  

your  mandate,  I  accept  that ,  i f  that  is  the decis ion ,  or  the 

determinat ion.   But  then you get  to  refer  to  other  law 
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enforcement .   What  in fo rms re ferr ing or  not  referr ing 

mat ters to  IPID?  Because IPID deals  wi th pol i ce corrupt ion  

and s imi lar .   Is  there a pr inc ip le posi t ion that  mat ters never  

go to IPID?   

 And I  ask because in  the evidence so far  about  the  

Cr ime Inte l l igence mat ters,  there are mat ters where i t  looks 

l ike on the face of  i t ,  unt i l  a  f ina l  determinat ion,  that  th is  

could have been referred to IPID.   Because f rom what  one 

understands of  IPID 's mandate,  that  par t i cu lar  i ssue may 

wel l  have fa l len wi th in the i r  mandate.   Is  there a pr inc ip le 10 

posi t ion wi th in IDAC not  to  refer  mat ters to  IPID?  

MR SESOKO :    Chai r  and Commissioners,  the dec is ion  is  

based on the assessment .   As we d iscussed before,  that  

when i t  has to engage the IDAC mandate,  i t  must  meet  the 

threshold of  complex corrupt ion or  commercia l  and so for th,  

h igh prof i le .   So even i f  i t  may involve members  of  the  

pol ice,  but  i f  i t  meets that  threshold,  then i t  engages the 

IDAC mandate.  

 However,  i f  i t  does not ,  that  is  where then you have 

to refer  the mat ter  to  those law enforcement  agencies.   As 20 

you wi l l  see f rom the register  how I  deal t  wi th  most  o f  these 

mat ters,  some of  these compla in ts,  people compla in that  

decis ions were taken in  the NPA,  they were not  happy wi th  

i t ,  and when I  assessed that ,  I  rea l i sed that  i t  does not  

engage our  mandate.   In  fact ,  they need to do 
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representat ion or  th ings l i ke that .  

 Or some of  the mat ters,  people wi l l  say they went  

to  IPID,  they are not  happy wi th IP ID.   I  would refer  them to 

the management  of  IPID,  that  they be assisted there,  o r  

DPCI for  that  mat ter .   I  would refer  them to the Head of  

DPCI ,  exact ly  to  avoid a s i tuat ion where we take on the  

mat ter  that  are  a l ready in  the space of  other  law 

enforcement  agencies.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Let  me ask more d i rect ly  a case that  has 

been presented before us.   You have the General  Lushaba 10 

loss of  laptop story,  and IDAC gets involved in  that  mat ter  

and i t  seems that  IDAC is invest igat ing,  and u l t imate ly got  

h im in to court ,  is  invest igat ing what  happened subsequent  

to  the loss of  the  laptop,  how that  was handled.   Someone 

is  supposed to have l ied,  a pol i ce o f f icer  at  a  pol i ce stat ion,  

accord ing to the evidence that  we  have heard.    

 On the face of  i t ,  i t  would seem to me that  i t  may 

wel l  have been a typ ica l  IPID mat ter  to  invest igate,  and yet  

i t  is  a  mat ter  tha t  IDAC fu l l y  invest igates and prosecutes.   

Can you expla in  how,  can you answer my quest ion wi th  20 

reference to that  k ind of  quest ion ,  to  those k ind o f  facts,  

that  you have a case that  looks l ike an IPID case,  and yet  

IDAC invest igated i t .   What  makes i t  fa l l  wi th in the 

mandate?  

MR SESOKO :    T ruthfu l l y ,  on the face of  i t ,  i t  looks l ike an 
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IP ID mandate mat ter .   But  at  least  f rom the explanat ion that  

I  was g iven,  was that  there was qui te  a number of  act ions 

that  showed cor rupt ion on the par t  o f  members who were  

involved,  in  terms of  h id ing the t rue nature of  what  had 

happened,  manipulat ing the dockets that  were opened,  and 

g iv ing grat i f icat ion to some of  the  invest igators who were 

supposed to conduct  that ,  invest igators wi th a promot ion 

and so for th.   That  is  the explanat ion that  was g iven in  one 

of  those br ie f ings.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Now i f  you absent ,  and I  am real ly  10 

ask ing because I  want  to  understand whether  some of  the  

problems that  we have become aware of  are the st ructura l  

problems of  compet ing jur isd ict ions,  and therefore  the one 

body ends up dea l ing wi th mat ters  that  they should  not .   So 

i f  you exclude the grat i f i cat ion issue here,  you received a 

compla int .   That  is  how i t  is ,  as I  understand i t .   Mr Adams 

f i led a compla int  and said General  Lushaba lost  h is  

computer  and there was a cover -up.  

 That  is  how I  have understood i t  to  be.   That  there  

was a cover -up,  and the cover -up goes to even h is super ior ,  20 

General  Khumalo ,  even though General  Khumalo was not  

h is  super ior  at  the t ime.   But  the cover -up goes to General  

Khumalo,  but  a lso  now someone took an af f idavi t  a t  a  pol ice  

stat ion and they misrepresented some th ings.   Forget  

grat i f icat ion for  now.   On the facts  that  I  am put t ing  to you,  
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would you st i l l  have said th is  i s  an IDAC mat ter?  

MR SESOKO :    I f  there was no issue of  grat i f icat ion and 

a l leged corrupt ion,  i t  would def in i te ly  not  fa l l  wi th in the  

mandate.  

ADV BALOYI  SC :    Okay.   Thank you.  

ADV POOE :    Mr Sesoko,  you can cont inue w i th your 

af f idavi t .   We are now deal ing w i th the conf l i c t  between 

Advocate Ramsamy and Chief  Perumal ,  paragraph 46 of  

your  statement .  

MR SESOKO :     10 

“The conf l ic t .   The ID cal led me in to a  

meet ing to  help  resolve a  conf l ic t  between 

Chief  Perumal  and Advocate Drushanta  

Ramsamy.   As I  understood i t ,  the conf l i c t  

concerned the approach to the case.   

Advocate Ramsamy as a prosecutor  had 

taken a par t icu la r  legal  v iew wi th  which  

Chief  Perumal  d id  not  agree.   The meet ing  

was resolved on the basis that  the par t ies  

should  l is ten to  one another  consisten t  20 

wi th IDAC prosecutor - led model  and that  

the prosecutor  i s  u l t imate ly the  person 

who must  take the decis ion on the  mat ter .   

This is  how the issue was resolved. ”  

I  must ,  however ,  ind icate that  in  subsequent  meet ings 
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where I  was cal led in to or  brought  to  my at ten t ion,  i t  

appeared that  these conf l ic ts  cont inued and Advocate 

Ramsamy was concerned that  as a prosecutor ,  her  v iews 

seemed to be overru led by thos e of  Chief  Perumal  and that  

the ID seemed to  take more the s ide of  Chief  Perumal  than 

her  s ide.  

ADV POOE :    Do you recal l  how many other  meet ings 

re lated to conf l ic ts  between the two took p lace?  

MR SESOKO :    I  honest ly  cannot  recal l .   They were  var ied.   

Somet imes Chief  Perumal  would come to me.   Somet imes 10 

Advocate Ramsamy would come to me.   We would  have a 

d iscussion wi th the ID.   So they were var ied.   I  th ink  

because of  that  and the fact  that  Chief  Perumal  was not  

happy wi th Advocate Ramsamy,  u l t imate ly s he was a lso 

removed f rom the mat ters.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Did you not  superv ise Chief  

Perumal 's  work?  I  mean,  i f  there was conf l ic t  between h im 

and the lead prosecutor  in  the mat ter ,  because he reported  

to you,  was that  not  an  opportuni ty  to  then look at  what  he  

has done and superv ise h im and provide guidance?   20 

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  we would have a d iscussion about  

these conf l ic ts ,  as I  sa id,  and in  the nature of  how our  

pro ject  works,  and i t  is  a lso in  the manual ,  that  a l l  the 

d iscussions in  re lat ion to the pro ject  must  actual ly  happen 

at  the level  o f  the  team.  So that  even when there are these 
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d isputes,  the mat ter  should  be dea l t  wi th  at  the team level .   

So where you would have opin ions of  the ent i re  team in 

terms of  how the  mat ter  should be progressed,  what  needs 

to be done,  what  not  needs to be done and the deputy 

responsib le for  the mat ter  would  then take the u l t imate 

decis ion i f  there is  no amicable so lut ion wi th in the team.   

 In  th is  s i tuat ion,  unfor tunate ly the  lead,  instead of  

the DDPP, was the ID.   So she wou ld then take the u l t imate 

decis ion on how the mat ter  would  proceed.   So she would  

then overru le the opin ions of  jun ior  p rosecutors l ike  10 

Advocate Ramsamy to say th is  is  how I  want  i t  to  go,  I  

agree wi th Chief  Perumal  o r  whatever  the case may be.   So 

that  is  how in th is  speci f ic  mat te r  i t  turned out .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So the Head of  Invest igat ions is  

excluded f rom al l  o f  that?  You do not  p lay a par t  a t  a l l?  

MR SESOKO :    That  decis ion -making is  par t  o f  the ID.   I  

would not  be inc luded in  that  decis ion-making.   We can 

have a d iscussion,  but  she u l t imate ly takes a decis ion that  

th is  i s  how i t  is  going to happen and i t  d id  not  happen that  

way.  20 

ADV POOE :    But  you d id par t ic ipa te sor t  o f  in  the lead -up 

to the f ina l  decis ion about  what  is  to  happen.   I .e .  you 

mediated th is  meet ing  and then you ind icated that  there 

were severa l  o ther  meet ings where you had to ta lk  to  e i ther .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.   As I  sa id tha t  i t  would be a compla int  
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session.   Chief  Perumal  comes to me to compla in.   

Advocate Ramsamy has mad e a submission that  there is  no  

case and a l l  that  and he bel ieves there is  a case.   Those 

k inds of  th ings,  you know?  So when we d iscuss these 

mat ters and t ry  to  f ind out  where  the faul t  l ine l ies,  you 

have people who have st rong opin ions about  these mat ters 

and the ID would  then take a decis ion to say th is  is  how i t  

must  be done and i t  u l t imate ly wi l l  be  done that  way.   So 

that  is  why the decis ion to proceed the way these mat ters 

were proceeded wi th,  the decis ion to enro l ,  a l l  these 10 

decis ions were done by the ID.  

ADV POOE :    Thank you.   We can then proceed to the next  

top ic,  which is  the d isc ip l inary and leak mat ter  concern ing  

Mr Raphesu.   That  is  at  paragraph 47 of  your  af f idav i t .  

MR SESOKO :     

“The last  occasion on which  I  was 

involved,  a rose when the ID convened a  

meet ing and in formed us that  she had 

received a ca l l  f rom Mr Nkabinde.   Mr  

Nkabinde a l leged that  Mr Raphesu had 20 

te lephoned h im and in formed h im that  

IDAC was conduct ing an invest igat ion  

against  h im and that  Mr Br ian Padayachee 

was the invest iga tor .   In  other  words,  Mr  

Raphesu had leaked in format ion  to Mr  
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Nkabinde.   Present  at  the meet ing were  

me,  Chief  Perumal ,  Mr Raphesu,  and Mr  

Raphesu denied that  he had cal led Mr  

Nkabinde,  deposed to an af f idavi t  

conf i rming that  he never done so and 

of fered h is ce l l  phone and to  take a  

polygraph test  to  demonst rate h is  

innocence.    

I  was tasked by the ID to refer  the  mat ter  

to  our  Secur i t y  Management  Serv ices,  10 

SMS, to  ar range a polygraph.   The SMS 

began the process by refer r ing the request  

to  the State Secur i t y  Agr icu l tu re,  but  then 

rever ted to us  to  say the State Secur i t y  

Agency does not  conduct  polygraph test s  

for  in te rnal  d isc ip l inary mat ters and that  i f  

IDAC wished to  have one conducted,  i t  

would have to procure the serv ices i tse l f .   

That  was never achieved and the  mat ter  

was le f t  there.   Mr Raphesu cont inued to  20 

ask about  p rogress and I  gave h im what  I  

knew through h is  superv isor .   I  was la ter  

to ld  that  he had lost  the gr ievance about  

the issue.   I  subsequent ly  learned that  the  

gr ievance had been d ismissed o n the  
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grounds of  a t ime lapse.    

A t  the t ime I  was asked to fac i l i ta te the  

polygraph,  I  received a report  f rom one o f  

our  invest igators,  Mr Ayanda Mbalo,  who 

had been tasked to invest igate the a l leged 

leak.   The report  recorded that  Mr  

Nkabinde was refusing to provide a sworn  

statement  about  the a l leged leak.   The ID 

wrote a le t ter  to  Mr Nkabinde ca l l ing on 

h im to provide a statement  and i f  he is  no t  10 

wi l l ing,  ind icate so in  wr i t ing.   At tached is  

a le t te r  f rom the ID marked MS6.   Mr  

Nkabinde responded to the  ID le t ter  wi th  

the emai l  dated 27 March 2025.   The emai l  

is  at tached as MS7.   The ID fur ther  wrote  

to  the advisor  to  the Min ister ,  Advocate  

P iko l i ,  ra is ing  f rust rat ion about  Mr  

Nkabinde 's fa i lure to  provide a statement .   

The le t te r  is  at tached as MS8.    

Mr Mbalo expressed that  Mr Raphesu 20 

would have leaked the in format ion .   

A l ternat ive ly,  tha t  Mr B inang wou ld have 

done so a l legedly  because he learned tha t  

I  revealed in format ion to Mr B inang.   

At tached is  a report  by Mr Mbalo marked 
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MS9.   On my reading of  th e report ,  I  was 

convinced that  i t  ins inuated that  I  am also  

a suspect  for  leaking the in format ion.   So 

when communicat ing wi th SMS, I  advised 

them that  I  was a lso volunteer ing to be  

subjected to po lygraph test  based on 

paragraph 4.2 of  the f ind ings of  the  report .   

A t tached is  the emai l  dated 25 June 2025 

to SMS marked MS10,  communicat ing  

same.    10 

The obvious d i f f i cu l t y  wi th  that  report  is  

that  the a l legat ion  was that  ID hersel f  

received the cal l  f rom Mr Nkabinde.   There  

is  no ind icat ion  in  the report  that  a  

statement  was obta ined f rom the ID about  

the a l legat ions and to obta in the records 

of  the a l leged ca l l  to  her .   Nor were the  

records of  Mr Raphesu,  Mr B inang or  me 

obta ined.   I  recent ly  learned a fu r ther  step  

that  I  regard as i r regular .   Whi le  I  was on 20 

s ick leave in  January 2026,  an  

invest igat ion was author ised wi th in IDAC 

in terms of  sect ion 28(13)  of  the NPA Act  

against  Mr Raphesu fo r  leaking  

in format ion.   The author isat ion was for  the  
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cont ravent ion of  sect ion 41(6)  of  the NPA 

Act .    

The appl icat ion memo indicates that  i t  is  

f rom Chief  Perumal ,  even though h is  

s ignature is  not  in  the memo and i t  i s  

author ised by the ID.   At tached marked 

MS11 is  the appl icat ion for  author isat ion .   

This of fence is  def in i te ly  not  wi th in the  

IDAC mandate and should not  have been 

author ised in  IDAC.   I  regard th is  as  odd 10 

for  four  reasons.   Fi rs t ,  sect ion  41(6 )  

invest igat ion of  th is  k ind is  not  an IDAC 

mandate.   Second,  the ID hersel f  received 

the in i t ia l  compla int  f rom Mr Nkabinde and 

would appear  to  be conf l ic ted in  

author is ing  an invest igat ion ar is ing f rom 

i t . ”  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    She is  actual ly  the compla inant .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Because Mr Nkabinde is  not  the 20 

compla inant .   

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So in  sect ion 41(6) ,  the ID is  the 

compla inant .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  yes,  so that  is  why I  am ra is ing that .  
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“Thi rd,  Chief  Perumal ,  as a wi tness in  the  

invest igat ion,  cannot  apply fo r  

author isat ion.   Fourth…”  

So maybe to expla in th is ,  when the ID cal led that  meet ing,  

she ind icated that  when she received the cal l ,  she was wi th  

Chief  Perumal  and Chief  Invest igator  Padayachee.   So they 

heard that  ca l l  or  the conversat ion between her  and 

Nkabinde,  which makes them wi tnesses in  th is  

invest igat ion.   So that  is  why I  am saying that  Chief  

Perumal ,  as  a wi tness in  that  invest igat ion,  cannot  apply for  10 

the author isat ion.  

“Fourth . . . [ in tervenes] ”  

CHAIRPERSON :    Had the ID put  the cal l  on speaker or  how 

would they have heard?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  that  is  what  she ind icated.  

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight .  

MR SESOKO :     

“Fourth,  there  i s  no ind icat ion that  the  

former IPID of f ic ia ls  who are a l leged to  

have at tended a  meet ing wi th me were  20 

approached for  the i r  s tatement .   When I  

re turned f rom leave,  Chief  Perumal  br ie fed  

me on the refer ra ls  he had deal t  wi th  in  

my absence. ”    

So those refer ra ls  are those that  wi l l  be on MS -5 that  he  
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had deal t  wi th .   But  he d id not  ment ion th is  one.    

“As I  was prepar ing my af f idavi t  for  the  

Commission,  I  ca l led the  IO,  Mr Mbalo,  to  

enqui re about  th is  mat ter .   He conf i rmed 

that  the invest iga t ion was author i sed and 

that  he was going to recommend that  the  

invest igat ion be c losed as there is  no  

evidence to impl icate Mr Raphesu in  

wrongdoing.   I  ca l led for  the f i le  and 

establ ished that  there is  a statement  f rom 10 

Mr Nkabinde dated 27 November 2025.   Mr  

Nkabinde,  who had refused to provide a  

statement ,  now deposed to  an af f idavi t ,  

which expanded the a l legat ion to impl icate  

me,  asser t ing  in  substance that  on  

learn ing of  h is  appointment  as Chief  o f  

Staf f ,  I  had convened a meet ing and asked 

invest igators to  invest igate  h im and to f ind  

anyth ing they could against  h im.   I  deny 

that  a l legat ion.    20 

Mr Nkabinde's statement  is  at tached and 

marked MS12.   What  I  f ind odd is  that  the  

col leagues who are a l leged to have been 

in  a meet ing wi th  me are not  approached 

for  the i r  s tatement  to  corroborate th is  
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a l legat ion.   I  a lso establ ished tha t  only a  

subpoena fo r  the cel l  phone records of  Mr  

Nkabinde and Raphesu were requested.   

They were analysed by Dig i ta l  Forensics  

South Af r ica and thei r  report  conf i rmed 

that  there is  no record of  the cal l s  e i ther  

f rom Mr Raphesu 's phone or  Mr  

Nkabinde 's phone.   No cel l  phone records 

were obta ined for  the ID phone to conf i rm 

that  the cal l  was indeed made to her . ”  10 

ADV POOE :    Thank you.   I  th ink we can then move on to  

the next  sect ion.   ‘Why I  d id  not  impose mysel f  in to these 

mat ters ’ .  

MR SESOKO :     

“ I  have been asked why,  g iven my posi t ion  

and the leadership ro le I  ord inar i l y  p lay,  I  

d id  not  ra ise concerns at  the t ime or  ask  

to be inc luded in  these mat ters.   The 

answer l ies par t ly  in  my own h istory .   

Dur ing my t ime a t  IPID,  I  was involved in  20 

ser ious conf l ic ts .   I  s tood my ground and I  

pa id a heavy pr ice for  i t .   I  was suspended 

in  2015 and sub jected to a d isc ip l inary  

process and cr iminal ly  charged,  which I  

regarded as un lawfu l .   The charges 
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re la ted to  IPID report  concern ing the  

rendi t ion of  Zimbabwean nat iona ls.   In  

August  2016,  I  was d ismissed in  absent ia  

af ter  being found gui l t y  of  gross 

misconduct  at  the t ime when I  was 

hospi ta l i sed fo r  depression.    

My request  for  a  postponement  had been 

refused and I  never gave evidence in  my 

own defence.   Fol lowing the Const i tu t ional  

Court  f ind ing tha t  the suspension of  the  10 

then Execut ive D i rector ,  Mr McBr ide,  was 

unlawfu l ,  he was re instated to h is  

posi t ion.   I  a lso chal lenged my d ismissal  

through the Bargain ing Counci l  and was 

re instated.   I  was suspended again in  

March 2020 by an incoming act ing head o f  

IPID and again  had approached the  

Bargain ing Counc i l .   I  was then re instated.   

I  test i f ied before  the Zondo Commission  

about  pol i ce cor rupt ion and about  pol i t i ca l  20 

in ter ference that  I  be l ieve lay beh ind my 

suspension.    

These exper iences were cost ly  to  me,  

personal ly  and f inancia l l y ,  and to my 

fami ly .   I  am 61 years o ld,  near the  end of  
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my career .   When I  found mysel f  excluded 

f rom the CI  mat ters,  I  made a de l iberate  

decis ion not  to  fo rce my way in .   I  took the  

v iew that  i f  the ID d id not  involve  me,  i t  

was because i t  d id  not  want  me involved 

and I  respected that .   There is  in  any 

event  a pract ice at  IDAC that  i f  one is  no t  

on a mat ter ,  one does not  seek to know i t s  

deta i ls  and there  is  a re lated pr inc ip le of  

neut ra l i ty .   I  le t  the mat ter  be and I  d id  no t  10 

ask ID why she d id not  involve me.   There  

was a lso a  fur ther ,  more recent  

considerat ion.    

On the 7 t h  o f  November 2025,  I  was 

k idnapped whi le  dr iv ing home.   I  was 

assaul ted and robbed.   My at tackers took 

my state- issued laptop,  ce l l  phones,  and 

abandoned me near a br idge in  the ear l y  

hours of  the 8 t h  o f  November.   I  reported  

the mat ter  to  the pol ice and received 20 

medical  t reatment .   Whi le  I  cannot  say 

wi th cer ta inty i f  th is  event  is  re lated to my 

work,  however,  there were two d ist inct  

occur rences dur ing the robbery that  makes 

me suspic ious.   Fi rs t ,  the k idnappers  



    6 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 155 

Page 84  o f  169  

 

 

demanded a f i rearm.   When I  to ld  them I  

d id not  have one,  they assaul ted me so 

much as i f  they knew I  should have one.    

Second,  when they took a l l  the gadgets,  

laptops,  ce l l  phones,  tab lets,  Samsung 

Watch,  they asked fo r  PIN numbers and 

passwords of  a l l  these gadgets.   However,  

on the work laptop,  they speci f i ca l l y  

demanded that  I  wr i te  the password on 

one of  the k idnappers '  phones and they 10 

took the laptop to  a house.   They only d id  

th is  wi th the laptop.   This occur red against  

a backdrop of  publ ic  a l legat ions agains t  

IDAC and i ts  leadership and of  threats  

d i rected at  the un i t  fo l lowing the CI  arrest .   

That  exper ience had af fected how I  

approached my work and my own safety.    

In  the c i rcumstances,  rather  than inser t  

mysel f  in to these mat ters f rom which I  had 

been excluded,  I  conf ined mysel f  to  20 

assist ing on d iscrete issues on which I  

was asked to ass ist  and to advis ing those 

members of  the team who approached me 

for  guidance.   I  o therwise le f t  the ID as 

the head of  the uni t  and my superv isor  to  
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deal  wi th  these mat ters as she saw f i t .   I  

wish to make one mat ter  c lear .   I  do not  

say that  there  was no case to be  

invest igated against  CI  of f ic ia ls .    

My concern is  no t  wi th  whether  there was 

a case,  but  wi th  the manner in  which these 

mat ters were handled and,  in  par t icu la r ,  

wi th  the departure f rom the establ ished 

in take and invest igat ion process.   Even 

where there is  a  case  to answer,  i t  must  10 

be deal t  wi th  in  accordance wi th the  

process.   And where the process is  not  

fo l lowed,  the in tegr i ty  of  the outcome is  

placed at  r isk. ”  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Before you go to the conclusion,  d id 

you p lay any par t  in  IDAC's presentat ion before the Ad Hoc 

Commit tee?  

MR SESOKO :    No,  I  d id  not ,  Commissioner.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Because when the former  ID went  

there,  she was not  going there in  her  ind iv idual  capaci ty .   20 

She was going there represent ing IDAC.  So you are Head 

of  Operat ions at  IDAC.   Did you not  assist  a t  a l l  wi th  the 

presentat ion?  

MR SESOKO :    Not  at  a l l .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Not  at  a l l .   And then af te r  the 6 Ju ly  
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2025 media conference by General  Mkhwanazi ,  ser ious 

a l legat ions were made against  IDAC.   I  am sure you are  

aware of  that .   

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Did you not ,  as Head of  Operat ions,  

look wi th in to  see i f  there is  noth ing wrong that  IDAC did,  

so that  you can assist  the ID i f  she needs to account  to  the 

nat ion or  to  Par l iament?  

MR SESOKO :    There were meet ings and d iscussions about  

those revelat ions by General  Mkhwanazi  and in  those 10 

meet ings,  they were d ismissed as a counter  to  the 

invest igat ions tha t  had happened against  the CI  Generals.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And then in ternal ly ,  Advocate  

Serunye ra ised two issues.   One was the sect ion 27 referra l  

a f f idavi t  was not  there.   The invest igators d id not  have i t .   

The prosecutors d id not  have i t .   So that  was the one issue.   

The second issue was the two CI  mat ters,  the  Mokwele 

mat ter  and the Lushaba mat ter .   There  were no DDPPs who 

were leading those invest igat ions and he ra ised those 

issues as ser ious concerns and as far  as I  understand,  you 20 

were copied in  that  cor respondence.    

 Why d id you not  do anyth ing?  I f  he says the  

sect ion  27 is  not  there,  i t  has not  been provided and 

secondly,  these invest igat ions were supposed to be  led by  

DDPPs.   They were being led by jun ior  advocates at  IDAC.   
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Did you not  say anyth ing?  Did you not  in te rvene?  Did you 

not  ra ise these s imi lar  i ssues wi th the ID?  Did you just  le t  

those th ings s l ide?  

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  my recol lect ion is  that  there were  

engagements about  those issues and wi th the ID and a lso 

wi th Advocate Serunye and the ID was not  even happy 

about  those th ings being ra ised.   Because as I  understood 

at  the t ime,  she fe l t  that  these mat ters were proper ly  wi th in 

IDAC and I  th ink she sor t  o f  took umbrage why those issues 

were ra ised.   So in  those meet ings,  I  th ink the issue was a  10 

decis ion has been taken.   Mat te r  i s  author ised.   I t  is  going  

to proceed as she star ted i t .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And then the last  one.   In  th is  

Commission,  your  invest igators,  Mr Padayachee and Chief  

Perumal ,  have been accused of  what  on the face of  i t  is  

ser ious misconduct  that  may wel l  amount  to  f raud.   The 

Commission has not  made f ind ings one way or  the other ,  

because we must  hear a l l  s ides.   But  the a l legat ions are  

that  they created af f idavi ts  many months af te r  and then they 

backdated the af f idavi ts  to  create the impression tha t  those 20 

af f idavi ts  were deposed to on the 6 t h  o f  January  2025 in 

re lat ion  to Mr Adams'  supplementary af f idavi ts .  

 And then,  in  re lat ion to the sect ion 21,  sor ry,  

sect ion 27 af f idavi t ,  the a l legat ion  is  that  the af f idavi t  that  

has been provided to the Commiss ion and the one that  we 
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as  Commissioners have been look ing at ,  was only created 

af ter  October 2025 and i t  could not  have existed in  

November 2024 when Mr Adams made the referra l  to  IDAC.   

Now you as Head of  Operat ions and Head of  Invest igat ions,  

when you hear  a l legat ions l i ke those,  d id you make 

enqui r ies in ternal ly  to  f ind o ut  what  the posi t ion is  and i f  the 

Commission has been mis led and has been provided 

f raudulent  documents?  

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  my recol lect ion is  I  heard of  these 

a l legat ions when these mat ters were vent i la ted here at  the 10 

Commission.   I  th ink Mr Raphesu would have ind icated that  

he suspects there is  something  wrong that  would have 

happened wi th sect ion 27 and i f  I  remember h is  words,  the 

t ruth wi l l  come out .   So,  I  remember speaking wi th Chief  

Perumal ,  i f  he knows anyth ing about  th is  and then he says,  

no,  there is  noth ing l i ke that .   Everyth ing is  on board .   And I  

took h is word for  i t .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Last ly ,  and i t  is  a  quest ion Chai r  

asked,  because you are the Head of  Invest igat ions,  i s  i t  

common,  is  i t  usual  wi th in IDAC that  an invest iga tor  can 20 

star t  an invest iga t ion and conclude the invest igat ion wi thout 

having seen the sect ion 27 referra l?  Because Mr 

Padayachee to ld us that  that  is  what  happened in  th is  case.   

He never saw the sect ion 27 refer ra l .  

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  in  terms o f  our  p rocesses,  and the  
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manual  a lso speaks to that ,  when a  mat ter  i s  author ised and 

the pro ject  manager convenes a pro ject  meet ing wi th a l l  

s takeholders,  inc luding the DDPP, a l l  in format ion re lat ing to 

that  mat te r  i s  shared and d iscussed wi th in  the team.  I t  is  

an anomaly fo r  those documents not  to  be shared w i th in the 

team.  I t  is  c lear  that  on th is  mat ter  there was except ion to 

the ru les.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Should i t  a lso have fo rmed par t  o f  the  

appl icat ion for  a warrant  of  ar rest ,  the sect ion 27 af f idavi t?   

So when IDAC appl ies for  a warrant ,  should the sect ion 27 10 

have been at tached to the af f idavi t  that  was p laced before 

the Court?  How does i t  work in  pract ice?  

MR SESOKO :    In  pract ice,  the invest igat ing of f icer  wi l l  

draf t  an af f idav i t  basica l l y  out l in ing the invest igat ion 

conducted and the of fences that  a re a l leged to have been 

commit ted.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Sorry to  in ter rupt  you.   Because the 

star t ing point  is  the sect ion 27 refer ra l ,  does he at tach i t  to  

the af f idavi t?  

MR SESOKO :    No,  in  p ract ice i t  is  not .   In  pract ice i t  is  not .  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  i t  forms par t  o f  the docket?  

MR SESOKO :    In  pract ice i t  is  not .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So in  pract ice  i t  does not  form part  o f  

the docket?  You do not  even share  i t  wi th  the accused?  

MR SESOKO :    No,  i t  is  par t  o f  correspondence,  in ternal  
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correspondence,  but  i t  is  not  at tached to the docket .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And when they ask for  i t  because 

they want  to  chal lenge IDAC's  jur isd ict ion or  IDAC's  

mandate,  how do you deal  wi th  that?  

MR SESOKO :    Wel l ,  when they ask for  i t ,  in  my exper ien ce,  

i t  is  that  i t  has been provided.   When they had asked for  i t .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So,  Mr  Sesoko,  when a docket  i s  

opened or  when an enqui ry is  opened,  does the sect ion 27 

not  become the A1 statement  and then i t  can be 

supplemented i f  there is  anyth ing fur ther  to  add to the 10 

af f idavi t?   How does i t  work  at  the star t  o f  the 

invest igat ion?  Assume that  the  invest igat ion has been 

author ised,  e i ther  in  terms of  28(1)  or  28(13) ,  and then a  

docket  or  an inqui ry is  opened,  should the sect ion 27 

af f idavi t  not  be th e A1 statement?  

MR SESOKO :    In  p ract ice,  Chai r  and Commissioners,  the 

sect ion 27 referra l  is  t reated d i f ferent ly .   When an 

invest igat ion star ts ,  when i t  i s  author ised,  then the  

compla inant  is  approached for  an  A1 statement  and a fu l l  

comprehensive A1 statement ,  which would address a l l  the 20 

e lements of  the o f fence is  then obta ined and that  is  what  is  

used as the A1,  not  the sect ion 27.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Where does one f ind that?  I s  that  in  

the manual  o r  is  i t  your  in terpretat ion?  

MR SESOKO :    I t  is  the prac t ice.  
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ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  where does one f ind that?  Where 

is  i t  recorded that  that  is  the pract ice?  

MR SESOKO :    I  am not  sure i f  we record i t  l ike tha t  in  the 

manual .   I  must  be honest .   I  am not  sure i f  we do that .   I  

th ink the manual  s tates the processes that  must  be 

fo l lowed,  but  i t  does not  speci f i ca l ly  say what  happens in  

re lat ion to sect ion 27 or  an A1 s tatement ,  because i t  is 

more of  an invest igat ive operat iona l  issue that  invest igators 

do.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And the reason we are asking th is  is  10 

because Mr Serunye,  Peter  Serunye,  and Ms Ramsamy,  

they have test i f ied in  th is  Commiss ion that ,  and I  hope I  am 

not  confusing the i r  ev idence and thei r  t ranscr ip t  wi l l  bear  

that  out ,  but  they said the  sect ion 27 af f idavi t  becomes the  

A1 statement  and then any fu r ther  statement  obta ined f rom 

a wi tness supplements the sect ion  27.    

 So the sect ion 27 is  not  an in ternal  document .   I t  is  

the genesis of  the invest igat ion.   I t  is  the af f idavi t  that  must  

set  out  what  of fence is  being reported and what  of fence 

must  be invest iga ted so that  what  the invest igator  looks at  20 

and what  guides the invest igat ing of f icer ,  i s  in  fact  that  

af f idavi t .  

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  I  wi l l  not  d ispute that ,  that  i t  may 

happen in  other  mat ters,  but  you know,  that  the sect ion 27 

may have been inc luded as an A1.   But  I  am ta lk ing in  
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genera l ly  to  what  I  know would have happened in  most  of  

the mat ters.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  because IDAC has not  had that  

many sect ion 27s,  you said so yoursel f ,  most  of  your  

mat ters are f rom the Commissions and there w as that  

General  author isa t ion f rom the former ID.   Do you not  th ink 

th is  i s  something that  should be c la r i f ied in  the manuals?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  cer ta in ly ,  Chai r .   I  mean,  th is  

exper ience wi th the Commission,  i t  is  a  lo t  o f  lessons 

learned for  us.   We a l ready have been having a d iscussion  10 

in ternal ly  about  IDAC reset  and how we improve our  

operat ions and inc luding our  manuals,  so that  we are a l l  

c lear  in  terms o f  processes.   Because th is  p rocess has 

shown the weaknesses wi th in the  organisat ion tha t  real ly  

need at tent ion.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And these weaknesses are  ser ious 

because they can lead to systemat ic  fa i lure.   They can 

impact  not  just  IDAC but  other  law enforcement  agencies as  

you have seen wi th Cr ime Inte l l igence and SAPS.  

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  t rue,  Commissioner.   Lessons 20 

learned.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Thank you.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can I  just  check?  You say in  paragraph 

59 that  there is  a pract ice in  IDAC that  i f  you are not  

involved in  a mat ter ,  you do not  seek to know i ts  deta i ls  and 



    6 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 155 

Page 93  o f  169  

 

 

th is  re lates to the  p r inc ip le of  be ing neut ra l .   But  sure ly that  

posi t ion in  pract ice does not  apply to  the ID?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  i t  does not ,  Commissioner,  because 

she is  the u l t imate person that  takes decis ion on a l l  these 

mat ters.   A mat ter  cannot  be enro l led wi thout  her  approving  

that .   So every decis ion of  th is  nature,  i t  is  taken by the ID.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    But  then by say ing,  wel l ,  not  saying,  you 

are Head of  Invest igat ions,  i t  seems to me you should know 

what  i s  happening in  invest igat ions.   

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  10 

ADV BALOYI  SC :    So that  ru le,  i f  i t  is  a  ru le  in  the 

workplace,  should not  be apply ing to Head of  

Invest igat ions.   Because you need to be able to  speak to 

the invest igat ions that  are happening in  the organisa t ion.  

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  correct ,  Commissioner and in  most  

mat ters,  that  is  what  happened.   As I  sa id,  th is  was an 

except ion.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So in  a proper ly  work ing IDAC, a  person 

in  your  posi t ion,  who is  Head of  Invest igat ions,  is  supposed 

to know and be involved wi th invest igat ion.   When I  say 20 

involved,  I  do not  mean you run and do the invest igat ions,  

but  because you are the overseer of  a l l  the invest igators  

and of  invest igat ions,  so you should know th is .  

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Commissioner.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Therefore,  i t  must  mean i t  i s  a . . .   I  am 
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t ry ing to determine whether  i t  is  th is  a person problem that  

you ended up in  th is  posi t ion where you do not  know about  

invest igat ions tha t  are happening because they are  being 

d i rected by the  ID and who chooses Mr Perumal ,  Mr 

Padayachee,  and others.   Is  i t  a  problem that  a d i f ferent  

Head of  Invest igat ion would have said,  would have been 

correct  to  say,  I  am Head of  Invest igat ions and I  wi l l  not  be 

excluded f rom invest igat ions?  

 Or i t  is  a  misunderstanding of  your  ro le by both you 

and the ID that  you are a lso subject  to  that  ru le of  pract ice 10 

that  you do not  need to know what  is  happening in  mat ters.   

I  th ink,  put  s imply,  is  th is  a st ruc tura l  problem?  Is  i t  a ,  

wel l ,  we happen to have the wrong people  in  the  posi t ions,  

we have the wrong ID in  the form of  Ms Jo hnson,  who d id 

th ings the way that  she d id and excluded you and,  o r  and/or  

we had a wrong Head of  Invest iga t ions who d id not  accept  

h is  ro le and posi t ion when he gets excluded.    

 Can you just  say which one i t  is?  And the quest ion  

is  important  because,  at  least  f rom where I  am s i t t ing,  

because among the th ings that  we have,  the Commission is 20 

requi red to do,  is  to  make recommendat ions,  inc luding 

recommendat ions about  what  improvements,  changes,  need 

to be done to the  organisat ion.   So we are going to have t o  

grapple wi th how did IDAC land where i t  is  today?  Is  i t  a  

st ructura l  p roblem?   
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 Is  i t  that  whoever  employed Ms Johnson just  made 

a bad decis ion?  Whoever employed Mr Sesoko made a bad 

decis ion?  You understand what  I  am saying,  what  I  am 

asking you?  Can you just  comment  to  that?  

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  the fact  o f  the mat ter  i s ,  in  th is  

par t icu lar  instance,  ru les were not  fo l lowed and I  took a  

decis ion at  that  point  in  t ime,  as I  expla ined in  my a f f idavi t ,  

based on my personal  h is tory.   I  take fu l l  respons ib i l i ty  that  

I  should have acted d i f fe rent ly ,  but  at  the t ime,  fo r  me,  i t  

was the r ight  decis ion to take,  g iven the considerat ions that  10 

I  have said to  the  Commission.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  understand,  and thank you for  that  

answer.   I t  is  t ry ing to understand,  what  is  behind my 

quest ion,  whether  in  te rms of  your  cont ract  of  employment ,  

which sets out  what  your  job is ,  you could have asserted to  

the ID,  even i f  she d id not  l i ke  i t ,  you could have said,  there 

is  no invest igat ion that  wi l l  happen that  I  do not  kn ow 

anyth ing about .   Does your cont ract ,  the terms of  your  

cont ract ,  g ive you that  k ind of  s tanding,  or  i t  is  a  problem in 

the cont ract  because maybe she st i l l  gets to  make decis ions 20 

f ina l l y  about  invest igat ions?  I  am t ry ing to understand that .   

So I  am t ry ing not  to  make i t  personal  to  you,  but  to  

understand what  are the l imi ta t ions other  than your 

personal  c i rcumstances.   Another  Head of  Invest igat ions,  

wi l l  they not  f ind  themselves in  exact ly  the same posi t ion  
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for  d i f fe rent  reasons?  

MR SESOKO :    Chai r  and Commiss ioners . . . [ in tervenes]  

CHAIRPERSON :    Perhaps to add to that ,  besides the  

cont ract  of  employment  i t se l f ,  o r  in  addi t ion to rather ,  in  

addi t ion to that  cont ract ,  there are  the annual  per fo rmance,  

what  do  you cal l  them, which you s ign wi th your boss,  

undertaking that  you are going to  per form in accordance 

wi th,  and then,  as I  understand i t ,  there is  i temisat ion of  

everyth ing that  you undertake you are going to do  dur ing  

that  year .   Am I  cor rect  that  there is  such a th ing?  What  is  10 

i t  ca l led?  

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect ,  the  per formance agreement .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.   Now,  I  am adding to what  

Commissioner Baloyi  says,  which is  a reference to the 

employment  cont ract  i t se l f ,  and I  am saying there is  a lso 

th is  per formance agreement .   Would what  you are requi red 

to do not  a lso be,  i t  would obviously be inc luded in  that ,  

and would i t  cover  what  Commissioner Baloyi  is  ra is ing,  and 

i f  i t  would,  what  would you be assessed on i f  not  on that ,  

that  is  what  i t  covers,  which inc ludes the issues that  20 

Commissioner Ba loyi  i s  ra is ing.    

 A t  the end of  the  year,  how do you get  assessed i f  

you have not  sa id,  now,  i f  you do not  a l low me to  do A,  B,  

C,  D,  how am I  going to be assessed at  the end of  the year?   

So,  basica l l y ,  tha t  cont ract  would requi re of  you to ra ise the 
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issues that  Commissioner  Baloyi  is  referr ing to.   Now,  can 

you p lease respond,  wi th a l l  o f  tha t  in  mind,  can you p lease 

respond to Commissioner Baloyi 's  quest ion?  

MR SESOKO :    Thanks,  Chai r .   My per formance agreement  

provides that  I  must  advise the ID,  as I  have ind ica ted that  

these mat ters were d iscussed and she would take a  

par t icu lar  posi t ion.   I  understand the concerns,  and in  

h indsight ,  maybe I  should have taken th is  issue even fu r ther  

and not  le t  i t  be as I  d id .   But  tha t  is  what ,  to  me,  at  that  

point  in  t ime,  seemed r ight  to  do.   As I  sa id,  maybe I  should  10 

have acted d i f ferent ly  by ra is ing th is  issue at  a h igher level ,  

so that  what  now has been vent i la ted could have been 

stopped.   I  do,  however,  I  am,  however,  not  sure i f  i t  would  

have made any d i f feren ce.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sorry,  you may carry on.  

MR SESOKO :    No,  I  was saying that  I  am not  sure,  

however,  i f  i t  wou ld have made any d i f ference.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You say you are not  sure because the  

ID is  the person that  she was,  or  what?  Because,  you see,  

you speak of ,  you say your cont rac t  says you advise  the ID.   20 

The next  quest ion is ,  wel l ,  what  does that  mean,  in  fact?   

You advise her  on invest igat ions that  your  people are doing 

and what  they put  together  before she makes a decis ion.   

Does advis ing mean  that  you say to her ,  on th is  

invest igat ion there is  no case?  She u l t imate ly gets  to  s ign  
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o f f  on the next  s teps,  but  what  does advis ing her  enta i l?  

MR SESOKO :    Advis ing the ID,  i t  means advis ing her  on a l l  

operat ional  issues,  where mat ters  are under invest igat ion,  

what  a re the chal lenges,  what  needs to be done.   Most  of  

the t ime,  what  happens in  pract ice is  that  decis ions l ike 

enro lment  and so  for th would happen when there has been 

a meet ing of  a l l  s takeholders to  d iscuss that  mat ter  and 

when there is  a consensus that  the  mat ter  must  be enro l led.   

But  my advisory ro le is  where there are issues tha t  af fect  

the pro ject ,  so that  we can d iscuss how we overcome those 10 

issues.   In  re lat ion,  fo r  instance,  to  these speci f ic  issues 

that  are ra ised here at  the Commission,  there wou ld have 

been d iscussions about  i t  to  say,  there are issues that  have 

been ra ised,  there are concerns about  these th ings and she 

would g ive that  d i rect ion to say,  no,  I  am sat is f ied about  

these th ings,  th is  mat ter  wi l l  go on.   I f  there has to  be a  

takedown,  the takedown must  go on.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You see,  f rom the evidence,  le t  us take 

the Mokwele mat ter ,  that  i t  has appearances,  we have not  

made any f ina l  decis ions,  but  concessions made by the 20 

wi tnesses.   There seems f rom those concessions to be an 

acceptance that  there were  shortcomings in  the 

invest igat ions.   At  least  one area,  there were shortcomings 

in  the invest igat ions.  

 The quest ion tha t  i t  prompts for  me is  where was  
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the Head of  Invest igat ions when there were these bad 

shortcomings,  these ser ious shortcomings,  and the  mat ter 

gets J50 issued,  people get  a rrested and they go to court .   

Where was the Head of  Invest igat ions when th is  happened,  

where a poor ly  invest igated case lends at  people  get t ing  

ar rested and people get t ing to court .   Even before  that ,  i t  

lends at  a  decis ion to prosecute.  

 Now,  f rom your answer,  i t  i s  s t i l l  not  c lear  to  me 

that  th ings got  that  bad because the Head of  Invest igat ion  

was missing in  ac t ion fo r  reasons that  you g ive.   Or,  look at  10 

the parameters o f  my powers,  my posi t ion.   I  cannot  do  

more than te l l  the,  forget  that  I  d id  not  te l l  the ID maybe,  

but  i f  you look at  my cont ract ,  I  cannot  do more than just  

saying,  ID,  th is  invest igat ion is  poor,  the mat ter  is  no t  ready 

to go to court  and she makes the decis ion.  

 Because i f  that  is  the case,  i t  may wel l  be that  

recommendat ions or  thought  must  be g iven to how do you 

g ive the Head of  Invest igat ions more power or  ensure that  

in  the i r  cont ract ,  they get  to  make determinat ions about  

invest igat ions and they are the ones t hat  s ign of f  to  the ID 20 

to say,  yes,  I  am happy wi th  the invest igat ion and unt i l  

there is  that  s ign of f ,  the ID may not  approve,  may not  g ive  

a decis ion,  or  may not  s ign of f .  

 I  am t ry ing to get  you to assist  us in  answer ing that  

k ind of  quest ion.   I  must  say that  in  your  answer,  the way 
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you have answered i t ,  I  have not  got ten the k ind of  

assistance that  I  am looking fo r  or  the answer  to  my 

quest ion.  

MR SESOKO :    I  understand,  Commissioner.   The real i t y  of  

the mat ter  is  tha t  th is  invest igat ion was d i rected f rom the 

ID 's of f ice,  not  f rom my of f ice.   A l l  decis ions re lat ing to i t  

were d i rected f rom her of f ice,  inc luding the takedown.   I  

learned of  i t  a f ter  the fact .   When,  in  normal  c i rcumstances,  

when you conduct  a takedown,  you s i t  in  a meet ing,  d iscuss 

how the takedown would look l ike,  whether  there is  a 10 

warrant  of  arrest  to  be appl ied for  or  J175,  a l l  those issues.   

That  was not  the case in  th is  speci f ic  mat ter .   So,  i t  was an 

unusual  s i tuat ion ,  and I  th ink tha t  is  the best  way I  can 

answer you,  Commissioner.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Would you consider ,  as an appropr ia te  

suggest ion that  I  put  to  you,  that  the system,  the st ructure,  

has to be such that  the ID should  not  be immersed in  the 

invest igat ions,  should not  be d i rect ing invest igat ions,  

because,  u l t imate ly,  people must  sat is fy  her  when she 

makes h im/her,  when they make the decis ion now,  as they 20 

are empowered to do,  s tar t ing  wi th the  28(13) ,  the ID 

should be s i t t ing  as a neut ra l  par ty,  so to speak,  where 

others come and persuade her ,  we need a 20(13) ,  and then 

she can in terrogate what  they are doing at  that  point  and 

then they go and do thei r  work.   Now she must  author ise an 
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invest igat ion.    

 She should not  have been involved in  the process 

of  d i rect ing,  go f ind th is ,  go f ind that ,  because,  u l t imate ly,  

when they come to her ,  in  th is  case,  because i t  was fo r  a 

28(1) ,  she must  look at  i t  wi th  a f resh eye,  wi th  an unbiased 

eye,  i f  you l ike.   The same for  a l l  the var ious stages that  

she must  author ise.   I t  i s  a ,  would you consider  i t  an  

appropr ia te suggest ion that  the I D should,  in  fact ,  be  

insulated f rom al l  o f  that ,  so that  by the t ime she is  requi red  

to exerc ise the  statutory powers of  being the u l t imate 10 

decis ion -maker on the d i f ferent  s teps,  she looks a t  th ings 

wi th a new eye and an unaf fected eye?  

MR SESOKO :    Commissioner,  I  agree tota l ly .   In  fac t ,  most  

of  our  mat ters,  that  is  how they have been conducted.   She 

would come at  the very ta i l  end,  and,  as I  sa id,  when those 

meet ings happen to d iscuss,  where now the  team says the 

mat ter ,  the invest igat ion is  comple te,  n ow we are ready to 

enro l .   That  i s  how,  in  most  mat ters,  i t  would have 

happened,  except  for  th is  one.  

ADV POOE :    Maybe the except ion suggests that  i t  should  20 

be an ent renched posi t ion,  in  respect  of  which no ID has an 

opt ion to deviate,  and there is  no except ional  mat ters,  

because a l l  mat ters that  come to IDAC must  meet  the 

cr i ter ia ,  so there cannot  be except ional  and sensi t i ve  

mat ters that  only the ID should look at .  
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MR SESOKO :    That  is  correct ,  Commissioner,  and that  i s  

what  mot ivated me to c reate the c ase in tegr i t y .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   Par t  o f  the concern you have 

ra ised,  or  an explanat ion  that  you have g iven,  for  not  

escalat ing th ings to the NDPP, you shrugged your  

shoulders,  and we have heard evidence as wel l  that  where 

mat ters have been escalated to the then NDPP, then,  there  

was no good outcome out  of  i t ,  and people seem to have 

ended up in  worse posi t ions than they were  before they 

lodged the compla int .    10 

 How do you suggest  to  f i x  for  that  k ind of  problem?  

Is  i t  again a mat ter  of ,  wel l ,  i t  is  about  the in tegr i ty  of  the 

people that  you appoint ,  o r  i t  is  a  problem in th is  scheme 

that  we have,  where you have IDAC fa l l ing under the NPA,  

and u l t imate ly the NDPP is the  one that  people must 

escalate th ings,  but  the NDPP has a work ing re lat ionship 

wi th the ID because they a l l  be long to the  same 

organisat ion.  

 Is  that  the problem,  and does,  in  your  v iew,  the  

appointment  of  the judge,  IDAC judge,  and whatever h is  20 

terms of  reference are,  c reate a  d i f ferent  p lay ing f ie ld  than 

what  you had when i t  was just  I D and NDPP? 

MR SESOKO :    Commissioners,  I  th ink,  unfor tunate ly,  the 

issue of  the judge came much la ter ,  even though i t  was 

provided for  in  the leg is la t ion.   I  th ink i t  took t ime to be 
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implemented.   I  would venture to  say that  had i t  been in  

p lace much ear l ier ,  some of  these issues would have been 

ra ised wi th the of f ice of  the judge,  and maybe there  would  

have been in tervent ions much ear l ier .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Do you say that  because of  the terms of  

reference of  the judge?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.   Remember,  the jud ge would  look at  

compla ints,  even by IDAC staf f ,  po l i t ica l  in ter ference,  

whatever  compla ints they might  have in  re lat ion to how 

IDAC is run,  and,  of  course,  even publ ic ly  about  the  work of  10 

IDAC.  So I  th ink people would have fe l t  even more 

empowered to take the mat ters to  the IDAC judge.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

CHAIRPERSON :    We are le f t  wi th  only,  subject ,  o f  course,  

to  whether  there  are other  issues you wish to ra ise,  Ms 

Phooe,  we are basica l l y  le f t  wi th  one page.  

ADV POOE :    Chai r ,  perhaps can the w i tness read in to the  

record the remainder of  h is  statement?  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

ADV POOE :    And that  way,  what  can remain,  i f  any,  af ter  20 

the –  sorry,  Chai r .   The look that  you gave,  I  was not  sure 

what…  

CHAIRPERSON :    No,  no,  no.    P lease do not  –  I  do not  

want  to  ment ion the counsel 's  name,  but  do not  p lay  that  on 

me.   He a lways t r ies to  read my face and make conclusions.   
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[Laughter ]  

ADV POOE :    No,  I  wi thdraw the remark,  Cha i r ,  that  

perhaps what  wi l l  remain wi l l  be a couple of  c lar i t y -seeking 

quest ions and some probat ive quest ions on some of  the 

aspects of  o ther  wi tnesses '  ev idence.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  Ms Phooe.   Can you p lease 

conclude reading your statement?  

MR SESOKO :    Thanks,  Chai r .  

“ I  consider  i t  important  that  the  

Commission should not  conclude tha t  10 

IDAC is,  as an inst i tu t ion,  compromised.   

IDAC has some st ructures,  capab le and 

commit ted people,  and good processes.   

There is  a lo t  o f  work that  has been done 

by col leagues at  IDAC,  which shows how 

commit ted they are to the f ight  against  

corrup t ion. ”  

CHAIRPERSON :    You le f t  out  good.   There is  a lo t  o f  good 

work.   

MR SESOKO :     20 

“There is  a lo t  o f  good work that  has been 

done by col leagues at  IDAC,  which shows 

how commit ted they are to the f igh t  

against  corrupt ion.   I  would l ike to  refer  

the Commission  to the in fo -graphic  
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marked Annexure MS13,  which g ives a  

summary of  mat te rs deal t  wi th  by IDAC as 

they re late to  sta te capture.   My evidence 

concerns the manner in  which a par t icu la r  

set  of  mat te rs was handled,  which,  in  my 

v iew,  was an out l ier  and n ot  the ins t i tu t ion  

as a whole.   For  the reasons set  out  

above,  I  recommend that  the in take and 

select ion process conta ined in  the  

operat ional  manual  and case select ion  10 

cr i ter ia  be fu l l y  operat ional ized,  inc luding  

a s ingle designated in take point  and case 

in take commit tee.    

That  p rocess was designed precise ly t o  

guard against  d i f f icu l t ies that  have ar isen,  

to  ensure  that  case select ion is  object ive ,  

audi table,  and defensib le,  and to insulate  

the ID f rom al legat ions of  target ing or  

se lect ing cases w i thout  proper basis.   Had 

th is  been operat ional ized,  many of  the  20 

concerns I  have descr ibed would have 

been avoided.   I  make th is  statement  in  

order  to  p lace my account  o f  these 

mat ters and of  IDAC processes before the  

Commission. ”  
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Mr Sesoko,  there in  paragraph 66 you 

ta lk  about  operat ional iz ing the manual .   Do you not  need 

more than just  operat ional iz ing i t?   Because I  mean,  that  is 

qui te  a sof t  posi t ion to take,  and i t  is  s t i l l  subject  to  human 

conduct .   You can get  another  ID who s imply ignores i t .   Is 

the solut ion not  that  i t  becomes par t  o f  the  set  of  

documents which  are pol ic ies and protocols,  and i f  you do 

not  comply,  there wi l l  be consequences?   

 Because as mat ters stand,  I  understood f rom an 

ear l ie r  d iscussion that  there does not  seem to  be any 10 

repercussions for  noncompl iance wi th the  manual .   But  i f  

you do have repercussions,  be i t  d isc ip l inary act ion,  i t  does 

not  necessar i l y  have to be cr imina l  prosecut ion.   But  i f  you 

t reat  i t  as par t  o f  your  pol i cy  documents or  protocols,  

whatever  name you g ive i t ,  and i t  is  c lear  that  i f  you do not  

comply,  i s  not  tha t  a posi t ion you should be advocat ing fo r?  

MR SESOKO :    I  would agree,  Commissioner,  that  I  th ink  

the manual  ex istence is  not  s t rong enough in  that  area in  

terms of  consequences and I  th ink  a l ready,  as I  sa id,  that  

there are d iscussions about  i t ,  that  there must  be an 20 

improvement  to  i t  so that  everyone compl ies wi th i t s  

provis ions wi thout  except ion.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And there is  consequences.  

MR SESOKO :    There is  consequences.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I f  you do not  comply.  
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MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  a l l  r ight  and then last ly  f rom me,  

in  paragraph 65,  you say ‘my evidence at  the end’ ,  you say:  

“My evidence concerns the manner i n  

which a par t icu lar  set  of  mat te rs was 

handled,  which in  my v iew was an out l ie r  

in  the inst i tu t ion as a whole. ”  

I  must  confess that  I  am outs ide IDAC, but  the b i t  that  we 

have heard f rom other  wi tnesses,  I  would be very caut ious,  

and I  th ink I  would suggest  you are too,  being ins ide as 10 

Head of  Invest igat ions,  about  h ow far  th is ,  which  you cal l  

an out l ie r ,  goes.   We have become aware of  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence mat ters because General  Mkhwanazi  held a  

media conference.   I t  resul ted in  a Commission of  Inqui ry.  

 The quest ion that  I  would ask is ,  wel l ,  how far  does 

th is  go?  What  e lse are you not  aware of?  For  example,  

you have not  spoken to what  Mr Raphesu test i f ied to,  that  

there is  an invest igat ion,  about  a R50 mi l l ion that  was 

supposed to be taken by Genera l  Lushaba,  and he says 

when he cal led you about  i t ,  you d id not  know  anyth ing  20 

about  i t .   So you do have an idea of  what  is  happen ing,  but  

maybe in  fact  the  reset  that  IDAC is doing should inc lude a  

real  deep enqui ry  in to how far  does th is  go.   What  e lse was 

being invest igated?   

 Because that  is  a quest ion that  I  ask mysel f  as a  
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Commissioner,  that  we have had evidence here,  but  what  

e lse was being invest igated of f  the  books,  that  you wi l l  not  

f ind on record of  Cr ime Inte l l igence?  What  e lse was the ID 

involved wi th?  What  was Mr Perumal  involved w i th other  

than what  we now know?  So my suggest ion would be to be  

caut ious about  what  we know is  the out l ier .   Maybe i t  i s  

worse than that  and unt i l  you have sat is f ied yourselves that  

th is  i s  a l l  there was that  has come out  of  the Commission,  

you should be more caut ious wi th that  s tatement .    

 I  th ink there is  cause to be concerned.   How bad is  10 

i t?   Is  th is  a l l  that  we have seen and that  is  the end of  i t?   I  

have no reason as I  s i t  here to th ink that  is  a l l  there is .  

MR SESOKO :    And I  understand,  Commissioner,  f rom your 

own posi t ion .   I  am speaking f rom what  I  understand f rom 

ins ide.   As I  sa id that  there are 137 mat ters represent ing 88 

percent  of  our  work,  which I  be l ieve may not  be ta inted by  

these issues.   So my statement  of  an out l ier  s tems f rom 

that .   I t  does not  take away the fac t  that  we have to rev iew.   

There is  an agreement  wi th in the organisat ion that  we have 

to rev iew a l l  our  mat ters and be sure that  there is  noth ing 20 

that  we have missed and i f  there is  in just ice that  would 

have happened,  i t  is  corrected.   That  i s  the posi t i on of  the 

NDPP.  That  is  the posi t ion of  the leadership.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.   Thank you.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Mr Sesoko,  before th is  last  engagement  
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by Commissioner Baloyi ,  my co -Commissioner engaged you 

on what  you consider  to  be necessary and there was a 

d iscussion on pol ic ies and how st rong the wording of  that  

is ,  in  par t i cu lar  wi th  regard to consequences.   I  just  want  

your  comment  on th is .   I  have no idea what  we wi l l  

recommend in  the end.   I t  may e i ther  be a cont inuat ion of  

an inst i tu t ion cal led IDAC, or  i t  may be a to ta l l y  d i f ferent  

inst i tu t ion.   I  do not  know.   Or the k i l l i ng of  any such 

inst i tu t ion a l together .    

 But  on the assumpt ion that  something s imi lar  to  10 

IDAC, were,  depending on the acceptance of  our  

recommendat ions,  to  cont inue to exist ,  do not  you th ink i t  

would be bet te r  i f  the processes would actual ly  get  legal  

force f rom an Act ,  whether  i t  is  the NPA Act  o r  whatever  

other  Act .   So the  Act  i tse l f  speci f ica l ly  p rovides that  such a 

process document  should be created.   And having  i ts  fo rce  

f rom an Act  of  Par l iament ,  i t  would be less l ike ly that  i t  

would be f louted at  whim or  at  wi l l  by whoever the head wi l l  

be.   Of  course,  human beings,  being what  they are,  they wi l l  

f lout  laws,  which  is  why,  for  example,  we have cr iminal  20 

t r ia ls  a l l  the t ime.    

 We have administ rat ive chal lenges against  s tate  

funct ionar ies,  and so they wi l l  f lout  the law.   But  I  th ink i t  

wi l l  g ive more force  to have i t  p rov ided fo r  by the ac t  i tse l f ,  

and not  of f ic ia ls  s i t t ing down,  craf t ing thei r  own document  
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as they p lease,  and of  the i r  own accord.   What  is  your  

comment  on that?  

MR SESOKO :    Chai r ,  my comment  is  that  I  th ink i t  wi l l  be a  

good idea that  IDAC wi l l  have operat ional  regulat ions.   In 

my previous envi ronment  in  IPID,  that  is  what  we d id once,  

because I  was involved in  the development  of  that  IPID Act .   

But  we ensured that  there are a lso  regulat ions regulat ing  

the operat ions.   So once they have the force of  regulat ion,  

then i t  enforces a l l  these issues that  we spoke about .   

CHAIRPERSON :    And is  i t  the Act  i tse l f  tha t  says there  10 

must  be…  

MR SESOKO :    There must  be a regulat ion,  which ta lks to  

the operat ions.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Ja,  i t  is  exact ly  something s imi la r  that  I  

have in  mind.   Depending,  of  course,  as I  say,  on what  our  

u l t imate recommendat ions are wi th regard to IDAC.  

ADV POOE :    Chai r ,  I  assume you agreed that  we take the 

lunch adjournment .  

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight .   Let  us adjourn and come back 

at  quarter  past  two.   Let  us adjourn .  20 

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  Ms Pooe?  

ADV POOE :    Thank you,  Chai r.   Mr Sesoko,  there are a  

couple of  issues that  I  wanted us to go back to in  your  
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s tatement ,  and I  wi l l  t ry  to  do so themat ica l l y  so  we can 

move quick ly.   The f i rs t  is  shor t ,  and i t  re la tes to your 

Annexure MS01.   Just  to  note,  Commissioners,  that  there 

was a mistake wi th the label l ing of  the annexures,  and there  

I  take fu l l  responsib i l i ty.   You wi l l  see i t  s ta r ts  wi th  MS01,  

and then the next  is  MS1,  but  we propose to leave i t  l ike  

that .   A l ternat ive ly,  we wi l l  go 1.1 ,  but  for  now,  i f  we can 

turn to  MS01,  and i t  i s  just  a  c la r i ty -seeking quest ion  

regard ing th is  document .   This document  seems to be 

d iscussing the secondment  of  invest igators f rom IPID to the  10 

ID,  cor rect?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  that  is  correct .  

ADV POOE :    And when regard is  had to i t ,  I  th ink i t  then 

l is ts  the ind iv idua ls to  be seconded.    

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .    

ADV POOE :    And then one of  the annexures to i t  i s  that  l i s t  

o f  cases that  is  at tached as Annexure G to th is .   What  we 

wanted to unders tand is ,  as fa r  as  the dockets them selves 

and the movement  of  those dockets f rom IPID to the ID or  

IDAC as i t  now is ,  what  in fo rmed that?  Because th is  largely  20 

just  speaks about  the secondment  of  the invest igators.    

MR SESOKO :    Chai rperson and Commissioners,  my 

understanding of  MS01 is  that  i t  records the  

correspondence between the former ID and the then act ing  

Execut ive Di rector  o r  Di rectors,  ac t ing Execut ive Di rectors,  
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both Mr Senne and Mr Setsedi ,  but  i t  records a l l  o ther  

d iscussions that  happened,  inc luding the issue of  the 

handover of  the dockets.   At  the t ime when th is  happened,  I  

was in  IPID.   I t  was before my secondment  to  IDAC or  ID.    

ADV POOE :    A l l  r ight .   So you were not  involved in  these 

del iberat ions?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes.   So the  del iberat ions happened 

between the two,  the act ing head and the  head of  ID at  the  

t ime,  Advocate Cronje.   My understanding is  that ,  as I  

test i f ied ear l ie r,  that  upon the proc lamat ion by the President  10 

of  ID,  when the  ID then,  which  is  IDAC now,  star ted 

operat ing,  the f i rs t  th ing  that  the Invest igat ing D i rector  at  

the t ime,  Advocate Cronje,  d id was to wr i te  le t ters to  the  

DPCI and to IPID to request  the handover of  a l l  the dockets 

that  were re lated to state capture mat ters,  that  were re lated 

to Mpat i  and the Nugent  Commission as per  the 

proclamat ion,  but  a lso requested the invest igators who were 

work ing on these mat ters because the ID at  the t ime d id not  

have i ts  own resources.    

 So they re l ied on secondment ,  or  as the DPCI  20 

cal led i t ,  duty  reassignment  of  these invest igators  to  the ID,  

and that  i s  how al l  these mat ters  landed in  ID.   So there 

were a number of  cases that  were opened when there was a 

lo t  o f  d iscussion  about  the state capture and the Guptas.   

There were a lo t  o f  dockets tha t  were opened by c iv i l  
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society,  by pol i t ic ians,  and so for th.  

 So once the ID was establ ished,  then Advocate  

Cronje asked for  a l l  those mat ters as long as they t raversed 

the issues that  were being t raversed at  Zondo to come to 

the ID.   Now that  l is t  come as a resul t  o f  mat te rs  that  were  

in  IPID and were deal t  wi th  at  Zondo.    

ADV POOE :    A l l  r ight ,  thank you.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Are those the only cases that  came over 

in to IDAC,  the ones that  were t raversed,  that  ra ised issues,  

a lso touched upon?  And when you say issues,  I  take i t  you 10 

mean facts  that  re lated to  these dockets that  a re  now in  

IPID.   The same facts arose in  the  commission,  in  Zondo 's 

Commission or  commissioning to state capture,  is  that  what  

you mean when you say they t raversed those issues?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  Commissioner.   So as  I  unders tand i t ,  

the invest igat ing  Di rector  at  the  t ime,  Advocate  Cronje,  

author ised in  re la t ion to what  they cal led secur i t y  sector  at  

that  t ime,  mat ters ,  author ised a l l  mat ters that  re lated to the 

test imony of  Robert  McBr ide at  the Zondo Commission,  but  

as wel l  as a l l  p rocurement ,  a l leged procurement  cor rupt ion 20 

that  is  a l leged to  have happened wi th in the SAPS and CI  

and the State  Secur i ty.   So i t  was sor t  o f  an  a l l -

encompassing author isat ion.  

ADV POOE :    Thank you,  Mr Sesoko.   Then can we p lease 

move on to,  le t  us deal  wi th  your involv ement  in  the CI -
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re la ted mat ters.   Now in your statement ,  the f i rs t  inc ident  o r  

the f i rs t  occasion  of  your  involvement ,  you note the  6 t h  of  

December as the  f i rs t  t ime,  and th is  i s  when Mr Raphesu 

cal l s  you.   Is  that  correct?   

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .    

ADV POOE :    And you then say that  he cal led you asking 

assistance to speak to General  Jacob regard ing handing 

over  dockets.    

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV POOE :    Now,  in  your  test imony ear l ie r,  you ind icated 10 

that  you d id not  know anyth ing about  the  invest igat ion,  and 

what  you d id was assume that  the invest igat ion was 

author ised.    

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .    

ADV POOE :    Why d id you make that  assumpt ion and not  

check before mak ing the cal l?    

MR SESOKO :    Chai rperson,  I  th ink,  as I  sa id ear l ie r,  that  I  

would not  expect  an invest igator  to  ask fo r  Chief  Perumal  to  

inst ruct  someone to ask for  a docket  f rom the SAPS i f  a  

mat ter  i s  not  author ised in  IDAC.   So that  i s  why I  had 20 

assumed that  i t  must  have been author ised.    

ADV POOE :    On your test imony,  you had ind icated that  

there had been sor t  o f  two occasions where invest igat ions 

were author ised in  the ID 's off ice ,  and you then f ind out  

about  them as a by - the-way or  af ter  the fact .   In  th is  
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instance,  you would have known noth ing,  and you were 

requested or  you were going to ca l l  a  General  to  hand over  

dockets,  in  fact ,  o f  l ive invest igat ions,  and you d id  noth ing 

by  way of  ver i f y ing,  which means i f  Mr Raphesu,  for  

example,  was out  on a l imb and not  se ized wi th an  actual  

invest igat ion,  you would not  have k nown.   You would have 

par t ic ipated in  h im acqui r ing dockets in  a  process that  

potent ia l ly  was not  author ised.    

 I  guess I  am t ry ing to understand why you would  

take such a massive step,  because i t  is  not  l ike you are  10 

speaking to  a normal  person.   You are ta lk ing to General ,  

the head of  IG,  the Inspectorate,  sorry,  and asking  h im to  

hand over  dockets where in  a mat ter  you know absolute ly  

noth ing about .  

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  t rue.   In  re t rospect ,  maybe I  should  

have asked f i rs t ,  but  I  th ink i t  is  a lso a t rust  issue.   I  d id  not  

expect  that  an invest igator  would ask fo r  a docket  wi thout  

any author isat ion.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can I  just  ask something about  th is?   

Your answer fo r  me would hold i f  a t  th is  point  you were 20 

aware that  there is  an invest igat ion  that  i s  being  conducted,  

and so when Raphesu cal ls  you,  you would,  I  th ink,  

reasonably assume,  of  course,  I  know about  th is .   Not 

assume,  you wou ld say,  of  course I  know about  th is ,  and 

then reasonably assume that  he is  asking because he has 
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been sent  by Perumal .   You have no reason to doubt  that .   I  

can understand on those facts.    

 I f  you d id not  know as of  the 6 t h  of  December ‘24  

that  something is  happening,  is  being done re lat ing to 

Cr ime Inte l l igence,  and then you have a jun ior,  I  ca l l  h im a  

jun ior  only to  say he is  not  the ch ief  invest igator,  he cal l s 

you and he says fac i l i ta te th is .   I f  you d id not  know what  he 

is  te l l ing  you at  that  point  i s  Perumal  i s  conduct ing an 

invest igat ion that  you know noth ing about ,  and at  th is  point  

Perumal ,  Chief  Perumal  reports to  y ou at  th is  point .  10 

 So i f  you d id not  know,  i t  does not  make sense,  i t  i s  

cur ious in  the absence of  an explanat ion that  you do not  

ca l l  Perumal  and say what  is  th is  that  I  hear  about  before I  

do anyth ing to get  dockets re leased.   I  am your boss,  you 

report  to  me,  and then have Perumal  te l l  you i t  is  in  the ID 's 

off ice,  then maybe at  that  point  you say,  wel l ,  in  tha t  case I  

wi l l  not  in ter fere.   That  would make sense.   As I  say,  the  

a l ternat ive is  you knew something  was happening and that  

is  why,  and that  you have been exc luded f rom i t ,  and that  i s  

why you respond the way you do to  Raphesu.   Can you just  20 

expla in that?   

MR SESOKO :    Ja.   Commissioners,  I  th ink my act ions at  

the t ime were main ly based a lso  on my d iscussion wi th  

Raphesu,  and in  terms of  how the  inst ruct ion came and so  

for th,  but  I  a lso took a v iew that  I  would take i t  up wi th  
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Chief  Perumal ,  which I  subsequent ly  d id.   But  at  that  point  

in  t ime,  I  must  admi t ,  I  d id  not  ca l l  h im immediate ly.   I  am 

not  qui te  sure,  Commissioners,  because i t  is  qui te  a whi le .   

I  th ink we might  have spoken much la ter  on that  day wi th  

Chief  Perumal .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    But  you would  probably have act ioned 

a l ready,  but  i f  you are speaking la ter  in  the day,  the  

quest ion real ly  i s  before you act  on  something l i ke th is ,  and 

we have had evidence that  says actual ly  on the 6 t h  i t  was 

very busy.   People were very busy.   That  is  the day that  I  10 

th ink sect ion 28(13)  was issued.  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    There was c lear ly  lo ts of  act iv i ty  in  the 

off ice.   And unless you were not  in  the off i ce,  i t  is  d i f f icu l t  

to  understand tha t  you would not  have been aware,  even i f  

you are not  c lose ly involved,  but  that  you were complete ly 

unaware that  th is  is  brewing,  th is  is  happening.   And then 

f i rs t ly,  as a fact ,  that  you are not  aware at  a l l  a t  a l l .   You 

are the second in  command.   People report  to  you.   And 

then Raphesu cal ls  you,  and you deal  wi th  i t  so compl iant ly  20 

on your statement .  

 Obviously,  he cal l s  you because he th inks you know 

something about  th is ,  you are involved wi th th is ,  you a re 

the head of  invest igat ions.   Then you are compl iant ,  you 

fac i l i ta te wi thout  asking any quest ions.   I  do not  understand 
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that .   What  makes sense to me,  and le t  me put  i t  to  you so 

that  you can comment ,  what  makes sense to me is  at  the 6 t h  

o f  December when Raphesu cal l s  you,  you had an idea.   

You must  have had an idea of  what  –  you may have 

d isapproved,  you may have decided to d is tance yoursel f  

f rom i t  for  the  reasons that  you have g iven and any other  

reason,  but  the p ictu re that  th is  creates is  you must  ha ve 

been aware that  something about  Cr ime Inte l l igence 

invest igat ions was going on and I  wi l l  just  do what  they ask 

me to do,  and I  do not  want  any par t  to  i t .   What  do you say 10 

to that?   

MR SESOKO :    Commissioner,  i f  that  was the case,  I  would  

have conceded to i t .   As I  sa id ,  and I  th ink even Mr 

Raphesu would have test i f ied to the fact  that  when he spoke 

to me,  he real ised that  I  was not  aware of  i t .   So I  was not  

aware of  i t .   Yes,  I  d id  fac i l i ta te,  and in  fact ,  i f  my memory 

serves me wel l ,  a t  the t ime whe n I  spoke wi th  General  

Jacob,  because that  date was on a Fr iday and General  

Jacob would have ind icated tha t  he must  come on a 

Monday,  Mr Raphesu.   So my th ink ing at  the t ime was that  I  20 

wi l l  then fo l low up wi th Chief  Perumal  about  th is  mat ter.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.    

ADV POOE :    And i f  we can then move on chrono logica l ly  

about  what  happened next .   You then speak about  the 

meet ing that  was convened by the  ID and the repor t  to  the 
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Min iste r  of  Pol ice .   To deal  wi th  that  one,  I  am going to ask 

that  we look  at  Fi le  10 at  page 251.   Maybe just  to  in t roduce 

the document  i tse l f .    

 This is  an aff idav i t  by Ms Ramsamy that  she says 

she,  the purpose of  i t  was to deal  wi th  the events.   This was 

around when Mr Raphesu was being charged wi th having 

leaked in format ion,  and so she d id an aff idavi t  about  what  

she knew sur rounding those events and i t  was 

commissioned,  I  th ink,  on the 3 r d  o f  March.   My apologies,  i t  

is  dated 1 Apr i l  2025.    10 

 Now,  i f  we can then go to paragraph 6.18.   You wi l l  

see there,  I  do not  propose to  read the ent i re  paragraph,  

but  i f  you look at  the last  sentence,  goodness,  I  rea l i se that  

i t  might  –  the who le paragraph might  be the sentence.   So i t  

just  says:  

“On 16 January  2025,  there was a 

scheduled meet ing wi th a Deputy 

Di rector,  Senior  Invest igator  B inang,  and 

mysel f  in  the ID 's off ice on another  

mat ter.   A f ter  that  meet ing  was 20 

concluded,  I  asked the ID i f  I  may see 

her  pr ivate ly on  another  mat ter.   The 

other  par t ies were excused.   I  then asked 

the ID i f  the designat ion had been 

extended to Bel lochun for  Divers ion And I  
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expla ined why,  as per  paragraph 6.16.   I  

expressed my concern af te r  the ID 

in formed me that  she was not  aware that  

Bel lochun was par ty to  that  consul ta t ion.   

The ID then sent  an  emai l  to  a l l  

designated members and the Head of  

Operat ions,  Mr  Sesoko,  for  a 

presentat ion to take p lace on the 22 n d  o f  

January 2025,  And I  was to ld to  note my 

concerns in  the presentat ion. ”  10 

Do you recal l  an emai l  o f  th is  nature f rom the ID?   

MR SESOKO :    No,  Chai r.   I  cannot  par t icu lar ly  reca l l .   As I  

sa id in  my statement  that  there were a number of  meet ings 

that  were cal led,  some of  which  I  cannot  remember the 

contents thereof ,  but  i t  is  possib le that  there was such an 

emai l .    

ADV POOE :    Yes,  and th is  meet ing,  the one that  happens 

on the 22 n d  i s  the  one that  you are referencing at  paragraph 

36 of  your  statement .   Do you recal l  in  your  test imony you 

conf i rmed that  you suspect  that  th is  would have been the 20 

meet ing of  the 22 n d  o f  January?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes.    

ADV POOE :    Now,  the day before that  meet ing,  Advoc ate  

Ramsamy then emai ls  the presentat ion,  and for  that ,  we 

need to go to page 216 in  the same f i le  tab.   Do you have 



    6 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 155 

Page 121  o f  169  

 

 

i t?    

MR SESOKO :    Yes.    

ADV POOE :    You wi l l  see there that  Ms Ramsamy,  on the  

19 t h  o f  January at  12:54,  emai ls  to  you and the  ID the  

presentat ion in  quest ion,  and in  the body of  her  emai ls ,  she 

says:  

“My apologies for  emai l ing over  the 

weekend.   The presentat ion  is  due 

tomorrow,  and the team are engaged in  

var ious tasks.   At tached for  your  10 

perusal . ”  

So in  th is  instance,  you were not  copied .   This was sent  to  

you,  th is  p resentat ion.   Do you recal l  i f  you read i t  pr ior  to  

the meet ing?   

MR SESOKO :    I  cannot  par t icu la r ly  recal l ,  but  obviously,  i f  

i t  was sent ,  I  would have looked at  the presentat ion,  and i t  

probably would have fo rmed par t  o f  the meet ing of  the 22 n d .  

ADV POOE :    Okay.   And in  instances where  you are sent  

these k ind of  presentat ions regard ing th is  would be the p lan 

for  what  is  termed Operat ion Divers ion,  what  is  your  ro le in  20 

those c i rcumstances?   

MR SESOKO :    Wel l ,  normal ly,  you  expect  that  there  wi l l  be  

a presentat ion by the team on the mat ter  that  i s  being 

invest igated,  whether  there are decis ions that  have to be 

taken in  re lat ion  to that  invest iga t ion or  not .   And i f  i t  is  
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ca l led by the ID,  i t  is  normal ly  because the ID wants to  g ive 

speci f ic  d i rect ions in  that  invest iga t ion.  

ADV POOE :    When you say the  ID would g ive speci f ic  

d i rect ions,  in  th is  meet ing,  a re you a lso not  engaged in  

these types of  meet ings?   

MR SESOKO :    No,  no,  there wi l l  be engagement  by 

everyone in  the meet ing.    

ADV POOE :    So you wi l l  be an act ive par t ic ipant?   

ADV POOE :    Yes,  everyone wi l l  par t i c ipate,  but  normal ly  i t  

wi l l  be the  team i tse l f .   So the team wi l l  present  and say 10 

what  the i r  v iews is  about  the case,  where they are about  the  

case and i f  there are issues that  we as management  want  to  

ra ise in  re lat ion to that ,  then we wi l l  ra ise those issues.   I f  

there are issues of  concern that  are ra ised there,  they wi l l  

be d iscussed,  and then there wi l l  be then a decis ion in  

terms of  how to move fo rward wi th  those mat ters.  

ADV POOE :    So your ro le is  to  be there as management  

and to deal  wi th  issues that  ar ise in  those meet ings?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes.    

ADV POOE :    A l l  r ight ,  and then so because th is  was sent  to  20 

you in  preparat ion of  th is  meet ing,  you would  have read,  so  

by  th is  date,  you would know of  th is  Operat ion Divers ion?  

You would now know?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  now I  know.  

ADV POOE :    A l l  r ight .   Now let  us go in to the presentat ion.    
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Before you go to the presentat ion,  can I  

say,  Mr Sesoko ,  that  th is  emai l  o f  the 19 t h  o f  January,  which  

is  addressed to you and the ID,  but  in  fact ,  i t  is  preceded,  

as we have seen,  by an inst ruc t ion by the ID that  you 

should  a lso be emai led about  a  presentat ion.   What  i t  

suggests is  that  at  th is  point ,  the ID had not  excluded you 

f rom these mat ters,  as covered in  the presentat ion a t  least .   

She had not  excluded you.   Otherwise,  she may wel l  have 

taken the mat ter.  

 I t  is  an ID mat ter  in  the way that  you descr ibed i t ,  10 

wi thout  going through the process in  the manu al ,  wi thout  

engaging you.   She took the mat ter  on,  but  as of  the 19 t h  o f  

January 2025,  she qui te  c lear ly,  and in  fa i rness to her,  

whatever  e lse she does that  is  wrong,  in  fa i rness to her,  

she has not  excluded you at  th is  point .   And as you are 

going to be d iscussing the presentat ion,  you par t i c ipate in  

that  meet ing.   You descr ibe that .   You say to Ms Pooe that  

everybody gets to  par t ic ipate.   We get  to  express our  v iews.    

 So what  we know and what  we must  conclude f rom 

th is  is  that  at  the  la test ,  19 January  2025,  you are involved 20 

in  these mat ters,  in  th is  p ro ject  tha t  is  ca l led Divers ion and 

the ID at  th is  poin t  has not  excluded you.  

MR SESOKO :    Ja.   Chai r,  I  would  not  descr ibe i t  as being  

involved.   I  would say I  am aware now that  there  is  th is  

mat ter,  because remember that  what  happens is  the emai l  is  
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sent  to  me,  yes,  and then there is  going to be a meet ing.   

My expectat ion is  that  that  is  when I  am going to get  more 

deta i ls  about  th is  mat ter  and as to what  are the issues in  

re lat ion to th is  mat ter.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ja.   I  suppose you and everybody e lse  

that  d id not  know anyth ing that  was in  th is  presentat ion 

would f ind out  at  th is  meet ing,  at  th is  presentat ion,  what  

th is  i s  about ,  which you do.    

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You do,  and we wi l l  get  there.   At  th is  10 

point ,  I  am making the s imple po int  that  af ter  tak ing the  

mat ter  f rom wherever she got  i t ,  and we have had a long 

debate about  how th is  mat ter  lands wi th the ID,  but  having  

taken that  mat te r  on the 19 t h  o f  January,  but  in  fac t  ear l ier  

than that ,  when she g ives an inst ruct ion that  you should be 

inv i ted,  a presentat ion should be prepared,  and you should  

be inv i ted,  and then as of  the 19 t h  o f  January,  you are par t  

o f  th is ,  however i t  p lays out  la te r.   We are not  yet  a t  how i t  

p lays out .   This te l ls  us she had not  excluded you.    

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  at  th is  point .  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    And you do receive the presentat ion.    

MR SESOKO :    I  do.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    You do look at  i t .   In  prep of  that  

meet ing,  you look at  i t .   I f  you d id not ,  i t  is  a  cho ice  that  

you made,  but  i t  is  g iven to you to look at ,  so you do get  to  
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become fami l iar  wi th  what  is  supposed to be d iscussed 

come the 22 n d  o f  January.   That  i s  correct?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  thank you.    

ADV POOE :    Then before we get  in to the presentat ion,  I  

just  want  to  note one th ing.   In  that  aff idavi t  f rom Ms 

Ramsamy,  she notes that  on the  16 t h ,  Advocate Johnson 

had asked for  your  inc lus ion,  sa id  there wi l l  be a meet ing 

and a l l  o f  those who are designated would be there as wel l  

as yoursel f .   You recal l  that?  That  is  what  we read ear l ie r.   10 

Do you recal l  that?   

MR SESOKO :    No,  I  do not  recal l  that .   I  am not  sure.   Are  

you saying I  was par t  o f  that  conversat ion?   

ADV POOE :    No,  I  am not  saying you are par t  o f  the  

conversat ion.   I  am saying that ,  do  you recal l  when we read 

that  paragraph,  that  what  Ms Ramsamy was expla in ing was 

that  on the 16 t h  …[intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  yes.  

ADV POOE :    Advocate Johnson was asking for  your  

inc lus ion in to th is  meet ing …[ intervenes] .  20 

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  yes,  that  …[ in tervenes] .  

ADV POOE :    Where th is  operat ion  would be d iscussed?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  I  have seen that ,  yes.  

ADV POOE :    Yes.   Now,  you wi l l  note,  I  just  want  you to  

note that  th is  p resentat ion was in i t ia l l y  p repared by Chief  
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Perumal ,  and when Chief  Perumal  sends that  presentat ion,  

he is  the one actual ly  who excludes you,  and i t  is  Advocate  

Ramsamy who then sends i t  to  the team, inc luding  yoursel f  

and Ms Johnson.   I t  is  one of  your  invest igators.  

MR SESOKO :    Okay.    

ADV POOE :    Now,  and I  just  want  us just  to  note that ,  to  

just  note that  fo r  now.    

MR SESOKO :    Okay.  

ADV POOE :    Now,  le t  us go in to  the actual  presentat ion.   

This is  at ,  s t i l l  in  Fi le  10.   I t  is  then basica l l y  two pages 10 

down at  page 218.   You wi l l  see there is  an in t roduct ion that  

deals wi th Cr ime Inte l l igence.   My apologies,  i t  s tar ts  wi th,  

the cover page says Operat ion Divers ion.   The in t roduct ion 

deals wi th Cr ime Inte l l igence and that  they are p lagued wi th 

corrupt ion and a l legat ions which  threaten,  they say,  the 

count ry 's  nat ional  secur i ty.  

 So i t  is  a l l  there  in  that ,  but  what  I  want  to  draw 

your at tent ion to  is  the background sect ion.   And in  that  

sect ion,  you wi l l  see that  they deta i l  the aff idavi t  that  was 

received in  te rms of  sect ion 27 and then i t  no tes the  20 

a l legat ions that  IDAC was to in i t ia te invest igat ions in to.    

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV POOE :    I t  is  a  f ic t i t ious housebreaking inc ident  and 

then there is  the  procurement  of  a  fork l i f t  us ing CI  Covid  

funds.   There  is  promot ions or  appointment  (g rat i f i cat ion  to  
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speci f ic  senior  managers)  and i t  goes on about  abuse of  

Covid funds to,  and then ment ions the purchase of  p roperty,  

the PKTT,  and the  use of  the funds to pay fo r  hote ls.    

 Now,  you would be reading th is  and then learn ing  

about  the nature of  the th ings that  IDAC was to invest igate,  

and on the face of  i t ,  some of  them do not  appear to  fa l l  

under IDAC's mandate.   I  wi l l  draw an example to the  

procurement  of  a  fork l i f t ,  for  example.   That  i s  poin t  two of  

the a l legat ions.   When you are reading those and you are 

seeing what  appears to  be th ings that  on the face o f  i t  do 10 

not  fa l l  wi th in the mandate,  what  goes through your m ind?   

MR SESOKO :    Commissioners,  my v iew at  the t ime,  the 

presentat ion is  not  normal ly  a deta i l .   So the meet ing would  

g ive a deta i l .   So I  honest ly  d id no t  ra ise eyebrows wi th i t ,  

wi th  the understanding that  when we get  to  the meet ing,  we 

wi l l  get  to  understand what  th is  invest igat ion is  about .  

CHAIRPERSON :    But  d id you then get  that  deta i l  a t  the  

meet ing?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes.   As I  had test i f ied ear l ie r,  Chai rperson,  

that  when the team members expla ined what  i s  a l leged 20 

here,  how i t  was presented was that  there is  cor rupt ion,  

manipulat ion of  processes,  there  is  i ssues of  gra t i f icat ion  

and so for th.   So those were th ings that  were d iscussed in  

the meet ing that  then just i f ied why the mat ter  was in  IDAC.   

But  a lso,  fo r  me,  i t  was because the ID had author ised i t ,  I  
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d id  not  quest ion much about  what  is  being presented would  

be something that  does not  necessar i l y  fa l l  wi th in the 

mandate.    

CHAIRPERSON :    But  the issue was about  the mandate  

i tse l f ,  and as I  understand i t ,  the substance of  the quest ion  

by  Ms Pooe is  whether  a l l  these indeed fe l l  under the 

mandate,  and tha t  quest ion cannot  be answered pure ly by  

the ID having author ised what  was going on.   The quest ion 

of  the mandate is  a legal  quest ion,  answerable in  te rms of  

the statutory mandate.  10 

 So I  am not  sure  that  what  you say answers that  

par t  o f  Ms Pooe's quest ion.   Chai r,  as I  am saying  that  at  

the t ime,  based on what  was presented,  that  is  how I  

understood i t ,  that  what  the team members were present ing 

to say what  is  a l leged and what  i s  being invest igated would  

then,  the offences would then fa l l  w i th in the IDAC mandate.    

CHAIRPERSON :    And Ms Pooe speci f i ca l l y  refers  to  the  

procurement  of  a  fork l i f t  and she suggests to  you that  that  

could not  possib ly  have fa l len under IPID 's  mandate.   You 

say a l l  the quest ions were answered.   Was that  quest ion or  20 

that  issue answered?  That  speci f ic  issue …[ intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    I f  my memory serves me wel l ,  

Commissione rs  …[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    I f  so,  how?  I f  so ,  how?  Because unless,  

for  example,  you are able to  say there is  f raud,  there is  



    6 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 155 

Page 129  o f  169  

 

 

corrupt ion,  or  there is  cor rupt ion insofar  as the procurement  

was concerned,  i f  there was not  corrupt ion in  re lat ion to  

that  p rocurement ,  then i t  would have been an offence fa l l ing  

under IDAC's mandate insofar  as there is  p rovis ion fo r  

cer ta in speci f ied statutory offences,  but  those,  at  least  on  

our  in te rpretat ion thus fa r,  those should be addi t ional  

re lated offences and we in terpret  the addi t ional  re lated to 

be addi t ional  and re lated to the other  offences spec i f ied as 

fa l l ing  under IDAC's  mandate.   So Ms Pooe is  suggest ing to  

you that  the procurement  of  the fork l i f t  could not  possib ly  10 

have fa l len under IPID's mandate.  

MR SESOKO :    Commissioners,  as  I  remember what  was 

presented at  the t ime,  the issue o f  the fork l i f ts ,  i t  was not  

one fo rk l i f t ,  what  I  remember.   I t  was a number of  fork l i f ts ,  

and th is  i r regular  procurement  was a l leged to have cost  the  

SAPS mi l l ions.   So …[ interven es] .   

CHAIRPERSON :    I t  is  not  the amount  that  would make an 

offence fa l l  under  IPID's mandate.   I t  is  nature  in  te rms of  

what  the Act  p rovides fo r.   I t  is  not  the magni tude of  the 

amount  involved.  20 

MR SESOKO :    Commissioners,  my unders tanding 

…[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Or do you not  agree?  

MR SESOKO :    My understanding at  the t ime was that  

…[intervenes] .  



    6 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 155 

Page 130  o f  169  

 

 

CHAIRPERSON :    Do you not  agree?  Do you not  agree to 

the proposi t ion I  have just  made,  that  i t  is  not  just  the 

magni tude of  the  amount  involved?  Becau se that  is  what  

you said in  response to my last  quest ion.    

MR SESOKO :    Commissioners,  how I  understood i t  is  that  

i t  fa l ls  wi th in the  mandate  in  the context  of  f inancia l  o ffence 

as provided for  in  the Act ,  and a lso the fact  that  the 

amounts involved a lso.   So when I  looked at  i t ,  or  a t  least  

f rom what  the presentat ion was made,  I  understood i t  in  that  

context  and I  d id  not  quest ion why i t  is  not  in  our  mandate.   10 

There were debates about  i t ,  but  u l t imate ly i t  was set t led  

that  i t  was wi th in mandate.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Am I  mistaken?  Why do I  seem to  recal l  

that  the ment ion has been of  a fo rk l i f t ,  s ingular?  You are 

ta lk ing about  many fork l i f ts .   I  am not  aware that  that  is  the  

evidence.   Everybody has been ta lk ing about  fork l i f t ,  

s ingular.  

MR SESOKO :    Ja .  

ADV POOE :    Chai r,  even the presentat ion ind icates i t  is  a  

fork l i f t .    20 

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

ADV POOE :    And even what  is  on  evidence,  i t  is  a  fork l i f t  

and i t  cost  around about ,  I  th ink i t  was about  200 and 

something thousand.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Have a look at  page 222.   The very f i rs t  
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bu l le t  on that  page,  the procurement  of  a  fork l i f t ,  and 

indeed that  accords wi th my reco l lect ion of  the evidence 

throughout  th is  IDAC st ream of  test imony.   So you say a 

huge amount  was involved because there were severa l  

fork l i f ts .   So your  point  about  severa l  fo rk l i f ts  and therefore 

a huge amount  of  money fa l l s  away.   I t  is  just  one fo rk l i f t .  

MR SESOKO :    I  see what  is  in  the presentat ion,  

Commissioner.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

MR SESOKO :    I  am ta lk ing about  what  was presented,  as I  10 

recal l  i t .    

CHAIRPERSON :    But  how can that  be?  How can i t  be that  

when the test imony of  everybody,  inc luding Advocate  

Johnson and your other  co l leagues,  everybody has been 

ta lk ing about  one fork l i f t ,  how could  they at  the presentat ion 

have spoken about  many fo rk l i f ts?  I  am inc l ined not  to  

bel ieve that  there  ever  was such a presentat ion,  Mr Sesoko.  

MR SESOKO :    Chai r,  I  may be mistaken,  but  that  is  how I  

recal l  i t .    

CHAIRPERSON :    I f  you are wrong,  would there be a basis  20 

for  having thought  that  th is  fe l l  under IDAC’s mandate?   

MR SESOKO :    No,  i t  would not .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  Ms Pooe?  

ADV POOE :    Thank you,  Chai r.   I  recal l  that  when 

Commissioner  Khumalo asked Advocate Johnson what  does 
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the procurement  of  a  fork l i f t  that  was not  del i vered have to  

do wi th IDAC’s mandate,  she too could not  expla in .   Now,  

whi le  we are dea l ing wi th th is  meet ing,  le t  us leave aside  

the aspects of  the  27 referra l .    

 One of  the th ings,  major  th ings tha t  happens in  th is  

meet ing is ,  and you note that  a lso  in  your  aff idavi t ,  is  the 

issue around report ing to the Min ister  comes up,  and in  

par t icu lar,  the ID ind icates that  she would do so th rough the 

off ice of  the Chief  o f  Staff ,  Mr Nkab inde.   Is  that  correct?   

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .    10 

ADV POOE :    And when that  happens,  you then ind icate to  

her  that  i t  is  no t  a good idea because Mr Nkabinde is  

compromised,  r ight?   

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV POOE :    A l l  r ight ,  and then the ID asks fo r  in fo rmat ion 

re lated to th is .  

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV POOE :    And then you agree that  you would  provide 

th is  in format ion.  

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .    20 

ADV POOE :    What  d id you understand that  she would do 

wi th th is  in format ion once obta ined?   

MR SESOKO :    That  she would  a ler t  the Min ister  and the  

advisor  to  the Min ister,  Advocate . . . [ ind ist inct ] .    

ADV POOE :    And to your knowledge,  was that  the only  
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th ing that  was in tended wi th th is  in format ion?   

MR SESOKO :    Wel l ,  a t  the t ime o f  the meet ing,  that  was 

what  was said,  but  subsequent ly,  when I  provided her  wi th 

the in format ion,  then she inst ructed that  the  Senior  

Invest igator  Padayachee should look in to those a l legat ions.    

ADV POOE :    And on what  basis would Senior  Invest igator  

Padayachee be looking in to those mat ters?   

MR SESOKO :    Chai r,  I  assumed that  because they have 

been ra ised and the documentat ion that  I  have shown or  

g iven to her  that  come f rom analys ts show that  there is  that  10 

col lus ion.   I  must  hasten to say,  as I  have ind icated in  my 

statement ,  that  th is  i s  a mat ter  what  I  re fer  to  as the b lue 

l ights invest igat ion.   A s I  understood,  before I  even went  to  

IDAC,  that  there was a considerat ion to charge Mr Nkabinde 

re lated to that  mat ter  on what  was d iscovered dur ing that  

invest igat ion.    

 However,  the DDPP responsib le for  that  mat ter  at  

the t ime took a  v iew that  they should not  inc lude that  

because as I  understood,  there was an addi t ion  to the  

accused before and there was a fear  that  when they add 20 

fur ther  accused,  they might  face a 34(2) (a)  appl icat ion by 

the Defence.   So they d id not  want  the mat ter  to  be  

removed f rom the court  ro l l  and the v iew that  was taken at  

the t ime was that  the mat ter  wi l l  be deal t  wi th  la ter  outs ide  

of  the b lue l ights invest igat ion.    
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ADV KHUMALO SC :    Mr Sesoko,  in  the normal  course,  

IDAC and NPA,  they account  to  the Min ister  of  Just ice.    

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Did you not  f ind i t  odd that  the ID is  

report ing back to the Min ister  of  Pol ice in  re lat ion to 

ongoing invest iga t ions where the Min ister  of  Pol ice is  not  

the compla inant?   Because by the t ime you went  to  the 

meet ing,  you must  have known that ,  accord ing  to the 

presentat ion,  Mr Adams is  the compla inant .   So d id you not  

f ind i t  odd that  you are now assist ing the ID to repor t  to  the 10 

Min ister  of  Pol ice  on mat ters that  have noth ing to do wi th 

h im?  And is  that  not  in ter ference in  IDAC mat ters?   

MR SESOKO :    Wel l ,  Commissioners,  i t  would  seem l i ke  

that .   However,  a t  the t ime,  because I  th ink she would have 

ment ioned that  there was a le t ter  f rom the Min ister,  then I  

th ink i t  was the  context  why she had to report  to  the 

Min ister.   That  i s  how I  understood …[ intervenes] .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  assuming there was a le t ter  f rom 

the Min ister,  do you not  f ind i t  odd that  the ID,  the IDAC, is  

report ing to the Min ister  of  Pol ice on ongoing invest igat ions 20 

when he is  not  the compla inant?  The compla inant  is  Mr  

Adams.   So why does IDAC report  to  the Min ister  o f  Pol ice  

on ongoing invest igat ions?   

MR SESOKO :    Commissioners,  in  ret rospect ,  I  rea l i sed that  

maybe I  should have ra ised that ,  but  I  d id  not  ra ise i t  and 
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maybe i t  should not  hav e been the case.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And you assisted.   I t  is  not  a quest ion  

of  just  you not  ra is ing i t .   I t  is  a  quest ion of  you saying,  

actual ly,  le t  me assist  you.   Let  me get  you that  on  

Nkabinde to show the Min ister  that  he is  not  the person we 

should be report ing th rough.    

MR SESOKO :    My v iew,  Commiss ioners,  a t  the t ime was 

that  based on the h isto ry that  I  know of  Nkabinde,  I  was 

worr ied about  that  communicat ion that  goes through Mr 

Nkabinde.   So tha t  is  how I  looked at  i t .    10 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    My issue is  that  your  wor ry is  

misplaced.   Your  worry should have been,  why are we 

report ing to  the  Min ister  of  Po l ice on ongoing IDAC 

invest igat ions?   

MR SESOKO :    I  take that .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Forget  who h is secretary or  whose 

Chief  o f  Staff  is .   We should not  be  report ing to the Min ister  

of  Pol ice on ongoing invest igat ions where he is  not  even the  

compla inant .   The compla inant  is  Mr Adams.    

MR SESOKO :    I  take the point ,  Commissioner.  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    What  you d id is  you opened a l ine of  

invest igat ion in  re lat ion to Mr Nkabinde,  which you la ter  

compla in about ,  and you say you subsequent ly  learned that  

a 41(6)  or  a 28(13) ,  I  cannot  remember which is  wh ich,  has 

been author ised in  re lat ion to the leak to Mr Nkabinde.    
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MR SESOKO :    I  am not  sure I  understand.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    The invest igat ion to f ind out  what  

cases Mr Nkabinde is  involved in  and that  report  which you 

at tached to your statement ,  you came up wi th that  because 

you said you do not  t rust  Mr Nkabinde,  he is  d ishonest .   

The ID then said to  you,  f ind in format ion fo r  me,  which you 

then d id and you submit ted to her.    

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And as a resul t  o f  that ,  somebody 

to ld Mr Nkabinde,  we do not  know who,  that  IDAC is 10 

invest igat ing h im.  

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    The domino effect  o f  that  is  that  the  

41(6)  in  re lat ion  to one of  your  co l leagues was then 

author ised,  which  you say is  unlawfu l .    

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes.   So you set  i t  in  mot ion?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  in  a way i t  appears l i ke that .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ja.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ja,  may I  just  a lso ra ise my concern 20 

about  th is ,  that  you became compl ic i t  to  an invest igat ion 

in to Nkabinde,  because there is  now an invest igat ion 

because you said  what  you d id,  but  you par t i c ipate  in  that  

invest igat ion because you go and f ind in format ion on 

something that  you volunteered.   You are the one that  
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vo lunteers i t  and then there is  an invest igat ion,  but  that  

invest igat ion is  not  founded on anyth ing in  the Act .   The 

invest igat ion,  there is  no compla int ,  there is  noth ing,  but  

you are a l l  happy to invest igate Mr  Nkabinde on the back of  

what  you have said and you do not  have a problem wi th  

that .    

 You are the second in  charge.   You do not  say,  

hang on,  I  was just  shar ing fo r  purposes of  communicat ion.   

Because i f  that  is  a l l  you were doing as the one who holds 

the ru les and who should be ho ld ing your people,  your  10 

invest igators,  to  your  manual  and to your ru les,  you in  fact  

become compl ic i t  in  an invest igat ion in to Mr Nkabinde.   And 

f rom where I  am s i t t ing,  i t  is  no  d i f ferent  f rom what  Mr  

Perumal  has been doing,  which is  conduct ing invest igat ions 

or  par t i c ipat ing in  invest igat ions that  do not  comply wi th  

your manual ,  that  actual ly  do not  have a basis in  your  Act .    

 Because th is ,  which you are now invest igat ing  

about  Mr Nkabinde,  i t  does not  ar ise  f rom the Act .   I t  does 

not  and in  that  way,  you put  yoursel f  in  a  posi t ion where you 

are no bet ter  than what ,  in  fact ,  Ms Johnson does on th is .   20 

You are just  as l iab le or  should be just  as l iab l e on th is .   I f  

i t  is  a  point  o f  c r i t ic ism that  an invest igat ion was conducted 

on Mr Nkabinde,  i t  appl ies equal ly  to  you.   Do you want  to  

comment?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  Commissioner.   As I  sa id ear l ie r,  that  
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the issue of  Mr  Nkabinde was par t  o f  the  b lue  l ights 

invest igat ion.   Now,  at  the t ime,  as I  have ind icated,  that  

the DPP that  was responsib le fo r  mat ter  had parked that  

issue.   Now,  the idea when she inst ructed Mr Padayachee 

that  he must  look in to the  mat ter,  in  my own understanding,  

would have been the ex tension of  that  invest igat ion on the  

b lue l ights.   But  as i t  turned out ,  because of  what  happened 

in  re lat ion to the a l legat ions of  the  leak,  my understanding 

is  that  even that  issue was never taken up.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I t  cannot  be that  you bel ieved that  i t  is  10 

an extension of  that  invest igat ion.   The DDPP has taken a 

posi t ion how he is  going to handle that  mat te r.   This 

invest igat ion ar ises on your words,  and I  th ink  Ms 

Ramsamy's words.   I t  is ,  the ID says,  f ind me debt  on th is  

person.   I t  is  not ,  i t  is  in  fact  an invest igat ion for  u l ter ior  

purposes,  not  for  the or ig inal  purpose of  the b lue l ights.   I t  

has noth ing to do wi th that .  

 I t  has to do wi th,  he gave the ID heebie - jeebies.   I  

cannot  th ink of  another  word,  sorry.   Ms Ramsamy said that  

is  what  the ID sa id,  I  do not  l i ke th is  guy,  he gave me the  20 

heebie - jeebies,  and then you say,  oh,  do not  actual ly  send 

stuff  to  h im because I  do not  t rust  h im,  and then she says 

f ind me stuff  about  h im.   That  has noth ing to do wi th your  

b lue l ights invest igat ion,  and you  must  accept  that .   I t  is  

because the ID is  looking for  something on h im that  wi l l  



    6 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 155 

Page 139  o f  169  

 

 

enable,  accord ing  to her,  warn the Min ister  that  do not  t rust  

h im.   So,  I  am sor ry,  the answer is  not  –  your  exp lanat ion  

now that ,  wel l ,  i t  was a resusci ta t ion,  i t  i s  not ,  tha t  is  not  

what  happened here.   Can we p lease accept  that?   

MR SESOKO :    Commissioner,  I  would concede based on 

what  you are saying to me now,  bu t  at  the t ime,  that  is  how 

I  honest ly  looked at  i t .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Maybe le t  me ask you a last  quest ion.   

At  th is  point ,  what  was the nature of  your  re lat ionsh ip wi th  

the ID that  hopefu l l y  provides an explanat ion  of  your  10 

posture when she is  doing c lear ly  th ings that  are  wrong?  

Because i t  is  wrong,  th is  invest iga t ion,  and that  i s  not  me 

saying there was no mer i t  in  the b lue l ights th ing that  you 

have decided to park against  h im.    

 I  am ta lk ing about  here what  I  say  the mot ive had 

noth ing to do wi th the b lue l ights,  had wi th how she c la ims 

he made her  fee l ,  but  a lso now she wants to  warn the  

Min ister.   For  you not  to  say to the ID,  no,  that  is  wrong,  we 

should not  be doing that ,  and you are the second in  

command at  th is  point .   Your invest igators report  to  you.   20 

What  i s  the nature of  your  re lat ionship at  th is  point?    

MR SESOKO :    We have a lways had a good re lat ionship 

wi th the ID.   I  cannot  say that  the re lat ionship was st ra ined 

or  anyth ing at  tha t  point  in  t ime.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Noth ing that  p recluded you say ing to  
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her,  maybe we should not  do th is?  This invest igat ion now 

that  we are star t ing,  I  was being hel pfu l  on ly for  purposes 

of  communicat ion,  but  now that  you are speaking about  

invest igat ing h im,  I  th ink i t  is  wrong,  i t  does not  comply wi th  

our  law,  i t  does not ,  i t  is  not  ant ic ipated in  our  mandate.   

Noth ing stopped you saying that  to  her?   

MR SESOKO :    Noth ing stopped me saying i t  and I  d id  not  

say i t .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  thank you.    

ADV POOE :    And then just  on the last  th ing on th is  point ,  I  10 

just  want  us to  go back to Ms Ramsamy's aff idavi t  a t  page 

252,  at  paragraph 2.27.   6 .27,  my apologies.   You  wi l l  see 

there that  Ms Ramsamy gives a recol lect ion of  a l l  the th ings 

that  t ranspi red and who then was assigned to do what  in  

re lat ion to th is  Nkabinde mat ter.   You wi l l  see she star ts  by  

saying that  you began expla in ing the IP h istory of  Nkabinde 

and a l l  the events leading to Nkabinde's res ignat ion.   She 

said:  

“Mr  Sesoko fur ther  ind icated there  was a  

case where t ranscr ip ts were avai lab le  20 

f rom Nkabinde 's t ime in  IPID and asked 

Raphesu about  th is  and to share  i t  wi th  

a l l  o f  us.   He a lso asked Raphesu about  

a case,  I  cannot  recal l  the  exact  

acronym, KMP or  KGP.   Raphesu then 
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repl ied that  he would send same.”   

And these are mat ters that  were dur ing your t ime at  IPID.   

Is  that  correct?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  that  is  correct .    

ADV POOE :    And i t  seems unre lated to the b lue l ights?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes.    

ADV POOE :    A l l  r ight .   So those are the f i rs t  set  of  

documents you are going to provide  to Advocate Johnson?   

MR SESOKO :    No,  the documents that  I  was going to  

provide was what  came f rom the data analyst .  10 

ADV POOE :    Yes,  that  comes up la ter.    

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV POOE :    So th is  one you had asked Raphesu about  

th is  and that  he must  share  those t ranscr ip ts wi th  

everyone?  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  that  was in  re lat ion to the KGP mat ter  

where there was a credib i l i ty  f ind ing against  Nkabinde.   Y  

ADV POOE :    es,  so what  I  want  to  show you is  that  i t  was 

not  only that  Mr  Whi te report ,  there was more that  was 

shared about  Mr  Nkabinde.   So that  is  the f i rs t ,  i t  is  the  20 

t ranscr ip t  and do you recal l  anyth ing about  the  KMP or  KGP 

mat ter?   

MR SESOKO :    I t  is  KGP.    

ADV POOE :    That  too was supposed to be shared?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  that  re lates to  the t ranscr ip t .    
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ADV POOE :    Okay.   Then i t  says that :  

“Fur ther  d iscussion ensued by Sesoko 

inc luding the fact  that  there is  current ly  a  

case in  cour t ,  b lue l ights,  where 

Chabala la is  a prosecutor  and B inang is  

the IO and there were l inks to  Nkabinde. ”  

So th is  one is  the  one that  …[ intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  th is  one I  was referr ing to.    

ADV POOE :    And so that  i s  the one wi th the anal ysts were  

supposed to provide the report  and that  you provided.    10 

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV POOE :    Okay.   Now,  i f  we move on in  th is  aff idavi t ,  

you wi l l  see that  at  paragraph 6.39,  Ms Ramsamy expla ins 

that :  

“On the same day,  Sesoko contacted me 

te lephonical l y  ind icat ing that  he was on 

h is way to the of f ice and wanted to see 

me.   When I  went  to  h is  off i ce,  I  found 

B inang and Chabala la.   The d iscussion  

was about  Whi te 's  report .   Chabala la  20 

ind icated that  a stand -a lone prosecut ion  

case can ensue and B inang can sta r t  

f ina l i s ing the invest igat ion.   Sesoko 

ind icated that  he d id not  want  any of  the  

IPID invest igators  to  deal  wi th  th is  mat ter  
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and that  a neut ra l  IDAC invest igator  

should pursue the  invest igat ion. ”  

So i f  you consider  the del iberat ion that  you just  had wi th 

the Commissioners,  i t  i s  c lear  tha t  you were steeped in to  

th is  invest igat ion in to Mr Nkabinde …[ intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  we …[ intervenes] .  

ADV POOE :    And you were having meet ings to see how you 

can then fur ther  i t .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  for  me,  i t  was the issue of  fu r ther ing 

what  had been parked in  re lat ion to  the b lue l ights mat ter.    10 

ADV POOE :    But  you are not  fur ther ing i t  because i t  was 

parked in  the b lue l ights mat ter.   I f  that  was the case,  then 

i t  would have emanated f rom a d iscussion wi th the  team,  

wi th Invest igator  B inang,  Chabala la,  whoever would have 

been the DDPP in that  instance.   This f lows d i rec t ly  f rom 

your meet ing w i th the ID where you had expressed 

suspic ion about  Mr Nkabinde.    

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  i t  is  t rue.   I t  f lowed f rom that  

…[inte rvenes] .  

ADV POOE :    Yes,  so you are not  fu r ther ing that  20 

invest igat ion.   This i s  a complete ly d i f ferent  invest igat ion  

that  s tems f rom the ID 's off ice.    

MR SESOKO :    I  d id  not  look at  i t  that  way.   I  looked at  i t  as  

tak ing fur ther  that  b lue l ights invest igat ion.    

ADV POOE :    I  want  to  make reference to one more th ing.   
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I f  we can go to page 245 of  Fi le  10?  

MR SESOKO :    245?   

ADV POOE :    Yes.   You wi l l  see there i t  is  WhatsApp 

exchanges.   My apologies,  243.   I f  we can just  go up?  You 

wi l l  see those are Wha tsApp exchanges between Ms 

Ramsamy and Advocate Johnson,  and there you wi l l  see 

that  before that  there is  communicat ion about  other  

prosecut ions that  were ongoing and then they ta lk  about  the  

Whi te report ,  which you assisted in  obta in ing.   Then i f  you 

go down,  you wi l l  see that  she then says to Ms Johnson:  10 

“Can Mr Sesoko and I  br ie f  you in  deta i l  

when you are avai lab le today on Monday 

to g ive you a fu l l  p ic ture?  There is  more 

than what  we actual ly  thought  and get  

d i rect ion because he was supposed to be 

cha rged on these th ings in  2019. ”  

Now,  when you consider  the chronology of  what  happens 

f rom when Mr Nkabinde 's name came up in  that  meet ing,  

what  i t  seems l ike happened is  that  Ms Johnson re ferred to  

Mr Nkabinde.   You may have at  the beginning innocent ly  20 

ind icated your concerns around Mr Nkabinde,  bu t  what  

fo l lows was an invest igat ion,  a fu l l -b lown invest igat ion and 

using invest igat ions that  were ongoing or  mat ters that  were  

ongoing in  IDAC in order  to  deal  wi th  Mr Nkabinde.    

MR SESOKO :    Chai r,  I  concede that  the way these 
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d iscussions and as that  WhatsApp message shows.   

Remember,  these issues were a l ready par t  o f  that  b lue 

l ights invest igat ion.   So the report  was a l ready there .   So i t  

was not  l ike there was noth ing that  was to be star ted in  

terms of  invest iga t ing,  at  least  based on the report  that  was 

a l ready there on the b lue l ights invest igat ion.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ms Pooe,  6.42 of  the aff idavi t .    

ADV POOE :    Thank you.   Let  us go to 6.42 where Ms 

Ramsamy says:  

“Sesoko proceeded to expla in to  the ID 10 

and Pe rumal  the l inks as per…” 

…[ intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    Sor ry,  6  point?  

ADV POOE :    42.   No,  Commissioners,  I  was to ld that  the 

witness’ f i le  b roke and so th is  is  why i t  takes s l ight ly  longer 

to  get  everyth ing sor ted.    

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  I  am there.    

ADV POOE :    I t  says:  

“Sesoko proceeded to expla in to  the ID 

and Perumal  the  l inks as  per  the  20 

charts…”  

I  th ink i t  means chats:  

“…provided by Whi te.   There were 

discussions about  the invest igat ion that  

needs to proceed.   Perumal  ind icated 
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that  Bel lochun can cont in ue wi th the 

invest igat ion.   Sesoko stated the  

sent iments he shared in  the meet ing as 

per  paragraph 6.39.   The ID agreed and 

stated that  Padayachee would  then 

at tend to the invest igat ion. ”  

Can you see that?   

MR SESOKO :    I  see that .    

ADV POOE :    Now,  your involvement  cont inues af ter  th is  as 

wel l .   I f  you look at  what  happens at  paragraph 6.44:  10 

“On 30 January 2025,  Sesoko contacted 

me regard ing  the author isat ion 

documents fo r  the Nkabinde mat ter.   I  

sent  the ID a WhatsApp asking i f  that  

author isat ion should  be done in  te rms of  

which fo rm of  au thor isat ion.   ID advised 

me that  she wi l l  check and fu r ther  advise 

that  something te rr ib le  has happened And 

I  was not  to  d iscuss Nkabinde mat ter  wi th  

Raphesu or  Sesoko.   I  advised her  that  20 

my d iscussions on the mat ter  were 

l imi ted to hersel f ,  Perumal  and Sesoko, 

but  would cease communicat ing unt i l  I  

had spoken to her  personal ly. ”  

Now,  what  you w i l l  note there is  there is  a communicat ion  
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there about  author isat ions and how those would  be done.   

Now,  i f  th is  was an extensio n of  an ongoing invest igat ion,  

would i t  NOT be s imply an author isat ion in  terms of  that  

ex ist ing author isa t ion?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  that  is  what  i t  is  supposed to be and 

that  is  how at  least  I  understood i t  a t  the t ime,  but  I  see that  

she was asking about  author isat ion .    

ADV POOE :    In  fact ,  he is  saying you were asking about  

the author isat ion  document  on the Nkabinde mat ter.   So i t  

could not  have been an extension o f  those exist ing mat ters.    10 

MR SESOKO :    I  cannot  recal l  asking for  author isat ion.   I  do  

not  th ink I  would have asked fo r  author isat ion when I  knew 

that  the b lue l ights mat ter  has been author ised.  

ADV POOE :    Thank you,  and then I  just  want  to  put  one 

more th ing to you.   I f  you go back to your statement  and –  

my apologies,  no t  in  your  statement ,  Annexure MS7,  which 

is  an emai l  that  Mr Nkabinde sends to the invest igator,  Mr 

Mbalo,  and th is  is  when he was being asked to produce an 

aff idavi t  and th is  is  then h is response to Advocate Johnson.   

In  par t icu la r,  i f  we can have a look at  paragraph 1,  2,  3 ,  4?  20 

And he says:  

“What  I  was to ld was not  a surpr ise to me 

because I  knew i t  was based on jea lousy 

and hat red by Sesoko and h is team who 

were my former co l leagues in  IPID and 
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because of  our  past ,  which was on the 

publ ic  domain,  I  knew that  i f  indeed they 

had any genuine compla ints about  me,  

they would not  wai t  for  seven years 

because I  know I  am thei r  number one 

enemy.   So now,  because I  have got  a  

decent  job,  p lots of  such nature are 

star t ing.   When I  ca l led Advocate  

Johnson,  I  was a le r t ing her  of  a  p lot  

against  me not  to  lay a compla in t .   I f  I  10 

in tended to lay a  compla int ,  I  was going 

to  do so formal ly  in  wr i t ing. ”  

Now,  I  just  wanted to get  your  comment  to  that ,  because in  

my mind i t  is  e i ther  that  th is  whole invest igat ion was 

fur ther ing th is  –  Commissioner Baloyi ,  because of  the 

heebie - jeebies moment ,  I  now want  to  say th is  heebie -

jeebies re lated mat ters,  that  …[ intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  am sor ry,  I  could not  th ink of  a  bet te r  

one.    

ADV POOE :    The d iscomfor t  that  Advocate Johnson had, 20 

and now there is  th is  campaign to  deal  wi th  Mr Nkabinde.   

A l ternat ive ly,  could i t  be what  Mr Nkabinde says about  your  

re lat ionship wi th h im?  So I  just  want  to  put  i t  to you to 

respond,  because he says he th inks th is  campaign is  

because of  your  h is to ry wi th each o ther.  
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MR SESOKO :    Commissioners,  i t  is  t rue that  we have 

h istory wi th Nkab inde,  and I  am the one who removed h im 

f rom an invest iga t ion team af te r  we had found that  he was 

col lud ing wi th the suspects in  our  invest igat ion.   So i t  is 

understandable  that  f rom his  poin t  o f  v iew,  he th inks that  I  

had an agenda or  I  wanted to get  back at  h im for  some 

reason,  but  I  never had that  k ind o f  an agenda for  h im.   For  

me,  i t  has a lways been that  because of  what  I  knew and h is 

involvement  in  c r iminal i ty,  he had to be held accountable for  

i t .   That  is  a l l  what  was in  my mind at  a l l  g iven t ime.    10 

ADV POOE :    Thank you.   Then I  want  to  deal  wi th  another  

aspect  that  emerged f rom th is  meet ing,  and th is  is  a tasking 

that  was g iven to you in  re lat ion  to meet ing wi th  the IGI .   

Do you remember  that?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  yes.  

ADV POOE :    Maybe just  to  show you where that  emanates 

f rom,  i f  we can go to –  we wi l l  d isp lay i t  because I  do  not  

recal l  asking that  Fi le  11 be brought ,  but  we wi l l  just  d isp lay 

i t  on the screen.   Then i t  is  a lso  in  the supplementary  

statement  at  paragraph 16.   Ms Ramsamy's supplementary.   20 

I  wi l l  just  read f rom the supplementary,  which is  page 9 of  

her  supplementary statement ,  she says:  

“Af ter  she se t  out  the var ious 

invest igat ions,  Advocate Johnson said 

that  we are to  invest igate cor rupt ion,  
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PFMA vio lat ions and the Secret  Serv ice 

account .   Mr Sesoko was tasked wi th  

ar ranging a meet ing wi th the IGI ,  which 

did occur. ”  

And now th is  i s  in  re lat ion now to  Pro ject  Divers ion,  is  i t  

not?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  i t  was.   I f  I  remember wel l ,  they needed 

some documents  f rom IGI .   So I  was asked to arrange a 

meet ing wi th IGI .  

ADV POOE :    And I  th ink what  I  want  to  say wi th th is  is  that  10 

i t  speaks to your  involvement .   So i t  is  not  that  you are  

there passive ly,  i t  is  that  you are now b eing involved in  th is  

mat ter.   Can you see that?   

MR SESOKO :    I  see that .  

ADV POOE :    What  documents are  being requested,  or  do  

you recal l?    

MR SESOKO :    From my recol lect ion was that  the IGI  would  

have conducted some invest igat ion  and they needed some 

documents in  re lat ion to that .   So that  meet ing was about  

that ,  but  the IGI  ind icated that  they cannot  p rovide that  20 

in format ion.  

ADV POOE :    Excuse me,  the IGI  d id not  provide i t?    

MR SESOKO :    They cannot  p rovide that  in format ion .    

ADV POOE :    And was i t  on ly re lated to that?  Because i f  I  

recal l  correct ly,  Ms Ramsamy said she was a lso par t  o f  th is  
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meet ing.   Was i t  on ly about  the documents?   

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  how I  recal l  i t .    

ADV POOE :    A l l  r ight ,  thank you.   Now,  the next  aspect  I  

wanted to deal  wi th .   I f  we can go back to your statement ,  I  

th ink I  am done deal ing wi th the meet ing.   One aspect  I  

wanted to ask you about  in  re lat ion to the invest iga t ion in to 

th is  leak or  Mr  Nkabinde 's a l leged compla int ,  o r  rather  

Advocate Johnson's compla int ,  rea l ly.   Now,  what  develops,  

and th is  is  what  you test i f ied  to  ear l ie r,  i s  that  i t  then 

became c lear  that  i t  was not  on ly Mr Raphesu that  was 10 

being impl icated.   I t  was yoursel f  and Mr B inang who were  

being impl icated in  th is .    

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .  

ADV POOE :    For  what  reason was th is  being done?  I  can 

only imagine that  you have thought  about  th is  and you may 

know a reason why th is  i s  being done,  par t i cu lar ly  g iven the  

fact  that  you are  the person who ra ised these compla ints 

and obta ined these documents  that  were deal ing wi th Mr 

Nkabinde.   So i t  seems b izarre that  you would at  the same 

t ime be the leak.   So why do you th ink  th is  whole 20 

invest igat ion was being done against  Mr Raphesu,  yoursel f  

and Mr B inang?   

MR SESOKO :    Wel l ,  I  do not  real l y  understand why the  

invest igator  would ins inuate my involvement ,  because he 

says he received in format ion that  I  revealed something to  
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Mr B inang.   But  in  ret rospect ,  I  am th ink ing that  i t  must  

have to do wi th the fact  that  there  was a conf l i c t  between 

Mr Perumal  and Mr  Raphesu,  and therefore,  they just  

wanted to impl icate everyone tha t  is  former ly  f rom IPID.  

That  is  how I  thought  i t  could have been the reason,  but  I  

am just  speculat ing.    

ADV POOE :    Thank you.   Now,  I  want  to  just  deal  wi th  

another  aspect  re lated to your invo lvement  wi th th is  pro ject ,  

Operat ion Divers ion.   I f  we can go to the set  of  screenshots 

that  were provided by Ms Ramsamy?  Now,  I  do not  propose 10 

we go th rough a l l  o f  them because there are  many.  

Commissioners,  they would have been inser ted in to yo ur 

f i les,  Fi le  10,  and i t  should be at  the end of  Fi le  10.  

MR SESOKO :    10?   

ADV POOE :    Yes,  i t  would be page 405.   Commissioner 

Khumalo,  d id they not?  Yes.   I  th ink the one that  was 

inser ted in to your  f i les has paginat ion,  i s  the d i f ference.   

CHAIRPERSON :    You said we go to page 4 what?   

ADV POOE :    405.    

CHAIRPERSON :    405.   Thank you,  and my f i le  i s  a lso  20 

about  to  break.    

ADV POOE :    Cha i r,  maybe i t  is  a  s ign we must  stop.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  Ms Pooe.    

ADV POOE :    You wi l l  see there that  af te r  the  meet ing of  

the 22 n d ,  so the f i rs t  emai l  is  the one sent  on the 19 t h ,  but  
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you wi l l  see thereaf te r  that  at  least  f rom Ms Ramsamy's 

point  o f  v iew,  she star ts  copying you in  the emai ls  re lated to  

Pro ject  Divers ion.   You see that?  So the next  one on page 

406 is  re lated to the housebreaking.   That  would have been 

the Lushaba issue.    

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Maybe a correc t ion,  Ms Pooe,  i t  is  not  a  

copying,  i t  is  an address.    

ADV POOE :    Yes.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  as I  see i t .   i t  is  not  copied.   I t  is 10 

one of  the addresses.  

ADV POOE :    My apologies.   Yes,  th is  one is  addressed to 

you,  and i t  was in  par t i cu la r  in  re lat ion to statements and 

d iary ent r ies made by Mr Raphesu.   I f  you go to the next  

page,  you wi l l  see that  th is  was a lso addressed to you and 

Ms Johnson,  and th is  is  in  respect  of  the prosecutor 's  

inst ruct ions not  being taken or  taken as d is respect  by the 

invest igators.    

MR SESOKO :    Yes.    

ADV POOE :    And you,  as the head of  invest igat ions,  are  20 

a lso,  you get  th is  emai l .  

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .    

ADV POOE :    And I  am assuming she expects that  you deal  

wi th  i t  because Chief  Perumal  is  a subord inate o f  yours.   

You see that?  Now,  i f  you go on,  you wi l l  see that  the next  
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one is  in  re lat ion to a report .   And i f  I  am not  mistaken,  th is  

is  again the Lushaba mat ter.   I f  you cont inue,  you wi l l  see 

an emai l  …[ intervenes] .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    P lease keep g iv ing fu l l  numbers for  

the t ranscr ip t .   You keep saying the  next  one.    

ADV POOE :    My apologies.   At  page 407,  i t  is  the one in  

re lat ion to Ms Ramsamy's compla ints about  her  inst ruct ions 

being regarded as d isrespect  by the invest igators.   At  page 

408 is  a report  that  comes f rom Mr  Raphesu,  and there you 

were copied,  and th is ,  as I  understand,  was in  re lat ion to  10 

the Lushaba mat ter  where he had done a pre l iminary report .   

Then at  page 409,  you were  a lso copied in  an emai l  to  

Advocate Johnson re lated to the  SAPS Tembisa Hospi ta l  

tender.    

 And then at  page 410,  that  one I  want  to  deal  wi th  

because you wi l l  see in  the subject  mat ter  i t  says Divers ion 

ar rest ,  and th is  is  addressed to you f rom Advocate Johnson,  

where –  and,  Commissioners,  we wi l l  get  the fu l l  emai ls  

because th is  is  cut ,  but  here,  Advocate Johnson 

…[intervenes] .  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Maybe a lso put  the date on record.  

ADV POOE :    Yes,  th is  i s  on the 4 t h  o f  June 2025 at  09:24 

a.m.   Advocate Johnson says to you:  

“Sesoko,  I  asked Dylan to le t  me know 

when they wi l l  ar rest  as I  need to  in form 
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the NDPP.  He ind icated that  the  main 

accused is  on leave,  et  cetera,  and they 

might  push for  th is  af ternoon,  and le t  h im 

know that  I  do not  agree.   I  cannot  te l l  

the NDPP today that  we are ar rest ing 

today.   What  wi l l  our  u rgency be based 

on?  In  addi t ion,  the DPP is  not  a rubber 

stamp and should be g iven an 

opportuni ty  to  read the papers.   I  suggest  

we wai t  for  two weeks when the main 10 

accused is  back at  work and then 

proceed.   I  am also  aware that  accused 4 

is  not  in  Gauteng.   The team must  use 

the next  two weeks to determine exact ly  

where a l l  the accused are.   When we do 

ar rest ,  we should  be able to  p ick them al l  

up at  one go. ”  

Now,  again,  th is  does not  look l ike i t  is  sent  to  someone 

who is  not  in  the know.   This looks l ike  i t  is  sent  to  someone 

who is  par t  o f  the  team and par t  o f  what  i s  being done.  20 

MR SESOKO :    I t  is  cor rect  that  i t  looks l ike that  way.    

ADV POOE :    And can we then,  can th is  Commission take i t  

as a fact  that  you were then involved?   

MR SESOKO :    Commissioners,  these d iscuss ions d id 

happen,  and as you wi l l  see that  I  am in the emai l  
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…[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    P lease,  can you p lease answer t he  

quest ion d i rect ly?   Is  i t  so that  you were involved?   

MR SESOKO :    Ja ,  I  would concede that  I  was involved.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So your ear l ier  answer that  you only 

became aware af ter  the ar rest ,  that  was not  correct  because 

th is  emai l  says the ar rests are st i l l  to  happen and they are  

being p lanned.  

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  I  d id  not  say I  on ly became aware af te r  10 

the arrest .   I  sa id the takedown.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Is  that  not  the same th ing?   

MR SESOKO :    No,  no,  because there is  a p lanning on the 

takedown.   But  yes,  I  see f rom the emai l  that  I  was made 

aware that  there is  an in tent ion to ar rest .    

ADV POOE :    Then having accepted your involvement ,  I  d id  

not  th ink a lo t  o f  the correspondence makes sense because 

we know that ,  for  example,  when there was an issue wi th 

the Sect ion 27,  Advocate Serunye sends a message to you 

as wel l ,  saying  there  is  th is  issue of  the 27.   S imi lar ly,  20 

Advocate Ramsamy also sends a long explanat ion about  the 

sect ion 27,  and thereto you are a rec ip ient .   I  am just  going  

to go to i t .   I  th ink you were copied,  and that  is  at  page 402 

of  Fi le  10.   You wi l l  see the emai l  was sent  on the 9 t h  o f  

October 2025.   I t  says sect ion 27 referra l  i f  Adams in the  
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subject  l ine.    

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV POOE :    And you wi l l  see there she does a long 

explanat ion about  her  account  of  what  happened wi th the  

sect ion 27 refer ra l .   In  par t icu la r,  I  want  to  draw your  

at tent ion to 1.4,  where she says:  

“On the 10 t h  o f  June 2025 in  your  off ice 

where a meet ing  was held wi th mysel f ,  

Mr Sesoko,  Mr Perumal ,  Mr Padayachee,  

Mr Mlambo,  and Mr Char les,  I  ind icated 10 

that  we needed the documents  in  the  

fo lder.   A t  that  po int ,  we were a l l  packing 

to move off i ces.   You ind icated I  should  

text  you the fo l lowing day and that  you 

would look fo r  i t  through the  many 

boxes. ”  

And was th is  for  the arrest?  Because th is  happens around 

the t ime that  you were p lanning and d iscussing the ar rest  

under Operat ion Divers ion.  

MR SESOKO :    Ja,  I  th ink i t  would have been.   I  th ink i t  20 

would have been.    

ADV POOE :    Okay,  again,  i t  just  speaks to your  

involvement .   I  th ink now that  we know that  you were  

involved,  we can move past  th is ,  and there is  one other  

aspect  …[ intervenes] .  
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ADV KHUMALO SC :    4112,  maybe?  4112?   

ADV POOE :    41120.   Thank you,  Advocate Khumalo,  

Commissioner  Khumalo.   We can then just  cont inue wi th 

those.   There is  then another  emai l  that  is  sent  by Mr 

Raphesu in  re lat ion,  th is  i s  at  page 411,  in  re lat ion  to the  

chain of  co l lect ion for  the dockets  that  you assisted wi th.   

And then at  page 412,  you wi l l  see that  th is  i s  an emai l  that  

is  sent  to  you –  no,  actual ly  f rom you,  and there you had 

done a  Pro ject  Divers ion media statement  as  we are made 

to understand.   Do you recal l  that?    10 

MR SESOKO :    No,  I  cannot  recal l  that .    

ADV POOE :    A l l  r ight ,  we wi l l  obta in that  emai l  as  wel l  as  

the annexure.   And then at  page 413,  you wi l l  see you were  

copied on an emai l  in  re lat ion to the charge sheet  in  the  

Lushaba mat ter.    

MR SESOKO :    Yes.    

ADV POOE :    And th is  was an emai l  that  was sent  to  

General  Masemola in  June 2025,  on the 20 t h  o f  June 2025.   

Then at  page 414,  you wi l l  see tha t  as a ca lendar inv i te  for  

a meet ing on Pro ject  Divers ion and you were one of  the 20 

par t ic ipants.   At  415,  my apologies,  le t  me just  p lace the 

date on record.   I t  is  24 July at  07:05 a.m.   At  page 415,  

you were copied on an emai l  regard ing leg one of  Pro ject  

Divers ion,  which  was the Lushaba mat ter,  and th is  emai l  

was on 16 October 2025.    
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 A t  416,  there was a meet ing request  for  fur ther  

par t icu lars in  one of  the cases.   And again,  here,  I  am not  

sure i f  you were  copied or  i f  i t  was sent  to  you,  but  you 

were par t  o f  that  emai l  chain,  and that  was on 22 October 

2025.   At  page 417,  you wi l l  see that  was an emai l  wi th  the  

subject  l ine Divers ion case one and two.   This would have 

been Lushaba and the Khumalo mat ters,  and there  you were  

copied on an emai l  dated January 27,  2026.    

 Then on page 418,  th is  i s  a 28 a ff idavi t .   This i s  

Div is ion Leg One,  Divers ion Leg One,  and th is  was re lated 10 

to Lushaba mat ter  and th is  emai l  was on the 28 t h  o f  January  

2026.   This is  not  the sum tota l .   I  had just  requested 

Advocate Ramsamy to provide me the correspondence that  

was shared amongst  the team, inc luding yoursel f ,  on these 

mat ters s ince the meet ing of  the 22 n d  o f  January.    

CHAIRPERSON :    From al l  th is ,  i t  appears that  you were  

involved th roughout .    

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect ,  Chai r.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Some emai ls  were sent  to  you d i rect ly.   

On others,  you were copied.   And besides just  emai ls  being 20 

sent  to  you,  some of  these say there were requests fo r  

meet ings.   You yoursel f  have sa id that  you d id  at tend 

meet ings.    

MR SESOKO :    That  i s  cor rect .    

CHAIRPERSON :    And then a lso,  and crucia l ly,  you have 
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a lso accepted that  you would at tend to what  I  may loosely  

ca l l  log ist ica l  mat ters.   You would personal ly  pursue those,  

make requests to ,  le t  me say,  people outs ide of  IDAC,  make 

requests,  get  in fo rmat ion that  was requi red for  purposes of  

these invest igat ions.   So a l l  o f  tha t  paints a p ic ture  of  you 

being fu l ly  involved.   Do you accept  that?   

MR SESOKO :    I  accept  that .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.   Yes,  Ms Pooe.    

ADV POOE :    And then one other  th ing I  want  to  quick ly  

touch on is  i f  we go to Fi le  11,  I  know you do not  have i t ,  so 10 

I  am going to ask you to look at  your  screens.   And you wi l l  

recal l  that  these are notes f rom Ms Ramsamy where she 

was te l l ing us about  one of  the contents of  a  meet ing which 

happened on the same meet ing on the 22 n d  o f  January.  

 In  that  meet ing ,  one of  the th ings that  was 

d iscussed was essent ia l l y  a p lan to catch,  by a p lan,  and 

th is  was something that  Advocate  Johnson said,  a  p lan to 

catch out  the Nat ional  Commissioner,  and the  idea was that  

they would not  te l l  the Nat ional  Commissioner about  

invest igat ion.   He would then be summoned to Par l iament  to  20 

account ,  and then he would l ie ,  and then he would be 

caught  out ,  and th is  p lan was d iscussed at  th is  very 

meet ing where you at tended.   I  do not  know i f  you recal l  

that  p lan.    

MR SESOKO :    I  do not  recal l  any d iscussion about  such a  
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p lan.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    You were in  the  meet ing.    

MR SESOKO :    I  am not  sure  which,  on which  date  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV POOE :    22,  22 January.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I t  is  the meet ing of  the 22 January 

…[intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    Of  22 January?  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes,  where the presentat ion was made.    

MR SESOKO :    I  honest ly  do not  recal l  that  d iscussion  10 

about  the set t ing up of  the NASCOM.   

ADV POOE :    And you wi l l  see i t  happens just  before there 

is  a d iscussion about  that  IGI  meet ing that  you were to 

fac i l i ta te.  

MR SESOKO :    I  see that .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Mr Sesoko,  i t  is  o f  suff i c ient  g rav i ty  and 

importance that  i f  you were at  that  meet ing,  I  would  expect  

you to remember.   I  do not  th ink i t  is  every day,  unless you 

are te l l ing us that  you sat  in  meet ings where every day th is  

top ic about  set t ing up the Nat ional  Commissioner came up.   20 

Then I  would understand,  wel l ,  i t  is  one of  many meet ings 

and we cannot  p in you down to the 22 n d  o f  January.   I f  i t  is  

a  once-off  d iscussion,  i t  is  o f  suff ic ient  ser iousness that  I  

do not  understand that  you do not  remember i f  you were in  

that  meet ing and you have to ld us you par t ic ipated in  that  
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meet ing.   You can comment  i f  you want  to .  

MR SESOKO :    Commissioners,  I  understand where the 

Commissioner i s  coming f rom,  but  I  honest ly  do not  

remember that  conversat ion.    

ADV POOE :    And i f  you read that ,  those b locks,  you wi l l  

see that  the IGI  was to g ive an Inte l l igence f i le .   Can you 

see that?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  I  can see that .  

ADV POOE :    Ja,  but  i f  you do not  recal l ,  I  cannot  take i t  

any fu r ther.    10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Perhaps more accurate ly,  i f  you say you 

do not  recal l  …[ in tervenes] .  

ADV POOE :    Yes,  i f  you…  

CHAIRPERSON :    There is  an important  nuance there.   Yes,  

yes,  Mr Sesoko.  

MR SESOKO :    No,  I  was ta lk ing about  the NASCOM one.   

The IGI  one,  I  d id  ind icate that ,  yes,  there was a request  for  

me to ar range tha t  meet ing.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes,  yes,  yes,  Ms Pooe.    

ADV POOE :    The one last  issue that  I  wi l l  canvas w i th you,  20 

two last  i ssues,  two issues that  I  wi l l  canvas w i th you,  

re lat ive ly shor t .   Now,  when you test i f ied ear l ie r,  you to ld us 

that  there were two exper iences that  have shaped how you 

have approached these mat ters,  and you ment ioned af ter  

your  test imony at  the Zondo Commission,  and secondly,  the 
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k idnapping.    

 Now,  the k idnapping happens af ter  a lo t  o f  th is  has 

happened,  so I  wi l l  focus on the  v ic t imisat ion,  r ight ,  that  

you want  us to  have regard to the v ic t imisat ion that  

happens at  IPID,  r ight?  Now,  was your v iew tha t  i f  you 

were to say something about  what  was happening at  IDAC,  

you would be v ic t imised?  And i f  the  answer is  yes,  by  who?   

MR SESOKO :    Commissioners,  how I  v iewed th is  whole 

mat ter  at  the t ime was that  based on my exper ience and 

what  I  went  through,  somet imes standing up to th ings that  10 

are wrong,  you end up being a v ic t im yoursel f .   and I  know 

that  may not  be sat is factory,  but  at  that  t ime I  took a v iew 

that  when the ID takes a par t i cu la r  decis ion,  I  fa l l  in  wi th  i t ,  

and that  is  what  I  d id .    

CHAIRPERSON :    The problem wi th  that  is  i f  you want  to  be 

a leader,  which you are,  you should not  put  up your  hand to 

be appointed as a leader.   I f  that  is  your  at t i tude,  you just  

should not  put  up your hand to  be a leader.   In  fact ,  

s tanding up to author i t y  may even be expected of  o ff ic ia ls  

who are by fa r  jun ior  to  you.   so wi th you,  i t  is  worse.   20 

MR SESOKO :    And I  accept  that ,  Chai r.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Ja.  

ADV POOE :    Chai r,  the last  aspect  that  I  wanted to canvas 

is  in  re lat ion to an inc ident  that  happens around the  24 t h  o f  

Ju ly 2024,  2026.   I  just  want  to  preface i t  and say the 
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reason why I  make mistake wi th numbers is  I  have numer ic 

dyslex ia,  so I  see something,  but  I  read something e lse.   So 

th is  i s  24 t h  Ju ly 2026,  and th is  was af te r  a staff  meet ing,  

and Ms Ramsamy was not  there,  and you then spoke to Ms 

Ramsamy.   Do you recal l  that?   In  par t i cu la r,  she was 

wonder ing what  she had done.   Do you recal l  that?  In  

par t icu lar,  she was asking you what  she had done to  

Advocate Johnson.    

MR SESOKO :    Okay.  

ADV POOE :    And Invest igator  Perumal .   Do you recal l  that  10 

inc ident?   

MR SESOKO :    I  had a lo t  o f  conversat ion wi th Ms 

Ramsamy.   Maybe you can rem ind me.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Do you not  want  to  be more d i rect?   

ADV POOE :    I  can be more d i rect .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.    

ADV POOE :    Ja,  Ms Ramsamy,  because she is  not  done 

wi th her  test imony,  I  wi l l  say  she wi l l  test i fy  that  dur ing that  

conversat ion when she asked you what  she had done to 

Advocate Johnson,  your  response was that  her  problem 20 

star ted when Ms Ramsamy was d isagreeing wi th Chief  

Perumal  and tha t  Johnson,  Advocate Johnson l is tens to  

Chief  Perumal .   Is  that  the s i tuat ion that  was at  the off i ce  

…[intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    Ja ,  I  th ink so.   
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ADV POOE :    And that  you were …[ intervenes] .  

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV POOE :    And that  was a known s i tuat ion at  the o ff ice?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes.    

ADV POOE :    Which means that  Chief  Perumal  had an 

immense power because in  there you said to  her  that  

Advocate Johnson l is tens to Chief  Perumal .    

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  that  is  t rue.  

ADV POOE :    Now,  in  that  conversat ion,  she wi l l  tes t i fy  that  

you a lso to ld her  that  Chief  Perumal  approached you af ter  a  10 

meet ing and to ld  you to speak  to  her,  Advocate Ramsamy,  

and Mr Raphesu so that  the s i tuat ion can be f ixed because 

i f  i t  is  not  f ixed,  they,  being Mr Perumal ,  would be arrested 

and charged.   Do you recal l  tha t  Mr Perumal  would be 

charged?  Do you recal l  that?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  there was that  conversat ion,  and yes,  

Chief  Perumal  d id approach me to  say I  must  ta lk  to  them,  

and that  I  do not  th ink she would  have said charged,  but  

they would be in  t rouble.   I  th ink that  is  how I  remember i t .  

ADV POOE :    And who were they that  would be cha rged?  20 

Was i t  Chief  Perumal?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes …[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Or would be in  t rouble,  accord ing to  

them?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes,  he was refer r ing to h imsel f .  
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ADV POOE :    And do you know why they would have been 

in  t rouble?   

MR SESOKO :    Wel l ,  I  th ink at  the t ime i t  was c lear  that  the  

issues of  how they deal t  wi th  the  mat ter  would come up 

because in  that  meet ing there was a f i le  that  Raphesu had,  

and then in  that  f i le  i t  would appear that  they had inser ted 

some informat ion which was not  par t  o f  the f i le ,  and 

Raphesu ind icated in  the meet ing  that  those documents,  

which i f  I  recal l ,  were re lated to the fo rk l i f ts ,  were not  par t  

o f  that  f i le ,  and they would have been inser ted in  that  f i le .   10 

Fortunate ly,  he had done a record of  everyth ing that  is  

supposed to be in  that  f i le ,  and those documents were not  

par t  o f  that  f i le .    

ADV POOE :    And th is  would have a lso been af ter  o r  in  the  

midst  of  Advocate Johnson 's  evidence before th is  

Commission?   

MR SESOKO :    Yes.  

ADV POOE :    And so Mr Perumal  had approach ed you so 

that  you ta lk  to  those two because they were the ones who 

knew about  what  they were doing?   20 

MR SESOKO :    Yes.    

ADV POOE :    Thank you.   Chai r,  I  do not  have any fur ther  

quest ions for  th is  wi tness.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  Ms  Pooe.   Okay.   No re -

examinat ion,  Mr Ramatsekisa?   
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ADV RAMATSEKISA :    None,  Chai r.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you,  thank you.   Mr Sesoko,  af te r  

a long day,  you are excused,  but  should issues ar ise that  

requi re that  you be recal led,  that  may happen.   And you 

have heard Ms Pooe say that  Ms Ramsamy is  going to say 

something that  re lates to you or  is  about  you.   So you are  

excused for  now,  but  I  am just  saying we do not  know now,  

but  there may be that  possib i l i ty,  but  you are excused.    

MR SESOKO :    That  wi l l  be in  order,  Chai r.    

NO FURTHER QUESTIONS  10 

CHAIRPERSON :    We are not  s i t t ing tomorrow.   I  had a  

pr ior  commitment  before there was to be any ex tension.   

The hear ing of  ev idence would have ended on the  31 s t  o f  

Ju ly,  so I  got  involved in  commitments that  I  s imply  cannot  

get  out  of ,  so  we are not  s i t t ing tomorrow.   And on Monday,  

i t  is  a  publ ic  hol iday,  so we adjourn  and resume at  09:30 on 

Tuesday.  

ADV POOE :    Women's Day,  Chai r,  to  be speci f ic  on that .    

CHAIRPERSON :    A t  least  you cannot  accuse me of  not  

being cognisant  of  that .   Go to the opin ion  p iece on the  20 

Dai ly  Dispatch of  today.   You wi l l  see that  I  am very much 

cognisant .   Let  us  adjourn unt i l  then.  

INQUIRY POSTPONED TO 11 AUGUST 2026  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

-  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  
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