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. PROCEEDINGS RESUMED ON  1997/06/05

CHAIRMAN:’ Welcome. Before we start I need to ask the
tfanscfibers and the interpreter briefly to céme and
.take the cath, which they're required to do in terms of
’ifhe_sﬁatﬁﬁe.

' INTERPRETERS AND TRANSCRIBER SWORN IN

CHAIRMAN: This is an inguiry in terms of section 29 of
“the Promotion of National Unity Act of 1995. This 1is

N

not a ‘hearing, but an investigative inquiry, and as such

“it.is held in camera. - I want. to:stress that no findings‘
. wili be made at this hearing today. I will briefly
outline the/lobligations of the. -  the duties and

/
obligations set out in the Act.

The person subpoenaed today, Mr Willem de Wet, has

- a right to legal rebresentation, and he is represented

here today by Mr Kobus Olivier, who has instructed as
counsel Mr Gerrard Roberts.

In terms of section 31 of the Act the person
subpoenaed to give evidence is compelled to answer any
question put to him, notwithstanding the fact that the
answer ‘may .incriminate him. There are conditions which
are applicable to this section, and they are as follows.

There must have been consultation with the Regional
Attorney-General. Two, the Chairperson of the inquiry
must be satisfied that the request for information from
the person subpoenaed is reasonable, necessary and
Justifiable in an open and democratic society, and, of
course, the wi£ness must have refused to answer the
question.

The Act also provides that any incriminating
evidence obtained at an inquiry of this nature is not

| /admissible
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admissible against the person concerned in a criminal

‘¢ourt or in any other legal forum. There is one proviso
to this, and that is that any evidence obtained at such
an vinqﬁiry may be used against  the person giving the
iihformation where the person is charged with perjury
arising out . of him giving conflicting statements or
j‘making untrﬁe statements to the Commission.

| I also wish to draw the attention of Mr:de Wet @ and
his iegal advisérs to. the penalty section in thé‘Act,
s . briefly which provides‘that it is an offence' for anyone
:to hinder the Commission, or any Commissioner or member
Qf\thevstaff of the Commission, in the exercise of their
duties, and similarly an offence to wilfully furnish the
Commiésion, or any member of the Commission or staff

member, with information which is false or misleading.

COMMISSIONER: (Inaudible) ... English and Afrikaans.

If you do it's available by putting on the earphones.

/

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, I apologise, I didn't draw that to
your ‘attention right at the outset. There are, of
course, simultaneous translation devices available. I

[
didn't notice that Mr de Wet wasn't wearing the device.

MR_ROBERTS: Mr Commissioner, if I could just place on
record, I have discussed that with Mr de Wet, and he
would require the services of an interpreter to
interpret from Afrikaans to English and vice versa.
CHATIRMAN: Does Mr de Wet require me to go through
those legal technicalities again? I am hapby to do so.
MR ROBERTS: Mr Commissioner, I could place on record
that I have in fact discussed and informed Mr de Wet in
particular of the provisions of section 31 and 39 of the
Act. He is well aware of the contents thereof. There's

/no need
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nonheed to go ‘through that agéin.

‘ CHAIRMAN: " Thank you very much. The manner in which
we‘ll conduct ~ this is that questions will be put to
Mr de Wet" by - the head of our investigation wunit,
Advocate Govender, " and that myself and Mr Lax will
intervene and ask questions for clarification when
neéessary. . The other people in the room are all

Cqmmissiqn staff, investigators, all investigators, . and

- jJa, all investigative staff. Sorry, a researcher at
" the back is élso a member of the Commission staff. Mr
© Govender? | :
MR, ROBERTS: Commissioner, could I\ possibly place

something on record before we commence the proceedings.

CHATIRMAN: Yes, of course.
MR _ROBERTS: A letter was addressed to the Commission

on the 30th of May, and - a reply was received thereto,
and an undertaking was given that Mr de Wet would only
be questioned in regard to certain incidents referred to
in the letter on page 3. If we éould possibly Jjust
record that there is such an undertaking. -

CHAIRMAN: Yes. 1In terms of correspondence between the
Commission and Mr de Wet's attorneys it was agreed that
a list of some eight or 10 matters - that we would
restrict ourselves to those matters, and that we would
only go beyond that with the consent of - well, I am not
sure that that was recorded, but if Mr de Wet obviously
gives his consent for other matteys to be referred to
then we may well do that after he's taken advice from
you. But certainly in terms of the undertaking we will
restrict ourselves to those matters.

MR ROBERTS: Thank you very much.

CHAIRMAN: Before we start, sorry, I need to swear
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.

.\\

v

/Mr de Wet
=7 Mr de Wet in.
'WILLEM AERAHAM DE WET (Sworn, States) (Through
Intérpreter)
MR GOVENDER: Mr Commissioner, I don't know whether you

" want- to deal with.the other pepsdn subpoenaéd for today

cat this.timé or-at-a later stage.

" "CHAIRMAN: Sorry, the other what?

~+~MR 'COVENDER : The' . other person ... (inaudible)
CHAIRMAN: We've had an informal discussion with Mr

~Wessels' attorney and his counsel and we've agreed,

mutually agreed, that we would reconvene the matter on a

date to be arranged, and no necessity to issue a further

/subpoena. So Mr Wessels in fact is ... (intervention)

MR GOVENDER: Adjourned.

. CHAIRMAN: Has been adjourned, ja.
MR  GOVENDER: Mr de Wet, can you tell us when you first
commenced employment with the SAP? -——=

e

Mr Commissioner,;- on 1984.01.03 I was attested as a
member of the South African Police Force.

In which section of the South African Police did

you: serve in 19847 - I went to the College, and

after six months I was stationed in Silverton as a
quartermaster, and then in 1985 I was placed to

Pietermaritzburg Central Police Station. And from there

« in 1986 I was transferred to the Riot Squad No 8 in

Pietermaritzburg. Do you want me to tell the whole
story up until todayc or did I answer the question
already?

Until today, vyes. -— After I was stationed at

the Riot ‘Squad in 1986, in 1989 or 1990 I was
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transferred to Murder and Robbery. I was there for two

or three
/years,
years, .and in 1992 or 1993 I was transferred to Radio
Control. I was expelled, and then I went to the Vehicle
'Eranch, and,then after that in 1995 I was transferred to
.fhe Special Projects Squad in Pietermaritzburg, and I am
éfill Sﬁationéd there. \

Prior'to 1984, Mr de Wet, what did - you do? .
I was ajscholar;v From standard six to matric I was in

,Ji' ',‘ Lindberg ‘High ‘School, and I was the head boy in . '83.
Thefeafte: I went to - I joined the police force.
' How‘old ére you, Mr de Wet? -—= 32.

In 1985 you joined the Pietermaritzburg - in 71986
you\joined the Pietermaritzburg Riot Squad, Riot Unit,
is,fhat correct? -—- That - is correct. I am speaking
ﬁndér correction. These are times I am not all too
certain about, but it was '85 or '86 I was transferred
‘there.”

In what capacity did you 3join, wﬁat rank did you
join the Riot Unit at in 19867 ——= I was. a
constable.

And -who was your commanding officer of the Riot
Unit in 19862 - It was Deon Terblanche. I must
add that at that stage when I was transferred the Riot
Squad consisted of approximately 20 members, and today
it's about 500 members.

In 1986 you say there were 20 members? -——
Yes, plus/minus 20.

And second-in-command was? -—= Once again
under correction, I think it was Lieutenant Fanie

Ungerer, and Meyer followed him up, who is today a
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“director.

-

Were ‘there special constables whe formed part of
ﬁhe Riot Uﬁit?‘ -—- Could you please repeat that
vﬁéméé

- The special constables, did they form part of the
/Riot Unit?
Riot Unit? = --- When I joined the Riot Squad we were’
épproximately 20 permanent members. The - special
‘qéﬂstables latervon, approximately '87 or '88, they were
i.bréughf ihté the . South African Police. The ‘reason
“theféfor was thét there - were not enough ' policemen
:'aﬁailable to éombat crime at that stage.
| Did they! operate within the command structure of
- the Riot Unit, or were they a separate cdmmand structure
aitogether? -=- They were under the command,; the
direct  command, of the commanding officer, Mr Deon
b Terblanche, and their duties. were specif}cally to mén
fsafellite stations and also to walk patrols. on foot.
Buf they were never allowed to work.on their own, they
had to be "under the command of a permanent member or
permanent members.:

Mr de Wet, the structure of the Riot Unit, what

was 1it? How was it structured? Can you give us an
explanation of that please. -—- I am not - I can't
understand the question very well. Must I tell vyou

major, lieutenant, and so on, or different sections, or
what?

Can I just clarify and put it this way. Was the
Riots Unit divided into sub units, and if so what sub
units, and who were the sub units commanded by? -—-
I will try to explain as I understand the question. The

fact that there were different persons who worked daily
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LT | :
-, shifts, let's say morning shift and evening shift, then

there werevspecific mémbers who were a reaction force,
cand.-also at a iater stége there were sections who were
“known as. field units, who focﬁsed on arresting suspects.

: Do I answer the Question?
V Okay, ‘car you explain to us the type of shifts

’-that . ‘

 }11 ; v‘ /you had
| 'ybu‘had and what: sections there were, and who commanded
these different sections? - I:.can-only tell you
~that it was approximately - when we were approximately
ZOvmemberS fhe riots went out of control and the members
'WOrked for 24 "‘hours at 'a stretch. The§ had their beds
atjwork, and after 24 hours you can only go home. -After
fhat members were seconded from Pretoria. Then the
shifts were froﬁ six to six, 12 hours, and’as the people
“became more and more we had shifts from six to two, and

an afternoon shift from two to 10, and night'shiftvfrom

10 "until @ six. People who were in ‘command. of these
shifts - there weren't that many captains in the police
at that stage - it would have been a sergeant or an

inspector, who used to be known as a warrant-officer.

(Inaudible)'...‘sergeant, Mr de Wet? S— I was
promoted ' very late in my career because of all the
accusations. I think it was 1993. I speak under
correction, it was late1j990.

Were you ever in command of any of these shifts or
sections? - Yes. I didn't really work shifts, I
was a member of a field team, and I first was commanded
by various people, and then later on I was in command of

various other people.

Now, Mr de Wet, vyou've explained to us the shifts
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- that you had. You ‘also mentioned sections or  field

Lunits. How many field units were there, and who were
the commanders of these field units? - When we
.. started there were three field units with three kombis.

One .was a Ford Husky, and then there was a Toyota as

{

well as a Nissan TI20. There Were approximately seven -
~five: to sevéﬁ‘people in each veﬁicle. In cbmmand of
.those |

/vehicles

- .vehicles was usually a sergeant, and if there were no
éérgeants‘available the most senfor cohstable would be
ih command then of that vehicle.

| When : you éay there were ‘field® units, were  they

designated different responsibilities as field units,

and, what were they if they were? -—- We were put
there to help the Riot. Investigation Squad. We were
seconded to them:to do their field work for them. In

-

other words suspe¢ts who were identified had to be found
by us, because the work load of the inspectors was so
great they could not go out and arrest the suspects. We
did that for them on their request.

Did all these field wunits perform the same
responsibilities, the same duties? - Yes. If
names were not specifically available we tried to
prevent crime. We went to crime scenes and did other
general police work.

These units were assigned a wvehicle, as you've
just said, is that right? -—= Yes. Each vehicle was
given to a specific member. In other words the officer
in command or the driver was in command, and he was the
only person who drove that wvehicle, except for when

there-would be a problem and somebody would borrow it.
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‘ But that person was responsible for that vehicle.

Sergeant de Wet, did you ever command any of these

- units, or sectionhs, or field teams? -~~~ + That 1is
correct. I was in command of the red Husky.
'(Inaudible) - I speak under correction, but.

I think it was .'86 or '87.

That's the year that you .were transferred to the

~Riot Unit, is that right? - I did not take command
:directly after I was placed over or transferred. I had
. <
to -
/start
start  from the bottom as any other:  young man. I

received training before I was placed in command of such
a vehicle. You couldn't just come there and be placed.
in bommand. ’

Well, how long after you were transferred to the
Riot Unit did ' you assume this éommand? -

Approximately a year or two years.

(Inaudible) ... 1986, ‘it could have been 1987 or
'88, is that correct? -—= That is correct.
(Inaudible) ... assume command of a unit. -

That is correct.

Now, can you name the people that were members of

your field team? -——— Yes. It changed, but I will
try to name them. Sergeant Delport, Sergeant Smit,
Inspector Hlongwane, “Special Constable Shabangu,
Sergeant Mchunu, Sergeant Bhengu, and Sergeant Mtshali.

) He also used to be a special constable.
(Inaudible) ... your unit. - It might be
possible that he did work with us at séme stages. I

think he is family of mine.

Family of yours? -—- I think he's my cousin.
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You. think he's  ¥your cousin. Are you not sure

iébpﬁt that? ——= The only de Bruyn who was working at
 thé Riot'Squad;was my nephew.

And was he a member of your unit? - I don't
bthink he “was avpermanent member, but ‘I thiﬁk he was -
‘cQuid Have'beeﬁ working therevfor a month or so, but I
don't think_it was fér two years in closeycontact. - He
might'have been thefe for a month or two months and then

' goﬁe away égain. It is quite possible.
Reserve Constabie Dumisani . Ntungwa, 'was: he -a
ﬁember of .your ‘unit? -——= Yes. ~He was not a member
>>gvof the A
= /unit,
un;t, but he did work with us as an informant quite a
lqt. He supplied us with lots of information.
Well,‘ I take it thatj Special Constable Shabangu
-and Mtshali were .the only two special constables that
were part of youf unit, is that correct? -—- Yes,
that's correct. Later on, just before I went away from
th? Riot Squad, Mr Ntungwa was also later on appointed
as a "kits konstabel," and then he 1left the police
force. ~But when he\worked with me he wasn't working in
the capacity of a special constable.
(Inaudible) ... the same thing as a special
y constable? - Yes, that's correct.
Sergeant de Wet, can you tell us the nicknames of
any of these people?
1 CHA@RMAN: Sorry, Mr Govender, before you move on, what
was Mr Ntungwa's capacity, or orientation, or whatever -
designation if you like? - As far as I know he was

an informant. He worked as an informant with us. It

might also be that he could have been a reserve
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"~ constable or something. I have no information that he
used to be a reserve policeman. He worked with us as an
" informant.

. ‘Wduld he have been paid for his sefvices, or would
he"just do ‘this voluntarily? -—- It is possibie that
Wé could have'paid at certain stages, but I do not have
the records. to pro&e it, but it might be possible. I
used to be a young constable. .then, 'I - didn't know
‘ anffhing'about paying informants. Today I . pay them, but
at that stage ‘I was a young constable.  According to the

records, if we might check them, we might have paid him.

Thanks.
MR GOVENDER: Mr ' de Wet, can you tell us the nicknames
of ‘
. /these
- these péople, if any? -—- Most nicknames were given
by the members of the public themselves. It's not a

name . that was given to that person:. to protect his
"idéntity. I know my name was laterion Boss. I sus}ect
£hat I was Boss in the statements that were made, some
of the statements. Sergeant Delport was Rambo. He was
huge, he was wvery big. He 1is much bigger than the
advocate asking the questions. And the third one was

McGyver, Mchunu. The only reason they gave him that

name was that he always wore a shirt with McGyver on the

pocket. It was a specific type of shirt. Mtshali was
named Chips. I also believe that he got that name from
the community. He was well known there and he also

lived there. Constable Shabangu, I don't think he had a
nickname, but he had one funny eye. I can also mention
that I also got ancother nickname, Madlebe. It means

ears. It was also given to me by the community.
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(Inaudible) ... a problem. -—— Yes,
cauliflower ears. I speak under correction, but those
are the only ones I can think about now. If you can

) give'me another name' I. can perhaps answer it or remember
it

Were you also. known  as Vellem, spelt with a 'v'.
e That is correct. T believe that's because they
cbuldnft pronounce Willem, then they just. said Vellém.
I.also ' saw that‘ in ‘statements against  ‘me,;  .or  in

.{‘deﬁFﬁaper‘féportsi
| ‘Gavin Wessels, was he a member of your unit? ———
“That- is correct;v He came to the Riot :Sguad a long time
" after me. -1t must have been '89 or '90.

And did Gavin Wéssels have a nickname? -—- Not
és far as I know. k It might be possible, but I don't
know anything.

. /You said

You said earlier on, Mr devWet, that the task of
this unit was to assist - sorry, jﬁst one more thing.
Wés there anybody with the name of Dipstick? -
Yes, that is Rambo, but he had that name from school.
We went to school from standard six, and that was the
name we gave to him. The reason was that when we went
to school he was as thin - he was very, very thin.

You said earlier on, Sergeant de Wet, that the
duties of this sub unit, and yours also, was to assist
the Riot Ipvestigations. Could you describe to us how
did you go about investigations? - What happened
was that,” because the c¢rime rate was so high, and
political murders, they would go to the scenes of the
political murders and take the statements. When

specific persons weré named who might have been
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responsible for the murdéer, or who were in possession of

'thévmurder weapon, they would then take those names and
ihformation that they found on the scene. They would
have given that to us, whether or not with a writ of
arreét or not, and then we would investigate the case
b"and we would have tried to arrest the suspects, which we
dia;: And - those specific persons were then handed over

to the-inspectors and the people :who investigated the
caséﬂ.,But“wé also worked on any infofmation‘orvcrimes

L’that werefgémmitted in our presence.

‘3You sald “much  of your work revolved around
vvﬁﬁ;recovefiﬁg weapons, -murder- weapons, -as. a result of
mufder vinvéstigaﬁions._ -—- Mr Cémﬁissioner, ves.
Fireérms were in 99% of the cases linked to the murders
.Which'we investigatgd; In other words firearmskplayed a
large role in- the deaths of many black, innocent people.
‘So . firearms were -also very freely‘obtainable: Every

/

: second black man
/at that
aﬁ that. stage had a firearm to protect himself with,
albeit licensed or not.

Mr de Wet, I just want clarity here. Correct me
if I am wrong, I seem to understand you saying that your
duties  revolved - vyour assistance to investigations
involved in most instances recovering weapons that were

,used in murder investigations, is that correct? -
As I said, if a murder was committed the name would have
| been known, and it would have been said, "Mr X was
responsible for the murder, and was also in possession
of a 9mm pistol," which we would follow up, and in that
}Way we would seize such a weapon and also the suspect.

Requests for assistance in recovering those
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- weapons came  from the Riot Investigation Unit or the

Murder,and Robbery Squad, or from whicheyer‘source? -
== Sir, I believe that at that stage it came from the
Riét = or.  the Unrest Squad, but when I was withdrawn
frém the afea I also assisted Murder and Robbery in the
field and helpedbsearch for their suspécts.

Sergeant de Wet, I am interested in the duties as

a unit-in_the Riot. Unit that you were involved - the
unit that you were '‘commanding. The requests in terms of
 re¢oVering those weapons came from. where? - From

the - Unrest Investigative Unit, but I  should also add

,_that information - was also. obtained =from - our own
‘informants about péople that were in ‘possession of
firearms, even if they were not suspects in murder
caseé, and we also seized such firearms.

So, -if I understand you properly, some of the
requests came ‘from the Unrest Investigation Unit and
some were -on your own initiative és a unit? -—- That
is

/correct,
correct, Sir.

Now, the responsibilities and  the duties of the
Riot Sqguad largely was what? -—— if I understand
that in @ its entirety it was to - control unrest
situations. Where there would be problems they would
try and neutraliseior try and bring those problems under
control as soon as possible - unrest-related incidents,
and so forth.

So, like the name suggests, you were responsible
for keeping control of riotous situations, situatigns

where there were riots and so forth, is that right? -

- That is dorrect, Sir.
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And this businesg about you assisting the Riot
Invéstigation Unit * in recovering weapons, wés that

sométhing.thét you assumed you went along, or was it a

'dééignated task of your unit from the outset? -—- As

I said earlier, it was merely a request from managerial

- level by “the Unrest Investigative commanding officer.

Terblanche wags the officer there. As I said; at the

time. the workload was enormous for every murder ' case

that was to be 'investigated, "and the suspects were never

arrested. And I think that: the Unrest' Unit was. under

immense pressure - in investigating these matters, and

then we were launched to assist them.

(Ihaudible) ... -was merely -assisting the Riot
Investigation Unit, disn't that so? -——- That is
correct, Sir.

What percentage of = the operations that you

conducted were involving the recovery of weapons? -

Sir, if I understand the question correctly, it was
not -an operation 'in tracing of weapons per se, 1t was
acting on information, and also on requests, where a

\person had been

/identified,

" identified, or would have been responsible for
possgésion of - or would have been guilty of possession

of a firearm or whatever. So, where information was

obtained we followed up on it.
No, the question simply is how much of your time
did you spend as a unit acting on information or
requests thaf you received fO; the recovery of weapons?
-—- Sir, as I said, when these kombi squadé were
launched it was our primary task. 24 hours of the day

we spent following up information. It was not a matter
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of getting information and érresting the man two minutes

" later. The information was followed. up for days
thereafter. //

| Well, let's put the question this way. How much

of "your duties involved keeping riots down, or engaged

'in' neutralising riot situations and so fdrth? ———

_Sir, in.all honesty, while we would have been following

up -this information, and it wasn't a busy - and if an

unrest situation or riot situation arose jwe would attend

',to if immediately, but = there were other vehicles
available. As 1 say, when the Riot :Squad -requested
back-up from Pretoria we were launched. At that stage

our brimary task was not} really  combating riot
situations, but assisting with the other matters, and
99% we would attend to those complaints.

99%. -—- That is correct, Sir.

Thank vyou, that's what I 'was looking for, a
percentage. Now, did your unit wear uniforms during
these operations? : --- ’ Sir, no. We were to wear
civilian weaf so that we could blend with the public.
And especially where we were conducting observation if
we were to wear uniform we would stick out iike a sore
thumb.

/MR_LAX:
MR LAX: Surely as a white person you would stick out
like a sore thumb anyway, because you worked mostly in
black areas. -—- That is correct, Sir, but 90%rof
the time when information was being followed up, or
where an observation was being done, you would drop the
black member in the residential area, and if he had done

the arrest, or if he needed your assistance, he would

contact you per radio. It was no secret, whether you
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were 1n uniform or not. We were well known to all the

‘members of the community, but it made our work so much
easier  to work in civilian wear. But at that'stége it
Con Wa$ a bit of a motivation to be out of uniform. It was
a .change.
MR GOVENDER:  Which areas did the Riot Unit operate in?
What‘was ité jurisdiction? --- Sir, I am not 100%
certéin; but: "I 'can. recall Hammarsdale, Gfeytown, Tugela
Ferry,vRichmond, Bulwer, and also probébly near Kokstad.:
'At:SOmé.stage Kokstad-was part of thé 1urisdiction, but
fhey amended it at some stage. They  would - change
_evérything from déy to day, so it was a very large area
tQ«dqver.-
| Mpophomeni, did you operate in that area? \
INTERPRETER: Could you repeat that name please.
MR GOVENDER: Mpophomeni . -—- Yes, that's near
Howick. I think we even went as far as LadYsmith.

Would Table Mountain have Dbeen inéluded. in that
area? -—- Yes, that is correct.

And your unit, sub unit, operated in these areas
also, is - that correct? - Most of the time we
operated more centrally, Edendale, Dambuza and Imbali,
but I believe sometimes we also oper;ted there because
offences also took place there, and also murder’scenes.

/1 take

I take it also that, for the reason that you had
to blend with the community, that the vehicle that you
operated in was aﬁ unmarked wvehicle. -—- That 1is
correct, Sir. As I already said it was a red Ford Husky
with an NP registration number. I speak under
correction, but I believe it was an NP registration.

Was this red Husky similar to the type of taxis
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“that are running today? -—= That is dorrect, Sir.

And could this red Husky be mistaken for a taxi?
~---""Yes, that is' correct, Sir. It happened - several

-times where people mixed it up with a taxi.

v

This was ‘an. ideal situation for you in the sense

‘that your  taxi - your vehicle could blend with the

‘surroundings as though it was a taxi. ——= That is
 Correct. It was-a great advantage that we could pass

_through as.ataxi, and also it was very easy for us as
the ﬁrimary task  was . for six or seven pecple.to work in
one ‘taxi instead of a police wvan, because we could
communicate much better than a police van, because._ in a
police van some would be sitting in front and the others
would be sitting at the back, whereas in a/kombi it was
much more conducive to better communication.
Ané did this red Husky have tinted windows? ——-
No, Sir, it did not have tinted windows, but I would
have liked it to have had tinted windows.
This would have ‘assisted you tremendously, in that
\ | . you would have blended very well and nobody would be
able to see yoﬁ, isn't that right? --- . (Inaudible -
end of Side A, Tape 1) ... work situation would have
been much easier,; in the sense that if you were to héve
picked dp an informant to identify certain people you
would have been
/able to
able to protect his identity that much longer, and the
public and the communify would have worked with us much
more closely 1f they knew that we went to those lengths
to protect their identity and their safety.
It would assist you also, Sergeant de Wet, in that

you would be able to get up to suspects without them

\
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being able to identify you well in advance, isn't that

S -To IR That is. true. In areas like, for example,
"VTable Mountain or. Muwerfier(?),  where we went once in
,six months,:I assume ‘it would have been the case. But

" in areas like Imbali, where we worked for about 24 hours
‘,a:day5, we were known, and in some areas everyone Kknew
'thaf that vehicle was being driven by a certain person.
I,might‘as wéil have been driving in a yellow. vehicle:
It:wduldinot have made any difference.
| :ﬁéw  'didv you - protect the © identity: ~of your
o iﬁforﬁers? You just mentioned. that earlier on. How did
.yéufprotect:their identity? e Sir, most of the
'-vtime'Wé provided them with Balaclavas, most of the time’
they'd sit behind in the vehicle, and often when we
drove by‘we‘would be ‘assisted by another vehicle, and we
woula identify the man as Sam Shabalala, who ' was
sﬁandiﬁg*against a pole, and the next vehicle would stop
énd arrestvSam. In other words the . informer was never
_exposed. We tried to protect his identity for as long
as possible, because the community never wanted to
aséiét,the police because they feared for their lives.
And if' was extremely difficult to work under those
circumstances. That's why I said if I h;d a tinted - a
vehicle with tinted windows my success rate would have
been much higher.
You ﬁentioned other wvehicles, Sergeant‘ de Wet.
What
/other
" other vehicles were used by your unit? - As I said
earlier, it was a red and white E20 and a white Toyota
Hi-Ace, and later there was also a blue and grey kombi

which turned up. At a much later stage there was
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’éﬁbther kombi with tinted windows, which came during the
cbursé of time. I cannot tell you at which stages, but
xaé vehicles were withdrawn from duty a new one would be
acquired and brought in. |
‘ So these vehicles were used also in assisting you
 ‘in your unit? S That is correct, Sir. As I said
pfeviously ‘there were three vehicles which were doing
the same dﬁties. |
MR YLAX: S Sorry, Mr Govender, I just want to just
clarify something 'quickly. The red vehicle was a Husky,
‘ ‘right? ——= lThat is correct.

Theired and white one was an E20. === That is
correct, Sir.

The white one was a Hi-Ace. -—- That is
correct.

Then at a later stage there was a blue and grey.
“What was thai? - It was a Toyota, also a Toyota.

. (Inaudible) - That is correct, Sir.

And then you mentioned a last one and you said it
was a blue vehicle with tinted windows. What was that?
Bty It was also a Toyota kombi. I also just have to
add that there was also a Husky, a white Husky, which
was in use.

(Inaudible) ‘ -—= Different wvehicles came at
different tiﬁes, so we did not use all five or all seven
at the same time.- Some would be withdrawn and be
replaced with others.

One understands that. What other vehicles did you

/use,
uée, because clearly you wouldnﬂp have used these kombis
all the time, you would have used other wvehicles as

.

‘well? --- Mr Commissioner, Sir, as I said, as we were
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assisting  the .investid&tive wunit each driver had a

 different vehicle, and I also had one, and at a later

.stage I was withdrawn from the " area due to false

allegations-.and I was giveh a yelIOW'vpolice van. I
beliéve those were the Vehicies we used most of the
fime, but most .of the time you used one vehicle.

| pidn't you ever‘drive bakkies, or Hi—Acés‘— not

Hi-Aces, what do.you call those things? Hiluxes and

that sort of vehicle? —_— I just said now we drove a

jellow'Van, which was -a Nissan one-tonbakkie with 'a

canopy.

(Inaudible)- -———— "And I know at some .stage I
élsoxdfove a'Toyota’Corolla, a beige Toyota Corolla, but
while one vehicle wés in the garage we used another one.

I£ was not a matter of months, it was jdst a day or two
while the one vehicle went in.

Thanks.

MR‘GCVENDER: Mr de Wet, your unit was associated by
the public with the red Husky, isn't that so? -
ihat is correct, Mr Commissioner. ’

When I say unit, your sub unit, the one that you
were in. command of. - That is correct, Sir.

Was the red Husky given a nickname? - Not as

far as I know, but the kdmbi that I drove that day was

called "Musa baleka," which was also dubbed by the

community.
(Inaudible) -— No, the red Toyota kombi.
The red Toyota kombi. Now, Sergeant de Wet ...
(intervention) /
/MR_LAX:
MR LAX: I am puzzled here. This is the first I hear

of a red Toyota kombi. Just £fill me in. Where did that
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© ccome from?

CHATRMAN: No, ﬁang on, a kombi can't be a Tdyota or
'vicev‘versa. A kombi is specifically a Volkswagen.
Maybe‘he means a Toyota Hi-Ace.
‘”MR LAX: It's just there's no mention in the 1list I
made of all the véhicles of é red Toyota. -—- Sir,
:justito shed 1light on the topic, I said at the moment I
‘ém driving a red Toyota minibus or kombi which has been
dubbed ”Musa baleka," which the communit§ dubbed.
:"4'éﬁAiRMAN: Oh, that's the present .. (Antervention)
ST YENE elear '
| “(Inaudible) - Yes, I drive it presently.
'Mﬁ COVENDER: Now, this red Husky that your unit, sub
unit operated from, travelled around the different areas
‘that yvou've indicated was your area of operation doing
its investigations, speaking to informers, interrogating
suspects and frying‘to>retrieve murder weapons and so
forth. Much ~of your time, and vyour unit's time,
Sergeant de Wet, must have been spent in this red Husky.
How was this Husky equipped to cater for vyour unit? -
- It is difficult to say ... (intervention)

To be specific, 1if I <can finish, @ inscofar as
weapons and equipment is concerned to do your work. -
;— Mf Commissioner, ves, it was eqﬁipped with certain
ammunition, which was also signed for. It was
controlled insofar as the ammunition and weapons which
we used. I don't have the records before me, but I
don't know if you are in possession of the records, but

. records were kept of which person was issued with which
firearms, and hand
o /grenades,

4
grenades, or stun grenades and so forth. As I say, I
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cannot tell you exactly what the records reflect, but

each personwas armed with a stopper{(?) or an R1 or
whatever, with a shotgun and so forth. But there were
safesias well where these firearms were kept.
i'\‘v | Okay, maybe I can assist you, Sergeant de Wet.
Our /informétion has it that the vehicle was equippéd
‘with a Walther P.38 licensed pistol.
>CHAIRMAN: According to this there were five of them.
VIMR‘GOVENDER: Five. Yes, five pistols: e In all
'bhbnesty, Sir, I can‘only say " to you..that -at that time
mdst black 'and whité members were dissued with a P.38
firearm, which would be their own personal issue, and at
a . later stdge the P.38 was replaced by a 9mm Beretta,
and foday it's replaced by another 9mm. So if there
were five members there would be five setsbof firearms
in the vehicle.
(Inaudible) e As I sa&aid; Sir, I can Jjust
confirm that it is possible that each person had a P.38.
Buth-did not have a P.38, I was armed from the start
with a 9mm Beretta.
(Inaudible) ... unlicensed also in the wvehicle?
-=- I don't know about ‘it. I am not aware of any
stage where there were unlicensed firearms in that
vehicle, except where we seized firearms and took them
to the station for safeguarding.

So you are saying that there were no unlicensed

Berettas in the wvehicle? ~—— That is correct, Sir,
none.
(Inaudible) ... one .45 Colt, unlicensed. -
No. No, no unlicensed firearms were in that vehicle.
/CHAIRMAN:

CHATRMAN: Sorry, Mr Govender, it's really not going to
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serve much purpose to go through this inventory of

Litems. fhe witness has said as far as he's concerned
there were never any unlicensed or unlawful firearms on
'the'thing.‘ He's told us that there were grenades, gas
gfenades, stopper firearms, things of that‘nature - Rils.
o Zet's‘notvwaste our time on this issue. If:I could ask
"yoﬁ to canvass..one thing in particular, and that is how
were they' instructed, ‘how were’they briefed, what was

their  modus  operandi? - If you could just follow up on

.:ithat please.

,MR GOVENDER: Yes, but I just want to ' actually finish
~ the-list from the point of view that - to make sure that
‘the witness understands - he's mentioned certain things

thét were there -in the vehicle, but to get his response
in terms of the unlicénsed weapons, the 1list that we
have,.
CHAIRMAN: Okay, if you think it's worth anything. -
-—" 8ir, I would also -just liké to‘mention that these
that''you are questioning me . about I read about for the
first time in a newspaper report.
MR . GOVENDER : Your position, Sergeant de Wet, is that
there were no unlicensed weapons in ‘the wvehicle? -
That is correct, Sir. |
Were there three Beretta licensed shotguns in the
vehicle? -—= As I said, specific members were issued
with shotguns. I had an R1 which I carried with me. It
is very possible that there were three Berettas which
1 were issued to specific persons, but, as I said, there
2 was an inventory kept for that vehicle. I do not have
the records before me, I ‘don't know if you have the
records.

Who kept these records? Where were they kept? -
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-- Mr Commissioner, Sir, one was normally kept at the

zip - 4
| /State
Staté irecords "there, and every two weeks or so an
inspection of the wvehicles was kept, and the vehicles
v were alSo -- not the wvehicles, the firearms were also
.inspecte@‘from time to time to..check whether everything
- ‘*f' was still ih order, so there had to be an inventory to
‘enSure that everything was. still in order. )
3 CHAIRMAN; Sorry, “Mr ' Govender,: what . are these forms.
 hérmally referred to as? There's a specific form for
the inventory of firearms and ammunition, dsn't there?
---  Sir, if I could just inform you it was not like a
hormal station. - Each vehicle was issued with its own
kit. As I said, af some ‘stage there were 20 of us, and
ifa situatiénV arose there was né time to run in an
" issue everyone with  firearms, hence each vehicle was
equipped. Not just.mine, but each wvehicle which backed
up the Riot - Squad. So, ~if anyone was to park their
vehicle - -all thé firearms would be in the vehicle.
That's 'why there was an inventory iﬁ the possession of
the storeroom clerk and also in the vehicle. It was not
kept in a book, issued in book form, so it would be
physically issued in each wvehicle, .and if é situation
arose the people would Jjust jump into their wvehicles,
which were already equipped, and go and attend to the
situation.
Okay. It's Jjust that my understand is that in
general terms where firearms were issued, even on a
R Eermanent basis as you describe, they were usually
. recorded in a specific firearm register as being issued

to a particular wvehicle or a particular person on a

-
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regular basis. And that book - or register, if you like

- "has - a particular kind of reference, like an SAP-
something number usually. -—- That is correct, Sir.
There was a book

» /which
which was always in the safe - I think it might still be
in the safe up ‘to this day - but this thing. which I
described to you had an SAP number, which was a book or
'pamphlét which' was issued per vehicle. . And, as I said,
‘each person ‘was then - to Sign that;requisition form or

whatever to state that ... (intervention)

(Inaudible) ... SAP-something-or-other, or are you
' not sure? I. am not sure. -—— In all honesty I

cannot give you the number.
MR;GOVENDER: You said you had grenades, stun grenades,
si¥ stun grenades in the vehicle. Do you .agree? -
If I remember correctly I did not say  six - stun
grenades. I did say that there were stun grenades in
the vehicle. 'I do not' know how many of them there were.
And hand grenades also you had in the vehicle,
isn't that so? - Sir, I will deny - the hand
grenades, because not anyone was issued would have been
) issued with a hand grenade as far as I know. At no
stage was a hand grenade issued to anyone up to this
very day, because that is not something which you could
take with you in a vehicle.
CHAIRMAN: Sorry, Mr Govender, Jjust to be fair to the
witness. The list doesn't refer to hand grenades, it
refers to stun grenades.

MR __GOVENDER: No, I am referring to what he said

earlier on.

CHATIRMAN': He spoke about "~ stun grenades and gas
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‘grenades.

MR 'GOVENDER:: And gas grenades?

CHATRMAN: = Yes.

MR GOVENDER : Was 1t gas grenades that you mentioned?
I stand corrected. . --- Yes, that is éorrect,\sir.
/Did you

- Did  you -have ' in the vehicle a  reddish-orange

bvrubber from. the motor car tyre, the tube, that was big

enough to cover the face of a - a person's face? -

y

No,.: never.

You never had that. Did . you havé a

(intervention) = --- No, we never had a tube.

‘Did you ever have occasion to use a tube? -=-
No,’Sir. Af no stage did I used a tube.

Do you. know what I am referring to, Sergeant
de Wet? - Yes, Sir, I know what you are referring
tg. In every newspaper report and every statement that
was made ‘against me a tube was always mentioned. N

Have you seen such a tube? -——= I know what a
tube looké like, but I cannot tell you what the tube
locks 1like that you are referring to. unless vyou.could
show it to me.

It'sf a tube that's cut in such a way ...
(intervention)

CHAIRMAN: Sorry, Mr Govender, really we're wasting

time here.

MR GOVENDER: Yes.

CHATRMAN: Everyone knows what a piece of inner tube
looks like. It could have been red, it could have been
black, it could have been anything. There are countless

allegations made against members of the police that this

is used. I am sure the witness knows all about those

AL
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allegations. Let's not waste time on that.

:MR GOVENDER : I take your point. Did you perhaps have
a dynamo; or an old cranking type phone?  You know -those

old phones that you used to wind. It's got a dynamo in

-it. .. Do you know what I am referring to? - I know
vwhét you are refe;ring to, but T never used it. I héve
séén a

/dynamo,

. dypamo, but ‘I never used one.
| :Did you. seé it being used while vyou were in the
éAP? Sy “'No, . Sir, never by my éolleagues, but I've
seen boys playing with it. I think at school it was a
" ‘common thiﬁg which was held with spoons and - so  forth,
putting the bars in and so forth.

Okay.‘ You;said much of your- work, 99% of your
work invoived recoverihg weapons by request, weapons
that were used in murder and interrogating people -
sorry, . interrogating suspects that were pointed out or a
request was made. - How did your unit go about conducting

‘tFose sort of investigations? Would'you expléin to us,
Mr de Wet. —-=- Sir, as I said earlier, I did not do
the investigations physically. 90% of the time the
suspects ;were pointed out to us, saying that they were
looking for Mr X, and Mr X would be investigated, and
then the Unrest Investigative Unit would investigate.
Most of the vehicles - or the firearms whiéh were seized
were taken from people along the road, smuggling houses,
taverns, and so forth. As I said there were so many of
them. But the physical interrogation of people I cannot
really elaborate on because we never really interrogated
people. That was not my task.

CHAIRMAN: Can I come 1in here? Let's start at the
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beginning -in .a consistent sort of way. Your unit was

established to ‘assist the Riot Investigatibn Unit.
You've confirmed that. - How did you liaise with them to

get instructions? - How did that happen? -~ --- Sir, as

I said from the beginning, we normally weﬁt to them and
théy compiled a list of suspects, let's say 20 suspects
ﬁho"were being: sought, and on a regular basis when
' infbrmation
/waé rece;ved
:'fﬁés receivéd we would either communicate with them per
"rédio, or -whatever, and where people were érrested we
WOuldbhand them over to them and take their names off
'hfhe lists. Those lists were sometimes five to six pages
long, so there was never a time when we ‘were without
work.
| Are you saying that you simply had this enormous
list,.and you would just choose names off the list and
try and follow them up? -—- That is correct,
"~ because,as I said, 90% of our work was done in Imbali,
stage ‘one, two and three, and my colleagues, Bhengu and
Mtshali, stayed there and schooled there. And at a
later stége with the riots they had to move out of the
area. S0, 1if they were to have said at Imbali, stage
one, Sam Shabalala, for example, they would know who the
person was because they would have attended school with
him. That was why Bhengu and Mtshali were murdered
eventually, because they had such a wide knowledge, they
knew the people, they Kknew their names and their
addresses. And that is why we were so successful.
What I am getting at 1s, my understanding of how
police gengrally work is that yvou have briefing meetings

where you get together with whoever you need to, vyou

\
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i

prioritise what your main tasks should be. You may - have

had a list five or six pages long, but you would have
prioritised that in some way, ‘you would have had a

briefing to: do that, you would have had 'a weekly

meeting, or ‘a two-weekly meeting,  where ' you would
evéluate”how you worked. That's the normai procedure
phat the police generally work. - The dlogic -is
 >théré. It sounds as if it could have worked like that.

}-'it didn't work with us like that. We had a list. Most
“of the scénes we visited
" /ourselves;
ourselves, and according to that 'list, -and with the
liéisiné with them by radio or telephone or meetings, we
knew exactly who we were looking for, and that's how we
'Qperated. I can tell you there was no time to have a
;meeting each and every second day. That's the problem
in the police téday, theyrhave too many meetings:
(Inaudible) .. were generally arrested? VHow
would - were they from = any parficular political
grouping? Accordiﬁg to our information the people that
&ou mostly arrested were UDF types, or what would later
be called ANC types. Is that correct? -—- I must
admit 90% of the people we arrested were either- ANC or
UDF  orientated. I might Jjust perhaps add that there
were various districts. On the one side we had the ANC,
! on the other side the UDF, but the ANC people had to go

through the ANC part to get to their houses (sic). 99%

of the time i arrested the ANC people because they were
the suspects, and that's why I have all these problems
now. I have never had a problem from the Inkatha side
even though I did arrest them. All the allegations come

from the ANC and the UDF.
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“Which IFP people did you arrest? Which prominent

names or people? Approximately how many did you arrest
'dufing your time  there? - I can only tell you
_Mféhali, whé gotIZOvyears. He was arrested by us. He
was also the brother of Mtshali who worked with me.
:Jerome Mwali was arrested. He alsb died later on. I
cannot: tell you ‘exactly how many I  arrested, but I
.arrésted enough of them. Those I knew of and who were
involved I\arrested. Exactly ﬁhe same with the 'ANC. I
- cén‘t give: you names of ANC members T arrésted either.
(Inaudible) ... proportion to it? How would you
/split
split it ANC to IFP, or IFP to ANC, what proportion to
what of your work? - It's difficult to tell, but I
will say 70% ANC, 30% Inkatha. Because Imbali was 90%
of the‘time ANC/ as well as Dambuza and Richmond. The
whole area was 'ANC country. The IFP people were more
stretched out into the bushes and all over the place:
(Inaudible) ... allegations against you? You said
that there were all these false claims made against you.
. Were any of these claims ever made by the IFP against
you? --- I have no knowledge whether allegations were
madé by the ANC or Inkatha. If I did get an interdict
against me or something I would not have known whether
Fhat person was ANC or IFP. I didn't know on which side
he was, I just did my work.
Very few IFP people ever complained about your
conduct. That's the honest truth of the matter. -
Yes. I can say 90% of the allegations came from the
ANC side. Inkatha could have made allegations, but I
did arrest ANC people mostly. Also they wanted to get

me out of the area and that's why they made the
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» allegations.

You said something Jjust now that if an interdict
was brought against you you didn't know from which side
fhat person came. Are you seriously suggesting that
when an - interdict . was brought against vyou, and there

wete  some or several, that you had no idea whether ‘that

person . bringing the. interdict was Inkatha or IFP? I
want you. to.think carefully ... (interveniion)
MR LAX:  Or ANC. -
CHAIRMAN: Sorry; - IFP or ANC. Think clearly of vyour
,énswer. You said you did not kﬁow which side they came
erm. Sl | That  is - correct. In all honesty at a
.later

/stage
stage I would then find out. Okay, Mr Zilwane was a

prominent ANC member who I have met earlier, but some of

these might or could have been Inkatha. It didn't
matter to me., In all honesty a name . didn't mean
anything to me. I relied on the blacks who worked with

me, because they were the people who knew the people.
If they said Joe Modise I would not have known who that
was before they had pointed him out to me.

The interdicts against you were brought on the
basis of founding and\supporting affidavits, and in each
5ne of those founding and supporting affidavits the
person would describe themselves as whatever he or she
was. And I've seen some ofvthose interdicts, and they

, describe themselves very, very clearly. For example, Mr
Zilwane describes himself in the second paragraph of his
founding affidavit as the léader of the UDF in Imbali,
or wherever it was. - But, as I've said, it didn't

- matter to me.
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o (Inaudible) ... whether the interdict was coming

from the IFP or Inkatha. I am not asking you whether it

made a difference to you. 'Did you know which side they
were : coming from, yes or no-? -—- Yes, if I went
> ,through if.Ik... (inaudibie)
o (Inaudible) ... interdicts against you. I think
bthétris‘é flippant answer. --=" -1 apologise.
, MR;LAX: If I éan just go. back to the question of how
v?éﬁ.worked.. You said you had this 1list, and you would

‘ ddnstantly be trying to find people on the list. Or you
’might arrive at .a scene of a crime and - what would

happen if you got there? Would you try and take stock

'of the situation. - That is correct. "We would try
‘to evaluate the situation. We would ésk the witnesses

" what
/happened,

happened, who fhey suspect, up until the detective came

to. the crime scene. Sometimes we worked from the scene.

Sémebbdy said they saw that 'this’ and that person was
shot, and We would follow it up.

(Inaudible) ... from what you're saying that vyou

had a relatively free hand on what to choose to work on,

partly becauée there was so much work, but also partly

no one really seemed to +tell vyou precisely what to

follow up, that was your choice. -—- That 1is
correct. That was the case.: We tried to get results,
and fip° be successful, and to combat crime.

! . 'How were you held accountable, and to whom were
you ‘held accountable? -—= Mr Terblanche was in
command of the Riot Squad. He was in command. We
reported to him.

How did that happen? -—= In all honesty we
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would, at the end of the month, have written our results

into a book, and they locked there at our productivity.

1

If “there  had been a problem one would consult him,
contact "him, if they had problems they would contact
you, and then there would have been a meeting where

problems could have been discussed.

" CHAIRMAN: Sorry, can I just inteérrupt? = When you say

'-YOu would write into your report what your results were,

_What sort .of results are you talking about? Are you

 talkihg about people arrested, or successful

prosecutions, or - what sort of results? - I can

“only -tell you that the results were about :the number  of

~arrests made, how many arms were attached. The number

of people found guilty, I would not be able to say
anything about it because the courts take so long.

Findings of guilty I cannot testify about, but it was

about how many people were arrested and

etcetera.

/how much

how much arms were attached, dagga that was attached,

And when you arrested people did you give them -

hand them over to whom? The Riot Investigation Unit?

—— Yes. Where a specific person was identified as

a suspect and a case number was given to us, that person

- if it had been at night we would have held him and

then informed the investigating officer the next day.

If it had been a firearm attached, or 1f we arrested

somebody, we would have held him overnight, and a
detective or somebody else would have charged him then.

(Inaudible) ... people. When I say ''people," your

unit obviously. -—- Yes. Yes, we did question

people.
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(Inaudible) - Either at the Riot Sguad
itself or ‘at the Riot, - it's at Pentridge Corner in
Edenvale.v

(Inaudible) - ——— It was the old - it is
possible, and also in the vehicle. |
Just 'for the .record, where was  your unit based?
Los In Oribi, close to the airport. I can't - don't
kngw what the street's name was.
bYou said ‘that: you would hold pfisoners that you
ﬁad  arrested. - . Where  would  you. hold ' them? -
"USually when they were arrested at Imbali we would hold
“them at  Imbali,. but if Currently' the cells aren’f in
use, for. example, I would have to go to Loopstraat or
Mduntainrise, the closest police station that had room
- for them.
| Carry on, Mr Govender.
MR - GOVENDER *: Sergeant de Wet, you paint this picture’
0of a sub unit that went arouna doing investigations in a
normal, ordinary fashion, that yoﬁ would, as a result of

A request, make inquiries, arrest suspects, and hand

them
/over to
. "~ over to the investigation team. Now, that's the picture
you paint abput how your unit operated. In the course

of the lifetime of the unit, Sergeant, there were a
number of applications made . for an interdict
interdicting yourself and many of your colleagues from

assaulting people, arresting people and detaining them

unlawfully, and so forth. Are you aware of many of
those interdicts? We will come to them in specific
: §etails a bit later on. -—- That is correct.

(Inaudible) ... applications paints a different
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plcture, Sergeant. It paints this picture, that the

~Riot Unit, or gour unit, injured and killed -people
indiscriminately, that you targeted small groups of UDF

activists and < people who were affiliated to UDF

organisations ‘and self-defence units. It also paints
the  : picture that your unit was involved in
inferrogating, torturing and killing .= interrogating

people who were implicated in assassinatibns of 'IFP
5pé§ple, énd prominent amongst them was the death -of an
YIFP‘leader's son; Ben Njele's son, Mpo, andvthat of "an
IFP person, Ngcobo, Thu Ngcobo, and so: forth. Now, what
dq ybu say? -—= I can only say Ben Njele was ANC.
That must be. a mistake. He was a member of the ANC.
What I can say is that all these interdicts and
allegations against me,jall these peoplé's allegations,
.were rejected . in the Supreme Court or in the Regional
Court. In other words I stick to my point of view that
those were false allegations to get us out of the area.
There are also witﬁesses and testimony where people
héld meetings with the communities, with support groups
who werevput there specifically to watch our movements,
and it was found that they actually held
' /meetings
meetings to try and get the police, and specifically us,
out of the area. The only way they could do that was by
getting interdicts and making cases against us, and to
" make them known and to open cases against us.
CHAIRMAN: Just for the record, Ben Njele was a
prominent IFP member, he was a Member of Parliament for
the IFP. So Jjust to correct you there. You're
obviously mistaken if you say he was an ANC member. -

- The reason I say Ben Njele is an ANC member, I knew
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an ANC member or an ANC supporter.

*:him myself. He lived in the ANC area.: He stayed in

'State One. I can take you to his house now. He lived

invthe ANC area, and that is why I say he must have been

He was ~ a. member of ' the  KwaZulu Legislative
Assembly' and 'a member of Inkatha's Central Committee.
It was very well known in the area that that was - he

may well - he in fact did live in an ANC, predominantly

ANC area,bthat's not in dispute, but he wasn't a member

of ‘the ANC, so I am just pointing out that you are

‘mistaken in that ﬁnderstanding.

MR _GOVENDER: iHé had initiated peacé talks with the
UDF. '
CHAIRMAN: Anyway, we can get on to that later. We
don't want to get tied up with spécifics now. So, Jjust

in conclusion of this\portion of your testimony, Mr de
Wet, you've said that your unit conducted itself at all
timés within the parametefs of the law. It went about
its ‘duty, arrested people, questioned them, handed them
o&er to the 'detectives, confiscated weapons, dagga,
etcetera, and never ever engaged in anything which could

have Dbeen at that time considered unlawful. Is that

.your position? - That is correct.

Was that . your understanding for the rest of the
Riot
/Unit at
Unit at the time, vyour other field units that Major
Terblanche ... (incomplete) - That is correct.
You don't know of aﬁy circumstances or situations
where people did anything unlawful, shot people, tubed
people, shocked people? You don't know anything about

that at all~? Assaulted people. - Not in. my
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presence, no.

(Inaudible) ... that you know of ... (inaudible)
Harrington and Erasmus and Madlala. Do vyou know
vf- them? - Yes, I kﬁew them. They didn't work with
me bﬁt they wére members of the ... (intervention)
(Inaudible) .. in the unit under Major
Terblancheé: - That is .correct.
i(Inaudible) ... presently serving sentences for
‘murder, life sentences for murder. pE—— That is
chqrréCtJ

And yet you say ‘that you didn't know of anyone in
. the Riot Unit, that ever committed a crime or did
anything unlawful. Why did you say‘that? - I
‘understood that you asked me what I saw myself.
(Inaudible) ... of anybody in the Riot Unit under
Majo: Terblanche's supervision who committed any
unlawful act, tubed anybody, shocked anybody, .assaulted
anybody, killed anybody. That's what I asked you. What
'»was.your answer? -——- Then I must say' yes. Roy
Ngcobo was one of them. He was shot. I know of
specific people who were charged with murder who were
- found not guilty. I know of people who were put out of
the Riot Squad. I know about it.
(Inaudible) .;. paint a pretty picture for us that
you and all your colleagues in the Riot Unit never ever
/conducted

conducted themselves 1in any manner which could be

N considered unlawful. That is what you are trying to do.
Please be realistic with us now. Police in this
country, and in other countries, commit crimes. Don't

try and portray all your colleague as people who never

ever did, or could, commit crimes. You know very well
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that Harrington, Erasmus and Madlala are serving
sentences for murder. You know that. -—= That is

; / .
“ecorrect:

Then /T would like vyou to be more frank and

Straightforward with us. If you knew that why didn't
i / .

‘you'say so when I asked you? -——  What I understood

was, was I there? No. Please accept the point that I

" could have misunderstood you, but I can't give you. a
. : {

1ist thereof.

v(Inaudible)’.,. picture Constables Harrington and

Erasmus. have' painted for us. They've painted a picture

which. is so.. fundamentally different from the one you

Qhave painted for us that it looks as though we're
talking about two different units altogether.  They gave

:téstimony in public-at their .amnesty épplication, and at

a hearing which was held in Pietermaritzburg relating to

. the incident which became known as the Seven Day War,

and they painted a totally different picture of the Riot
Unit. They said the Riot Unit - many elements of the
Riot Unit were completely out of control. They said
that they indiscriminately assaulted and killed people.
They said that they would fire at people from the baék
of their'vehicle, not knowing whether the people died or
lived. They would pick up people, question them, throw

them out of the back of moving vehicles. They painted a

horrifying picture of what the Riot Unit was all about.

And they

/said
said that they were not surprised when they were
subsequently convicted, because it was only a matter of
time that they would be convicted of crimes like assault

and murder. And they were in fact all convicted of




JC/35282 5 June 1997 - 40 - W A DE WET
those ... (inaudible - end of Side B; Tape 1) ... and

Captain Brian Mitchell, who I am sure you have heard of,

also paints a picture that is so fundamentally different
'ffém_the picture: that you have painted for us of the
Ridt_Unit. He says that the Riot Unit  was used, énd
1sbécificallyvin the mannef in which it made use of the
;special Consfables which Qorked with “it, was basically
”;p many areas. providing a sort of military back-up for
Ehe,IFP. And he gave, of course,. the example of Trust
'5 feeds; the massacre . there, which Brian Mitchell Says was
épéCifically organiséd by your commandeg,'Captain Deon
‘Térblahche, and  that members of the Riot Unit, special
"coﬂétébles, fully participated, k;owingly; in - that
incident, etcetera. So what I am doing, I am saying
that two, three, four people have , painted a
fundamentally different picture to thaﬁywhich you would
have ~us believe, that the Riot Unif coriducted  itself
’ perfectiy lawfully at all times, and, you énow, it was
justa - you were a. jolly good bunch of guys and never
did anything unlawful. What do you want®to comment on
those 'two different scenarios which I've painted for
you? - Can I please answer? I am talking - are
you talking about Harrington, the Seven Day War? . Must I
answer about specific persons? Do I understand you
correctly? Because I can tell you in the Seven Day War
Harrington was not in Pietermaritzburg at all, and I can
prove 1it. The picture he‘painted is then completely
untrue.
/ (Inaudible)
(Iﬁaudible) ... there. Harrington talked about
his period of service in the Riot Unit. The Seven Day

War was seven days long, and during that time Harrington
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was.- in Newcastle on a course. I am talking about his
period of service in the Riot Unit. Examples of
behaviour which he and his colleagues got up to ranges
frém Richmond to .- specif;cally table Mountain actually,

where he was active for some time. So I am not talking

abQut - and Mpumalanga township. So. I 'am not talking .

, about the Seven Day War specifically.
“ MR- LAX: Can' I add something -just for the record?
b%rector Meyer gave évidence on behalf of the police at
vikthé Seven -Day War, and it was put to him that the Riot
, ; ‘
:Unit behaved: in' the fashion that has Just been put to
~you, ~and he conceded that there were elemenfs within the
_Ridt Unit who did behave like that, who Were tolerated.
He‘ didn't approve of it himself, but they were
tolerated and they were allowed to operate like that.
>And we're just flabbergasted that vyou don't concede
’that, you paint a:different  picture. So - just I want
.your - comment on. that. -—— I can tell ‘you in all
ﬁonesty there were elements like the Seven Days War. I
was also on a course in Newcastle. There were crime
eleﬁents, there were - I cannot say that there was
.nothing, but I didn't see any myself, I didn't see what
Harrington did. I can only testify about what happened
on my vehicle. I drové on my own, nobody followed me.

There were many allegations from various attacks and so

on. If I can come back to Mitchell's story, what he
said was lies. It was not planned at the Riot Sqguad.

CHAIRMAN: I didn't say it was planned at the Riot
Squad. /The evidence

The evidence that Mr Mitchell gave was that it was
planned at Marawa House, and it was planned by him, Mr

Ntombela and Deon Terblanche, and I am not suggesting
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that you had anything 'to do with that at all. I am

saying that that is what Mr Mitchell has gone on ocath as
fayiﬁg Cdnce public; and . it involves vyour ex-senior

A commander.  That is the picture that has beeﬁ painted of
the sort of top-down leadership that was given the Riot
ﬁnit}-and Director Meyer, who I understand was or is now

head bf that unit, has said that the reason why elements

of - the Riot Unit behaved like this - and hé conceded

- that they 'did.  behave- . as Harrington deécribed - . was

: becaﬁse of the leadership provided by Mr-. Deon
iTerblanéhe. He said that he tolerated these thingé and

~in fact\encouraged them. So, are you now = you must be

very specific now.  Are you basically saying that  the
evidence given by your commanding officer is incorrect,
: 6r is it --is he mistaken, or is he lying? -—- As
faf ‘as I know, and I can tell you now: Mr Terblanche
wéuld never in his ‘life have discussed anything like
that with anybody. Nobody - he wouldn't have told these
pecople to go and‘kill somebody. He's a Christian. It
‘woﬁld never have come ' from Terblanche. Everybody say

that Terblanche was such a great father to him. That

was lies. I worked under him for vears. There's no way
'he would ever have done something like that. He was
used as a scapegoat. It is time that somebody put the

record straight now in all honesty. Mitchell lied about

tﬁat when he said there was a meeting at Marawa House,

and that Terblanche would have told them to go somewhere

and kill somebody. That's not what

happened. He drank too much that night, that's what
/happened,

happened, but Terblanche didn't have anything to do with

that.
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(Inaudible) ... expressing an opinion now. I am

ﬂtélling you what ‘has beén said under oath about . your
unitt © I am-not - I don't want to get ingo a debate now
» whether Mitchell was drinking on the night of Trust
Feeds or whate&éf. I am telling you what other members
of YOur unit,  Constables Harrington: and Erasmus, have
éaid‘about Major Tefblanche. He said that'hé encouraged
 aﬁd tolérated their behaviour. = Now, that.ig their view,
aﬁd you have a different view. I am just - all I asked
-fyou,to do was  to comment on these two very: different
VieWs, éhd'you{ve commented, you've said ‘that insofar as
you're' concerned you knew of no  wrongdoing, -and that
 Méjor‘Terblanche Would never " have ‘involved :himself . in
any wrong doing. That's fair enough. Let's move on.
~ MRVLAX: Can I just point something out? I just want
to point - this out for the record. When you originally
cdmmented on this issue you clarified betwéen what vyou
’had gseen -and what you knew. You. made ;t clear at that
stage 'you hadn't seen any of it and you didn't know of
any of it. You separated out the two, the two concepts.
I juSt want to - it's on fecord, we can play the tape
back‘to/you if you like, but you were speaking - not
only did you not see any of that happeﬁ, but .you didn't

know of any of that happening, and clearly you must have

known. I just want to place that on record. -
That 1is correct. I must apologise. Perhaps I didn't
understand the question correctly. I knew about these

N

things because it was general knowledge, it was in the
newspaper, andlthe fact
that the unit's peoplé sometimes went overboard was no

/secret.

seg;et.
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* MR _GOVENDER : Sergeant, you would concede then, your

“-sub’unit or the Riot Unit as a whole was not as squeaky
‘clean as you made out to believe at the outset. 1Is that
“what ~you concede now? -—- Mr Commissioner, as I
‘Said, in the Riot Squad many things happened, but as far
’as I am concerned T am saying that I did not do it, I
was nbt involved in these things. But whaf the - as far
as' the Riot Unit ié concerned in their involvement in
‘ceftain offences, I came  to  know about ‘it in.  the
héwSpaﬁer, but it never happened in ‘my presence where
peopie were shot.dead or kidnapped or assaﬁlted.
E You ‘see, Sergeént, apart from the allegations in
bthe affidavits. made. by  these people applying for
‘inferdicts, we have reliable information also that your
unit, and with your knowledge, Were responsible for
torturing victims by the use of electric shocks to their
private parts, - by the use of the tube that we spoke
about ‘earlier, by kidnapping people and taking them to

places, in the stadium and so forth, and interrogating

\ people, and so forth and so on. What do you say to
that? -—- Sir, once again we are talking about the
unit. That is possibly where the confusion arises.

When I speak about the unit I speak about the unit as a
whole, but the sub unit in which - of which I was in
charge, the red Husky, 1s a different story. But when

we talk about the unit we're talking about the whole

TN
unit.
CHAIRMAN: He said your unit, not the whole unit. Your
particular field unit. He's being very specific. -—-
That's the red Husky unit. I deny all those
allegations,

and if T was there, and in my affidavit I would have




y

JC/35282 5 Juné 1997 - 45 - W A DE WET

said

/if 1
if 1 had'arrested anyone and assaulted them.
MR‘GOVENDER: Is. it possible, Sergeant, that .some of

the:people. within your sub unit could have been involved
in‘some’of these: incidents without your knowledge? -

Sir, while they were working with mqvthey were not
involved. ‘When they were not working with me it's very
péssible thét they Were involved.

So it's very possible when they were not working

 with you. . Yes, that is corréct. It is possible
fhat they were working with someoﬁe else and they did
'sgmething, but while they were under my command in the
.same vehicle as I was nothing happened.

You made sure that when they were under vyour
éommand that nothing unlawful was done? ---. - That is
correct, Sir.

And  all - those people who brought interdicts
against you, naming you specifically as the person that
was involved in some of those wunlawful acts, had a
motive, you say, because they wanted to get rid of the
police from the area. - That is correct, Sir.

So why did they want to get rid of the police from
the area? - Firstly, if they could get rid of the
police they could do as they pleased, they could carry
on with their fighting. We were the only people that
stood between them at that stage, who prevented them
from fighting - although they fought, but tried to limit
their fighting and stop them from killing about 20
people a day. And by getting the police, specifically"
us, out of the area they could do as they pleased.

You identified these people as largely UDF/ANC

s
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‘people that were interested in getting you out - the

/police
police out of fhe area? - That is correct, Sir.
There are court records which would show that, which can
cofréborate ghat.

Cgrroborate that these people were in fact UDF/ANC
pepple? - Yes, that's correct, Sir.
‘ So you know that they were UDF and ANC people? -
- As i said earlier, Sir, most people were from Stage
One.in Imbali, and‘that was. an ANC stronghold, and we
aiready discussed that.

On the side of ‘the IFP were there any - did the
IFP people have ‘an interest in getting the police out: of
the area also? - I cannot answér that question
because I never spoke to them about anything like that.
As I said, I do not know about any of them applying for
an interdict ‘against us. That's why I cannot say
whethér they wanted the police in the area or out of the
area, but I believe that they wouldbprobably have wanted
then police there.

They would have wanted the police there? -—- I
believe so. |

So, following your logic then, Sergeant, that if
the IFP people wahted to get thevpolice out of the'area
then they too <could have brought interdicts against
yourself and other members of the police force. -—-
Yes, Sir. |

So they were the ones that needed your protection?

- I cannot say if it was only them. I believe that

some of the ANC people also wanted us in the area, but
the majority of them did not want us.

Do vyou honestly expect us to believe, Sergeant
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de Wet, that thosekinterdicts were brought for that

“purpose? Do you honestly want us to believe that? In

i /fact one

faét oﬁe of those inferdicts was granted, wasn't it? -

- = 'No; Sir, none of them were granted. They were all
' réjeéfed by‘thé court with costs.

g MR ROBERTS: Mr Chairman, that proposition that was put
'asbfar as T am concerned is not indeed correct; I see
;nwfhe‘further particulars. supplied that it . was in fact
stated that in respect of that particular interdict the

‘rule was discharged with-costs of two counsél.

CHAIRMAN: (Inaudible) ... granted generally on hearing
1oﬁe pérfy bnly.

MR _GOVENDER: Not ... (inaudible)

» CHAIRMAN: Sometimes not, if it's a matter of urgency.
So I mean, really, you can't make much of that.

MR ‘GOVENDER: So, - Sergeant, if the information that we

ﬁave regarding the activities of your sub unit as such,

and  such of the unlawful facts that they were involved

in, is made by someone who has in fact been working with

the unit itself, would that person be lying? -——

Mr Commissioner, Sir, I don't know who you are talking
about now, but I believe that it is Constable Shabangu.
I have heard that he has testified in an amnesty
application, and I would say that it was a lie because
he 1is also probably not a - he was also found to be an
unreliablé witness and his testimony was rejected, and
in all probability what he has said is not true. We can
submit documents to prove that.
So you are saying that what he has - if it's him
then what he has said to the Commission s a lie. Is

that what you say? -— That is correct, Sir.
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Mr Chairman, I want to move on to another area. I

do not know whéther you want to possibly break now or
/what.

what.

CHATRMAN: Mr' Roberts, Mr Olivier, do you -:can you do

with a éhort break now for a cup of téa or something?

‘MR ROBERTS: I am easy, Mr Commissioner. If you want

tqvpr6ceed you can proceed; but we've been 'sitting. for

qﬁite some timé,'I think we could do with a short break.

}éHAIRMAN: Sure. We'll break then for about: 15

minutes. ’/ |

SHORT ADJOURNMENT

" 'ON__RESUMPTION:

 WILLEM = ABRAHAM DE WET (Still under former oath)

(Through Interpreter)

. CHAIRMAN: Mr Govender, I am not quitévsure where we
left off.

MR.GOVENDER: We were going to ‘move on to a new area‘

(igtervention)
h INTERPRETER : Your mike is not on.

MR ~GOVENDER: - Unlesé the Commissioners have any further
questions before we move on. (Pause) Sergeant Marx -
sorry, Sergeant de Wet. We're getting confused. I want

to show you an extract from your pocket book for 1990,

and I just want you tb confirm - sorry, have you got the
original? (Pause)

CHATRMAN: Ckay, Jjust show him the extract, ja. I
think Jjust show it to Mr Lax first. He wasn't - he

hasn't seen it.
MR _LAX: I haven't seen it.

CHAIRMAN: And have you got a copy for Mr Olivier and
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Mr Roberts? What that is is a copy of an extract from

the police pocket boock of Sergeant de Wet in 1990, March

©1990. And if you just show Mr de Wet the original, so he

.can
/confirm

confirm the veracity of that document.

MR GOVENDER: Mr de Wet, would you confirm that is your

. pocket book for 199072 Is that your pocket book? -
kThat is correct.
The entry on the 15th of March 1990,‘can you read
" that into the record. -—- The whole part?
RS ‘ The entry at eight.  ---
"Return . to Murder and Robbery. Go to
uniti with Marx to follow. up on
information." |
You confirm that is an entry you made?  Is that an
‘entry vyou:made in the pocket book at that time? -—-
- That 1is correct. It is my handwriting and it is my
pocket book.
What does that refer to? Can you explain to us?
¥ -—= It is a big wvague. I will have to read the
whole thing to get the background thereof, but according
to this I was with Brigadier Marx to the Riot Unit. I
suspecf it is about the Trust Feeds matter, because that
was the' only time I had énything to do with him.
That entry, what does it indicate? What was your
- what were you doing with General Marx on that day at
that time, and where were you golng, where were you
coming from?
MR ROBERTS: Mr Commissioner, with respect, I don't
think the request was unreasonable of the witness.

CHAIRMAN: No, I think ... (intervention)
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MR ROBERTS: He hasn't seen the pocket book for years I

suppose. He must just possibly have - be given time to
l ‘(intérvention) :

CHAIRMAN:‘ I think just have a read through that thing
» /just to

- ‘ juét‘ to familiarise yourself with what the time was.
Thét .couldn'f haveb been. Trust Feeds because that .is
1990, I think, and Trust Feeds took place in 1988.  ---
"\Mr-COmmiséioner, I think it was. ‘about Roy Ngcobo's
dééth. Why I went with Mr Marx. I don't know, excépt for
‘if.you can tell me something mofe about it.

Do you recall the incident? I am sure you do. -

~-= . Yes.

If not that specific entry, you. recall obviously

the death of Major Terblanche. - That is correct.
Now, what were vyou doing in - where is that,

Mpumalanga, or is that 'Maritzburg? The '"eenheid"

that's referred to there, is that your unit? -—- It

was the Riot Unit in Pietermaritzburg.
Were you 1in any way involved - because this

incident, the death of Major Terblanche, took place in

Mpumalanga, is that right? -—- No.

MR LAX: To be specific it took place on the highway.
CHAIRMAN: Sorry.

MR .LAX: Just at the turn-off to Inchanga, under the
bridge.

CHATIRMAN: Near Mpumalanga, but not in 'Maritzburg. -

-~ Near Hammarsdale.

: MR _LAX: (Inaudible) ... the bridge. -——- Yes, under
the bridge.
CHAIRMAN: Now, were you involved in any way at the

scene’ of the crime, investigating, going to Hammarsdale,




JC/35282 5 June 1997 - 51 - W A DE WET

“Mpumalanga, anything like that at all? -—- Yes,
»Correct.
Can you - I mean not in the scope of your general
‘work, but at that time. - At that stage on that
| » /specific

/

specific date I was .in court in Richmond with the

inquest of Ngcobo. We later heard then that' Major

‘Terblanche was murdered.

Which Ngcobo is this now? -== Rosemary Ngcobo.
I think it must have been  lunch hour: - We went to the
‘Scene where Major Terblanche was shot. Hé was still in
vthe vehicle - at - that . stage. I didn't do the
‘investigation myself. It must have been Murder and

Robbery,; they did the investigation. I helped them at

- that stage, that was why I was there at the scene.

Thére was a dispute at the scene about his firearm,

which was presumably gone. I said no, he never carried

a firearm, it would have "been in his briefcase. And

then they opened the briefcase, and his firearm was in
the briefcase as far as I can remember. Major
Terblanche was still buckled into his. seat with | his
safety belt. On the scene we could determine by just
looking at the scene that there must have been a person
next to him who would have shot him. It wasn't a
matter that somebody drove past and shot him. The
wounds and the burning wound of the firearm was very
visible. It must have been at very close range. We
also later determined that Major Terblanche earlier that
morning communicated with Roy Ngcobo. Roy Ngcebo had a
request to go and see an advocate in Durban. Major
Terblanche apparently, according to witnesses, dropped

him off - or gave him off and told him that he could go
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to Durban. Majgr Terblanche also had a meeting in
:‘Dufban, which was to take place at a later stage in
.Durban. And, as we later determined, was - he usually
.pickgd up policemen who were standiﬁg next to the road.
: ﬁé would'always pick them up to give them a 1ift. Roy
>_Ngcobo as usually ;%he lived in Hammarsdale,

/right
‘fight across from the NPC offices - he stood there and
waited/for a. 1lift, and Terblanche apparently on his way
‘_to? Dﬁrban' picked: :Roy Ngcobo up and gave him a lift;
présumably to Durban, because he knew- that Roy was on
his ‘way to Durban. And at the scene it beCame clear.
Wévthen determined that he did Roy Ngcobo -a 1lift. I
knew where Roy Ngcobo lived in Hammarsdale. We then
wenit to his house in Hammarsdale. I aon't know who was
with me. At his house we asked where he was and we were
told that just a short while before we arri&ed he was
ithere, but he went to Durbaﬁ to go and see an attorney,
and that he did indeed see the attorney in Durban. I
can't give you the time. We then went to his house. We
observed his house in Sweetwaters. He also had a house
there. We, however, at around 10 or 11 in the evening,
decided well, he's not coming home, we will see him at
the Riot Squad the next morning. The next morning at
seven me and Inspector Chandler went' to the Riot Squad,
where Roy came in as if nothing had happened, as if he
didn't see - hadn't seeﬁ“anything. Chandler informed
him about the suspicion that he was involved 1in the
murder of Terblanche. He was‘then taken to Murder and

Robbery offices, where he was questioned by wvarious

members of Murder and Robbery. I was not involved in.

the questioning.
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Do -you recall - not everybody, but do you recall

some - of ~"the people who were there when he was
yoo ‘ ihterviewed? Was this on the same ‘day as Major ‘- the
day éfter Major Terblanche's death, the day affer? -—-
It was the next day.

So this was the 15th of March. - Yes, that's

}coffect. Captaih'Myburgh was there. He was the
/commanding
‘coﬁmanding officer. .There were members of Durban Murder
and Robbery who helped us because it was such a serious
case. Mr' Chandler  was -there. Notes were - taken by
Captain Harvey. ~He was then an inspector, but he's now
) Céptain Harvey. There was a panel. I think it must
havé been 10 people who questioned him. Thereafter I
heard - I speak under correctiog, but Chandler then gave
me an order to go to Roy's house to go and pick up his
clothes, which was in the washing then, either at his
sister's or at his girlfriend's place. I then went to
Sweetwaters. I attached a bucket with a shirt and
pants. There was blood on the shirt. I don't know if
it was his sister or his girlfriend. I tcok her with me
to Murder and Robbery, and they took statements from
them. That's what I know. Two or three days after that
I heard that he took Chandler's weapon and that he was

wounded fatally, and that he subsequently died.

Now, was that the next day or was that the same
day? --- I don't know. I didn't have any insight. I

didn't have any opportunity to read this documentation

- or statements. I am speaking from my own experiences.
I don't have any knowledge. I don't know if it's two or
three days afterwards or the same day. I can't

remembper.
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¢ v MR GOVENDER: The death of - Roy Ngcobo was killed on

Friday. 'He was arrested on the Thursday, the 15th.
Terblanche was killed on the 14th.

CHAIRMAN: (Inaudible)

MRJ'GCVENDER: No, = Wednesday - Wedhesday. It's
vcénsecutively, yves, 14th, 15th énd the 16th.
CHAIRMAN: Now, .can .you just throw your mind back to
ﬁhé 14th, which was the day that Major Terblanche died,
éndi

/the 15th,
the . 15th, " which was the day that Roy ﬁgcobo was
‘Questioned, and tell us what you recall about Brigadier
Marx, Marx' role in that investigation. - It's

difficult to answer. I know the day of his death

Brigadier Marx was there, because he used to attend any

crime scene. He liked to be on the scene himself. And
I believe that the 15th, the day of his arrest, he could
have-been at the office. |

You're talking about the office in
Pietermérifzburg? -—- That's Murder and Robbery,

"~ Captain Myburgh's office. That's where Reoy Ngcobo was
queétioned.

I see. Now, you will' see in the notebook there
that it's indicated that you were with ‘Brigadier Marx on
thé morning of the 15th of March. -—- Yes. That's
after the arrest was made. That was - in other words
while Ngcobo’was taken away from Murder and Robbery to
the Riot Unit. We took hiﬁ to Halfway House, to Murder

and Robbery. It could be possible that I accompanied

Marx there. He never drove himself.

(Inaudible) ... in your pocket book then, are you

saying it's Just possible that you drove with him, or
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that you were in fact with him? -—- If I wrote it

héfe‘I tookbhim.

(Inaudible) ... to Myburgh's office at - which
office is it, which unit is 1it? - The unit is the
Riot Squad, the Riot Unit.

- And that is where the questioning took place, or
did it - take. place at Murder and Robbery? --= As I
>één remember it was at‘ Murder -at Robbery at kHalfway
~House.
Now, . can you recall anything more about'Brigadier

Marx on the 14th, 15th, 16th - his whereabouts, or his

/presence,
presence, oOr his - what his involvement was with the
investigation? -—— As I said, the 14th I believe he
was on the scene, because he usually did that. It was a

N serious crime. The 15th, 1if I saié I drove him

somewhere ‘I ‘would have done that, but his involvement in
‘the investigation I can't answer, because as far as my

knowledge goes Myburgh would have gotten the order to

investigate. He would have appointed somebody, or
either he would have done it himself. I believe that
Chandler conducted the investigation, but Marx'

invélvement I can't say anything about.

S MR GOVENDER: Was Marx present at the interrogation of
Roy Ngcobo at the Murder and Robbery offices? -—= I
was not there with the questioning. It is possible that
he could have been there. I was outside. I only went
and picked up the clothes. The chances are that he
could have been there, but the chances also are that he
might not have been there. I stand to be corrected.

You took him exactly to where? According to that

entry vyou took him to the Murder and Robbery Squad
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offices, isn't that so?  --- It says,

"Go to unit with Marx."
In-.other words I took him from Murder and Robbery to

“ Oribi, the Riot Squad.

CHAiRMAN: When you refer to "eenheid" you're talking
about ybur own "eenheid." - Yes, that;s Oribi
'”e_enheio'l"|

Okay. And ... - (inaudible) - ... chief regional
'detective, CID,. so he would have been at - where would

he héve been based? Where was he based? . Murder and

Rbbbery? - At Trust Bank. He had an office there.
/MR_LAX:

MR:LAX: Just for the record, that building is now

calléd Davig Alexander House. - Yes, that's

correct.

MR "GOVENDER: During the interrogation of Roy Ngcobo

-were -you instructed to go tc pick up the uniférm of Roy
Ngcobo from Sweetwaters? -—- ;That 1is correct,
Mr éommissioner.
(Inaudible) -—= It could have been Mchunu. I
Can't remember. It could have been somebody from Murder
aﬁd Robbery. I didn't go there on my own. I couldn't
speak Zulu, so I had to take a black man with me.to
interpret there.
(Inaudible) .. instructed you to fetch the
uniform? --- I think it might be Chandler.
Chandler. At the interrogation who was the most
senior CID present? -—— Captain Myburgh I believe
! wagﬁthe most senior one. He was the commanding officer.
But as I said there were Durban people, but ’£ don't

believe there was a captain or any higher ranking

person.
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But is Brigadier Marx higher ranking than Myburgh?

- That is correcf. He was a Brigadier.

But you can't remember whether Brigadier Marx was
pfesent at +that interrogation? -—- No, - Sir, I
carnot.

| But you remember, as. your entfy indicates, that
you'. took ‘him' to the Riot :Unit  from thé Murder -and
Robbery'premises, is that 'right? At what time is  that
énfry? -'At ‘what timev? - Sir, it is '8.30. T
éckhowledge the enfry and I concede that if I did make
" the entry then I did take him from Murder and Robbery to
the other place. I would not deny ha&ing done that.
Ahd he  was arrested at approximately 7 o'clock  that
morning if I am not mistaken‘— early in the morning. I
am also not sure about the

/time, but

time, bu$ it was definitely before 8.30.

\That's in" the morning? -—- Yes.

Your entry/also goes on to say you took him to

¢ 1\

follow up further investigétions. What ‘ further
investigations were yéu to follow up? -— Sir, I
ﬁannbt tell you which investigation he did, whether at
the investigation or whether getting a  'diary or
something, but I would only have taken him if I made the
entry, but because he was a senior officer you don't

realiy talk to the people. I did not know about the

interrogation or anything else. I know that they were
inferrogated, but I had no insight into it. My
instruction was, '"Take him to the Unrest Unit," where he

eithe} took possession of something or did something

" there.

But you cannot remember whether it was in relation
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to the investigation of Major Terblanche's killing? -

-- In all honesty, Sir, I cannot say. I assume that it
- would have linked - or it would have had something to do
with it, beéausé I do not drive him around as a general
rule. It “was probably the first or second time in my
career that I had driven him anyWhere.
And whenever you make these entries you make -them
o ‘ reflecting: the date - in other words. let's put it this
way, that .you would reflect in your pocket book\what you
did for that déy, with -the exact date: on it. You
wouldn't refer to incidents that yéu had ‘done the
previoﬁs day or days before. -—= Sir, it is
difficult, because the pocket book is basically a note
book. What happens, the date is there, but the time -
. it's possible that I could have made all tﬂese entries
that night. While I was sitting Ilcould have made all
these enfries, so the times
/aren't
" - aren't really to the minute. I could have taken him at
quarter to seven, or whatever. ' It 1is an approximate
time. Each thing I do is not entered into my pocket
book immediately. It's when you get a chance that you
make all these entries.
CHAIRMAN: Can I just cut in here for a minute. Tet's

‘ just go back to the beginning of this thing. Ngcobo was
érrested égrly in the morning when he reported for you
duty, and you were present there, and that would have
been somewhere round about seven, half past seven.

o That's the time most people rebort for duty. -—-

- That is correct.

You've also said that you were expecting Ngcobo to

come there and report for duty, and you guys were
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waiting for him. You'd already determined that he was
your suspect. -—- That is correct, Sir.
Who was/fhere waiting for him? - Myself and

v Inspector Chandler.
Were any other members of your unit there? -—=
"Murder and Robbery or Unrest?
KV‘ _ (Inaudible) —== Mr Commissioner, I believe
vthat there were people. At 7 o'clock 'in the morning
everyone reports for duty, so there had to be people.
But' I"want . to put it to you that this was probably
‘oﬁe of the most controversial murders that had happened
in  your unit. Here was the head of the unit who had
ibéen murdered by a member of the unit. Everybody in the
whole unit would have been interested in'what was going
" to happen. Everyone bore knowlédge of it. It was a
major event. - Sir, in all honesty everyone knew
about the murder, but I do not think everyone knew who
the suspect was at that stage, because if everyone was
to have known
/the man
the man would probably have left, so we never know. So
the suspect was known to Murder and Robbery's
- investigator. Perhaps there were people from the Unrest
Unit who knew, or thought about what happened, but I
cannot sgay that they knew who the suspect was. They
might have known about the murder, but not necessarily
who the suspect was.
Were any of the Murder and Roébery people from
n burban present at that time? - Not at the Unrest
Unit, but at Murder and Robbery where we brought him in,
i because they assisted us in the investigation.

‘ ' Was Myburgh maybe present there? - For the
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arrest? No} Sir, not as far as I knéw.
(Inaudible) ... after the arrest, once vyou'd
~arrested him? -—- It is possible that he could have

arrived there, but in all honesty I cannot recall seeing
.~him there.

| Did Brigadier Marx maybe arrive there once you'd

 arrested the man? - As far as my memory serves me,

8ir, I and Inspector Chandler arrested him at the gate.

. There: was no time - we: took him. Inspector Chandler
* “told him that he was a suspect. We put him. in the
vehicle and we drove. There was no time -wasted. We

basically just arrested the man and took him to Murder
and- Robbery. There was no interrogation at the . Unrest
Unit, or any transaction or anything. It was Jjust a

guestion of taking the man.

(Inaudible) ... Murder and Robbery Unit was Marx
already. there? --- (Inaudible - 'end of side A, Tape

2) ... because we did not deal with him.

But he must have been there at some stage, because

/you took
you took him from there back to the unit. - That
is correct, he had to have been there, as I said. But

 in all my entries - I do not dispute that I could have

taken him, and I maintain that if I did make an entry to
that effect then I did do that.

And is there an entry in your pocket book that you
went to Sweetwaters, and that you went and looked for
the clothing of Roy Ngcobo, and that you brought the
gister back? -—- No, I do not see such an entry.

. (Inaudible) ... in your day, why is it not there?
-—- I cannot answer that gquestion. Certainly I must

have omitted it somewhere, but I see that I mentioned
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: that T then went back to Richmond to the court. Then it

must have slipped my mind at the time. I concede that
it is an important entry to have made, but I must have
missed it. I honestly cannot answer that queétion as to
why I did not enter it.

You see, the fact is on your pocket book you were
invoived in investigations with Brigadier Marx. So
either he @ent ‘with you - to Sweetwaters; te ‘Ngcobo's

 héuse, and  he must have stayed with you- while vyou
éarried'out all . these -investigations. -—= In all.
honesty, Sir, Brigadier Marx would not have accompanied
mebtd Sweetwaters under  any circumstances. As I say, I
had to have taken a black member with me because I had
to ﬁse him as an interpreter. So I would not have said
under any circumstances that Brigadier Marx accompanied
me to Sweetwaters. I would definitely have remembered
that. As I said earlier, I had very little to do with
him, and I cannot rememﬁer having taken him, but if my
entry reflects that then it probably happened that way.
/What I

What I am trying to wunderstand is yoﬁ have a

fairly clear memory of what you did. {You went to |

Ngcobo's house, you spoke to the sister, you found the

washing, vyou brought her and them back, she was
questioned.: You remember all of that, but you don't
remember what happened - what investigations vyou and
Marx = were involved in, which is an entry you
specifically refer to in your pocket boock. - Mr

Commissioner, Sir, I did not investigate at any stage.
I have never 1investigation. I have never physically
carried a docket. So I never did an investigation with

Brigadier Marx at any stage. I say that I did take him
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to. the Unrest Unit, where he probably went to loock for a

diary,  or whatever, but I was merely his driver. I
never had any - did ‘any investigation with him. And
whénvI went to Sweetwafers I took a black member, or two
or three, with me, and he was not with us; If he was
wifh us he would have taken a statement on the sceﬁe, or
hé would have seized something there, but I . cannot
rémember him having been with us.
Just read ‘that enfry again. Just read it aloud
'fOr:me, beqause I haven't read it properly myself. -
CIt's vague. = It says,
"Went back to Murder and Robbery."
That's 8 o'clock, and at 8.30,
"Went to fhe Unrest Unit with Brigadier
Marx to follow up on further
information."
Follow up on information, not an investigation.
| But the point is that Marx went with you to get
- that information? or you went .with him to get that
information. That's the dimplication of what you've
written there.
/'"Vergesel
”Vergesel Brigadier Marx." In other words vyou
accompanied him to look for some information. -
That is correct, Sir.

So the implication of that is that he was actually

directing an investigation and you were Just
accompanying him. -—- That is very possible, Sir.
As I said, I was not doing the investigation. He was

the boss, and if he said jump you'd jump. Unfortunately
_that's how it works.

I am Jjust talking about the specific choice of
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'

words you used in that note, which clearly implies as a

matter of logic .  that he would have been directing
matters, not you. - That is correct.
-If . you were helping . him with = locking - for

information it would have been at his instance, not at

»( yohf instance. --- Yes, I‘believe that to be correct.
MR GQVENDER: The fact of the matter then, Sergeant, is
 Brigadier Marx was with you on that day. He was with

B you ‘on that day from Murder and Robbery to the Riot
Unit. You éccompanied him, you  saw him, ‘and you made
the ‘entry to that effect. Is that correct? -—- That
‘is correct, Sir. That's what is in the book. I did
: thaﬁ.
And the entry in the book cannot lie, can it? -
-—- “'No, .8ir. 1It's true.
- ‘ Tt's limited to the person who makes the entry,
_isn't it, whether it's true or not? =~ -~-- Sir, it has
to be true, because why would I lie? That is what
happened.

The entry subsequent to that, the one at nine,
9 o'clock, 09:00, can you read that? ——-
"Went to Murder and Robbery. = Went back
to Murder and Robbery again. Assisted
with the interrogation."
/ (Inaudible)
(Inaudible) ... when you went back to the Murder
;nd Robbery. - Sir, I do not know. If I took him
there I was to have driven in his vehicle or my vehicle,
and he would have had to come back with me, so it is
possible that he went back with me, but I cannot

remember that. It was not important to me, that is why

it is so vague to me.
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But it reflects that you went back, and it refers

to the fact that you went back to assist with the
interrog;tion. -—- I made an entry that says
interrogation, but I would have taken him back if he was
with me, and probably waited, and at a later stage I
went to Sweetwaters.

(Inaudible) ... 1is the entry to the effect that

you.assisted with the interrogation that I am interested

in. ---  Sir, I did enter there that I helped with the
interrogation, but I  never  helped  with the
integfogation. I was still a youngster at Murder and
Robbery.

You've said to me the entry cannot lie. -

Yes, I did say that.
So then the entry is a correct reflection of what
"you went back and did. You went back and assisted with
" the interrogation. -—- Mr Commissioner, Sir, as I
said I wrote there, and what I wrote there was true.
The fact that I entered there that I interrogated him, I
did not interrogate him. I told you that I made these

entries at night, possibly in any spare moment I had at

court. That is possibly why I omitted certain things
sometimes as well. Poséibly the next morning.
CHAIRMAN: Sorry, why did you say you went to help with

the questioning or the interrogation when you've told us

you weren't involved in that investigation at all-? -—-

/T was

I was not involved in the investigation.
Then why did you make that entry? ——— It's
very vague. It's just as well as saying - going to a

murder scene and assisting with the interrocgation,  and

whereas I was just in the presence of people doing the
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investigation. I couldn't say there that I was in the

presence. of a certain person.  That does not necessarily

mean that I physically participated in the

interrdgation. But at no stage did 1I° interrogate
anyone. There was. no reason for me to interrogate
véﬁyone.

quk, if ‘you write there, "I went to a certain

place - and I helped 'with the (questioning or the
interrogation," what do those words mean? They don't
-mean  that, - "I went there and stood around twiddling my
thﬁmbs watching what was happéning." It means, "I went
‘tﬁere and I participated in the interrogation.”" Not so?
" It's plain, simple language. 30 realiy what we have
here in essence is a small problem for you, because
yvou've told wus that you didn't participate in the
investigation, and here your own pocket book says that
you did. . Secondly, vou did help even further, because
you've already admitted that youvwent up to Sweetwaters,
and found his clothes and brought his sister in. Well,
if that's not helping with the investigation then I
don't know that is. Do you understand? p—— I
assisted with the investigation. I think I made a
statement to the effect that I seized the clothes. It
should be in the statement before you, I do not have it
with me. But possibly thé wording was incorrect. But
the fact that I did assist them with the interrogation I
"cannot deny, but the fact that I physically queétioned
him I deny. So possibly the wording

/was very
was very ambiguous or wrongly put, but I did not-
question him at any stage.

(Inaudible) ... put this to you, that at that time
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you wrote that thing, which was contemporaneous, you

would have had no reason to be vague or ambiguous, you
‘juSt wrote very simply what vyou did. Now, with the

beﬁefit of - in the light of what 'you've subsequently

told us you're faced with a problem. It's very hard to
explain that problem. You have  to concede that. -—-
‘That is correct. As I said, the wording was possibly

wrohg, Sir, the same as I omitted the fact that I went
to fetéh. éhe clothes. I omitted to -enter that. My
-bwofding is- probably  incorrect, ' but I‘ deny . that I
_quesfioned’him of interrogated him ét any stage;
When: did you actually write those entries? ——
Mr Commissioner, Sir, as I said earlier,. usually what
happened was that we would go all day, and either the
_ nightbor the next morning I would enter all the previous
events. It's possible that I wrote this - but usually,
- because I was the driver, it was impossible to enter
every single event as they unfolded, but I would write
iﬁ in the evening, or possibly the next morning. I'd
enter qguickly everything that happened the previous day.
- A pocket book is very wvague, and I am .very bad with
'keeping a pocket book up to date. Ang up to this day I
can tell you my captain that is in charge of me makes my
entries into my pocket bopk. He can testify to that
effect.

He certainly didn't do this entry. But what is
the purpose of a pocket book? Why do you keep a pocket
boock? --- That's a very good question, and up to this
day I think that the biggest evil, or the greatest
whatever, is |

/a pocket

a pocket book, because every second day you lose the
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thing. And in court there are so many points of dispute

about a pocket book, and in my opinion a pocket book is

a-:waste of time. With all due respect towards the
police that is my opinion, because ... (intervention)
(Inaudible) k -—- In all - honesty, Mr

Commissioner, this serves no purpose to me, and I've
never made use of my pocket book. That's why I write a

"statement when I arrest anyone. That's why a pocket
béok'and a vehicle register have never really. served any
purpose in my opinion, and it's always been a problem to
me. That's why’I say to you now it is very vague.

But 'in essence it's so that you can account. for
your time and your actions. Isn't that so? -— That
is correct.

What are the next couple of entries in your pocket
book on that day? -—- The same day?

- ) , (Inaudible) ... were at Murder aﬁd Robbery helping
 With questioning. ' What happened next? =~ ---
"12:00 Left Murder and Robbery to go
éﬁa deliver witnesses to Richmond,"
and, as I said, ‘I was busy with an inquest there. At
16:01" I came back,. and went off duty after that. The
following day, Friday, do you want me to read that?

You were  at Murder and Robbery from nine in the
morning until 12, three hours. -—- From about
7 o'clock, the time we arrested him - quarter past
seven, 8 o'clock, ﬁntil about 12 o'clock.

(Inaudible) ... left there, you went back to the
unit, you did some other things with General Marx.
According to your pocket book you got back there at
nine.

| ‘ /- Correct.
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-—— Correct.

So at  least you were there from nine until 12
apcording to those entries. -=- That is correct,
Sir.

You wouldn't have stood around for three hours
doing nothing.’ - I would have. I waited. As I
said, I went to fetch the clothes  at Sweetwaters,
Wheréafter at 12 o'clock  they  then excused me. You
\caﬁft‘just do as you please. ' If I had to sit for three
*-hodrs I had to sit.

‘ Did you. go and fetch the clothes between nine and

'12? --= . I believe I did, because I went to fetch the

élothes that épécific day. As I say I am not even sure
ébout the time. ’

Carry on, Mr Govender.

MR GOVENDER: You were at the Murder and Robbery

offices from approximately nine to 12. Were you in the
interrogation room or were you out of it? Where were
you exactly? - Sir, I was not inside while they
were conducting tﬁe interrogation, I was outside. I
could  have been in an office, I could have been
‘elsewhere talking to people. As.. I said there were so
many people at Murder and Robbery in Durban. I could
probably ha;e been somewhere talking to people.

Did ever go into the interrogation room at any
stage during that time? ——= Not as far as I can
recall, Sir.

Why is it so difficult to recall that, Sergeant?

You were there for three hours. There was an important
interrogation taking place, it was a very serious
matter. One of - your commanding cofficer in fact had

been killed. You had an interest in that, didn't you?

—
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Glon Sir, as I've said, I had an interest, but I had

Vnothing’to do with

the investigation. It's possible for me to say that I
did /not enter
not enter that interrogation room at all during those
three hours.

But do you know who were the people that  were

' present in the interrogation room? Can you remember

~ them? e As - I've said earlier, Captain. Myburgh,
1MJInspeétor Chandler, ' Sergeant Coetzee. There had to be
éémé black members. Their names are unknown to me at

"th%s stage. And I know for a fact that Inspector Harvey
took notes, because thereafter I saw some of the notes
and it was in his handwriting, and he was very good at
taking‘nptes.

" Of course. you're aware that Roy‘ Ngcobo made a
confession duriﬁg that interrogation. You're aware of
that, aren't ‘you? -— Yes, tgét's correct, he did

make a confession which we took.

(Inaudible) ... he made that confession while you
were there,/or was it after you had left? - I have
no idea, Sir. I don't know when it was made or who took

{ it down, or -anything like that.
| CHAIRMAN: When you - a few second ago you said -
Mr Govendér asked you, "Are you aware that Roy Ngcobo
made a confession?" and the‘answer was, or certainly the
English translation was, '"Yes, he made a confession

which we took."

MR ROBERTS: With respect, Mr Commissioner, I listened
to that and it was Jincorrectly translated. I would
prefer the record to be played back on that score. I

!
listened to it and I am guite sure that that is not a
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correct interpretation.

CHATRMAN: Do you recall what he said, Mr Roberts?
MR ROBERTS: He said, "Ek het verneem," ”I&learnt that

a confession was taken or made.

_ /CHAIRMAN:
 CHAi§MAN: No, I accept that. We don't need to play it
back. .
MRVGCVENDER: So you say you don't know at which stage
v-]thé,égnfession was - forthcoming? -—= That is correct.

k”'Whén did you hear that the confession was made?
At thch1point did you hear that? - Sir, I do not
‘know whether it was the same day or the following day.
< T féaily-cannot say. As my entry says, 12 o'clock I
went to Richmond, and‘I came back at 5 o'clock, so the
chénces are very good that the Thursday or the Friday
morning I iearnt that he made the confession. I really
:céﬁnét answer that question in all honesty.
| How did you learn that? - I belleve that I -
- heard from Inspector Chandler; who was the investigating
officer. We were good friends, we worked together, and
I aﬁvsure he would have told me, or one of the members
who were ’thére would have said so. I believe that
because he was my commanding officer I would have wanted
to know whether the man had made a confession or not,
and théy would have told me whether he had done that or
not, and I know that I was told that he had made
gonfession, althéugh I cannot remember when.
(fnaudible) ... you were told that? - - I
believe I was at Murder and Robbery's offices.
(Inaudible) ... Murder and Robbery's offices on
the Friday mo}ning, that's the t16th? - I believe I

went there, Sir.
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Who was present there that was involved in this

L
investigation? -—— I cannot answer that, Sir. I do

‘not know who all were there. I tried to reﬁember, but
’there were so many people, as I said.

/ (Inaudible)

* (Inaudible) - I believe Sergeant Coetzee was
:thefe. As I "said earlier, he was. with Inspector
Chandler'inside the interrogationbroom. They were the
 mbre seﬁior memberé. I. do not think that there was

enough place for 20 or 30 policemen to question him in a
v&ery émall room.

>Waé Myburgh ;here? - Myburgh had to have
been‘there;

Was Brigadier Marx there? - As I said, 1
believe thét he was probably there. If I took him to
the Unrest Unit 10 to one I would have brought him back,
but  I cannot ‘say' with absolute certainty that he was
there.

How long did you spend there that Friday morning?

~Ff . Could I just refer to my pocket book? (Pause)
~According to ﬁy pocket book I said thét 8 o'clock I was
at the Unrest Unit, and 8.30 I left the Unrest Unit, so
£here is a chance that I could have been at Murder and
Robbery before éight. Possibly I wasn't at Murder and
Robberyﬁ I cannot answer that with absolute certainty
whéther I was there orAnot. \
CHAIRMAN: You see - can I say something to you? OQur
information is that you went to Sweetwaters, you spoke
to Ngcobo’s sister-in-law. She was the one who was
supposed to have his clothes. She said to you, "No, he
told me to lie about the clothes," and you took her off

to go and question her. By the time vyou'd finished
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questioning her you found out that the fiancée had the .

cléthes, and you went back to Sweetwaters to get the
clothes. Do you remember that? ——; Sir, in all
honesty it is such a long time ago that I said that. It
»is very‘possible thét it happened like that. As I said
to you I have nothing before me, and I never went
~through the records, and it is
| /very
.1§e;y possible that it happened 1like that,‘but I cannot
“sé§ that_it'did indeed happen that way.  But" the fact
tﬁat Ibéeized the clothes is a given fact, because I can
. remembérb that, but I cannot remember the other facts
Qith absolﬁte certainty.
'(Inaudible) .- half the answer there, because you
:said ‘you »weren'tb sure 1f it was his sister or his
girlfriénd'Qr someone else. So in the back of your head
‘muSt»iie_the fact that it might have been one of two
people, and what I am suggesting to you ties in with
that: e ~That is correct. As I've said from the
'begfhning we_dd not know 1f it was his sister or his
girlfriépd. I never disputed that. As I said, there
"was somebody, - but. I could not tell how they were
related.
MR GOVENDER: Sergeant, now you say to me that vyou
can't remember whether you were there on Friday morning
or not. Your poéket bock doesn't reflect any entry to
Vthat effect. - That 1s correct, but I could have
been there before eight in the morning. Nothing would
have stopped me from going there before eight. As I
said, I wen; on duty at the Unrest Unit at eight. I
could have been there at 7 o'clock. I cannot dispute

that. But it"s possible that I also didn't go there,
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and I cannot remember.

~

2

(Inaudible) ... at a meeting on Friday morning
-where a number of people involved in thé investigations
had met at Murder and Robbery. Were you present at that
'meéting? - No, 8Sir, I was not at a meeting at any
stage. |

It was a meeting, according to our information,
1where it’Was‘alleged that the - a decision was taken to
b-kill Roy Ngéobo. —-—— I do. . not know anything about
'that;’ I.had no ihsight, and I dispute that I knew

| ‘ /anything
aﬁYthing about it. ‘

y .Did. ybu know . that Rdy Ngcobo was taken to the
scene of the crime on that Friday morning? - After
the shdoting'took place I learnt that he was on his way
to go and make - do an identification. That's what I
found out.

pid you know that he was going to be taken? -
' No;.I did ‘not know, Sir.

(Inaudible) ... how the investigation was
progfessing? Did you not perhaps ask Chandler on that
friday morning what was happening with the
" investigation? -—— In all honesty, Sir, I‘ cannot
remember thaf i would have asked him, or whether I did
ask him. - It is possible that I did ask him, but it was
not known to me at any stage that he had gone to do an
identification. It's thereafter that I learnt that they
were o; their waf to do an identification.

Now, the official version as to why Roy Ngcobo was
- or how he was killed was that he attempted to shoot -
he had taken hold of Chandler's gun and attempted to

escape, and he was shot. That's the official version,
(
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the‘police version of how he came to be killed. -
i%@ That is correct, Sir.
| Do you accept that version? -—- Sir, according
} toi the inquest it - was ~ found that Warrant-Officer
‘:Chandler could not be held accountable, and I accépted
that fhét is what happened. I cannot dispute that or
x;saybthat that was not. the case because I was not present
thefe;'
And T take it you know nothing to the contrary. .
.  YQﬁTbelie§e that is what happened, and that's  all you
:knbw.'.:—féb\'That/is\correct, Sir. I also learnt later
ﬁhétisome or ~other - there was some or other testimony
'~about_a hit
/list on
list on which there was a list of names, and my name was
one of thoSe names. That's what I found out later.
Where did you find this out from, this hit list?
--= "I cannot say who told me, but, you know, as
people were talking afterwards we heard about the hit
list. I don't kn§W'if it was mentioned at the inguest.
| i speak. under correction that where mention was made
.about“the existence of such a hit list.
Did you ever see’ the hit list? -——= No, Sir, I
gia 'not . |
You see, Sergeant, our information informs us that
in fact you were present throughout the interrogation,
that you took an active role in that interrogation. -
-- I deny that very strongly, Mr Chairperson. I was
not there with the interrogation at all.
{(Inaudible) ... present at a meeting on the Friday
morning, the 16th, where ... (intervention)

CHATIRMAN: - Your pocket book agrees with that version.
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| Your pocket  book says vyou were busy with the

@@ intefrogation, and our iﬂformation is exactly that.
,Don’tv‘you find that ‘a bit strange? And you're now
saying “that -ou were not in any way whatsoever involved
in thiévthiﬁg. - That is correct, Sir. I stick to
mybveréion that I was ﬁot involved in the interrogation
at any sfage.

.‘Yéur pocket book says exactly what our information
says,"\-3~ ~As I said earlier, it's possible that it's
:juéﬁ &hévWOrding which is wrong. That is only plausible

o egplaﬁétion I could give.
~ (Inaudible) " ... write, "I helped with the
_inteffdgation.“ How can you confuse the words? -—=

What should have stood there is that, "I assisted with

b

the
/investigation."
in&estigatioﬁ:”
l(Iﬁaﬁdible)‘... you said to us what it should have
.said’is,."I was present atrfhe interrogation."” ——- I
was pfésent there.
Precisely. -—- Present on the premises. I was

there, but ‘I was not in the room where the interrcgation

was taking place. I was on thé premises.

 (Inaudible) .- between assisting and being
present, disn't there? -——— I was present, and I
assisted theﬁ in the sense that they said to me, "Go to
his house and go and fetch the clothes." So I assisted

them with the investigation, but I was alsco present.

Is there or is there not a big difference between
helping with the questioning and being present with the
questioniﬂg? - There is a difference, but as I

already said it is possible that I Jjust used the wrong
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~ wording, but at 'no stage did I assist with the

‘interrogation.
MR GOVENDER: (Inaudible) ... is that you were present
at a meeting on Friday morning, the 16th of March 1990,
where a decision was-taken to kill Roy Ngcobo. ——- I
'dény‘that most strongly.
i You don't deny the fact that you were nat the
- Muraer'and Robber?»offices on Friday mofning. ——- As
‘,,i ﬁéstified earlier I might have been there, but T
didﬁ't say ~I. had been there. On -Friday morning "my
pocket‘béok says, "08:00 On duty." That means that at
8‘>o'clock T waé on service. "08:30 Left wunit for
Riqhmona."- There I said I went there to go and testify,
but - I never testified. In other words I also used, the
.wfong WOrds there.
/Sergeant,
( Sergeant, you've suggested, rather than me, that .
you may have‘gone to the Murder and Robbery squad before
8 dfclock, and no. such entry has been made in vyour
pocket baook. That was to explain how you had come to
know that Roy Ngcobo had made a confession. You
véuggested‘that. S— That is correct. If I remember
»cofrecfly vou .asked at what stage I had heard that he
had . made a confession. I said it might have been the
Thursday or the Friday morning. I didn't say I had been
there. I said it might have been. I might have heard
ébout it Friday or Thursday. According to my pocket
book I went off duty Thﬁrsday,at 5 o'clock. If he had
made a confession T would have had to go to his house
and heard it personally.
~ CHAIRMAN: Sergeant that's the most absurd statement

P

you've ever made. The man was in custody. You wouldn't
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have gone to his home to find that out. - I am

referring to Chandler, to hear from Chandler whether or
not he had made a confession. I must have heard that

from a policeman. That's what I am saying.

(Inaudible) - No.

'(Inéudible) ... other time would have been some
other - point. -—- That's why I am saying béfore
12 o'clock, when I went I must have heard it. I don't
know ‘at what sStage i heard that. I do not know when

'Ngcho~ had made a confession, whether - or not it was
"1 o'clock, 2 o'clock, when I wasn't there, if it was
beforé I left. I can't answer the question, except if
you know the time he made the confession. /

You see, what's difficult to believe, Sergeant, is
here you have a situation where your commander - and to
all intents and purposes, and by the manner in which you

/speak
speak -about the man it would suggest that you had
tremendous respect for Major Terblanche. - A man who Was
your commander had been killed. You spend from nine to

B 12 on the 15th, according to your version, observing -
or not involved in the interrogation, but hanging around
the’offices'of the Murder and Robbery squad, and you
tell me that you would not have had an interest on a
continucus basis to find out whether Roy Ngcobo has made
a confession or not, that you had not inquired during
the course of the Thursday the 15th, or the Friday, to
find out whether the man in fact has confessed. And you
suggest to us that you cannot remember.an incident like
that, a major incident in youf life. - As I have
already said it -was accepted that he had made a

confession. I cannot tell when he did it. It was

i
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important to know, but I can't give the time and the

date when he made a confession. I can't tell vyou. I
never saw the confession. I don't know if he did make a
confession.

‘ (Inaudible) ... for your lack of memory, Sergeant,

- is  simply that our information has it that you were
present when é confession was made. You were present in
_the’kinterrogation, and when Roy Ngcobo 'was confronted
'withvthis uniferm that had blcocodstains on it that vyou

tihad brought back' ‘from Sweetwaters hée then- confessed to
the killiﬁg, and you were present. -—- I deny that.

I deny that I wés there with the questioning. The fact
that he -had made a confession after I had brought the
clothes there I don't know. The fact that he had made a
confession I heard, but I never saw it. The fact that
he had made a confession after I brought the clothes, I
can't answer that. It might be so, but I don't know. I
have no
/knowledge
knowledge thereof. Then it must have been before 12.
Just coming back to the entry on the 15th, the one
relating to Brigadier.. Marx, you have said - and you
confirm there is no error of that entry, that is what
happened on that day, otherwise that entry would not
have been made in your pocket book.
CHATIRMAN: Can I add something to it? You also said
that was probably the first time you'd ever driven him
anywhere and so that's why you remember it so clearly.
That's what you said earlier in your evidence. -—= I
cannot say in all honesty. What I did say was that it
would be very seldom and very rare that I had driven him

around. It might have been the first or the second time
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if I did drive him around. And because my pocket book

says so I expect that I would have.

(Inaudible) .... event. You hadn't done it many

times before, at the most once before then, and that's
why you were able to confirm it, because it sticks out
in your mind  as something unusual. Correct? -
That is correct.
VMR - GOVENDER: You see, Sergeant, you'll be - well,
Brigﬁdiér;Marx was at a section 29, and he denies being
at the investigation on the 15th or‘the 16th. He in
fact says\to the Commission that he was off sick at home
on ‘those two days, and he denies "that vyou took him
anywhere on that- day. What do you say to that? -
I stick with my entry. I wouldn't have taken him there
if I didn't take him there. Why would I have entered
this note if I hadn't taken him?

(Inaudible) ... say that in fact this entry is a
lie. -—= Well then, I can say that the man hadn't
been

/on leave.
on leave. I wouldn't have made an entry about something
that is so unique, as the other Commissioner said{ Tf I
said that I had driven him around that must have  been
the first or the second time that I would have taken him
anywhere. Then I would say that he is lying and that he
had been there, and that this entry - if I had made this
entry I would have done this. There's no reason why I
would implicate him 41f he hadn't been there. What
possible reason could there be?

Well, if General Marx is denying that is he lying,
would you say?

CHAIRMAN: He's said so already.
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MR GOVENDER : I'1l]l move on to something else.
CHAIRMAN: Can I make a suggestion? It's now 10 past
one. -Maybe we should take a lunch adjournment, a short

one, rnot a long one, and let's reconvene at 20 to.

MR GOVENDER: _ Qﬁarter to.

CHATIRMAN: Quarter to?

MR COVENDER:  Ja.

CHAIRMAN: It's up to you, but then we'll deal with

your new area then.
MR GOVENDER : Ja.

" CHAIRMAN:  Thanks.

LONG ADJOURNMENT

/ON_RESUMPTION:
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ON_RESUMPTION:

WILLEM ABRAHAM DE WET (still wunder former oath)

(Through Interpreter)

CHATIRMAN: (Inaudible)c Ses apolggies for the delay.
Sergeant de Wet: is "still under ’oath. Mr = Govender,
continue please.

MRAGOVENDER: Mr <Chairman, I infend moﬁing to a new
area. If the Commissioners want to deal with some of
the  questions they may have in the last incident we
dealt:with? . (Pause) Sergeant de Wet, I want to move on
tb the matter of the torture of Bonginkosi Zondi,

incident four. (Pause) Now, - Sergeant, ‘you're familiar

with this incident in so much that it was a subject of a

court application by Bonginkosi Zondi and another. The
allegations are that - well, the allegations in terms of
the application's founding affidavits are - set out

basically three separate incidences 'in which it is
alleged that' you, together with other members of your
unit, were -involved in  the abduction and assault of
Bongani Zondi. Now, in terms of your replying affidavit
in that matter you've denied that incident one, which i
will deal with now, evef took place. In incident one it
is alleged that on the 14th of August 1989 Bongani Zondi
and Mboyi Zondi, Thulani Ndlovu and Mlungisi Zondi were
proceeding to a supermarket in the area of Imbali, near
the Imbali Service Station, and that near the
supermarket they were stopped by yourself, together with
other members of your unit, and that vyou were in a red
Husky, and that Mboyi Zondi was called by Rambo, and
we've heard earlier on that Rambo was in fact Delport,
is that right? -—- That is correct.

That Thulani Ndlovu and Bonginkosi Zondi were
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. pushed

/into the
into the kombi, where Zondi was struck a number of times
with a sjambok, punched with fists, and guestioned about
the whereabouts of his brother. They were then driven
to Alexéndra Park,  where Zéndi was taken into the
dressing room beneath the stands. Rambo ' tubed Zondi.
He fell to .the ground unconscious. When he regained he
 was kicked: by Rambo, and that. you placed a tube around
-hiérfacé and again-he lost consciousness.  When he came
to he was struck by Mchunu, one of your members of your
uﬁit, with a shotgun butt in the middle of the chest,
and that he screamed because of the pain. He was asked
about a firearm, which helreplied he didn't have any,
and that he was, as a result of the assault coughing
b;ood. He was then taken to the kombi, and Thulani
Ndlovu and Zondi - sorry, Ndlovu was released and Zondi
was “taken to the Hammarsdale Police Station while being
forced ‘to lie on the floor of the wvehicle. And at
Hammarsdale he was assaulted again by Rambo, who punched
him several times in the face, and again the tube was
placed over higs face and he fell to thelfloor. This was
done twice. He was locked in the cells at approximately
16:30. A policeman fetched him. He was still coughing
bléod_ He was then taken back to Pietermaritzburg in
the same kombi and returned to his home. His house was
searched while he was still in the kombi, and he knew he
was home because he could hear his mother talk. He was
then released near the Funluwasi Lower Primary School,
about three kilométres from his house. He was then
takeg to a Dr Maharaj, who examined him, and according

to the medical report he had sustained a number of
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injuries, namely a 6cm linear weal on the left shoulder
blade, a 4cm linear weal over the left shoulder,

| /a 2cm
a 2cm x lcm minor bruise over the lower posterior chest
wall,‘tendérness of the breast none, and so fbrth, and
the  conclusion of the doctor was that in fact this was
 ¢bnsistent with sjambok injuries, and also the injuries

‘were consistent with blunt trauma, but all the injuries

were .of 'a minor  nature. .Those are the allegations,
“ Sergeant, . that appear from. the court records. What is
'your ‘response to that? - As I 'said in my

affidavit, ‘I maintain what I said there. I deny that I
ever picked him up on that day.

(Inaudible) ... on that day? Are you aware if any
of your fellow colleagues in your-unit had picked him up
dn that day? -=- I have no knowledge that any of the
members who worked with me in that vehicle ever picked
up the person on that day.

(Inaudible) - I have no knowledge.

Now, it's quite clear, Sergeant, from the
abplication and the medical report that this person did
in fact. sustain certain injuries. There's no dispute
about that fact. -—- That is correct.

His allegations are that he sustained ‘those
injuries as a result of his abduction and assault by you
and the members of your unit, and you refute that. -—-

\That ié correct.

Do you know Bongisani Zondi, or did you know him
prior to this applicatipn, sorry? - Yes. I didn't
know him personally, but the members who served under me
knew him.

And was he an individual that was under




JC/35282 !5 June 1997 -84- W A DE WET

_investigation by your unit? -—- That is correct. He
was arrested on two or three occasions after that, and

,
i

he
/was also
b was alsd ¢harged.
For what was he arrested and what was he charged
for? - --- I have it here in front of me. I think it
was murder and theft of a firearm - robbery. What
Bappened/with the case I don't know. I don't know if. he
“was  found guilty:or not guilty. »
CﬁAIRMAN: Do you know Gwenzo ZzZuma at all?
INTERPRETER: Sorry, I didn't get the name. Just
'»3,tepeat»the name please.
. CHAIRMAN: Tt's Xiso Zuma, sorry. N I know him,

and I have arrested him on a previous occasion.

(Inaudible) ... charged with the attempted murder
cf Xiso Zuma - this Zondi, when he appeared in court
finally. ——— I have no knowledge of that. I don't
know what he was arrested for. He was . arrested for

murder, but I don't know if it was on Zuma, and I don't

know if he had ... (intervention)
(Inaudible) ... Zuma because he's still very much
alive even at the moment. -—— That 1is correct.

Zondi is dead, but Zuma is still alive, yes.

MR _GOVENDER: Are you aware that the charges were

withdrawn? Are you aware of that? -—= Yes, at a
later stage we heard that the charges were dropped. T

do not know how long after the incident that was, how

long after he was arrested. I have no knowledge
thereof.
/
Were you responsible for his arrest? - Yes.

On two or three occasions I was responsible for his
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arrest. That is our kombi, the red Husky.

How did it come about that you beécame responsible?

Who was this reqguest made by that you should arrest

him? = --- There are affidavits and statements in here.

SO IF 1

/can go

c¢an go through them I will be able to tell you, if you

want me to go through it quickly.: @ It was.at the request

of one of the investigating ~ officers "that “he was
arrested on both occasions.

‘ Do -you. know the name of the investigating officer?

Do you 3just want to - vyou can check - that. You can

check through ﬁﬁat, ves. (Pause) - WVincent

Joharines Khanyize. He's a constable.

(Inaudible) ... is he? And that request was made
of your unit to arrest ZzZondi. -—- That is correct.
And the  allegation - he was arrested for

what? What was the charge going to

be? -—- I can read it to you.
"(Inaudible) ...Thulani

Mtshali ... (inaudible) ... murder was

committed on 9 September 1989. I am

also the investigating officer of
CR297/6/1989, the charge of attempted -

murder of Xiso Zuma, which crime was

allegedly committed on the 11th of

June 1989."

It's two cases. (Speaking English)
He was arrested 1in respect of two cases, an

attempted murder and a murder, the murder of Mtshali.
-—- That is correct according to ... (intervention)

CHAIRMAN: I thought you said to us earlier in your
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+evidence that you never investigated cases, that you

were never the investigating officer, that you were

simply there to pick up people and hand them over to the

. Unrest inVestigation. Unit. It was that from time to

time you might have followed up certain aspects, but you
weren't the investigating officer. That was a specific
detective task that you wouldn't have been given: Now
here in an

Jaffidavit

 4ffidavit you're saying something completely different.

Please explain this to me.  --- Sir, this affidavit
is by Khanyize. = (Speaking English)

My humble apologies. I thought it was vyour
affidavit you were reading from. Humble apologies. -

-- Have you got the page there?- I can give you the

page. _
MRVGOVENDER: What page is that? -—- It's 123.

| Of whose affidavit? S Vincent Johannes
Khanyize. . That's after Shabangu's statement. After
Mchunu as well. (Speaking English)

And that dinstruction or request was made to you.
—— That is correct.

That you were to arrest Bongani for these charges.
- That is correct.

So, when you went to arrest Bongani you then were
aware of the fact that 'he was wanted er attempted
murder of Zuma and the killing of Mtshali. -—- T
cannot ssay' that I specifically knew that it had been
Zuma and Mtshali, but that they were searched for on two
charges of murder was a fact, but I was only locking for
a suspect. It didn't matter who the complainant was.

We didn't go on the complainant's names. I was Jjust
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looking for a . suspect on murder and attempted murder,

and I was looking for him.
So in th¥s particular instancei Sergeant{ when you
arrested Bongani were you informed - this request to
-.arrest ~them was made to who in your unit from. the
investigating officer? -—- The. request ‘came from
Constable Khanyize to the unit, or - to Mtshali.‘ Most
people were known to Mtshali and Bhengu, therefore- the
request - was  addressed to' them, or us, or' perhaps. to
mysélf? We had a list on which. the’ names of the
suspects
/were put.
were put.
In this parficular one were vyou informed by who
~that you had to seek and arrest thié person for those
charges? Were you personally informed? - We were
requested by Khanyize to arrest this person. He could
have told me, it could have been on the list; but I do
believe that the request would have been: addressed to
‘ne.
N You were comﬁander of the sﬁb unit, weren't you,
Sergeant? ~-~ 'That is correct.
| (Inaudible) . the unit  will undertake any
request like that you ought to know of these before you
can make the arrangements for ‘these operations to be
undertaken. Isn't that so? -—- There were never -
we never talked about operations. We had a list of

names, and as we were searching for specific people it

doesn't just take five minutes. You can find somebody
in two or three days perhaps. You can drive past a
suspect or an accused and then arrest him. It was not a

matter of us going out and trying 24 hours a day to find
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him. If we didn't find him we tried the next day, or
the day after that. As the information was followed up
we.  did pick him up at some stage, but we didn't get a
specific order to spend all our time on that.

| You were personally involved in :the arrest of

Bongani, weren't you? -—= At the ‘first incident,

-yes, I was involved in the arrest. And the second one

was at a bottle 'store, but that was done by two . of the

“members.

" So,. on theifirst instance where you ‘were .involved
in the arrest of: Bongani you had information. Can you
feﬁember from who, whether it was from your members of
your unit, or from Khanyize directly, where a request
was

/made for
made for you to arrest Bongani? Who made the request to
you aé commander  of the sub unit? = --- It must be
Vincent Khanyize who said that a certain suspect is
being searched in connection with a particular murder.
10 to one he was on the list. Information was followed
up and the man was arrested by the red Husky.

Was that request made to you personally; or who
was it made to within your sub unit? That's what I want
to know. -—- I believe to me. I believe the request
was made to me.

A request was made to arrest this man for murder,
and you were given the details about that arrest or that
crime. -——- It was just said that a certain person is
being searched for murder, and given the MI number.
Thereafter we arrested him and kept him on that MI
ﬁumber, and he was - the mattef continued.

When you arrest someone don't you inform them as
i
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to what charges, or on what incident, what crime you're

arresting them for? Do you not do that? - That. is-

(
/

correct. That's why I said it was for murder or
attempted murder.. And I believe we did tell him he is
being arrested for murder and attempted murder, and he

was arrested and he was kept in the cells.

Did = you tell him for whose murder and whose:

aftempted murder you were arrésting . him - for? -—-
.Sir, no. As I said to you, we worked off a list 90% of
gthe time, and the ‘accused or the complainant's details
wéren't always available. So, you said to somebody,
,”We'ré arresting vyou for murder." We would keep the
person, and the\investigating officer would do the rest.

-

"All they expect from me is a statement.

/CHAIRMAN:
CHATIRMAN: But with all due respect, Sergeant, we all
know the law. You know the law. When you arrest a man

you're supposed to tell him in respect of precisely what
offence you're arresting him, preciseiy what the details
of that charge are. You know that. You're in fact
suppgsed to read him the Judge's Rules. As a policeman
you should know. that. That's your standing orders.
Correct? -—— That is correct.

(Inaudible) ... 1in the course of vyour duties.
- Because . clearly vyou didn't. You couldn't have. You
didn't know the information. -—- It's clear, because
I did not have the information. All I knew was that the
man is being wanted for murder. I was informed of the
charge against him, and the investigating officer was
supposed to do that for them. It may be unlawful, but
that is how we operated. That's how the people were

(intervention)
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(Inaudible) ... rules and standing orders? -—=

Then I had to.

(Inaudible) ... modus operandi. ——= That
(intervention)
(Inaudible) ... 1in fact. -——= That . is correct.

But I cannot warn the man when I don't have all the |
details.
(Inaudible) ... have that information. - But
we did. He was arrested and he was aetained and there

. was never a problem.

(Inaudible) ... acting unlawfully. The fact that
you didn't have a problem doesn't make it right. Is
that correct? - That is correct.

Okay, carry on, Mr Govender.
/MR _GOVENDER:

MR _GOVENDER: So you and your unit went around,

. Sergeant, picking up people that you had on a list, and
you say, "I.am arresting vyou for murder, I am arresting
you for: attempted murder," without those people even
khowing what mufder they're being arrested for, whose

attempted murder they're being arrested for. Did you go

around doing those sort of things? -—- That 1is
correct, Sir. That is what we did. That is how we
operated.

So you were given a request, or a request was madev
by an investigating officer, "Go and arrest X, Y and 2
on charges of theft." You went along as a policeman and
you arrested them, without even affording them any
rights in terms of the Judge's Rules, or any other
rights. -——— I cannot deny that, Sir. That is how we
operated. It is basically to carry every docket with

you. Do you think that if there were 100 people on the
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list I'd have been able to carry 100 dockets around with
me? So I cannot deny that that:is how we did it.
(Inaudible) ... be reasonable if you then went to
arrest 'somebody, and you said, "I am'arresting you for
murder,” and  they turned around and said, "Whose
murder?", and you didn't know, and they then would to

some' extent resist arrest by yourself because you don't

_know any information about - the —murder  that vyou're

arresting them - for. Wouldn't it -be. reasonable - for

somebody -to do -that in those circumstances? -—- Sir,

‘:I‘cannot answer that question by saying that is not what

happened. That  is what we did, that is how we went

about it, and that is what 'we did: I cannot give you

any other explanation than what I have already given

you.

Was there ever an occasion where people in fact

/resisted

resisted arrest, or were reluctant to Jjoin you in vyour

red Husky? -—= No, I do nect think I have ever

experienced such a problem.

You've admitted the - have you got a copy of your
‘replying affidavit there? -—= Yes, Sir.

Page 21. That's the typed page, not the index.
Have you got that? - I do have it before me, Sir.

Paragraph . 6.9. Would vyou read that. It's ad
paragraph 30. Have you got the right one? --- Yes,
Sir. I just want to read it.

Could you read it aloud for the record. -
"T  do ﬁot ~ know  about  what the
investigating officer said to the
applicant, or what was said in court.

At the time of the arrest I did not
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know what the complainant's name was,

and could not convey it to him."

So that is consistent with what vyou are saying
. now, that you did not know the name of the complainant
»lwhen you arrested people. - It is possible. That
is why I said they were more familiar to. the. black
members. ' And, as I said, I did arrest him on two or
three previous occasions.

>CHAIRMAN: Sergeant, your evidence éo far is that you

guys didn't know who the complainants were, all you had

was-a case number and a name. That's how you worked. -
-~ " That is correct. As I've .said, I did not know who
the complainant was. As I said, I did not know who the

complainant was.

MR GOVENDFR: Did any of the members of your sub unit
know who the c&mplainants were? -——- Sir, I do not
“know

/if any
if any of them knew who the complainant was, but - I

know the complainant, but at that stage I did not know
who the complainant was, but I know the complainant now.
I would be able to identify him if he wés to be brought
before me. ¢
- The murder of Mtshali, was Mtshali the brother of
Mofiki Mtshali, a member of vyour sub unit? -
) Mofiki Mtshali was a member of the unit. He was a

special constable.

(Inaudible) ... Zondi, was he the brother? -—-
- I really don't know. I cannot tell you now whether it
was his brother or not. It is very possible. It's

highly likely, but I don't know.

When you arrest Zondi was Mtshali, the member of
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the unit, with you at the time that vyou arrested zondi?

- It's highly likely thaf he was. I do not have
any. records saying that he was there, but I believe that
he was there. I speak under correction.

When Zondi was arrested did Mtshali question him?

s I do‘not know who questioned him. - I do not know
if we detained him or if we handed him over directly to
 ;% ,bj the investigating officer, but according to this it

seems as - if. I hanaed him over  directly to - the
liinVestigating officer. So ' I cannot . say that Mtshali
quéstioned him beéause, as I say, we did not question
pebplé. We found them, we handed them ovér.

Okay. I want you to describe to us, rSergeant, how
it came about that you arrested him. Not why vyou
arrested him, but how, the sequence of events that took
‘place when you arrested Bongani Zondi. - I have-
arrestéd so many people, and to ask me to explain to you
specifically how I arrested this man, I can't. I cannot
tell you how

/we - what
we - what we did. I cannot tell you which street he
was. He mentions a shop wﬂere we found three people,
but I really cannot tell you how and in which manner we
arrested him, whether we drove paét him and received
information.

(Inaudible) ... Sergeant, with this one is that
this has been the subject of a court application, in
which the allegations made by Bongani as to how he was
arrested on the second incident, you answered that. You
gave 1nstructions to vyour attorney to answer that,
right. You must have remembered. It must stick out in

your mind as to how you answered his allegations as to
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how it came about that he was arrested on the second

.incident. ~--- " 8ir, I can read my statement and then T
vqan give you more clarity as to how and where I arrested
him, but it was in 89/90, so I don't think it's set out
here how we went about it.

,vMﬁ LAX: Why was a policeman,‘ whose brother was

allegedly murdered, part of the investigation? That's

highly irregular. == I cannot answer that question,
, Sir.
' }' v You were in’ charge of ‘the unit.  Why did vyou allow
that to happen? - That it was the brother? As I

said, I wasn't even sure that it was the brother.

(Inaudible) ... known. You may not remember that
now, but at the time you would have known it was his
brother. Correct? -—- No, I deny that I would have
known.

Here 1is a man in vyour unit whose brother is
murdered. Don't you know when the relatives, especially
the‘brothers, of your own members are murdered? You

don't know about that. It is his brother, vyes. It's

common
) cause that it was his brother. -——= Well, let me tell
/you I
you I didn't know it was his brother. (Speaking
i English)

I am telling you it was his brother. You can rely
on me telling you that. Now, do you remember Mtshali?

- Yes, I remember him well. (Speaking English)

Well, his brother did die. You remember that? -
-- t+ I cannot remember that his brother did die, but it's
possible that he did die, because I know Mtshali also

died. (Speaking English)
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His brother died, and you guys were involved in

investigating the murder and trying to find some of the
suspects. And the question I want to ask is why was he
involvea.'in trying to arrest the suspects of his own
brother's murder? That's very irregular. -——= Why
not?

Because he's personally involved. He can't

\
)

exercise a - fair, reasonable Jjudgment in. the. matter.
‘That's why. .It's normal practice if - for example, even

your . own . unit ' shouldn't. have been involved. in the

investigation of Terblanche's murder. You're too close
to the issue. That's why another unit did it on the
face of things. --- Sir, at the time I was still a

young policeman, and it's the first you are saying it to
me now. It makes sense now, but nobody said it to me.
I even did the investigation of Mtshali. I investigated
the matter where my member was killed. Nobody said to

me that it was irregular.

MR _GOVENDER: If you can have an opportunity just to
read that now. (Pause)
) CHATRMAN : Mr Govender, are there some important points

you wish to make ‘in connection with this investigation?
Sergeant de Wet has said that he knows nothing
whatsoever about the allegations made against him, and
he's given us
/some
some background as to who this person was and how he
came to be arrested. I am Jjust concerned that we've
dealt with one and a half incidents today, and I am not
quite sure how many more we're going to get through and
how long it's going to take us.

MR _GOVENDER : I don't think we'll be too much longer on
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this incident itself, which 1s the matter about the

§§§ Mtshali ... (inaudible) (Pause) Sergeant, are you
(having any - luck finding anything? -—- No. No, I
haven't had any luck.

Are  you, Sergeant P (inaudible) e the
allegations made by Bongani in his affidavit as to what
happened in the second. incident, how it came about that

;‘ ﬁe was. arrested? Are you familiar with that? Do you
know - -have you read the papers regarding that recently?

< Sir, no, but if you could shed some more light

on:the topic for me I might be able to answer.

f Just in summary, in summary form, the allegations

in the second incident by Bongani and the other are that
on the 29th\,of September 1989 he was walking with
[friends in Pietermaritzburg when he met Dumisani and
Mofiki Mtshali. These are two members of your unit.
They allegedly forced him ... (intervention)
MR LAX: If T can just correct you there. Dumisani was
never a member of the unit. That's been his evidence so
far. - That is correct, Sir.
MR GOVENDER: He was a ... (intervention)
MR- LAX: He was an informant.
MR ~GOVENDER : An informant. Okay, I stand corrected.
They allegedly‘forced him to accompany them to a nearby
shop, where théy phoned vyou. -—- That is correct,
Sir.
/Is that

Is that correct? You received a phone call from
them. -—- That is correct.

And that you arrived about 10 minutes later. in a

bakkie. -—- My private vehicle, yes. I don't know

what time, but I did arrive there.
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MR ‘TLAX: I asked you whether you ever used a bakkie to

do your work. You said no. Here ypu're conceding you
used yoﬁr own vehicle, which was  a bakkie, bfor that
pﬁrpose. —-< Sir, that was on one ocgésion where I
“used my private vehicle. When you put your question I
uﬁderstood it to ask what kind of police vehicles.
You.still said no, but you remember using a Toyota
Corolla  sometimes. -—= Well, I understood  the
qﬁéstion’to be asking in the context of police vehicles,
and. ‘on. this particular: occasion *I ‘used. my private
bakkie, and I. picked it up’ while ‘I was reading these
documents . It's such a long time ago*that I couldn't

‘even remember.

MR GOVENDER: By the way, why did you have to use your
private .bakkie on that day? - Sir, I cannot answer

that question. I think that Constable Delport must have
had'the State vehicle. It could have been at the garage
or someﬁhing. I ~cannot answer that question in all
h;nesty. I can just say that T reéd it here about my
vehicle. I did use it, but I cannot tell you where the
State vehicle was. It could have been with Sergeant
Delport. As I said, I later went to his house to go and
pick him up as well, so possibly the vehicle was there

while we went there, or possibly I used my own vehicle.

- I really cannot answer that question.

(Inaudible - end of Side A, Tape 3) -——= I just
want to read here. I don't think it was at Loop Street,
/I think

I think I went to fetch him at his house. I believe I
went to - yes, T say that I fetched him at his house.
From his house we went to Plessis Avenue.

INTERPRETER: Oh, Plessis Primary. I heard it 1like




Jc/35282 5 June 1997 ~-98- W A DE WET

Plessislaan. He needs to put up the volume. (Pause)

" MR GOVENDER : So you say it wasn't Loop Street, that

‘quu in fact went to Rambo's house and picked him up. -
-='" Would you please répeat that question.

~ You say you went to Rambo's house and not to Loop

Street. -—- According to my statement here I -said

that “I -“went “to’ Constable Delport's house. From his

houéé we went. to Plessis Primary.
The allegation is  that Mofiki Mtshali accused
andi of  killing his. brother, that'é Mtshali's brother.

-—- It is possible that he could have accused him.

Can you not remember whether this happened or not?

#
/

-—= Sir, I do not know at which stage he would have
threatened him or asked him about the murder on his
bréfher. If you could just give me some clarity as to
which stage it happened.

(Inaudible) - Yes, I believe: that I was
éresent most of the time, but I believe that if they
spoke to each other they'd have spoken in Zulu, and as I
said earlier, I was not conversant in Zulu. So if they
did argue with each other I would not have known about
it.

Did you not see Mtshali push him to the ground and
tell Zondi that he was going to use his firearm to kill
him? —_— No, I do not know, Sir. .

Zondi was asked by Mtshali about details of thg
vehicles that were used in the killing of Mtshali's
brother. Do you remember anything of that nature? -

/No, I
No, I cannot remember. He never informed me about it if
he did question him at all.

Zzondi was then, you said, taken to Plessislaer, is
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that right? —== According to my affidavit that is

3
SO.

And his fingerprints were taken and he was then

officially formally charged for murder, isg that right?

-~ That is correct. The fingerprints I don't
believe were taken by us, but rather by the.
investigating officer, and he  was - charged by the

inyestigating officer, not by us.

And 'then he was locked up . in the cells. -
)Yés, I believe so. |

Now, . on- Sunday the 30th of Seﬁtember, about 15:00,

Rambo  arrived 'and took him to the Mountainrise Police

Station, where he was put into the cells. Do you know
anything about that? - That is correct, Sir. I
read it here in my affidavit. And I maintain that we

- were upder the impression that his time  would have
expired and he would have been released Sunday afternoon
withqpt the investigating officder having ch;rged or
questioned him.
| But he goes on to say, Sergeant,/that the next day
yourself and Rambo fetched him in a grey and white
kombi, and that Mofiki and Dumisani were also 1in this
kombi, and that Dumisani was in fact wearing a
Balaclava. - Sir, I cannot deny that we probably
took him out the following day. If he says so then we
probably did. But that Dumisani would have had on a
Balaclava on, I cannot see.the logic in that because he
)arres;ed the man together with Mtshali. Why would he
then have worn a Balaclava? He goes on to say that he
was interrogated about the gun, and he was taken to an

area that he couldn't identify,

/where
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where he was choked by Rambo and he fainted. - I

deny that we tortured or tubed him in any way. The man
.had aiready been arrested.

He said that you were very ... (intervention)
ACHAIRMAN: Sorry, if I could just intervene there. The

~fact - that he was arrested @ is irrelevant to your

questioning = him, and the reason why people  were
generally tubed - although. you deny you. ever saw it
‘happen -  was - that they weren't co~bperating when

x 1qﬁéstioned, and you people wanted informatioﬁ from them.
We've = had numerous witnesses appear before this
Commission, voluntarily and otherwise, who've admitted
that the police, and elements within - the police,
regularly used the tube method. "And some of them aren't
amnesty applicants, so they've got a reason to tell us
[ what. we want to hear, they're Just ordinary people
giving wus information. So the logic of vyour last
statement simply doesn't hold. Will you concede that?
-—- All I can say then is that we did not tube the
man, we had no reason to tube him, and I maintain what
my statement says, that we did not tube him, and I was
not part of assaulting him.
MR GOVENDER: (Inaudible) '... been present when he was
tubed. Nothing of that happened. Is that what you're
saying? -——- That is correct, Sir.
And if you picked him up from Mountainrise Station
where did you take him to, or what did you do with him?
-—- I think if you read a bit further you will see
that the man said he was prepared to point out a
firearm. We took him, could not find the firearm, and
then we took him back and kept him in the cells.

Bongani Zondi is dead, isn't he? -—- That is
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/correct,

cbrrect, Sir.

(Inaudible) -—= I have no idea.

Are you familiar with thé third incident that he
sets out in his affidavit? -—- Could you just tell
me which incident that is?

The' incident of the 25th of October 1989, where he
‘was afresﬁed outside the Pietermaritzburg Magistrate's
‘Court. - Thét is correct. I can remember it. T |
”  .” read-the statement ~where I 'said that we took the man
away, and then we. explained to his mother or his granny
that we were taking him for questioning, and that we
‘dropped him later.

He was picked up outside the Pietermaritzburg
Magistrate's court on that day. -== That is correct,
Sir.

(Inaudible) ... Mtshali to summon him to you
because you wanted to speak to him while vyou were
sitting in the red Husky. -—- That is correct, Sir.

And that a certain Mrs Zondi intervened when he
complained to her that you people were trying to arrest
him. -——- That is correct, a black lady did speak to
me, and I informed her and explained to her that we were
just taking him away for questioning, and that we would
bring him back and drop him off, and that is exactly
what we did.

Cn this occasion, Sergeant, he was accused of
taking a firearm from a policeman by the name of Shezi.

Do you know anything about that? -—- That is
correct, Sir.

So this was a further request or complaint about

Zondi, 1is that correct, that he had stolen a firearm
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from Shezi? - That is correct, Mr Commissioner.

- ' /You got
. You .got this request also from the investigating
officer in this matter, the matter’of the theft of the
firearm. === I believe we would have received it
from the invgstigating officer or from the person from
‘thm it had béen stolen.
Do you remember independently whether - who this
' person was that requested you to arrest him for that
,Crime? R No, I ‘am not 1dQ% certain. Possibly if I
read it, if I read through this thing I might be able to
“come up with more information.

- + (Inaudible) ... and that - -he was taken to Imbali,
and that on his way he was told that he might be pushed
over a cliff in Hammarsdale, like others who disappeared
without a trace. Do you know anything about that? -—=

it is possible that the blacks could have said that to
him: As I said I am not conversant in Zulu, and it's
possible that they spoke to him and asked him certain
questions. So I cannot answer that whether they said
that or not. I did not hear them tell him that we are

going to throw him down this cliff in English.

Well, this allegation was made 1in the court
papers. Obviously your lawyers would have answered that
allegation. Did you tell your lawyers what vyou are

telling wus now, that it's possible that the black
r policemen could have made that threat? - I cannot
' séy whether I did. I do not even know if I was asked.
I do not know what the black people's statement was, or
what was contained therein. But, as I've said, it is
possible that they could have said it, but I cannot say

’ in all honesty whether they said it or not.
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Is it correct that ancther youth was arrested on

/way at
way at Injuba - at Injubu Road? - No, it is iJuba
- at . iJuba warehouse, where he was arrested for

-housebreaking and theft.

Is 1it. so also that they were asked to direct
-yourselves to a certain shebeen? . =- I do not know
vif he,took us to a shebeen, or if'ﬁe found the shebeen
'dn our own initiative or information, but I cannot say
he took us there.” I believe that we knew that there was
‘such a shebeen.

Did you confiscate any liquor at that shebeen? -

- Sir, I confiséated liquor on several occasions, and
in regard to this incident I cannot say whether we did
confiscate liguor or not. But 1f you 1look at the
records the SAP13s will reflect the dates as to whether
alcohol was handed in or not.

And were they then taken to Pentridge Corner? -

- If I said that in my affidavit we did take him
there.
(Inaudible) ... said that. I am saying these are
1 | the allegations of what happened in the third incident,
that they were then taken to Pentridge Corner and
identified by a Detective Mchunu, aléo known as McGyver.
-— Mchunu and McGyver are the same persons who
worked with us in the vehicle, SO under which
circumstances we took them there to identify him if they
were members of my unit I don't know.
On this occasion was the intention to arrest him?
-—- I won't be able to say if that was the

( inténtion, but I expect that we wanted to question him
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about the firearm. There was no evidence in that

‘regard, but this black man was willing to help us and
© that was why we approached him.

/And he

And he was then eventually - they were eventually

- he was then eventually dropped at a school, Ekuhayani

School. Do &ou know anything about that? -=- Yes.

,We dropped him.'at that school, as I said, or wherever we

dropbed him. It was usually at the fequest of . the

péréon himself, or the person‘we arrested, - to. protect

“his identity. If we dropped him at his house the people

would have thought that he was an informant, and at his

request we dropped him at certain places - or them at
certain places.

And was he told that he had to stay at home

because you would be returning that night? -—- I

bélieve in that instance he was told that if we came

;back at 10 o‘clo?k he would be able to help us, in that

he ‘would have more information so we could arrest

. somebody or the other. But for me to tell him to come
~ _back at 10 o'clock, if he didn't want to help me, would
| be a waste of time, so he would have had to give some
sort of an indication that he was willing to help us.

You see, Sergeant, much of what are the
allegations against you as to what happened in the third
incident seems to be common cause, of much of what
happened that day, except for the fact that you can't
rgmember whether he was threatened or whether he was
assaulted. Everything else seems to common cause, as to
where he was picked up, and what happened, and where he
was dropped, and so forth and so on. - That is

correct. As I have already said, at no stage did we




'JC/35282 5 June 1997 -105~ W A DE WET

assault him. There was no reason to assault him.

Just one last aspect of this area. You

éategorically deny that Zondi was arrested on the first

/occasion,
‘occasion, that's the 14th of August. -—= That is
>correct.

At ‘the time when he sustained injuries that have

'béen - at the time that he was examined by a doctor, or
there's a medical certificate to establish in fact that
hé had sustained certain  injuries. SR That is
correct.

You maintain, as vyou did previously, that the
reason these interdicts were brought was to get‘rid of
- the police from the area. -—- That is correct.

And YOu maintain that Bongani went to the extent
of having injuries inflicted upon himself in order to
get a medical certificate to ground an application for
an - interdict against vyou Just for the purposes of

getting rid of you from the area? 1Is that what you are

saying to us? --- That is correct. There was another
interdict brought against us. It was refused in the
Supreme Court. The fact that he had been assaulted

cénnof be denied. He might Have been picked up by the
ofher members .

(Inaudible) ... unit? -—- Not my unit, but the
unit who worked with us. Other policemen,’/another

kombi, but not the red Husky.

CHATIRMAN: You're saying that he may have been picked
up by your other unit. How many kombis were working at
that timev - There were three kombis working. It

is highly likely that he might have been picked up by

somebody else and that he is now implicating me.
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(Inaudible) ... accused of these things didn't you

icheck with your other unit whether they might have
picked him up? - No. I cannot say. These
interdicts ééme about two months after - or three months

',after we arrested him then the interdict came, so I am
‘not ‘aware of who or

/what was

what® was involved. The first thing that happened was I

had to make éffidavits. The accusations were always
against = us. It's difficult ' for me  to  answer that
question honestly. I can't say. Even if I did find it

out they would have denied it in any case, who would
have been able to say that I did assault him,

_(Inaudible) ... was to get rid of the police from
that area then it would have been important that no
police were involved in this assault on him. Isn't that
s07? (Pause) If the purpose of these interdicts was to
get‘ the police out of the area it would have been
important for you to make sure that no police assaulted
him. ©Not just you, but no police. - Just the fact
thaé he had been assaulted we can't deny. The fact
that he was assaulted can't be denied.

(Inaudible) ... that he might have been assaulted
by oné of your other units who might have arrested him.

--- That is correct.

What I am saying to you, if the object of the
interdict was to get the police out of the area, which
is what you allege, then it would have been important
that you follow up whether other police might have
assaulted him or not to cover yourself. -—- I don't
know how to answer the guestion.

Didn't you follow that up? -—— No, I didn't,
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vbecause in Zilwane's case I wasn't even there, but they

still maintained that I was there.
You were involvéd at some stage. That's obvious.
- That is correct, with the arrest. I have never
denied that.
And you yourself say it might' have been one of

your

/other
other units that picked him up. --- That's highly
1ikely. |

Well, why didn't you canvass with your other units
whethér they might have picked him up at that stage? -
-— I can't answer that question. The allegation was
made against me. I just accepted it. I had to go and

fight .in court.

(Inaudible) ... whether - if other policemen were
the ones that assaulted him. -—- I won't say that I
didn't  care, but yes, one can say that. It didn't

bother me.. They accused me.

MR GOVENDER: But that's wvery strange, Sergeant,

because here you are facing an interdict, accusations
are being made against you by certain people that you
were involved in this. Wouldn't it be in your interest
to find out .if other members of Jyour unit had been

involved in that for then purposes that at the end of

the day vyou could say, "I wasn't involved with it,
somebody else was involved with that"? Wouldn't vyou
have done that? -—= Yes, to be honest that was

perhaps what I should have done, but if I said I hadn't
been there, I hadn't been there. In Zilwane's case 1
had people who could testify that I hadn't been there,

but the interdict was granted. What would my
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participation then have helped if the interdict hadn't

come that I would have been able to defend that
ihterdict better, or to protect ourselves ad;inst that?
MR LAX: (Inaudible) .-. purpose would have been
servéd, because according to -you the -intention of. the
péoplé was to get rid of the police. What would be the
difference if they had named the people who hadrreally
assaulted them, or rassaulted him, in the papers? It
-would still have been

/the police,
thé police, it would have still had the same. effect.
Why would they single you and your unit out to be named
in the interdict? - To get the police ocut of an
area is virtually impossible, but these people who did
do the physical work would be much easier than to get
all police out of the area. So, 'in other words they
brought the interdict to get us out of the area. The
interdict had been there to get us out of the area.

When you say '"us' are you talking about you and
your five, or six, or seven - the red kombi? Now, were
any interdicts - I don't know whether this question has
been‘asked. Were any interdicts brought -against any of
the other - you said there were three kombi units,
teams. Were any interdicts brought against them and
their fellow commanders - vyou know, people in your
position - that you know of? - I have no knowledge

J thereof. There had been one against - some interdicts
against the Riot Squad, but I don't know specifically
égaihst whom and who were involved.

Ja, but you and your colleagues were all based
-~ there at Oribi. You would have known, surely, 1f the

driver of the white E20, or the grey and blue Toyota,
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was facing a Supreme Court interdict. Wouldn't you have

'known that? From what you've been saying it seems to
follow that the police targeted the red Husky team. The
community targeted the red\ Husky. -—— That is
corrgct.

And you're saying that they targeted the red Husky
and its policemen in order to get them out of the area.

: Why wouldn't they have - in this strategy why wouldn't

the community, whoever they are, have targeted everybody

 in‘ybur -~ similar positions to yourself, the other two
kombi

/teams?

.teams? Why - wouldn't they ' just have randomly or

strategically brought interdicts and applications
against them? Surely that would have been the best way
to:do it, to target them all together. - That is
correct, but their success rate was not as high as ours,
and it's simply because if they could have gotten us out
of the area the other would have had to Qithdraw. By
focusing on one specific vehicle that would have been
much easier.

Why would the others have had to withdraw? -—=
Because we had the highest arrest statistics. We would
have been the biggest problem to the criminals. The
other vehicles were basically on standby. They didn't
make as many arrests as we did. The members who were
with me lived there, and they knew all the movements of
the community. If they wanted to get rid of us that
would have been what they had to do.

If you were withdrawn why would the other two
units have had to withdraw? That's what you said. Why

would' they have to withdraw? Why would it follow that
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if you were withdrawn by your superiors, or Major ~

Terblanché, why would the other two kombi units have to
Withdraw? That's what you said. -—- I believe that
Major Terblanche would have withdrawn them. It doesn't
help if you have two vehicles in there who wouldn't have
been able to do anything.

Are:you suggesting that the other two just didn't
do anything, they were useless? - At a later stage
the two vehicles %ere withdrawn because of their: work,
énd we - were alone in that.  area. We were left alone
afterwards in the area. 1In other words we did more than
they did. We can't say the other vehicles didn't bring
their - didn't

/do what
do what they had to do, but they just didn't have such a
high success rate as we had.

(Inaudible) ... success rate was so high? ———
Because we used good informants. We had two members who
were. well known 1in the area and knew  the area well.
They knew about each and ever member's movements. If
one, for example, said Mr X, they would be able to say,
"He works there, and he lives there, and his brothers
and sisters are thgse and those, and\he is fleeing there

T

and there," and whatever.

So you think that the community wanted you to
leave that area because you were excellent policemen and
you were doing a very good Jjob in tracking down
criminals. That's you - gasically that's vyour
conclusion. -—- That's why fhey wanted to have me
withdrawn; that's correct, because I was a problem to
them. They couldn’tvdo what they wanted to do, and that

~

is why they wanted us out of the area. And that came
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out in court that that was the case. They had meetings

to get us out of the area.

(Inaudible) - Sergeant, they didn't have
meetings to get you out of the area because they wanted
tb}do what they wanted.to . do. They had meetings to get
you éut of the area because  they were.really concerned
about the methods you wefe using. They were concerned
about ali the ‘complaints that were being lodged: about
you. Isn't that in fact so? That was the purpose of
thSe~m@étings, and that's why the Imbali  Support . Group
‘was formed, and that's why they monitored your actions.

N That they weren't very successful doesn't mean that
they had some other motive. CHATIRMAN: FI just want to
- you've basically given us the reason why the community

wanted you to withdraw, because
/you were
you were basically good policemen, and you stuck at all
N times within the law, and you did an excellent job at
tracking unlawful activities. That's as I understand -
that's what I understand you to say. -—- That is

correct.

I want to give you an alternative view. I am Jjust
going to read some things here. The things that you are
alleged té have done, or participated in, or been
associated with are the following. I don't expect you
té remember all these, or to even comment on them:
torture of Mandla Mthembu, torture of Wellington Chia,
torture of Siyabonga Christopher Dladla, Mpulale Indaba
and two others, torture of Bonginkosi Zondi, murder of
unknown black male at Henley Dam in 1990, assault on
Larrington Sodwane, murder of three UDF members, Sifiso

Zondi, Maxwell Molefe and another, torture of Khanyasile
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Mazibuko and - Bongane Lehlayile, torture of Zimande
Mazibuko and Mthu Mthembu, murder of Kwazi Mazibuko,

torture of Patrick Vilakazi, murder of Lioéonel Singabane

and another, ‘'death of Roy Ngcobo, murder of . Special

{Constable Luthuli, murder of Gecabashe, murder of three

youths, names unknown, . death of five peéersons, names

)

unknown, murder of Rosemary Ngcobo, -death of Mkhize and

eight others, death of six youths, names unknown, murder

of UDF members, Mpumalanga, = murder ofr UDF members,

Mpumalanga, death of businessman and two others, murder

of - UDF members at Magongo, 1989, and attack on taxi at .

Magongo. Now, in all these matters vyou have been
implicated in some way, either directly or indirectly,
in the sense that vyou were commander of the‘unit, and
that you allowed theée things to happen, or that they
happened with your consent and you didn't take steps
/to prevent
to prevent them happening, or that you participated
directly in them. Is it vyour version then - I am not
asking you to remember all these things, but these are a
whole host of allegations against you, there are more
than 20 of them - is that 1if they involve unlawful
activity not one single one of them is correct and true?
Is that your version? And let me tell you that they
range from areas from Mpumalanga, Mpophomeni, Richmond,
Piefermaritzburg, Table Mountain, Bulwer. It's not

Imbali I am talking about, it's a very, very wide range

of areas in the Midlands. Are you saying that every
single one of these allegations is untrue if they - as I
am telling vou, if they involve vyou in unlawful
activity, either by commission or omission? - I

will deny all of them. I deny that I have ever been
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involved in anything like that. I deny that I have ever

assaulted anybody. I stick with my affidavit and my

{

statement that 'I have made. Some of those cases were
ﬁéafd in the Supreme Court and I was found not guilty.
'All the witnesses - we can hand up things and statements
that»the people said that they were lying. It was one
person making all the allegations.
| (Inaudible) ... in your position, team leaders or
unit leaders, were charged with murder aﬁd attempted
. murder . ——— I think*at the'Riot Unit it was only me
ahd Sergeant Wessels, and I don't know of any others.
Whatvis of concern to me is that - I agree with
you that vou were acquitted, .but the fact that the
; police, whoever they were, Murder and Robbery or - saw
fit to charge vou, and the Attorney-General felt that
there was a prima facie case against you, and we all
know ‘as attorneys that cases fail for many reasons. The
fact that
/you were
you were singled out on several occasions and serious
criminal charges were brought against you - there's a
host of cases here Qhere allegations have been made
involving you 'in wvery serious criminal activities, the
death of many people, torture, etcetera, is it vyour
version that not one single one of them has any wvalidity
or truth? -—- That is correct. I stick to my
statement that I say that I never assaulted anybody. If
I shot somebody it was reported. What they accused me
of I was found not guilty of, and I stick with my
affidavit. Except if you can show me anything else that
can ... (incomplete)

MR LAX: In this ingquiry, whether we can prove anything
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against you, we're wanting you to tell us information,

so the fact that you were acquitted is irrelevant to us.
As Mr Lyster says, people are acquitted for lots oft
very baa reasons. Sometimes good reasons too of course.
-=- But I stick to my statement when I say that I
was not ‘involved in any activities.

By the way, the allegations we've got here are not
related to one person. only, we're nét reliant on one
informant only. Just so you know that. \

MR GOVENDER : Sergeant, by the time the last  incident

toék piace with Zondi you became very familiar with this

person, didn't you, because you were involved, on your
- version, in’ two of the incidents, and on his version
three? Did you perhaps know- who lived with him? -—-
Sir, in all‘honesty these people did not stay at one
house. It is very seldom that you would find these
people at their own houses. They slept around at
different houses, and if it was at his house I cannot
say who his brother, or mother, or sister was:
/ (Inaudible)

(Inaudible) ... of his death. - I learnt
about his death when they said that the interdict fell
through because Mr Zondi was deceased. I don't know if
- during that time we were busy with our duties in
tracing suspects. If you can tell me when he died T
might still be able to\tell vou whether I was a member
of the investigating unit or not.

CHAIRMAN: We have researched numerous data bases of
reported incidents of allegations of violence, that
include many allegations by IFP people, and ANC people,
and UDF people, and ordinary citizens of non-aligned

nature. We have researched press c¢lippings, we've
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researched every conceivable angle. We have found not a
single instance where anybody from the IFP'has laid a
complaint against you. -—- It's highly/likely. As T
o said in -my earlier evidence I said that it was possible.
1 do‘not know about that.

What was your relationship with the IFP? Did you
“have dealings with their members, with their office-
bearers? . Were some .of them yourf;nformants? - It
is hHighly-likely that they were our informants. It was
known that Mtshali was a member of the Inkatha. His
brother was a prominent Inkatha leader in Imbali, so he
was in -Inkatha. I cannot dispute that. I had Inkatha
informants, I had ANC informants, but with-all this you
will find that 90% of the country's complainants were

ANC, not IFP.

MR LAX: (Inaudible) - To try and answer now
would be very difficult. I have been out of the area
sixX to seven 7years, and those people - I wouldn't be

able to remember their names.
/You worked

You worked in that area for many years, and if you
had ANC informants you would have haa to work very
carefully with them in that area. They would have been
well known to you, correct? - That is correct, and
as I said we can go and look at the records as ‘to
whether money was paid out, but I cannot give you any
names off-hand.

(Inaudible) ... come back here I Qant you to have
checked vyour records, and I want to know which ANC
people were your informants. . --- I will try my best,
Sir.

CHAIRMAN: I just want to deal now with an issue in
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- 1988. Who was in charge of the special constables at
the Riot. Unit? -—— I do not know. It was either Mr
Tokkie - at 'some stage it was Warrant-Officer Piens,

and I know Dawood was one Indian that worked there, but
r who . was inAcharge thererI cannot say. It could have

been Mr Térblanche, who ‘was 'the OC in charge, but I do

not know -gpecifically who was -in charge. But I know

Dawood did ‘the administration, Piens worked there once,

‘. van der Heever, from what I could deduce was..in charge,
SO it wasn't: - I cannot just  point to one  person
specifically.

I thiﬁk Captain Tokkie wvan der Heever was . -
lieutenant - was in charge of them, certainly for an
extended period.

MR LAX: In 1988 Lieutenant Tokkie van der Heever was
in faét the person responsible for the specials. -—-
I you say so I accept it.
(Inaudible) - That's correct, Sir.
CHAIRMAN : What role ' did you play in the special
conétables in December 1988 with regard to the so-called
Trust Feeds incident? -— We rendered a special
/sérvice
service in Hammarsdale/Mpumalanga, and Sergeant Rose was
in c¢harge of them, and I wvisited people and - Trust
Feeds itself there were five or six people who
volunteered to go to Trust Feeds, and I took them from
Hammarsdale to Trust Feeds with their clothes and money,
tdok money to their families, and took them with the
Riot Squad. And from there Sergeant Le Roux took them
to Trust Feeds, where they were handed over to Mitchell.
And on the Friday before the incident there was an

operation arranged by Mitchell and van der Heever, and I
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believe Terblanche, where there was a cordoned off

search and people were searched in all the houses. And
I think the Friday morning I still spoke to some of
them, - I 'was 1in contact with them. On the Priday
afternocon, - I don't know at what time, we were withdrawn,
ﬁhe search was over. '
Were vyou present on that house-to-house search?
—a- Yes, that's correct; the Friday, I beliéve I was
bresent. And theré are statements. to that effect. I do
not dispute that® I.-was there. I also learnt later that
>Sergeant Rose. received .instructions that he was to take
these special constables back the Friday afternoon, and
there "were eithef transport problems -or something - I
speak under correction, but‘ the Friday evening the
shooting took place, ‘early Saturday morning, and the

next day we .learnt that there were Inkatha people who

were killed.

Tell us -a bit about that house-to-house search
that morning. What happened? - Sir, it was -
there were various houses. The normal thing to have
dorle would have been to go to a house and search it for
-firearms, and if there‘were any suspects we would have

taken them all out.
/At some
(At some stage we took all the young men out to a
specific field, where an informant would have Dbeen
sitting in a vehicle and identifying who would have been
involvgd in certain incidents. That is how we conducted
a house-to-house search. We would take 15 to 30 out and
... (intervention)
(Inaudible) ... under the age of 36 was taken to

that field. Everycne who was present there was taken to
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that field. All the young men, I beg vyour pardon,
P
under 36 were taken. there. -—- I think that is

correct, Sir. As T already wsaid, with people of a
Certain'agé it was normal practice.

(Inaudible) . ... divided?? == It is possible
that .they %ére divided ... (inaudible - end of side B,
Tépe 3) They were marched past a vehicle and
somebody pointed out certain individuals. On what basis
were they pointed out? -—- What would have happened
was that the investigating officer who-was looking for
certain people would have sat in the vehicle with his
’informant, and - there were statements and/or warrants of
“arrest . or whatever, and they would have would have
walked past, and when someone was identified they would
be taken and put in another wvehicle. That is howvwe did
it.

(Inaudible) ... not in general. - I believe
we did it the same.

{(Inaudible) ... on that day, according to Mitchell
and according to other witnesses, is that all the ANC
men, thg UDF as they would have been in those days, were
separated out.  Anyone who wasn't UDF was allowed to go.

Not a single person who wasn't UDF was detained. -
I cannot respond honestly and say UDF was kept one
side |
/and Inkatha
and Inkatha on the other side. I did not know the area.
. It is very possible, it's highly likely, but without me
knowing which was UDF and which was Inkatha - because I
had no interest in who was who, I was Jjust doing my
work.

But Mitchell has told us that, and other witnesses
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have told us that, and in fact all those young men were

detained under the emergency regulations. - It is
highly 1likely that it did happen and that they were
detained, but' I dd not know.
(Inaudible) ... was charged with a crime or
- detained in terms of the Criminal Procedure Act on that
instance. -—— Sir, I did not arrest the people. T
did not divide them into ANC and other people, so I
- cannot say. whether - what happened, whether they were
ﬂcharged or not. I do not know about fhat. They' could
‘have béenbsubdivided, that could be true, but I cannot
say' with ~absolute certainty whether +that was the
instruction or not. That .possibly was the iﬁstruction.
(Inaudible) ... there you thought people were

being pointed .out for offences with investigating

officers, with informants indicating who should be
5 taken. What you tell us is at odds with what other
. people tell us. -—= I can only comment on what I

know to have happened, and what I know is all I can say
t& you. I cahnot testify in anyone else's behalf, and I
cannot say whether people are telling the truth or not.
| (Inaudible) ... who were actually detained, - who
went into prison, and other special constables who have
given evidence, tell exactly the same consistent story.
-—- It's as I already said. I cannot dispute it.
It's possible that it happened like that, but I did not
know
/specifically
specifically which were ANC and which were Inkatha.
That was not known to me. I just did my Jjob. It's
possible that the captain and lieutenant who organised

the operation discussed it with each other, but it was
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not said to us, "This is ANC and this is Inkatha, and we

are going to detain them."

So: in ybur view 1t was possible that 4t did
actually happen like that? - Yes, it's highly
probably.»

You see, the evidence that Capéain./Mitchell and
the special constables have given is that it was part of
the 'same pre-arranged. plan, that the police would go

into ~the area, they would arrest any able-bodied young
man - of < UDF  persuasion, search. for arms, disarm them,
detain  them for some days, and then the special
‘constables would go -in there that evening, attack
houses, burn houses, and kill people. That was the plan
'which the special constables understood that they had to
/do, and that was the plan - which Brian Mitchell
.understood he had to do on the instructions of Major
Deon Terblanche and others. So basically the story that
oY you've given us - you've said it is very probable that
¢ould have happened, that's consistent with the story
that's been given by former policemen relating to what
happened at Trust Feeds on that day. -—- As I said,
Sir, it is possible that that is' what happened, but I
cannot see the logic behind detaining 30 to 40 people?
Whe;e would we have detained them? The police station
can‘only contain a certain amount of peopié. This is -
my version that I put to you is that it never happened
in my time where we took one or two lorries of people
and we detained them at a certain police station, with
the idea that the special constables could

/now go
now go in and steal, or shoot people, or disarm them, or

anything like that. I do not think it was ever the
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objective, our objective, and that it succeeded, and T

do. not see that Major Terblanche would ha&e issued any
such ‘instruction.

The. Court in the Trust Feeds trial found thét that
-was in fact what happened, so we're not particularly
 concerned with your ideas of what is logical and what is
not logical. - The fact is those people were detained and
they were : separated from each other, UDF people, and
they were detained. I don't know where they were
,idetained, but: they were detained. ‘At the New Prison; Mr

Lax says; inbfietermaritzburg. So Jjust tryband restrict
 yourself to the facts. You may think it's illogical,
“but - ins fact -there was a logic to it. ‘Do you know
anything at all about the Joint Management Centres, JMCs
as they were called? -—- I have no knowledge.
-Except if you can give me more information I can answer,
but I don't have any knowledge of such a meeting. I
have never been at one.

You've never heard of the term? -—- No.

Just for the record, the Joint Management Centre
was part of the ... (intervention) - I know each
morning everybody met at the centre.

(Inaudible) ... centre, which was the 1liaison
between the SADF and the police at that time, so that
they were 1liaising in the same direction. Joint
Management Centre was an offshoot of the National
(intervention)

MR LAX: Gesamemtlike Bestuur Sentrum. -—- If I can
just tell you what happened there. I have no knowledge
thereof.

/CHAIRMAN :

(Inaudible) ... The State Security Council at the
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~highest 'point. And at its lowest point was what was

called a Mini JMC. The Mini JMC operated at a
magisterial district level, and would have included the
head of @ Security Branch of that area: the station
\ cémmander of that area, probably & representative of the
Unrest Unit, 'any SADF units in that area, usually the

Y town clerk of the area, or somecne involved with civil
protection, and sometimes a representative: of business
and other civic organisations. The sole purpose of that
system .was to'.carry out the total onslaught. You're

. familiar with the total onslaught, the total strategy to
‘meet the total onslaught? You never had any lectures on
that while  you were in the police? Well, you're the
first policeméan I've\ever come across whose never heard
of this. —-—= There were such meetings, I am sure of

it, but we never heard anything from the higher command.

The higher command never informed us about anything.

There was one meeting per month. We never knew what
they discussed on managerial level. It is still today a
problem.

CHAIRMAN: No, we know that a person of your rank at

that tiﬁe would. never have been 'included in a Joint
Management Centre meeting. It was people, as Mr Lax has
said, in c¢ivil defence, town clerk, Security Police,
police, even the postmasters were involved, and that is
undisputed. The State Security Council's minutes
relating to the establishment of those structures are
available, they are undisputed, nobody disputes them.
What the government of the time does dispute is what the
intention of those systems or centres were. And the
evidence from Captain Mitchell is that this attack to -

this plan to disrupt and




JC/35282 5 June 1997 -123- W A DE WET

/attack
attack the Trust Feeds was a Joint Management Centre
plan.v But nevertheless I don't - the fact that you know
nothing about it is not important at all. I Jjust asked

in case you-had heard any mention of it.

MR _GOVENDER: Just ‘coming back to the Trust Feeds
matter, Sérgeant. You said that you transported the
special constables to where? - To the Riot Unit. No

8 in Pietermaritzburg.

Did younot take them to New Hanover, or to Brian
Mitchell? -——= No, ‘I took them to the Unrest Unit,
the Riot Unit, and Sergeant Le Roux took them from there
to New Hanover.

Because you see, BSergeant, Brian Mitchell says
something else, and I'll read to you what he ‘says in his
statement. He says,

"After the meeting ...
referring to the meeting where this was discussed,

"... we returned to the wunit, and that
night six special constables were
brought to the New Hanover police
station in a @ kombi, all wearing
civiies. They  were brought by

Sergeant de Wet, -who was known to me

from when I worked with Terblanche."

What do you say to that? - I took the people only
to the Unrest Unit. They were taken to New Hanover from
there. Mitchell must be confused with me and Le Roux.

You will see in the evidence of each and every special
constable not one of them will say that I took them
there. All of them - the name is unknown, but it must

have been Le Roux because he was a new member.
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/ (Inaudible)

(Inaudible) ... say in the trial, Sergeant, that

- .you in fact paid them their cheques. All of these

peqple that were involved in Trust Feeds, in the trial

records of the Trust Feeds case they say, "Accused No 4,

Ngubane, had later received a  cheque, which was handed
to him by Constable de’Wet.” That's the evidence which
was. led inv'the trial. - That *is correct. I
possibly did pay their cheques to them. I can't deny
‘that'. . But where do they. say where did I give the cheque
tb them? Did I do in New Hanover or where?

Can  you give me "any reason: as +to why Brian
Mitchell would say that you brought Athose people to
Trust Feeds when you didn't? Is there any reason why he
would say that? -—- I cannot answer that question.
CHAIRMAN: You've sald that you were there the next
day, - you took part - -in the house-to-house search, and
that in fact Mitchell may have been mistaken if he says
it was you that brought them, it may well have been Le
Roux. - I don't think that's particularly important. It
would have important if you denied that you'd ever been
to Trust Feeds on the Friday. Now, this question of
paying them, when did you pay these people? -——= I am
not .exactly sure when or where. I later heard that
people were paid with cheques. I don't know if I paid
them in New Hanover or in Mpumalanga or where. I am not
sure where they said I paid them, but the fact that I
could have paid them I can't deny. If I was told to pay
them I would have paid them. Somebody must have given
the cheques to me and they must have told me to go and
pay the cheques. ;t would have been an instruction

which I would have had to fulfil. I wouldn't have had a
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. choice.

/Why it's
Why it's important is because very shortly after
the Trust Feeds incident, in fact about 12 days after
bthe Trust Feeds incident, when two reservists by the
name of Burton and van Wyk - have you heard of them? -
-— The witnesses? Yes, I've‘read their statements. T
don't know them personally. I've never met them.
10 days after Trust Feeds Burton and van Wyk went
57' »‘ to Captain Wattress, who was the investigating officer,
. .and told Captain Wattress that they had been  taken into
Trust Feeds late on Friday night by Captain Mitchell,
and that they had seen Captain - they were with Captain
Mitchell when he picked up two special constables from
an.Inkafha leader's house, Mr Gabela, - and that they had
seen houses ‘burning and they had heard many, many shots
being fired, ‘and that they had seen - when Captain
~Mitchell came back to the car they had seen him take a
whole lot  of shotgun cartridges, shells, out. of his
pocket and throw them out of the window into the grass.
And they thought something was very strange about what
had happened, particularly obviously when they heard
that =11 people had been killed the next day, and they
went and made a sﬁatement to Captain Wattress. And
very, very shortly after that all the special constables
who had been involved in Trust Feeds, just those six,
none others, disappeared. And they disappeared
completely for two and a half years. Nobody knew where
they were. And during part of that period, for about
six months, they were paid by cheque, which was not the
normal way of paying them. And the personal files of

these people indicate that they received their cheques
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on a monthly basis. Is that possibly the periocd that

you were involved in handing their cheques to these
people?
/Because
Becauée they were not paid by cheque at any other . time.
After six months they were integrated into the KwaZulu
Police, . when they received their cheques be direct
payment into their bank or post ‘office accounts. -
.As far as I know I did pay them with a‘'cheque. I can't
~tell you if it was once or 10 times. I know -thereof.
Those cheques were signed. I can't deny it that I did
ipay .them "with cheques, but I can't say when it was,
whether it was the first six months or wherever. If you
say fhat they disappeared for two years I can tell you
that cannot be true, because I personally looked for
these people from here to Ulundi with Captain Upton, who
went -with me.
They were - we had Brigadier Marx here yesterday.
He confirmed in his evidence that from the 6th of

January, or the 8th of January 1989 until August 1991

these people disappeared, totally and utterly
disappeared. He said that he searched for them. He
searched for them for two and a half years. They were

suspects, and he searched for them for two and a half
years. So please don't say that it's not possible that
they were missing for two and a half vyears. The
official record of the South African Police, Riot Squad,
CID unit of which Brigadier Marx was the head, was that
these people disappeared for two vyears - two and a half
yvears from March 1989 until August 1991. I'll tell you
what happened in August 1991 after you people spent such

a long time looking for them, is that Major Dutton got
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" the docket, and he got it in the beginning of August

1991.

these people and arrest them? 10 days. After you '‘and

And do you know how long it toock him to find all

Upton and Brigadier Marx had been searching for two and
Sa half years ; or maybe not you, but
| /certainly
certainly Brigadier Marx. Major Dutton found them in 10
‘days. \Have you: got any. comment to make on that? -—-
It's difficult ‘to comment on that. If that is on - the
record iike that, if it took them two and a half years
to find them, I can't deny that, but I do have knowledge
that I did go and look for them at a certain stage.
About the cheques, I did pay them. I must have been
told and ordered by somebody to go and .get the cheques.
(Inaudible) ... Sergeant de Wet. We will find out
when they were paid by cheque, and if it's during that
period March 1989 to August 1991, and there's evidence
»that yvou paid them by cheque while you were meant to be

looking for them, then that creates a little problem for

you. - That is why I say, with all respect, do go
through the records. I did sign a statement where I
signed for those cheques. It could have been any period

of time. I have no knowledge. I didn't know when they
were looking for them. I can remember one incident I
knew where the people had lived. We drove to Ulundi at
one stage. Upton went with me. We heard from the
KwaZulu Police that they were working there. When we

got there two people'ran away. We suspected that one of

them was one of those. I never tried to look for them
again. I went away. I was out of the force.
(Inaudible) ... to sign for their cheques and go

and pay them. -—- One will have to go through the
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records. I believe it was only once as far as I can

remember. I cannot deny that I had paid them at one
incident. /I did pay them at some stage. I believe that
that was alsq mentioned in the Superior Court.

(Inaudible) - It is difficult to answer
that.

‘/Eithef

Either at the Riot Squad, or I might have paid them at
their houses. ' I knew where they lived  at Hammarsdale or
’ Mpﬁmalanga. They all stayed in one white house.

So. some of these people lived in Mpumalanga. All
of‘theh? -—- I believe all six of them that were
involved in Trust Feeds lived in Mpumalanga. That's why
we took them. That's one reason they were all taken to

Trust Feeds, it's because they were from Mpumalanga.

You see, some of the accused - at least two of
them, if not three of them - gave evidence in the trial
where they said they received cheques from vyou. And

what is very interesting is the date they received those

cheques from you, the 24th of Febrﬁary 1989. They're so

sure. The one guy was so sure he could give the exact
date. The others said it was some time at the end of
February, he wasn't exactly sure. -—- The fact that

T could have done ‘it I cannot dispute. As I said, I did
pay them, although I do not know about the date. And to
me it was -I did not know - obviously if I didn't pay
them when I went to pay them that they - I knew for a
fact that they confiscated firearms, and I was with them
when they took them for ballistics, so I knew that they
‘were suspected in a matter, but I knew that you either
got your salary or what, but at the time I did not know

what the circumstances were.
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'With the greatest of respect, you knew these

people were involved in that incident. Warrants were
out for their murder. By that stage it was so.
(Inaudible) ... nobody in the Unrest Unit would not have

known that those special constables were involved in the
Trust Feeds Massacre. -—- Perhaps they knew, perhaps
fhey were
- /under
»under the impression. Perhaps - I knew, but somebody
would 'have héd. to ‘have told me vto go ‘and pay these
‘people,‘so it wasn'ﬁ strange for me to pay these people.
"It was an instruction to go and pay.these people.
(Inaudible’ e+ ... it wasn't that unusual to you.

If you got orders to do something you simply did it,

"you didn't question the orders. Correct? - That
is corréct. I was still very young.

(Inaudible) ... ~consider your orders, whether
youfre a. lightie or not. The law requires every human

being to decide whether the order they've been given is
actually reasonable, legal or other wise. You must have
known‘those people were suspects at that stage, and not
only were they suspects, they were fugitives. It was
common cause in the police. In fact 'the evidence is so
ioverwhelming that there was a huge cover-up of this
casé. It's public knowledge. You must have known about
it. -——- Even if I did know about the fact that
they were being sought, and I was‘told to go and give
the man a cheque, I went and gave him a cheque. If they
told me to go and arrest the man I would have gone and
arrested him, because at a later stage I did go and
arrest him because they accompanied me.

(Inaudible) ... to that cover-up, because you bore
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"knowledge of it. -—- I did not cover up anything. I

am honest in my answers. What you are asking me I am
‘being honest with.

(Inaudible) ... being so open about it. -—-
That is why you asked me to come and testify here. I

-:told yoﬁ what I - I said whét - . I promised‘that I would

tell you what I knew.
/MR _GOVENDER:
MR GOVENDER: Sergeant, do you normally pay specials
their salaries or their cheques? --- As I 'already
said, everyone was paid by hand, and I was always there

"when  they were paid in cash. But  there were certain

incidents where people were probably to have been paid -

where the pay was back-dated and they were paid by

theques, so it wasn't strange to me that these people

were paid by cheque. I didn't think twice abéut going

to pay the cheque. I had received an instruction to go
PR and pay the man'and I went and paid him.

(Inaudible) ... occasion that you did that, isn't
that sov? (Inaudible) ... for a few months or a year or
so, but it waé a one-off incident that you had to pay -
you specifically had to péy people, special constables,
by cheque. - It is possible that I had previously

paid special constables per cheque, or paid various

people per cheque. We have to Dbrowse through the
records. It's not strange for me for someone to say,
"Take this cheque to this man." I would have gone and

taken his cheque to him.
Do vyou know Rolf Waber? ——— Only in the
—
capacity as a policeman who was affiliated to the

Security Branch.

Did you ever work with him? -—- Never. I
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never worked with Security.

Do you know Captain Brookes? - Yes.
Did you ever work with him? -—- Never.

‘ i Mr Chairman, I think - Sergeant, you said you knew
Rolf Waber. He ' worked apparently in: the Imbali area.
1Did you come aéross him? == Yes. I was not in
physicai contact with him. I saw him .in the area, I
‘knew .what kind of vehicle he drove. . He was in the area
on ‘a regular basis.  He was one of the people that I saw

the most in
/black
black residential areas, but I never sgspoke to him or
swbpped information or anything. We were not on that
level. We greeted each other and that was it.
(Inaudible) ... co-operation between the Security
Police and the Riot Unit at any level? -—- Sir, with
all due respect, Security was very secretive, and up to
this day they are secretive. Whatever they do they do
not . want  other people to know '‘about, and, as I said,
they actually sign their signatures with an eraser so
you don't know what they've written. And as I said we
didn't work with them, and if we were requested to go
with them it was in the capacity of a supportive role of
circling a house and penetrating a house, and where they

would have been able to arrest a man and take him away

to their office or whatever. But their movements were

\ no% known to us. They were very secretive - up to this
day.

(Inaudible) ... that you were at times - you

worked with them in certain operations where vyou
assisted them. -—- I do not think I was ever in an

operation with Waber. I do not think I was ever

¢
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involved with Brookes in any specific operation, but I

was with Colonel Pieterse and Colonel Vosler. Not
involved with them in operations as such, but where we
assisted them in (searching certain properties, or to
secure certain properties so that they could execute
their duties. But never with Waber. I cannot even
recall one operation that we conducted together.

So there were no incidents where you:would have
assisted the Security Branch in any operation in the
imbéli‘area. Is that what you're saying? - I
could possibly have assisted them in Imbéli, but when
Security

/operated
operated in Imbali - I believe I assisted themythere. I
know that I assisted in Dambuza, so I did help them in

’Imbali.

Well, if you did help them in Imbali, and if Waber
was‘ the security personnel responsible for that‘ area,
you would have come . in contact with him in terms of the
joint _operation, or you assistance with them in any
operation. MR ROBERTS: Mr Commissioner, could I
possibly Just intervene here? Could I Jjust Dbe

: enlightened in respect of which of the incidents is this

qﬁestioning being referred to? Because 1t seems to me

that the undertaking is he's only to be guestioned in
L regard to these incidents, and I don't have knowledge of
the fact that there has been any allegations in the
section 29 notice of reference to any involvement with
‘the Security Branch.
MR LAX: These are general matters of general
operation, in the sense that, frankly, we find it quite

utterly surprising that his unit, being involved in so
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much political crime, would not have had some dealings

with the Sécurity Branch. It's patently obvious to me
that anyone working in unrest investigation would:  have
had some contact with the Security Branch -on a regular
basis. Iﬁ's well known that Rolf Waber was a man
_working in Imbali, and that he had no dealings with him
is utterly  astounding. 80 it's a general matter .of
general opefation, how they conducted their activities.

It relates to no specific matter.

CHATRMAN : We're not going to refer to . a specific

ihcident.

MR GOVENDER: No, just to - I think it arises also from

the  witness' evidence -itself. He talks about the
' problems

? /in terms
in terms of " they were having with ' the  political
differences in the area, and it arises out of that
question in the sense that the witness 1s saying that
they were increasingly coming under pressure as the Riot
Unit Dbecause of the conflict between the IFP and the
ANC, 'and attempts to remove them as a police force in

thét area. The fact that Waber and the Security Force

/
7

worked in that area - it's a general question, as the
Commissiocner put it, to actually ascertain a broader

picture of how the security forces in that area worked

with each other. So there's no specific incident that
N

we need to actually ... (intervention)

MR ROBERTS: Mr Commissioner, with respect, as far as I

understand the undertaking he would only be questioned
in regard to the incidents in respect of the items
referred to in the letter. The argument with respect to

that it's of general application in regard to their
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actions, with respect, he was not prepared on this, the

name of Mr Waber was never mentioned in any summary
being provided to us, and I must place on record that if
he is being questioned on this he might be prejudiced
because he hasn't ‘had the opportunity to do so. With
. ‘, all respect I submit that it's not unfair for me to
intervene at this stage in regard to that.
CHATIRMAN: Thank you; Mr. Roberts.
MR ROBERTS: If I could possibly get a ruling on this I
would appreciate if.
CHAIRMAN: Sure. In the beginning of this morning's
session Sergeant de Wet was asked a series of questions
about /persogal details, the structure of his police
unit, the different shifts he worked in, etcetera,
" étcetera,

/etcetera,
etcetera, and these are things that are within his own
personal knowledge, they are clearly not controversial,
they are in order to assist us with an understanding of

/ how the unit worked at the time. A question put to this
witness as to wh?ther he worked Qith another lawful

police unit within’the South African Police is clearly a
reasonable’ question. It has nothing to do with an

incident. We're not going to ask him whether he

colluded with the Security Police to assault anybody, or

'kill anybody, or supply anybody secretly with weapons,

we're aéking him whether his unit had dealings in any

way with another branch of the same force, and it's an

f . entirely reasonable question. Thank you very much.
Sergeant de Wet, what were vyour dealings with the
Security Branch? - As I already said, we assisted

them. We never worked together physically, hand in
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hand, and we never swopped information. From a security

aspect their arrests were not known to us, and the

peépie that they were looking for were not revealed to

us.either.

- (Inaudible) ... requests and lists that would be
supplied . to you from other security forces. Did you
ever receive a list of suspects from Waber through your
commanding officer for the Imbali area? -—-
Mr Commissioner, . I never received: any such 1list from
-thém with such names because they would never have
revealed their suspects to us.

- CHAIRMAN: Amongst others Captain Brookes has told us
that there was a regular meeting at your unit with their
members, where they discussed the situation in

Pietermaritzburg, the crime, the violence, the political

violence. Information was shared. A general meeting of
/that
that nature happened on a regular basis. So that if you

say that you didn't work with these guys at all it's
utterly surprising. --- It was never disclosed to us
what they discussed at managerial level, and the fact
that we were of assistance to them in certain instances,
or cases where they arrested certain people, we Qould
deny that we worked with them‘like that. But that they
disclosed any of their suspects to me, or any list -
they did not do, and they would not have done.

Just by way of explanation, when you would go in
and support them in some of their activities you were
actiﬁg as a reaction unit in that instance, is that
right? - We could have acted in such a position.
When they went into houses we could have been there.

Sometimes we went into houses with other people, took
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pecople out of the house, and then they would have taken

Whoéver they wanted. We left the scene, and they went
their - way and we went ours.
MR LAX: I Jjust want to go back to the question - are
YOu having problems again? - Ja, 1it's very soft as
bshé translates in English.

Okay, Jjust  turn the volume up. I just want to go
back to the issue of the cheques. I am not‘sure that
this has been canvassed properly, and I just want to

Hjust clarify. Maybe I wasn't listening properly. Who
gave you the cheques, or who instructed you to issue out
those cheques ... (inaudible) ... where did you get the
cheques from? -——= I would either haveireceived them
from Dawood, who was in charge of the administration, or
Lieutenant van den Heever, or Rose, or Terblanche. But
to 'say exactly from whom I got 1it, I unfortunately

cannot do

/that.
that. One of those four would have instructed me to go
and pay thé cheque.  Somebody must have told me.

(Inaudible) - Then I will be able to answer
you.
That's all I have for this session. I don't want

té move on to a new area now because there's not going
to be time. These matters that are remaining as per the
agreement we will canvass on the next occasion when this
matter is back after my learned friend has got some of
the /further particulars that he required. So, I
recommend that the matter be adjourned sine die, and I
could liaise with either one of my learned friends to

set a date for continuation of this matter.

CHAIRMAN: Doeg that suit you, Mr Olivier, Mr Roberts-?
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MR ROBERTS: Mr Chairman, ves. If the matter is

_adjourned sine die by arrangement 'a date could be
arranged at any time. I am not sure when - 1if an
indication could be given more or less when this would
bé to enable us to arrange our diaries accordingly it
might be the best to 'do so, otherwise we phone up and
down ‘and it might be a problem.
; o : CHAIRMAN: I would say it probably wouldn't. be before

‘ thé second week in July; because we've got a very, very
Mf{ T » bqéy month here with- other sorts- of hearings and ...
{intervention)
MR- ROBERTS: If it's in the Supreme Court recess I
den't think it would be a big problem because then we
might be available.
CHAIRMAN: When does that start?
MB, ROBERTS: ‘ I think it starts the 1st of July.
Normally the first week in July. But in
Pietermaritzburg

/the first

the first two weeks in August - sorry, in August, only
the Full Bench appeéals are being heard and there are no
trials. So any time from middle of July to the middle

of August might be available.

MR LAX: (Inaudible)
MR ROBERTS: Mr Chairman, could I just place something
on record. We have certain documents which we have

obtained in regard to a certain witness, who we believe

_had testified, one Mr Mason Shabangu. I do not know
whether anybody would want to make copies of these. We
want to hand them in. It relates mainly to the fact

that there's a warrant for his arrest out at the moment,

I believe, according to the documents, and also his
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SAP69s and all sorts of other documents which we have

" managed to obtain in the meantime.

‘CHAIRMAN: We'll be happy to have a 1locok at thoéé.
Thank ‘you. And there will be no need to issue a further
suﬁpoena to Sergeant de Wet?

MR ~ROBERTS: We will ensure that he's present,
Mr  Chairman.

CHAIRMAN: Well, thank you.very much indeed. We will
notify  you in due.course, or we will arrange a date in
due course. Thank you very much.

PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED SINE DIE

/PROCEEDINGS




