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PROCEEDINGS HELD ON 11 AUGUST 2026   

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

Chai r,  we are ready to proceed wi th Ms Ramsamy's 

evidence f rom where we le f t  o ff  las t  week,  Wednesday.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Good morning,  Ms Ramsamy.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Good morning,  Chai r.   Good morning,  

Commissioners.   P lease bear  wi th m e,  I  have a l i t t le  b i t  o f  

f lu .  

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Chai r,  when we adjourned,  we 10 

were about  to  star t  the topic on page 16 of  the 

supplementary statement ,  which is  the Medicare24 

invest igat ion ,  but  I  d id  ind icate that  the wi tness was going 

to provide addi t ional  documentat ion,  and some of  i t  does 

deal  wi th  top ics that  we have a l ready covered .   So we just  

want  to  address those topics and,  where necessary,  to  refer  

the Commissioners to  the  re levant  support ing 

documentat ion in  support  o f  her  sta tements in  her  aff idavi t .    

 The f i rs t ,  Chai r,  is  regard ing an issue that  Ms 

Ramsamy wants to  c lar i fy,  which re lates to the meet ing of  20 

22 January 2025 where the f i rs t  meet ing  regard ing 

Operat ion Divers ion was d iscussed,  and there were cer ta in 

references to the  Nat ional  Commissioner not  to  in form the  

Nat ional  Commiss ioner about  the invest igat ion,  and in  order  

for  the Nat ional  Commissioner to  somehow be caught  in  a  
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l ie ,  and th is  was l inked to the  Port fo l io  Commit tee on 

Pol ic ing.   Ms Ramsamy just  want s  to  g ive some c la r i f icat ion 

on what  i t  is  that  she is  saying regard ing that  aspect ,  and 

a lso that  her  ev idence is  not  that  anyone wi th in the 

Par l iamentary Commit tee was compl ic i t  in  some plan to  

catch the Nat iona l  Commissioner in to ly ing to the Port fo l io  

Commit tee.    

 What  she seeks to show the Commissioners is  that  

th is  i s  a d iscussion that  was held  wi th in IDAC.   I t  was,  as 

far  as she is  aware,  d iscussions that  were exc lusive ly 10 

amongst  IDAC members.   I t  may have been that  some 

Par l iamentary Commit tee on Pol ic ing Members  were  

involved in  that ,  but  she does not  have evidence of  that .   

She a lso wants to  deal  wi th  the t imel ine to demonst rate or  

to  just  show the  Commissioners that  when meet ings were  

held regard ing Mr Ian Cameron speci f ica l ly,  and cer ta in 

in format ion that  he  was going to  g ive IDAC,  the very next  

day h is statement  is  f i led and prepared by Mr Br ian 

Padayachee,  who commissions the aff idavi t  as wel l .    

 So she just  wants to  put  the facts before the  20 

Commissioners,  and whatever conclusions are drawn f r om 

that ,  she does not  draw conclusions.   But  the t iming of  i t  is 

s ign i f i cant ,  g iven that  there is  th is  d iscussion  about  

catching the Commissioner in  a  l ie ,  there is  d iscussion 

about  minutes  of  meet ings,  and then Mr  Ian Cameron s igns 
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or  submits an aff idavi t ,  commissions an aff idavi t  on the 9 t h  

o f  Apr i l  where he refers to  minutes of  meet ings and he 

refers to  the  Nat ional  Commissioner  having mis led the  

Par l iamentary Commit tee.   That  is  real l y  a l l  that  she wants  

to  br ing to the fore.    

 And I  want  to  assist  her  wi th that  because of  the  

documentat ion that  she  wi l l  be refer r ing to,  and tha t  we can 

deal  wi th  i t  methodical l y  so that  the p icture can be fu l ly  put  

out ,  because I  th ink when she was deal ing wi th i t ,  she was 

ta lk ing about  i t  wi th in the context  of  the 2022 January 10 

meet ing.   She d id  not  real ly  fo l low through on the thread of  

that  speci f ic  top ic,  so she wants to  deal  wi th  i t  now,  Chai r.   

Ms Ramsamy,  for  that ,  can we go to the f i rs t  th ing is  about  

the meet ing of  22 January 2025,  and the ID in i t ia t ing that  

meet ing.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We in i t ia l ly  d id not  have the emai l  

f rom the ID cal l ing on that  meet ing .   We do now have that ,  

Chai r,  and that  should be at  Fi le  10,  page 419.   I  th ink i t  is  

ca l led Fi le  10.2,  page 419.   Yes,  Fi le  10 Part  2 ,  page 419.   20 

Ms Ramsamy,  do you have the emai l?    

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  I  do.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And th is  is  an emai l  on the  16 t h  o f  

January 2025 at  08:51 f rom Advocate Johnson.   She copies  

hersel f ,  she sends i t  to  hersel f ,  Mr  Perumal ,  Mr Sesoko,  Mr  
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Raphesu,  and you,  and she CCs her  PA,  I  th ink i t  is .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Inno,  who you refer  to  as Inno.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now,  the subject  is  D ivers ion.   

When is  the reference to a meet ing?  That  is  to  be held on 

Wednesday,  January 22 n d  f rom 12:00 t i l l  14:30 at  the SARS 

boardroom 2.2.   Can you read the message?   

MS RAMSAMY :     

“Dear,  co l leagues .   I  want  a fu l l  br ie f ing.   10 

Who d id what?   Who have you seen?  

What  are you deal ing wi th?  K indly 

prepare a presentat ion and  make sure my 

off ice receives i t  no la ter  than Monday 

the 20 t h . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and so that  is  the meet ing  

that  gets ca l led on the 22 n d .   We know that  Mr Perumal  

submits a draf t  p resentat ion,  which we have been through.   

You a lso work on that  p resentat ion at  the prosecutor ia l  

input  and submit  that  to  Advocate Johnson and Mr Sesoko 20 

on the 19 t h  o f  January in  preparat ion for  that  meet ing .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now,  insofar  as whether  Advocate  

Johnson had any input  on that  presentat ion,  do you know 

whether  she d id?   
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MS RAMSAMY :    She d id.   Advocate Johnson at  the  

presentat ion on the 22 n d  had pr in ted a vers ion,  her  edi ted  

vers ion,  of  the presentat ion wi th her  input  and her  addi t ions 

and subt ract ions and had g iven us hard copies,  whereas Mr 

Perumal  and mysel f  had submit ted sof t  copies v ia emai l .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So Advocate Johnson 

worked off  the vers ion that  you gave her,  and d id she send 

i t  to  the team or  just  presented hard copies on the day?   

MS RAMSAMY :    She presented hard copies on the day.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Commissioners,  we have 10 

been g iven a copy of  that ,  wel l ,  actual ly  the or ig inal  wi th  

Advocate Johnson's manuscr ip t  and addi t ions made onto 

the vers ion that  she gave the members on the day.   So she 

was aware of  what  was conta ined in  the presentat ion before  

the presentat ion s tar ted on the 22 n d  o f  January.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Now,  you then test i f ied 

about  what  happened in  that  meet ing and speci f i ca l l y  in  

reference to Fi le  11,  page 5,  which is  a note by you about 

the Nat ional  Commissioner.   F i le  11,  page 5,  which is  the 20 

handwr i t ten notes .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  Advocate Johnson made a speci f ic  

s tatement  saying  …[intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can we just  get  to  i t  f i rs t ,  then?   

ADV BALOYI SC :    F i le  11,  page?   
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Page 5 ,  and that  is  the note.   

Your evidence was that  dur ing  that  meet ing,  Advocate  

Johnson then said we are not  go ing to te l l  the Nat ional  

Commissioner about  the invest iga t ion so that  he can be 

caught  in  a l ie  should he appear before the Par l iamentary  

Port fo l io  Commit tee on Pol ic ing.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS -NCUBE :    Okay.   Now,  you la ter  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And th is  is  your  note ?  Is  i t  her  note?   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  I  am wr i t ing down what  Advocate 

Johnson is  saying  in  the meet ing.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We wi l l  come back to the  

reference to the  IGI  again la ter,  but  then la ter  in  your  

ev idence you a lso test i f ied that  there was a d iscu ssion 

between you and Mr Perumal ,  and you said somewhere in  

February or  March,  where he ment ioned that  the  Nat ional  

Commissioner  w i l l  be  appear ing before the Port fo l io  

Commit tee soon,  and he wi l l  commi t  per jury or  something to 20 

that  effect .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Something to that  effect ,  correct .   I t  would 

have been e i ther  the 9 t h  o f  February or  the 28 t h  o f  March.   I t  

was one of  those two conversat ions.   But  in  my recol lect ion,  

I  th ink i t  was c loser  towards Apr i l .   So i t  would have been 
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around the 28 t h  o f  March,  where the conversat ion was he is  

going to l ie  and i t  is  going to be  a per ju ry charge at  the  

Port fo l io  Commit tee,  h im being NASCOM.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And just  to  be c lear,  that  was a 

d iscussion not  wi th  Advocate Johnson.   I t  was wi th you and 

Mr Perumal .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Commissioners,  there is  a  

reference to that  ev idence that  the  wi tness gave on the 5 t h  

o f  August  on page 119 of  the t ranscr ip t ,  which  I  just  had a  10 

look at .   And what  she says is ,  i t  is  in  response to  Adv ocate  

Baloyi 's  quest ion about :  

“Before you leave your note at  page 5,  

d id Advocate Johnson say why the 

Nat ional  Commissioner should be le f t  to  

l ie?  What  was the p lan?  The idea 

behind le t  h im go l ie  to  Par l iament ,  and 

then what? ”  

And then Ms Ramsamy says:  

“L i ke I  sa id  in  statement  1,  20 

Commissioners,  i t  looked and obviously 

became evident  that  there was a l ine of  

march,  and that  l ine of  march was to get  

General  Khumalo  and General  Masemola  

in  an accused box.   And so obviously at  
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some point  there was ta lk  abo ut  i f  he l ies 

at  Port fo l io  Commit tee ,  and th is  was 

again wel l  a f te r.   I  th ink th is  i s  the 

February or  March,  and th is  was just  

between,  you say  Padayachee and mysel f  

and Mr Perumal ,  where i f  he  l ies we can 

at  least  charge h im for  per ju ry. ”  

So the c la r i f icat ion that  I  want  f rom you is  that  Advocate 

Johnson d id not  ment ion anyth ing  about  the Commissioner  

being charged on per jury at  the 22 January meet ing.   The 10 

per ju ry issue arose in  the conversat ion that  you had la ter  

on wi th Mr Perumal .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Advocate Johnson's words were,  do not  

te l l  h im,  le t  h im go ly ing.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Morning.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Morning.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Can I  just  c lar i f y  something?  For  the  

p lan to work,  they must  have known what  the Nat ional  20 

Commissioner was going to be asked,  o r  what  was going to 

be d iscussed wi th  the Nat ional  Commissioner at  the  Ad Hoc 

and they must  have known that  i f  he g ives a cer ta in answer  

i t  wi l l  be unt ruthfu l  and could lead to adverse 

consequences.   I  mean,  how did a l l  that  work?  How did 
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they know that  he wi l l  go there  and he wi l l  be asked a  

cer ta in quest ion,  and i f  he g ives a  par t icu la r  answer i t  wi l l  

be a l ie?  How would they have known that?  Because th is  

is  January 2025.   I t  is  very ear ly  in  the year.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner,  I  a lso had those quest ions,  

and I  d id  ear l ie r.   I  th ink i t  was in  my evidence on the 29 t h  

o f  Ju ly,  where I  sa id that  Advocate Johnson,  Mr Perumal ,  

and Mr Padayachee would speak in  undertones.   They 

would understand wha t  the other  person is  saying,  and the 

rest  of  us were le f t  to  catch up.   So when I  analysed the  10 

January conversat ion or  s tatement  by Advocate Johnson,  

and then the la ter  conversat ion wi th Mr Perumal ,  and then 

the consul tat ion or  the meet ing that  took p lace between 

mysel f ,  Mr Perumal ,  and Mr Padayachee on the 8 t h  o f  Apr i l ,  

I  then could draw the l ink that  there was communicat ion  

between IDAC and the  Port fo l io  Commit tee,  or  cer ta in 

members of  the Port fo l io  Commit tee.   I  am not  saying that  I  

have concrete proof .   I  am saying that  i t  is  the in ference 

that  I  drew.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now,  can we go then to Fi le  11,  20 

page 16,  and perhaps i f  we star t  a t  page 13,  because th is  

wi l l  show us that  th is  was the meet ing at  Fi re and Ice,  on  

page 13,  2025/4.8,  and i t  i s  D,  B,  and me,  which is  Mr  

Perumal ,  Mr Padayachee,  and you.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  



    11 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 156 
 

Page 10  o f  158  

 

 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and there  is  var ious 

d iscussions about  the operat ion,  but  i f  we can go to page 

16,  you wi l l  see there is  another  note on the  –  there is  a 

page 16.   I t  says Ian Cameron,  and then i t  says minutes.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and do you recal l  why,  what  

you were record ing there insofar  as minutes and Mr  

Cameron?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  I  had been g iven deta i l ,  I  would have 

wr i t ten i t  down as per  the remainder f rom page 13.   I t  is 10 

very c lear  I  was wr i t ing  pret ty  much everyth ing  down.   I t  

was a br ie f  passing conversat ion that  sa id they were seeing 

Ian Cameron to get  the minutes,  and th is  was on the 8 t h  o f  

Apr i l .   I f  anyth ing more was sai d ,  I  would have noted i t  

down,  but  that  was basica l l y  what  was said.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And those minutes,  would  those 

have been minutes of  the Port fo l io  Commit tee meet ing?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  la ter  found out  that  i t  was the minutes of  

the Port fo l io  Commit tee as per  Mr Cameron 's statement  on 

the 9 t h  o f  Apr i l .    20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And they d id not  say why they got  

the minutes of  that  meet ing  f rom ,  or  they would  be get t ing  

the minutes of  those meet ings.  

MS RAMSAMY :    A t  th is  point ,  Commissioners and Chai r,  I  

was d ist rusted.   I  was not  kept  in  the  loop ,  and I  expla ined 



    11 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 156 
 

Page 11  o f  158  

 

 

that  at  th is  point ,  they only gave me  –  there is  a say ing,  you 

keep a mushroom in the dark and feed i t .   So,  i t  is  basica l ly,  

they were using me to enro l  the Lushaba mat ter,  and that  

was the purpose.   I  read the WhatsApps on last  week,  

where on the 5 t h  o f  Apr i l  Mr P i ramal  ca l led me to say that  

th is  i s  an urgent  meet ing,  i t  has to take p lace ,  and that  i s  

why I  d rove to Fi re and Ice to have the meet ing wi th h im.   

So,  i t  is  a  possib i l i ty  that  the y d id not  even want  me to know 

about  th is .   I t  just  happened,  and i t  came out .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And when you were asked about 10 

the meet ing,  to  a t tend the meet ing  on the 5 t h  o f  Apr i l ,  the 

Port fo l io  Commit tee meet ing had taken p lace on the 2 n d  o f  

Apr i l .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  d id  Google last  week af ter  test i fy ing,  

yes,  i t  d id  take p lace on the 2 n d  o f  Apr i l .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I f  we can go to Fi le  7,  which is  Mr  

Cameron 's statement  at  2820?   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Page?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Page 2820.   And whi le  we are get t ing to 

that  s tatement ,  do you know why Mr Cameron prepared the  20 

statement  as the A6?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  I  do not .   I  a lso found i t  unnecessary  

and i r re levant .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Do you know for  which mat ter  i t  

was,  fo r  which case?   
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MS RAMSAMY :    I f  memory serves,  i t  was for  the purposes 

of  the Mokwele mat ter  and for  the ar rest  of  what  they cal led  

the Khumalo /Masemola  mat ter.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    And a lso the Khumalo/Madondo mat ter,  so  

yes,  the appointments.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Relat ing to Cr ime Inte l l igence  

appointments?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  and the vet t ing of  those persons 

appointed.  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can I  just  ask?  Do you know f rom those 

minutes whether  the Mokwele,  the vet t ing issues were  

d iscussed in  that  Port fo l io  Commit tee  meet ing  

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    As the …[ intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Because when you look at  paragraph 10,  

he ventures that  he bel ieves they have l ied,  or  that  maybe 

they have l ied.   Do you know i f  there was such a  

d iscussion?   

MS RAMSAMY :    To date,  the prosecutors have not  received 20 

those minutes.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes …[ intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I f  I  can refer  you to paragraph 5 

of  the statement  at  2820?  That  is  where he ment ions that :  
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“As Chai rperson,  I  convened a Port fo l io  

Commit tee meet ing on Wednesday,  2025 -

04-02…”   

Which would be 2  Apr i l  2025 :  

“…onl ine wi th members of  the commit tee,  

senior  managers  f rom the Off i ce  of  the 

Min ister  of  Pol ice and senior  

management  of  the SAP S,  led by  General  

SF Masemola . ”  

And then on the next  page,  2821,  paragraph 6 :  10 

“For ease of  reference,  I  a t tach hereto 

the audio record ing,  v ideo record ing and 

minutes of  the  said meet ing,  which 

inc ludes repl ies to  quest ions posed by 

commit tee members and the repl ies  there  

to by SAPS senior  management . ”  

So he does say that  he is  at taching the v ideo record ing and 

minutes,  but  you say you have not  seen those minutes and 

you have not  seen a record ing.    

MS RAMSAMY :    The invest igators ,  Mr Padayachee  and Mr 20 

Perumal ,  have not  provide d i t  to  us .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And you do not  know i f  he 

d id in  fact  provide i t?   I  mean,  i t  is  referenced in  h is  

statement ,  but  we do not  know i f  he  actual ly  d id provide i t .    

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  I  cannot  conf i rm that  he provided i t .  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We know Mr Padayachee took the 

statement  in  Cape Town on the  9 t h ,  so he wou ld have 

presumably g iven i t  to  h im i f  he d id,  i f  i t  was provided or  i t  

would be annexed to the statement .    

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  should have been where  i t  says 

paragraph 6,  I  annex hereto.   I t  should have been marked 

as an annexure too,  and genera l ly  i t  would have been e i ther  

in  a sealed envelope or  in  an exhib i t  bag for  i t  to  be 

annexed to a statement .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And …[ in tervenes] .   10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can I  just  ask a process issue?  When 

IDAC receives documents such as a statement  and 

annexures and any other  document ,  is  there not  a system of  

record ing what  has been received and f rom whom?   

MS RAMSAMY :    In  a l l  o ther  pro jects,  yes,  there is  a  

system in p lace.   In  a l l  t he other  pro jects I  have worked on,  

except  for  these two that  I  am discussing,  there is  a  system 

in p lace.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then at  paragraph 7,  Mr 20 

Cameron says :  

“There have been severa l  media  press 

re leases and on socia l  d ig i ta l  p la t forms 

where a l legat ions of  cor rupt ion wi th in the 

Cr ime Inte l l igence Div is ion  have 
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sur faced.   The commit tee was therefore 

focused on addressing some of  these 

a l legat ions,  as w i l l  be evident  f rom the 

minutes. ”  

So again,  there is  a reference t o the minutes.   We know in  

your note on the  8 t h  o f  Apr i l ,  there is  a d iscussion about  

minutes f rom Mr Ian Cameron.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  we do not  know whether  

those minutes were actual ly  prov ided by h im ,  but  we do 10 

know that  on the 8 t h ,  before the statement  is  made or  

commissioned,  Mr Perumal  is  refer r ing to Ian Cameron and 

minutes.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Now,  at  paragraph 8,  he 

says:  

“Some commit tee members were not  

sat is f ied wi th the SAPS managem ent  

responses.   However,  in  the absence of  

factual  ev idence,  I  in tervened and c losed 20 

the agenda point  and moved to the next  

i tem on the agenda. ”  

And at  paragraph 10,  he says :  

“ I  suspect  the senior  management  of  the 

SAPS,  led by General  Masemola ,  mis led  



    11 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 156 
 

Page 16  o f  158  

 

 

the Port fo l io  Commit tee  in  answer to  

severa l  quest ions posed to them.  To 

conf i rm exact ly  where the commit tee was 

mis led,  i t  wi l l  be prudent  for  the  

commit tee 's record ing of  the meet ing to 

be compared wi th  the evidence avai lab le 

in  the re levant  Cr ime Inte l l igence f i les. ”  

Do you know what  Cr ime Inte l l igence  f i les he is  referr ing 

to?   

MS RAMSAMY :    My understanding of  that  would  be the 10 

dockets  that  IDAC was in  posi t ion o f  invest igat ing.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  when you say dockets,  are 

you refer r ing to Mr Adams'  dockets  or  are you refer r ing to 

the contents in  the dockets that  conta in Cr ime Inte l l igence  

f i les?   

MS RAMSAMY :    The contents.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  bu t  …[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    But  why only dockets?  I  would imagine 

Cr ime Inte l l igence  should have a whole lo t  o f  documents on 

a var ie ty of  issues.   Issues that  might  have been re levant  to  20 

what  was being ra ised by the Port fo l io  Commit tee ,  but  not  

only or  necessar i l y  dockets.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  open to in te rpretat ion  and I  th ink the 

deponent  would be best  su i ted to expla in ,  but  wi th  regards 

to evidence avai lab le in  re levant  Cr ime Inte l l igence  f i les.  
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CHAIRPERSON :    Do you accept  the wider  possib i l i t y  that  I  

am posi t ing to you?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  do.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay …[ intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ms Ncube,  does th is  not  refer  to  

vet t ing?  Are these not  vet t ing f i les that  are not  being  

referred to?   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We do not  know,  Commissioner 

Khumalo .   He speaks about  appointments ,  I  th ink i t  is ,  b ut  10 

we do not  know what  i t  …[intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    That  is  why I  am asking the quest ion.   

Because i f  i t  ta lks about  Cr ime Inte l l igence  f i les,  then i t  

cannot  re late to  the dockets that  Mr Adams opened.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  I  mean the wi tness does  not  

know.   She was just ,  I  guess,  offer ing ,  but  you do not  know.    

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  I  cannot  conf i rm.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Do you know whether  Mr  

Cameron gave Mr Perumal  or  Mr  Padayachee any Cr ime 

Inte l l igence  f i les?    20 

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  I  do not .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And …[ in tervenes] .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Except  for  th is  af f idavi t ,  we d id no t  even 

receive the minutes.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You d id not  see the minutes in  
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the docket  where th is  statement  is  supposed to be?  

Because th is  sta tement  i s  label led A 6,  which means i t  is  

par t  o f  a  docket .    

MS RAMSAMY :    My understanding is  that  th is  i s  A6 in  the 

Mokwele  mat ter  docket .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So i t  is  A6 in  the Mokwele  

docket .   So,  therefore,  i f  there were any documents that  

emanated f rom the statement  or  were inc luded wi th the  

statement ,  i t  would have been in  that  docket .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you d id  not  see any Cr ime 

Inte l l igence  f i les in  the docket?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   I  had expla ined previously that  we 

were work ing off  d ig i ta l  copies  of  the  docket  and when I  was 

perusing  the docket  in  June to make an ev ident ia l  

assessment ,  the minutes were not  there.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and the record ing as wel l  

not  in  there?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  there was noth ing.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.    20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can I  just  ask?  St i l l ,  again,  in  a  way i t  

is  a  process issue.   At  th is  point ,  are you the prosecutor  in  

charge of  the mat ter?   

MS RAMSAMY :    A t  th is  point ,  i t  is  now myse l f  and 

Advocate Hlatshwayo.  
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   And as the prosecutor,  when you 

receive,  and my quest ion assumes that  you received th is  

aff idavi t  a t  the t ime,  around the per iod  that  i t  was taken.   I t  

is  not  something that  you see now,  today,  is  your  

test imony?   

MS RAMSAMY :    On the 19 t h  o f  June I  received i t ,  yes.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   Do you not  ask where  are the  

annexures?  Because I  assume you read the aff idavi t  when 

you get  i t .   You say i t  is  par t  o f  a  docket  that  you are going 

to receive,  I  mean that  you are going to be d iscover ing.   On 10 

the face of  i t ,  c lear ly  wi thout  the annexures i t  is  incomplete,  

and so you are going to be d iscover ing an incomple te set  of  

documents i f  th is  is  a l l  you are d iscover ing.   Do you not ,  as  

a prosecutor,  say where are the annexures?  We have to  

see them, but  more important ly  we need to d isc lose them.  

What  happened here?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Ord inar i ly  we would.   I f  I  may just  d igress 

as to what  happened around that  per iod when I  received the  

docket?  Ordinar i l y  we would,  but  on the 19 t h  o f  June 2025,  

I  had received the e lect ronic copy.   I  had read the docket ,  20 

and I  found that  there was no mer i t  for  enro lment .   I  found 

that  there was no pr ima fac ie  case.   So I  had star ted  

prepar ing a memo,  because i r respect ive of  th is  sta tement ,  

the other  statements held no e lement  of  an  offence or  spoke 

to no offence that  could be taken to court ,  so no pr ima fac ie  
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case.    

 So I  had star ted draf t ing a memo,  which the  

Commissioners w i l l  see short ly,  where you go statement  by 

statement ,  problem by problem,  and then submissions ,  and 

you would  recommend that  there is  no pr ima fac ie  case.   

Unfor tunate ly,  I  came down wi th bronchi t is ,  severe  

bronchi t is .   I  was actual ly  going for  physio to  loosen the  

phlegm in my chest  and I  d id  not  f in ish the memo.   Whi le  I  

was on s ick leave,  I  received a ca l l  f rom someone in  the 

off ice,  and then a WhatsApp saying,  hey,  a re you  not  10 

deal ing wi th the Cr ime Inte l l igence  mat ters?  Your mat ter  is  

in  cour t .   And when I  put  the TV on,  I  see that  the Mokwele  

ar rest  has taken p lace.   So i t  was a mat ter  of ,  I  was in  the  

process of  doing the memo,  and had I  not  been s ick,  I  would 

have completed and submit ted the memo.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    You would  have asked about  

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  would have made reference to the fact  

that  these th ings are not  in  the copy of  the docket  that  we 

received.    20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.   Thank you,  Ms Segeels -

Ncube.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ms Ncube,  the reason why I  thought  

th is  has to do wi th the vet t ing issue,  and speci f i ca l ly  the  

Madondo issue,  because the statement  i s  A6,  but  i f  you go 
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to  A1 and A2,  A3,  A4,  A5,  2611 is  the A1,  fo l lowed by 

Adams’ a ff idavi t  re lat ing to the la tera l  t ransfer  of  General  

Madondo,  and then they fo l low in  that  sequence.   So even 

the aff idavi t  before Mr Cameron's i s  the aff idavi t  o f  General  

Khan,  which a lso  ta lks to  the –  so i t  is  not  the Mokwele  

issue,  i t  is  the vet t ing issue and the Madondo issue,  the  

way i t  looks to me.   And I  could be wrong,  but  the sequence 

of  documents suggests that  i t  re la tes to that  t ransfer  of  

General  Madondo,  and the Cameron statement ,  Mr  

Cameron 's statement ,  in  that  paragraph that  we were 10 

looking at ,  where  he ta lks about  re levant  Cr ime Inte l l igence  

f i les,  i t  must  be referr ing to that  subject .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Do you want  to  comment?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  a  possib i l i ty.   However,  I  do remember  

seeing Ian Cameron's statement  in  the Mokwele  docket .   I  

s tand to be cor rected,  but  memory serves that  i t  was in  fact  

in  that  docket .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And when you had the d iscussion  

wi th Mr Perumal  at  Fi re and Ice,  when you had that  

meet ing,  d id –  i f  you go to page 13,  you were d iscussing a l l  20 

the mat ters,  basica l ly.   I t  was not  just  the vet t ing mat ter.    

MS RAMSAMY :    You are ta lk ing about  the 8 t h  o f  Apr i l?    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  on page 13.    

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  you look at  the notes,  i t  is  

predominant ly  the housebreaking mat ter.   I t  i s  Lushaba 's 
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mat te r,  predominant ly,  unt i l  such point  as you reach page 

16,  where Ian Cameron pops up.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And was i t ,  I  mean,  you were not  

real ly  involved in  that .   One of  your  compla ints was that  you 

were not  being inc luded or  being in formed when 

consul tat ions were being held wi th  wi tnesses or  any person 

re lated to these cases that  you were involved in .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And so when you get  to ld  that  Mr 

Cameron is  going to provide minutes,  or  there is  a  10 

reference to minutes,  what  is  i t?   Do you say anyth ing to 

them?  Is  there a  d iscussion about  i t?   Are they ment ion ing 

that  they are busy get t ing a statement  f rom him?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  I  d id  not  ask any quest ions because I  

could see that  they were uncomfor table that  the name was 

ment ioned,  and i t  s topped there.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and then we know that  on  

the 9 t h ,  when the  statement  i s  then prepared,  there  is  the 

WhatsApp conversat ion  where there is  an ind icat ion  that  Mr 

Cameron had submit ted h is  aff idavi t ,  was busy wi th h is  20 

aff idavi t .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  was f rom –  i t  is  a 

conversat ion between Mr Perumal  and Advocate Johnson,  

which he sends to  you.    
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MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Is  there anyth ing e lse  you 

want  to  address on that  issue re lated to Mr Cameron 's  

aff idavi t?    

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  safe to  say that  I  d id  not  say that  he  

was par t  o f  the nar rat ive or  he had inc luded h imsel f  in  the  

narrat ive.   My statement  was very c lear.   The in ference I  

drew f rom al l  the events that  t ranspi red  leading to h is  

aff idavi t  and me being in formed about  h is  aff idavi t ,  as wel l  

as the fact  that  there is  a message between Mr Perumal  and 10 

Advocate Johnson ind icat ing that  he is  on board.   So the 

in ference I  d rew was what  I  s tated .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then can we move on to  

the next  top ic where we just  have to c lose out?  I t  is  the 

sect ion 28(1)  author isat ion on the Mokwele mat ter,  which is  

where we f in ished off  your  ev idence last  week where you 

ind icated that  you d id not  p repare that  author isat ion.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Fol lowing on that  ev idence,  I  had 

asked you to go and look at  your  emai ls  to  see i f  you had 20 

ever  sent  Advocate Johnson any sect ion 28(1)  author isat ion 

in  May.   I  th ink I  asked you to look for  that  speci f i c ,  whether  

in  May you had sent  a 28(1) .   We know that  you sent  the 

Mat la la,  the Medicare24 sect ion 28(1)  appl icat ion ,  but  I  

asked you speci f ica l l y  to  go and look for  the Mokwele or  
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any Cr ime Inte l l igence  mat ters and you were not  able to  

f ind any emai ls .    

MS RAMSAMY :    From me,  no.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   We then t r ied to establ ish  

where the date o f  the 30 t h  o f  May could have come f rom 

given that  you had only sent  what  you referred to  as the  

umbrel la  sect ion 28(1)  appl icat ion on the 3 r d  o f  June.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Commiss ioners,  the wi tness had 

previously  sent  us the t ra i l  o f  emai ls  between her  and the  10 

pro ject  manager  where  he ment ions the sect ion 28(1)  

author isat ions,  but  she sent  us the last  emai l  in  the chain 

which would  not  have an at tachment .   So we have asked her  

to  send each emai l  ind iv idual ly  and when she sent  the f i rs t  

emai l ,  there were at tachments and we would l i ke  to  deal  

wi th  that  now,  and that  is  in  Fi le  10.   I f  we can go to page 

548?   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Par t  2  or  the o ld 10?  Part  2 .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Par t  2 .    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Par t  2 .  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    5?   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ja,  548,  Part  2 .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    F i le  10,  Part  2 .   So at  548,  at  the  

bot tom of  548,  there is  an emai l  f rom Mr Tla le to  you and to 
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Advocate Hlatshwayo on the 16 t h  o f  Ju ly 2025 wi th the  

subject  sect ion 28  author isat ions and he says :  

“Hi,  lad ies .   These are the sof tcopies of  

your  author isat ions. ”  

And i f  we go to 549,  we see that  there were s ix  

at tachments.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    For  three documents fo r  Leg 1  

and three documents for  Leg 2.   Do you recal l  why he sent  

you these sof t  copy author isat ions in  Ju ly 2025?   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  I  was actual ly  confused and I  d id  reply  

to  th is  emai l .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  we wi l l  get  to  your  reply,  but  

can we then go to page 550,  which is  one of  the 

at tachments to  that  emai l?   And,  Commissioners,  what  you 

wi l l  see there  is  Advocate Johnson,  i t  is  a  document  f rom 

Advocate Ramsamy to Advocate  Johnson dated 30 May 

2025 and you wi l l  see that  the subject  re lates to the  

author isat ion of  Divers ion Leg 1  housebreaking burg lary.   

This is  now where  we see the date of  30 May 2025.    20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  you had sent  an umbrel la  

sect ion 28 on the  3 r d  o f  June and what  you get  back in  Ju ly 

2025 is  a sp l i t  sect ion 28(1)  appl icat ion.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Did you prepare th is  document?    

MS RAMSAMY :    No.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and i f  we go to 563 

…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Which document  d id you not  p repare,  

the one at  550?   

MS RAMSAMY :    550 was not  p repared by me.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    A t  563 there is  another  document  

a lso wi th the same 30 May 2025 date ,  which is  then an 

appl icat ion  for  28(1)  for  Leg 2 ,  which is  the  appointment  10 

which is  the Mokwele mat ter.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and th is  was one of  the  

at tachments f rom Mr Tla le?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Did you prepare th is  document?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   This was not  prepared by me.  

CHAIRPERSON :    Who prepared the one at  550 and th is  

one,  the one at  558?  Who prepared them?   

MS RAMSAMY :    The emai ls  conf i rmed that  the  pro ject  20 

manager,  Mr Tla le ,  prepared them.   

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Can we go to page 570  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Was i t  unusual  that  the pro ject  manager 
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would prepare a document  for  you such as th is  and send i t  

to  you?  Because he prepares i t  and then he sends i t  to 

you,  I  suppose,  for  you to approve or  not  to  approve.   Was 

i t  a  regular  occur rence?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No.    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Or i s  there anyth ing unusual  

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  very unusual  …[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    In  that  he is  done i t  th is  way? 

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner Baloyi ,  i f  we go back to how 10 

I  was expla in ing how the process works,  I  even spoke about  

the fo rmat t ing,  i f  you are good wi th  format t ing.   I t  is  usual ly  

prosecuted to DD,  to  pro ject  manager,  to  submit  to  

Advocate Johnson ,  or  i f  you are not  good wi th format t ing,  

then you would send i t  to  the pro ject  manager,  as I  d id  on  

the 3 r d  o f  June,  for  h im to  format ,  send back to me,  and 

then i t  wi l l  be submit ted ,  but  these documents  are not  

supposed to be done by the pro ject  manager.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  is  what  you d id  on the 

3 r d  o f  June when you sent  h im your draf t  wi th  the umbrel la  20 

sect ion 28(1) .   You sent  i t  to  h im and said,  p lease work your  

magic.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you expla ined to us that  he  

had to do the fo rmat t ing.    
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MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You d id not  expect  to  get  a month 

la ter  two 28(1)s that  referred to Leg 1 and Leg 2.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And in  fact ,  Advocate Johnson 's 

emai l  on the 3 r d  o f  June was saying that  she is  s t i l l  work ing 

on the sect ion 28  that  you had sent  her.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and that  one had a date of  

2  June 2025.   I t  was not  the . . . [ ind ist inct ] .  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    My apologies.   Yes ,  cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You then responded to the emai l  

f rom Mr Tla le ,  and that  we f ind on page 579.    

MS RAMSAMY :    My apologies.   579? 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  we wi l l  have to read i t  f rom 

the bot tom to the top.   So at  the  bot tom of  the page,  we 

have Mr T la le 's  emai l  where he says :  

“Hi,  lad ies.   These are the sof t  copies of  

your  author isat ions. ”  

And then the emai l  above that ,  i t  is  f rom you to h im,  sect ion  20 

28 author isat ions.   You say :  

“Hi .   A re these s igned?  Who d id them? ”  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Because what  you get  sent  is  

unsigned 28(1)s.   A l l  the documents  are unsigned.    
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MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  which I  d id  not  compi le ,  nor  d id  

Advocate Hlatshwayo compi le .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And so you are asking h im who 

d id them.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Correct .   I  wanted to know are  these 

s igned and who d id them.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And h is response then to  you is  

the emai l  above that .   He says:  

“Only Leg 1 is  s igned,  which means only 

housebreaking is  s igned. ”  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :     

“ I  compi led a l l  us ing your prosecut ion  

memos.   I  need to  f ix  Leg 2 as per  ID. ”  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And Leg 2 is  the Mokwele mat ter.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And so as of  16 July 2025,  he is  

saying that  he st i l l  needs to f ix  the 28(1)  in  respect  of  the 

Mokwele mat ter  as per  the ID.    20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Which then conf i rms that  as of  16 July 

2025,  there was no 28(1)  author isat ion for  the Mokwele  

mat ter.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    D id  you have a d iscussion wi th 

h im about  i t?    
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MS RAMSAMY :    I  d id ,  and I  asked h im.   I  went  to  h is  off ice  

and I  asked h im,  why is  Mokwele  in  my name?  Why is  i t  

be ing submit ted in  my name?  I  was on s ick leave,  and are 

you submit t ing a document  in  my name where I  am not  the 

prosecutor  anymore  and another  prosecutor  enro l led  i t ,  and 

he just  d id…  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Do you know why the prosecutor,  Ms 

Hlatshwayo,  is  copied on these emai ls?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Because she is  the prosecutor  that  

enro l led Mokwele.    10 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And th is  is  a lmost  a month a f ter  the  

ar rest .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Ms Segeels-Ncube,  Ms Ramsamy said  

when she asked why th is  document  was submit ted  in  her  

name,  he just  d id th is .   Do you want  to  descr ibe i t  and p lace 

i t  on record?   

MS RAMSAMY :    He shrugged.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You shrugged? 

MS RAMSAMY :    He shrugged.    20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    He shrugged,  ja .    

CHAIRPERSON :    He l i f ted h is hands in  a manner that  was 

ind icat ive of  shrugging.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

CHAIRPERSON :    A l l  r ight ,  okay.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And have you,  apart  f rom 

what  was p l ighted at  the Commission,  which was the 30 May 

2025 appl icat ion  and author isat ion s igned by Advocate  

Johnson wi th a date 30 May 2025,  have you ever  seen a 

sect ion 28(1)  au thor isat ion fo r  the Mokwele mat ter  other  

than the one that  was d isp layed here?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   There  was no s igned 28(1)  for  the 

Lushaba mat ter  or  the  Mokwele  mat ter  that  has been 

provided to mysel f  or  Advocate Hlatshwayo.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    What  was provided by Mr Tla le 10 

somet ime in  November 2025 was the s igned sect ion 

28(2)(A)  author isat ions.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    For  both mat ters.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And those are dated?   

MS RAMSAMY :    8  August  2025 And the sect ion 28(2)  i s  in  

terms of  the Act .   I t  is  sor t  o f  l i ke a cer t i f icate that  Advocate  

Johnson would s ign to a l low us to  prosecute on behal f  o f  

the ID.   So even that  should have been s igned pr ior  to .  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can you just  expla in  

…[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Pr ior  to  the ar res t ,  you mean?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Pr io r  to  the 13 t h  o f  June and the 25 t h ,  26 t h  

o f  June.    
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can you just  expla in where does 

the 28(2) (A)  fa l l  in  the process and who prepares that  

document?  Because I  have not  seen any draf t  f rom i t .   Is  i t  

just  something that  Advocate Johnson sends?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Wi th the 27 refer ra l  f rom 2023,  I  draf ted 

the 28(2)  and submit ted i t  for  author isat ion af ter  my Deputy 

Di rector  approved the draf t ing and the content s.   So i t  

should have come f rom the prosecutors.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  document ,  is  i t  par t  o f  

the leg is la t ion that  there must  be a 28(2) (A) ,  or  is  i t  10 

something that  is  a pract i ce or  procedure in  the  SOP?  

Where does i t  come f rom,  and why do you need i t?    

MS RAMSAMY :    Somet imes Advocate Johnson would ask 

for  i t ,  somet imes not ,  but  wi th  the 27 refer ra l ,  she would.   In  

terms of  the Act ,  Advocate Johnson needs to delegate 

author i ty  to  prosecutors,  e i ther  Deputy Di rectors ,  Senior  

State Advocates,  State Advocates,  to  prosecute on behal f  o f  

the Invest igat ing  Di rector,  and that  is  the purpose of  a 

28(2) ,  to  provide us wi th a cer t i f icate to  author ise us.   I t  is 

the same th ing  as  a delegat ion.   So i f  I  was a Dist r i c t  Court  20 

prosecutor  and they gave me an act ing st in t  in  the Regional  

Court ,  the DDPP of  that  jur isd ict ion would issue a cer t i f icate  

of  delegat ion to  a l low me to prosecute in  the Regional  

Court .   So i t  is  a  delegat ion fo r  us to  have permission to,  or  

author isat ion to prosecute.    
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We are going to inc lude i t  in  the 

…[intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Wi th in IDAC,  is  th is  done once off ,  or  i s  i t  

done per  mat ter?   

MS RAMSAMY :    L ike I  sa id,  Advocate Johnson,  because of  

the two 27 referra ls ,  the f i rs t  one I  knew that  I  was 

requested to do one.   So i t  was the Deputy Di rector  and I  

were t ry ing to  f igure out  how to format  i t  and how i t  was 

supposed to be  worded because we d id not  have an 

example ,  but  i t  became a standard  procedure la ter  on.   But  10 

l ike I  sa id,  s tandard procedures were deviated  very of ten  

accord ing to what  Advocate Johnson wanted at  the t ime.  

CHAIRPERSON :    What  I  am t ry ing to understand is  the 

delegat ion to prosecute.   Would that  not  be done once off?   

Because for  there to be a  delegat ion each t ime a  m at ter  

comes up,  i t  sounds qui te  cumbersome.   So would  i t  be a 

once-off  de legat ion?   

MS RAMSAMY :    We are issued wi th a delegat ion.   I  th ink 

we have been issued wi th three d i f ferent  ones now.   Wi th  

Advocate Johnson,  i t  is  a  cer t i f ica te that  we genera l ly  carry 20 

wi th us just  in  case e i ther  a Judge or  a Magist rate  wants to  

see.   But  that  is  done,  i f  memory serves,  i t  i s  done in  te rms 

of  sect ion 24 of  the NPA Act ,  not  in  terms of  sect ion  28 .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Can I  just  c la r i fy?  And i t  may be a  
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d i f ference of  p rac t i ce and what  the  law prescr ibes.   A quick  

look at  28(2)  i s  author i ty  to  invest igate,  not  to  prosecute.   

Were you using i t  d i f ferent ly?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am t ry ing to f ind my NPA Act .   A l l  r ight .   

In  our  exhib i t  f i le ,  do we have the 28(2)?   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  was there at  some point .   I  am 

not  sure.   NPA Act?   

CHAIRPERSON :    Have you found i t?   I  see you are paging.   

Have you found the  Act?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No.    10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can we d isp lay i t  in  f ront  of  you?  

You should be able to  see i t  on the screen.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.    

CHAIRPERSON :    And whi ls t  you are looking,  in  any event  

wi th  regard to a  delegat ion to prosecute,  as I  understand i t ,  

you and other  prosecutors are par t  o f  the NPA anyway.   So 

i t  would  not  make much sense for  there to be  a new 

delegat ion to prosecute,  as i t  were,  i f  you a l ready have a  

delegat ion to prosecute,  but  p lease respond d i rect ly  to  the  

quest ion by Commissioner Baloyi .    20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   I t  is  to  invest igate.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   We wi l l  inc lude the emai l  

chain regard ing the  28(2) (A)s  in  the  bundle.   For  now,  we 

wi l l  just  d isp lay i t .   I t  is  an emai l  f rom Ms Hlatshwayo on the  
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12 t h  o f  November  2025 to Mr Tla le  copying you,  where she 

is  responding to h is  Ju ly emai l  where he says these are the  

sof t  copies for  your  author isat ions.   She sends an emai l  to  

h im saying :  

“Good morning,  Tshepo.   I  have just  

real ised that  . . . [ ind ist inct ]  is  not  

designated in  these mat ters,  more 

especia l l y  Leg 2,  and current ly  i s  the one 

who is  appear ing in  cour t .   May you 

k indly add h im? ”  10 

And h is response is  above that ,  he says:  

“He is .   P lease receive at tached. ”  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And what  he at taches,  i f  you look 

at  the th i rd page,  is  the sect ion 28(2)(A)  designat ions,  8  

August .   You wi l l  see the date is  8  August  2025.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And we do have the at tachments.   

The f i rs t  one,  you wi l l  see once i t  comes up,  i t  again refers  

to  in  the f i rs t  l ine :  20 

“Whereas I ,  Andrea Johnson,  the 

Invest igat ing Di rector,  on 30 May 2025 

have decided to conduct  an invest igat ion 

in  terms of  sect ion 28(1) (A) . ”  

So,  again,  there is  reference to the  author isat ion,  wh ich you 
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know noth ing of ,  for  30 May 2025.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And was November 2025 the f i rs t  

t ime that  you saw th is  28(2)(A)?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  i t  was the  f i rs t  t ime that  i t  was 

emai led to us.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I f  you look at  the th i rd page,  i t  

has got  the s ignature date of  Advocate Johnson.   I t  is  8  

August  2025.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and insofar  as the 28(1) (A)  

author isat ion,  so we have spoken about  the appl ica t ion fo r  

author isat ion,  have you seen th is  s igned other  than the 30 

May 2025 that  is  par t  o f  the bundle that  was d isp layed 

dur ing Advocate  Johnson 's  evidence,  have you seen an 

author isat ion for  the Mokwele mat ter  other  than the 30 May 

2025 one?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  saw the one that  I  sent  that  was not  

s igned on the 3 r d  o f  June and then these,  but  a s igned one 

f rom Advocate Johnson was never submit ted to us.  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    28(1)?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Only  the 30 May 2025 one 

that  was d isp layed here at  the Commission ? 

MS RAMSAMY :    [No audib le response] .  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now,  then i f  we can move on to 

another  top ic,  insofar  as the Mokwele mat ter  is  concerned, 

and th is  re lates  to the evidence of  Advocate Serunye  

regard ing the ba i l  amendment  and bai l  appl icat ion,  bai l  

appeal  proceedings f rom September 2025.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now,  h is  ev idence insofar  as,  we 

know that  you were involved somewhat  in  that  process,  but  

you were no longer the prosecutor  on the Mokwele mat ter,  

or  were you st i l l  w i th  Ms Hlatshwayo?   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   On the 8 t h  o f  August ,  ja ,  Advocate  

Johnson had separated us complete l y on the mat ters.   

However,  wi th  regards to the bai l  appl icat ion,  I  was asked 

by Advocate Serunye to assist .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and just  to  recap that  

Advocate Serunye  gets involved in  August .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  on the 8 t h  o f  August .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wel l ,  he was at  the f i rs t  

appearance in  June,  but  then h is real  involvement  s tar ts  in  

August  2025.   He then sends h is  t r ia l  preparat ion  memo,  20 

where he ra ises per t inent  quest ions regard ing the case,  and 

your ev idence was that  when he got  invo lved,  there  was a 

vo ice that  you could now speak to somebody tha t  would  

hear the compla ints about  what  your  assessment ,  you and 

Ms Hlatshwayo,  your  assessment  of  the mat ters are 
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concerned.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And he seemed to hold the same 

v iews.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We know that  Mr Perumal  

responded to h is  emai l ,  but  you d id  not  respond to h is  emai l  

where  he had ra ised a l l  those quest ions,  and you were  

copied in  that  emai l ,  you and Ms Hlatshwayo.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can you te l l  us why you d id not  

respond?   

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  the Commissioner and Chai r  would note 

the t imes of  Mr Advocate Serunye 's emai ls ,  i t  was genera l l y  

towards the la t te r  par t  o f  the af te rnoon or  evening.   Dur ing 

the day,  Advocate Hlatshwayo and mysel f  would s i t  wi th  

Advocate Serunye in  h is  off i ce and we would d issect  a l l  o f  

these th ings,  and we would vo ice our  concerns,  and he even 

test i f ied to the effect  that  they were not  l is ten ing,  the  

invest igators were not  l is tenin g to  Advocate Hlatshwayo and 20 

I .    

 So that  is  why when I  test i f ied on the 29 t h  o f  Ju ly,  I  

sa id when Advocate Serunye star ted l is tening to us and 

tak ing these th ings up in  wr i t ing and asking fo r  answers,  i t  

gave us a sense of  re l ie f .   Wi th regards to the bai l  quest ion,  
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I  was assist ing due to Advocate  Serunye 's heal th ,  so we 

needed a l l  hands on deck ,  but  there are messages wi th 

regards to how that  t ranspi red.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  we wi l l  get  to  those 

messages.   I  th ink the f i rs t  event  in  that  sequence is  a 

meet ing that  was held on 1 September 2025,  which w ere 

f i led in  Fi le  in  11,  page 74.   Chai r,  perhaps before we 

cont inue wi th th is  top ic,  i t  is  maybe best  to  take the tea  

adjournment ,  and we wi l l  cont inue when we get  back.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us resume at  11 :30.   Let  us ad journ.  10 

HEARING ADJOURNS 

HEARING RESUMES  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :   Yes,  Ms Ncube.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Just  before the adjournment ,  we 

were at  page 74 of  f i le  11,  which were deal t ,  these are your  

notes of  a  meet ing held on the 1st  of  September 2025,  and I  

had asked you what  was the purpose for  th is  meet ing .  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Advocate Johnson was unhappy wi th  

Advocate Serunye’s quest ions and h is emai ls  and h is 20 

quest ion ing of  whether  these mat ters fe l l  wi th in IDAC's  

mandate.   She was upset  about  the  constant  re quest  for  the 

27 referra l .   So,  Advocate Johnson chai red the meet ing  

whi le  Mr Perumal  and Mr Padayachee jo ined on Teams.   

Advocate Johnson seemed to be upset  wi th  Advocate  
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Hlatswayo and mysel f  as wel l  in  ind icat ing that  we had not  

expla ined to Advocate Serunye the overarching purpose of  

the Cr ime Inte l l igence mat ters.  

CHAIRPERSON :   Which she said was what?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Racketeer ing and state capture.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And d id she expla in the state  

capture aspect?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Wel l ,  she addressed Advoca te Serunye 

t ry ing to expla in that  the Mokwele ar rest  was s imi lar  to  that  

of  the Selebi  judgment  and that  of  the Zuma/Sheikh  10 

judgment .   There  was d isagreement  about  that  because in  

those judgments,  i t  was c lear  what  the quid pro quo would  

be,  even though there was not  a speci f ic  agreement .   And 

yes,  the grat i f ica t ion or  the quid pro quo would come in  

ef fect  la te r  on,  bu t  i t  was evident  f rom the re lat ionship what 

would be expected versus the Mokwele mat ter  where i t  is  

just  a  mere statement  of  in  the future.  

 In  the future to  do what?   So that  was the to -and-

f ros that  were happening.   However,  Advocate Johnson then 

got  agi ta ted and took over  and wou ld not  a l low us to  speak 20 

and la id down the law that  these mat ters are going to 

proceed and tha t  the invest igat ing of f i cers are  going to  

expla in to  the prosecutors what  the  evidence is  and how we 

should in terpret  i t  and understand i t  and prosecute i t .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So i t  was in  ef fect  to  persuade 
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Advocate Serunye that  there was a case on the Mokwele 

mat ter  and,  or  were there other  mat ters d iscussed?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   There were two other  mat ters d iscussed.   

In  my statement ,  I  la ter  deal  wi th  the Modondo/Khumalo and 

the Masemola/Khumalo ar rest ,  which are two separate  

issues.   Advocate Johnson in  tha t  meet ing ind icated that  

i r respect ive of  what  Advocate Hlatshwayo and I  had 

presented to her  in  Ju ly a l ready,  those mat ters wi l l  be  

enro l led.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And we see there you have th ree 10 

bul le t  po ints.   The second bul le t  po int  on your note says:  

“CI  IDAC = is  th is  st ate capture. ”  

And then the next  bul le t :  

“Ci rcumvented an arrow in ant ic ipat ion of . ”  

What  was she d iscussing there?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Advocate Johnson was te l l ing Advocate  

Serunye,  Advocate Hlatshwayo and mysel f  that  the  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence invest igat ion done by IDAC is actual ly  s tate 

capture and that  is  the reason IDAC was created,  formed?  

And that  these mat ters,  these speci f i c  mat te rs were state 20 

capture.   And she kept  repeat ing state capture.   Wi th  

regards to c i rcumvented,  she is  speaking about  the 

promot ions and the ads being wi thdrawn wi th regards to the 

Mokwele mat ter  and then re -advert ised external ly .   So 

c i rcumvented meaning that .   And i t  was in  ant ic ipa t ion of .   
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And then there was an explanat ion  that  Br igadier  Mokwele 's  

fa ther  works for  the Hawks and that  he was charged fo r  

t ry ing to br ibe another  of f ic ia l .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    What  was said to  be the re levance of  

her  fa ther 's  employment  in  the Hawks and being charged?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   What  they were t ry ing to expla in here was 

that  the quid pro quo would then be equated to the fact  that  

General  Khumalo was g iv ing grat i f icat ion to Br igadier  

Mokwele 's  fa ther  by appoint ing her .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And there is  a reference to,  i t  10 

says there is  a docket  that  re lates  to her  fa ther  and then i t  

says uncle and L ib iya.   What  is  the reference to L ib iya?  

That  General  L ib iya?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Yes,  there is  a docket  that  re lates  to her  

uncle,  i t  is  supposed to be a s lash,  or  fa ther  and the  docket  

is  wi th  General  L ib iya.   Or they are going to ob ta in the 

docket  through General  L ib i ya.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And i f  we then go to page 77.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Just  before you leave that  page,  the 

ent ry at  page 74 st i l l ,  the ent ry r ight  at  the top,  what  is  that  20 

about?  What  does i t  say?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   The f i rs t  ent ry  wi th the dot  under the  

names,  we need to f ina l ise the  charge sheet  Khumalo  

mat ter .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And that  i s  a d i f ferent  mat te r  to  the  
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Mokwele mat ter?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   I t  is  the same mat ter .   I t  was referred to 

as the Khumalo mat ter ,  or  we refer red to i t  as the  Khumalo  

mat ter ,  be ing mysel f ,  Advocate Hlatshwayo and Advocate  

Serunye.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And th is  is  on the 1 s t  o f  September?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So at  th is  poin t  there was no f ina l i sed 

charge sheet  yet ,  and yet  they have been ar rested.   Can 

you just  expla in what  happened?  10 

 

ADV RAMSAMY :    A f ter  Advocate Serunye came on board 

and he was l is tening to us and we were expla in ing that  

there is  no cr ime of  corrupt ion,  he a lso p icked i t  up when he 

read i t .   And that  is  how the second charge sheet ,  i t  was at  

th is  po int  that  the second charge sheet  of  sect ion 21,  

conspi racy,  was draf ted.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    What  Advocate Serunye referred to as 

the amended charge sheet?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Is  that  what  you are refer r ing to?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  see.   Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And on page 77 there is  another  

ent ry in  reference to the charge sheet .   So at  the bot tom of  
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the page,  just  before the arrow that  says Mokwele 's  Docket ,  

i t  says,  I  cannot  see the f i rs t  word,  i t  says:  

“Jus t  have to beef  up charge sheet  in  = 

corrupt ion. ”  

77?  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    You just  have to.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Do you see i t?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Yes.    

“Beef  up charge sheet  = cor rupt ion  

Mokwele 's  Docket . ”  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :     

So par t  o f  the d iscussion here was to beef  up the Mokwele  

charge sheet  to  the cor rupt ion charge in  the Mokwele 

charge sheet .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Wi th regards to th is  conversat ion,  i t  was 

more the invest igators te l l ing the prosecutors what  ev idence 

is  there to beef  up the charge sheets,  to  prov e cor rupt ion.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then,  because we 

have deal t  wi th  th is  aspect  qui te  extensive ly on these 

d iscussions,  I  want  to  go to a d i f ferent  aspect  that  was 20 

d iscussed at  that  meet ing on page 80.   

ADV RAMSAMY :   Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sor t  o f  towards the end of  the  

page,  there is  a  reference to IGI ,  page 45 to 75,  par t  2  

report .   
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ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    What  i s  that?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Commissioner Baloyi  asked me a 

quest ion last  week about  IGI ,  whether  an IGI  meet ing too k 

p lace.   So in  order  fo r  us to  understand th is  paragraph,  I  

need to expla in the f i rs t  meet ing  and then th is .   So in  

January,  Mr Sesoko ar ranged for  a  meet ing at  IGI .   We had 

a meet ing wi th Advocate J Govender and another  member of  

the IGI  legal  Team where they ind icated,  yes,  they were  

tasked to do an invest igat ion,  but  they cannot  share thei r  10 

f ind ings wi th us because of  the i r  mandate and the fact  that  

they are regulated by a d i f fe rent  Act  and thei r  report ing  

l ines are very d i f ferent .    

 So in  essence,  the re was some words exchanged.   

So Advocate Govender was addressing me through the 

meet ing.   We were d iscussing,  I  asked her  how many 

d i f ferent  Cr ime In te l l igence mat ters ,  e t  cetera.   So she d id 

ind icate that  they are in  the process,  they are consul t ing 

wi th wi tnesses based on cer ta in compla ints.   She was 

unable to  g ive me any wi tness names.   And she expla ined 20 

safety as wel l  as d i f ferent  mandates.  

 So Mr Perumal  got  agi ta ted to a  point  where  

Advocate Govender even said to  h im,  your  cowboy tact ics is  

not  going to work  on these cases.   We lef t  that  meet ing.   I  

d id  say i t  was a  f ru i t less meet ing because we could not  
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assist  them and they could not  ass ist  us and…  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sorry,  you could not  and they could not  

assist  you.   What  was the purpose of  the meet ing when you 

went  there?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Wi th IGI ,  l ike  wi th other  invest igat ions 

that  had been completed previously dur ing the  Zondo 

Commission per iod,  they are able to  assist  because the 

report  has been completed.   But  because th is  was st i l l  in  

the process  of  invest igat ion,  they were not  able to  assist  

and shar ing of  in format ion could not  take p lace.   So 10 

Commissioner and Chai r ,  we le f t  that  meet ing and Mr  

Perumal  then wanted to arrest  Advocate Govender for  

sect ion 34 fo r  no t  wi l l ing to  assist  us.   And there was th is  

whole th ing where I  had to pul l  ou t  the IGI  Act  and expla in  

to  h im that  they have thei r  own,  but  that  i s  just  on a s ide  

note.   But  i t  was just  to  g ive you an explanat ion  of  how 

th ings were being done.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can I  just  in ter ject  th i s?  So th is 

is  the meet ing that  Mr Sesoko a lso test i f ied about  that  he 

at tended.   20 

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct ,  in  January 2025 [?] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And d id you obta in any 

documents at  that  s tage?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   No,  noth ing was shared wi th us.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And the d iscussion was about  
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Cr ime Inte l l igence invest igat ions,  current  invest igat ions that  

the IGI  was invest igat ing?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Based on compla ints that  they had 

received.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So you leave that  meet ing 

and you d id repor t  back to Advocate Johnson saying  i t  was 

a f ru i t less meet ing and she says she is  not  surpr ised.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Yes,  correct .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then we now in September.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    So we are in  September and Mr Perumal  

is  expla in ing var ious th ings about  how Advocate 

Hlatshwayo,  Advocates Serunye and mysel f  a re not  

understanding the evidence of  the Mokwele docket .   He 

then te l l s  us that  the Min ister ,  be ing Min ister  Mcunu,  

ar ranged for  someone to f ly  to  Eastern Cape to h im and 

provide the IGI  reports.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And th is  is  the IGI  report  that  was 

prepared in  respect  of  the Cr ime In te l l igence invest igat ions 20 

undertaken by the  IGI .  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Which you were to ld at  the  t ime in  

January they were st i l l  busy wi th invest igat ions.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   And my understanding o f  those 



    11 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 156 
 

Page 48  o f  158  

 

 

reports i s  someone very h igh up has to approve that  we 

share that  in format ion.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so what  Mr Perumal  

communicated in  that  meet ing was that  Min ister  Mcunu 

ar ranged for  someone to f ly  that  report ,  a  hard copy of  that  

report ,  to  Mr Perumal  in  the Eastern Cape.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And the IGI  had g iven tha t  report  

to  the Min ister?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And in  terms of  what  leg is la t ion  

or  powers d id the  IGI  g ive that  report  to  the Min ister?  Was 

there an explanat ion as to was i t  commissioned by the  

Min ister ,  a  report  commissioned or  invest igat ion 

commissioned by the Min ister ?   

ADV RAMSAMY :    I t  is  unclear .   I  just  know that  tha t  report  

was not  supposed to come to us in  that  way.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Do you know i t  was not  supposed 

to come to IDAC via the Min ister?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And why do you say that?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Because the IGI  had read the Act  pr ior  to  

going to have the meet ing wi th Advocate Govender.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    In  January?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   In  January.   There are cer ta in procedures 
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and processes that  must  be fo l lowed in  order  for  t hat  

in format ion shar ing.   I  had a lso spoken to Advocate Louw,  

the deputy  d i rector  who is  ret i red now.   He was dea l ing wi th 

a mat ter  that  IGI  and h im or  that  Team were  shar ing  

in format ion.   There were channels that  had to be fo l lowed in  

order  for  that  in fo rmat ion to be shared.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And d id Mr Perumal  say whether  

Advocate Johnson was aware that  he had got ten the report  

f rom the Min ister?   

ADV RAMSAMY :    Yes,  in  my notes,  there is  one of  the  10 

notes.   There  is  a note,  just  a  no te down that  says Dylan 

must  ca l l  IG.   But  in  th is  meet ing,  Mr Perumal  ind icated 

very c lear ly  that  the ID is  aware that  the Min is ter  has 

ar ranged for  th is  report  to  be f lown to me.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  wi l l  ask you to f ind that  

reference dur ing the lunch adjournment .   But  for  now,  so 

that  is  what  he te l ls  you about  how he got  the report?   

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And does he say anyth ing e lse  

about  the report  in  that  meet ing?  Because you have a  20 

reference that  says page 45 to 75.   I  would assume that  i s  

page 45 to 75 of  the report .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   I t  is  even par t ,  he is  even 

te l l ing  us which  par t  o f  the report  is  re levant .   Mr Perumal  

then WhatsApps me the IGI  reports.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I f  we can go to page 600 f i rs t  and 

you te l l  us what ,  why you took a photograph of  th is .   F i le  10 

par t  2 .   This  is  a  photograph of  a le t ter  dated 2 Apr i l  2025 

addressed to the Min ister .  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And i t  i s  on  the le t terhead of  the 

Of f ice of  the Inspector  General  o f  In te l l igence.   Before you 

read the le t ter ,  can you te l l  us why you took a photo of  th is  

le t ter?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  sent  i t  to  the evidence leaders to  show 10 

that  we are in  possession of  an IGI  report  and a l l  the 

correspondence or  the correspondence that  is  at tached to 

i t .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Can you read the le t ter  

in to the record and then I  wi l l  ask,  then we can go to the  

WhatsApp where you received the report .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I t  i s  addressed to :  

“Min ister  ES Mcunu MP,  Honourable  

Minister  of  Pol ice .    

Dear Min ister  M cunu,  invest igat ions on 20 

mat ter  of  Cr ime Inte l l igence in  te rms o f  

sect ion 7,  subsect ion 7(c)  of  the  

Inte l l igence Serv ices Overs ight  Act  1994,  

Act  40 of  1994 Overs ight  Act .   Our  

correspondence dated 24 March 2024 
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regard ing the above subject  mat ter  f i rs t . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Just  to ,  I  th ink i t  should be 2025,  

yes.   But  i t  is  not ,  you are not  the author .  

ADV RAMSAMY :   I  am not  the author .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    To make sense that  i t  would be 

2025.   Cont inue.  

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“ In  sa id cor respondence,  we appra ise d the  

Min ister  on the progress made in  respect  

of  the  invest igat ion and the outs tanding 10 

in terv iews wi th  speci f i c  of f i c ia ls  f rom 

Cr ime Inte l l igence Div is ion of  the South  

Af r ican Pol ice Serv ices,  SAPSCI .   We 

were advised on the 27 t h  o f  March 2025 

f rom the Chief  F inancia l  Of f icer ,  CFO of  

SAPSCI,  would not  be avai lab le  for  an  

in terv iew on the  scheduled date  due to  

pr ior  p lanned leave and would be 

avai lab le on the 8 t h  o f  Apr i l  2025.   Based 

on the  foregoing,  we are unable to  meet  20 

our  envisaged date of  4  Apr i l  202 5 to  

conclude th is  invest igat ion wi thout  the  

cr i t i ca l  cont r ibut ion of  the  above 

ment ioned of f i c ia l . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And who was the of f ic ia l ,  the CFO 
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that  was being refer red to?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   I t  would be Mr Lushaba.  

CHAIRPERSON :   Where is  the rest  of  the le t ter?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   I  have brought  the documents.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Chai r ,  the wi tness brought  the 

document  th is  morning wi th the report .   We st i l l  need to 

d iscuss wi th the NPA re leasing the,  a l lowing us to use the  

report .   I t  is  the f i rs t  t ime  anyone has had s ight  of  the report  

and she brought  hard copies.   She d id not  send an 

e lect ronic vers ion.   She had received i t  v ia  WhatsApp as 10 

wel l .   This was just  the photograph that  she had taken 

in i t ia l l y  to  show us that  she does have i t .   But  she is  

brought  i t  th is  morning wi th her .   We wi l l  then deal  wi th  the 

remainder,  I  th ink  there  is  a page 2  which has the s ignature  

and short  note.   So we wi l l  deal  wi th  i t  then dur ing the lunch 

adjournment .  

CHAIRPERSON :   So the report  is  the le t ter?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We have the,  th is  i s  the cover ing 

le t ter  and there is  a 75,  77 page report .  

CHAIRPERSON :   I  am asking about  the le t te r .   The le t ter  i s  20 

incomplete.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  there is  a second page.   So 

she just  took a photo of  the f i rs t  page.   But  she has brought  

the cover ing le t te r  wi th  both pages and the report  i tse l f .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Okay,  okay.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   We can go to page 601,  

which is  then the  WhatsApp where  you receive i t .   And th is  

would have been,  le t  me just  get  the cor rect  page .   I t  is  not  

601.   I t  is  612.   Just  bear wi th me.   609.   And Chai r…  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ms Ncube,  you wi l l  gu ide,  because you 

are deal ing wi th  a report ,  you wi l l  gu ide  whether  th is  

quest ion can be answered or  i s  subject  to  you get t ing 

approval .   My quest ion is ,  you have looked at  the  report .   

What  was the compla int  that  the IGI  was invest igat ing?  And 

I  am happy fo r  you not  to  answer  i f  i t  fa l ls  under you need 10 

to get  consent  f rom the NPA.   Is  i t  one of  those?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  th ink I  would rather ,  once I  get  consent ,  

then I  would be able to  expla in.   But  at  th is  point ,  because 

the report ,  and I  do not  have the author isat ion f rom the 

NDPP, i f  I  may resolve that .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    A l l  r ight .   That  i s  f ine,  thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Commissioner  Baloyi .   

We wi l l  sor t  that  out  dur ing the lunch adjournment .   The 

second page of  the le t te r  reads paragraph 5:    

“ In  th is  regard,  i t  would be apprec iated i f  20 

we could present  our  report  conta in ing  

f ind ings and recommendat ions on 

Thursday,  10 Apr i l  2025. ”  

S ix :  

“Thank you fo r  your  at tent ion and 
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considerat ion of  our  request .   Yours  

sincere ly. ”  

I t  is  s igned by Mr  I  Fazel ,  Inspector  General  o f  In te l l igence.   

And then i t  says:  

“ Invest igat ions on mat ters of  Cr ime 

In te l l igence.   Invest igat ion of  a l leged 

i r regular i t ies per ta in ing to procurement  of  

bu i ld ings,  va l id i ty  of  recru i tment  p rocess,  

and secur i ty  c learance of  senior  member  

of  South Af r ican Pol ice Serv ice,  Cr ime 10 

In te l l igence,  SAPSCI. ”  

That  was the invest igat ion,  Chai r .   But  the report  has not  

yet  been perused unt i l  we have deal t  wi th  the issues wi th 

the NPA.   So i f  we can then go to page 609,  th is  is  where 

you receive,  th is  is  af te r  the meet ing of  1  September where 

Mr Perumal  te l ls  you how he got  the report .   And a t  we can 

see 2 September ,  th is  is  f rom him to you at  14.51,  IGI 

report  PDF,  77 pages.   We can conf i rm that  the cover ing 

le t ter  i s  two pages and the report  is  75 pages.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Now back to that  meet ing.   

And he references page 45 to 75.   And he must  have then 

had a d iscussion wi th you as to what  75 to,  45 to 75  

conta ins,  what  i t  deals wi th.    

ADV RAMSAMY :   I t  deal t  wi th  the appointments and vet t ing  
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aspects,  ja .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    In  respect  of  the mat ters that  

IDAC was a lso invest igat ing.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Por t ions,  yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Por t ions,  so more than what  IDAC 

was invest igat ing ,  or  was IDAC invest igat ing more than 

what  the IGI  was invest igat ing?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   [No answer]  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Or were they ident ica l?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  cannot ,  I  cannot  p inp oint  exact ly  how,  10 

but  I  do remember that  Advocate Serunye,  mysel f ,  and 

Advocate Hlatshwayo read the  report ,  and Advocate  

Serunye a lso sent  an emai l  based on i t  saying,  I  read the 

IGI  report  and i t  takes us no fu r ther .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And insofar  as the IGI  report  i s  

concerned,  we know now that  Mr  Perumal  gets i t  through 

the Of f i ce of  the Min ister .  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you say that  you know that  

IDAC is not  supposed to get  i t  that  way.   How were you 20 

going to use the  report ,  i f  i t  was benef ic ia l  or  i f  i t  was 

corroborat ive of  IDAC's invest igat ion?  Was there 

d iscussion about  that?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I t  is  the same th ing as the emai l  that  is 

subject  heading Secret .   Where somehow,  someway,  Mr  
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Perumal  got ,  I  th ink i t  i s  General  Part i cu la r 's  Disc ip l inary 

Assessment  Report  on a l l  the,  so i t  is  the Mokwele and the  

s ix  others.   So when he emai led i t  to  us,  the subject  was 

Secret .   And so the d iscussion stemmed that  i t  was going to 

be used fo r  in te l l igence purposes,  but  prosecutors  do not  

use th ings fo r  in te l l igence purposes.   And I  th ink  that  i s  

a lso what  stemmed Advocate Serunye 's emai l  say ing,  i t  

takes th is  case no fur ther .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  when he was d iscuss ing the 

report ,  because you had not  seen i t  a t  that  s tage,  but  he 10 

was d iscussing i t ,  was he saying,  was Mr Perumal  saying 

that  i t  is  support i ve of  IDAC's invest igat ion and the charges 

that  you were pursuing against  the Cr ime Inte l l igence 

of f ic ia ls?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   His words were,  i t  is  golden.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   So,  ja .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  was.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   I t  was in  support  o f .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Do you know i f  Advocate Serunye 20 

a lso got  the IG report?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Ja.   What  happened was when,  because 

Advocate Serunye does not  l ike  WhatsApp.   So i t  was 

WhatsApp’d to  me and then pr in ted.   So we pr in ted three 

copies for  the th ree Advocates to work of f .  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And so af te r  he then 

perused that ,  he  said,  i t  does not  take the mat ter  any 

fur ther .   

ADV RAMSAMY :   I t  takes the case no fu r ther ,  yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then I  would l i ke to  move 

on to . . . [ in te rvenes]  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Maybe before you move of f  th is ,  you say 

in  the past  you have had cooperat ion wi th the IGI  o f f ice in  

other  mat ters.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Ord inar i l y ,  what  is  the process for  you 

to get  that  cooperat ion and to get  the i r  reports?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I t  must  be f ina l ised.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    How does i t  work?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   The report  must  be f ina l i sed.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   And then i t  must  be g iven to the author i t y  

that  cont ro ls  the  IGI  or  requested me,  the President ,  the  

Min ister 's  of f i ce  or  whatever .   But  that  report  is  only  

supposed to be re leased once i t  is  f ina l i sed.   And then 20 

there is  mutual  legal  assistance that  we would then s i t  and 

d iscuss,  okay,  por t ions of  th is  case,  we are going to have to 

redact ,  you cannot  use i t ,  we cannot  d isc lose i t  to  you.   

Por t ions we can d isc lose in  terms of  just  for  you to guide 

where you might  possib ly  want  to  go for  your  invest igat ions.   
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But  i t  would never be the fu l l  repor t  and i t  would only be the  

f ina l i sed report .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So just  to  make sure that  I  understand,  

in  the normal  course,  th is  report  that  you end up get t ing by  

WhatsApp,  you say in  normal  proper course,  i t  would have 

come f rom the IGI  to  whoever  is  the author i t y  that  the IGI  

reports to ,  be i t  the President  o r  the Min ister  responsib le fo r  

the IGI .   And then i t  would go to e i ther  d i rect ly  or  to  the  

Min ister  of  Just ice,  Min ister  of  Pol ice?  I  just  want  to  

understand how Min ister  Mcunu would,  i f  th ings were done 10 

proper ly ,  how he would end up w i th th is  report .   To your  

knowledge,  f rom your exper ience.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    From the way,  because the on ly other  

mat ter  that  is  get t ing assistance f rom IGI  is  under Advocate  

Louw.   So when I  was going,  because I  was walk ing in  

b l ind ly.   I  had not  deal t  wi th  the IGI  previously.   So when I  

asked for  assistance on how i t  works,  i t  is  a  conf ident ia l  

document  or  a top secret  document .   I t  a lso has to be  

declassi f ied before i t  comes to us.   So th is  do cument  was 

not  declassi f ied.   I t  is  s t i l l  in  i t s  raw conf ident ia l  or  top  20 

secret  fo rm.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And you say that  is  cont rary to  how i t  is  

normal ly  done in  the normal  course.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I t  would have had to be declassi f ied fo r  
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you to look at  i t ,  to  be able to  work wi th i t .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   And there needs to be,  so l i ke I  

was expla in ing in  the mutual  legal  assist ,  you would then 

agree.   Paragraph four ,  guys,  you are redact ing.   Paragraph 

f ive,  you may use for  those  purposes.   I  am not  d isc los ing  

these wi tnesses.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Just  expla in th is  in  your  d iscussion  

wi th Mr Perumal .   What  d id he say you must  do wi th th is  

report?  Because he is  shar ing i t  wi th  you on WhatsApp.   10 

Did he say you must  read i t  and then what?  Assist  you in  

your  prosecut ion of  the ongoing mat ters?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Commissioner,  the way i t  was expla ined 

to Advocates Serunye,  Advocates Hlatshwayo and mysel f ,  i t  

was af te r  we read i t ,  the Advocates wi l l  have a  bet ter  

understanding of  what  we are supposed to prosecute in  the  

Mokwele docket .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  see.   But  you say th is  was a draf t .   

I t  was not  f ina l .   Or i t  had not  been sent  to  the re levant  

people who were  supposed to get  i t .   Whether  they are a 20 

Min ister  o r  a re levant  body.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    A l l  I  know is  that  the Min ister  sent  the 

report  that  IGI  re fused to g ive us to Mr  Perumal .   And in  

terms of  the Act  and the mutual  legal  assistance that  we 

usual ly  g ive them, i t  is  not  proper procedure.   
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ADV KHUMALO SC :    Thank you.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   And i t  is  being shared on WhatsApp.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Did I  hear  you to say the Min ister  gave 

i t  to  somebody who went  and del ivered i t  to  Mr Perumal?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Mr Perumal 's  words dur ing the meet ing 

on the 1 s t  and then repeated on the 2 n d  was that  the  

Min ister  made ar rangements for  someone to f ly  w i th  the  

report  to  meet  h im in  Eastern Cape or  East  London to hand 

the report  to  h im.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   I  now want  to  deal  

wi th  the  bai l  amend ment  and the appl icat ion,  the bai l  appeal  

on the Mokwele mat ter .  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Sect ion 63.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   So when Advocate Serunye 

gave evidence,  he expla ined that  he was involved in  that  

process.   You were a lso involved in  that  process.   What  we 

want  to  understand was what  was Advocate Johnson 's 

involvement  in  that  process and the decis ion making by  

Advocate Johnson dur ing that  p rocess.   Now,  we know that  20 

there was an app l icat ion by the accused to amend the bai l  

condi t ions insofar  as,  par t i cu la r ly  the one that  we are  

in terested in ,  is  the bai l  condi t ion that  they were  not  to  

enter  in to any Cr ime Inte l l igence of f i ces throughout  the 

count ry.  
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ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  formed par t  o f  a  bai l  

appl icat ion in  terms of  sect ion 63.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you had a d iscussion wi th  

Advocate Johnson about  that  appl icat ion?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    So Advocate Johnson was on the  phone 

or  a Teams comms wi th Mr Bel lochun,  Mr Padayachee,  and 

Mr Perumal  and I  was contacted by Advocate Johnson 's PA 

that  I  must  come in urgent ly .   They were a lso looking fo r  10 

Advocate Hlatshwayo,  but  i t  was luncht ime and I  th ink I  was 

the only one in  the of f i ce at  the t ime of  the three of  us.   So 

when I  got  there,  I  s tood at  the door of  Advocate Johnson 's 

of f ice and she inst ructed that  we must  oppose the sect ion 

63 and that  we must  sta r t  draf t ing.   Then a few minutes,  I  

th ink maybe hal f  an hour la te r ,  she sent  a WhatsApp to me 

saying . . . [ in tervenes]  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can we go to that  WhatsApp pag e 

610,  610 of  f i le  10 par t  2?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Thank you.    20 

“Br ie f  Peter  and te l l  h im what  I  have 

requested . . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Just  wai t  for  us.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Sorry.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    610,  9 September 2025,  the  
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message f rom Advocate Johnson a t  1.11.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   So th is  i s  af te r  I  was cal led in to the of f ice  

and to ld.   And then Advocate Johnson WhatsApps me:  

“Br ie f  Peter  and te l l  h im what  I  have 

requested.   Does he agree?”  

I  rep ly:  

“ I  wi l l .   He has s tepped out  for  lunch,  as  

soon as he is  back. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sor ry,  i t  is  not  your  fau l t  th is  

t ime,  but  could you just  move c loser  and ra ise your vo ice  10 

because there is  sound f rom above.   I  wi l l .   He has stepped 

out  fo r  lunch as soon as he is  back.   

ADV RAMSAMY :   To which she rep l ied at  13.12:  

“Okay. ”  

A f ter  a  conversat ion wi th,  i t  was about  a two hour,  maybe 

an hour and a  hal f ,  conversat ion between Advocate 

Hlatshwayo,  Advocate Serunye and mysel f ,  we even pul led  

out  the CPA commentar ies and we were researching th is  

inst ruct ion.   And so I  sent  Advocate –  so af ter  th is  

d iscussion,  I  asked Advocate Serunye whether  I  must  in form 20 

Advocate Johnson and he said  yes.   And then I  sent  a 

message saying:  

“Advocate Johnson,  we have d iscussed 

the sect ion 63.   We do not  have lega l  

grounds to just i fy  the appl icat ion.   We 
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have done reading on CPA and 

commentary  based on the  cur rent  

ci rcumstances. ”    

Her reply i s :  

“Noted. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    When you say we do not  have 

legal  g rounds to just i f y  the appl icat ion,  do you mean your 

opposi t ion to the appl icat ion ? 

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So she says noted and 10 

then what  happens thereaf ter?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    On the 11 t h  o f  September,  because 

Advocate Johnson,  because Advocate Serunye does not  

have WhatsApp,  on  the 11 t h  o f  September,  Advocate  

Johnson sends me a message at  19.18,  evening:  

“ I  want  to  see you,  Peter ,  and Joy in  my 

of f ice tomorrow at  8.30am.  Peter  does not  

have WhatsApp,  so I  cannot  message 

him.”  

I  rep ly:  20 

“Evening,  Advocate Johnson.   Noted.   I  

wi l l  ca l l  h im and advise h im.”  

She says:  

“Thanks. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Then page 611 deals wi th a 
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d i f ferent  aspect  where you are te l l ing her  about  the  

Lushaba bai l  condi t ions,  r ight?  And she is  te l l ing you that  

Advocate Msholo lo must  go th rough Peter  and a l l  o f  that .   

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct ,  yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    A t  the bot tom of  that  page 611,  

she says:  

“Why is  she asking you?  She must  ask a  

c l ient . ”    

And then she says:  

“But  we wi l l  d iscuss in  the morning. ”  10 

This is  in  the morning because she has asked to meet  wi th 

you . . . [ in tervenes]  

ADV RAMSAMY :   A t  8 .30.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    …Mr Serunye and Advocate  

Hlatshwayo in  the  morning.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Then at  612,  you can cont inue 

there.   This i s  s t i l l  the evening of  the 12 t h  a t  the top.  

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“Noted,  thank you.   I  have spoken to  20 

Advocate Serunye and in formed h im.”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And th is  is  in  reference to 

Advocate Msholo lo that  you say,  I  have spoken to  Advocate  

Serunye and in formed h im.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So then on t he 13 t h .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    On the 13 t h  a t  16.48,  Advocate Johnson 

sends me a message.    

“ I  have read the  supplementary prepared 

by Br ian.   I t  is  very good.   I  expect  a l l  

prosecutors  to  meet  tomorrow and make 

sure everyth ing  is  sor ted and tha t  

arguments are ready.   K indly in fo rm Peter  

and Joy.   I  know i t  is  Sunday and I  wi l l  

g ive each of  you t ime of f  for  put t ing i n  10 

t ime tomorrow.   I  wi l l  a lso t ry  and come to  

the of f i ce to  see how th ings are go ing. ”    

I  rep ly.    

“Af ternoon,  Advocate Johnson.   I  wi l l  

in form both and request  that  I  jo in  e i ther  

v ia  Teams or  WhatsApp.   I  had my mom 

for  the weekend. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then you say,  she says:  

“Sorry to  hear,  le t  them do a  Teams 

meet ing because a l l  three need to be on 20 

the same page,  p lease.   Thank you. ”  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Is  th is  st i l l  about  the bai l  o r  th is  is  

Lushaba now,  at  6 .12?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    So the messages that  Advocate Johnson 
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was sending were  about  the sect ion  63,  oppose us opposing 

the sect ion  63.   But  in  that  t ime,  Advocate Mshol o lo had 

contacted me and asked for  Mr Lushaba's bai l  condi t ions for  

the second mat ter ,  the Mokwele  mat ter .   So because 

Advocate Johnson does not  a l low us to speak to the  

at torneys on these mat ters wi thout  in fo rming her ,  I  had 

screened grabbed and sent  i t  to  her .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  the  meet ing that  she cal led 

for  was for  the bai l  amendment  appl icat ion that  she wanted 

to meet  wi th you,  the th ree of  you.   10 

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you had expressed the v iew 

that  there was no legal  g rounds in  respect  to  the 

appl icat ion.   She then wanted to meet  anyway.   And at  that ,  

she wanted,  based on the af f idavi t  o f  Mr Padayachee,  she 

wanted the prosecut ion Team to oppose the appl icat ion.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then d id you meet  on  

the 14 t h ,  Sunday,  the 14 t h  o f  September?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  jo ined on Teams,  so d id Mr Perumal ,  Mr  20 

Padayachee,  Mr Serunye,  Advocate Serunye and Advocate  

Hlatshwayo met  a t  the boardroom in VGMO head of f i ce.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And Advocate  Johnson was par t  

o f  that  meet ing?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   She d id not  at tend.   
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So she wanted the three 

of  you to prepare the appl icat ion or  to  prepare the  

opposi t ion to the amendment  appl icat ion.   

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And you had to do that  

based on Mr Padayachee 's supplementary.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I f  I  may just  exp la in what  was happening 

at  that  t ime.   I f  the Commissioners wi l l  remember,  Chai r ,  

the bai l  appl icat ion for  Mr Lushaba was postponed to the 

fo l lowing week because the Magist rate ind icated i t  was a 10 

Schedule 6 and because the af f idavi t  sa id Schedule 5,  there  

was basica l l y  no  appl icat ion before h im.   So the fo l lowing 

week,  Advocate Hlatshwayo and mysel f  a t tended to the bai l  

appl icat ion of  Mr Lushaba.   I t  was before another  

Magist rate.    

 When Advocate Hlatshwayo read in to records a l l  

the bai l  condi t ions that  were imposed on the other  s ix ,  the  

Magist rate had said speci f ica l ly ,  I  am not  going to jump 

onto that  boat .   In  essence,  what  that  Magist rate d id was 

suspend the s ix  accused pr ior  to  the employee even being 20 

involved.   And so  he refused to grant  that .   And when i t  was 

reported to Advocate Johnson and Mr Perumal  and Mr  

Padayachee,  Advocate Hlatshwayo and I  were hauled over  

the coals because,  accord ing to  them, we should have 

ins isted i t  was.    
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 So i t  was at  that  point  that  I  spoke up saying that  

the Magist rate is  r ight .   And la ter  on,  even wi th the  

d iscussions,  I  d id  ind icate ear l ie r  I  was voted of f  the Team 

because I  bared the v iew that  we cannot  go and oppos e th is  

appl icat ion.   My argument  was that  the Magist rate made the 

ru l ing.   The state can say that  they are leaving i t  in  the 

hands of  the Cour t .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Are you saying fo r  the Lushaba bai l  

mat te r ,  the second Magist rate re fused to put  the  same 

condi t ion that  appl ied to the other  accused the previous 10 

week,  that  they cannot  go to the Cr ime Inte l l igence of f ices?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct ,  correct .   And i f  I  may just  

e laborate on that .   When Mr Lushaba d id,  in  fact ,  go  back to  

h is  of f i ce,  there  was great  panic amongst  Mr Perumal ,  

Advocate Johnson and Mr Padayachee to a point  where they 

even wanted me to do a sect ion 63 appl icat ion aga inst  Mr  

Lushaba in  the housebreaking mat ter  and I  re fused.   I  sa id,  

on what  basis?  I t  is  a  V i l l ier ia  docket .   There  is  no  

wi tnesses f rom there.   So on what  basis are you supposed 

to do a sect ion 63 to prevent  h im f rom going to the o f f ice?  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I  th ink then the quest ion Advocate  

Baloyi  was asking ,  th is  sect ion 63 that  you were referr ing to  

was a sect ion 63 that  IDA C wanted to br ing.   I t  was not  the 

sect ion 63 re lat ing to the par t ies in  the ear l ier  Mokwele bai l .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Wi th regards to the messages?  
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ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    No,  at  that  point ,  Advocate Serunye,  

Advocate Hlatshwayo and I  were  not  going to oppose the 

appl icat ion in  terms of  sect ion  63 to re lax the bai l  

condi t ions in  terms of  Ms Mokwele,  Ms Ncube,  Mr Khumalo 

and Mr Lekalaka la.   One other ,  I  cannot  remember who.   

And Advocate Johnson had inst ructed that  i t  must  happen.   

So in  that  conve rsat ion,  she wanted me to take the 

inst ruct ions to and d iscuss i t  wi th  Advocate Serunye.   We 

said there is  no basis.   Two days la ter ,  we are get t ing an 10 

inst ruct ion based on Mr Padayachee 's af f idavi t ,  which is  

very good,  we are  opposing.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    What  Commissioner Khumalo wants to  

c la r i fy  i s  the Lushaba mat ter .   Now you are in  Lushaba.   

And th is  Lushaba that  you are ta lk ing about ,  i t  s t i l l  re la tes 

to the Mokwele mat ter  because h is bai l  was not  heard.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So you go back another  week for  now,  

just  Lushaba.   And that  Magist rate  sa id,  I  am not  imposing 

those condi t ions.  20 

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    That  were imposed on the other  f ive.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .   He,  in  essence,  sa id tha t  i t  is  a  

v io lat ion of  the employee 's r ights to  deal  wi th  a d isc ip l inary 

the way they see f i t .  
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ADV BALOYI SC :    And then you go on to say that  fo l lowing 

that  Lushaba appearance and re fusal  o f  the Magist rate,  

General  Lushaba went  back to the of f ice and there was 

panic on your people 's  s ide.   And now you get  an ins t ruct ion 

to now br ing a sect ion 63 in  the laptop mat ter ,  in  the 

standalone mat ter .   

ADV RAMSAMY :   Yes.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And that  i s  what  you refuse to do .  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  th ink that  is  what  Commissioner  10 

Khumalo wanted to c lar i f y .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And i f  you look at  610,  that  is  where 

you say,  we do not  have legal  grounds to  jus t i fy  the 

appl icat ion.   So i t  seems l ike you are not  ta lk ing  about  

opposi t ion here.   You are ta lk ing about  IDAC br ing ing the 

appl icat ion,  and you are  saying  you do not  have legal  

grounds to br ing the appl icat ion.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I t  is  a  possib i l i ty  that  that  was the 

conversat ion there,  i t  is ,  I  am sor ry,  I  am t ry ing to  juggle  

three years of  act iv i t ies in to comprehensive meet ings.   But  I  20 

agree wi th Commissioner that  i t  looks l i ke that  on the 9 t h ,  

the inst ruct ion to  br ing the appl icat ion on the standalone 

against  Lushaba was the inst ruct ion at  that  point .   And we 

said there was no legal  grounds.   Cor rect .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes,  thank you.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So that  is  why I  am ask ing the  

supplementary af f idavi t  p repared by Mr Padayachee.   What 

was that  referr ing  to?  At  page 612.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    That  was in  regards to the CI7,  the  

Mokwele,  Ncube,  Khumalo,  Lekalakala.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  go  to 612.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Mmm-mmm.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So on 612,  and Advocate Johnson 

says:  

“ I  have read the  supplementary prepared 10 

by Br ian,  i t  is  very good.   I  expect  a l l  the  

prosecutors  to  meet  tomorrow and make 

sure everyth ing is  sor ted an d that  the  

arguments are ready. ”    

What  was th is  fo r?  

Was th is  for  the  amendment  on the Lushaba mat ter?  Or  

was i t  to  oppose the CI7 appl icat ion to amend thei r  ba i l  

condi t ions?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   This is  to  oppose.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Was i t  happening at  the same 20 

t ime? 

ADV RAMSAMY :    Yes,  because Mr Lushaba went  back to 

work or  to  the of f ice  around that  t ime.   So they were t ry ing 

to use one case and bai l  condi t ions in  the one case to f ix  

what  they considered was an er ror  by the Magist ra te in  the  
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second case.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Yes,  i t  seems that  you are 

correct .   Advocate Pooe says to me that  that  was in  l ine 

wi th Advocate Serunye 's  ev idence as wel l .   So Advocate  

Johnson 's inst ruc t ion to you,  that  message was to br ing the  

63 appl icat ion in  respect  of  the Lushaba mat ter .   But  when 

she says you must  on the 13 t h ,  that  she is  read the  

supplementary that  re lates to the CI7.   

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And so you meet  and 10 

prepare which appl icat ion then.   So what  are you prepar ing 

on the 14 t h  o f  September?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    On the 14 t h  o f  September,  whi le  the  

Teams was happening,  Advocate Serunye was going 

through Mr Padayachee's af f idavi t  and asking Mr  

Padayachee and Mr Perumal  to  expla in each paragraph of  

the af f idavi t ,  so that  he could understand how i t  was going 

to be argued.   And so that  is  how three hours went  by.   And 

then I  excused mysel f  a t  5 .00.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then on page 613,  i f  we 20 

can just  deal  wi th  that  on the 14 t h .   And so there  on the 

14 t h ,  now th is  was the day o f  the meet ing,  the  Teams 

meet ing and can you just  read th is  message and te l l  us  

what  i s  going on here?  We know that  i t  was a Teams 

meet ing.   
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ADV RAMSAMY :   The last  por t ion?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  has been redacted,  yes.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   I t  has been redacted?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Thank you.   Okay,  so on the 14 t h ,  

Advocate Johnson sends me a message at  14.55:  

“Drew,  sorry to  be a pain in  the but t .   

Par l iament  has summoned the NDPP and 

madam expects me to go wi th.   I  need the  

bai l  condi t ions in  wr i t ing of  both mat ters.   10 

Can I  p lease get  copies of  both  charge 

sheets wi th bai l  condi t ions before c lose of  

business tomorrow?  Can you emai l  o r  

WhatsApp to me,  whichever is  convenient?   

I  hope mummy is  doing a b i t  bet te r . ”  

I  rep ly:  

“Af ternoon,  Advocate Johnson.   I t  i s  never  

a problem.   I  wi l l  forward leg one now and 

ask Joy to  send leg  two immediate ly.   We 

are on Teams.”  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So you were st i l l  in  that  meet ing.   

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And so:  

“We wi l l  speak.   I  am s i t t ing and prepar ing  

the prep EXCO tomorrow on what  we have 
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to  respond to. ”    

Now,  th is  is  whi le  you are having  the meet ing and you are  

d iscussing the var ious appl icat ions in  opposi t ion  to the 

appl icat ions and what  was Advocate Johnson requi r ing the 

bai l  condi t ions fo r  purposes of  the NDPP's appearance at  

Par l iament?  This  was,  I  assume,  a t  the Ad Hoc Commit tee.   

ADV RAMSAMY :   Looking at  the date,  yes,  that  is  correct .   

My understanding is  that  there were quest ions in  re lat ion to 

the Mokwele mat ter  at  the Ad  Hoc.   That  they wanted both  

charge sheets and bai l  condi t ions.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So and she was just  being  

asked by the NDPP to assist  wi th  that .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Was she not  aware of  what  the 

bai l  condi t ions were?  Or was she looking for  a document  

that  had i t?   Was that  the only th ing?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    No,  Advocate Johnson was wel l  aware of  

bai l  condi t ions on both.   That  is  why she says,  can I  ge t  

copies of  both charge sheets wi th bai l  condi t ions before  

c lose of  business tomorrow?  So i t  would have been the 20 

J15,  the annexes to the charges and the appearance sheets  

and the notes of  the Magist rates that  she was looking for .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then just  one last  issue 

before we get  to  the Medicare 24 is  there is  a,  you wi l l  

recal l  that  when you gave evidence the f i rs t  t ime and you 
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deal t  wi th  the missing sect ion 27 and the emai l  that  you 

sent  on the 9 t h  o f  October 2025 set t ing out  what  had 

happened that  Advocate Johnson had g iven you the 

af f idavi t ,  you brought  i t  back to her  of f ice.    And you said  

that  Advocate Johnson responded to your  emai l  v ia  

WhatsApp.   And i f  she d isagreed wi th your account  of  what  

happened,  she would have said so .   At  the t ime,  we d id not  

have that  WhatsApp.   We now do have i t .   And just  for  i t  to  

be p laced on record at  page 614,  i f  you can read that  in to  

the record,  just  remember ing that  th is  i s  in  response to your 10 

emai l  o f  9  October 2025.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Thank you.   At  15.04,  Advocate Johnson 

sends me a WhatsApp saying:  

“Drew,  I  saw your emai l  and I  wi l l  look in  

my of f ice tomorrow.   I  might  have made a  

mistake and to ld her  that  Chief  ca l led you 

today.   When I  spoke to the Chief ,  he was 

referr ing to you having the sect ion 27 

in i t ia l l y  and tha t  Tsepo spoke to you 

today.   I t  was my mistake.   Chief  d id not  20 

say so. ”  

I  rep ly:  

“Noted Advocate Johnson.   Thank you. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   And d id Advocate 

Johnson get  back to  you as to whether  she found the  
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sect ion 27 in  her  of f ice?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   No,  never.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And at  th is  point ,  yo u are d iscussing 

which sect ion 27?  Is  i t  the one that  was presented before 

us or  the one that  references the PKTT compla ints and 

others?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    In  the emai l  and in  th is ,  there was,  as I  

s tated,  my in terpretat ion of  why the Commissioners,  the 

Chai r ,  ended up wi th th is  i s  that  they were t ry ing to make 

sure that  the or ig inal ,  there was no copies of  the or ig inal  to  10 

show that  there was PKTT.   So they were a l leg ing that  I  

sa id I  had misplaced i t ,  which is  why I  responded in  emai l  in  

that  manner.   And Advocate Johnson repl ies in  WhatsApp.   

And then when I  see the 27 referra l  f l ighted here ,  in  my 

head,  I  put  two and two together  as to  why they were t ry ing 

to scapegoat  me wi th the 27 missing.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So the 27 referred to in  th is  WhatsApp 

message,  where  she says,  I  made a mistake,  she is  

referr ing to the one that  you saw and had to g ive back to  

her .  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Commissioner  Baloyi .   

And i t  rea l l y  is  the last  top ic on th is  aspect .   In  your  notes  

on f i le  11,  page 59,  because we are deal ing wi th the topics  
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and not  going chronologica l ly ,  I  do  not  want  to  miss  out  on  

th is  point  because i t  does fa l l  under the Mokwele  mat ter ,  

even though the t imel ine is  June 2025,  and we deal  main ly 

in  June 2025 wi th  the Medicare 24 issue.   This i s  your  notes 

regard ing a meet ing on the 10 t h  o f  June 2025,  where you 

say the ID was present ,  Joy Sesoko,  Char les,  Pat ,  Br ian,  

Dylan,  and you.   And you were d iscussing the  pro ject  

operat ion or  Pro ject  Divers ion.   There is ,  in  the corner ,  in  a  

b lock on the r ight -hand s ide,  a reference to somebody 's  

name.   You wi l l  te l l  us who that  person is  and in  charge of  10 

vet t ing.   I  just  want  you to address the Commissioners on 

that  note.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    This i s  a meet ing that  is  ca l led by the ID 

to d iscuss the takedown.   Before I  get  to  that  b lock,  can I  

just . . .   The reason I  want  to  just  d iscuss th is  por t ion is  i t  

wi l l  a lso expla in  how th is  b lock happened.   So Advocate 

Johnson,  who is  the head of  of f ice,  who is  not  on  the 

ground doing invest igat ions,  is  now informing the  

prosecutors and the invest igators where accused number 3,  

Mr Hudson,  must  be p icked up f rom.   Meaning when the 20 

team goes to ar rest  h im,  they must  ar rest  h im f rom his  

home because he works at  a  safe house.   These are now 

the inst ruct ions f rom Advocate Johnson.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    This i s  where you say. . .   What  i s  

that  word where you say something  for  Thursday?  
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ADV RAMSAMY :   A im for  Thursday.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    A im for  Thursday.   So you are 

a iming fo r  J50 Thursday?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And she is  te l l ing you –  she is  

now set t ing out  what  i s  to  happen to the accused when the 

ar rests are executed.   

ADV RAMSAMY :   Cor rect .   Because at  that  point ,  a l l  the 

ar rests that  I  had been involved in  IDAC,  we would phone 

the suspect  o r  the accused person and we would ask e i ther  10 

for  the legal  representat ive 's  number or  we would speak 

d i rect ly  to  them, being the lead invest igator  would do that .   

I t  is  ca l led cal l  a  f r iend.   That  is  what  we cal l  i t .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I t  is  ca l led?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Cal l  a  f r iend.   So we would say cal l  a  

f r iend.   We would ca l l  them and in form them, l is ten p lease 

hand yoursel f  over  at  the pol ice stat ion at  s ix  o 'c lock on 

Fr iday morning so that  you are processed and taken to 

court .   We are not  opposing bai l ,  p lease ensure that  you 

have your legal  representat ion present  so that  the bai l  can 20 

proceed.   That  is  how in my exper ience in  the past  four  

years,  a lmost  four  years,  that  is  how i t  has been done wi th  

the invest igators.   Here,  they are ar rest ing on the Thursday.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sor ry,  and ord inar i l y ,  has the ID been 

involved in  that  ca l l  a  f r iend decis ion?  When you get  to  that  
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po int ,  does she g ive inst ruct ions,  now you must  go arrest  

and cal l  them, ca l l  a  f r iend and te l l  them to present?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I f  I  may just  g ive an example.   So the ID 

chooses which pro ject  she gets involved in  when i t  comes 

down to take down.   So in  the 2023 27 referra l ,  when 

everyth ing was complete and we were ready now to enro l  

the mat ter ,  l i ke  I  sa id,  I  had a very st rong deputy d i rector .   

But  even he could not  s tand up to  Advocate  Johnson.   And 

there was p lans to go and arrest  the suspect  and dr ive the 

suspect  fo r  s ix  hours so that  they can appear in  Pretor ia .  10 

 And I  am saying  to them that  th is  person is  an  

e lder ly  person wi th comorbid i t ies.   I t  can never happen that  

way.   You cannot  put  them in the back of  the car  to  dr ive 

them.  Especia l ly  for  something that  happened in  2014.   So 

eventual ly  the deputy d i rector  and I  got  very f rust ra ted and 

we,  because they wanted to make a spectacle of  the 

ar rests.   They wanted f lash and l ights of  cameras and so 

eventual ly  the deputy d i rector  and mysel f  went  to  Mr  

Sesoko and we said p lease go and speak to Advocate  

Johnson on our  behal f  because th is  a rrest  cannot  take 20 

p lace th is  way.    

 So here there was no,  I  th ink f rom the evidence the  

Commission has heard thus fa r ,  no mat ter  what  was said 

dur ing th is  p ro ject ,  what  Advocate Johnson and what  Mr 

Perumal  wanted,  was done.   So there was no reasoning.   So 
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they were p lanning to arrest  on Thursday to appear on the  

Fr iday.   Advocate  Johnson was asking where Lushaba was 

going to be p icked up f rom.   Then Advocate Johnson was 

advis ing that  Hudson must  be p icked up and taken to the  

stat ion for  processing f rom his home because he works at  a  

safe house.    

 And that  they had to f igure out  where Eugene was 

because he is  t ravel l ing a lo t  and he is  medical l y  boarded 

of f  or  something  so he is  not  permanent ly  wi th in Cr ime 

Inte l l igence anymore.  10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    This l is t  i s  the Lusha ba mat ter?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Now going to the b lock that  I  had 

expla ined to Advocate Ncube.   So we are in  Advocate 

Johnson 's of f ice and we are s i t t ing at  the boardroom table 

and we are d iscussing,  Advocate  Johnson is  now giv ing 

inst ruct ions about  what  must  happen in  the th i rd week 

because remember every second week she wanted ar rests.   

Advocate Johnson looks at  me and she says,  Drew,  you wi l l  20 

be embarrassed to be Indian.   So I  was taken aback 

because I  was busy tak ing notes  and I  d id  not  know that  

they were ta lk ing  about  the person who is  act ing as  in  Mr  

Khan 's p lace.   I t  is  a  Ms Kr ishnadut t .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    General  Khan 's posi t ion,  yes.  
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ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct ,  i t  is  a  Ms Kr ishnadut t .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Br igadier  Kr ishnadut t .  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Thank you.   So Advocate Johnson says,  

Drew,  you wi l l  be  embarrassed to be Indian.   The way she 

walks around ta lk ing to the staf f ,  you wi l l  be embarrassed.   

And then I  am to ld that  I  must ,  when I  am get t ing to the  

point  o f  enro l l ing or  looking at  the evidence for  the vet t ing,  

because Br igadier  Kr ishnadut t  is  act ing as the head of  the  

vet t ing department  at  the moment ,  I  must  look i f  there is  

ev idence to charge Kr ishnadut t .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    As par t  o f  CI7 in  the Mokwele 

mat ter?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   E i ther  CI7 or  the other  two.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so  one of  the  vet t ing  

mat ters.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   That  is  why i t  is  there in  that  b lock the  

way i t  is .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And who is  Br igadier  Kr ishnadut t?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    So f rom tha t  conversat ion in  Advocate  

Johnson 's of f ice,  Advocate Johnson then said,  when she 20 

was expla in ing how Br igadier  Kr ishnadut t  speaks to the 

staf f  and why I  would be embarrassed and a l l  o f  that ,  she 

ind icated Junaid  is  report ing to her .   So at  that  t ime,  I  

a l ready knew that  Junaid is  a  Mr Johnson,  Advocate  

Johnson 's husband.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And the issue wi th Br igadier  

Kr ishnadut t  is  that  she was promoted to Br igadier  before  

Br igadier  Johnson.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  came to learn that  af ter ,  when I  was 

enqui r ing  as to what  exact ly  i s  up wi th,  because i t  is  the  

f i rs t  t ime I  am hear ing the name.   We are now al ready 

a lmost  s ix  months in to the invest igat ion.   I t  is  not  on the  

28(13) ,  and I  am being to ld to  look for .   But  the manner in  

which i t  was expla ined in  the of f ice about  being  

embarrassed and the way the Br igadier  speaks to her  staf f  10 

and the screaming,  et  cetera.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And Br igadier  Kr ishnadut t  had not  

come up in  any of  the previous meet ings,  any 

documentat ion regard ing any of  the mat ters at  that  s tage?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    No.   In  fact ,  Mr  Perumal  ca l led me la ter  

that  evening af te r  th is  meet ing,  o r  maybe la ter  tha t  week,  

but  af te r  th is  meet ing.   And he sa id to  me,  hey,  I  looked,  I  

looked,  but  I  cannot  f ind any evidence against  Kr ishnadut t .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And d id  Advocate Johnson g ive 

an ind icat ion as to where she was get t ing th is  in fo rmat ion?  20 

Was i t  p i l low ta lk ,  or  was i t  coming f rom General  Khan?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  cannot ,  I  cannot  answer that .   I  had my 

own ideas because of ,  o r  my own assumpt ions because of  

the way the invest igat ion was being done.   And the fact  that  

in  every s ingle meet ing,  Advocate Johnson would  refer  to  
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Mr Khan.   E i ther  Mr Khan messaged or . . .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    General  Khan.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   General  Khan.   Or that  Mr Perumal  had 

spoken to Genera l  Khan.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Thank you for  indulg ing 

me on those mat ters,  yes.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Are you going to be coming back to th is  

page 59?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  Commissioner Baloy i ,  I  have 

st r i c t  inst ruct ions to move on to the next  top ic,  so you may 10 

go ahead.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   St i l l  a t  that  page 59,  just  to  

complete and make sure that  I  do not  draw my own 

conclusions what  i t  means.   So you have,  in  the next  

subheading,  you have th i rd week of f ,  and you have names,  

you have Nts ia m ight  come in af te r  Ncube,  Nts ia,  Madondo 

Mokwele.   Was th is  the next  set  of  people  you were  

requi red to ar rest?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Commissioner Baloyi ,  in  th is  paragraph,  I  

am to ld that  there is  a member of  Cr ime Inte l l igence cal led 20 

Nts ia,  who migh t  be wi l l ing to  ta lk .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    I  see.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   And th is  i s  coming f rom Advocate  

Johnson.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    And then the  next  one,  that  is  real l y 
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what  I  am interested in ,  which you have,  you have an 

aster isk next  to  i t .   You have J50,  te l l  somebody that  I  

cannot  read,  equals message NDPP, reply,  and then go.   

What  i s  th is  note about?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Okay,  Advocate Johnson had ind icated 

that  th is  is  how she expected the ar rests to  happen.   Once 

the J50s were author ised,  I  was to  in form her.   From t here,  

she would then message the NDPP that  there is  a takedown 

f rom IDAC happening.   And then once the NDPP repl ied,  a l l  

the teams that  were set  to  do the  arrests were then to go.   10 

And so that  is  how the. . .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   And NDPP being Advocate  

Shami la Batohi  a t  th is  stage?  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct ,  Advocate Batohi .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    And was that  k ind of  report  not i fy ing the 

NDPP, was that  s tandard pract ice?  Is  that  how i t  worked?  

When you do takedowns,  d id you forewarn the Nat ional  

Di rector  of  Pub l ic  Prosecut ions?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I  on ly know of  two instances.   I  know of  

two instances,  of  the 2023 27 and th is  one.  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    In  the others,  I  mean,  you know more 

than th ree mat ters s ince you have been there.   Are you 

saying in  other  mat ters there is  never been a report ing to  

the NDPP? 

ADV RAMSAMY :   Not  to  my knowledge.  
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ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.   Thank you.   Thanks,  Ms Ncube.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And just  in  so far  as the ar rests,  

the execut ion of  the arrests were concerned,  what  was Mr 

Sesoko 's ro le meant  to  be in  that  p rocess?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    There was an emai l  the week before wi th  

regards to Advocate Johnson ins t ruct ing Mr Sesoko wi th  

regards to how to cont ro l  the arrests and when and how.   

So when I  . . . [ in tervenes]  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Is  that  page 410?  Can we just  

maybe,  i f  you can g ive your ev idence wi th reference to page 10 

410,  which is  f i le  10,  par t  2?  Part  1 .  

ADV RAMSAMY :   410.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   Just  le t  me know once you 

have i t .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Yes,  that  is  correct .   On the 4 t h  o f  June.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so th is  i s  before th is  

meet ing of  10 June.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct ,  yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And i t  says,  i t  is  f rom 

Advocate Johnson:  20 

“Sesoko,  I  asked Dylan to le t  me know 

when they wi l l  ar rest  as  I  need to  in fo rm 

the NDPP.  He ind icated that  the main  

accused is  on leave,  et  cetera and they 

might  push for  th is  af te rnoon.   I  le t  h im 



    11 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 156 
 

Page 86  o f  158  

 

 

know that  I  do not  agree.   I  cannot  te l l  the  

NDPP today that  we are arrest 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 accused is  back at  work and then 

proceed.   I  am also aware that  accused 4  

is  not  in  Gauteng.   The team must  use the  10 

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 up 

at  one go. ”  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    So,  on the day that ,  on the 12 t h  o f  June,  

when the ar rests  of  two accused we re ef fected and the 

other  two handed themselves over  on the morning of  the  

13 t h ,  when I  le f t  the boardroom,  Mr Sesoko was in  the  20 

boardroom wi th,  i f  I  am not  mistaken,  there were four  teams 

of  four  invest igators that  were set  to  go and arres t .   So,  

when I  le f t  the boardroom, i t  was the team, Mr Perumal ,  Mr 

Padayachee,  and Mr Sesoko.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    We have heard  Mr Sesoko,  who largely  
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por t rayed h is posi t ion or  par t ic ipat ion in  these mat ters as 

passive because he was s ide - l ined and he d id not  real l y  

become involved and he kept  h is  head down.   That  is  some 

of  h is  ev idence.   In  the end,  documents were produced,  

emai l  exchanges that  show him addressed.   How would you 

descr ibe h is  invo lvement  wi th  these mat ters?  I  mean,  to  

state the obvious,  at  410,  i t  suggests that  he was involved,  

that  is  why he is  get t ing th is  k ind of  report  f rom the ID.   But  

I  would l ike to  hear,  in  your  own words,  how you would  

descr ibe h is involvement  in  these mat ters agains t  Cr ime 10 

Inte l l igence.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Advocate Johnson would involve  Mr 

Sesoko when she fe l t  l ike i t ,  and then in  those meet ings,  he 

would be,  she would say he is  the go - to person fo r  th is ,  as I  

wi l l  i l lust rate a b i t  la ter .   But  in  essence,  he was not  par ty.   

He was… can I  say,  one foot  in ,  one foot  out?  So he was 

involved,  but  not  in  the decis ion -making.   He was involved 

in  a lo t  o f  the meet ings.   He was involved in  a lo t  o f  the 

compla ints and f ights.    

 And wi th regards to just  put t ing h is  head down and 20 

turn ing the other  way,  just  to  g ive  you an example,  Mr 

Sesoko spoke about  a meet ing where he fac i l i ta ted coerc ion 

amongst  mysel f  and Mr Perumal .   In  that  meet ing,  Mr 

Padayachee leaned over  the boardroom table,  screaming at  

me wi th h is  f inger  in  my face.   And I  mean l i tera l l y .   I f  I  
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moved,  he  probably  would  have h i t  me,  or  i f  he  could get  

any c loser ,  he would have h i t  me that  day.   And no one said  

anyth ing and Mr Sesoko was chai r ing the meet ing.    

 I  was cal led in  la ter  by Mr Sesoko to say,  the way 

he speaks to you,  Drew,  I  am going to ca l l  h im and speak to  

h im,  but  why d id  not  you say anyth ing when he was doing 

i t?   And then I  f ind out  la ter  on that  that  inc ident  is  not  even 

reported to Advocate Johnson by Mr Sesoko,  who was 

supposed to take a fu l l  report .   And i t  is  reported that  we 

have now found common ground to work together .  10 

 But  we had not ,  because Advocate Serunye to ld  the  

Commissioners and Chai r  that  I  was not  even ta lk ing to Mr  

Padayachee af ter  that .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    May I  ask i t  d i f ferent ly .   Mr Sesoko is  

head of  invest igat ions.   Maybe le t  me say that  in  my 

engagement  wi th h im,  I  character ised the qual i ty  of  

invest igat ions as poor,  as you compla in that  you looked at  

what  was being brought  to  you and the quest ion to h im was,  

where  was the head of  invest igat ions when you look at  

these documents f rom your people,  these reports?   20 

 So my quest ion is  to  t ry  and understand whether  in  

meet ings where you were present ,  d id  he engage about  the 

qual i ty  of  in format ion that  is  being put  to  the prosecutors on 

the basis of  which  you are making recommendat ions and 

decis ions,  on the basis of  which the invest igat ing d i rector  is  



    11 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 156 
 

Page 89  o f  158  

 

 

making decis ions or  requi red to make decis ions.   What  was 

h is par t ic ipat ion as head of  invest igat ions in  that?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    So I  wi l l  g ive  you an example  of  what  

happened on the  12 t h  o f  May.   Mr Sesoko said,  because 

there is  th is  d ispute now between the prosecutor  saying 

there is  no case and the invest igators saying that  the  

prosecutor  does not  understand the case,  both s ides should 

do a report ,  as I  have expla ined wi th the l inks and how i t  

would l ink to  the  of f ences,  et  cetera.   I t  was agreed that  

that  would be done.  10 

 And the very next  day,  Mr Perumal  is  saying,  I  am 

not  going to do i t  because those th ings come out  in ,  wel l ,  i t  

would have been used in  th is  Commission,  those th ings 

come out  as mater ia l  la te r .   And Mr  Sesoko was not  able to  

enforce i t  because Advocate Johnson had s ided wi th Mr  

Perumal .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Can I  just  take you to the 

topic of  General  Khan 's statement  in  the Lushaba mat ter ,  

the A28,  and what  happen ed there and the issue that  you 20 

ra ised?  For  that ,  can we go to page 586 of  10,  par t  2 ,  f i le 

10,  par t  2?  And we wi l l  s ta r t  a t  the bot tom of  the page,  

where  Mr  Padayachee,  on the 28 t h  o f  January 2026,  sends 

an emai l  to  you and Mr Perumal  wi th the subject :  

“A28 af f idavi t ,  Ma jor  General  F Khan.  
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Hi ,  Drew,  p lease f ind copy of  A28 af f idavi t  

of  Major  General  Khan. ”  

Why was he sending you th is  emai l ,  the af f idavi t?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    There was a meet ing.   So because the 

invest igators were not  gel l ing  wi th the prosecut ors,  

Advocate Johnson inst ructed that  we were supposed to 

meet  once a week.   Even though the mat ters were a l ready 

in  cour t ,  we were supposed to meet  once a week and 

d iscuss.   So on that  par t icu la r  day,  i t  was,  I  th ink i t  was,  so  

we were  supposed to be in  cour t  that  Thursday or  Fr iday for  10 

the Leg 1 Lushaba mat ter .    

 And in  that  meet ing,  I  d iscovered that  there is  a  

statement  that  is  commissioned in  of  September 2025.   I  

have not  been provided.   The defence has not  been 

provided wi th the  statement .   And I  ha ve a l ready repl ied to  

requests fo r  fur ther  par t i cu lars on three of  the four  accused.   

So I  was h ighly i ra te.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Sorry,  I  just  wanted to know,  he  

was sending you the af f idavi t  fo l lowing a meet ing that  was 

held?  20 

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Where they said that  there was 

the statement .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .   Because we were going through 

the annex or  the As.   And I  sa id,  but  where does A28 come 
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f rom?  Because,  I  am sorry,  I  do not  have an A28.   And that  

is  how i t  came about .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So he sends i t  to  you and 

then you respond on the top of  page 586.   And i f  you can 

perhaps just  read to us what  your  response is .   Because I  

th ink i t  is  important  to  p lace in  context  that  th is  is  now the  

af f idavi t  o f  Major  General  Khan,  which has not  been 

d isc losed to the accused.   

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    A f ter  you had made d iscovery.  10 

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .    

“Good day,  Advocate Serunye,  Mr  Sesoko 

and Team.  I  have d iscussed th is  wi th  

DDPP Serunye.   I t  is  d is t ressing that  we 

are being made aware of  and receiv ing an 

af f idavi t  that  was commissioned in  

September 2025,  only today and i t  creates  

problems at  cour t .   I f  the prosecutors were  

made aware of  i t ,  we could have d isc losed 

i t  in  October 2025’s court  appearance or  20 

even in  December 2025 when we repl ied  

to the request  for  fur ther  par t icu lars .   

We are now going to g ive d isc losure on 

the day we receive representat ions made 

to NDPP.   This in  i tse l f  is  going to be a  
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problem,  as they are now going to say we 

wi thheld a statement ,  d id not  make a fu l l  

d isc losure and they need to consul t  and 

possib ly  redraf t  the representat ions.   In  as  

much as th is  is  a prosecut ion led  

envi ronment ,  we need to work as a team 

. . . [ in tervenes] ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Can you just  move c loser  to  the 

microphone again?  

ADV RAMSAMY :     10 

“…we need to work as a team and tha t  

means prosecutors must  be made aware o f  

these developments.   I  am now faced wi th  

expla in ing why an af f idavi t  commissioned 

in  September 2025 is  being d isc losed in  

January 2026 at  cour t  tomorrow and thus,  

we wi l l  be b lamed for  delaying the mat te r  

in  cour t  tomorrow.”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Then there is  a response f rom Mr 

Padayachee on page 585,  at  the top of  page 585,  where he 20 

says:  

“ I t  is  for  th is  very reason that  I  have 

requested meet ings regular ly . ”  

And he says:  

“ I  was under the impression that  th i s  
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a f f idavi t  was handed to Advocate Drew 

and wi l l  ver i f y  wi th  team members whether  

th is  was done.   There are many issues 

wi th regards to th is  mat ter  f rom the bai l  

appl icat ions and short  not ices.   We were  

in  the boardroom when th is  af f idavi t  was 

d iscussed.   Why is  i t  now being vent i la ted  

in  th is  manner?  I  am under the  

impression that  we work as a team.   Chief ,  

may we have a  meet ing tomorrow af ter  10 

court?”    

I  am interested more in  the response that  comes f rom Mr  

Perumal  on 584,  at  the bot tom of  584.  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I f  I  may just  have. . .  thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Mr Perumal  then responds a lso  

on the same day.   And he says:  

“Good af ternoon,  Advocate Serunye and 

a l l…”  

Can you just  read that?  

ADV RAMSAMY :     20 

“ I  am in PMB at  DPP,  Advocate Harr is ' s  

of f ice.   I  wi l l  be back tonight .   I  am also  

very t i red of  hear ing about  prosecut ion - led  

invest igat ions when we are not  fo l lowing 

PLI  to  the la t ter  . . . [ in tervenes] ”  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    He probably means to the le t ter .   

You are not  fo l lowing prosecut ion - led invest igat ions to the 

le t ter .  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Correct .   

“ I  am also confused that  s ince September  

2025,  Advocate Drew has not  seen the  

af f idavi t .   How did th is  happen?  I  recal l  

that  Char les went  to  ge t  i t  f rom him af ter  a  

fu l l  d iscussion by the team that  such 

should be obta ined.   Let  us get  together  10 

tomorrow af ter  cour t ,  p lease.   Pat  and 

Char les are in  K imber ley.   Pat ,  p lease ask 

Br ig  Tate to  arrange fo r  a quiet  spot  at  the  

provinc ia l  o f f ice so that  the two of  you can 

l ink up wi th us for  the meet ing.   Tsepo,  

kindly conf i rm…”  

I  th ink i t  is  coord inat ion;  

“…with them on the t ime so that  they p lan  

and make t ime to  jo in  us.   Regards,  Chief  

Perumal . ”  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then you respond to  that  at  

the top to say that  Char les provided you w i th two 

handwr i t ten un-commissioned sta tements of  A5 and h is  

crew.   You were not  furn ished wi th the A28.   

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So at  that  s tage,  none of  

the prosecutors had seen the A28.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Was th is  the only af f idavi t ,  

on ly General  Khan's af f idavi t ,  that  had not  been d isc losed 

to the defence?  Do you know?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Not  long af te r  I  sent  th is ,  what  was 

cal led a very snappy emai l ,  I  was remo ved.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  there is  another  emai l  that  I  

just  want  to  deal  wi th  regard ing the representat ions to the 10 

NDPP f rom Advocate Johnson on the Lushaba mat ter .   And I  

just  want  to  understand why there was a change in  v iew 

because there was a,  i t  seems to me Advocate Johnson is  

saying that  because there is  a new NDPP coming in ,  she 

does not  want  to  confuse mat ters about  where  

representat ions must  go to by accused persons.   But  I  just  

want  you to deal  wi th  i t .    

 I t  is  a t  page 588 of  the same bund l e.   And you wi l l  

just  have to expla in th is  emai l  f rom Advocate  Johnson.   I t  is  

a  response to you regard ing what  happened at  cour t  and 20 

then you say to Advocate Johnson that  you have to ld the 

accused’s representat ive in  the Lushaba mat ter  they in tend 

making representat ions and you sa id to  them they wi l l  make 

the representat ions to the NDPP.  Right?  Advocate  

Johnson is  upset  by that .  
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ADV RAMSAMY :    So there was a conversat ion between 

mysel f  and Mr Lushaba and Mr Mogashwa’s advocate.   He 

ind icated that  he in te nded on making representat ions about  

the mat ter  to  the NDPP.  And that  he d id ind icate that  par t  

o f  i t  was a compla int  against  Advocate Johnson.   We then 

agreed that  we wi l l  postpone the  mat ter  fo r  outcomes of  

representat ions to the NDPP.  This d id not  s i t  wel l  wi th  

Advocate Johnson,  Mr Perumal ,  and Mr Padayachee,  but  

a lso i t  became c learer  la ter  on that  th is  became a  b igger 

issue than i t  needed to be because they needed to f ind a 10 

way to remove me.   But  Advocate Johnson ind icates that :  

“Representat ions come  to  IDAC,  to  my 

of f ice,  and gets a  copy immediate ly.   You 

and the team dra f t  a  response fo r  the ID 

wi th in two weeks of  receipt .   Submit  that  

to  the ID 's o f f ice for  perusal  and 

engagement  f rom the team.  Response 

must  be sent  to  defence no la ter  than the  

last  day of  February 2026. ”    

I  then in formed,  despi te  the fact  that  I  had communicated 20 

wi th the advocate previously,  I  foresaw where th is  was 

going.   I  then . . . [ in te rvenes]  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wel l ,  can you just  say,  can I  just  

ask you about  the l ine above  the red wr i t ing where 

Advocate Johnson says:  
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“Correct  th is  today as we have a new 

NDPP star t ing on Monday and I  do not  

want  confusion on what  i s  going there  l ike  

we do not  know what  we are doing. ”    

Is  your  understanding that  representat ions by accused 

persons are made to IDAC or  to  the  NDPP?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    Somet imes representat ions come to 

IDAC,  somet imes they go to the NDPP, but  in  the  normal  

course,  so i f  you have to look at  the Regiona l  Court  

s t ructure,  representat ions would go to the SPP.   And i f  the 10 

accused or  h is  defence is  unhappy wi th the reply f rom the 

SPP,  i t  would go to the chief  p rosecutor .   And then i f  there 

is  a problem then or  a d isagreement ,  i t  would go to the DPP 

of  that  ju r isd ict ion.  

 Here we have the ID who is  making the decis ions 

and author is ing the invest igat ions and the prosecut ion.   So 

my understanding would be that  i t  would in  l ine of  that ,  in  

terms of  the pol icy,  i t  should go to the NDPP.  But  more 

speci f ica l l y  so because the advocate had c lear ly  in fo rmed 

me that  h is  c l ients had ins t ructed that  they were 20 

quest ion ing Advocate Johnson's involvement .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Page 592 of  the bundle.   This i s  

you send a le t te r  then to an emai l  to  General  Lushaba 's  

legal  representat ive saying:  

“Af ter  having spoken to my senior ,  



    11 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 156 
 

Page 98  o f  158  

 

 

representat ions must  go to Advocate  

Johnson. ”    

That  is  on page 593.  

ADV RAMSAMY :   Correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You say:  

“Good day,  s i r .   We note that  you in tend to  

make representat ions to the  NDPP.   

However,  upon consul tat ion wi th my 

senior ,  p lease note the processes o f  

representat ions.   I t  must  be sent  to  IDAC 10 

Head Advocate Johnson.   Should i t  be  

refused or  your  c l ient  be unhappy wi th the  

outcome,  representat ions may then be 

made to the NDPP.  Trust  you f ind in  

order. ”  

They respond and say,  you can star t  f rom ‘ f i rs t l y ’ .  

ADV RAMSAMY :     

“Fi rs t l y ,  IDAC is  not  par ty to  the court  

proceedings.   The mat ter  i s  between our  

c l ient  and the  Nat ional  Prosecut ing  20 

Author i t y ,  which has prosecuted charges 

against  our  c l ien ts and not  IDAC.   I t  is  

therefore the  Nat ional  Prosecut ing  

Author i t y  that  must  decide on the future of  

the court  mat te rs.  
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Secondly,  the  head of  IDAC has 

commented on the evidence that  the  

Nat ional  Prosecut ing Author i t y  in tends to  

present  against  our  c l ients dur ing t r ia l  

proceedings and in  the  process 

cont radicted some pieces of  ev idence that  

was d isc losed to the defence.   This  is  a lso  

a point  o f  content ion  in  our  

representat ions.    

I t  is  for  th is  reason that  in  our  10 

understanding of  conf l i c t  o f  in te res t ,  even 

i f  the process d i rected that  

representat ions be addressed to t he Head 

of  IDAC,  that  such would not  be an 

appropr ia te act ion. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The cut -of f :  

“We hope that  you wi l l  f ind the above in  

good order . ”  

And what  comments were these by Advocate Johnson?  

Because they are  referr ing to th is  is  January 2026.   Do you 20 

know what ,  was i t  the Ad Hoc Commit tee?  

ADV RAMSAMY :    I t  was evidence of  the Ad Hoc 

Commit tee.   I  am unsure of  what  the averments were.   I  do 

remember reading them in the representat ions,  but  I ,  and I  

a lso am not  a l lowed to make those avai lab le.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Chai r ,  that  concludes th is  

top ic,  un less the Commissioners  have anyth ing for  the 

wi tness on the Mokwele mat ter .   I  want  to  move on to 

Medicare 24 af te r  lunch.   But  there may be aspects of  the  

Mokwele mat ter  that  may ar ise dur ing the Medicare 24 

mat ter  anyway,  because of  the t imel ine,  there is  an over lap.   

So Commissioner  Baloyi  does not  have to st ress that  I  am 

prohib i t ing her  f rom deal ing wi th the Mokwele  mat ter .   

There wi l l  be in  the notes reference to i t ,  but  my main focus 

is  go ing to be on Medicare 24.  10 

CHAIRPERSON :   Let  us adjourn and resume at  2 p.m.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Aspect  I  promised before  we go 

to Medicare24 that  I  need to cover wi th you and i t  is  on  

page 422 of  f i le  10,  par t  2 .   Now you wi l l  recal l  when you 

gave evidence you spoke about  a device or  memory st ick  

wi th a whole lo t  o f  in fo rmat ion regard ing,  amongst  others,  

Operat ion Divers ion,  which is  in fo rmat ion that  was in  the 

possession of  Mr Padayachee.  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And some of  the documents that  

you have provided the Commission is  real ly ,  was on that  

s t ick,  which you understood to  be  a st i ck that  was Mr 

Padayachee 's in format ion.   
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MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    His in fo rmat ion.   One of  the  

documents that  you found on there was an unsigned 

af f idavi t  or  a document  that  appears to  be what  was,  would  

have been an af f idavi t  by Mr  Peru mal  regard ing the  

Nkabinde issue.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And I  recal l  your  ev idence being 

that  you had seen th is  af f idavi t  a t  some stage and i t  

cont radicted,  a l though i t  i s  not  s igned,  i t  cont radicted 10 

Advocate Johnson's vers ion  regard ing  the cal l  w i th  Mr  

Nkabinde where Advocate Johnson to ld you that  she had 

received a ca l l  f rom Mr Nkabinde but  the draf t  a f f idavi t  o f  

Mr Perumal  ind icate,  showed that  Advocate Johnson was 

the one that  ca l led Mr Nkabinde.  

MS RAMSAMY :    And put  h im on speaker,  correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And put  i t  on speaker.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  just  want  to  deal  w i th  that  

af f idavi t  and again just  p refacing i t  by saying that  i t  is  an 20 

unsigned document  which you found on th is  and when we 

look at  the document  propert ies,  which wi l l  be provided,  i t  

shows that  the author  is  Mr Dylan Perumal .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And i f  we could just  deal  wi th  a 
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few paragraphs o f  that  s tatement .   The f i rs t  is  paragraph 

20,  paragraph 2 on page 422 where  he says:  

 “On 22 n d  January 2025 at  about  12  

o 'c lock  a conf ident ia l  meet ing  was 

convened by the  Invest igat ing Di rector ,  

Advocate Johnson.   The meet ing was 

at tended by Mr Sesoko,  Advocate  

Ramsamy,  senior  invest igators 

Padayachee,  Raphesu and I . ”  

 This is  now that  meet ing that  we have deal t  wi th  10 

r ight?  

MS RAMSAMY :    The f i rs t  meet ing wi th the presentat ion,  

correct .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   He then says:  

 “Dur ing the ensu ing meet ing Mr Sesoko 

in formed the  ID that  cr iminal  

invest igat ions were conducted agains t  Mr 

Cedr ic  Nkabinde whi le  he and SI  

Raphesu …”  

 Senior  Invest igator  Raphesu.  20 

 “… were based in  the IPID.   Mr Sesoko 

also advised the ID that  SI  Raphesu has 

evidence in  that  regard,  adding that  Mr  

Nkabinde was declared to  be  an 

unt ruthfu l  wi tness in  a court  p roceeding. ”  
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 I f  we just  pause there.   What  I  not iced is  that  he  

does not  deal  wi th  how i t  came about  that  Mr Nkabinde was 

d iscussed,  became a topic of  d iscussion.   You say that  i t  

was the ID,  Advocate Johnson who in i t ia ted that  d iscussion 

because of  an encounter  that  she had a day or  two pr io r  

wi th  Mr Nkabinde whi le  she was wai t ing fo r  the Min ister  at  

h is  res idence for  a meet ing.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   As per  my 1 s t  Apr i l  2025 af f idavi t  

I  set  out  that  in  th is ,  o r  in ,  a f te r  the presentat ion Advocate  

Johnson had ind icated that  she had had a meet ing wi th the 10 

Min ister  at  h is  res idence the even ing before and that  she 

was le f t  a lone wi th Mr Nkabinde for  an extended per iod of  

t ime and he gave her  the heebie - jeebies and that  is  how the  

conversat ion about  Mr Nkab inde and the invest igat ion 

star ted.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Wi th regards to th is  paragraph,  the  

invest igat ion re lat ing to Mr Nkabinde,  those two dockets are 

not  held by Mr Raphesu,  nor  is  he par t  o f  that  invest igat ion.   

The one docket  was,  i s  in  cour t  fo r  t r ia l  in  Palm Ridge.   He 20 

is  an invest igator  former ly  of  IPID,  Mr Temani  B inang and 

the other  invest igat ion is  one of  Mr Bel lochun which  is  in  

the High Court .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.    
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  and so there  is  no 

explanat ion,  l ike I  sa id,  as to  how the topic came about  and 

a lso how Mr Sesoko and Mr Raphesu actual ly  then 

volunteered th is  in fo rmat ion that  they had on Mr Nkabinde.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Importan t ly ,  a t  2 .2 i t  s tated:  

 “The ID then d i rected that  SI  Padayachee 

should  conduct  an  invest igat ion in  

re lat ion to the a l legat ions made involv ing 

Mr Nkabinde. ”  10 

 Now you put  i t  a  b i t  sof ter  than that .   You said i t  

was more just  gather ing facts and,  that  the ID was doing at  

that  s tage but  he seems to a l ready say that  at  that  s tage or  

would i t  have been in  a separate meet ing that  the ID then 

d i rected Mr Padayachee to conduct  an invest igat ion.   

MS RAMSAMY :    As per  the WhatsApp’s that  was previously  

displayed as wel l  as the af f idavi t ,  my af f idavi t  f rom the 1 s t  

o f  Apr i l ,  i t  was when Advocate Johnson had requi red or  sent  

me a message saying that  she had just  seen the  Min ister  

and that  we need to move ASAP on the Nkabinde th ing.   I t  20 

was at  that  point  that  Advocate Johnson,  so in  that  meet ing 

i t  was only mysel f ,  Advocate Johnson,  Mr Perumal  and Mr  

Sesoko.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    This i s  now not  the meet ing of  22 

January,  th is  i s  another  meet ing.   I t  is  23 January.  
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MS RAMSAMY :    I t  i s  23 January.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja,  23 January accord ing  to the  

WhatsApp’s.   In  that  meet ing Mr Perumal  ind icated that  Mr  

Bel lochun can cont inue wi th the invest igat ion  on Mr 

Nkabinde.   And then the other  invest igat ion was wi th Mr  

B inang at  the t ime.   So i t  was a d iscussion about  that  and 

Mr Sesoko said that  he does not  th ink that  anyone f rom 

IPID or  Mr Perumal 's  team must  actual ly  cont inue wi th the  

invest igat ion,  tha t  a neut ra l  IDAC invest igator  must  dea l  10 

wi th the invest iga t ion in to Mr Nkab inde.   And i t  was at  that  

point  that  Advocate Johnson said Mr Padayachee wi l l  do the  

invest igat ion.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Then at  423,  paragraph 3,  i t  is 

s tated:  

 “On the morning of  30 January 2025,  SI  

Padayachee and I  he ld a meet ing wi th  

the ID wi th  regard to  another  

invest igat ion.   The ID dur ing th is  meet ing 

in formed us that  Mr Nkabinde had t r ied to  20 

contact  her  the previous evening whi le  

she was at  re l ig ious prayers and she was 

not  in  a posi t ion  at  the t ime to take h is 

ca l l s .   She expla ined that  she had sent  

h im text  messages in  that  regard.   Mr 
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Nkabinde had a lso t r ied cal l ing on the  

morning of  the 30 t h  of  January 2025. ”  

 Now were you aware of  th is?  

MS RAMSAMY :    So the vers ion that  was g iven to  me by 

Advocate Johnson is  that  Mr Nkabinde d id t ry  to  ca l l  her  the 

n ight  before.   She could not  answer because she was a t  the 

temple.   However ,  by chance Mr Nkabinde cal led whi le  Mr 

Perumal  and Mr Padayachee were  in  her  of f ice and so she 

answered and she put  h im on speaker.   And in  fac t  in  that  

meet ing she said,  you know me Dru ,  you know I  do not  even 10 

take cal ls  and I  do not  even put  i t  on loudspeaker,  but  by  

chance on that  day,  by God 's grace,  I  put  i t  on speaker.   

And so that  is  how she expla ined i t  to  me on that ,  on the  

30 t h .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and at  3.1 he says:  

 “ I  then in formed the ID that  Mr Nkabinde 

contacted me the previous even ing to  

enqui re on how invest igat ions were 

progressing  regard ing SAPS,  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence mat ters.   I  advised h im that  20 

we were making steady progress and our  

conversat ion ended there.   Mr Nkabinde 

had been assist ing in  the invest igat ion  

pure ly f rom an in te l l igence and 

in format ion perspect ive in  a b id to 
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address the a l leged cr iminal i t y  wi th in the  

Crime Inte l l igence Div is ion of  the SAPS.”  

 Were you aware that  Mr Nkabinde was a source o f  

in te l l igence fo r  Mr Perumal  regard ing the invest ig at ions,  

Cr ime Inte l l igence invest igat ion?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  unt i l  I  saw th is  paragraph 3.1 a  couple 

of  weeks ago I  d id  not  know Mr Nkabinde –  a lso,  when I  

read i t  I  was t ry ing to f igure  out  how a Chief  o f  Staf f  would 

be a source of  in format ion,  because that  i s  an in formant .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    A t  th is  stage you were however  10 

aware that  f rom the fork l i f t  wi tness that  the of f ice of  the 

Min ister  had ar ranged for  the wi tness to go to the Eastern  

Cape,  r ight?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    And in  that  consu l ta t ion that  took p lace on 

the 20 t h  in  the evening wi th that  wi tness,  where the day 

af ter  Mr Perumal  sa id he d id not  want  the name of  Nkabinde 

ment ioned in  f ron t  of  Mr Raphesu,  that  wi tness said that  the 

ar rangements were made by Mr Nkabinde.   20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    By the of f ice of  the 

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    By the min ister ,  yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   But  you d id not  know that  

Mr Nkabinde was of fer ing in te l l igence in format ion?  
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MS RAMSAMY :    No.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Or what  that  enta i led?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Not  at  a l l .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    A t  3 .2 he says:  

 “The ID then contacted Mr Nkabinde and 

placed a cel lu la r  phone on speaker so 

that  SI  Padayachee and I  could l i s ten to 

the conversat ion.   Mr Nkabinde in formed 10 

the ID that  he was in formed by one of  

your  guys that  an  invest igat ion had been 

in i t ia ted wi th in the IDAC, inst igated and 

in i t ia ted by Mr Sesoko and others against  

h im and the  person leading the  

invest igat ion was a Br ian Pad ayachee.   

He ind icated that  he was a lso in formed 

that  h is  banking records were going to be 

scrut in ized f rom around 2018. ”  

 And then on the next  page:  20 

 “The ID enqui red  f rom him as to who gave h im th is  

in format ion,  to  wh ich he repl ied tha t  he was in formed of  th is 

by Mantsha Raphesu.   Now,  accord ing to you,  Mr Raphesu 

was not  aware of  an invest igat ion,  

MS RAMSAMY :    He was not ,  except  for  the meet ing  on the 
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22 n d  o f  January and where he was asked,  so h is  

involvement  in  th is  whole Nkabinde th ing ended on the 22 n d  

o f  January,  where he fo rwarded the t ranscr ip ts of  the court  

proceedings of  Mr Nkabinde to mysel f  and to the remainder  

of  the team.  A f ter  that ,  a l l  o ther  meet ings,  as per  my 

af f idavi t ,  Mr Raphesu was not  involved.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  you wi l l  just  le t  me know i f  

you need a break.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  wi l l ,  thank you so much.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then,  so that  is  just  to  p lace 10 

in  context  the ev idence that  you gave last  week about  a 

draf t  a f f idavi t  that  you found that  had tha t ,  that  

cont radicted,  where Mr Perumal  cont radicted what  Advocate  

Johnson had to ld you about  the cal l  wi th  Mr Nkabinde.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

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

page 426 of  the  same bundle,  and th is  is  just  on the 

housebreaking docket .  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  i s  an emai l  I  sent  on the 28 t h  o f  March.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wel l ,  i t  is ,  the emai l  is  on  the 2 n d  20 

of  Apr i l ,  but  you want  to  expla in what  happened on the 28 t h  

o f  March.   

MS RAMSAMY :    On the 28 t h  o f  March 2025,  Mr Perumal  

contacted me say ing t hat ,  I  am not  a l lowed to swear,  saying 

that  Raphesu d id  noth ing on the housebreaking,  and they 
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now have to star t  f rom scratch,  and ID 's p lan to put  the  

Lushaba mat ter  on the ro l l  f i rs t  cannot  happen now because 

Raphesu d id noth ing,  et  cetera,  et  cetera.   And so  I  sa id,  

no,  but  that  does not  make sense,  because I  was even 

tak ing photos of  the af f idavi ts  tha t  Raphesu obta ined and 

sending them to Advocate Johnson.   So on the,  in  between 

the,  should I  just  read the emai l  now?   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Wel l ,  I  just  want  to  c la r i fy .   So 

you referred to,  in  that  emai l ,  to  the invest igator 's  report ,  

which you at tached,  which is  Mr Raphesu 's report  on the  10 

housebreaking mat ter .  

MS RAMSAMY :    On a l l  the  work  that  he had done,  what  he  

had d iscovered,  who he had spoken to.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Which you gave evidence on the  

last  t ime.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then the te lecoms wi th the  

Chief  on Fr iday,  the 28 t h  o f  March 2025.   Ear l ie r  on,  you 

said th is  could  have been the  conversat ion where he 

ment ioned the issue about  per jury and the Nat ional  20 

Commissioner.   

MS RAMSAMY :    That  i s  why I  am convinced,  because the  

conversat ion was qui te  lengthy,  that  i t  would have been 

around the 28 t h  o f  March.   And pr io r  to  tha t ,  the 

communicat ion was very st ra ined and sporadic,  so  that  is  
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why I  ind icated ear l ie r ,  i t  most  probably was the  28 t h  o f  

March 2025,  where the per jury issue was d iscussed again 

wi th me.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then i f  you can then just  

read what  you say f rom,  “ I  was concerned”.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “ I  was concerned when Chief  in formed 

me that  he d id  not  receive the f i le  

conta in ing the statements obta ined and 

the d ia ry ent r ies made by Mantsha on the 10 

housebreaking docket  as I  had previously 

produced same and had taken p ictures of  

one of  the statements and sent  them to  

ID v ia WhatsApp and ind icated tha t  I  was 

so p leased as I  requi red two more 

statements before I  could draf t  a  

presentat ion fo r  enro lment  on the mat ter .   

On Monday,  31 s t  March 2025,  I  went  to  

Mr Sesoko 's of f ice and made enqui r ies.   

Zandi le ,  be ing Mr Sesoko 's PA,  was 20 

asked to open the locked cabinet .   In  the  

th i rd drawer,  Zandi le  found the two f i les 

and in  those f i les were the or ig inal  

a f f idavi ts  and the cel lphone records as 

l is ted in  the report  a t tached.   The f i les  
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are st i l l  in  Mr Sesoko 's of f ice.   K ind 

regards. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now,  just  te l l  us about  these 

f i les,  why were they locked up?  

MS RAMSAMY :    On the 10 t h  o f  February,  when Mr Raphesu 

was g iven h is le t ter ,  he was asked to  hand everyth ing,  h is  

laptop,  h is  whatever  was IDAC issued and any f i les,  

dockets.   In  fact ,  he was asked to hand over  everyth ing,  

even the dockets for  other  re lated or  other  mat ters that  are 

not  re lated to  the  Cr ime Inte l l igence.   So my unders tanding 10 

is  that  he had jus t  g iven everyth ing  to Mr Sesoko and i t  was 

locked in  Mr Sesoko 's cabinet  in  h is  of f ice.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And so you found i t?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  i t  was found.   I t  had an index.   I t  had 

h is fu l l  d iary ent r ies of  everyth ing that  he had done,  a l l  the  

meet ings,  et  cetera.   I t  had the cel lpho ne records that  were  

obta ined f rom the Detect ive Commander on the 38,  V i l l ier ia  

38 CAS docket .   So I  d id  th is  so that  they can go and 

col lect  i t .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    What  was your understanding of  20 

why the Chief  was now saying that  Mr Raphesu had not  

done anyth ing on th is  mat ter?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  was twofo ld .   The f i rs t  is  that  Mr  

Perumal  wanted to enro l  the Masemola/Khumalo  mat ter  

f i rs t .   And then the second one is  that  he was in  the process 
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o f  pa int ing a very  bad p icture of  Mr  Raphesu th roughout  the  

of f ice.   

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

…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Before you do that ,  the  

Masemola/Khumalo mat ter ,  was any work done?  I  mean,  

you are at  a  poin t  now you are speaking about  enro lment .   

What  preceded that  before you get  to  th is  point  where Mr 

Perumal  wants to  enro l  the mat ter  o r  is  d isappointed that  he 

is  unable to  enro l  i t?   Has any invest igat ion,  any work been 10 

done about  i t?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner Baloyi ,  I  am get t ing there.   

I t  is  on page 21 o f  my …[ intervenes] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    You are  going to  get  there.   A l l  r ight ,  we 

wi l l  park i t .   And then an unre lated quest ion.   This i s  about 

representat ions to the NDPP and now you have the ID 

saying representat ions in  th is  case,  in  the,  I  th ink the 

Lushaba mat ter  must  come to her .   What  i s  in  p lace?  This 

is ,  I  have had a quick look at  the leg is la t ion.   I  do not  see 

anyth ing.  I  may have missed i t ,  which speaks to  20 

representat ions and who has the power to  make those 

decis ions and the process for  i t .   Is  th is  conta ined in  a  

pol icy and what  is  the prevai l ing  posi t ion?  What  is  the 

posi t ion in  fact?  

MS RAMSAMY :    The pol icy,  the prosecut ion d i rect ives 
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po l i cy manual  does not  speci f ica l l y  deal  wi th  IDAC.   IDAC 

has not  yet  been inc luded in  those d i rect ives.   So that  is  

why I  was expla in ing f rom a Regional  Court  perspect ive and 

when the Advocate ind icated that  there were concerns 

about  Advocate  Johnson,  I  had agreed that  the 

representat ions would go to the NDPP and we would 

postpone fo r  the NDPP's decis ion.   Advocate Johnson had a 

problem wi th tha t  in  the sense that  she fe l t  that  on the  

ar r iva l  o f  the new NDPP i t  cannot  be representat ions on th is  

mat ter  in  the f i rs t  month.   10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    So what  she d i rected,  what  she was 

upset  about  and d i rect ing should happen here is  not  what  i s  

conta ined in  whatever pol icy you have.   As mat ters stand,  

representat ions go to prosecutors.   You have said SPP,  the 

DPP and then u l t imate ly the NDPP.  There is  no provis ion 

for  IDAC.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  has not  been done yet .   

CHAIRPERSON :    Ja,  so when she says they must  come to 

her ,  i t  is  outs ide  of  the appl icable pol icy because there is  

noth ing that  empowers her  to  take that  k ind of  posi t ion.    20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  thank you.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Before you go to the Medicare24 

issue,  can you p lease go to 539 of  th is  f i le?  I  am just  t ry ing  

to get  up to speed as regards what  is  leg  1,  leg  2,  leg 3,  leg 
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4  of  Pro ject  Divers ion.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am get t ing to that .   That  i s  on page 21.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes,  i t  is  s t i l l  coming?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  s t i l l  coming.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    So just  up to here,  which one is  leg 1,  

which one is  leg 2,  which one is  leg 3?  Then the one you 

are coming to,  you can deal  wi th  i t  as par t  o f  your  ev idence.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f ,  so I  am going to ,  just ,  539 is  leg  4.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Oh,  i t  is  not  leg 3,  i t  is  leg 4?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is  leg 4.   The second memo of  th is  very 10 

nature dated the 2 n d  of  Ju ly 2025 …[ intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Ja.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Is  leg 3.   So th is  one is  the 

Madondo/Khumalo.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Okay.   So can you then 

…[intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  i t  is  the other  way around.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Is  i t  the other  a round?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ja.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Can you then do th is  fo r  us  wi thout  20 

deta i l ,  just  in  tha t  order ,  which one was leg 1,  which one 

was leg 2,  which  one was leg  3,  and then I  th ink you can 

pause there because Advocate Ncube is  moving to leg 4 

next ,  or  i s  i t  leg 3?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  so Medicare was not  par t  o f  
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Operat ion Divers ion.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Was not  pa r t  o f  Divers ion.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  but  in  the sequence of  

events,  that  is  why I  sa id there wi l l  s t i l l  be stuf f  about  Cr ime 

Inte l l igence,  not  necessar i ly  the Mokwele mat ter ,  but  other 

aspects of  Cr ime Inte l l igence and these are the two re lated  

to General  Masemola and General  Khumalo.    

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Let  me te l l  you what  I  have on my l is t  

and i t  could  be mixed up.   I  have the propert ies case,  I  have 

the Mokwele case,  I  have the vet t ing case,  and then I  have 10 

the Lushaba mat ter .   Those were a l l  par t  o f  Pro ject  

Divers ion.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Yes,  and Medicare24 is  no t  par t  o f  

that .  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Okay,  I  got  you.   Thank you.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Okay,  so can we then 

go to page 16 of  your  supplementary statement .  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  20 

 “Medicare24 invest igat ion. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You have to wai t  fo r  us.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Oh,  I  am sor ry.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And Commissioners,  we wi l l  be 

doing some f i le  hopping.   I t  is  unavoidable because of  the  
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extent  of  the cor roborat ing documentat ion that  I  need to  

take you to.   So we wi l l  be deal ing  wi th f i le  11,  which is  the  

notes,  both f i le  10,  10(1)  and 10(2) ,  and there wi l l  be f i le  9,  

f i le  9,  yes.   Okay,  so we are on page 16 at  the foo t  of  the  

page,  “Medicare24 invest igat ion,  at tempts to  l ink General  

Masemola and fur ther  at tempts to  ar rest  General  Khumalo” .   

And then the subheading is  “The i r regular  sect ion 28(1)  

author izat ion” .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you.   Paragraph 35:  

 “As previously s tated,  the Medicare24 10 

mat ter  was refer red to by Advocate 

Johnson as the SAPS cont ract  /  Tembisa  

cont ract .   I  do not  know why.   I  on ly  

became aware on the 13 t h  o f  May 2025 

that  the SAPS cont ract  /  Tembisa  

cont ract  was in  fact  the Medicare24 

mat ter  when I  was asked to assist  wi th  

checking the appl icat ion for  a  28(1)  

author izat ion prepared by another  

prosecutor .   As stated ear l ier ,  Advocate 20 

Johnson had ment ioned the  SAPS 

cont ract  /  Tembisa cont ract  f rom 22 

January 2025 a f ter  her  meet ing wi th 

Minister  Mchunu. ”  

 Paragraph 36:  
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 “ In  any even t ,  a t  the meet ing of  the 25 t h  

of  Apr i l  …” [ in tervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  i s  16 Apr i l .   

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  i s  16 Apr i l .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So 24 must  change to 16.   You 

may cont inue.   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Mr Perumal  had in formed Advocate 

Johnson that  Advocate Chabala la had 

a l ready draf ted  a sect ion  28(1)  10 

author izat ion appl icat ion fo r  the 

Medicare24 mat ter ,  which was wi th a 

DPP in charge o f  superv is ing Advocate 

Chabala la.   Advocate Johnson was very 

agi ta ted and to ld Mr Perumal  that  he had 

no idea what  he  had just  done and that  i t  

should  never have been done tha t  way.   

She said that  she d id not  even g ive 

Advocate Chabala la that  mat ter ,  which I  

a lso la ter  ref lect  in  an emai l  exchange of  20 

13 to 16 May 2025.   At  the t ime,  I  d id  not  

understand Advocate Johnson 's agi ta t ion 

because I  had not  been involved in  the 

mat ter .   However,  when Advocate  

Johnson inst ructed me on the 13 t h  o f  May 
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2025 to assist  in  f ina l i z ing the appl icat ion  

for  sect ion 28(1)  author izat ion,  I  

immediate ly appreciated the grav i ty  of  

the s i tuat ion .   There was no sect ion 27 

referra l  a f f idavi t  in  ex istence at  the t ime.   

Mr Perumal  had inst ructed Advocate  

Chabala la to  prepare the appl icat ion  

without  a refer ra l . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  now we are going to have 

to go to a few documents in  support  o f  what  you say there.   10 

The f i rs t  i s  f i le  11 ,  page 20.   Do you have i t?   

MS RAMSAMY :    A lmost .   Okay.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so th is  is  the meet ing of  

the 16 t h  o f  Apr i l  2025.   We a l ready deal t  wi th  i t  insofar  as  

Divers ion is  concerned.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We now want  to  deal  wi th  i t  

insofar  as the Medicare24 mat ter  i s  concerned and for  that ,  

can I  ask you to go to page 28.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.   There is  a l ine …[ intervenes] .  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So th is  is  your  notes f rom that  

meet ing.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And what  we see is  there is  a l ine 

in  the middle,  and then we see a name.   Just  bear  wi th us 
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whi le  we f i rs t  jus t  d isp lay and then you may cont inue.   So 

on page 28.   So yes,  you can go.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  must  just  expla in that  when I  was not ing 

these th ings down,  i t  was a conversat ion tha t  was 

happening between Mr Perumal  and Advocate Johnson in  

that  meet ing,  and I  was just  not ing what  was being said.   So 

there is  a ment ion of  Char i ty  Mat lou,  which is  a General  

that  we a l l  know.   Then there is  an ind icat ion that  there is  a  

forensic report ,  a  procurement  process prepared,  and that  

Advocate Chabala la has done an author izat ion.   10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so here,  th is  is  what  you 

were saying is  that  th is  was when  Mr Perumal  was 

communicat ing to Advocate Johnson that  Advocate  

Chabala la had a l ready done an author izat ion in  respect  of  

th is  mat ter .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   

MS RAMSAMY :    And submit ted i t  to  the DDPP.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  then we have S27.   

MS RAMSAMY :    So sect ion 27 wi l l  be Mat lou,  and that  20 

consul tat ion wi th SIU wi l l  take p lace and there is  a speci f ic  

person at  SIU tha t  wi l l  provide or  g ive i t  to  us.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  now can we just  deal  wi th 

your note that  says sect ion 27 equals Mat lou.   You said  

sect ion 27 wi l l  be Mat lou.   So th is  i s  now on the  16 t h  o f  
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Apr i l  2025,  and you are being to ld  that  General  Mat lou wi l l  

be the sect ion 27 referra l .   She wi l l  depose to the af f idavi t .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  in  order  fo r  i t  to  be referred  

to IDAC for  invest igat ion.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  you are having th is  

d iscussion even before there is  a re ferra l .    

MS RAMSAMY :    This d iscussion is  before a referra l ,  and a 

28(1)  appl icat ion has a l ready been submit ted.   10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    This is  the draf t  by Advocate  

Chabala la?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Wel l ,  but  when you say 

submit ted,  not  to  Advocate Johnson,  i t  is  submit ted to the  

DDPP to,  in  o rder  for  the DDPP to submit  i t  to  Advocate  

Johnson.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Advocate Johnson,  yes.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Now …[ intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sorry.   And the  sect ion 28(1) ,  d id  you 20 

see i t?   Is  i t  in  th is  meet ing?  Do you know that  i t  does exist  

for  sure at  th is  po int?  

MS RAMSAMY :    The sect ion 28(1)?  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Yes.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The appl icat ion.   
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ADV BALOYI SC :    The appl icat ion .  

MS RAMSAMY :    On the 16 t h  o f  -  in  th is  meet ing,  I  have not  

seen i t  as yet .   I  get  an emai l  on the 13 t h  o f  May 2025,  and 

then there is  a whole chain of  i t ,  and then eventua l ly  I  do 

get  hold of  i t ,  yes .   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.   

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

that  is  the d iscussion regard ing  General  Mat lou  wi l l  be 

there,  and then on the next  page,  page 29.   

MS RAMSAMY :    So there is  ta lk  about  General  Mat lou 10 

being the 27 refer ra l ,  and that  i t  is  sent  to  Pau l  being 

Advocate Law,  the Deputy Di rector .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and that  i s  what  you were 

referr ing to.   But  you say sent  to  Paul .   I t  is  wi th  h im 

a l ready,  the draf t .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    For  considerat ion.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Do you get  to  know what  preceded 

which,  the sect ion 28(1)  appl icat ion and the referra l  that  we 20 

now,  in  that  same meet ing,  you record that  i t  has been sent  

to  Paul  Louw?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner Baloyi ,  a t  that  point ,  I  d id  

not  know anyth ing about  what  was happening.   I  do la ter  

f ind out  that  there is  not  a  27.   There is  something,  there is  
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not  a refer ra l  a f f idavi t .   There is  something e lse tha t  is  sent  

that  is  considered a refer ra l ,  but  i t  is  not  in  fact  a  refer ra l .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    And in  terms of  dates,  where does i t  s i t ,  

that  document  that  you refer  to ,  in  terms of  dates,  where 

does i t  s i t  v iz -a-v iz  th is  28(1A) appl ica t ion?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Commissioner Baloyi ,  can we get  

to  that  in  the chronology?  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay,  i t  is  a l l  r ight .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So then you wi l l  see what  

happens on the 13 t h  o f  May.    10 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So you are then to ld  in  that  

meet ing that  the sect ion 27 refer ra l  has been sent  to  Paul .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And Paul  Louw is  the  

DDPP?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Now i f  we go back to your  

statement  at  paragraph 37,  and there is  a correct ion to  be  

made there as we l l .   You may proceed.   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “When I  enqui red about  the sect ion 27 

referra l  a f f idavi t  in  f ina l i z ing the draf t  …”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So the cor rect ion is  that  in  

f ina l i z ing the draf t ,  sect ion 28(1)  appl icat ion must  be  
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de leted because your enqui ry i s  in  that  meet ing of  16 Apr i l  

…[intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    As you say.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So when I  enqui red about  the 

sect ion 27 refer ra l  a f f idavi t  in  the meet ing.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “ I  was to ld by Advocate Johnson that  

referra l  was a pre l iminary audi t  report  10 

i tse l f  together  wi th an emai l  f rom General  

Mat lou.   I  was never shown th is  emai l .   I  

d id  not  have the pre l iminary report  e i ther .   

I  requested the  report  f rom Advocate  

Chabala la,  and he sent  i t  to  me v ia 

WhatsApp.   Apparent ly  he had rece ived i t  

via WhatsApp f rom Mr Perumal . ”  

 I t  must  a lso,  here there is  a correct ion,  e i ther  Mr  

Perumal  o r  Mr Bel lochun.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   20 

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Who had received i t  f rom General  

Mat lou.   The f i le  name of  the repor t  had a 

date of  30 January 2025,  but  I  do not  

know when i t  was g iven to IDAC by 



    11 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 156 
 

Page 125  o f  158  

 

 

General  Mat lou. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  le t  us then go to the  

correspondence regard ing that .   So we are now on the 13 t h  

o f  May 2025.   Can we go to page 285 of  f i le  10,  and we wi l l  

s ta r t  a t  the bot tom of  f i le ,  o f  that  page,  of  285.   I t  is  an 

emai l  f rom Advocate Johnson on the 13 t h  o f  May 2025 to 

you,  Mr Perumal ,  and she cc ’s Mr Sesoko,  the  PA,  and she 

says “SAPS /  Tembisa Hospi ta l  Tender” .   You can read i t .  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Dru,  you guys sent  me a sect ion 28 10 

appl icat ion fo r  th is  mat ter  that  Ti las drew 

up.   I  need you to look at  i t  urgent ly  and 

then submit .   General  Mat lou contacted 

me,  and I  want  to  author ize  by Thursday.   

Check the designat ions,  et  cetera,  and 

send a hard copy to Inno.   K indly remove 

Ti las,  Paul ,  e t  cetera,  f rom the 

designat ion.   Add Santos as the advocate  

as  wel l  as he w i l l  oversee when I  am 

unable to  at tend to th ings.   Dru,  I  a lso 20 

need another  advocate to help you.   I  

was th ink ing of  Joy.   I f  you agree,  then 

add her ,  and I  wi l l  speak to her .   She wi l l  

get  i t  to  me where  I  am tomorrow.”  

 Meaning the hard copy.   
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then you respond at  the top  

of  that  page at  12 :35.    

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Morning,  Advocate Johnson.   I  wi l l  

obta in the same f rom Ti las.   I  have not  

had s ight  of  the documents  Ti lus 

submit ted.   Once I  have,  I  wi l l  a t tend to 

the necessary and submit .   I  have not  

worked or  in teracted much wi th J oy.   A 

second prosecutor  would be much 10 

appreciated due to the volume.   Thank 

you. ”  

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

10(2) ,  page 602.   Just  le t  me know when you are there.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am there.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    This  is  the communicat ion  

between you and Advocate  Chaba la la on the 13 t h  o f  May 

2025 and we are looking at  the voice cal l  a t  12:35.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  i s  where  you now contact  20 

h im to get  in format ion regard ing the 28.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and he is  not  answer ing 

your ca l l .   He cal l s  you back,  and then you send a message 

to h im.   
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MS RAMSAMY :    Ja,  he cal led back to say that  he  is  in  

cour t ,  so I  sent  h im a message.   

 “Hi ,  Chabz,  what  documents d id you base 

your 28 appl icat ion on,  or  rather ,  where  

d id you get  the in format ion on suspects 

or in format ion f rom?”  

 He then cal l s  back.   He says to me that  he had 

got ten i t  f rom ei ther  Suneel  o r ,  Mr Bel lochun or  Mr Perumal ,  

and he then forwards me the SAPS Prel iminary Audi t  

Report ,  94TP,  30 Jan 2025.   10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then in  between you 

cal l ing h im and h im return ing your  ca l l  and forward ing the  

report ,  you t ry  to  get  the report  f rom somebody e lse and 

that  we f ind on 263 of  f i le  10(1) .   So,  at  the bot tom of  that  

page,  263,  can you just  expla in?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Ja,  because I  could not  get  the 28(1)  

documents,  draf t  documents tha t  he had submi t ted,  I  

contacted the Pro ject  Manager that  is  a l located to Advocate 

Louw’s team, Ms Modiba,  and I  asked her  for  the 

author izat ion,  the  new author izat ion sent  by Ti las,  and then 20 

she sent  i t  to  me.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  and her ,  the subject  there 

is :  

 “Tembisa new author izat ion.   Good day.   

For  your  at tent ion . ”  
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 I f  we go to 264,  you wi l l  see the at tachments.   I t  is  

an appl icat ion in  te rms of  sect ion 28(1) ,  a  sect ion 28 

author izat ion,  Vusimuzi  Mat la la,  and a sect ion 28 

designat ion,  Vusimuzi  Mat la la.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And you,  at  the top  of  that  

page,  you send i t  to  Advocate Johnson.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    A t  2 :05.   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  10 

 “Good af ternoon,  Advocate Johnson.   

Attached is  the  appl icat ion draf ted by 

Advocate Chabala la.   K ind regards. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Then i f  we go to page 281,  

because there was qui te  a b i t  o f  ac t iv i ty  on the 13 t h  o f  May,  

at  the bot tom of  281,  you had not  yet  sent  the appl icat ion to 

Advocate Johnson.   You sent  i t  a t  around 2 o 'c lock.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    But  you had said to  her  that  you 

wi l l  t ry  and get  the in format ion f rom Ti las.   She responds to 20 

your 12:35 emai l ,  and she says to  you at  1:44,  i f  you can 

just  read that .   

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Subject :  Re:  SAPS Tembisa hospi ta l  

tender.   Dru,  ask  Chief  to  g ive i t  to  you.   
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I  do not  want  Ti las wonder ing why we are 

now taking the mat ter .   I  never assigned 

him in the f i rs t  p lace. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And th is  is  in  reference to the 

fact  that  at  the  meet ing of  the  16 t h  o f  Apr i l ,  she was 

agi ta ted that  Mr Perumal  had gone ahead wi th the  28(1)  

wi th ,  and gone to Advocate Louw wi thout  h er  involvement .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And she says,  I  never  

assigned h im in the f i rs t  p lace.  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Then she te l l s  you to go to 

the Chief ,  but  you had a l ready approached the Chief  before  

she to ld you to go to Chief .   That  we wi l l  f ind on 604,  which 

is  in  par t  2  of  10.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   There is  a vo ice cal l  between Mr 

Perumal  and mysel f .   Then at  13:08:  

 “Hi  D,  what  docs d id you g ive to Chabz to draf t  the 

28 fo r  the hospi ta l?  Need to conf i rm the submissions.   He 

is  current ly  busy and is  not  responding.   P lease send to me.   20 

I  know you are in  consul tat ion,  so when you are able to .   

Thanks. ”  

 He repl ies:  

 “Hi ,  do not  know what  he would have 

used to compi le  i t .    
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 Okay,  we wi l l  wai t  for  h im to reply. ”  

 Meaning I  wi l l  wai t  for  Advocate Chabala la to  reply.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So Mr Perumal  is  saying he does 

not  know what  Advocate Chabala la  had used to compi le  the 

28(1)  appl icat ion for  author izat ion,  yet  he was the one that  

asked Advocate Chabala la to  do the  author izat ion.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   And when I  had th is  conversat ion 

wi th Advocate Chabala la,  he said  he had a l l  the proof  to  

show that  who sent  i t  and whatever,  but  Mr Perumal  is  

denying i t .   10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  i f  we then go to  page 281 

of  10(1) ,  th is  is  now at  13:50.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Advocate Johnson,  I  have asked Dylan 

for  the documents that  Ti las used as a  

basis for  the appl icat ion.   He ind icated 

he does not  know what  Ti las used as a 

basis for  ident i fy ing suspec ts as l is ted,  

as wel l  as the in format ion on the 

commit tees conta ined in  the 28.   I  20 

obta ined the 28 f rom Mabusha as Ti las 

was unable to  take my cal l .   I  need that  

in format ion to conf i rm the 

averments/a l legat ions to be author ized. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then on page 280,  Advocate  
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Johnson responds to your emai l .  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Col leagues,  th is  is  what  happens when 

we involve people  wi thout  the ID.   I  heard 

f rom th is  team that  he had drawn up an 

appl icat ion and here is  my remarks about  

why and on whose i nst ruct ion.   P lease 

send me what  he draf ted and then ask 

h im v ia emai l  to  send you the  basis fo r  

his appl icat ion. ”  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And so Advocate Johnson is  now 

saying th is  is  now what  happens when you guys do not  

involve the ID,  again wi th reference to what  happened in  the  

meet ing of  16 Apr i l ,  her  not  being involved in  that  p rocess.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We know then that  you say to her  

that  you d id get  the document ,  the  report ,  and you ask her  

for  the code.   So i f  you can go to  page 452,  you can just  

expla in to  us,  452,  which is  par t  2  of  10.   This is  s t i l l  on the  

13 t h  at  14:25 f rom you to Dylan,  cc ’ ing Advocate Johnson,  20 

Mr Sesoko,  and PA.   “Documents f rom Dru. ”  

MS RAMSAMY :    14:25?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “Af ternoon,  Dylan.   I  received General  
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Mat lou 's  report  v ia  WhatsApp f rom Ti las.   

I t  is  encrypted and he cannot  remember 

the password.   He ind icated i f  memory 

serves,  he got  the documents f rom 

Suneel . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And that  is  Mr Bel lochun?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

 “Please assist  wi th  the password so that  I  

can urgent ly  peruse the report  and 

submit  t imeously to  the ID.   Your 10 

assistance is  appreciated.   Thank you. ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Then i f  we go to 454,  we wi l l  see 

the encrypted document  there:  

 “Fi le  deta i l s .   SAPS Prel iminary  Audi t  

Report  94TP 30 Jan 2025 encrypted 

22H12 f ina l .pdf . ”  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   And then on page 455,  

Advocate Johnson responds to your emai l .  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  20 

 “The password is . ”  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  and then she says?  

MS RAMSAMY :    - :  

 “ I  a lso want  a copy of  th is  report  wi th  the  

appl icat ion. ”  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so you then now have the 

draf t  appl icat ions and you have the report .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You st i l l  do not  have a sect ion 27 

af f idavi t?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    What  d id,  what  does the  report  

reveal ,  and what  is  the report?  So i t  says pre l iminary 

report  30 January  2025.   That  i s  the,  what ,  how i t  is  saved 

as.   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    I t  is ,  so f rom the mandate,  which is  the  

f i rs t  page,  i t  ind icates that  i t  is  an …[ intervenes] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Can we go to  i t?   Is  i t  not  easier  to  go 

to i t  on f i le  10,  page 301.   Is  that  not  the one?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Page?  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    F i le  10,  page 301.   So i f  you look at  

the date on 306 …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  that  is  the one.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    I t  should be the one.  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  cor rect .  

 “A request  to  conduct  an audi t  by in ternal  

audi t  and r isk management  was  

submit ted by the Min ister  of  Pol ice  to  the 

Nat ional  Commissioner on the 9 t h  o f  
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January 2025.   The in ternal  aud i t  and 

r isk management  per formed a jo in t  audi t  

in  respect  of  the b id. ”  

 I t  does re late to  qui te  a few i r regular i t ies and 

persons of  in teres t .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  do not  fee l  comfor table …[ intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  that  i s  f ine.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Going in to the deta i ls  of  the report .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    No,  tha t  is  f ine.   I  do not  want  10 

you to deal  wi th  the deta i ls .   That  is  why I  just  wanted to  

ask you f rom memory what  you recal led about  i t .   But  i f  you 

go to page 306,  there are s ignatures there and General  

Mat lou is  one of  the s ignator ies.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   So you have the  report  

now and you have got  the appl ica t ions.   You f ina l ized the  

appl icat ion.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  d id  not  amend anyth ing.   I  read through 

the report .   I  read through the appl icat ion that  was draf ted  20 

by Advocate Chabala la.   I t  was fa i r l y  comprehens ive.   I  

fo l lowed the  inst ruct ions of  the ID and changed the  names 

of  the persons to  be designated on the mat ter .   I  a lso sent  

her  a WhatsApp to conf i rm that  the  designated people need 

to be the same as Pro ject  Divers ion.   She conf i rmed and 



    11 AUGUST 2026 – DAY 156 
 

Page 135  o f  158  

 

 

she ind icated I  must  add Mr Mbalo and Mr Bel lochun.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Now,  d id you emai l  the 

appl icat ion to her?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I f  we take note of  the f i rs t  emai l  she sends 

to me,  she says that  a hard copy must  be del ivered to Inno,  

and Inno would get  i t  to  her  wherever she is .   So I  d id  

del i ver  the hard copy to Inno and I  th ink on the  16 t h  o f  May, 

Inno sends the,  scans the s igned copy of  the 28(1)  and 

sends i t  back to the team.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  10 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Is  that  the one on 287?   

MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry?  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    287,  is  that  the one?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  that  is  the one,  ja .   But  I  just  

wanted to conf i rm,  you d id not  actual ly  emai l  the app l icat ion  

to her .   I t  was del ivered to Inno.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  i t  was hand del ivered to Inno.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And Inno then sends that  on page 

287.   And i f  we go to the document ,  so 288 shows the 

at tachment  and then on page 289,  now,  can I  just  ask you 20 

why was th is  a 28(1)  and not  a 28(13)?  

MS RAMSAMY :    L ike I  sa id,  I  d id  not  change anyth ing.   I  

submi t ted i t  as Advocate Chabala la had draf ted i t .   I  on ly 

amended the designat ion.   So I  on ly made changes to page 

6 of  7 .   
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Page 6 o f  7 ,  okay.   Before  we get  

to  page 6 of  7 ,  in  the correspondence there was a re ference 

to,  I  do not  know,  where d i d he get  the name of  the 

suspects?  Was that  in  the report  or  a l ready in  the 

appl icat ion?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Yes,  correct .   The report  d id l ink  the 

names as ment ioned here.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    So the suspects ment ioned in  the  

document  was ref lected in  the report .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now,  important ly  …[ intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Sorry,  about  th is ,  maybe i t  is  important  

for  accuracy,  even i f  you do not  read out  the names,  to  

ment ion the context  in  which they appear.   So,  for  example,  

you have people l is ted under the B id Evaluat ion Commit tee 

and thei r  names appear there.   Some of  them are amongst  

the ones charged.   And I  th ink i f  the report  does not  make 

any speci f i c  a l legat ions of  cr iminal i ty  against  them or  of  

i r regular i ty  against  speci f i c  ind iv iduals,  I  th ink i t  is  in  

fa i rness to  those ind iv iduals that  you should say in  what  20 

context  they appear in  the report .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  can I  deal  wi th  i t  when we 

get  to  the end of  the report ,  because what  I  want  to  deal  

wi th  f i rs t  i s  the  designated ind iv iduals and I  want  to  

h ighl ight  one name in par t icu la r ,  and that  is  on page 294 at  
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paragraph 30.    

 “ I t  is  submit ted that  the fo l lowing persons 

be designated to conduct  the 

invest igat ion. ”  

 And at  number 11,  you see Major  General  Mat lou.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now,  Major  General  Mat lou,  in  

the meet ing of  16 Apr i l ,  you are to ld she is  the sect ion 27 

referra l .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And General  Mat lou is  not  par t  o f  

IDAC.  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    She is  par t  o f  SAPS.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  Risk Management .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Why was General  Mat lou inc luded 

as being par t  o f  the invest igat ion,  do you know?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  d id  make quer ies about  th is  wi th the  

invest igators at  one of  the meet ings because I  wanted to 

know how do we …[ intervenes] .  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    We cannot  hear you.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Sorry.   How do we designate the  

compla inant  in  an invest igat ion,  because obviously  she is  

going to be the A1,  and now she is  par t  an d parcel  o f  the  

invest igat ion as wel l .   And the other  issue that  I  had was 
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where is  the documents for  duty reassignment?  I f  we are 

designat ing a member of  another  uni t ,  you st i l l  have to have 

correspondence between thei r  superv isors.   So i t  would  

have been e i ther  Mr Sesoko or  Advocate Johnson and I  

th ink i t  is  NASCA that  r i sk management  reports d i rect ly  to .   

So there would  have been an agreement  and formal  

communicat ion of  duty reassignment ,  even i f  i t  was just  for  

that  aspect ,  because we have had i t  befor e.   In  fact ,  we st i l l  

have i t  a t  the moment .   I  am deal ing wi th one o f  those 

mat ters where  we have communicat ion o f  duty 10 

reassignment .   So one of  my quest ions was,  why is  General  

Mat lou,  the compla inant ,  par t  o f  the invest igat ion and 

where 's the documentat ion of  duty  reassignment ,  and I  was 

to ld that  the ID author ized i t ,  but  i t  was not  so  pol i te ly  put  

to  me.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Now,  at  th is  stage,  so  

…[intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    So i t  i s  an i r regular i t y ,  you are saying,  

that  you would have,  wel l ,  the re is  the obvious point  about  

you would have a  compla inant  being par t  o f  the 20 

invest igat ing team.  But  more important ly ,  you are speaking 

to an i r regular i t y  about  the duty assignment  author izat ions.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    There was not  a record of  that .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Correct .   I f  I  can g ive you just  a  smal l  
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example.   So there is  an invest igat ion that  I  am work ing on 

wi th another  DD at  the moment  and even though the,  so the  

A1 is  in  fact  the invest igat ing o f f icer ,  because he had 

star ted the invest igat ion based on the Zonda Commission  

recommendat ions.   So he is  the A1,  he is  the compla inant ,  

so  to speak.   But  he is  f rom DPCI,  and in  the docket  i tse l f ,  

we have got  in  the B c l ip  h is  duty reassignment  documents.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And you say on th is  one,  you 

have not  seen that  duty reassignment ,  you have not  seen 

anyth ing other  than the 28?  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   I  have only seen the 28(1) ,  and I  

have seen the pre l iminary reports,  the encrypted reports.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  then we can go to page 

292,  and I  wi l l  just  ask Commissioner  Baloyi  fo r  guidance 

here on th is  aspect ,  insofar  as the suspects are concerned,  

the issue you ra ised.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    So what  I  wanted to be carefu l  about  is  

that  we do not  c reate the impression that  the report  has 

f ingered speci f i c  people,  l ink ing them to speci f ic  

misconduct .   So i f  you look at ,  le t  me go to  that  page.   I f  20 

you go to a page that  l is ts  commit tees,  311.   Yes,  thank 

you.   So i f  you go to that  page in  the report  a t  311,  i t  l is ts 

d i f ferent  commit tees and te l ls  you who is  in  the commit tee,  

who are those people in  the commit tees.   And insofar  as i t  

does not  a l lege,  there is  no misconduct ,  i r regular i t y ,  
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cr iminal  conduct  a l leged against  a  person,  but  the only l ink 

we can make f rom the report  is  that  they s i t  in  a commit tee.   

I  would rather  you point  that  out .    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  I  was not  going to deal  wi th  

the suspects.   I t  was not  par t  o f  the 28(1) .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    My focus was on the des ignat ion 

of  the invest igators,  what  was being,  why was the  

compla inant  inc luded as being par t  o f  the invest igat ion,  and 

whether  there was any author izat ion fo r  that ,  what  d id we 10 

need in  order  for  that  to  be …[ intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    That  is  your  focus?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  I  d id  not  deal  wi th  the report  

e i ther .    

ADV BALOYI SC :    Okay.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    The issue of  the report  was just  

that  i t  was sent  to  you when you,  and you were to ld  that  the  

report  is  the 27,  i t  was par t  o f  the 27 refer ra l .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    No,  I  am happy wi th that .   I  was just  

concerned when she said I  am uncomfor table  to  l is t  

people 's  names.   Okay.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    But  just  to ,  the report  says the b id  

was not  p roper ly  evaluated,  so to the extent  that  there are  
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issues wi th the b id evaluat ion commit tee,  a l l  the report  says 

is  that  the b id was not  p roper ly  evaluated,  and i t  does not  

a l lege cr iminal i t y .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  that  is  what  I  wanted to 

establ ish,  the extent  of  th is  wi tness 's involvement  w i th that ,  

and as I  understood her  to  say,  she d id not  change anyth ing 

on the author izat ions.   She was not  real ly  involved in  that ,  

in  assessing the mer i ts  of  the app l icat ion.   You were just  

f ina l i z ing i t  for  submission.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  because the names were 

there,  you d id not  check whether  the names should be there 

or  should not  be there.   That  is  why you asked,  where d id  

you get  the names.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   Now,  at  th is  stag e,  you 

st i l l  have not  seen a 27,  a sect ion 27 af f idavi t .  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Not  at  a l l .  20 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I f  we can go to page 544,  which 

is  f i le  3,  do you have i t?   I t  is  the t ranscr ip t  o f  Advocate 

Johnson 's evidence before the Ad Hoc  commit tee.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  have.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And at  544,  i t  s ta r ts  at  the top by 
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Advocate Arendse:  

 “Do you want  to  comment  on the 

subheading,  IDAC invest igat ions in to Mr  

Vusimuzi  Cat  Mat la la?”  

 Advocate Johnson says:  

 “ IDAC received a sect ion 27 referra l  f rom 

SAPS Risk  Audi t  Div is ion,  and th is  is  not  

the f i rs t  t ime we would have received 

referra ls  or  work wi th the  Risk  Audi t  

Div is ion.   There are many mat ters 10 

current ly  in  IDAC where one is  looking at  

corrupt ion,  the PFMA cont ravent ions,  and 

f raud re lated to the supply chain. ”  

 And then i f  you sk ip the next  two paragraphs,  i t  is  

Advocate Johnson again.   

 “The f i rs t  and only t ime that  we are  

looking in to a l legat ions against  Mr 

Mat la la re lates to  the R360 mi l l ion tender 

that  was awarded and then subsequent ly  

cancel led somet ime th is  year .   So there  20 

have not  been cr iminal  invest igat ions in to  

h im as a serv ice provider .   We have 

cr iminal  invest igat ions against  SAPS 

members and o ther  serv ice providers 

where  the supp ly chain management  
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processes are  c i rcumvented and 

corrupt ion or  f raud or  PFMA 

cont ravent ions took p lace.   In  February 

of  th is  year  …”  

 This would have been 2025 because she gave 

evidence in  2025.  

 “… is  the f i rs t  t ime that  we got  a referra l  

that  re lates to Mr Mat la la as a  potent ia l  

suspect ,  e i ther  in  f raud,  corrupt ion,  or  

together  wi th other  SAPS of f ic ia ls ,  10 

cont ravent ions of  the PFMA.  We 

received the re ferra l  on the 16 t h  o f  

February 2025,  and then th rough the  

media,  as we paid at tent ion,  we found 

out  that  Mr Mat la la had been ar rested 

and h is phones were seized. ”  

 Now,  do you know of  a 16 February 2025 refer ra l?   

MS RAMSAMY :    No.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then at  page 5 46,  Advocate  

Arendse asks:  20 

 “Now th is  referra l  on the 16 t h  o f  February 

th is  year ,  where  d id  th is  referra l  come 

f rom wi th in SAPS?”  

 Advocate Johnson:  

 “The Head of  the i r  Risk Audi t  re ferred the  
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mat te r  to  IDAC in terms of  sect ion 27 

referra l ,  deposed to an af f idavi t ,  a t tached 

support ing documents,  and the  mat ter  

came over to  IDAC.”  

 And then he says:  

 “When would you f i rs t  become involved in  

th is  referra l ,  i f  a t  a l l? ”  

 And Advocate Johnson then says:  

 “When mat ters are referred,  they a lmost  

invar iab ly come through one of  the chief  10 

cr iminal  invest igators,  more so through 

the Head of  Invest igat ions and 

Operat ions ,  Mr Mat thews Sesoko.   They 

would receive the  mat ters and go through 

the mat ter  at  a  cursory perusal  to  see 

whether  or  not  i t  is  a  mat ter  that  IDAC 

can take.   They then compi le  an  

appl icat ion,  which we cal l  a  sect ion 28 

appl icat ion,  for  the ID to consider  

whether  or  not  to  author ize an 20 

invest igat ion.   That  is  the f i rs t  t ime I  

become involved in  apply ing my mind to  

the mat ter .   Here the mat ter  was then 

author ized.   When i t  is  author ized,  

invest igators and prosecutors  are  
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designated to conduct  the invest igat i on 

of  these mat ters as i t  i s  a  prosecut ion - led 

methodology.   But  the invest igators and 

the prosecut ing  team go through 

determin ing what  task act iv i t ies,  l ine of  

invest igat ion should be fo l lowed.   I t  is  

not  fo r  the ID. ”  

 Then he says:  

 “So there would f i rs t  …”  

 Advocate Arendse:  10 

 “So there would  f i rs t  be what  sounds l ike  

a pre l iminary invest igat ion that  you would 

author ize. ”  

 And she then says:  

 “There are two types of  invest igat ions.   

Usual ly  we get  the sect ion 27 refer ra ls . ”  

 Now Advocate Johnson seems to say here that  on  

the 16 t h ,  because i t  is  d i rect ly  in  response to Advocate  

Arendse asking her  about  the 16 February 2025 re ferra l  a t  

546,  she says,  the Head of  the i r  Risk Audi t  re fer red the  20 

mat ter  to  IDAC in te rms of  sect ion 27 referra l ,  deposed to 

an af f idavi t ,  a t tached support ing documents,  and the mat ter  

came over to  IDAC.   And th is  is  in  response to a d i rect  

quest ion about ,  now th is  referra l  on the 16 t h  o f  February 

th is  year ,  where d id th is  referra l  come f rom wi th in  SAPS.   
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Was Advocate Johnson,  have you seen a 16 February 2025 

referra l?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  and even on the 13 t h  o f  May,  there 

was no 27 referra l .   There was just  the report  that  was 

bouncing between IDAC employees v ia WhatsApp.   And i f  

we take note of  the emai l  o f  Advocate Johnson on the 13 t h  

o f  May,  i t  says,  I  was contacted by General  Mat lou ,  and I  

want  to  author ize.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then i f  you can go to page 

3519 of  f i le  9,  where there is  an af f idavi t  by General  10 

Mat lou.   I t  is  f i le  9.   

MS RAMSAMY :    3?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    3519.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am there.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And th is  is  an af f idavi t  a t  3519 by 

General  Mat lou.   And i f  we go to  page 3521,  i t  is  s igned,  

commissioned on the 6 t h  o f  June 2025 at  Pretor ia .   Do you 

see that?  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  do.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And th is  was refer red to  as the 20 

sect ion 27 refer ra l  dur ing Advocate  Johnson's evidence.    

MS RAMSAMY :    How can i t  be a 27 referra l  i f  the 

author izat ion is  done on the 16 t h ,  or  s igned on the 16 t h  o f  

May?  The Act  says 27 referra l  and then author izat ion.   So 

i f  they are saying  the 6 t h  o f  June is  the referra l ,  then they 
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were work ing backwards.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And i f  you look at  the  af f idavi t ,  

the contents of  the af f idavi t ,  a t  paragraph 3.   

MS RAMSAMY :    I  have got  i t  in  f ront  of  me.   Yes,  

paragraph 3.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    - :  

 “ I  hereby submi t  th is  af f idavi t  to  the 

Invest igat ing Di rectorate Against  

Cor rupt ion in  support  o f  in i t ia t ing a 

cr iminal  invest igat ion in to the a l leged 10 

unlawfu l  awarding of  a  tender to  

Medicare24 Tshwane Dist r i c t  (Pty)  Ltd to  

provide medical  heal th  care serv ices to 

the SAPS for  a per iod of  3  years .   The 

monetary va lue  of  the tender was 

approximate ly R360 mi l l ion. ”  

 So th is  i s  the a f f idavi t  where she says we are  

in i t ia t ing,  she wants the invest igat ion to be in i t ia ted.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   I f  we just  go a l i t t le  b i t  fur ther  

down,  i t  says something about  a f ina l  report  wi l l  be  20 

provided.   I  just ,  a  comprehensive in ternal  audi t  report  is  

current ly  being compl ied.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    What  paragraph?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Paragraph 5,  wh ich wi l l  shed  fu r ther  l ight  

on the a l leged cr iminal  misconduct .   This is  where the f ight  
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between mysel f  and the invest igators star ted,  because way 

before th is ,  in  May a l ready,  I  am asking how can we be 

invest igat ing something where a report  has been requested,  

an in ternal  report  has been requested by the NASCOM and 

the f ina l  report  is  not  submit ted.   So how are we author iz ing  

an invest igat ion where we do not  have a f ina l  repor t?  I t  d id  

not  make sense to me and that  was the star t  o f  a  lo t  o f  

problems.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And when was the f i rs t  t ime you 

saw th is  af f idavi t?  10 

MS RAMSAMY :    When i t  was f l ighted at  the Commission.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Dur ing Advocate Johnson 's  

test imony.  

MS RAMSAMY :    Johnson’s test imony,  correct .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   

ADV KHUMALO SC :    Is  i t  not  odd that  accord ing to  

Advocate Johnson,  the refer ra l  was made in  February,  but  

the sect ion 28’s were only being done on the 15 t h  o f  May?  

So that  is  three months la ter .   Now,  i f  you fo l low the  

sequence accord ing to her  ev idence,  i t  f i rs t  goes t o Mr  20 

Sesoko and then there is  an appl icat ion to her  and then she 

author izes in  te rms of  sect ion 28.   So how does one expla in 

that  th ree-year gap f rom the date when she says,  three 

months,  three months gap f rom when she says the referra l  

was made to the 15 t h  o f  May when you are d iscussing wi th 
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Advocate Chabala la the sect ion 28?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Commissioner Khumalo,  I  am going to say 

i t  again,  a l though I  got  in to  t rouble fo r  saying i t  last  week.   

When there is  cover -ups happening,  t imel ines and rat ional  

decis ions cannot  be expla ined,  so,  because f rom the 

t imel ine here,  how do you expla in  anyth ing?  I t  is  basica l ly  

them t ry ing to cover up,  but  very poor ly  so.   I t  is  just  my 

observat ion f rom deal ing wi th these th ings for  so long.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    And then there is  another  

af f idavi t  by  General  Mat lou that  I  would l i ke to  refer  you to  10 

at  page 3534.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Before that ,  even i f  i t  is  just  for  the 

record.   So at  least  f rom what  we have seen in  the Ad Hoc 

commit tee t ranscr ip t  and th is  af f idavi t  now and t he 

WhatsApp exchanges and emai l  exchanges,  we can say that  

Advocate Johnson d id not  te l l  the t ruth in  Par l iament  to  the 

Ad Hoc  commit tee when she said she received,  you 

received the sect ion 27 referra l  on  the 16 t h  o f  February  

2025.   That  was an out r ight  l ie ,  looking at  these documents.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  20 

ADV BALOYI SC :    Thank you.   

MS RAMSAMY :    Sor ry,  which page,  Advocate?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I t  was 3519,  I  th ink I  sa id.   

MS RAMSAMY :    3519.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    3534,  sorry.    
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MS RAMSAMY :    Yes.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    This i s  an A2 statement ,  and I  am 

not  c lear  on when th is  was done because i f  you look at  

3536,  where do you see …[ indist inct ] .  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    [ Ind ist inct ]… [microphone o f f ]  284 

page af f idavi t ,  so the last  page …[ intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ja,  a t  the last  page.  

ADV KHUMALO SC :    [ Ind ist inct ]… 17.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Because what  happens is  she 

verbat im quotes i t  f rom a report ,  so we wi l l  get  to  that .   But  10 

in  th is  af f idavi t  on page 3534,  at  paragraph 3,  General  

Mat lou says:  

 “On 9 January 2025,  In ternal  Audi t ,  Risk,  

and Integr i t y  Management  received a 

request  f rom Min ister  of  Pol ice to  

invest igate the  a l leged procurement  

i r regular i t ies on  appointment  of  the 

serv ice provider  to  render heal th  r isk 

management  serv ices fo r  SAPS at  the  

div is ion Supply Chain Management . ”  20 

 And then i t  says:  

 “Appendix 1,  copy of  emai l  request  for  

invest igat ion f rom the Chief  o f  Staf f  on 

mandate.   I  led the invest igat ion team to 

conduct  an invest igat ion in to  these 
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al legat ions. ”  

 So that  i s  in  9 January 2025.   Were you aware  

when General  Mat lou 's name was ment ioned or  regard ing 

the Medicare24 that  the invest iga t ion that  she undertook 

was at  the request  of  the Min ister  in  January 2025?  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  my unders tanding was that  i t  was 

NASCOM that  asked fo r  the invest igat ion.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    You understand i t  was the  

Nat ional  Commiss ioner …[ intervenes] .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    That  had asked for  the 

invest igat ion,  not  the Min ister .  

MS RAMSAMY :    No,  not  the Min ister .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  understood i t  f rom the meet ing that  we 

wi l l  d iscuss now,  I  understood i t  to  be that  the Min ister  

spoke to Nat ional  Commissioner Masemola,  and Masemola 

then requested the report .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ja,  that  is  what  you were to ld,  

okay.  20 

ADV KHUMALO SC :    And that  is  what  the in ter im report  

says.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes.   So,  insofar  as,  but  never in  

the d iscussions about  Medicare24,  e i ther  wi th  General  

Mat lou or  Advocate Johnson,  was i t  ment ioned that  the  
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pre l iminary report  o r  the invest igat ion comes f rom a request  

of  the Min ister .  

MS RAMSAMY :    No.  

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

what  t ranspi res at  the meet ing of  the,  I  th ink i t  is  the 27 t h  o f  

May,  before we get  to  the meet ing  of  the 2 n d  o f  June.   So 

that  would be on page,  i t  s ta r ts  on page 49,  and then we 

wi l l  go back to your report .  

MS RAMSAMY :    Okay.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Do you have i t?   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay,  so  …[ intervenes] .  

ADV BALOYI SC :    [ Ind ist inct ]… [microphone of f ] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Oh,  f i le  11,  page 49.   And there 

were d iscussions about  Pro ject  Divers ion,  ID author ised 

sect ion 204,  but  I  am interested in  your  recordal  on page 

51,  which is  a meet ing where Mr Padayachee,  Perumal ,  

Tla le,  Pat  is  Mlambo?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Char les is?  20 

MS RAMSAMY :    E ls.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    E ls,  and the ID and you were  

present .   

MS RAMSAMY :    Correct .   This took p lace at  the F i re and 

Ice.  
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ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.   

ADV BALOYI SC :    Is  i t  the same meet ing that  s tar ts  at  

page 49?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect ,  i t  was a two -part  meet ing.   So 

th is  meet ing,  the ID was d iscussing  the [ wi tness coughing ] .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Should we take a  short  b reak?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  was going to,  yes,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Ind icate when we should star t .   Let  us 

adjourn.  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 10 

INQUIRY RESUMES  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you.   Okay,  so we were on 

the meet ing that  s ta r ts  on page 49 on the 27 t h  of  May,  and I  

was referr ing you to page 51 where there is  a reference to 

Tembisa.   Can you just  te l l  us what  you were record ing  

here?  

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   The ID had wanted a,  she st i l l  

cont inued to ca l l  Medicare24 Tembisa,  so she wanted 

feedback wi th regards to what  was happening,  and then she 

ind icated what  was going to happen about  the cyber search 20 

and asking DPCI  for  the phones,  more speci f ica l ly  Colonel  

Khumalo.   I  have to expla in th is  because i t  is  not  a deta i led  

note.   I  th ink I  s topped last  week when I  was expla in ing the 

phone issue.    

 The invest igat ing  team led by Mr Perumal  a nd Mr  
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Bel lochun wanted to actual ly  physica l l y  remove the phones 

f rom the in i t ia l  se izures.   They wanted to go and col lect  the 

actual  phones,  and I  sa id that  legal ly  i t  cannot  be done that  

way,  because you are now breaking the chain of  custody in  

that  docket .   You would then need to serve a warrant  on Mr 

Mat la la.   I t  is  sect ion 29A,  (1A),  Cyber Search Warrant  of  

the Cyber Cr imes Act ,  and a lso  serve i t  on the  cur rent  

holders of  the phone.   You would have to go wi th a  d ig i ta l  

expert ,  a  serv ice provider ,  and mi rror  image the phones and 

work of f  the mi rror  imaging.   You cannot  take the or ig inal .   10 

You are breaking  chain of  custody in  d i f ferent  mat ters.   So 

that  was an argument  that  t ranspi red,  and then somehow 

rat ional i ty  prevai led,  and they proceeded in  the manner that  

I  expla ined i t  had to be done.    

 They then fur ther  on page 52,  Advocate Johnson 

and Mr Perumal  ind icated that  they had to do a J51,  and 

then I  was to do an extension on the designat ion to inc lude 

the forensic invest igat ion that  was to  be outsourced ,  and 

that  they wanted to do the search warrant  at  the  house,  

being the J51,  and the cyber on the same day,  and they 20 

were supposed to  provide feedback to Advocate Johnson on 

a l l  o f  th is  between the 10 t h  and 15 t h  o f  June.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Okay.    

CHAIRPERSON :    Did anybody ever  ask Advocate Johnson 

why she referred to th is  as the Tembisa cont ract?  
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MS RAMSAMY :    Chai r ,  I  th ink Advocate Johnson was as 

confused as I  was in  the beginning,  or  maybe she just  was 

using i t  as Tembisa because on the 16 t h  o f  May,  I  even sent  

ar t i c les about  the Tembisa,  saying that  other  uni ts  are  

involved,  there has a l ready been search and seizure and 

that  she then sends a message to me,  i t  is  not  the same 

mat ter .   So that  is  what  I  am saying,  I  am not  sure i f  she d id  

not  know or  i f  she knew but  she d id refer  to  i t  as the  

Tembisa.   

CHAIRPERSON :    Thank you.   10 

MS RAMSAMY :    On page 53 …[ intervenes] .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  is  reference to  Mat lou 's 

report .    

MS RAMSAMY :    Cor rect .   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    What  report  is  that?  

MS RAMSAMY :    That  i s  the pre l iminary report .   And the 

quest ion Advocate Johnson asked was,  has Min ister 

received reports?   And what  usual ly  happens af te r  reports  

l ike th is ,  requests are completed,  forensic invest igat ion,  

who,  how,  when,  wi l l  i t  be f ina l ized?  So these quest ions 20 

were in  Advocate  Johnson 's quest ions re lat ing to Mat lou 's 

report ,  and that  Mr Perumal  and Mr Bel lochun were to get  

the in format ion f rom her.   And then Advocate Johnson 

referred me to the Nat ional  Heal th  Act  that  I  must  read up 

on i t  when deal ing wi th th is  mat ter .   I  was then inst ructed 
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that  a memo must  be done for  cyber serv ices,  and the  

serv ice provider  to  be extended onto the memo.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Chai r ,  I  know that  Ms Ramsamy 

wants to  cont inue because she wants to  f in ish her  ev idence,  

but  I  th ink we should adjourn.   

CHAIRPERSON :    I  th ink she is  s t ruggl ing.    

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Ja.   And unfor tunate ly we wi l l  

have to f in ish i t  tomorrow.   Or  I  wi l l  have to  d iscuss 

log ist i cs because I  know there are other  wi tnesses.   

CHAIRPERSON :    Ja.  10 

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I f  we maybe can just  take a short  

ad journment  so I  can get  hold of  Advocate Chaskalson just  

to  f ind out  what  the  arrangement  i s  fo r  tomorrow,  because I  

am not  sure i f  we can even cont inue wi th her  tomorrow i f  

there are other  wi tnesses scheduled for  tomorrow a l ready.    

CHAIRPERSON :    We d id hear f rom your Counsel ,  Ms 

Ramsamy,  Mr Ramatsekisa,  that  you would l ike to  f in ish  

today,  but  observ ing you f rom where  we are,  you are  

st ruggl ing.   You are st ruggl ing.  

MS RAMSAMY :    I  am,  but  I  am st rong enough to push 20 

through for  as long as possib le.   I  th ink we can push unt i l  a t  

least  4.   

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    I  do not  th ink we are going to  

achieve much unt i l  4 .   Ja,  I  th ink,  Chai r ,  we should just  

adjourn.   We are not  going to achieve much in  30 minutes.    
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CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn then.   You wi l l  ca l l  us in  

when you are ready .  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .   

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 

INQUIRY RESUMES  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Thank you,  Chai r .  

CHAIRPERSON :    Yes.  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Chai r ,  we have ar ranged fo r  Ms 

Ramsamy's evidence to then be stood down unt i l  Fr iday,  the  

14 t h  o f  August  at  9 :30.   10 

CHAIRPERSON :    Cont rary to  your  wishes,  that  is  what  

must  happen,  unfor tunate ly.   We wi l l  resume wi th the 

hear ing of  your  test imony th is  Fr iday.    

MS RAMSAMY :    Thank you,  Chai r .   

CHAIRPERSON :    We wi l l  resume at  9:30 tomorrow 

morning?  

ADV SEGEELS-NCUBE :    Yes,  Cha i r .    

CHAIRPERSON :    Let  us adjourn.  

INQUIRY POSTPONED TO 12 AUGUST 2026  

INQUIRY ADJOURNS 20 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

 

 


